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Abstract. We extend an adaptive partially matrix-free Hierarchically Semi-Separable (HSS)
matrix construction algorithm by Gorman et al. [SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 41(5), 2019] which uses
Gaussian sketching operators to a broader class of Johnson–Lindenstrauss (JL) sketching operators.
We present theoretical work which justifies this extension. In particular, we extend the earlier con-
centration bounds to all JL sketching operators and examine this bound for specific classes of such
operators including the original Gaussian sketching operators, subsampled randomized Hadamard
transform (SRHT) and the sparse Johnson–Lindenstrauss transform (SJLT). We discuss the im-
plementation details of applying SJLT efficiently and demonstrate experimentally that using SJLT
instead of Gaussian sketching operators leads to 1.5–2.5× speedups of the HSS construction imple-
mentation in the STRUMPACK C++ library. The generalized algorithm allows users to select their
own JL sketching operators with theoretical lower bounds on the size of the operators which may
lead to faster run time with similar HSS construction accuracy.

1. Introduction. Many large dense matrices in engineering and data sciences
are data-sparse in that the off-diagonal blocks can be well approximated as low-
rank submatrices. Some examples are matrices from discretized integral equations,
boundary element methods, and kernel matrices used in statistical and machine learn-
ing [5, 8]. There are many types of matrix formats that can take advantage of the
off-diagonal low-rank structure; these include, to name a few, Hierarchically Semi-
Separable matrices (HSS) [6, 7], Hierarchical matrices (H) and Hierarchical Bases
H-matrices (H2) [15, 14]. This work focuses on HSS representation and, more specifi-
cally, efficient HSS compression, i.e., construction of the HSS format. Compression is
the central component of the HSS framework, and usually dominates the total cost.
Once a matrix is compressed into its HSS form, one can develop asymptotically faster
algorithms for multiplication, factorization and solve based on the HSS structure, and
hence solve the algebraic equations efficiently. One way to speed up the HSS compres-
sion algorithm is to use randomization [22, 16], in particular, randomized sketching.
The main advantage of randomization is that these methods usually require fewer
floating point operations and less communication than their traditional deterministic
counterparts. Moreover, they are often easier to parallelize.

Consider a matrix A ∈ Cn×n to be compressed as an HSS matrix that approx-
imates A. Randomized sketching can be considered as a preprocessing step that
helps compute the column spaces of various off-diagonal submatrices throughout the
compression algorithm. This preprocessing step is done by post-multiplying A by a
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tall-and-skinny random matrix RT of size n×(r+p): S ← ART . If A is nonsymmetric,
the row space must be computed separately which requires an additional preprocess-
ing step of the form S′ ← A∗RT . The coefficient r is an upper bound on the ranks
of the off-diagonal blocks and p is an oversampling parameter, a small integer on the
order of 10 or so. The entries of the n× (r + p) matrix RT are drawn from a certain
probability distribution. A common choice is to draw the entries of RT independently
from an appropriately scaled normal distribution. The cost of matrix multiplication
ART is O(n2d), where d = r+p while the remaining cost of the compression algorithm
is O(nr2), therefore this upfront matrix multiplication is often the bottleneck in the
entire compression algorithm.

This paper builds upon our previous work [11, 13]. The first motivation is to
mitigate the O(n2d) cost in the sketching step. To this end, we study alternative
random sketching operators, including structured sketches like the sparse Johnson–
Lindenstrauss transform (SJLT) [19] and the subsampled randomized Hadamard
transform (SRHT) [1]. They are asymptotically faster to apply than Gaussian sketch-
ing operators, but research is needed to understand whether they provide desired ap-
proximation quality, and what the time and accuracy trade offs are. Secondly, one
of the highlights of [13] is the development of a new stopping criterion for adaptive
sketching, which is needed because the HSS rank r is usually not known a priori.
Adaptivity ensures that we generate sufficient (for robustness), yet not too many (for
high performance), random sketching operators (columns of RT ) until the range of
A is well approximated. The stopping criterion in [13] is based on a probabilistic
Frobenius norm estimation of A by the sketch matrix S = ART and concentration
bounds when sketching with Gaussian sketching operators. This analysis leads to a
robust stopping criterion taking into account both absolute and relative errors. In
this paper, we present theoretical analysis which justifies more general JL sketching
operators. We extend the concentration bounds discussed in [13] to all real JL sketch-
ing operators and examine this bound for specific classes of JL sketching operators
including the original Gaussian sketching operators, the SJLT, and the SRHT.

Remark 1.1. In most literature on randomized sketching, the sketching operator
R is applied on the left of a vector or a matrix, such as RA. But in the HSS con-
struction, we need to apply R on the right of A to probe its column space. Therefore,
in the HSS context, we use the transpose notation ART , so we can readily apply the
existing JL theory when appropriate.

The contributions of this work are:
• Gorman et al. [13] presented an adaptive HSS compression algorithm that

requires Gaussian sketching operators. We generalize this algorithm to use
any Johnson–Lindenstrauss (JL) sketching operators.

• We prove a range-finder bound for JL sketching operators and Sparse Johnson-
Lindenstrauss Transforms (SJLT) which states that the sketch S = ART for a
low rank matrix A contains relevant range information of the original matrix.
This allows us to use the sketch instead of the original block when doing HSS
compression.

• We show that the Frobenius norm stopping criteria from Gorman et al. [13]
are still valid for JL sketching operators and prove Frobenius norm bounds
for JL sketching operators and SJLT.

• We implement our general HSS compression algorithm in the STRUMPACK
C++ library [26] which allows the user to choose among sketching operators
implemented in STRUMPACK or implement their own. We implement SJLT
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as a specific use case and discuss the implementation details for SJLT in
which we leverage a special data structure and multiplication routines for
computing ART and A∗RT .

• We compare our method using SJLT and the existing Gaussian sketching
operators and observe 1.5–2.5× speedups when using SJLT while maintaining
the similar compression accuracy. The number of flops is reduced from O(n2d)
to O(nαd), where α� d; usually α = 2 to 4 is sufficient.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the end of this section we outline
the notation for the rest of the paper. In section 2 we discuss the background on
HSS matrices, our HSS compression algorithm, Algorithm 1, which we generalize
from [13] and the Johnson–Lindenstrauss sketching operators which we use in our
generalization. Next, in section 3 we state and prove range-finder bound theory
which is required to use Johnson–Lindenstrauss sketching operators as part of the
HSS compression. Following section 3, in section 4 we discuss the adaptive stopping
criteria in Algorithm 1 which leverage a Frobenius norm stopping criteria. Then in
section 5 we prove that the Frobenius norm stopping criteria generalize to all Johnson–
Lindenstrauss sketching operators. Section 6 discusses the implementation details of
using SJLT. Afterwards, in section 7 we conduct experiments comparing SJLT and
Gaussian sketching showing similar compression errors and faster compression when
using SJLT. Finally, in section 8 we state our concluding remarks.

1.1. Notation. Throughout this paper we denote a matrix as A ∈ Cm×n unless
otherwise stated. We let a random sketching operator be denoted as RT ∈ Rn×d
and vectors x ∈ Rn. We refer to S = ART as a sketch of the matrix A. Sketching
is the process of applying RT to A on the right, computing ART . We use log to
represent the logarithm with base e. We let ‖A‖, ‖x‖ be the matrix and vector two-
norm respectively. We let ‖A‖F represent the Frobenius norm of a matrix. We define
[n] = (1 : n) = {1, ...n} to be the set of integers from one to n. To represent indexing
a row, column or sub-block of our matrix we use MATLAB notation. Where lower
case i, j represent individual entries and upper case I, J represent index sets. For
example A(i, j) is entry (i, j) of matrix A, A(i, :) is row i of matrix A and A(I, J)
is the sub-block of A containing the rows in index set I and columns in index set
J . In the theory section to compress this notation we use Ai: to represent the row
i of matrix A and A:j to represent column j of matrix A. When computing a QR
factorization for a matrix A we let A = QΩ where Q is an orthogonal matrix and
Ω is upper triangular. An interpolative decomposition of a matrix A with rank r is
computed as A = A(:, J)U where J is an index set of size r and U is an r× n matrix
containing an r × r identity block. Finally, the projection operator onto a matrix S
is defined as PS = SS†.

2. Preliminaries. We begin this section by describing the HSS matrix for-
mat and the adaptive HSS construction algorithm. Then we discuss the relevant
background to incorporate a more generalized and possibly faster randomization via
Johnson–Lindenstrauss sketching in our HSS construction algorithm.

2.1. Background on HSS Matrices. Consider a square matrix A ∈ Cn×n
and index set IA = {1, . . . , n}. The HSS matrix representation is a hierarchical block
2× 2 partitioning of the matrix, where all off-diagonal blocks are compressed, or ap-
proximated, using a low-rank product, see Figure 1a. The hierarchical structure is
succinctly described by a binary tree T , called cluster tree, as depicted in Figure 1b.
The recursive partitioning stops at the leaf level, which corresponds to the smallest
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Fig. 1: (a) Illustration of a symmetric HSS matrix using 3 levels. Diagonal blocks
are partitioned recursively. Gray blocks denote the basis matrices. (b) Tree for the
HSS matrix from (a), using topological ordering. All nodes except the root store Ui
(and Vi for the non-symmetric case). Leaves store Di, non-leaves Bij (and Bji for the
non-symmetric case).

block size of the partition. The leaves do not need to be of uniform size, because for
certain input matrices a non-uniform partition may be preferable for better compres-
sion.

Each node τ ∈ T is associated with a contiguous subset Iτ ⊂ Iroot(T ). We use #Iτ
to denote the cardinality of Iτ . For two children ν1 and ν2 of τ , it holds that Iν1∪Iν2 =
Iτ and Iν1 ∩ Iν2 = ∅. It follows that ∪τ∈leaves(T )Iτ = Iroot(T ) = IA. The same tree T
is used for the rows and the columns of A. Commonly, the tree nodes are numbered
in a postorder, and most of the HSS algorithms, such as construction, matrix-vector
multiplication, factorization and solve etc., can be described as traversing the cluster
tree following this postorder. However, in the parallel implementation and throughout
this paper, we traverse the cluster tree following a bottom-up topological order, i.e.,
from the leaf level to the root, level by level, displayed in Figure 1b.

Each leaf node τ of T corresponds to a diagonal blocks of A, denoted as Dτ , and
is stored as a dense matrix : Dτ = A(Iτ , Iτ ). At each node τ , the off-diagonal block
A(Iτ , IA\Iτ ) is called a row Hankel block, and the off-diagonal block A(IA\Iτ , Iτ ) is a
column Hankel block. The compression algorithm sweeps through the tree bottom-up.
At each tree node, it computes the column basis for the row Hankel block and row
basis for the column Hankel block. Note that all the blocks within a row (column)
Hankel block share the same column (row) basis. The HSS algorithm goes further
to reduce complexity: each internal node recycles the bases computed at the two
children nodes, thus, the basis at at each internal node has the nested structure (see
Equation (2.2)), called nested basis property, which we describe now. For a node τ
with two children ν1 and ν2, the off-diagonal block Aν1,ν2 = A(Iν1 , Iν2) is factored
(approximately) as

(2.1) Aν1,ν2 ≈ Ubig
ν1 Bν1,ν2

(
V big
ν2

)∗
,

where Ubig
ν1 has dimensions #Iν1×rrν1 , Bν1,ν2 is a submatrix of Aν1,ν2 with dimensions

#Iν1 × #Iν2 and V big
ν2 has dimensions #Iν2 × rcν2

1. The HSS-rank r is defined as the
maximum of rrτ and rcτ over all off-diagonal blocks, where typically r � N . Bν1,ν2

1Superscripts r and c are used to denote that Ubig/V big are column/row bases for the row/column
Hankel blocks of A.
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and Bν2,ν1 are stored at the parent node. For a node τ with children ν1 and ν2, Ubig
τ

and V big
τ are represented hierarchically as

(2.2) Ubig
τ =

[
Ubig
ν1 0
0 Ubig

ν2

]
Uτ and V big

τ =

[
V big
ν1 0
0 V big

ν2

]
Vτ .

Note that for a leaf node Ubig
τ = Uτ and V big

τ = Vτ . Hence, every node τ , except the
root, keeps matrices Uτ and Vτ . The top two levels of the example shown in Figure 1a
can be written out explicitly as

(2.3) A =


D1 U1B1,2V

∗
2

[
U1 0
0 U2

]
U5B5,6V

∗
6

[
V ∗3 0
0 V ∗4

]
U2B2,1V

∗
1 D2[

U3 0
0 U4

]
U6B6,5V

∗
5

[
V ∗1 0
0 V ∗2

]
D3 U3B3,4V

∗
4

U4B4,3V
∗
3 D4

 .
Only at the leaf nodes, where Ubig

τ ≡ Uτ , is the Ubig
τ stored explicitly. A similar

relation holds for the Vτ basis matrices. For symmetric matrices, Ui ≡ Vi and Bij ≡
Bji.

HSS matrix construction based on randomized sampling techniques has attracted
a lot of attention in recent years. Compared to standard HSS construction tech-
niques [31, 29] which assume that an explicit matrix is given on input, randomized
techniques allow the design of matrix-free construction algorithms. A fully matrix-free
construction algorithm relies solely on the availability of a matrix-vector product rou-
tine [20]. A partially matrix-free algorithm relies on a matrix-vector product routine
and additionally requires access to some entries of the matrix [22, 13]. For certain ap-
plications, for example Toeplitz systems, where fast (e.g., linear time) matrix-vector
products exist, a randomized algorithm typically has linear or log-linear complexity
instead of quadratic complexity with the standard construction algorithms.

This paper is based on a partially matrix-free algorithm and its adaptive ver-
sion, which is presented in Algorithm 1. Note that the description of Algorithm 1
is for a symmetric matrix, which is easier to understand. Our implementation in
STRUMPACK [26] is for nonsymmetric matrices.

2.2. Adaptive HSS Algorithm. We extend the HSS construction algorithm
described in [13] which is partially matrix-free and leverages sketching. One of the
benefits of this algorithm is that the matrix A does not need to be explicitly formed,
only a matrix-vector computation routine and access to O(nr) entries of A is required.
Instead of compressing the Hankel block itself at each node, we compress a sketch of
the Hankel block from which we can recover the compressed version of the off diagonal
block. Then, as we traverse up the tree we combine local sketches from both of the
children Hankel blocks, and subtract off the already compressed low rank blocks to
recover a local sketch for the parent Hankel block that is written in the basis of the
children blocks. Finally, this local sketch can be compressed, leveraging the nested
basis property. This procedure is described in equations (2.5)-(2.9) of [13] and in detail
in Appendix C. We recommend that if you are not familiar with HSS construction
algorithms you read the detailed illustration of Algorithm 1 in Appendix C.

We leverage an interpolative decomposition to compress the off diagonal Hankel
blocks. Given a matrix A with dimensions m×m with rank r � m. We can write an
interpolative decomposition of A as A = UA(J, :) + O(ε). Where U has dimensions
m × r and J is an index set of r rows. This interpolative decomposition can be
computed using a rank revealing QR factorization, detailed in equation (2.4) of [13].
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Remark 2.1. In practice, the interpolative decomposition is computed using a
rank revealing QR factorization as A = A(:, J)V which computes a column basis. To
compute a row basis, we compute the iterpolative decomposition of A∗ = A∗(:, J)V
and apply the conjugate transpose so A = V ∗A(J, :), then we can rename V ∗ = U so
A = UA(J, :) resulting in a row basis.

We can represent a low rank matrix or Hankel block in our case as a basis matrix
U and a sampling of the rows. Once we compute an interpolative decomposition for
both Hankel row block and Hankel column block that intersect a low rank off diagonal
HSS block we can combine the bases and the selected row and column samplings to
create a low rank approximation. By leveraging the iterpolative decomposition to
do our local compression we recover an approximate basis for the Hankel block and
a sampling of the most important r rows of our sketch. The r rows of the sketch
correspond to r rows of the original matrix A, allowing us to only use our sketch
to compress the Hankel blocks as long as the sketch of the Hankel block is
representative of the original Hankel block.

In most practical problems, the HSS rank, rank of the low dimensional off diagonal
blocks, is not known a priori, hence, the size of the sketching operator needs to be
chosen adaptively. Previously, Gorman et al. [13] developed a blocked incrementing
strategy which fully reuses the already-computed basis set in two ways: (1) at each
HSS tree node τ , if the initial samples are not sufficient, we increase a block of
samples ∆d, and augment τ ’s orthogonal basis by this amount; (2) This augmented
basis will cause basis sets of the ancestor nodes to have sizes at least as large as
that of τ , while the basis sets of the descendant nodes are not affected. Algorithm 1
illustrates the high level HSS compression procedure with adaptation built in. The
algorithm traverses the cluster tree in a topological order bottom-up. Initially each
node τ is assigned the UNTOUCHED state. At the time when a node τ is to be
compressed, all its descendant nodes are already COMPRESSED, and all its ancestral
nodes are UNTOUCHED. Line 27 tests to see whether the sketch for τ is sufficiently
representative. If so, τ is compressed and its state is changed to COMPRESSED.
If not, in lines 35-37 of the else-branch, we extend the sketching operator by ∆d
columns, change τ ’s state to PARTIALLY COMPRESSED, and traverse the tree
again with the following actions: (1) for the nodes below τ , we only subtract the
newly added sketch from the diagonal blocks (lines 18 and 20); (2) for the current
PARTIALLY COMPRESSED node τ , we augment the already-computed basis set
with the new ∆d columns from the sketch (lines 29-30); (3) for τ ’s ancestral nodes,
compression proceeds with the entire sketch (line 23).

In the original adaptive compression algorithm from [13] the global sketch of
the matrix A was computed using a Gaussian sketching operator. This sketching
operator is dense so it requires O(n2) time to compute an additional column when
trying to expand the sketch. In this paper, we extend the algorithm to any Johnson–
Lindenstrauss sketching operator and use the sparse JL sketching operators, which
can be applied faster, as a case study to show that we can speed up HSS compression
by leveraging a sparse sketching operator. Additionally, our theory generalizes to a
broader class of sketching operators some of which could be better suited for specific
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applications with similar time complexity guarantees.

Algorithm 1: Adaptive HSS compression of A ∈ Cn×n using cluster tree T
with relative and absolute tolerances εrel and εabs respectively, see Table 1
for helper function details.

1 function H = HSSCompressAdaptive(A, T , d0, ∆d)
2 d← d0; n← cols(A)
3 R← JL-Operator(d+ ∆d, n)

4 S ← ART

5 foreach τ ∈ T do τ.state← UNTOUCHED

6 while root(T ).state 6= COMPRESSED and d < dmax do
7 foreach τ ∈ T in topological order do
8 if τ.state = UNTOUCHED then
9 if isleaf(τ) then Dτ ← A(Iτ , Iτ )

10 else
11 ν1, ν2 ← children(τ)

12 Bτ ← A(Ĩν1 , Ĩν2)

13 ι← 1 : d+ ∆d

14 else ι← d+ 1 : d+ ∆d
15 if isroot(τ) then
16 τ.state← COMPRESSED

17 break

18 if isleaf(τ) then Sτ ( : , ι)← S(Iτ , ι)−Dτ R
T (Iτ , ι)

19 else

20 Sτ ( : , ι)←
[
Sν1(Jν1 , ι)−Bτ Rν2( : , ι)
Sν2(Jν2 , ι)−B∗τ Rν1( : , ι)

]
21 if τ.state 6= COMPRESSED then
22 if τ.state = UNTOUCHED then
23 {Qτ ,Ωτ} ← QR(Sτ ( : , 1 : d))

24 S̃ ← Sτ ( : , d+ 1 : d+ ∆d) // last ∆d columns

25 Ŝ ← (I −QτQ∗τ )S̃
26 ετabs ← εabs/level(τ); ετrel ← εrel/level(τ)

27 if ‖Ŝ‖F < ετabs or ‖Ŝ‖F < ετrel‖S̃‖F then // Eq. 4.1

28 goto line 32

29 {Q̂, Ω̂} ← QR(Ŝ)

30 Qτ ←
[
Qτ Q̂

]
31 if min(diag(|Ω̂|))< ετabs or min(diag(|Ω̂|))< ετrel|(Ωτ )11|

then // Eq. 4.2

32 {U∗τ , Jτ} ← ID(S∗τ , ετrel, ε
τ
abs)

33 τ.state← COMPRESSED

34 else
35 R̄← JL-Operator(∆d, n) // extending sketch

36 d← d+ ∆d; S ←
[
S AR̄T

]
; RT ←

[
RT R̄T

]
37 τ.state← PARTIALLY COMPRESSED

38 break

39 if isleaf(τ) then

40 Rτ ( : , ι)← U∗τ R
T (Iτ , ι); Ĩτ ← Iτ (Jτ )

41 else

42 Rτ ( : , ι)← U∗τ

[
Rν1( : , ι)
Rν2( : , ι)

]
; Ĩτ ←

[
Iν1 Iν2

]
(Jτ )

43 end

44 end
45 return T
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cols(A) number of columns in matrix A
JL-Operator(d, n) a d×N matrix drawn from a JL Distribution

isleaf(τ) true if τ is a leaf node, false otherwise
children(τ) a list with the children of node τ , always zero or two

isroot(τ) true if τ is a root node, false otherwise
{Q,Ω} ← QR(S) S = QΩ where Q is orthogonal, Ω is upper triangular

level(τ) level of node τ , starting from 0 at the root
{Y, J} ← ID(S, εr, εa) interpolative decomposition: S ≈ S(:, J)Y

Table 1: List of helper functions for Algorithm 1.

2.3. Background on Johnson–Lindenstrauss Sketching. We begin this
section by stating the classical Johnson–Lindenstrauss lemma [17]. The particular
version below is from [10].

Lemma 2.2 (Johnson–Lindenstrauss (JL) Lemma [17]). Given ε ∈ (0, 1) and an
integer m, let d be a positive integer such that d ≥ 4(ε2/2 − ε3/3)−1 logm. For any
set P of m points in Rn there exists f : Rn → Rd such that for all u, v ∈ P

(2.4) (1− ε)‖u− v‖2 ≤ ‖f(u)− f(v)‖2 ≤ (1 + ε)‖u− v‖2.

Lemma 2.2 does not say anything about how to construct f and what form it
might take. In practice, f is usually chosen to be a linear map in the form of a matrix
which is drawn randomly from an appropriate distribution. The following definition
captures this idea.

Definition 2.3 (JL Sketching Operator). Suppose D is a distribution over ma-
trices of size d×n. We say that a matrix R ∼ D is a (n, d, δ, ε)-JL sketching operator
if for any vector x ∈ Rn it satisfies

Pr
R∼D

[∣∣‖Rx‖2 − ‖x‖2∣∣ > ε‖x‖2
]
< δ.

The condition in Definition 2.3 considers length preservation of a single vector. A
standard union bound argument can be used to show that a JL matrix with probability
1 − δ satisfies (2.4) for all u, v ∈ P where P contains m points, provided that d is
chosen to be sufficiently large; see Remark 2.2 of [3] for a discussion about this.

Remark 2.4. For low rank matrices A with dimension m × n, a highly accurate
approximation can be computed with d � n allowing us to compute our sketch
S = ART using only matrix-vector products by iterating over the d columns of RT .

In the following subsections, we introduce three popular JL sketching operator
distributions. All three satisfy the condition in Definition 2.3 provided that d is large
enough. Details on theoretical guarantees for each distribution appear in sections 3
and 5.

2.3.1. Gaussian Sketching Operator. A Gaussian sketching operator R of
size d×n has entries which are drawn independently from a normal distribution with
mean zero and variance 1/d. We indicate that R is drawn from such a distribution by
writing R ∼ Gaussian(n, d). Gaussian sketching operators are JL sketching operators
if the dimension d is sufficiently large [10]. Key advantages of Gaussian sketching
operators are ease of construction and that they lend themselves to simple and clean
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theoretical analysis [23, Remark 8.2]. The main downside of the Gaussian sketching
operator is that it is relatively slow to apply since it has no particular structure and
is dense. The sketching operators in the two subsections below address this issue by
using fast structured or sparse operators, respectively.

2.3.2. Subsampled Randomized Hadamard Transform (SRHT). A sub-
sampled randomized Hadamard transform (SRHT) of size d × n takes the form R =
PHD. The matrix D ∈ Rn×n is diagonal with the diagonal entries drawn indepen-
dently from the Rademacher distribution, i.e., each entry is +1 with probability 1/2
and −1 with probability 1/2. The matrix H ∈ Rn×n is the normalized Hadamard
matrix, a deterministic unitary matrix which can be applied to a vector in O(n log(n))
time instead of O(n2). The normalized Hadamard matrix can be defined recursively
via H0 = [1] and H2n = [Hn, Hn;Hn,−Hn]. Finally, P ∈ Rd×n is a sparse random
sampling matrix whose rows are chosen independently and uniformly at random from
the set {

√
n/d · eTj }nj=1 where ej ∈ Rn is the jth canonical basis vector. We indicate

that R is drawn in this fashion by writing R ∼ SRHT(n, d). An early version of the
SRHT appeared in [1] where each entry of P was independently chosen to be either
zero or nonzero, with the nonzero entries drawn from an appropriately scaled normal
distribution.

2.3.3. Sparse Johnson–Lindenstrauss Transform (SJLT). The sparse
Johnson–Lindenstrauss transform (SJLT) was first introduced in [19] with subsequent
further analysis in [24, 9]. An SJLT matrix R of size d × n has a fixed number
α ∈ [d] of nonzero entries per column. The nonzero entries are drawn independently
from a scaled Rademacher distribution, taking values in {1/

√
α,−1/

√
α} uniformly

at random. The paper [19] proposes two different methods for randomly drawing
the position of the nonzero entries in R. The first method draws the α nonzero
positions for each column of R uniformly at random from [d]. The second method
divides the length-d columns of R into d/α chunks, and for each chunk a single entry
is selected uniformly at random to be nonzero. This method requires d/α to be
an integer. For both methods, sampling is done for each column independently of
the nonzero positions in the other columns. The two approaches to constructing an
SJLT are referred to as the graph construction and block construction, respectively.
Throughout the paper, we will denote an SJLT drawn using either construction by
R ∼ SJLT(n, d, α). We implement both approaches in our software and allow the user
to select which one to use. We test our implementation with the block construction
since it is easier to construct and performs better experimentally than the graph
construction.

3. Range-finder Bounds. In this section we prove bounds for sketching oper-
ators drawn from a JL distribution to approximate the range of A ∈ Cm×n. That
is, we aim to show that the JL sketching has the same nice property as Gaussian
sketching — it contains accurate range information, resembling Theorem 10.8 in [16].

We will prove bounds of the form ‖A−QQ∗A‖2 = ‖(I − PS)A‖2 ≤ cnσr+1 for
some constant cn dependent on n and 0 < r ≤ d. Where S = ART = QΩ and
PS = SS†, we refer to these bounds as range-finder bounds. In [16] a range-finder
bound is proved for Gaussian sketching operators and SRHT. We extend their results
to sketching operators drawn from a distributional JL family and SJLT. We lever-
age many of the same tools as [16] to prove our results and restate the range-finder
bounds for Gaussian sketching operators and SRHT. Our new results in this section
are Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.11.
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The extension of range-finder theory is necessary for Algorithm 1 where an in-
terpolative decomposition is computed for the sketch S of a low rank block which
represents the range of the original low rank block. Additionally, the stopping criteria
in Algorithm 1 which determines when S is accurate enough to approximate the low
rank block is based on the assumption that a matrix Q which is constructed from a
rank revealing QR factorization of the sketch encodes the same range as A.

We begin by recalling Theorem 9.1 from [16] which we leverage in our proof of a
range-finder bound for sketching operators that satisfy a distributional JL property
defined in Definition 2.3 and SJLT defined in subsection 2.3.3.

Let A ∈ Cm×n be a matrix with SVD A = UΣV ∗, where U ∈ Cm×n and V ∈
Cn×n are orthogonal matrices and Σ ∈ Rn×n is a diagonal matrix of singular values.
Let R ∈ R(r+p)×n with d = r+p where r is our target rank and p is our oversampling
parameter, usually set to around 10, and consider the following decomposition:

(3.1) A = U

[
Σ1

Σ2

] [
V ∗1
V ∗2

]
.

Where Σ1 ∈ Cr×r and Σ2 ∈ C(n−r)×(n−r) are diagonal matrices. Let

(3.2) R1 := V ∗1 R
T ∈ Cr×d , R2 := V ∗2 R

T ∈ C(n−r)×d.

The error bound for the range-finder algorithm is dependent on properties of R1

and R2. We state the following theorem from [16] which we leverage to prove a
general result about the range-finder algorithm when using matrices that satisfy the
distributional JL property.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 9.1 from [16], deterministic bound). Let A ∈ Cm×n
have SVD A = UΣV ∗, and fix r ≥ 0 and oversampling parameter p ≥ 0. Choose a
test matrix RT ∈ Rn×d and construct Y = ART . Partition Σ as in (3.1), and define
R1, R2 as in (3.2). Assuming that R1 has full row rank, the approximation error
satisfies

(3.3) ‖(I − PY )A‖2 ≤ ‖Σ2‖2 + ‖Σ2R2R
†
1‖2.

To prove a range-finder bound for distributional JL sketching operators, Theo-
rem 3.6, the following two lemmas will be needed. Lemma 3.2 provides an upper
bound for the 2-norm of any JL sketching operator.

Lemma 3.2 (2-norm of sketch matrix). Let R ∈ Rd×n be a distributional JL
sketching operator drawn from a (n, d, δn , ε)-JL distribution such that ε, δ ∈ (0, 1) and

d < n. Then, with probability 1− δ, we have ‖R‖ ≤
√
n(1 + ε).

Proof. Let e1, . . . , en ∈ Rn denote the canonical basis vectors. Note that

(3.4) ‖R‖ = max
y∈Rn

‖y‖=1

‖Ry‖ = max
β∈Rn

‖β‖=1

∥∥∥R n∑
i=1

βiei

∥∥∥ ≤ max
β∈Rn

‖β‖=1

n∑
i=1

|βi| ‖Rei‖.

Since Pr[‖Rei‖ ≤
√

1 + ε] ≥ δ/n, a union bound therefore gives that the following
holds with probability at least 1− δ:

(3.5) ‖R‖ ≤ max
β∈Rn

‖β‖=1

n∑
i=1

|βi| ‖Rei‖ ≤ max
β∈Rn

‖β‖=1

n∑
i=1

|βi|
√

1 + ε ≤
√
n(1 + ε),

where the last equality follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality.
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Lemma 3.3 is a standard result which can be proven in the same way as Theo-
rem 2.3 in [30] which considers the Gaussian sketching operator case. The key fact
from the lemma is the lower bound on the smallest singular value of a JL sketching
operator times a tall-and-skinny matrix V . This bound is required when applying
Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.3 (JL implies subspace embedding, Theorem 2.3 from [30]). Let R ∈
Rd×n be a distributional JL sketching operator drawn from a (n, d, δ

52r ,
ε
12 )–JL distri-

bution with ε
12 , δ ∈ (0, 1). Let V ∈ Cn×r where r < d < n be a full rank matrix. Then

with probability at least 1− δ the following holds:

(3.6) |‖RV x‖2 − ‖V x‖2| < ε‖V x‖2 for all x ∈ Rr.

Proof. See Appendix A.1 for the details of the proof.

Remark 3.4. The smallest singular value of any matrix B satisfies (see, e.g., The-
orem 8.6.1 in [12])

(3.7) σ2
min(B) = min

‖x‖=1
‖Bx‖2.

The statement in (3.6) therefore implies

(3.8) σ2
min(RV ) ≥ (1− ε)σ2

min(V ),

and consequently that RV is of full rank since σ2
min(V ) > 0 and (1− ε) > 0.

Remark 3.5. The exponential dependence on r in the (n, d, δ
52r ,

ε
12 ) in Lemma 3.3

may seem alarming. However, for many JL sketching operator distributions the em-
bedding dimension has a logarithmic dependence on 1/δ, which translates to a linear
dependence on r. This is true for the Gaussian sketching operators, as well as for the
SRHT and SJLT we consider in this paper.

Now that we have bounded the two norm of our JL sketching operator and proved
that R1 from (3.2) will be full rank with high probability we are ready to apply
Theorem 3.1 and prove our distributional JL range-finder bound.

Theorem 3.6 (Distributional JL implies Range-finder Bound). Suppose A ∈
Cm×n is a matrix and let 0 < r < min(m,n) be the target rank. If R is a
(n, d, δ

2max(52r,n) ,
ε
12 )-JL sketching operator with ε/12, δ ∈ (0, 1) and d = r + p with

p ≥ 0, then the following holds with probability at least 1− δ:

(3.9) ‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤

(√
1 +

n(1 + ε)

(1− ε)

)
σr+1(A),

where Y = ART .

Proof. From Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and Remark 3.4 we have that the following
two events happen simultaneously with probability at least 1− δ:

(3.10) ‖R‖ ≤
√
n(1 + ε) and σ2

min(RV ) ≥ (1− ε)σ2
min(V ).

We proceed under the assumption that the events in (3.10) occur.
Due to (3.10), R1 is full rank, and Theorem 3.1 therefore yields

(3.11) ‖(I − PY )A‖2 ≤ ‖Σ2‖2 + ‖Σ2R2R
†
1‖2.
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Taking the square root of both sides and using the sub-multiplicativity of the two
norm we have

(3.12) ‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤
√
‖Σ2‖2 + ‖Σ2‖2‖R2‖2‖R†1‖2 =

√
‖Σ2‖2(1 + ‖R2‖2‖R†1‖2).

To bound ‖R2‖2, note that

(3.13) ‖R2‖2 = ‖V ∗2 RT ‖2 = ‖RT ‖2 ≤ n(1 + ε),

where the second equality follows from unitary invariance of the two norm, and in-
equality follows from (3.10). To bound ‖R†1‖2, note that

(3.14) ‖R†1‖2 =
1

σ2
min(R1)

≤ 1

(1− ε)σ2
min(V1)

=
1

1− ε

where the inequality follows from (3.10). Combining (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) and the
fact that ‖Σ2‖ = σr+1(A) results in the bound (3.9).

Next we restate the range-finder bounds for Gaussian sketching operators and
SRHT from [16].

Theorem 3.7 (Corollary 10.9 from [16], simplified deviation bounds of Theorem
10.8). Suppose that A ∈ Cm×n has singular values σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥ . . . . Choose
oversampling parameter p ≥ 4 and target rank r ≥ 2, where r+ p ≤ min(m,n). Draw
an RT ∈ Rn×(r+p) with standard Gaussian entries and construct the sketch matrix
Y = ART . Then the norm squared approximation error is

‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤
(

1 + 16

√
1 +

r

p+ 1

)
σr+1(A) +

8
√
r + p

p+ 1

(∑
j>r

σ2
j (A)

)1/2

,

with probability at least 1− 3e−p.

Remark 3.8. The above theorem states that R has standard Gaussian entries but
we consider a Gaussian sketching operator where the variance of the Gaussian entries
is 1/d corresponding to scaling all of the standard Gaussian entries by 1/d. Since
we use the sketch Y = ART to construct a projection operator this scaling cancels
out and the projection operator remains the same for both the scaled and unscaled
Gaussian sketching operators thus the above result also holds for Gaussian sketching
operators.

Theorem 3.9 (Theorem 11.2 from [16]). Suppose that A ∈ Cm×n has singular
values σ1(A) ≥ σ2(A) ≥ σ3(A) ≥ . . . . Choose oversampling parameter p ≥ 1 and
target rank r ≥ 1 such that r + p ≤ min{m,n} and

4
[√

r +
√

8 log(rn)
]2
≤ (r + p) ≤ n.

Draw an R ∈ R(r+p)×n SRHT and construct the sketch matrix Y = ART . Then the
norm squared approximation error is

‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤
√

1 + 7n/(r + p) · σr+1(A),

with failure probability at most O(r−1).
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Remark 3.10. The above result in [16] is stated when the fast transform is a
discrete Fourier transform but in this paper we apply the Hadamard transform. The
identical result holds for the Hadamard transform by combining the result in [27] and
following the identical steps of the proof for with Fourier transform in [16].

Finally, we state a range-finder bound for SJLT. The proof of Theorem 3.11 can
be found in Appendix A.2 which follows the steps of the proof of Theorem 3.6 but
with stronger guarantees since it is restricted to SJLT matrices.

Theorem 3.11. Given matrix A ∈ Cm×n and a rank r < min(m,n). Fix ε, δ ∈
(0, 1). If R ∼ SJLT(n, d, α) with α = Θ(log3(r/δ)/ε), d = Ω(r log6(r/δ)/ε2) and
Y = ART then

(3.15) ‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤ σr+1(A)

√
1 +

1

(1− ε)
max

(e2nα
d

, log
(2d

δ

)
− nα

d

)
.

with probability 1− δ.
In summary, the new foundational theory in this section is Theorem 3.6, which

shows that a projection based on a distributional JL sketching operator achieves good
approximation of the range of the original matrix. With similar proof techniques, we
show that the SJLT sketching achieves good range approximation as well (Theo-
rem 3.11). These two new results augment the existing range-finder bounds for the
Gaussian sketching operators and SRHT matrices justifying our use of a more general
class of sketching operators in our HSS compression algorithm.

4. Stopping Criteria for Adaptive HSS Algorithm. For any adaptive al-
gorithm, it is critical to develop robust stopping criteria. For us, we would like
sufficiently large sketches (enough columns of S = ART ) to ensure accuracy but not
too large which hurts performance.

Since we leverage S = ART ∈ Cn×d, the sketch, instead of A ∈ Cn×n, the true
matrix, we must determine how many columns of RT ∈ Rn×d are necessary on the fly
which corresponds to approximating the HSS rank r of our matrix in which r < d� n.
We use a block incrementing strategy where we begin with d = d0 + ∆d, check if
the last ∆d columns contain new range information and add ∆d columns iteratively
as long as there is sufficient range information in the new columns of the sketch.
This can be thought of as extending the sketching operator or applying additional
sketching operators to gain new information about the range of the low dimensional
Hankel blocks of A. In our HSS compression algorithm we have two types of stopping
criteria: Frobenius norm criteria and rank deficiency criteria, line 27 and line 31 of
Algorithm 1 respectively.

One contribution in [13] is the development of the Frobenius norm stopping cri-
teria. First, a stochastic Frobenius norm relationship between the matrix ‖A‖F and
the sketch ‖S‖F was established, when the sketching operator RT has i.i.d. standard
Gaussian entries with mean zero and variance one. Additionally, it was shown that
E[‖ 1√

d
S‖2F ] = ‖A‖2F , and a concentration bound was established detailing that when

RT has more columns the sketch matrix and original matrix Frobenius norms are
likely closer. The significance of this theoretical result is that we can use the projec-
tion error based on the sketch to stop the iteration instead of the original matrix A
(A is not available in many applications). An additional benefit is that using stop-
ping criteria based on S allows the compression algorithm to be partially matrix-free.
RT is a skinny matrix so S can be computed exclusively via matrix-vector products.
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Moreover the sketch can be used for both absolute and relative error estimates. The
goal of the Frobenius norm stopping criteria is to check if adding an additional ∆d
columns of the sketch will significantly improve the compression.

The Frobenius norm stopping criteria are:

(4.1)
‖Ŝ‖F
‖S̃‖F

< εrel , ‖Ŝ‖F < εabs.

Where S̃ = Aνi,νj R̄
T is a matrix of the ∆d new sketch for our Hankel block and

Ŝ = (I−QτQ∗τ )S̃ is the projection of the new sketch onto the orthogonal complement

of the current sketch of the Hankel block (Qτ is constructed from Aνi,νjR
T ). If ‖Ŝ‖F

is small either relative to the first d columns of the sketch or absolutely then extending
the sketch matrix to include additional columns will likely only yield a small amount
of information at a large cost of memory in the construction so the sketch matrix is
not extended more and the stopping criteria are met.

Remark 4.1. We have updated the stopping condition 1√
d
‖Ŝ‖F < εabs in [13] to

‖Ŝ‖F < εabs because now we scale the sketching operator RT so that it satisfies the
JL sketching operator definition, removing the need for 1√

d
scaling.

Remark 4.2. In the implementation we set Ŝ = (I −QτQ∗τ )2S̃, which applies two
steps of block Gram-Schmidt for projection to ensure orthogonality under roundoff
errors [25].

For these criteria to work well, we need our sketch matrix to be close to our true
matrix in the Frobenius norm. Section 5 provides guarantees on how close we can
expect the Frobenius norm for a matrix M , ‖M‖2F , to be to ‖MRT ‖2F when R is an
arbitrary JL sketching operator, as well as when it is a Gaussian sketching operator,
SRHT or SJLT (see Section 2 for the construction of these sketches). We can frame
the block incrementing strategy as extending the rows of the sketching operator R
or drawing a new sketching operator with ∆d rows. We provide a table (Table 2)
summarizing our theoretical results in which we provide a lower bound on d, the
number of columns of RT , such that the following holds with probability at least
1− δ:

(1− ε)‖M‖2F ≤ ‖MRT ‖2F ≤ (1 + ε)‖M‖2F .

Additionally, we prove Theorem 5.1 which provides the same guarantee for any JL
sketching operator.

Sketching Operator Frobenius Norm Bound
Gaussian d ≥ 20ε−2 log(2/δ) (Theorem 5.2)

SRHT d ≥ 2ε−2 log2(4n2/δ) log(4/δ) (Theorem 5.3)
SJLT d ≥ Cε−2 log(1/δ) (Theorem 5.4)

Table 2: Convergence guarantees for Frobenius norm stopping criterion.

These bounds are known to be conservative, requiring d to be quite large. For
example, if we use a Gaussian sketching operator and set our failure probability
δ = 0.01 and ε = 0.5 then we have the bound d ≥ 424 for (0.5)‖A‖2F ≤ ‖ART ‖2F ≤
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(1.5)‖A‖2F to hold with probability at least 0.99. In practice it works well to choose
d0 = 128 and ∆d = 64 (STRUMPACK library default values).

If the Frobenius norm criteria are not satisfied we may not have a sufficiently
representative sketch. We then check the rank deficiency stopping criteria which first
requires that we compute and augment our current Q matrix, representing the range
of our current sketch, lines 29-30 in Algorithm 1. We then check the smallest diagonal
entry of the upper triangular matrix from our QR factorization. This check corre-
sponds to verifying that the columns which we augment to Q (line 30 of Algorithm 1)
are representative of the range of our sketch and not just added to satisfy the orthog-
onality requirement for Q. If the diagonal entries are small this would mean that the
extension of our sketch is close to rank deficient or that the corresponding column of
Q does not encode information about our low rank block.

The rank deficiency stopping criteria are

(4.2)
mini |Ω̂ii|

(Ω1)11
< εrel , min

i
|Ω̂ii| < εabs.

If either of these rank deficiency stopping criteria are met then the sketching is rep-
resentative of the original low rank block and compression can occur. Since the
interpolative decomposition is computed using a rank revealing QR factorization, the
stopping criteria calculations will likely yield successful compression.

In the next section, we extend the theory necessary to justify the Frobenius norm
stopping criteria. That is, the more columns added to our sketching operator RT the
closer our sketch S will be to A in terms of Frobenius norm.

5. Frobenius Norm Bounds. In this section, we present the mathematical
theory to support the use of the Frobenius norm bound as one of the stopping criteria
discussed in Section 4. The new result in this Section is Theorem 5.1, which is a uni-
fied, foundational theorem about the concentration bound for general JL sketching
operators. We will then make the connection of this theorem with the existing theory
in the literature, sharpening the bounds for specific types of JL sketching operators,
including Gaussian sketching operators, SRHT, and SJLT. The unified framework
provides theoretical lower bounds on the number of samples, columns of the sketching
operator, d needed in each case to achieve the approximation guarantee in a proba-
bilistic sense.

The first result provides a Frobenius norm concentration result which holds for
any real JL sketching operator.

Theorem 5.1. Let A ∈ Cm×n and ε, δ ∈ (0, 1). If R ∈ Rd×n is a (n, d, δ′, ε)-JL
matrix where δ′ = δ/m if A is real and δ′ = δ/(2m) if A is complex, then the following
holds with probability at least 1− δ:

(5.1) (1− ε)‖A‖2F ≤ ‖ART ‖2F ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖2F .

Proof. Consider first the case when A is real. Since R is a (n, d, δm , ε)-JL matrix
it satisfies

(5.2) Pr
[∣∣‖xTRT ‖2 − ‖xT ‖2∣∣ > ε‖xT ‖2

]
<

δ

m

for any x ∈ Rn. Let Aj: denote the jth row of A. By the triangle inequality,
(5.3)∣∣∣∥∥ART∥∥2

F
− ‖A‖2F

∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
m∑
j=1

(∥∥Aj:RT∥∥2 − ‖Aj:‖2)
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

m∑
j=1

∣∣∣∥∥Aj:RT∥∥2 − ‖Aj:‖2∣∣∣ .
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Consequently,
(5.4)

Pr
[∣∣∣∥∥ART∥∥2

F
− ‖A‖2F

∣∣∣ > ε‖A‖2F
]
≤ Pr

 m∑
j=1

∣∣∣∥∥Aj:RT∥∥2 − ‖Aj:‖2∣∣∣ > ε

m∑
k=1

‖Aj:‖2


≤ Pr

 m⋃
j=1

(∣∣∣∥∥Aj:RT∥∥2 − ‖Aj:‖2∣∣∣ > ε‖Aj:‖2
)

≤
m∑
j=1

Pr
[∣∣∣∥∥Aj:RT∥∥2 − ‖Aj:‖2∣∣∣ > ε‖Aj:‖2

]
< m

δ

m
= δ,

where the third inequality is a union bound and the final inequality follows from (5.2).
This proves the result for the real case.

For the complex case, we may write A = B + ı̂C where B,C ∈ Rm×n. Since

(5.5) ‖A‖2F =

∥∥∥∥[BC
]∥∥∥∥2

F

, ‖ART ‖2F =

∥∥∥∥[BC
]
RT
∥∥∥∥2
F

,

and R is a (n, d, δ/(2m), ε)-JL matrix, the complex case follows from the result when
A is real (proved above).

The statement in Theorem 5.1 can be strengthened when specific sketching op-
erators are considered. We state known bounds for the Gaussian sketching opera-
tors (Theorem 5.2), SRHT (Theorem 5.3) and SJLT (Theorem 5.4). The statements
in Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 follow directly from Theorems 5.2 and 8.4 in [2]; see Ap-
pendix A.3 for details.

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 5.2 in [2]). Let A ∈ Cm×n be a matrix and suppose
R ∼ Gaussian(n, d). If d ≥ 20ε−2 log(2/δ), then the following holds with probability
at least 1− δ:

(5.6) (1− ε)‖A‖2F ≤ ‖ART ‖2F ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖2F .

In [13] a different concentration bound is stated for the Gaussian case dependent on
the singular values of A.

Theorem 5.3 (Theorem 8.4 in [2]). Let A ∈ Cm×n be a matrix and suppose
R ∼ SRHT(n, d). If d ≥ 2ε−2 log2(4n2/δ) log(4/δ), then the following holds with
probability at least 1− δ:

(5.7) (1− ε)‖A‖2F ≤ ‖ART ‖2F ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖2F .

The result in Theorem 5.4 below is a matrix variant of the main result in [19]. It
can be proven with a slight modification to a proof in [9] which provides a simplified
analysis of the result in [19]. For completeness, we provide this modified proof in
Appendix A.4.

Theorem 5.4 (Matrix version of result in [19]). Let A ∈ Cm×n be a matrix and
suppose R ∈ Rd×n is an SJLT constructed using either the graph or block construction
(see subsection 2.3.3), and suppose ε ∈ (0, 1) and δ ∈ (0, 1/2). If d ≥ Cε−2 log(1/δ)
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and α = dεde where C is an absolute constant, then the following holds with probability
at least 1− δ:

(5.8) (1− ε)‖A‖2F ≤ ‖ART ‖2F ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖2F .

These bounds are conservative – in practice, we find that fewer samples are suf-
ficient for good compression. From a theoretical standpoint, Gaussian sketching op-
erators require fewer samples than SRHT and SJLT. Although, SJLT and SRHT can
be applied faster leading to a trade off between speed and accuracy. In the follow-
ing sections we will examine efficiently implementing an SJLT sketching routine and
compare it to the existing Gaussian sketching routine. We will observe that we can
achieve faster compression time with similar accuracy when applying SJLT sketching
over Gaussian sketching.

6. SJLT Sketching Implementation Details. The SJLT matrix is a highly
structured random matrix. To leverage this structure we have created an SJLT data
structure and custom sketching routines that use the SJLT data structure. Our spe-
cialized data structure and sketching routines speed up the HSS compression algorithm
by leveraging matrix sparsity and bypassing multiplications.

6.1. SJLT Data Structure. An SJLT matrix is a structured sparse matrix
whose entries have two possible nonzero values. RT ∈ Rn×d is an SJLT matrix with
α nonzeros in each row with each nonzero drawn from {1/

√
α,−1/

√
α} with equal

probability. We factor out and store the scaling of 1/
√
α and split our matrix into

positive and negative components, resulting in RT = 1/
√
α(B+ − B−), where the

matrices B+ and B− only have entries in {0, 1}. Since B+ and B− are sparse binary
matrices we store them in compressed form. We use both compressed row storage
(CRS) and compressed column storage (CCS) [4] where we store pointers to the start
of each row (CRS) or column (CCS), and the column or row indices of the nonzero
entries respectively. Since our matrices are binary the nonzero values are always one
so we do not need to store the values at these nonzero positions. We store the binary
matrices in both compressed row and column storage to leverage the caching of the
dense matrix A when computing ART and A∗RT . Below we provide an example of
our data structure and decomposition.

RT =
1√
2


1 0 −1
0 −1 −1
1 −1 0
1 0 1

 =
1√
2




1 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
1 0 1

−


0 0 1
0 1 1
0 1 0
0 0 0


 =

1√
2

(B+ −B−)

RT :


s = 1√

2

B+ stored in CRS and CCS without value arrays

B− stored in CRS and CCS without value arrays

This specialized SJLT data structure for binary matrices allows us to avoid do-
ing any multiplications in our algorithm because all multiplications would be by the
number one. Instead, we only need to index and sum relevant values. Then after
out matrix multiplication is complete we can scale all entries in our resulting sketch.
Additionally, storing the SJLT as a sum of two binary compressed matrices requires
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less space than as a single compressed matrix which additionally includes the value at
each nonzero position when the number of nonzero entries per row is strictly greater
than one. Finally, the SJLT data structure is well integrated in the HSS compression
algorithm. Since we adaptively append additional SJLT matrices to the end of our
existing SJLT matrix for improved accuracy we can efficiently update our SJLT data
structure by changing the scaling factor and appending additional binary columns to
the existing SJLT matrix.

6.2. Computing ART . In the C++ STRUMPACK library a dense matrix A is
stored in column major ordering, so to leverage caching we would like to access our
large dense matrix A column by column. We implement the sketching of A, ART by
considering the outer product formulation.

ART =

 | | |
A:1 A:2 . . . A:n

| | |




R1:

R2:

...
Rn:

 =

n∑
i=1

A:iRi:.

First we initialize a zero matrix which will store our solution and factor out the
scaling factor s from our matrix RT . We iterate over each row of RT in compressed
row storage. For each row RTi if entry ij is 1, corresponding to a nonzero entry in
B+, then we add column Ai to column j of our solution matrix. If entry ij is −1,
corresponding to a nonzero entry in B−, then we subtract column Ai from column
j of our solution matrix. This algorithm allows us to access each column of A once
and based on the row RTi add or subtract it to different positions in our solution
matrix. Since our solution matrix is much smaller than the matrix A this trade-
off of leveraging caching of A while accessing many entries in our solution matrix
is advantageous. Finally, we scale the resulting matrix after we have completed our
sketching routine.

6.3. Computing A∗RT . In the HSS compression algorithm we compute the
sketch for both the rows and the columns of our input dense matrix A. This means
that in our STRUMPACK implementation in addition to computing ART we must
also compute A∗RT . Since we only store A and it is stored in column major format
we leverage an inner product formulation for this sketching routine. Where

A∗RT =

 | | |
A:1 A:2 . . . A:n

| | |

∗  | | |
R:1 R:2 . . . R:k

| | |

 .
So to compute this sketch we iterate over each column of A which allows us to

leverage caching. Then we take an inner product between the complex conjugate of
this column of A and each column of RT which we do by using compressed column
storage, ignoring the scaling factor. This corresponds to entries in our resulting ma-
trix. Each entry in the resulting matrix is a scaled sum of either +1,−1 or 0 times
each entry of the column of A so no multiplication is necessary in this computation.
Finally, we can scale the entire result matrix afterwards.

7. Experimental Results. In this section we compare our HSS construction
algorithm using Gaussian sketching operators and SJLT matrices with different num-
bers of nonzero entries per row. We observe that the accuracy of the construction is
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comparable between both types of sketching operators when α > 1 while the SJLT
sketching can be done faster.

We consider the following test cases:
1. A covariance matrix, using an exponential kernel

(7.1) Gij = exp

(
−‖xi − xj‖2

λ

)
with xi, xj ∈ [0, 1]3 and λ = .2 the correlation length. We use a structured
hexahedral finite element mesh, discretized using the MFEM finite element
library. The matrix is reordered using recursive bisection, which also defines
the HSS cluster tree.

2. A Toeplitz matrix describing a 1D kinetic energy quantum chemistry prob-
lem [18], given by

(7.2) Tij =

{
π2/

(
6d2
)

if i = j

(−1)
i−j

/
(
d2 (i− j)2

)
else

where d = 0.1 is a discretization parameter (grid spacing). The matrix T
is fairly ill-conditioned and has small HSS ranks which grow slowly with the
dimension of T .

3. The impedance matrix Z [21]:

(7.3) Zij =
kη0
4

∫
S

ti(ρ)

∫
S

bj(ρ
′)H(2)

0 (k|ρ− ρ′|)ds′ds

where k = 2π/λ0 is the wave number, λ0 denotes the free-space wavelength,

η0 is the intrinsic impedance of free space, and H
(2)
0 is the zeroth-order Hankel

function of the second kind. The surface S is a perfectly electrically conduct-
ing circle (2D) residing in free space. This circle is discretized using n line
segments, and we use delta functions located at the center of each line seg-
ment for ti, and constant functions supported on the line segments for bj . The
inner integral is evaluated with a simple quadrature rule with 4 quadrature
points. For the experiments we vary n and adjust λ0 accordingly such that
the number of points per wavelength is approximately 24.

4. The root front from a sparse multifrontal solver [11]. The multifrontal solver
is applied to a linear system resulting from the second order central finite
difference discretization of the 3D Poisson equation on a k3 grid, with zero
Dirichlet boundary conditions. The sparse solver uses a nested dissection
ordering, and the root vertex separator, a k×k plane in the grid, corresponds
to the dense k2 × k2 root frontal matrix.

The HSS construction algorithm with the different sketching options, and the
test cases are implemented in the STRUMPACK library, and are available at https:
//github.com/pghysels/STRUMPACK/. All experiments are run on a desktop with
an AMD Ryzen 9 3950X and 128GB of DDR4 memory. The code is compiled with
GCC 12.2, and the BLAS/LAPACK routines are from OpenBLAS 0.3.20. We run
with 8 OpenMP threads. The adaptive HSS construction uses d0 = 128 and ∆d =
64. The HSS leaf size is set to 256. In the experiments, we vary the relative HSS
compression tolerance εrel, and keep the absolute compression tolerance at εabs =
10−8. Random numbers are generated using the C++11 std::minstd rand linear
congruential engine.

https://github.com/pghysels/STRUMPACK/
https://github.com/pghysels/STRUMPACK/
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HSS sketching time (ms) Total HSS construction time (ms) comp
Matrix εrel n G S(1) S(2) S(4) S(8) G S(1) S(2) S(4) S(8) (%)

Cov.

10−2
103 3 1 1 2 4 16 10 11 13 15 46.1
203 393 146 166 224 366 612 312 333 392 548 7.5
303 6632 2194 2470 3506 5456 7687 3053 3425 4400 6324 2.2

10−4
103 3 1 1 3 6 31 14 31 26 29 58.0
203 1282 581 669 843 1459 2835 2082 2212 2363 2893 19.3
303 36416 13466 15943 21668 33530 64070 41899 44416 49208 61487 11.2

10−6
103 7 1 2 5 9 51 21 54 61 57 73.9
203 1844 777 911 1259 2189 5479 4104 4275 4842 5677 30.5
303 48224 18032 21280 28923 46099 115034 85233 90575 96433 110408 18.1

QChem
Toeplitz

10−2
10K 288 72 85 112 187 347 94 115 136 213 1.7
20K 1171 295 316 402 682 1287 345 363 446 749 0.9
40K 4552 1366 1645 2273 3441 4792 1498 1775 2392 3577 0.4

10−4
10K 287 74 84 113 183 342 108 117 140 220 1.9
20K 1160 294 313 404 679 1276 342 364 455 739 0.9
40K 4576 1370 1672 2264 3409 4803 1514 1813 2411 3580 0.5

10−6
10K 289 72 84 112 189 350 101 119 144 232 2.0
20K 1165 295 317 407 677 1294 356 389 467 745 1.0
40K 4569 1368 1658 2243 3456 4816 1519 1822 2413 3631 0.5

Scatt.
wave

10−2
5K 276 69 76 100 154 392 167 166 201 252 4.7

10K 1754 493 544 655 1005 2226 911 965 1106 1446 2.7
20K 12360 4184 4344 5324 7703 14855 6446 6533 7481 10008 1.6

10−4
5K 276 71 78 102 155 393 175 175 203 255 5.1

10K 1761 508 545 659 1018 2251 955 982 1099 1491 2.9
20K 13668 4580 4675 5659 8413 16612 7329 7424 8477 11306 1.8

10−6
5K 276 71 79 102 156 417 186 203 218 273 5.4

10K 1760 501 551 669 1013 2294 965 1030 1147 1515 3.1
20K 12210 4600 4669 5630 8432 14762 7382 7469 8449 11370 1.9

3D
Poisson
front

10−2
752 248 252 172 161 265 471 853 484 355 467 14.2

1002 1061 1307 515 663 1073 1774 5081 1221 1289 1720 11.2
1252 3431 3557 1458 1963 3175 5207 10198 3106 3606 4865 9.2

10−4
752 350 181 176 253 401 826 767 582 698 820 22.5

1002 1561 635 783 1089 1752 3004 2348 2402 2548 3286 17.9
1252 4874 1907 2300 3214 5116 8556 5377 6068 6671 8764 15.0

10−6
752 501 210 263 340 589 1199 885 958 1023 1250 27.7

1002 2382 952 1160 1644 2582 5251 4001 4018 4528 5536 23.0
1252 7315 2871 3412 4690 7389 14282 10053 10891 11720 14382 18.7

Table 3: Timing results for HSS compression, and sketching time. G refers to sketch-
ing with a Gaussian sketching operator, S(α) to sketching with an SJLT matrix (block
construction) with α nonzeros per row.

Table 3 shows timing results for these 4 test cases, for different dimensions and
compression tolerances. In this table, the HSS construction time includes the sketch-
ing time. The final column shows the memory usage for the HSS matrix as a per-
centage of the storage requirements for the corresponding dense matrix. This means
that if n% is listed in the table, n% of the space required to store a dense matrix A
is required to store an HSS compressed version.

The timings for the largest matrices of each test case are also shown in Figure 2
where blue represents the sketching step for each run and red represents the remain-
ing HSS construction time. Additionally, we list the ratio of total time to run the
compression algorithm in relation to the Gaussian case. Frequently, we observe that
with SJLT(α = 1) we achieve a 2− 3 times speedup and when we use α = 2 or 4 we
achieve a 1.5− 2.5 times speedup. We observed that the random matrix construction
time is negligible in both the Gaussian and SJLT cases. For the 3D Poisson frontal
matrix with 1252 rows, SJLT(α = 1) is significant slower than Gaussian sketching for
εrel = 10−2. As can be seen from Figure 7, this is caused by severe overestimation
of the HSS rank, meaning that many more adaptive steps must be taken and much
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Fig. 2: HSS construction time and sketching time. Overall speedup compared to
Gaussian sketching is shown at the top of each bar.

larger off diagonal low rank approximations are computed.
Figure 3 shows the oversampling ratio, i.e., the ratio of the final d (without ∆d)

over the HSS rank r, for the largest test problems. The quantum chemistry Toeplitz
problem is omitted, since the ranks are so small that no adaptation is required. The
oversampling ratio is similar for the different sketching methods.

Finally, Figures 4 to 7 show the relative errors and the HSS ranks for these
problems. For these results, the experiments are run 5 times and the figures show
error bars with the minimum, median and maximum values. We observe that the
HSS ranks and errors are comparable between all of the sketching operators except
for SJLT with α = 1, in which performance in terms of rank and error are worse than
Gaussian sketching operators.

We recommend that users of STRUMPACK use the default values of d0 =
128,∆d = 64 when running the HSS compression algorithm. Additionally, if us-
ing SJLT matrices we recommend setting α = 2 or α = 4, the default value. We have
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Fig. 3: Oversampling ratios, the final d (without ∆d) over the HSS rank, for the largest
test cases, covariance, impedance matrix (scattering wave), and frontal matrix. The
quantum chemistry Toeplitz problem is omitted, since for this problem the rank are
so small that it does not require any adaptation.
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Fig. 4: Covariance matrix HSS construction relative error and maximum off-diagonal
ranks.

found that this is usually the correct balance between performance improvement over
Gaussian sketching operators while having similar accuracy.

8. Conclusions. In this paper we extend the adaptive HSS compression algo-
rithm from [13] which required a Gaussian sketching operator to use any Johnson–
Lindenstrauss sketching operator. We provide theoretical guarantees that the adap-
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Fig. 5: Quantum Chemistry Toeplitz matrix HSS construction relative error and
maximum off-diagonal ranks.

tive stopping criterion holds for all JL sketching operators including both a concentra-
tion bound in terms of Frobenius norm and a range-finder guarantee. We implement
the Sparse Johnson–Lindenstrauss Transform from [19] as a use case for the more
general HSS compression algorithm and examine when such a transform outperforms
the Gaussian sketching operator. We provide the code in the STRUMPACK C++
library 2.
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Appendix A. Proofs and Other Notes on Theory.

A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.3. We first state the following intermediate lemma to
prove Lemma 3.3, following the steps of [30].

Lemma A.1 (See page 12 of [30]). Let x, y ∈ Rn. If |‖Rz‖2 − ‖z‖2| ≤ ε for all
z ∈ {x, y, x+ y}, then

(A.1) |〈Rx,Ry〉 − 〈x, y〉| ≤ 3ε〈x, y〉.

Proof. The proof follows the argument on page 12 of [30]. Without loss of gener-
ality we assume ‖x‖ = ‖y‖ = 1. Note that

(A.2)

〈Rx,Ry〉 =
1

2

(
‖R(x+ y)‖2 − ‖Rx‖2 − ‖Ry‖2

)
=

1

2

(
(1 + α1)‖x+ y‖2 − (1 + α2)‖x‖2 − (1 + α3)‖y‖2

)
=

1

2
(2α1 − α2 − α3) + α1〈x, y〉.

Since each |αi| ≤ ε, it follows that

(A.3) |〈Rx,Ry〉 − 〈x, y〉| ≤ 1

2
4ε+ ε = 3ε.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof follows the discussion on pages 12–14 in [30]. It
is sufficient to show that the claim holds for y = V x when y is unit length. Let
S = {y ∈ range(V ) : ‖y‖ = 1}. Furthermore, let N be a 1/2-net for S. It is possible
to choose N such that N := |N | ≤ 5r (see Corollary 4.2.13 in [28]). There are N2−N
sums x+ y with distinct x, y ∈ N . Consequently, the following holds with probability
at least 1− δ:

(A.4)
∣∣‖Rx‖2 − ‖x‖2∣∣ ≤ ε

12
for all x ∈ N ∪ {y + y′ : y, y′ ∈ N}.

Due to Lemma A.1, the following therefore holds with probability at least 1− δ:

(A.5)
∣∣〈Rx,Ry〉 − 〈x, y〉∣∣ ≤ ε

4
for all x, y ∈ N .

Any y ∈ S may be represented as

(A.6) y =

∞∑
i=0

βiy
(i),

where |βi| ≤ 1/2i and each y(i) ∈ N . Consequently,

(A.7)

‖Ry‖2 =

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

βiβj〈Ry(i), Ry(j)〉 =

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

βiβj(〈y(i), y(j)〉+ αi,j)

= ‖y‖2 +

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

βiβjαi,j ,

where each |αi,j | ≤ ε/4 due to (A.5). Consequently, we have

(A.8)
∣∣‖Ry‖2 − ‖y‖2∣∣ ≤ ∞∑

i=0

∞∑
j=0

1

2i+j
ε

4
= ε.
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A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.11. We begin by stating Lemmas A.2 and A.3 which
are akin to Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 but with stronger guarantees since they are restricted
to SJLT matrices.

Lemma A.2. Suppose R ∼ SJLT(n, d, α) with n > d > α, and define µ = nα/d.
For any t > 1, it then holds that

(A.9) Pr[‖R‖22 ≥ tµ] ≤ de−µ
(e
t

)tµ
.

In particular, if t > max(e2, µ−1 log(d/δ)− 1), then

(A.10) Pr[‖R‖2 ≥ tµ] < δ.

Proof. Recall that we may write R elementwise as in (A.20). Our starting point
is the following bound on the two norm:

(A.11) ‖R‖22 ≤ ‖R‖1‖R‖∞ = max
i∈[d]

n∑
j=1

ηij ,

where the inequality is Corollary 2.3.2 in [12], and the equality follows from the
standard definitions of the 1- and ∞-norms (see Section 2.3.2 in [12]). Consequently,

(A.12)

Pr[‖R‖22 ≥ tµ] ≤ Pr
[

max
i∈[d]

n∑
j=1

ηij ≥ tµ
]

= Pr
[ ⋃
i∈[d]

{ n∑
j=1

ηij≥tµ
}]

≤
d∑
i=1

Pr
[ n∑
j=1

ηij ≥ tµ
]

= dPr
[ n∑
j=1

η1j ≥ tµ
]
,

where the second inequality follows from subadditivity of measure. Chernoff’s in-
equality (see Theorem 2.3.1 in [28]) gives that

(A.13) Pr
[ n∑
j=1

η1j ≥ tµ
]
≤ e−µ

(e
t

)tµ
.

Combining (A.12) and (A.13) gives the result in (A.9).
If additionally t > max(e2, µ−1 log(d/δ) − 1), then the bound in (A.9) simplifies

to

(A.14) Pr[‖R‖22 ≥ tµ] ≤ de−µ
(e
t

)tµ
≤ de−µe−tµ < δ.

The following lemma appeared as Theorem 5 in [24].

Lemma A.3 (SJLT satisfies subspace embedding property, Theorem 5 from [24]).
Given R ∼ SJLT(n, d, α), V ∈ Cn×r and ε, δ ∈ (0, 1). If α = Θ(log3(r/δ)/ε) and
d = Ω(r log6(r/δ)/ε2) then the following holds with probability at least 1− δ:

(A.15) |‖RV x‖2 − ‖V x‖2| < ε‖V x‖2 for all x ∈ Rr.

We now combine these two results following the steps of Theorem 3.6 to prove a
range-finder bound for SJLT matrices.
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Proof. We consider the SVD of the matrix A defined in (3.1) and let µ be defined
as in Lemma A.2. From Lemma A.2, Lemma A.3 and Remark 3.4 we have that the
following two events happen simultaneously with probability at least 1− δ:

(A.16) ‖R‖2 ≤ max(e2µ, log(2d/δ)− µ), σ2
min(RV1) ≥ 1− ε.

We proceed under the assumption that the events in (A.16) occur.
Following steps similar to those in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we have

(A.17) ‖(I − PY )A‖ ≤
√
‖Σ2‖2(1 + ‖R2‖2‖R†1‖2),

where

(A.18) ‖R2‖2 ≤ max(e2µ, log(2d/δ)− µ) and ‖R†1‖2 ≤
1

1− ε
.

Combining (A.17), (A.18) and the fact that ‖Σ2‖ = σr+1(A) results in the bound
(3.15).

A.3. Notes on Theorems 5.2 and 5.3. The results in [2] are concerned with
stochastic trace estimation. When A is real, Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 follow directly
from Theorems 5.2 and 8.4 in [2] since

(A.19) ‖ART ‖2F = trace(RATART ) =

d∑
i=1

Ri:A
TARTi: ,

where Ri: is the ith row of R.
When A is complex, we may write it as A = B + ı̂C where B,C ∈ Rm×n. Since

the equations in (5.5) then hold and since there is no m-dependence in Theorems 5.2
and 5.3, the result for the complex case follows immediately with no modification to
the theorem statements.

A.4. Proof of Theorem 5.4. The proof follows the proof of Theorem 5 in [9]
with adaptions made for the matrix case. We first consider the case when A is real. For
notational simplicity, let X = AT and note that ‖ART ‖F = ‖RX‖F . Following the
notation in [9], let ηij for (i, j) ∈ [d]×[n] be Bernoulli random variables which indicate
if the element on position (i, j) of R is nonzero. Moreover, let σij for (i, j) ∈ [d]× [n]
be independent Rademacher random variables taking values in {−1, 1} which indicate
the sign of the nonzero entries in R. Then, the random matrix R defined elementwise
via

(A.20) Rij = ηijσij/
√
α

is either a graph or block constructed SJLT depending on how the ηij are drawn. In
particular, note that ηij and ηi′j′ are independent for all i, i′ ∈ [d] if j 6= j′, but the
random variables ηij and ηi′j are not independent in general.

It is straightforward to show that

(A.21) ‖RX‖2F − ‖X‖2F =
1

α

m∑
`=1

d∑
i=1

n∑
j,j′=1
j 6=j′

ηijηij′σijσij′xj`xj′`.
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Define the matrices X̃(i) ∈ Rn×m for i ∈ [d] elementwise via

(A.22) x̃
(i)
j` = ηijxj`.

LetAX,η ∈ Rdn×dn be block diagonal with the ith n×n block defined by 1
α (X̃(i)X̃(i)T )◦,

where the function (·)◦ takes a square matrix as input and returns the same matrix
but with the diagonal elements set to zero. Moreover, with a slight overloading of
notation, let σ ∈ Rdn denote the vector whose (j + (i− 1)d)th entry is σij , i.e.,

(A.23) σ =
[
σ11 · · · σ1n σ21 · · · σ2n · · · σk1 · · · σkn

]T
.

The expression in (A.21) can now be written as the quadratic form

(A.24) ‖RX‖2F − ‖X‖2F = σTAX,ησ.

For some random variable Y , recall the definition of the Lq-norm for 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞:

(A.25) ‖Y ‖q = (E|Y |q)1/q.

We will additionally add superscripts η and σ to denote Lq-norms and expectations
with respect to the variables (ηij) and (σij) only, for example

(A.26) ‖Y ‖q,η = (Eη|Y |q)1/q.

Henceforth, q := d2 log(1/δ)e > 1. Due to independence between the two sets of
variables (ηij) and (σij), we have EY = EηEσY , and consequently

(A.27) ‖σTAX,ησ‖q = ‖‖σTAX,ησ‖q,σ‖q,η.

Applying the Hanson-Wright inequality (Theorem 3 in [9]) to the innermost norm in
the expression above followed by the triangle inequality yields

(A.28) ‖σTAX,ησ‖q ≤ C1(
√
q ‖‖AX,η‖F ‖q,η + q ‖‖AX,η‖‖q,η),

where C1 is an absolute constant.
Now, we bound ‖‖AX,η‖F ‖q,η. To that end, note that

(A.29)

‖‖AX,η‖F ‖q,η = ‖‖AX,η‖2F ‖
1/2
q/2,η

≤ ‖‖AX,η‖2F ‖1/2q,η

=
1

α

∥∥∥ n∑
j,j′=1
j 6=j′

(XXT )2jj′

d∑
i=1

ηijηij′
∥∥∥1/2
q,η
,

where the inequality follows from an application of Jensen’s inequality, and the last
equality uses the fact that η2ij = ηij . Applying the triangle inequality gives

(A.30) ‖‖AX,η‖F ‖q,η =
1

α

( n∑
j,j′=1
j 6=j′

(XXT )2jj′
∥∥∥ d∑
i=1

ηijηij′
∥∥∥
q,η

)1/2
.
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Since q ≥ 1 is an integer, and since η2ij = ηij , we can write

(A.31)
( d∑
i=1

ηijηij′
)q

=
∑
S∈S

∏
(i,j)∈S

ηij

for some appropriate set S of subsets of [k]×[n] (i.e., each S ∈ S satisfies S ⊂ [d]×[n]).
One property of both the graph and block constructions of SJLT is that

(A.32) E
∏

(i,j)∈S
ηij ≤

∏
(i,j)∈S

Eηij = (α/d)|S|

for any S ⊂ [d] × [n]; see the discussion in Section 2 of [9] for details. For (i, j) ∈
[d]× [n], let η̃ij be independent Bernoulli random variables with Eη̃ij = Eηij = α/d.
Then, since E

∏
(i,j)∈S η̃ij = (α/d)|S|, it follows that

(A.33) E
∏

(i,j)∈S
ηij ≤ E

∏
(i,j)∈S

η̃ij .

Combining this with (A.31) gives

(A.34)
∥∥∥ d∑
i=1

ηijηij′
∥∥∥
q,η
≤
∥∥∥ d∑
i=1

η̃ij η̃ij′
∥∥∥
q,η
.

Note that for j 6= j′ it holds that P(η̃ij η̃ij′ = 1) = (α/d)2 due to independence.

Therefore,
∑d
i=1 η̃ij η̃ij′ follows a Binomial(d, (α/d)2) distribution. It follows from

Lemma 2 3 in [9] that

(A.35)
∥∥∥ d∑
i=1

η̃ij η̃ij′
∥∥∥
q
≤ C2

α2

k
,

where C2 is an absolute constant. Combining (A.30), (A.34) and (A.35) now gives

(A.36) ‖‖AX,η‖F ‖q,η ≤
√
C2

k
‖X‖2F .

Next, we bound ‖AX,η‖. Since AX,η is block-diagonal, its two norm is equal to

the maximum two norm of its sub-blocks: ‖AX,η‖ = maxi∈[d] ‖ 1α (X̃(i)X̃(i)T )◦‖. We
have

(A.37)

‖(X̃(i)X̃(i)T )◦‖ =
∥∥∥X̃(i)X̃(i)T − diag

(( m∑
`=1

ηijx
2
j`

)
j

)∥∥∥
≤ max

{
‖X̃(i)X̃(i)T ‖,

∥∥∥diag
(( m∑

`=1

ηijx
2
j`

)
j

)∥∥∥}
≤ ‖X‖2F ,

3In the notation of [9], the condition B < e in the lemma is satisfied if Ck > 4/e. Our absolute
constant Cd is chosen so that it satisfies this.
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where the first inequality is due to the fact that both X̃(i)X̃(i)T and diag((
∑
` ηijx

2
jl)j)

are positive semi-definite. It follows that

(A.38) ‖AX,η‖ ≤
1

α
‖X‖2F .

Inserting (A.36) and (A.38) into (A.28), and inserting the values of q, d and α
gives

(A.39) ‖σTAX,ησ‖q ≤ εC1

(
2

√
C2

Cd
+

4

Cd

)
‖X‖2F .

Finally, note that

(A.40)

P(|‖RX‖2F − ‖X‖2F | > ε‖X‖2F ) = P(|σTAX,ησ| > ε‖X‖2F )

≤ ε−q‖X‖−2qF ‖σTAX,ησ‖qq
≤ δ,

where the first equality follows from (A.24), the first inequality is Markov’s inequality,
and the second inequality holds with an appropriate choice 4 of Cd.

This completes the proof for the case when A is real. Since there is no m-
dependence in Theorem 5.4, the case when A is complex follows directly using the
argument in Appendix A.3.

Appendix B. Additional Experimental Results. Table 4 shows the final d
selected for each method after adaptivity and the HSS rank, the rank of the largest off
diagonal block as computed by the interpolative decomposition in the construction.
Ideally, the difference between d and the HSS rank should be less than ∆d = 64 in our
case meaning that the perfect amount of adaptive steps was taken. We observe that
using Gaussian sketching operators and SJLT matrices with α = 2, 4 or 8 results in
similar adaptive d and HSS rank. When using SJLT matrices with α = 1 the number
of adaptive steps may be higher because the SJLT matrix is too sparse so new data
about the original matrix is learned very slowly, requiring many more adaptive steps.

4If Cd is chosen so that C1(2
√
C2/Cd + 4/Cd) < 1/

√
e is satisfied, then second line in (A.40) is

less than 1/elog(1/δ) = δ. Since C1 and C2 are absolute constants, the absolute constant Cd can be
chosen so that it satisfies this requirement.
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Final d HSS rank
Matrix εrel n G S(1) S(2) S(4) S(8) G S(1) S(2) S(4) S(8)

Cov.

10−2
103 128 128 128 128 128 97 102 96 97 97
203 256 256 256 256 256 180 179 175 167 159
303 384 384 320 384 384 247 253 221 248 235

10−4
103 192 128 192 192 192 152 154 152 151 152
203 832 896 832 896 832 597 617 586 604 589
303 1984 2176 2112 2112 2112 1472 1530 1520 1511 1470

10−6
103 320 192 256 320 320 226 213 218 222 225
203 1088 1216 1216 1216 1280 835 875 858 863 864
303 2816 2880 2880 2880 2880 2128 2072 2079 2047 2073

QChem
Toeplitz

10−2
10K 128 128 128 128 128 11 10 10 10 11
20K 128 128 128 128 128 13 13 12 12 11
40K 128 128 128 128 128 12 13 12 12 13

10−4
10K 128 128 128 128 128 18 20 17 17 16
20K 128 128 128 128 128 18 19 20 18 20
40K 128 128 128 128 128 21 28 23 23 21

10−6
10K 128 128 128 128 128 25 27 24 25 24
20K 128 128 128 128 128 29 31 29 29 29
40K 128 128 128 128 128 36 40 37 35 35

Scatt.
wave

10−2
5K 192 192 192 192 192 137 137 137 137 137

10K 320 320 320 320 320 266 266 266 266 265
20K 576 576 576 576 576 523 523 524 523 524

10−4
5K 192 192 192 192 192 146 147 145 145 144

10K 320 320 320 320 320 275 275 274 275 275
20K 640 640 640 640 640 538 538 535 536 538

10−6
5K 192 192 192 192 192 153 151 149 151 151

10K 320 320 320 320 320 284 284 281 282 284
20K 576 640 640 640 640 550 563 558 559 563

3D
Poisson
front

10−2
752 320 704 384 384 320 204 655 272 205 203

1002 448 1216 512 448 512 280 1076 332 291 299
1252 576 1664 576 576 576 337 1432 335 336 335

10−4
752 448 512 448 448 512 338 352 338 339 342

1002 640 640 704 704 704 474 500 495 493 494
1252 832 832 896 896 896 589 594 602 602 598

10−6
752 640 640 640 640 640 451 457 453 451 450

1002 960 960 1024 1024 1024 672 695 700 702 702
1252 1216 1216 1280 1280 1280 804 810 816 798 799

Table 4: Final d (without ∆d) and HSS rank for problems in Table 3.

Appendix C. HSS Algorithm Detailed Description.
Here we describe the steps to compress a symmetric HSS matrix A with dimen-

sions 4k × 4k and HSS rank r � k represented by a three level HSS tree shown in
Figure 8 using Algorithm 1. Assume that RT has dimensions 4k × l1. Initially, we
compute S = ART which has dimensions 4k × l1.

We begin at the leaf level of the HSS tree where we can compress nodes one
through four in parallel. We will compress the first node, corresponding to the first
Hankel row block, whose rows we have highlighted in Figure 9. By symmetry this
also corresponds to the columns of the first Hankel column block.

C.1. Compression of a Leaf Node. First, we store the dense diagonal matrix
D1 in our leaf node 1 this is line 9 of the algorithm. Next, since we do not have the
matrix A but instead just the sketch S = ART we must figure out what the local
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1
[1:k]

2
[k+1:2k]

5
[1:2k]

3
[2k+1:3k]

4
[3k+1:4k]

6
[2k+1:4k]

7
[1:4k]

Fig. 8: Three level HSS tree for our compression example with the nodes labeled and
the corresponding indices in brackets.

D1

D2

D4

D3

Fig. 9: Leaf level of HSS tree with the first node rows in a box.

sketch of the Hankel row block H1 = A(1 : k, 1 : 4k \ 1 : k) = A(1 : k, k + 1 : 4k) is
(the first k rows excluding the dense diagonal). We compute a sketch of our Hankel
row block S1

loc = [0, H1]RT by writing [0, H1]RT = ([D1, H1] − [D1, 0])RT = (A(1 :
k, :)− [D1, 0])RT = S(1 : k, :)−D1R

T (1 : k, :) which is line 18 of Algorithm 1.
Next, to compress our approximation of H1 which is Sloc

1 with dimensions k × l1
lines 21-31 of Algorithm 1 verify that Sloc

1 is a good enough approximation of H1.
For now, we will assume that it is and skip these lines. Later we will see how if the
sketch is not accurate enough, we extend the sketching operator RT (lines 35-38) by
appending columns to it which will require a small modification to the local sketches.
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0 H1

0 H1U1

Fig. 10: Compression of the first Hankel block H1 into U1, a basis matrix, and r rows
of the original Hankel block, denoted by the thin horizontal stripe (not necessarily
the first r rows) and indexed by index set J1.

We compute an interpolative decomposition of Sloc
1 on line 32 of Algorithm 1 such

that Sloc
1 ≈ U1S

loc
1 (J1, :) where U1 has dimensions k × r and J1 is a subset of r

distinct indices in [1 : k]. Then we set the state of node one to compressed (line
33). The interpolative decomposition cleverly gives us a low rank factorization for
all of H1 where U1 could be thought of as a basis for the Hankel block and J1 is
an index set of rows which define the block. Since Sloc

1 = [0, H1]RT ≈ U1S
loc
1 (J1, :

) = U1[0, H1](J1, :)R
T and RT is full column rank with high probability we have that

[0, H1] ≈ U1[0, H1](J1, :). So we have found a low rank factorization for the Hankel
row block which we display in Figure 10.

We can now repeat this process for the rest of the leaf nodes which would result
in matrices U2, U3, U4 (dimensions k × r) and index sets J2, J3, J4 (of size r) being
computed and stored. For the non-symmetric case we would also compress all of the
leaf nodes for the column Hankel blocks as well. We display the result in Figure 11
where we additionally denote the low rank blocks L1–L4 which we would like to have
compressed.

Remark C.1. The Hankel block does not need to be a contiguous nonzero block,
for example H2 = [A(k + 1 : 2k, 1 : k), 0, A(k + 1 : 2k, 2k + 1 : 4k)] because D2 is
subtracted to compute H2.

Next, We show that we have already computed a low rank factorization for L1–
L4 based on the interpolative decompositions of both the row and column of the two
Hankel blocks that intersect at the low rank block. We detail how to compress L1

in Figure 12. Since we have a row basis for H1 we can just take the indices of the
rows that intersect with L1. So we have the factorization L1 ≈ U1A(J1, k + 1 : 2k).
Similarly, we have basis for the column Hankel block HT

2 which intersected with L1

because we assumed that our matrix A was symmetric. So the column factorization for
L1 is the conjugate transpose of the row factorization for L2 which we have already
computed, thus L1 ≈ A(1 : k, J2)U∗2 we can rename U∗2 as V2 for clarity in the
non-symmetric case where the second column Hankel block does not correspond to
the conjugate transpose of the second row Hankel block. Combining the row and
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D1

D2

D4

D3

U1

U2

U3

U4

L1

L2

L3

L4

Fig. 11: HSS matrix after all four row leaves have been compressed with the low rank
blocks, L1–L4 sections listed .

column factorizations, we have the low rank factorization L1 ≈ U1A(J1, J2)U∗2 =
U1A(J1, J2)V2. Notice that we currently do not have A(J1, J2), the small r×r matrix
of entries of A. This will be queried and stored in the parent node in the next
level of the algorithm (line 12 in Algorithm 1). For completeness we can factorize
L2 ≈ U2A(J2, J1)U∗1 , L3 ≈ U3A(J3, J4)U∗4 and L4 ≈ U4A(J4, J3)U∗3 .

The final step that occurs at each leaf node is to compute Rloc
i which corresponds

to the sketching operator RT in the local column basis for the low rank block we
have compressed. This will allow us to re-use the computation from our leaf nodes
and subtract off the already compressed low rank blocks when trying to compress the
parent nodes. Additionally, this allows us to leverage the nested basis property. So
for the first leaf node, we compute and store Rloc

1 = U∗1R
T (1 : k, :).

We have completed our compression for the first node, we store five variables:
1. D1, 2. U1, 3. J1 which is the dense diagonal block and what we use to represent
the Hankel row block for rows [1 : k] and part of the low rank factorization for L1

and we store 4. Sloc
1 , 5. Rloc

1 which we use to represent the sketch for the Hankel row
block and the sketching operator for the Hankel row block in the column basis of L1

which we use for the computation of the parent node.

C.2. Compression of Internal Node. We move on to compressing the second
level of the HSS tree whose Hankel row blocks are shown in Figure 13. Before we
describe the compression of H5, we explain the nested basis property which all
internal (non-leaf, non-root) nodes in the HSS tree use. This property explains the
hierarchical in HSS matrices.

The nested basis property states that for a non-leaf Hankel block, H5 with children
nodes H1, H2 we can write a row (or column) basis Ubig

5 of dimension 2k × r as a
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D1

D2

D4

D3

A1L1U1

V2

Fig. 12: HSS matrix illustration of how the off diagonal low rank block L1 is computed
and stored.

product of the bases of Ubig
1 , Ubig

2 (dimensions k × r) of H1, H2 respectively and a
small matrix U5 of dimension 2r × r:

Ubig
5 =

[
U1 0
0 U2

]
U5.

Remark C.2. For leaf node i, Ui = Ubig
i .

The intuition behind this property is that by constructing a basis Ubig
1 for the first

k rows and Ubig
2 for the next k rows, when we want to construct a basis Ubig

5 for the
2k rows we should be able to use the basis information from our earlier constructions.
When constructing HSS matrices we assume that this property holds.

Now that we have the nested basis property we can explain how this reduces the
computation for the compression for node 5 (and any internal node) in Algorithm 1.
We would like to have a sketch of H5 depicted in Figure 13 and compute U5, of

dimension 2r× r . If we consider the matrix

[
Sloc
1

Sloc
2

]
then we have an approximation

for the block depicted in the top of Figure 14 because when we computed Sloc
1 and

Sloc
2 we subtracted the diagonal blocks D1 and D2 respectively.

We show how we use the nested basis property and information from the children
nodes to compute a local sketch of H5. We can subtract our compression of the low
dimension blocks L1, L2 which we computed in the children nodes.
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D1

D2

H5

L1

L2

H6

Fig. 13: HSS matrix with the second level of row Hankel blocks highlighted in blue.

0

0

L1

L2

0

0

0

0

U1

U2

L5

Fig. 14: Node 5 row Hankel block being prepared for compression.
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S5 =

([
0 0 H5(1 : k, :)
0 0 H5(k + 1 : 2k, :)

])
RT =

(
A(1 : 2k, :)−

[
D1 L1 0
L2 D2 0

])
RT

= A(1 : 2k, :)RT −
[
D1 L1

L2 D2

] [
RT (1 : k, :)

RT (k + 1 : 2k, :)

]
=

[
Sloc
1

Sloc
2

]
−
[

0 L1

L2 0

] [
RT (1 : k, :)

RT (k + 1 : 2k, :)

]
≈
[
Ubig
1 0

0 Ubig
2

] [
Sloc
1 (J1, :)
Sloc
2 (J2, :)

]
−
[
Ubig
1 A(J1, J2)V big

2 RT (k + 1 : 2k, :)

Ubig
2 A(J2, J1)V big

1 RT (1 : k, :)

]
=

[
Ubig
1 0

0 Ubig
2

]([
Sloc
1 (J1, :)
Sloc
2 (J2, :)

]
−
[
A(J1, J2)Rloc

2

A(J2, J1)Rloc
1

])
(C.1)

:=

[
Ubig
1 0

0 Ubig
2

]
Sloc
5

Since HSS matrices satisfy the nested basis property to compute a row basis for node
5 we use Sloc

5 which has dimensions 2r × l1 and contains the nested basis prefactor
seen in the second to last row of the above computation which generalizes to any
internal HSS tree node. Sloc

5 corresponds to a sketch of the two dark blue horizontal
strips in the bottom of Figure 14 and only requires information already computed in
the children nodes.

We go through the steps of compressing H5 using Algorithm 1. First, since node
5 is the parent node of nodes 1 and 2, it stores the small sub-blocks of A used to
compute L1 and L2 which in this case is A(J1, J2) and A(J2, J1), by symmetry only
storing the r× r matrix A(J1, J2) is required, line 12 of Algorithm 1. Then on line 20
of Algorithm 1 a local sketch Sloc

5 as in (C.1) is computed using the sub-blocks of A
that we just stored and the information in the children nodes. We then check if the
local sketch, Sloc

5 , is sufficient to approximate H5 and adaptively increase the size of
the sketching operator in lines 21-31 and lines 35-38. We discuss how this adaptation
is done in the following section. Assuming that Sloc

5 is sufficiently accurate, on line
32 of Algorithm 1 we compute our basis U5 and row indices J5 in the nested basis
defined by U1 and U2. Finally, on line 42 of Algorithm 1 we compute a local sketching
operator, Rloc

5 , in the basis of U5 which we will use to subtract the block which
we have compressed in higher levels of the tree. So we have computed and stored:
1. A(J1, J2), 2. Sloc

5 , 3. U5, 4. J5, and 5. Rloc
5 which are the five components that

define an internal node.
We can similarly compress H6 which would now give us all the information to

compress L5 and L6 by symmetry then move up to the root node.

Remark C.3. When compressing the root node we do not do any compression but
instead store the two r×r blocks of A (A(J5, J6) and A(J6, J5) here) that are required
to compute the low rank factorization for the two largest low rank off diagonal blocks
(L5 and L6 here).

C.3. Adaptation. At each non-root node of the HSS tree we verify that the
sketch of our current node, Sloc

i , is sufficiently accurate before we compress it. If Sloc
i

is sufficiently accurate, which is checked by the computation and stopping criteria on
lines 21-31 of Algorithm 1 then we can compress node i, otherwise we increase the
size of our global sketching operator and global sketch on lines 35 and 36 (from l1 to
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l1 + ∆d in our example). We then mark the state of the current node, i, as partially
compressed and restart our compression loop for all of the nodes.

For the compressed nodes we will update their local sketches and sketching op-
erators to have l1 + ∆d instead of just l1 columns. This operation is computed in
Algorithm 1 as follows. First on line 14 we set the columns we will be modifying as
the final ∆d that we added to the global sketch and sketching operator in line 36.
Then on lines 18-20 we update the local sketch information, finally on lines 39-42 the
local sketching operators are updated.

For the one partially compressed node we will update the sketching operator as
for the compressed nodes but we will also check the stopping criteria on lines 27
and 31. If either is met then node i can now be compressed and the algorithm can
continue. Otherwise, lines 35-37 will trigger again, expanding the global sketch and
sketching operator then marking node j as partially compressed again. Finally, for
uncompressed nodes we do not need to update anything, we will use the updated
sketching operator and sketches. For a detailed discussion of why we use the stopping
criteria on lines 27 and 31 we refer the reader to section 4.
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