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Abstract

High-order clustering aims to classify objects in multiway datasets that are prevalent in
various fields such as bioinformatics, recommendation systems, and social network analysis.
Such data are often sparse and high-dimensional, posing significant statistical and computational
challenges. This paper introduces a tensor block model specifically designed for sparse integer-
valued data tensors. We propose a simple spectral clustering algorithm augmented with a
trimming step to mitigate noise fluctuations, and identify a density threshold that ensures the
algorithm’s consistency. Our approach models sparsity using a sub-Poisson noise concentration
framework, accommodating heavier than sub-Gaussian tails. Remarkably, this natural class of
tensor block models is closed under aggregation across arbitrary modes. Consequently, we obtain
a comprehensive framework for evaluating the tradeoff between signal loss and noise reduction
incurred by aggregating data. The analysis is based on a novel concentration bound for sparse
random Gram matrices. The theoretical findings are illustrated through numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Multiway clustering refers to the statistical problem of analyzing an array of size n; X - -+ X ng by
grouping similar elements along one or more of its d modes. Such arrays arise in many applications,
including multi-tissue gene expression data where arrays have modes corresponding to individuals,
genes, and tissues [30, 43, 52]; recommendation systems, where user—item interactions include addi-
tional modes for context [9, 35|; and computer vision, where multiway relationships among pixels,
features, and object parts help capture complex visual patterns [1, 3]. In many of these settings,
the observed data consist of nonnegative integers, with entries representing count data such as gene
transcript abundances and interaction frequencies.

To study such settings, we focus on tensor block models for count-valued arrays. A canonical
example is a d-way array Y € Z2;5"*" in which the entries Y (i1, . .., 44) are Poisson distributed with
mean pS. ;). »(i,)- Here z: {1, ...,n} — {1,...,r} denotes the cluster membership vector, p > 0 is
a scaling parameter controlling sparsity, and S € [0,1]"*"*" is a d-way core tensor characterizing
how cluster memberships affect interactions. This framework generalizes the d-uniform hypergraph
stochastic block model (HSBM) [24] from binary data to integer-valued count data. The aim is to
recover the cluster membership vector z from the observed data tensor, identifying clusters up to
permutation of labels. Sparsity is modeled by letting p — 0 as n — oo, while keeping the core tensor
S fixed. The key theoretical objective is to identify critical thresholds of p that separate the regimes
in which consistent recovery is statistically possible from those in which it is also computationally

tractable.



In regular d-uniform HSBM models, the information-theoretic consistency threshold is
p=n~@=b (1.1)

meaning that no algorithm can recover the clusters better than random guessing when p < n~ (@1

[27, 44, 45], whereas consistent clustering is possible when p > n~(d=1) [19]. More importantly,
polynomial-time clustering algorithms have been shown to achieve consistency in sparse regimes
with p > n=(4=1) [12, 19, 25|. Moreover, exact recovery of clusters is known to be achievable when
p exceeds the threshold (1.1) by a logarithmic factor [2, 23, 33, 54]. These advances suggest that
there is no statistical-computational gap in clustering sparse uniform hypergraphs. However, all of
the aforementioned polynomial-time algorithms rely on aggregating the observed data tensor into a

matrix with entries
Ay = E Vijis..iq-

1350 50d
The analytical accuracy guarantees for such algorithms essentially require that the population-level
aggregate matrix EA is sufficiently informative for cluster identification. For d-uniform HSBMs
with a core tensor of form

b, else,

a, z(i1) = -+ = z(iq),
Sx(in).zlia) = {

aggregation does not cause information loss at the population level, and, in regimes relevant for exact
recovery, not even at the sample level [8]. However, for more general core tensors S, aggregation
may result in information loss, rendering clustering based on the aggregate data matrix impossible.

When the cluster membership vector z is not identifiable from EA, aggregation-based methods
break down. An alternative reduction from tensors to matrices is flattening, a key component of low-
rank tensor approximation methods such as higher-order singular value decomposition (HOSVD)
[16] and higher-order orthogonal iteration (HOOI) [17]. Unlike aggregation, flattening preserves all
the information. Ke, Shi, and Xia [32| investigated flattening-based methods for a degree-corrected
block model for hypergraphs. They established consistency above a density threshold

p=n"%og!?n. (1.2)

While this threshold is significantly above the information-theoretic limit (1.1), it is widely believed
to be close to the optimal computational threshold for polynomial-time algorithms. Indeed, Kunisky
[34] recently showed that no low coordinate degree algorithm can detect the community structure
below p =< n=%2D(n)~(@=2/2 where D(n) is conjectured to correspond to w(logn) for polynomial-
time algorithms.

Despite these advances, theoretical understanding of clustering Poisson and other count-valued
data in tensors remains limited. Poisson distributions have heavier tails than sub-Gaussian ones,
and thus require different tools for concentration analysis. Yet Poisson models are natural in many
applications, including ecology (species count per site [13]) and political science (vote count per
polling station [14]). Because sub-Poisson tail behavior is stable under aggregation, it provides
a natural and robust assumption for modeling counts. Moreover, the sub-Poisson class is broad,
encompassing both Bernoulli and Poisson distributions.

1.2 Main contributions

The main contributions of this paper are the following. First, we propose a polynomial-time clus-
tering method that avoids aggregation altogether. It flattens the data tensor into a matrix and then



computes a hollow Gram matrix followed by spectral decomposition. This sidesteps the problem of
an uninformative adjacency matrix. Unlike most previous methods, we include a trimming step to
remove high-degree nodes. Second, by developing a new concentration inequality for integer-valued
Gram matrices, we prove that consistent clustering is possible in polynomial time when

p>n~42, (1.3)

Notably, this matches the computational lower bound in [34] up to logarithmic factors and sharpens
the threshold (1.2) by removing the logarithmic factor. This suggests a nearly optimal algorithm
for this class of problems. Third, we extend the stochastic block modeling framework from binary
to integer-valued data tensors. This is enabled by applying concentration bounds that exploit the
sub-Poisson tail via Bennett’s inequality [40]. This becomes particularly useful when aggregating
the data to a lower-order tensor, because it preserves sub-Poisson tails. Moreover, our algorithm
supports mode-specific clustering with varying dimensions and cluster structures across modes, and
our analysis establishes recovery guarantees in this general multiway setting. For nj X --- X ng-
dimensional arrays, the critical threshold (1.3) then generalizes to

p> (ny---ng)” V2 (1.4)

1.3 Related work

Flattening-based multiway clustering methods have been studied in several recent works under
closely related models. Particular instances are temporal and multilayer networks, modeled as
binary arrays of dimensions n x n X t, where ¢ corresponds to the number of layers or time slots
[2, 5, 6, 39, 42]. In this setting, Lei and Lin [37] established consistency above a density threshold
nit—1/2 logl/ 2(n+t). More recently, Lei, Zhang, and Zhu [39] proved a computational lower bound
n~1t=1/2log™ 14 n, assuming a low-degree polynomial conjecture. These thresholds align with ours
up to logarithmic factors. However, these works do not address Poisson data.

Lyu, Li, and Xia [42] studied clustering in mixture multilayer Poisson block models of size n xn x
t. They provide a consistent clustering method achieving an asymptotically optimal misclassification
rate. The results, however, apply only to dense models with p being of constant order.

Han et al. [28] studied a real-valued tensor block model under sub-Gaussian noise. They showed
that their initialization algorithm is weakly consistent when ?—22 > (ny---ng)~'/2, where o denotes
the maximum sub-Gaussian norm of the noise tensor entries, and in our asymptotic setting, A =< p.
In principle, their result could be applied to sparse integer-valued models as well. However, this
approach leads to suboptimal density requirements. In particular, applying sub-Gaussian concen-
tration to Bernoulli entries with mean p < 1 yields [10]

s 1-2p 1
o’ = T~
2log7p 2log

which implies a density condition of p > (n1---ng)~ log!/ 2(ny---ng), a significantly stronger

requirement than the one in (1.4).

1.4 Organization

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 discusses the tensor formalism and the statistical
model. Section 3 presents a spectral clustering algorithm and states the main theorem describing
sufficient conditions for the consistency of the algorithm. Section 4 demonstrates the main result



with numerical experiments. Section 5 discusses related literature. Finally, Section 6 gives an
overview of the intermediate results needed to prove the main theorem. Technical arguments are
postponed to Appendices A, B, C and D.

2 Tensor block model

2.1 Notation

Let R and Z denote the sets of real numbers and integers, respectively, with R>¢ and Zx>( denoting
their nonnegative elements. We write [n] = {1,...,n}. The indicator of a statement A is denoted
I{A}, with I{A} = 1if A is true and 0 otherwise. The natural logarithm is denoted by log. We write
x Ay = min{z,y} and x Vy = max{z, y}, together with (z); = 2V 0. Given nonnegative sequences
(zn) and (yn), we write x, < yn, (or z, = 0o(yn)) if xn/yn — 0, and =, < y, (or z, = O(yy)) if
the ratio x,/y, is bounded. We write z,, < y,, (or x, = ©(y,)) if both z,, < vy, and y, < z,, and
Ty ~ Yp if 20 /yn — 1.

For vectors u € R", we write ||u|| = />, u? and [jully = > ;Ju;]. The spectral norm of a

matrix A € R™*™ is denoted by || A, = supjy<1l|Aul|. We also denote ||Al|,,, = max;;|A;;| and
Al o 00 = max; Y ;[ Ai;]. We write |[A| = (|A;5|) for the matrix of entrywise absolute values. For
a square matrix A, diag(A) denotes the diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries coincide with those
of A.

For tensors, we primarily follow the standard notational conventions in [16]. A tensor of order d
is an array A € R™1*" %" where each dimension k = 1,...,d is called a mode. A slice along mode
k is denoted by A.....j ... € R™M>XXMe—1XTk12X0d - For d = 2, we write Aj;. for the 7th row and A.;

for the jth column. The Frobenius norm of a tensor is denoted by [|A[lp = />2;, A? and the

i1...09°
elementwise product of tensors with matching dimensions by A®B. The mode-k product of a tensor
A € RM>*Xnd hyy g matrix B € R™*™ is defined as a tensor A xj B € R™1X " XTk—1 XM XTN41 X XNq

with entries
(A Xk B)iy.ig1jingria = ZAil...idBjik-
i

A Tucker decomposition of a tensor A € R™1* " *"d expresses A as

. 1 d
A=Cx1 FW xg oo xg FO, with Ay iy = Y Cj17--.,jdﬂ(1;')1 - 'Fz‘(dj)d’
j17"'7jd

where C € R™1%XMd ig the core tensor and F(*) € R™>Mk are the factor matrices. In the

literature, including [16], the factor matrices F' (k) are often assumed to have orthonormal columns,
ie., (F®)TF® = I We do not impose this assumption here.
g

The mode-k matricization of a tensor A € R™ X" %" is defined as a matrix maty(A) € R™" |
where the rows correspond to indices of the kth mode and the columns correspond to the remaining
modes combined. More precisely, the entries satisfy

Aiy,ig = matg(A)iy i ieo et ia):

where j: [n1] X « -+ X [ng_1] X [ngy1] X -+ X [ng] = [n1---ng/ng| is the bijection corresponding to
lexicographical ordering, which we use throughout. As noted in [16], the mode-k product can be
expressed via matricization as matg(A Xy B) = Bmaty.A. Moreover, successive products can be
calculated as (A xx B) xx C = A X, CB, and (A x; B) x; C = (A x;C) xi, B for k # 1.



2.2 Statistical model

The integer-valued tensor block model TBM(p, S, 21, . .., zq) with dimensions nq,...,ng4 and cluster
counts 71,...,7q represents the distribution of a data tensor ) € Z"*"*" whose entries are
independent random variables with expectation

Eyﬁ,...,id = p'Szl(il),...,zd(id)a (21)

where p > 0 is the density, S € [—1, 1] > is the core tensor, and z1 € [r1]™, ..., zq € [rq]"d are
the cluster membership vectors'. An index i € [ny] is said to belong to cluster I;, along mode k if
2k (ig) = lp. The mean X = E) is referred to as the signal tensor, and the deviation £ =) — X as
the noise tensor, see Figure 1.

(a) Data tensor Y with indices (b) Data tensor Y with indices
ordered randomly. reordered by the clusters.
(c) Signal tensor X = EY with (d) Signal tensor X = E)Y with
indices ordered randomly. indices reordered by the clusters.
Figure 1: Binary TBM of order d = 3 with dimensions n; = ny = ng = 40, cluster counts

r1 =19 =13 = 2, and identical clustering across modes (21 = 2o = 23).

In this work we focus on large and sparse data tensors. This setting is captured by a sequence
of models TBM(p(”),S(”),zY), .. ,zc(l'/)), with z,(;/) € [r,(:)]"g), indexed by a scale parameter v =
1,2,... so that

ngl’) e ngj) — o0 and p) =0 (2.2)
as v — oo. The number of modes d is assumed fixed and independent of the scale parameter
throughout. To avoid cluttering the notation, the scale parameter v is omitted from the notation
whenever there is no risk of confusion. Then the limits in (2.2) are simply expressed as nj - --ng > 1
and p < 1.

In multiway clustering, the goal is to recover the underlying cluster membership vectors 21, ..., z4
from the observed tensor ). The quality of an estimate Z € [r]" of a membership vector z € [r]™ is

Tn network analysis contexts, clusters are often called communities or blocks.



measured by the misclassification rate

n

0(z,3) = min LS 1r(s6)) # 20)). (2.3)

permutation m:[r]—[r] 1 4 1
1=

In a large-scale setting, an estimator Z of a cluster membership vector z = 2) based on input data

Y =YW s called weakly consistent if for any € > 0, P(¢(z, 2())) > €) — 0, and strongly consistent
if P(4(z,2(Y)) =0) - 1 as v — oc.

2.3 Cluster balance and separation

The identifiability of clusters along mode k requires that the mode-k matricization of the core tensor
has distinct rows. We also assume that these rows are separated by
. ||(matg S);. — (maty )|

0 = min > 0, (2.4)
LAV L Ta)TE

in which we note that the denominator equals the square root of the width of mat; S. The number
0 is called the mode-k cluster separation of the model.
We will also assume that the cluster sizes along mode k are of comparable order, in the sense
that .
ar = min UL (2.5)
l€frk] Mk/Tk
The number «; is called the mode-k cluster balance coefficient. We note that oy < 1, and the upper
bound is achieved when all cluster sizes along mode k are exactly equal.

2.4 Sub-Poisson data

To analyze count data with unbounded entries, the classical sub-Gaussian assumption may be
overly conservative. The sub-Poisson framework provides a natural extension of the sub-Gaussian
paradigm to variables whose tails resemble those of a Poisson distribution, providing a variance-
proxy interpretation that better reflects the behavior of such data |7, 40]. We say that an integrable
real-valued random variable X is sub-Poisson with variance proxy o? > 0 if

ENXEX) < exp{aQ(ep“ —1—|A])} forall AeR. (2.6)
In some results, we also require a bound on the mean absolute deviation:
E|X —EX| < p. (2.7)

We say that X is sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter p if (2.6)-(2.7) are valid with p = 0. Any
binary, binomial, and Poisson random variable X is sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter 2EX,
where the factor 2 accounts for the signed nature of the definition (see [40] for details).

Example 2.1 (Bernoulli TBM). In a binary TBM, the data entries are Bernoulli distributed with
mean KY;, . i, = &i, i, where &;, ;, = PSzl(il)...zd(id)- We find that E);, i, < p and that the data
tensor entries are sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter 2p. When the dimensions are equal and
all modes share the same membership vector (z; = -+ = z4), this model corresponds to a directed
version of the hypergraph stochastic block model [24].

Example 2.2 (Poisson TBM). Multiway nonnegative count data can be naturally represented

by a tensor block model with Poisson distributed data entries );, i, 4 Poi(Xj,..i,), with mean
EViy . ig = pS.1(i1)...2a(iq) < P> and the data entries are sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter 2p.

7



3 Main results

3.1 Algorithm

Algorithm 1 describes a spectral clustering procedure for recovering a latent cluster membership
vector z; along mode k. To estimate the cluster membership vectors of all modes, the algorithm
may be run d times, once for each mode.

Algorithm 1 Hollow SVD Tensor Clustering

Input: Data tensor Y € R™* %™ mode k, cluster count rg, trimming threshold 7, relaxation
constant @ > 1
Output: Cluster membership vector 2 € [ry]™
Let Y < matg(Y) € R™*™k be the mode-k matricization of ), with my = mTk”d
Let |Y| € R™>™ with entries |Y|;; = |Yi;|
Let A« YYT —diag(YY")
Let A« |Y]|Y]" — diag(|Y||Y|T)
For i, j € [ng]: set Ajj <~ 0if 3 Z]/>7'01r2 Apj>T
Compute eigen-decomposition A = ZZ LAty where [A| > -0 > A, |
Let U « [y - Gy, | € R™*7 and A < dlag()\l, o Ap,) € RTEXTR
Cluster the rows of UA € R™ "% into 7y, clusters by finding a membership vector Z; € [rg]™ and
centroids 01, . .. ,érk € R" (for example with k-means++ [4]) such that

D IOA); -
j=1

2

2 < lenZH UA);.

To motivate Algorithm 1, Consider a sample ) from TBM(p, S, z1,...,24) defined by (2.1).
Define membership matrices Z*) € {0, 1} by A = [(zx (i) = ji) for eachmode k =1, ...,d.

'Lk]k
That is, ZZ-(k ])k indicates whether or not the cluster of the index i; along the mode k is j;. Then the
signal tensor admits a Tucker decomposition

X = pS X1 Z(l) X9 -+ X(g Z(d)

From linear algebraic perspective, clustering amounts to inferring a low-rank Tucker decomposition
from a perturbed data tensor. This motivates to estimate X by approximating ) with a low-rank
Tucker decomposition, i.e., to minimize the distance

1V =8 x1 UM x5 xq ﬁ(d)Hm (3.1)

where the matrices U®) € R™*"% are imposed to have orthonormal columns and S € Rrxxra
is a tensor. Unfortunately, minimizing (3.1) is known to be NP-hard in general, already when the
core dimensions are ones [29]. Nonetheless, fast algorithms have been developed to approximately
minimize (3.1). These include higher-order singular value decomposition (HOSVD) [16], higher-
order orthogonal iteration (HOOI) [17] and simple variations of these such as sequentially truncated
HOSVD [50]. These are based on observing that the matricization maty ) is a noisy version of its
expectation

math = Z(k) matg (pS X1 Z(l) X9 oo X1 Z(k_l) Xk+1 Z(]H_l) X422 - X4 Z(d)>



that has rank at most r;. This motivates to estimate mat; X with a rank-ry approximation of

maty, ), or alternatively, estimate (maty X')(mats, X') " with a rank-r; approximation of (maty ))(maty V).
HOSVD repeats this rank approximation over each mode and HOOI iterates this type of computa-

tion multiple times. Algorithm 1, in turn, essentially does this rank approximation only once before

the final clustering step. Although simple, this step is crucial for HOSVD as it provides the very

first initialization.

After dimension reduction, Algorithm 1 clusters the low-dimensional vectors by solving k-means
minimization task quasi-optimally. Exact minimization is known to be NP-hard in general [18],
but quasi-optimal solutions can be found with fast implementations such as k-means+-+ with quasi-
optimality constant O(logr), where 7 is the number of clusters [4]. Since k-means++ is a randomized
algorithm, it is guaranteed to be quasi-optimal only in expectation rather than always.

Two key differences distinguish Algorithm 1 from standard spectral clustering. First, the di-
agonal entries of the Gram matrix (mats Y)(maty ) are zeroed giving a hollow Gram matrix.
This modification has been considered already in [37]. Second, the obtained hollow Gram matrix is
trimmed by removing carefully selected rows and columns. In the case of nonnegative data, those
with too large Li-norms are selected.

3.2 Consistency

The following theorem presents the main result of the paper. It confirms the weak consistency of
Algorithm 1 for data sampled from the sparse integer-valued TBM defined by (2.1).

Theorem 3.1 (Weak consistency). Assume that) € 7> *" s sampled from TBM(p, S, z1, ..., 24)
with rp, < n,lc/3 clusters in mode k, and density of order

r3/? ny logn
k Vi k k

—1 —€
< <K n, (n1---ng/n 3.2
for some constant € > 0. Assume that the mode-k clusters are separated by 6, =< 1 and balanced
by a, < 1, and the data entries are sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter p. Then there exists a
universal constant C such that the estimated cluster membership vector Zy given by Algorithm 1 on
mode k with trimming parameter T = C’trimenl -+ -ng where Cyim > C Ve~ is weakly consistent.

Furthermore,
P (azk,sk) > CQ (W <¢;+ £ + Cirim , 1 )) )

o [ s VL hap g
1 3 C
< - <\/ C’trimeinlmndp2 + > + —,
S ng ng

holds eventually, when s is chosen to satisfy emminap® 4 n,;l L s K 7“,;3,

Under extra assumptions ny = --- = ng = n and r < 1, Condition (3.2) is equivalent to d > 3
and n=4? < p < n17eldD),

3.3 Aggregation

A common method in data analysis is to aggregate a tensor ) € Z™ > %™ into a lower-order tensor
V' e ZMX XNy with entries

Viviy = Z Vii.ig- (3.3)

G 1reeesid



Theorem 3.2 shows that the class of integer-valued TBMs is closed under aggregation. More im-
portantly, the Bennett-type variance proxy scales smoothly during aggregation. As a consequence,
Corollary 3.3 shows that aggregating is beneficial for sparse data as long as the signal tensor remains
well separated.

Theorem 3.2 (Aggregation). Let Y € Z™ > *"d be a sample from TBM(p, S, z1,...,2q4) having
sub-Poisson entries with dispersion parameter p. Then the aggregate data tensor )’ € 7™M > >na
given by (3.3) is a sample from TBM(p', S’ 21, ..., z¢) with density

/
p = N1 Ngp

and core tensor

/
Sjl Jar Z Jl JarZqr 41 (g 41)---7a(ia) (3'4)

nd'+1
Zd/+17 ) d
in which the entries are sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter p'.

Proof The sub-Poisson property follows by [40, Proposition 5.2]. By the triangle inequality,
’ 71.. %1" = E|Z 7,1 Zd| < ng 41 - Ngp- |

Corollary 3.3 (Weak consistency in Aggregated TBM). Assume that ) € 2> *"d js sampled
from TBM(p, S, z1, . .., zq) with r, < ni/g clusters in mode k, and density of order

(TR

2/2 ng log ng 1
Vv < p < 3.5
VI g Mgy Mg My ng nENagr+1 - ng(ni ... ng /ng)e (3:5)

for some constant € > 0. Assume that clusters of mode k are balanced by oy < 1, and the aggregate
core tensor 8" defined by (3.4) has mode-k separation 6, < 1. Assume that the entries of J are
sub-Poisson with dispersion parameter p. Then there exists a universal constant C such that the Al-
gorithm 1 applied to mode k of the aggregate tensor Y’ with trimming parameter 7 = Ciimp®ny - - - ng
where Ciim > C Ve is weakly consistent.

Proof. The claim follows from Theorem 3.1 which is applicable by Theorem 3.2. |

Example 3.1. Under extra assumptions n; = - -+ = ng = n and r; < 1, condition (3.5) is equivalent
to n—(@=d/2) « p K nf(Hd*d,)*E(d/*l), where the lower bound is orders of magnitude smaller than
n~%2 for the nonaggregated model in Theorem 3.1. That is, aggregating allows to handle much
sparser data as it improves the density threshold by a factor n=1/2 per aggregated mode. However,
the cluster separation condition (2.4) for the aggregated TBM is stronger as it considers separation
in§'.

4 Numerical experiments

This section presents numerical experiments to demonstrate the performance of Algorithm 1 in
various sparsity regimes.

10
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Figure 2: Core tensors Suninformative (16ft) and Sinformative (right) used in simulations, with black =
1, white = 0.

4.1 Setup

We focus on a three-mode Bernoulli TBM(p, S, z, z, z) with r = 2 clusters of equal size, where every
mode has the same membership vector z € {1,2}" (see Example 2.1). We consider two core tensors
(see Fig. 2)

s _froon s _rooo
uninformative — 0110 ’ informative — 0001 ’

represented as S = [S..; S..2]. Both are symmetric, so that the mode chosen for matricization does
not matter. Recall that aggregating one mode yields TBM(p', &', z, z) with a density parameter
p' = np and a core tensor S} | = 1 > iz Shilaz(iz) = 3(Si121 + Siy1,2) (Theorem 3.2). In this case we

obtain
, 1/2 1/2 / /2 0
uninformative — 1 /2 1 /2 ’ informative — 0 1 / 20’

and we see that the former, having constant rows, is uninformative for clustering.

Different algorithms are evaluated over a grid of pairs (n,p), with both parameters spaced
logarithmically. For each pair, we record the proportion of correctly clustered nodes. Since the
predicted phase transition follows p = Cn™7, this appears as a line log p = C' — vlogn with slope
—~ in logarithmic coordinates. To estimate the empirical transition, we fit a line in (logn,log p)-
space using a logistic regression: we first label each run according to whether the clustering accuracy
exceeds a chosen threshold (e.g. 0.9), and then learn the decision boundary in log-log coordinates.
Although this is not necessarily an optimal estimator of the true phase transition, it provides a
visually clear proxy. For comparison, we also plot the theoretical line with slope —v to assess the
agreement between the simulated and predicted transitions.

The following four tensor clustering algorithms are compared:

(i) HoLLow SVD. Algorithm 1 with trimming threshold 3n3p?. By Theorem 3.1, we expect the
phase transition line to have v = 1.5.

(ii) VANILLA SVD. The same as Algorithm 1 but without trimming and diagonal resetting. We
expect the phase transition line to have v =~ 1.33. Namely, the diagonal entries of the Gram

11



matrix (mat; J)(mat; Y) " have standard deviations

SD(((maty Y)(maty ¥) )iyiy) = SD [ > V70 | = nv/p,

12,13

which dominate the spectral norm of the signal Gram matrix
*)
J(maty X)(mat; X)"[l,, = [[(maty X)(maty X) [ = n®p2,

when p < n~%3. Here (%) follows from [Alls, < [[Allp < v/rank(A)[|Allg,-

(iii) HSC. A simplification of high-order spectral clustering (HSC) proposed in [28|. First, HSC
calculates a low-rank approximation of the data tensor with HOSVD [16] and essentially one
iteration of HOOI [17]. In our simplification, HOSVD matricizes the data tensor and calculates
its SVD only once since as the underlying signal tensor is symmetric. This will slightly speed
up the computations. Then the algorithm clusters the first mode of the low-rank tensor
with k-means+-+. Since HSC is initialized with a simple rank approximation (via eigenvalue
decomposition of (mat; Y)(mat; Y)"), it is expected not to improve v. That is, we expect
v~ 1.33.

(iv) AGGREGATE SVD. Spectral clustering from an aggregate matrix, a simplified version of the
algorithm proposed in [54]. We compute the aggregate matrix A;; = ;. Vijk, remove rows
and columns with too large L; norms (trimming threshold 3n2p), calculate the best rank-2
approximation, and then cluster the rows with k-means++ [4]. In the original paper, the
data tensor is symmetric, which leads to minor differences in how A is formed. The cluster-
ing step also does not use k-means+-+, and the algorithm includes an additional refinement
stage. Nonetheless, the approaches are conceptually very similar. If the aggregate matrix is
informative, we expect the phase transition to have v = 2.

4.2 Results

Figure 3 shows a comparison of the four algorithms when the aggregate matrix is uninformative.
The fitted phase transitions slopes are relatively close to their theoretical values. We see that
HorrLow SVD has the highest accuracy, with estimated 4 = 1.43 not far from the theoretical value
= 1.5. In contrast, VANILLA SVD and HSC have lower ~ values close to 1.33. The refinement
steps in HSC do not improve the exponent v compared to the VANILLA SV D, but they do improve
the clustering performance significantly. As expected, AGGREGATE SV D gives poor results overall.
Figure 4 shows a comparison of the four algorithms when the aggregate matrix is informative.
Again, the fitted v values match well with the theoretical counterparts. As expected from the above
discussion, AGGREGATE SVD gives the best results in this case.

4.3 HSC initialization

Previous simulations demonstrate that HSC does not improve the exponent « of its initialization
algorithm. This subsection studies visually, how HSC depends on its initialization algorithm, and
how it is possible that for some pairs of n and p, the initialization algorithm does not cluster the
nodes successfully while HSC does.

12
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Figure 3: Comparison of clustering algorithms when the aggregate matrix is uninformative. The
number of nodes varies logarithmically between 30 and 180, and the density parameter varies loga-
rithmically between 0.002 and 0.027. The dashed black line shows the theoretical phase-transition
boundary corresponding to v = 1.33, 1.33, and 1.5 for VANILLA SVD, HSC, and HoLLow SVD,
respectively. The corresponding estimated values are 1.29, 1.26, and 1.43.

Similar to the experiment with an uninformative aggregate matrix, we consider a symmetric

core tensor
S — 1 1/2 1/2 1
12011 1/2|”

The only difference is that the entries with value 0 have been changed to the value 1/2. If the
entries were zero, then any two row vectors of mat; ) from different clusters would be orthogonal.
This, in turn, usually makes the projected row vectors to lie on two orthogonal lines representing
different clusters, and the projected row vectors would overlap with each other in the visualization.
Furthermore, when testing HSC, the initialization algorithm is changed from VANILLA SVD to the
proposed HOLLOW SV D, because without any trimming step near the phase transition, there would
be “outliers” with significantly larger norms, which would force the visualizations to focus on the
outliers.

Figure 5 shows the projections obtained from the initialization algorithm (HoLLow SVD) and
HSC for four different density parameters. As the density parameter decreases, the clusters merge in
the projections. It may occur that the initialization provides somewhat meaningful projections, but
the k-means algorithm cannot detect the clusters. However, such initialization might be informative
enough for HSC to improve the projection and cluster the vectors. However, as expected, once the
initialization is dominated by noise, HSC cannot cluster the vectors.
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Figure 4: Comparison of clustering algorithms when the aggregate matrix is uninformative. The
number of nodes varies logarithmically between 30 and 180, and the density parameter varies loga-
rithmically between 0.001 and 0.019. The dashed black line shows the theoretical phase-transition
boundary corresponding to v = 2, 1.33, 1.33 and 1.5 for AGGREGATE SVD, VANILLA SVD, HSC
and HoLLOW SVD, respectively. The corresponding estimated values are 2.00, 1.31, 1.24, and 1.43.

5 Discussion

5.1 Clustering

This section discusses related theoretical research on multiway clustering with an emphasis on recent
developments on hypergraphs and multilayer networks.

Zhang and Tan [54]| considered clustering of a d-uniform hypergraph on n nodes, which is
comparable to a TBM of order d with Bernoulli distributed entries. They showed that strong
consistency is impossible when p < ¢ :;fig_? for a sufficiently small constant c¢. Furthermore, they
showed that a spectral clustering algorithm applied to an aggregate matrix A with entries A;;, =
D is..iy Vir.ig 18 strongly consistent when p > C :ﬁigﬁ for a sufficiently large constant C, assuming
that EA is informative. Up to a constant factor, A; ;, counts the number of hyperedges shared by
the nodes i1 and s, effectively projecting the hypergraph onto a weighted graph. Stephan and Zhu
[47] showed that a spectral clustering based on non-backtracking walks achieves weak reconstruction
(performs better than assigning all nodes to the largest cluster) when p > Cn~4=1 for a sufficiently

large constant C, again assuming that EA is informative. However, these results do not address the

case where EA is uninformative.

There has been research on multiway clustering with an uninformative adjacency matrix A. Lei,
Chen and Lynch [36] analyzed an undirected multilayer network model, which can be formulated
as a TBM with Y € {0,1}"*"** with no cluster structure on the third mode (or z3(i) = i, i.e.,
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Figure 5: Node embeddings computed with (a) HoLLow SVD and (b) HSC initialized with
HorLow SVD. The number of nodes is fixed to n = 200 and the density parameter p is varied
around the phase transition.

every index forms one cluster) and identical cluster structures on the first two modes zo = 23 = z,
ro = rg = r. Each slice )..; corresponds to a symmetric adjacency matrix of an undirected network
layer in a multilayer network. They consider a clustering algorithm solving a least-squares problem
A4 . o2

(Z,S) = arg un||y—8le><gZHF

Z, S

with a membership matrix Z € {0,1}*" and a core tensor S € [0,1]"*"**. They did not give an
algorithm finding an exact or provably approximate solution, but they did provide an algorithm
trying to solve the optimization problem. They showed that Z achieves weak consistency, when

p > ke 1//2". Lei and Lin [37] analyzed a similar problem and proposed an algorithm similar to
Algorlthm 1. Specifically, their algorithm masks out the diagonal (which they call debiasing or

bias adjusting) but it does not remove the nodes with too large Li-norms. Their algorithm is

1/2
guaranteed to be weakly consistent for p > %. Ke, Shi and Xia [32] proved an analogous

result for hypergraph degree-corrected block models. Su, Guo, Chang and Yang [48] extended
these results and ideas to directed multilayer networks. The proof requires a matrix concentration
inequality based on classical matrix Bernstein’s inequalities (see for example [49]). However, matrix
Bernstein’s inequalities, which may be based on a deep theorem by Lieb depending on the proof,
suffer from a logarithmic factor leading to the threshold bg;/:f(gm instead of 1 —i73-

Lei, Zhang and Zhu [39] studied computational and information theoretlcal limits of the mul-
tilayer network model corresponding to a TBM with Y € {0,1}"*™*! with no cluster structure
on the third mode. They showed that weak consistency is impossible for p < %

and the max-
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imum likelihood estimator is weakly consistent for p > % Furthermore, based on a conjecture,
they showed that a polynomial-time algorithm cannot be weakly consistent for p < m.
Kunisky [34] studied the impossibility of detecting a presence of a cluster structure in symmetric
tensors with low coordinate degree functions (LCDF). LCDFs are arbitrary linear combinations of
functions depending on at most D entries of a vector, in our case the data tensor. Here the coor-
dinate degree D is argued to roughly correspond to algorithms requiring computation time e®(®).
Although the developed theory is more general in our special case Theorem 1.13 states that the
detection task is impossible if p < cn 5D~ for a sufficiently small constant ¢ and D < c¢n.
Since polynomlal time algorithms correspond to D > logn, the threshold corresponds roughly to
p < cn” 5 log™ o Moreover, Kunisky showed that the detection task becomes easier when an
aggregated tensor remains informative, each aggregated mode decreasing the density threshold by
. This agrees with our Corollary 3.3.

Slmllar computational gaps have been established under sub-Gaussian noise. Han, Luo, Wang,
and Zhang [28| analyzed multiway clustering on a TBM with sub-Gaussian noise. Their algorithm
is initialized with a slightly refined version of a HOSVD algorithm, which involves calculating eigen-
value decompositions of (maty ))(mat; )" without removing the diagonal, and without removing
rows and columns with too large Li-norms. They showed that the initialization algorithm is weakly
consistent for A%/o? > n~%2 where ¢ is the maximum sub-Gaussian norm of the noise tensor
entries, and A =< p in our asymptotic setting. By combining the initialization with an iterative
Lloyd algorithm, they obtain an algorithm that is strongly consistent if p?/o? > Cn~%2 for a suf-
ficiently large constant C. Notice that this threshold is similar to Theorem 3.1, namely both o2
and p are upper bounds of the variance of the data entries, and setting 02 = p yields the same
weak consistency condition p > n~%2. However, sub-Gaussian analysis with Bernoulli distributed
entries does not give o2 < p but

1-2p 1
o? = _ p ~ 1
2log 2log -

as p — 0 by Theorem 2.1 in [10]. This implies a density condition of p > n*d/ 41og 12, Nonetheless,
it seems that the analogous statistical-computational gap Og” SP< = —I75 is present in clustering
a binary TBM.

5.2 Random matrix norm bounds

Proving matrix concentration inequalities for a sparse Bernoulli matrix is more involved than for
a sub-Gaussian matrix. Kahn and Szemerédi [22] bound the second largest eigenvalue of an ad-
jacency matrix of a random regular graph (random graphs with constant degree) and Feige and
Ofek [21] repeat the same arguments for Erdds—Rényi graphs (symmetric adjacency matrix with
lower diagonal having independent and identically distributed entries). Lei and Rinaldo [38] extend
Feige’s and Ofek’s argument to bound the spectral norm of a centered symmetric binary matrices
with independent but possibly not identically distributed entries. With this they are able to show
consistency of a spectral clustering algorithm under a stochastic block model, which is similar to a
TBM with d = 2. Chien, Lin, and Wang [12] extend this further to a centered adjacency matrix
of a hypergraph stochastic block model (similar to binary TBM) to show strong consistency of a
spectral clustering algorithm. Zhang and Tan [54] relax some parametric assumptions made in [50].
We also apply the proof techniques developed in [22] and [21].

In the context of clustering multilayer networks, Lei, Chen and Lynch [36] adapt Feige’s and
Ofek’s argument to tensor setting. Lei and Lin [37] consider alternative approach by applying matrix
concentration inequality based on classical matrix Bernstein’s inequalities (see for example [49]).

16



However, matrix Bernstein’s inequalities, which may be based on a deep theorem by Lieb depending
on the proof, suffer from a logarithmic factor making the matrix bounds slightly suboptimal.

In the case of sub-Gaussian TBM, Han, Luo, Wang, and Zhang [28| approach by analyzing
concentration of a singular subspace of a possibly wide random matrix (i.e., a vector subspace
spanned by the first r right or left singular vectors corresponding to the r largest singular values
of a random matrix). For this purpose, the classical Davis—-Kahan—Wedin theorem is insufficient as
it provides a common error bound for both left and right singular subspaces. Hence, they rely on
more sophisticated perturbation bounds developed by Cai and Zhang [11] providing different bounds
for left and right singular subspaces which is relevant for particularly tall and wide matrices. The
probabilistic analysis is based on e-nets and Hanson—Wright inequality (see for example Chapter 6
in [51]).

6 Proofs

This section presents the proof of the main theorem (Theorem 3.1) in three subsections. Section 6.1
analyzes spectral clustering with deterministic error bounds, Section 6.2 studies concentration of
sparse matrices and Section 6.3 proves the main theorem. As the analysis of matrix concentration
is quite involved, the detailed proofs of Section 6.2 are postponed to the appendix.

6.1 Deterministic analysis

The following theorem states that a low-rank approximation of a data matrix allows efficient clus-
tering when the noise level measured with spectral norm is sufficiently small. The proof is similar
to the proofs of Lemma 4 in |54, Theorem 3 in [28|, Theorem 2.2 in [31] and Lemma 5.3 in [38|.
However, the first three included this step into consistency theorems assuming statistical models
not appropriate for our purposes. The second part of the proof of Theorem 6.1 can be replaced by
Lemma 5.3 in [38| assuming equal dimensions n = m. For completeness, the full proof is presented
below.

Theorem 6.1. Consider a matriz X € R™™ with rows X;. = S, )., where z € [r]", and S € R™*™
has minimum row separation A = min,;-;||S;; —S;.|| > 0. Let Y € R™™™ be another matriz and X be
its best rank-r approximation. Let Z be the output of a quasi-optimal k-means clustering algorithm
applied to the rows of X, i.e., find a vector 3 € [r]™ and centroids él, e ,OAT € R™ satisfying

TN = 0517 < Qumin > [IXy: — 0|17
J =g

with some relazation parameter Q > 1. If ming |z~ 1{l}| > 128@%, then the misclassification
rate has an upper bound )
0(2,2) < 128QM.
T nA2

Proof. Define F =Y — X. Calculate a singular value decomposition Y = UsvT +0,% J_VI and
define X = UfJf/T, which is the best rank-r approximation of Y (in statistical applications X is
used to estimate X). Since the rank of X is at most 7 and the rank of X is at most 7, the rank
of their difference X — X is at most 2r (every vector u of the image of X — X can be written
as u = u1 + ug, where u; € im X is in an r-dimensional subspace and ue € im X is in another

r-dimensional subspace). By Corollary 2.4.3 in [26], the Frobenius norm and the spectral norm of
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the rank-2r matrix X — X are comparable according to || X — XH; < 27| X — XHsp. Now by the
Eckart—Young-Mirsky theorem [20] and Weyl’s inequality [53], we have

. 9 . 9 . , EYM N
X = X|[p < 2r|X = Xllg, <2r(|X = Y[y, +Elly,)" < 2r(orna(Y) +[|Ellg)
Weyl 9 9
< 2r(orp1(X) + 1Bl + [ Elly,)” < 8r([ B,

This shows that the estimate X is close to X in Frobenius norm. Denote the estimated clusters by
zj €[r], 5 =1,...,n and their centers by 0, € R™, k =1,...,r. By quasi-optimality, we have

N ~ . ~ o N ~ 2 9
D OIXG =057 < Qmin > [ Xy — 0[P < QD [1Xj — X;|” = QIIX — X[l < 8Qr| B2,
j S j

This shows that the row vectors of the estimate X are close to the estimated cluster means on

average. Now we can estimate the distances between the true cluster means (rows of S) and the
estimated cluster means (0, ):

5 5 5 5 2
D NXG = 0,17 < 2 I1XG = X5 [ + 1 X5 — 05,17 < 32Qr| B2,
J J
For any ¢t > 0, Markov’s inequality with respect to the counting measure gives
i 2

Zj”eéj - Xj:||2 32Qr||E||sp

< .
12 - 12

{7 11162, = X5l* = 7}] <
Consider the set A = {j € [n] | H@Azj — X;|| <t} If z; # zj for i, j € A, then
||é21 - SZJH > HSZz - SZ]H - HSZZ - éﬁz” >A—t.

If z; = zj for some 4, j € A, then HGAZz —8,;:|l < t. Consider t satisfying A —t = ¢, or equivalently, ¢ =
A/2. The previous calculation shows that for every i, j € A, z; = z; if and only if ||0, =Sl < AJ2.
This gives a well-defined mapping 7: 2(A) — [r], 7(%) = 2 (if 2 = 2;, then |0, — Sl < A/2
and hence z; = z;j).

. N . 32Qr| B2 .
Next, let us show that 7 is a bijection. Since |A¢| < % < ming|z71{l}|, where the

latter inequality holds by assumption, the intersection AN z~1{l} must be nonempty for all I € [r].
Therefore, for every [ € [r], there exists i € A such that m(Z;) = z; = [. This shows that 7: [r] — [r]
is a surjection, and hence a bijection. The bound for the misclassification rate follows now from the
estimate £(z, 2) < |A¢|/n. [ |

As Theorem 6.1 shows, clustering from a low-rank approximation works well when the spectral
norm of the noise matrix is sufficiently small and the clusters are sufficiently separated in the signal.
The following result (Lemma 6.2) addresses the latter issue by estimating the separation of clusters
A in Theorem 6.1 under assumptions (2.4) and (2.5). The former issue is addressed in Section 6.2.

Lemma 6.2. Let X = EY where Y = maty ) is the mode-k matricization of the data tensor Y
sampled from TBM(p, S, z1,...,24). Then

min (XX — (xxT); ) > Heow %
i g€z (6)72 () ; T Ray gy

where 0y is the mode-k cluster separation defined by (2.4), and oy is the mode-k cluster balance
coefficient defined by (2.5).

2
ny---ngp-,
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Proof. Fix k € [d] and let ix,1) € [ng] be entities from different clusters zj(ix) # 2x(i},). Denote

L=y 1y lkgry - la) € [raecorg/re and jog = (1, k1, Jkt1, - - -5 Ja) € [nl"l‘ nd/nk]~1
Tl..,Td 7'1..47'd — . —
Define a diagonal matrix D € R " 7 with nonnegative diagonal entries D;_,; , = 171 {f;yl {llz‘ﬁ {ta}]
k k
Now

I((maty, X)(maty &) ")i,. — ((maty, X)(maty X) ")y
2

=Y [ D_((maty X5, — (maty X)y 5, ) (matg X)j,5,

Jk J—k

= 'Y Iz ) (Z\Zfl{ll}l SRR Uy | Enat (/NS | P RS U7
e Ik

2
x ((maty S) (i) 1y, — (Maty S),, i), ) (maty S)Ik,lk> :

By applying the cluster balance condition (2.5), the last term is bounded from below by

4
P oM

>

- g

Uk

2
( > Di_ ((matg S)z, 5.0, — (matk S)., 1), ) (maty, S)lk,z_k>

Ik

4
plagmy
= TH((matk S)D(maty, S) "), iy): — ((maty S)D(maty S)T)zk(igc):HZ'

Next, we observe that for any matrix A and indices ¢ # i, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

1As = Aull? = li(ei — e)TAJ? = (es — e) TAAT (ei — ex)
< V2(ei — ex)TAAT] = V2 (AAT);. — (AAT )i

Applying this inequality to matrix (mat; S)v/D now implies a lower bound
I((maty, &) (maty X) )i, — ((maty X)(maty X))y ||

4
plogmy
> W"((ma‘uk S)m)zk(ik)i — ((maty, S)\/E)Zk(i;):||4
2
4
Pk O/ Tk
2774: H

Y

- H(matk S)Zk(lk) — (matk ‘S)zk(zk)HZL
K2k

By the cluster separation assumption (2.4), we obtain

1 ULt (52
|((maty, &) (maty, X) T )i, — ((maty X)(maty X))y || > Hk2a: \/%m.--ndp?.

6.2 Sub-Poisson random matrices

Theorem 6.3 bounds the spectral norm of a random matrix, from which rows and columns with too
large Lq-norms are removed. This result along with its proof is a mild generalization of Theorem
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1.2 in [21]. Namely, we relax the assumption of binary entries to sub-Poisson entries. In a similar
spirit, Theorem 6.4 analyzes concentration of a trimmed product XX T, where the entries of the
random matrix X € Z"*™ are independent and centered. The focus is only on the off-diagonal
entries, because the diagonal and off-diagonal entries concentrate at different rates. The proof is
based on decoupling and an observation that the entries of X X T are nearly independent, eventually
allowing us to apply Theorem 6.3. This argument, however, relies on having a sufficiently sparse
matrix X. Finally, Lemma 6.5 asserts that only a small fraction of rows and columns are removed.

Theorem 6.3. Let X € R™™ be a random matrix with independent centered sub-Poisson entries
with variance proxy 0. Define a trimmed matriz X' € R™™ by

X1 = Xij, 1 Xl \/ [ X511 < Crim(n Vv m)o?, (6.1)
0, otherwise.
Then
P (HX'HSp > 9(Clrim + 66t)ovn Vv m) < 2(e(nvm))~* for allt > 1.
Proof. See Appendix B. |

Given a random matrix X € Z"*™ we show that a trimmed version of the Gram matrix X X "

concentrates around a similarly trimmed version of (EX)(EX)'. Below we recall that | X| denotes
the matrix of entrywise absolute values of X.

Theorem 6.4. Let X € Z™™ be a random matriz with independent sub-Poisson entries with
variance prozy o2, and such that E|X;;] < 02. Let Crim > 0 and define indicator matrices M, N €
{0,1}™™ by M;; =1(i # j) and

Nij = H(H(\XHX!T) O M)illy VIIXIIX]T) © M)y, < Ctrimnm04>-

There exists an absolute constant C such that

P(|(XXT)© M —EXEXT)® N, > C(t + Cim)Vamo? +mo) < Cn~le™”

whenever 8logen < ’ITLJQ, 6e2no? < 1, andt > C (1 \Y, %).

Proof. See Appendix D.1. |

In particular, if na? < m~¢ for some arbitrarily small constant € > 0, then the bound ||(XXT)® M —EXEX ")
Vvnmo?+mo* holds with high probability as n — oo, and if no? < 1, then ||(XX ) @ M —EXEX ") ® Nl
log®(m)\/nmo? + mo* with high probability as n — co.

The next result guarantees that only a small fraction of rows and columns is masked out.

Lemma 6.5. Let X € Z™™, n < m, be a random matriz with independent sub-Poisson entries
with variance prozy o2, and E|X;;| < 0®. Denote M;; = 1(i # j), and let

6 - H(H(\XHXT) O M)l < (4 + 5t>nma4).
If 8logen < mo? and 6e’no? < 1, then
1 — 1 \/inma‘l)
P[— <l-s] < —(Vtexp | ——rn— +3n_*/i/2‘/€>
(n 2 ¢ ) L (Vi (0%

_ 96log®m
foralls >0 andt> 6V log2(1/6eno?) "
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Proof. See Appendix D.2. |

In particular, if nmo* — 0o and n — oo, then one can choose s — 0 to approach zero sufficiently
slowly to obtain a high-probability event.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Let Y = matg ) be the mode-k matricization of the data tensor, and denote its width by m; =
ny---ng/ng. Observe first that ng > 1 due to ny > r;/g. The scaling assumptions (3.2) then
imply that mg > mrp > logng > 1 and ngp < 1. Therefore, the inequalities 8logen; < mgp
and nip < 67 'e~2 needed in Theorem 6.4 and Lemma 6.5 hold eventually. Algorithm 1 starts by
computing a trimmed Gram matrix

A=YY"OMGON,

using binary matrices M, N € R™*" where M;; = I{i # j}, and N = €7 is determined by the
indicator vector £ € R™ with entries

& = H{IQYIIYIT) © M)ilr < CormpPricmic .

Lemma 6.5 ensures that IV masks out only a small fraction of the Gram matrix. In detail, the needed
sub-Poisson variance proxy is 2p since the lemma also requires that E|Y;;| < E|Y;; — EYj;|+|EYj;| <
2p. Consequently, the trimming constant is Ciin /4. Hence, there exists an absolute constant Cy

. . log? my, .
such that setting Ciyima > C1(1V Tog?(1/T2emep) /12enkp)) gives

1 1
P (Hl — ¢l > 5> < = < Ctrime_nl"'”dpg . 3n,;1> '
ng s

Notice that eventually 12ensp < m,© and hence bg(llo/gligne’;m <

_ -3 . a2 3 3
nkl L s K rk3 since r,?;e rndr < .fde 7 < 1 and ;—’Z < 1. The lower bound of s ensures a

high-probability event and the upper bound will be needed later. The number of zeroed entries is

_ —nyemgp?
¢~ 1. Here we may choose e~"1""dP" 4

IT=NIE = ng— €7 < nf—((1—s)m)* < 2snj,
Denote X = EY. The resulting signal loss is bounded from above by

XX o1 =N, < [(XXT) @ (1N

sp —
< max| (XX 7)1 = Nlp < V2801 ---ngp*. (6.2)
Z?]

By combining inequality (6.2) with Theorem 6.4 with sub-Poisson variance proxy 2p and trimming
constant Ciim /4, there exists an absolute constant Cy such that

P (H(YYT OMoON-XXT|, > u)

1 3
< C’gn/,:le*tl/3 for all ¢t > Cy (1 V 08 Mk ) ,

log®(1/12enzp)

where
2

U= \/%77,1 o 'ndp2 + CZ(t + Ctrim)\/mp + 1n7dp
k
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¢ and hence 1og(10¢ <e !l Sett=Cy1lVe?) tobea

Notice that eventually 12engp < my T/i2ennp) =

constant.
Next, define
A= min XX )i — (XX )il
X = (0T |

After trimming, Algorithm 1 proceeds by computing a best rank-rj approximation UAUT of YY T
M ® N. Notice that Algorithm 1 applies k-means clustering to the rows of UA instead of the
rows of UAU T as in Theorem 6.1. However, given the centroids 6, ..., 0y, € R (treated as row
vectors) and the membership vector 2 € [rg]™ computed in Algorithm 1, the transformed centroids
LUt ... 0., U T € R™ and the same membership vector 2, € [rk]™ solve the k-means problem
quasi-optimally as assumed in Theorem 6.1. To prove this, first observe that

waT—MWW Zw R)ji = 05,50 TP = ZH )i = O p)lI”
g@f@iglzii Ryj: = s = QmmZH >UTH2
“U g

By minimizing over centroids of the form éjﬁ with éj € R™ instead of éj € R™, we get a further
upper bound

Qn}ignZH((Uf\UT)jz —0:))UUT|? < QH}%HZH(UAUT)]': —0x7)1%.
Z, j z, j

This justifies the applicability of Theorem 6.1 by which there exists an absolute constant Cj satis-

fying

" T u2
P (4(% 2n) > Can:A2>

<P nkZﬂ > [YaYjul = Cuimn - -nap? p > s

31l #4
P (H(YYT) OMON-XX||, > u)

1
S

ng Nk

2
when miny|z, ' {I}] > CgQT"“ By Lemma 6.2, there exists a constant Cy such that A > Cy H\’“//%k/ \/%711 - ngp?.

Now

“es 2
\/TTCU < \/%’I’Ll T nd02 + 02(t + Ctrim)mp + 47”"%

ViEA T Cy H\’y/;k' mn e ngp?
Try/C Cs(t + Cirim 4
: <xﬁ+ 2(t + Ctrim) ) .
045 Hk/ akl A/ N p nk:
Now miny|z;, ' {l}| > CgQT’“” holds eventually by assumptions s < 7,.°%, p > 7"3/2( ny---ng)”Y?
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and ng > T% >y

3/2

, namely

Crong _ Com (e (VB + St + 1))

miny |z, {1}~ .
C3Q7“2 Co(t + Cirim) 4\?
= ~954 2 V2s 4+ e /g g t—) <L

Recall that e~ mar” 4 nt < s <t and t = Cz(1Ve™?). Now we have

P<€(Zk’§k) > 040 (W@ (\@+ Co(Co(1V e3) + Corim) +4>>2>

Cu02 [ 1) cur ni-cngp N
<1
1 3 C
< - (\/ Cirime™ "™ nap? + > + 727
S ng ng
<1
that is, ¢(zk, Zx) — 0 in probability. This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1. |
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A Preliminaries

A random variable X and its probability distribution is called upper sub-Poisson if there exists
o2 > 0 such that
EAXEX) < o0 =1=0 g all A > 0.

Such a number o2 is called an upper sub-Poisson variance proxy of X. The random variable X
is called lower sub-Poisson if —X is upper sub-Poisson, and sub-Poisson if it is both upper and
lower sub-Poisson. The following result summarizes key tail bounds for upper sub-Poisson random
variables [40]. Inequality (A.1) is known as Bennett’s inequality and inequalities (A.2) and (A.3)
are known as Bernstein’s inequalities.

Lemma A.l. If a random variable X has an upper sub-Poisson variance proxy o2, then for all
t>0,

P(X>t) < e <U§th)g h (A.1)
(2 s

< exp (- <4§2 A T)) . (A.3)

The following result summarizes key properties of the function

2

B(t,0?) = e’ i o (A4)
’ B o2+t ’ '

appearing in Bennett’s inequality (A.1).
Lemma A.2. For any o > 0, the function t — B(t,0?) eﬁned by (A.4) is a strictly decreasing
bijection from [0,00) into (0,1], and bounded by B(t,0?) < ( ) for allt > 0.

Proof. We note that 8(t,02) = e” 7#/7*) where v(s) = s — (1 + s)log(1 + s). Because v/(s) =
—log(1+s), we find that £ 3(¢,0%) = B(t,02)y/(t/0?) = —B(t,0%) log(1+t/0?). Because B(t,0?) >
0, it follows that %A3(t,o ) < 0 for all ¢.

To prove the upper bound, a simple computation yields the identity

log B(t,0%) = t— (0% +t)log(1 +t/d?),
t
from which we find that log B(t,0?) <t — tlog(1 +t/c?) = tlog ﬁ < log (?) : |

The following result is used in obtaining a cleaner version of a Bernstein’s inequality in Lemma D.2.

Lemma A.3. If f,g : R>o — Rx>q are strictly increasing bijections, then fAg is a strictly increasing
bijection with an inverse given by (f Ag)~t = f~tv gt

Proof. 1t 0 <y < g, then f(z1) < f(22) and g(x1) < g(x2) giving f(21) Ag(a1) < f(21) < f(22)
and f(z1) A ga1) < g(m1) < g(x), that is, f(z1) Ag(z1) < F(za) A g(za) and f A g is strictly
increasing.

Suppose f( ) Ag(z) = y. Then either f(x) = y g(m) y and hence f~(y) = x or
g ' y) = x. If f(x) > g(z) =y, then f~1(y) <z = g (y) (smce f is increasing) and hence
r= f"Yy)vg l(y). Similarly, if y = f(z) < g(x), the (y) <z L(y) (since g is increasing)
and hence z = f~(y) V g~ '(y). This shows that z = f~ ( )Vyg 1( ) |
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B Proof of Theorem 6.3

The proofs mainly follow |21], which focuses on Bernoulli distributed entries (random graphs). The
proof technique originates from [22], where an analogous result is given for random regular graphs.

The following lemma in its original form [21] bounds sums of the form } ;¢ >~ 7| Xi;|, where
X € R™™ is a random matrix and S C [n] and T" C [m]. When X corresponds to an adjacency
matrix of a graph, then this sum counts the number of (directed) edges from the vertex set S to the
vertex set T'. However, here the statement is modified to draw a clearer connection to the spectral

norm [| Xl = sup o<1 22,5 wiXigv;-

Lemma B.1. For any random matrix X € R™™ with independent centered entries satisfying
Eer i < o (M=1=A) for all X € R, and any t > 1,

P<5,UT{bgB(XSvT"S”T'”Q)Z(Hf)HSLTl}) < (nm) ™,

where the union is taken over nonempty sets S C [n] and T C [m],

2en 2em
X = max max ;i Xiiv;, = Elo 7_'_“ ,
ST ue{il}sye{il}T;jze; 12y Yy k,l g A l

and the function [ is defined by (A.4).

Proof. For any nonempty sets S C [n] and T' C [m] of sizes k = |S| and | = |T'|, and any u € {£1}°
and v € {£1}", [40, Proposition 5.2] implies that Eexp(AY ;cq > e tiv; Xij) < exp(klo? (el —
1 —|A]) for all A € R. The union bound and Bennett’s inequality (A.1) then imply that for any
rg1 > 0,

P(Xsr > rp) < Z Z P(ZZW%’X@'J’ZW,Z) < 22 B(ryy, klo®). (B.1)

we{£1}5 ve{x1}T i€eS jeT

(n;) < (%)l, it follows that

(Z) (’7) 269! 3 (7 1, klo?)

() (o

o
=
o,

By the union bound, and the bounds (Z) < (%)k,

P(U{X&T Zﬂs,m}) <y

S, T

3 |l

M= I

e
Il

11l=1

Denote by 87 !(-,0?%) the inverse of (-, %) with respect to the first input variable, which is well
defined due to Lemma A.2. Let us plug in rg; = B~ (e U+t kio?). Then B(ryy, klo?) =

(L) Re+D) ( L )l(t+1), and it follows that

P(Utrsrznsm ) = 23 () ()"

ST k=1 I=1

Because the derivative of the log of (5%-)" satisfies log(z/2en) + 1 < log(1/2¢) +1 < 0 for = < n,
we see that (2 ) is decreasing with respect to x € (0,n]. Because t > 1, we see that

;<26n> : kz:(eln>2t = é(;)m < e Hen)™ < %(en)*t,
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and

i(k)kt = 2%(6”)’@%(%)% < (en)™.

2en

k
It
<

Similarly, >, (QEm) W, and we conclude that

P( U {XS,T > T|S|,|T|}> < (e2nm)_t.
S, T

Finally, by recalling the definition of 7 ; and the fact that 3 is decreasing in its first input variable,
we see that Xgp > 7)) iff 8(Xg7,|S]|T]0?) < e~ (40751171 Hence the claim follows from the
above inequality. |

The following two simple lemmas are used a few times in the proof of Theorem 6.3.

Lemma B.2. For any A € R"™™ v € R", and v € R™,

max — max TiuiAijv < max max it A
ze{il}nye{il}mzz iU AijV5Y5 = xe{il}”ye{il}mzz Ui AijU5Y5

whenever |u;| < |U;| for all i and |v;| < |04 for all j.

Proof. Denote z; = 3 _; Aijvjy; and observe by applying |u;| < |d;] that
Z Z $iu7;Aijijj = Z TyUi 25 S Z|JI1UZZ7,| S Z|xlﬁzzz|
i i i i

When maximizing the right side above with respect to z € {+1}", we may restrict to vectors in
which x; has the same sign as #;z;. Therefore,

max szu v;Yy; < 1max Za:u = max ZZJEUA iViY;
ze{£1}n RIS i itz ze{£1}n B

Because this is true for all y € {£1}"™, we conclude that

max  max xiuiAijv < max max i Agiv
we{il}nye{il}mzz Ui AU = e{il}”ye{il}mzz iijU5Y5-

The claim follows by repeating the same argument with the roles of x and y interchanged. |
Lemma B.3. For any real numbers a,b >0, x € (0,1), andy > 1,

b b
k k
E axr” < 12 and E ay” < =1y

k€Z:axk<b kE€Z:ay*<b

Proof. Let | € Z be the smallest integer such that ! < b/a. Then

s s ax! b
g azt = g awk:axlg ot = < .
1-=z 1-=z
k€Z:axk<b k=l k=0

This confirms the first inequality. The second inequality follows by applying the first inequality
with x = 1/y. [
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Proof of Theorem 6.3. Let X € R™™ be a random matrix with independent centered entries with

sub-Poisson variance proxy 2. Because the spectral norm of a submatrix is less than the spectral

norm of the whole matrix, without loss of generality, we may assume that n = m (the smaller

dimension can be extended to the larger dimension by padding with zeros, which does not affect

the claimed bound of || X||,, nor the probability bound). Fix a constant Ctyim > 0, and denote

v {XU, 1V %51 < Corimno®, B2)
0, otherwise.

B.1 Discretizing the unit sphere

Let 0 < e < 1/2. Recall that an e-cover of S is a finite set S. C S such that for every = € S there exists
a point &’ € S, such that ||z’ —z|| < e. By [51, Corollary 4.2.13|, the sphere S = {z € R™: ||z| = 1}
admits an e-cover S, with size bounded by |SL| < (267! + 1)". We observe that also the set

S. = {(1:1u1, e Tpup):u €SL T € {j:l}”}

is an e-cover of S, and has size bounded by [S.| < 2"(2e~! +1)". We note that S. is sign-symmetric
in the sense that any sign change of coordinates of a point in S, leaves the point in S;. The spectral
norm of X’ can be approximated [51, Exercise 4.4.3] by

HX'HSp < (1 —2¢)7! max (u, X'v). (B.3)

u,VESe

B.2 Discretizing the unit interval

Fix numbers a,b € (0,1) and partition the interval (0, 1] into bins (ag+1,ax] and (bj41,b;] indexed
by k=0,1,... and [ =0,1,... using ar = a* and b; = b'. We further split the bin pairs into light
pairs L = {(k,1): apb;y < 7} and heavy pairs H = {(k,l): apb; > 7} using a threshold parameter
7 > 0. Then we split the inner products appearing in (B.3) according to

wxy = YN Y okt YOY Y w69

(k,l)eL €Sk (u) €T (u) (k,)eH i€Sk(u) jET;(u)
(u,X"v) L, (u, X"v) g
where
Sk(u) ={i: |ui| € (aks1,a]}  and  Ty(v) = {j: [vs] € (big1, bu]} (B.5)
We will next verify that
u{rylg)g{g(u,X'U}L < urgg}g{g(u,X@L. (B.6)

To see this, observe that

(u X, Z Z Z uzXUU] ZUiXZ{jMijuvvja

(k)eL i€Sk(u) jET;(u .3

where Mijuv = Z(k,l)GL ]I(Z € Sk(u))ﬂ(j < Tl(u)) By writing Xz/] = giXijnj with §i777j S {0,1},
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recalling that S, is sign-symmetric, and applying Lemma B.2, we find that

/
max (u, X' v);, = max max Exu XM, v
u,v€S5< ’ > u,v€Se z,ye{£1}n ! Z& 1 ijuollj Uiy

< max max E 2 Xij Mijunvjyj
’U,,’UESg Ivye{il}n - ! ! 7

= max (u, Xv)p,
U,VESe

so that (B.6) is valid. By combining (B.3) and (B.4) with (B.6), we then find that

X'l < (1- 25)—1( max (u, Xv)p + max <u,X'U>H). (B.7)

uU,VESe U,VESe

B.2.1 Light weights

Recalling the definitions in (B.4), we see that for any u,v € S,
T_1<u, X’U>L = Z w,-inj,
A7j

where w;; = @Mijuv with M;ju, = Z(k,l)eL I(i € Sk(u))I(j € Ty(v)). The right side above is a
sum of independent random variables weighted by w;;. Note that M;j,, = 1 if there exists (k,1)
such that aib; < 7 and |u;| € (ags1,ax] and |vy| € (bi41,b;], and zero otherwise. Therefore, the
weights are bounded by |w;;| < 1. Consequently, [40, Proposition 5.2] and [40, Proposition 5.1:(ii)]
then imply that the random variable 771 (u, Xv), has a sub-Poisson variance proxy

2 2 _ 22712 _ 2
o g wy; = 7'2 g uzj vy M, < = g uiv? = (o/7)%
ij

Bernstein’s inequality (A.3) then implies that

P((u, Xv), > 0) = P <T_1<U,XU>L > i) < exp ( <4((‘Z//TT); A 3(54/7)» — exp (i"j)

for all § > 302/7. By setting § = 3to?/7, applying the union bound, and recalling that [S.| <
(4e~1 4 2)", it follows that for all ¢ > 1,

3to? 9 30 9to?
>27 ) < 27 < - .
P <urr52>8<€ (u, Xv)p, . ) < [Se|*exp ( 47_) < exp <2n log(4e™ +2) 12 ) (B.8)

B.2.2 Heavy weights

The treatment of heavy weight pairs is based on analyzing block maxima

X&T = max s maxT Z Z uiXijvj
ue{+1}5 ve{£1} ies jeT

defined for index sets S,T" C [n]. Fix an integer ¢ > 1, and denote by E the event that

2en
~logA(XsISI1TIo%) < (140 (1S]og T + 7]10g 751 ) (B9)

31



for all nonempty sets S, T" C [n], where the function f is defined by (A.4). By Lemma B.1, we know
that P(E€) < (en) 2.

Fix a realization of X € R™*" satisfying (B.9). Fix unit vectors u,v € R™. We abbreviate the
sets in (B.5) by Sk = Si(u) and T; = T;(v), and denote s = |Sk| and ¢; = |T;]. Also define

Yy = max max ZinXijyj,

re{£1}%k ye{£1}T ies, jeT;

Y/, = max  max Z inngyj.

ze{+1}%k ye{£1}T1 ics, je;

By writing Xl(j = & X;;n; where &,n; € {0,1}, we find by Lemma B.2 that

Y/, = max  max Z inXZ{jyj < max_  max Z ZasiXijyj = Y. (B.10)

S y S T,
ze{+1}°k ye{£1} liESk el z€{+1}°k ye{£1} liESk ety

By noting that |u;| < ay and |vj| < b for all i € Sy, and j € Tj, and applying Lemma B.2, we see
that

ZZuiXZ{jvj < max max Zinungjijj < akYk'lbl.

ieSy, jeT, ae{£1} % ye{x1}T i€Sy, jET,
By summing both sides of the above inequality with respect to (k,l) € H, we find that

(, XV < Y apYub. (B.11)
(k)eH

We also note that [|Y} [[1 <> icq, X711 and [[Y[ln < 37,4, [1X7 11, so that by (B.2),

1YLl < Clrim Spno> and 1Yl < Clrimtino?. (B.12)

Furthermore, by (B.9), we see that for all &, 1,

—log ,B(Ykl, O'ZSktl) < (1 + t) (Sk log 5, + t; log Lfl) , (B.l?))
where §;, = 2%”, i = 2%”
Fix a constant ¢ > O We consider combinations of the following inequalities:
b
% i < ovn, (B.14)
I
Y; b
L SR (B.15)
€o Sktl T
Y; cain Y; ch?n
( M 73 V 1/3’f )/\( “Al/qu/gl ) < 1. (B.16)
GUQSktl§k §k log §k €U2Sktltl tl log tl

We partition the pairs in H = {(k,): agb; > 7} into four disjoint sets: H; contains the pairs not
satisfying (B.14); Ho the pairs satisfying (B.14) but not (B.15); Hj the pairs satisfying (B.14)—(B.15)
but not (B.16); and H4 contains the pairs satisfying (B.14)—(B.16).

(i) Fix (k,l) € Hy. Because u? > af , for all i € Sj, we find that

az
g azsk g ak E kH ak = a2 g g uf = a2
k k

ieS;, k+1 zeSk kE i€S
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By repeating a similar computation for t;, we conclude that

Zaisk < a2 and Z vt < b2 (B.17)
k l
2 2
By noting that akbl(b—k g—l) = a% \/bl2 < ai +b?, we see that aib; < ac’:j;%l whenever ‘z—’; vV 5—2 > o4/n.
Hence ) )
a2 + b? ay bj ,
Z apb Yy < Z . Vil < Z —=[1Yall-
(k1)C H: (k1)CH: oy/n o ovn vn
By plugging in the bounds (B.12) and then applying (B.17), it follows that
Z arbYy, < Cuim(a™2+ b3 o/n. (B.18)
(k‘,l)EHl
(ii) Observe that Yy < (e202/7)sitiarb; for (k,1) € Ho, so that
e?o? e?o?
Z apYub < - Z aiskb%tl < - Za%sk Zb%tl.
(k,1)EH> (k,))EHa k ]
By (B.17), it follows that
e?0?
Z akYklbl < m (B.19>
(k,l)EH2

(iii) Let us now fix a pair (k,l) € H3. Then the inequalities Yo > cab and agb; > 7 imply

025t T

x
that log — 28 5 > 1. The bound B(z, 0?) < (%) in Lemma A.2 implies that — log 8(Yi, 02skt;) >
Yy log 602 . Hence by (B.13), we conclude that
sk log S, t; log i
Z arYrby < (1+1) Z akbliy + Z akbliy . (B.20)
Og le Og 2kl
(k,l)eH3 (k,l)eH3 eo?sit; (k,l)eH3 eo?syt;

We will derive an upper bound for the first sum in (B.20). The condition

Y ca%n

9 .1/3 v .1/3
e sEtyS, Sy

log <§k

in the definition of H3 implies that we may partition H3 = H3; U H3y using

Y;
Hy = {(k,l) € Hy: log 3y < 3log —5= }
€eo Sktl
Y 2
Hiy = {(kz,l)eng?)log <logsk<can}
eo?st ]t/3

Because by < agoy/n for all (k,1) € H3, a geometric sum bound (Lemma B.3) shows that

Z b < Z by < allfa_\/bﬁ-

l:(k,l)eH31 I:bj<axo/n
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Therefore, by (B.17),

sk log 8, 3ov/n
Z akblliYu < 3 Z skakbl < 323kak Z bl < (12(1{;) (B.21)
(kDeHs 98 calsihy (k.)€ H31 k I:(k,l)€H31
Consider then a pair (k,l) € Hsy. In this case §}1€/3 > eoy’;l o Recall also that every pair in Hj
satisfies 601;’;; ? > %’“b’ > e. Therefore,
b
s3> I (B.22)
T
2
On the other hand, log §; < c;“—/z implies that
k
b sk log & < b a%n < b skai
Z ak llog Y = Z AkOISkC 73 = 1 Z kOl 73 -
(k,))EHs32 eo?sKh (k,l)€Hsa Sk (k)eHsys Sk

3
Inequality (B.22) implies that b < k for all (k,l) € Hsz. Therefore, by applying a geometric
sum bound (Lemma B.3), and (B.17), we see that

A1/3
ska Skak Skak TSk T

< < :

Z aiby 1/3 Z Ak 1/3 Z bi Zak A1/3 eak 1 —-b) — ea2(1—b)
(k‘,l)EHSQ k 1:b < 116/3
1<

It follows that loo §
Sk log Sg cTn
S aby 5ok < 0D (B.23)

(k,l)eH32 0g ea?spt;
By combining (B.21) and (B.23), we conclude that

Z anby sy log s, < 3ov/n+ (c/e)tn

Y, = 201 _
(k,l)EH3 08 coZert; a*(1-1)

A symmetric argument can be carried out for the second sum in (B.20). We conclude that

Z apYrby < (1+1) <a2(11_ y n @ _1a)b2> (3ov/n + (c/e)Tn). (B.24)

(k,l)eH3s
(iv) Consider a pair (k,1) € Hy. In this case,

Y] cain Y] cb?n
klA1/3vA1/3k — <1 o ’“lq/qu/gl _ <1 (B.25)
eo?sit)s, 5,/ log 5, ea?sitit, t,"" logt

Assume that the first inequality in (B.25) is valid. Then

1 =2
Y < GUZSktlSk/g = 26202tmsk /3.

1/3

In light of the numeric inequality log 2 = 3log 2'/3 < 321/, we see that the first inequality in (B.25)

also implies that ca%n < §,i/ 3 log &5 < 3§i/ 3, By combining this with the above inequality, it follows
that
6620' 2tl

2
cay,

Y <
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A symmetric argument shows that Yy < % whenever the second inequality in (B.25) is valid.
l
We conclude that for all (k,1) € Hy,

6e20? (s 1 6e20? [ si t
Yo < —— (z)zVaZ s \wra)
l k l k

so that

2 92
Z apYpby < 6660 Z Skai+ Z tl;l

(k,l)€H4 (k,l)€H4

By applying Lemma B.3 to the geometric terms b; = o', and then (B.17), we find that

1
Z Sk* < Zskak Z b = 1752816% = a2(1-b)1’

(k,l)eHy

O“H
A \a_

By a similar argument, we conclude that

6e?0? 1 1
E Yiub < . B.26
R - (aQ(l—b) +b2(1—a)> ( )
(k,l)eHa

Let us now select @ = b = 1. By combining the bounds (B.18), (B.19), (B.24), (B.26), and
recalling that Y}, < Yj; due to (B.10), we conclude that

2 16 96¢e? o2
> Vb < 8Cuimovn + 1627+ (1+1) (480\/5 + Cm> 227
(Dol T e c T
By plugging in ¢ = 3\?, and recalling (B.11), we may now conclude that
, 1620
(u, X'y < | 8Ctyim + ——= v +96(1+1t)+32¢ | ovn (B.27)

for all unit vectors u,v, all t > 1, and all matrices X € R™*" such that (B.9) is valid.

B.2.3 Conclusion

By (B.8),
max (u, Xv)p < 3(14t)o?/T.

uU,VESe

472

with complementary probability py, < exp (2n log(4e~! +2) — 9(1+t)o> ) By (B.27) and Lemma B.1,

1620

T

with complementary probability py < (en) 2. In light of (B.7), we conclude that

max (u, X'v)g < (8Ctr1m t+—=

u,VES,

+96(1+1¢t) + 326> ovn

X'l < (1—2¢)7t <8C’mm +162—7 = £ 3(1+t)—— + 96(1 + t) + 32e> ovn

e T
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with complementary probability p < pr, + pg.

— —30 — L 1 1 — < -1
Choose T oD and € = 55. The inequality log(en) = 1+logn < n < nlog(4e™" +2)

then implies that
pr < exp(—2tnlog(de™ ' +2)) < (en) "
— 8log(82
Then (1—2¢) "' = 1, o = V3 <9 4pq
10 2
5 (8Ctrim + 32¢” +102(1 + ¢) + 32¢) o/n
< 9(Clrim + 66t) 0v/n

X g

IA

with complementary probability at most 2(en) 2. The claim of Theorem 6.3 follows. |

C Proof of Lemma C.1

Lemma C.1 provides a specialized norm bound needed in a small part of an argument in Appendix
D. The proof is based on a chaining argument developed in [15].

Lemma C.1. Let X € R™™ be a random matriz with independent centered sub-Poisson entries
with variance prozy o2, and let A € R™™ be a deterministic matriz with uniformly bounded entries
|Aij| < % Then

2
P<||AXTHF > 34(1 + t)no? <Vm02\/3>> < t>1

— (en)t Y
Especially, if mo? > 1, then HAXTHF < no?vVmo? with high probability.

Proof. Discretization. For a vector ||u|| < 1, define sets Sy = {i | 27" 71 < |u;| < 27F}, k =
0,....,K —1, S = {i | |u;| < 27K} of size s = |Si| and values a, = 27% > max{|u;| | i € Si}.
Then

2
a
skaizg u—gufgélg u? < 4, k<K,
i€Sy 1€SE

spaz < na~ K,

Choose K = LII?EZJ so that also sxa? < nd~K <4 and n/4 < 4% <n. This implies s, < 4(1,;2 =

41 for all k and

K K K-1
Zska%:ZZa% SsKa%(+4Z Zu?§4+4§8.
k=0 k=0i€Sy k=0 i€Sy

Now for any vector z € R", we have

inui = Z Z Tiu; < Zak max Z Tv; = Zakx(sk).
i k

ve{~1,1}5k <

k €Sy k 1€SE
=z(Sk)
Since [|z|[ = supyy)<1 2, Tivi, we have
< S C.1
ol < gnas 3 aus(5) ()
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where Sp, ..., Sk C [n] are assumed to satisfy >, spa? < 8, spas < 4.
Bounding (AX ");.(S). For any nonempty subset S C [n], we have

(AXD)i(S) = max > N AjXyjuy,

— S
ue{—1,+1} T ies

where Zj Zi’ES Aij Xyjuy is a sum of independent random variables. By Bernstein’s inequal-
ity (A.3), we have a tail bound

3
3

P(U U {axnus 2} < DIED SR ] DY) STE. e

=1 P£SC[n] i=1 s=1 SE([n]) ve{—1,+1}5 eSS j=1 m
s el-1,

o $ (e (- (2 20

n
2en t2 3t
<nY exp(slog™— — [ —— A2 ).
- ; p( & <4m306 4a2>>
2en
Now ts = y/4ms200 log 22 v f satisfies slog 2<% = 4m806 A 3t32 so that

U U {AXT )z(1+t)ts} <n§:exp<slog2?—(1+t)<4£06Az82>>

i=10£SC[n] s=1

n
2
=n g exp <—ts log en>
S

~.

where inequality () holds, because the function s (ﬁ)s is decreasing (the derivative of its

logarithm slog 5>~ is negative log 5>~ + 1 =log 5, s < n).
Norm bound. Define a rare event

E= U U {AXT (S) > (1+t)t|5|}.

=1 0#SC[n]
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The aim is to bound the norms of the row vectors ||(AX ");.|| under a high-probability event E¢.
When E€ holds, inequality (C.1) gives

IAX g = ZH(AXT%:HZ

< v/nmax max Zak (AX 1):.(Sk)

i So0,...,5K
< max (1 -+t at
f S05-- ,SK Z Kook

2en

. 2en 4025y, log S
Evaluating t,, = 4 /4msk06 log <5 V ———5—"% gives an upper bound

) 4025, log <=+ 26”
JAX g = (1 + t)f max (Z <\/4msk06 log% v f ay
k

S0,---,SK
9 5., 2 2en
< 2(1+t)y/no® max Z Vmo? V = | agsg log —
S(),...,SK k: 3 k

2 2
=2(1+t)y/no? (\/m02 v 3) max Zaksk log o

S05e-5SK

The above sum is estimated by recognizing it as an inner product (z,y) = >, siZryk, namely now
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and subadditivity of the square root yield

K
2en 2en
log — < log?
kz_oskak og o Zskak Zsk og

K

42
< V38 Zsk log2 on
k=0 Sk

K

(*) 2
< V8 E 4k+110g? de”n
k=0

4k+1

K

k 62n
<V32) 2Flog 3
k=0

K K
= /32 <Iog(62n) Z 2% —log(4) Z k2k> ,
k=0 k=0

24en

where the inequality (%) follows from increasingness of a function s — slog as it has a non-

negative derivative log? 488" 2log 22 46 ™ = (log 468") log 48" >0 for s < 4n. Wlth a help of Wolfram,
the last term is equal to

V32 (log(e*n) (251 — 1) — log(4)2(2K K — 2% 4-1)).
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Hence, we conclude that

K
2
E skay log ? < 2K+1/32 (log(e®n) — log(4)(K — 1))
k
k=0

K+1,/39 e’n

4e3n
__ oK+1_/

() 4e?
< 2v32nlog cn
n

= 2v/32nlog(4€?),

4e3n
2

where the inequality (xx) follows from increasingness of a function s — slog as it has a non-

negative derivative log 16;# —2=log 186—2” >0 for s < /n.
Summary. Combining these results gives that the high-probability event £ implies

JAX T||p < 2(1 + t)v/no? <Vma2 % §> 2v/32n log(4e?)
= 16v/21log(4e?)(1 + t)no? <v mo? V ;)
< 34(1 + t)no? (\/ mo? vV g) .

Notice that in previous lemma, if |4;;] = Var(X;;) = o2, then the variance of a single entry of

AXT is Var((AXT);;) = mo® and the expected squared Frobenius norm is EHAXTH% = n?otmo?,
which makes the high-probability bound rate-optimal.

D Proof of Theorem 6.4

This appendix analyzes concentration of a product X X ', where the entries of the random matrix
X € Z™*™ are independent. The focus is only on the off-diagonal entries, because the diagonal and
off-diagonal entries concentrate at different rates, as the following simple proposition suggests.

Proposition D.1. Let X € R™ ™ be a random matriz with independent Bernoulli-distributed

entries Xij 4 Ber(p). Define a mask M € R™™™ by M;; = 1(i # j) and denote the elementwise
matriz product by ©. Then A= XXT —EXX" satisfies

E[[A® I||§p > SD((XX ")ii) = v/mp(1 —p),

VEIA® M3, > VE[(A© M)il? = V(n — 1m(1 — p2)p.

Proof. To estimate ||A ® ||
entries. Then

sp? first notice that A;; = > i X sz —IEXEJ- is a sum of independent centered

E||A®I|2, = Em?foi > EA} = Vard; = Y Var(X} —EX}) = VarX).
j j
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Since X;; is a binary random variable, Xi2j = X;; is simply a Bernoulli distributed random variable

with variance p(1 — p). Hence, we conclude E||A ® I||> > mp(1 — p).

sp =
To estimate || A ® M|, first notice that Ay = >, X;; Xy; — EX;; Xy is a sum of independent
centered entries. Then

sp?

E|[A® M| >E[(A0 M)|> =E Y A% = ) Vard;

sp —
il i il i

= Z ZVar(X@'in/j —EXini/j) = Z ZV&I(XUXZ'/]').

il g it g

Since X;; and Xj/; are independent binary random variables, their product is also Bernoulli dis-
tributed random variable with parameter p?. Hence Var(X;;X;;) = p*(1 — p?) and E[|[A© M ng >
(n = 1)mp*(1 - p?). u

This suggests that XX T —EXXT consists of two parts, a diagonal and an off-diagonal part.
For small p < 1, we expect the norm of the diagonal to be of order \/mp and the norm of the
off-diagonal to be of order \/nmp. If this holds, then the diagonal dominates the off-diagonal,
when \/mp > \/nmp, or equivalently, p < n~!'. When we consider square matrices m = n, we
rarely consider p < n~!, but when m > n, we may be interested in the regime p <« n~! and this
phenomenon will become significant. The rest of this subsection aims at proving that the off-diagonal
part is bounded from above by O(y/nmp), or in a slightly more general setting, O(\/nmao?).

As the first step, Lemma D.2 shows that the Li-norm of almost every row of X —[EX concentrates
well with high probability. Lemma D.3 bounds a product X1X2T of two independent matrices
X1, X5 with independent entries. The key observation is that the entries of X 1X2T are conditionally
independent entries given X9, when Xs is sufficiently sparse. This allows us to apply Theorem 6.3.
Lemma D.4 applies a well-known decoupling technique (see for example Chapter 6 in [51]) to analyze
a product (X —EX)X " as if X and X" were independent. The decoupling technique applies to
expectations of convex functions of (X —EX)X T which is then converted to a tail bound in the
proof. Theorem 6.4 finally bounds the off-diagonal part of the Gram matrix XX . The desired
norm bound is obtained by removing certain rows and columns, and Lemma 6.5 asserts that only a
few rows and columns are removed. The bound presented here is derived with a simple application
of Markov’s inequality, and consequently the probability bound is worse than the bound in Lemma
D.2.

Lemma D.2. Let X € R™™ be a random matriz with independent centered sub-Poisson entries
with variance prozy o*. Define S; = || Xi:||; — E|| Xy:|l;. If mo? < 8logen, then

= en _
P (Z I{S; > (1 +t)mo} > M) < (en)™! for all t > 0.
i=1

If mo? > 8logen, then
P (max S; > (1+1t)y/8mo?log en) < (en)™! for allt > 0.

That is, if mo? > 8log en, then the largest Li-norm is bounded by max;|| X;.||1 < max; E|| X;.||1+
C'+v/mo?logen with high probability as n — oo, and if 1 < mo? < 8logen, then the fraction of
“large” Li-norms 1 3" I{||X;.[l1 > E[Xi:|[1 + 2mo?} < 1 tends to zero with high probability as
n — oo, and if C < mo? < 8logen for some constant C, then the fraction of “large” Li-norms
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LS KXl = Ef| Xl 4+ 2mo?} < e'=C/8 is at most of constant order with high probability
as n — 0o, but this fraction can be made arbitrarily small by setting C large enough. Under an
extra assumption E|X;;| < o2, we have E||X;.||1 < mo? and the Lj-norm bounds are in the order
of mo?.
Proof. By [40, Proposition 5.3|, the random variables |X;;| are upper sub-Poisson with variance
proxy 202. By [40, Proposition 5.2|, the sums S; are upper sub-Poisson with variance proxy 2mao?.
Fix an integer k£ > 1 and a real number ¢ > 0. By Bernstein’s inequality (A.3) and the inequality

(3) < (en/k)¥, we have
P <§;H{Si >t} > k:) AGZ([;;])EP{& >t} < (Z) <exp (_ (8;202 /\?:f>>>k

k(g (L oa
PN T Bmez " 1)) )

By substituting ¢ = (1 + s)a with a,s > 0 and noting that 1+ s < (1 + s)2, we find that

P (iﬂ{si > (1 +s)a} > k) < exp (k <loge]j —(1+s) (&/\T))) .

i=1

IN

IN

For a clean bound, we choose a so that log T+ = a® 7 A %“. With the help of Lemma A.3, we find

~ 8mo
that a = /8mo?log ¢ V 410§ £ We conclude that

P (gﬂ{& > (1+5s) <\/8m02loge:\/ 4IO§?>} > k) < exp (—klog (%) s).

Notice that the function k£ +— klog §* is increasing for 1 < k& < n since it has a nonnegative derivative
log & —1 =log ¥ > 0. Furthermore, since it is impossible for a sum of n indicators to exceed n,
we obtain the claimed probability bound (en)~*.

Choose k = [emf:é/gl. In the case mo? < 8logen we estimate k >

en
emo'2 /8

4 log & 2
w/8ma2log%\/ 5’“ < ma2\/% = mo?,

P (iﬂ{& > (1+ s)maZ} > e’niZ/S) < (en)”%.

=1

. This in turn implies

and

In the case mo? > 8logen we observe that k = 1. This in turn implies

4log &£ 4 2]
8m0210g%\/% < 8mo’210gen\/§ w = /8mo?logen,

and

P (maxSi > (14 s)v/8mo? logen) =P (ZH{SZ- > (14 s)v/8mo? logen} > 1) < (en)™".
' i=1
|
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Lemma D.3. Fiz positive integers m,ni,ny such that n = ni + no satisfies 8logen < mo?, and

3e2no? < 1. Let X1 € RM*™ X, € Z"*™ be independent random matrices having independent sub-

Poisson entries with variance prozy o2, and such that E(X1);; = 0, E[(X1)ij] < 02, and E|(X2)j] <

o2,

(i) Then

Vit Vinmo! L
P (10Xl 1%l il 2 tmmo?) < oexp (‘m)m L Vi/2E

96 log® m
forallt>6V Toa? (1/3eno?) "

(11) There ezists an absolute constant C' such that

P <HX1X2T O N, > C (t + Cirim) \/7nm02) < gn~let?/3 (D.1)

for all t > 5%/2 v % where N € {0,1}"1*"2 js defined by

Ny = T(I0X X )illy V 0K Xl Dl < Contmnmar®).

In particular, || X1 X ® N| . < (logm)3/nmao? with high probability when n > 1 and no? < 1;

sp ~
and || X1 X, © N|| o S v/nmo? with high probability when n > 1 and no? < m™¢ for some constant
c>0.

Proof. Denote Y = XlX;—. Decompose the integer matrix as Xo = > 72 Xék), where matrices
Xz(k) are defined recursively by

k—1
xP = arg min 3 <X2 - <X +3 Xg’”)) . k>1
Xe{0,£1}m2X M max; || X 5]1 <1 ; ; k=1 ij

with arbitrary tie breaks as there might not be unique minimizers. As an example of such a
decomposition, consider the following small integer matrix

3 -2 1 1-11 1-10 100
00 -1{=10 0 0| +|0 0 —-1{+(000
01 O 0 00 0 0 O 010

That is, the components are matrices with entries being in {—1,0, 1}, each column having at most
one nonzero entry and the kth component picks “the kth one of each column” if it exists. Since each
column has at most one nonzero entry, the supports of the rows of Xék) are disjoint.

Notice that the summands are eventually zero matrices as each entry of X is finite almost
surely. Let Kjyax denote the number of nonzero components (which is random as Xs is random).
By [40, Proposition 5.3|, the random variables | X2 (i, j) — EX2(4,j)| are upper sub-Poisson with
variance proxy 202 < 302. Consequently, the sums .| X2(4,j) — EX2(i, j)| are upper sub-Poisson
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with variance proxy 3neo? < 3no? by [40, Proposition 5.2]. Now for any kmayx > 3no?, Bennett’s
inequality (A.1) gives a tail bound

P (Kmax > kmax)

- U{ZIXNJ > max}

7=1

P (ZQ|X2(Z>]) - EXQ(Z7])| + |EX2(Z7])| > kmax)

i=1

IN

na
< P<Z|X2(Za.7) - EXQ(%])‘ - E|X2(17]) _EX2(17J)‘ > kmax

=1

2
=1
2.
=1

- (D.2)
_ Z|EX2(i,j)| + E|X2(i,5) — JEXz(Z’J)I)

m
< ZP( > 1 Xa(i, §) — EX(i, )| — E[X2(i, 5) — EX(6, 5)| > Fmnax — 3n02>
=1
(A.1) e3n 2 3n02+kmax—3nc?
< m€—3n02 g
- 3n0? + kpax — 3002

<m (3en02>km‘“ .
B Fmax
The resulting upper bound holds also for 0 < kpax < 3nc? as the upper bound becomes trivial.
Conditioned on Xs, the product Y*) = X, (Xék))T consists of independent entries (since the
rows of Xék) have disjoint supports) and by [40, Proposition 5.2|, they are sub-Poisson with variance
proxy manH(Xék)>j:H10'2 < max;||(X2);:|[10%. Conditioned on Xs, the sum > 25 (X, z;ﬁO‘ X1)al
consists of at most >, [(X5 (k) )il < nmax;||(X2);:/|1 independent random variables that are upper

sub-Poisson with variance proxy 202 by [40, Proposition 5.3]. Hence, the sum 213 i), 7£0|(X 1)l

is upper sub-Poisson with variance proxy 2nmax;||(X2);.|[10% by [40, Proposmon 5.2]. The next
objective is to bound max;||(Xz2);. |1

For any ¢ > 1, the assumptions E|(X3);;| < 02 and 8logen < mo? and Lemma D.2 give a tail
bound

P <maXH(X2)j;H1 > 5tm02>
J
< P (maxl (X2 ~ EX)j -+ | (EX)yl > Stimo?

<p <maXH (X2 — EXa)yil1 > 4tm02) (D.3)
J |

<P U{”(X2 —EX2)j:]1 > B (X2 — EX2)j:]l1 + (1 + £)y/Smo? log en}
J
(D.2)
< (en)™".
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That is, conditioned on X5 under a high-probability event (,{||(X2);.|l1 < 5tmo?}, the entries

(k) . . . A
Y, are sub-Poisson with variance proxif 5tmo*, and the sums Zlﬂj: X80 ;é0|(

sub-Poisson with variance proxy 10tnmao*.

(i) Fix s > 1V bg?ll;)% and kmax = |[s]. Recall that each column of the matrix Xék) has at

most one nonzero entry. By inequalities (D.2) and (D.3) we have that

X1)q| are upper

P (1102] 1Xal V)il > 65*nmo?)

SIP’( > D I)u(XS)al = Gkmaxsnmo?, max| (Xz)illi < 5smo?, KmSkm>
kSkmax ],l

+P (maXH(Xg)i:]h > 5sma2> + P (Kmax > 5)

_ 3eno?\’
< Z P Z [(X1)1| > 6snmo?, m?XH(Xg)i;Hl < 58m02> +(en)™*+m ( . )
k<kmax  1:35:(x M) 0

Notice that if max;||(X2):|1 < 5smo?, then the sum > X1)i| consists of at most

l:ﬂj:(xgk))ﬂ;éoK
S ill(X2)ill1 < Bsnmo? entries with expectations E|(X1);;| < 02 by assumption. Hence Bernstein’s
inequality (A.3) allow us to bound the first term by

ZE[P( > |(X1),~l]2E[ > \(Xl)il||X2]+snmo4|X2>
k<kmax 1:35:(X$) ;10 1:35:(X 5,0

X ]I{maXH(Xg)i;Hl < 5sm02}]

< s2n2m2o8 3snmao? B snmo?
< Fnax P\~ \ T 050mot T 4 = Fmaxexp | === |-

From combining the bounds and ky.x < s it follows that

4 2\ ¢
3
P (10130 Dol = 52mot) < sexp (=507 ) + (eny > +m (227

4logm

2 2
W and 3e“no S 1, we

Now it remains to simplify the probability bound. Because s >

have that
3eno?\® s
m < exp | logm — 3 log
s

3 2) (3en02)s/2 < mtes/2,
enoc

From the assumptions 8logen < mo? and 3e?no? < 1 it follows that m > 8072 > 24e?n > n.
Because also s > 1, we may further bound (en)™* + m e 5/2 < 2p~le5/2. The claim follows by
substituting s = 1/t/6 and writing the assumptions on s in terms of t = 6s2.

(ii) Fix s > 5V logg(lff% and kmayx = [v/s]. Let us apply Theorem 6.3 to the matrices Y (%)

conditioned on Xs under the event (),{[|(X2);.|l1 < 5smo?}. The entries of Y¥) are conditionally
independent with variance proxy 5smo?. The trimming mask N guarantees that the 1-norms of
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the rows and columns of Y*) © N are bounded from above according to

1Y)y = Z\ ’“N—Z

7j=1

175 Z\ Y=

ng m

XD)a(XS)a] <30S 1X D a(Xo) il < Cranme?,
j=11=1

Ms

N
Il
i

nt m
(XDa(X)5| < > Y XD a(X2)jl < Coaimnme™.

Ms

i=1]1=1 i=1 =1
Define Cf;,, = Ciyim/5s and a new trimming masks N®) e {0,1}1%"2 defined by
k k)
N = 1Pl VIV, < Climn(5smo®) ).
By noticing Cyimnma? = Cf . n(5smo?) we see that C[;  is the trimming constant needed in

Theorem 6.3 and N*) is the corresponding trimming mask. Furthermore, notice that N picks a
smaller submatrix than N®) implying |[Y*) © Nllg < 1Y ®) & N(k)Hsp. Since 4/s/5 > 1 by the
assumption s > 5, there exists an absolute constant C' such that

Ctrlm
e

C .
(1Y © Ny 2 Clinas (54 S22 ) V02, Ko < b ] (X 1 < 5o

+ P (Kmax > V/s) +P <max\|(X2)i:|]1 > 5sm02>

kmax
<E [P ( J{ir® o v, = ¢ (3 + ) ViGsmat} | Xz)

k=1
enU2 Vs
xﬂ{m{|r<xz>iz||1<5sm02}} e (295 (e

— 2\ Vs
< 2kmax(en)_2 /8 tm <3e\nfa ) + (en)™".
s

Substituting the bounds knax < /s and 24/s/5 < s gives

2\ Vs
P("YQN”SPZCG?)/Q C\tfm) F") < 3v/s(en)”? 5/5+m<3e¢> |

S

It remains to simplify the probability bound. For the first term, recall the assumption s > 5. Now
3y/s(en)"2V3/5 < 3vBeVE5(en) V5 = 3B T2V Pem VS < 3y/Bp e VA3,

9log®m

3eno? <
log?(1/3eno?) "

Now 7

For the second term, recall also the assumptions 3¢2ne? < 1 and s >

% < e~ ! and consequently
2\ V5
2 1
m (363; ) < exp <logm — g/glog (36n02> - f) < exp <—logm - f) :
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From the assumptions 8logen < mo? and 3e?no? < 1 it follows that m > 8072 > 24e?n > n.
Therefore, we may further bound m~te~V5/3 < n=le=V5/3. Combining these gives
C'trim

3/2
P(HY@NHspzc(S/ 7

>\/nma2) < BVE+1)n e VB < gnle VRSB,

The claim follows by substituting ¢t = s3/2 > 53/2 v bé@%'

Lemma D.4 (Decoupling). Let X € Z™*™ be a random matriz with independent sub-Poisson
entries with variance prozy o2, and such that E|X;;| < o%. Define indicator matrices M, N €
{0, 1}™™ by M;; =1(i # j) and

Ny = 1(IX = EXIXT) © M)l v (X ~ EXIXT) © M), < Cumnmo®).
There exists an absolute constant C' such that

P(I(X —EX)XT)© M & Nl|, > C(t + Com)Vamo?) < Cnle”

whenever 4logen < mo?, 6e’no? <1, andt > C <1 vV M)'

log>(1/6enc?2)
In particular, if no? < m~¢ for some constant ¢ > 0, then [|[(X —EX)X") o M ® Nlgp S
vnmo? with high probability as n — oo, and if no? < 1, then |[|[(X —EX)XT) o M O Nl <

log®(m)y/nmo? with high probability as n — oc.

Proof. We start by deriving a decoupling inequality which generalizes |51, Theorem 6.1.1] to random
matrices. Let d1,...,0, be independent Bernoulli random variables with success probability 1/2,
independent of the random matrix X. Define the random index sets

I={i:6; =1}, I°={i: 6, =0},
and construct the masked matrices Xy., Xje. € Z™*™ by
(X1.)ij = 0iXij,  (Xye)ij = (1= 6:) Xiy.

In other words, X7. is obtained by zeroing out all rows of X outside of I, and similarly for Xc. with
respect to I¢. We will show that for any nondecreasing convex function f: R>9 — R>q, the matrix
Y =((X-EX)XT)®M ® N is bounded by

Ef(IYls) < EfAIY ), (D.4)
where Y = ((X7. —E; X)X /..) ® N and N € {0,1}"*" is defined by

N = H(H(!XI: — By X[ Xpe:| Daclly V(X7 — Er Xl Xre Tyl < Ctrimnma4)-

Inequality (D.4) means that the random variable [|[Y[|, is dominated by the random variable 4H}7Hsp
in the increasing convex stochastic order [41, 46]. The right side of (D.4) provides a convenient
decoupling because X;. and Xe. are conditionally independent given I.
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Let us prove (D.4). Abbreviating Ex = E(-|X), we find that or any i # j,

(X —EX)X ") = 4Ex6i(1 —6,)((X —EX)X "),

= AEx Y 5i(X —EX)u(1 — 6;) X0
k

= 4Bx > (X1 — ErXp)in(Xre)n
k
= AEx((X7. — BrX1)(Xre)")ij.
Because ((Xr. — IEIXIZ)(XIC:)T)Z-Z- = 0, we conclude that
(X —EX)X) O M = 4Ex(Xr. — E/Xp)(Xpe) .

Because the spectral norm is a convex function on the real vector space R™*™, and f is convex and
nondecreasing, it follows that A — f(4[|Al|y,) is convex, and Jensen’s inequality gives

FIX —EX)XT) o Mo N|,) = f(UEx((Xr — B Xp)XE) © N,

IN

Exf (41((Xr. — B/ Xp)X[) © N, ).

Notice that N;; = 1 implies ]\71-]- = 1. Consequently, N picks a smaller submatrix resulting in an
upper bound IEXf(4H}7HSp). By taking expectations, we conclude that (D.4) is valid.

Now Lemma D.3 can be applied to the product (X;. —E;X;.)X .. with variance proxy 20 (the
number 2 is needed to have E|(X;. — EX}.);;| < 202). Consequently, the trimming constant in
Lemma D.3 becomes CY,, = Ciim/4. Define

7 — < ||YHsp . Cl- _ (53/2 v 2710g3m ))
8C\/nma? trim log®(1/6eno?) ) ) .’

where C'is the universal constant from Lemma D.3:(ii). Since f(z) = (z — 1) is a nondecreasing
convex function on R>q for p > 1, by Lemma D.3, the absolute moments of Z can be estimated
from above as

4HY/” 271og>m P
EZP < EE; | ———2_ — (/. —<53/2\/>
= (80\/7177102 trim log®(1/6enc?)
> HY/H 271og® m
= E PP | e > <53/2v )—l—t+0’- dt
/0 b ! <C\/nm202 - log3(1/3en202?) prim
Lemma D.3

T B —t1/3/3
8n / ptP e dt.
0
By noting that
* 1 —t1/3/3 3(p—1) > 3(p—1) ,—unq4d, 2 3 3
/ ptP" e dt = p3°? / w P Ve 3 du = 3P3pl'(3p) = 3PT(3p+ 1),
0 0

we conclude that 8
EZP < —3%T(3p+1) forallp>1.
n
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For 1/3 < p < 1, the above argument does not work as x + P is not convex. Now for any
0 < XA < 371, the geometric summation formula gives

2 \kk/3 ® Kk
E<e - o > = ZHEZ
72 3’fr k+1)

8 (3)\)
nl—3\

IN

By Markov’s inequality, this gives a tail bound

]P’(Z > t) <P (Z Zk/3 > Z tk’/3>

k=3

1

< 8 (3%)° Z/\ 3\
nl—3\ P k!

To simplify the tail bound, let us study the relation between the series > ;- 4 %IT and the exponential

function e®. Denote the Taylor polynomials of the exponential function by pg(z) = Ef 0 Z, Since
the derivatives of the polynomials satisfy p), 41 = Pk, for any > 0 and k > 1, we have

d e epyle) —eph(0)  (pe(@) —pea(@)et  ater

de pp(z) pr(x)? B pr(x)? - Klp(x)?

This implies that for any x > xo > 0, we have e*/pg(x) > €™ /pr(xo), or equivalently, py(z) <
Pk (o)
e*o

> 0.

e*. Therefore, for any ¢t > ty, we have
o0 -1 1/3 -1
N s AH/3 1/3yy-1 as P2(AtT) N
(Zk!t/ — (@ ()< (- 2 o
k=3

-1
(4 p2()\t(1)/3) ESWVE
=1 )\tl/3 e .

Choose A = 6! and t9 = A™3. Then for all t > 6% = 216, we have

-1
P(Z>t) < (3/6) 1— w 16 < §67t1/3/6.
nl—3/6 e n

The claim follows now from

2710g®m
2>t ={Iv), > 50 53/2v> t C’.>\ﬁ2}
(221 = {1l = 50 (37 TE ) + 1o+ Gl ) Vi
) {”YHS > 80(2t + C{,rim) \% anQ}

DAY ls, = 16C(¢ + Cirim)vVnmao?},

3/2 2710g3 m
when ¢ > 5%/%V 1023 (1/6eno®) |
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D.1 Proof of Theorem 6.4

Let us write the error term as
A= ((XX"YoM-EXEX")oN
where the indicator matrices M, N € {0,1}"*™ are given by M;; = I{i # j} and
V=gl &=I{(XIX]T) © M)l < Cosmnmo*}.
We note that the error term can be decomposed according to A = Ay + Ay — Ag, where
A = (X-—EX)X")oM®ON,
Ay = (EX)(X —EX)')® M & N,
Az = (EXEXT)OT®N.

Therefore, it suffices to derive upper bounds for the spectral norms of A1, Ag, Ag.
(i) We start by analyzing [|Aq]l,- Let us first show that the trimming mask N regularizes the
rows and columns of

A= (X —EX||X|") oM
properly. Note that
|(Xir — EXin) Xje| < | Xie Xjn| + [(EXix) (Xjr — EXGr)| + [(EXr) (EX )|
| X it X+ [EX [|pase (X — EXji)| + [EX[2,.

max|( J

A

By summing the above inequality with respect to k, we find that

+m|EX|?

(X —EX|1X|D)i; < (IXIX]T)ij + IEX || a1 X — EX| max

max 00—00

Let t > 0. Since E|X;; — EXj;;| < 2E[X;;] < 202 and 8logen < mo?, Lemma D.2 implies that the

event
A = {”X —EX|| o o, < 2mo? +(1+ t)\/m}

occurs with probability P(A;) > 1 — (en)™!. By recalling the assumptions ||EX]|
8logen < mo?, we see that

(X —EX||X|N)i; < (1X|IX]|")ij + o2 <2m02 + (14 t)y/8ma?log en) + mo?

8logen
= (IX|IX[")s; + <3+(1+t) g2 >m04

mao

2
max < 0° and

IN

(1X/1X]")ij + (4 + ) mo™
on A;. By multiplying both sides above by M;;, and summing with respect to j, we find that

1Al < IUXIXTT © M)l + (4 + t)nmo™.

4

If ¢ = 1, then by recalling the trimming threshold Ci,jmnmo® we conclude that

1(AD)i]l, € (4+ Chim +t) nmo* (D.5)
|

C/

trim
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on A;. Similarly, we obtain an analogous bound for the columns of Aj. Let us combine this with
Lemma D.4 stating that the event

Ay = {l(X —EX)XT) 0 M ® N'||, < C1(t + Clyp)v/nmo?}

occurs with probability P(Ay) > 1 — C’ln_le_tl/3 whenever 4logen < mo?, 6e’no? < 1, and
3 .

t>0 (1 v log;(lg/iﬁ“jﬂ) where N’ = £/¢'T is defined by

& = 1Al < Churmo'}, ¢ = (A1)l < Chnmot}.

7

On A; N Ay we saw that § < & and & < (/. Therefore N picks a smaller submatrix than N’. In
particular,

HA1||Sp < ||((X—IEX)XT)®M®N’||Sp < C1(2t + 4 + Cim )Vnmo?

with probability P(A; N Az) > 1 — (en)™t — Cyn~te t"?.
(ii) For Ay, we use the bound

A2l < A2flp < [EX)(X —EX) "
Now Lemma C.1 and the assumption no? < 6-'e=2 imply that

[(EX)(X —EX)T |y < Cotno*Vmo? < Caty/nmo?

with probability at least 1 —n(en)™ for all ¢ > 1.
(iii) For A3, we note that

[Aslly, = (EXEX ") ® N)il,

max |
1<i<n

which implies that

max —

m

2 2 4

1Az, < 1@33;2(1@)(1-3-) < m|EX|?.. < mot.
]:

(iv) By collecting the above bounds, we may conclude that
1Ay, < (4C1 + Co)(t + Chrim)V/nmo® + mo*
with probability at least
1—(en)™" — Cyn~te ' - n(en)™ > 1—(1+0Cy + l)n_le_tl/3

for all ¢ > (Cy(1V eiss)) V 2 |

D.2 Proof of Lemma 6.5
By noting that (| X||X|")i; = 31| Xik X| and applying the triangle inequality to the decomposition

X Xin = (X — EXip) X + (EXa) (X — EXji) + (EXG) (EX ),
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we obtain the entrywise matrix inequality
IX]|X|T < |X —EX||X|"T +|EX||X —EX|" + |EX||EX]|". (D.6)
We also note that
I(EX]|X —EX|T)ill, = ZZ|EXZ’I<’ [ Xk —EXje| < nl[EX| I X — EX |l oo

and ||(JEX|[EX|T)i[l, < nm|EX]]2
follows that

IC(XT1XTT) © M)slly
< (X —EX]|X]" © M)l +nl|[EX]|

By multiplying both sides of (D.6) entrywise by M, it

max*

(D.7)

| X —EX|| —|—anEXH

max ‘ o0—> 00 max"*

Let us derive an upper bound for the first term on the right side of (D.7). Assume that ¢ >

2
6V i3 oy %log-m __ Rix an index 1 < i < n, and define matrices X; € RI*™ and X, € Zn—1)xm by
og®(1/6ena?)

(X)) = (X —EX)i, (X2)jk = Xk,

forj=1,...,n—1and k=1,...,m, where j' is the jth element of {1,...,n}\ {i}. Then

n m
11X —EX|XIT) 0 M)ill, = D> (X — EXap) Xj My
j=1 k=1

n—1 m

= S SN X)l = 10X Xl Dl

7j=1 k=1

The random matrices X1, X5 are independent, have independent sub-Poisson entries with variance
proxy o2 < 202, and satisfy E|(X1)1x| < 202 and E|(X2) ;x| < 202 for all j, k. Lemma D.3:(i) (with
02) then implies that

11X —EX[IXT) © M)all, = (X1 [1XeDully < 4tnmo? (D.8)

with probability at least 1 — G &XP G

Let us bound the second term on the right side of (D.7). Let us assume that t > 0. Because
E|X;; — EXy5| < 2E|X;;] < 20% and mo? > 8logen, Lemma D.2 implies that

Vi (_M) _op—Vt/2V6

| X —EX]|| < 2mo? + (1 +t)v/8mo?logen < (3 +t)mo? (D.9)

oc0—00

with probability at least 1 — (en) ™.
2
Finally, let us substitute in (D.8)—(D.9) into (D.7) for t > 6V bg%%%' By recalling that
|EX ||,0 < 02, we may conclude that

(X[ X7 © M)ill, < (4+ 5t)nme*

with probability at least

Vvt ( Vinmo?t ) Vi _ Vinmo! -
1- V2 o VIR (et > 1 (—)—3 V2B,
Jéexp 10v6 n (en)™" > Vtexp TG n

o1



In terms of the indicator variable
& = 1(I0XN1XIT © M), < (4+5t)nma?),

this is equivalent to

ﬁnma4> Vi
E(1— &) < Viexp | YT ) 4 g,=Vi/2V6,
1-&) < JexP( 10v/6 !

Because the above inequality holds for all 4, it also holds for En= >~ .(1—¢;). Now the claim follows
by Markov’s inequality. |
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