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DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY OF THE FIXED-RANK CORE
COVARIANCE MANIFOLD *

BONGJUNG SUNGH

Abstract. We study the differential geometry of the fixed-rank core covariance manifold. Ac-
cording to Hoff, McCormack, and Zhang [J. R. Stat. Soc., B: Stat., 85 (2023), pp. 1659-1679], every
covariance matrix 3 of p1 X p2 matrix-variate data uniquely decomposes into a separable component
K and a core component C. Such a decomposition also exists for rank-r 3 if p1 /p2 +p2/p1 < r, with
C sharing the same rank. They posed an open question on whether a partial-isotropy structure can
be imposed on C for high-dimensional covariance estimation. We address this question by showing
that a partial-isotropy rank-r core is a non-trivial convex combination of a rank-r core and I, for
p 1= p1p2, motivating the study of rank-r cores. For fixed r > p1/p2 + p2/p1, we prove that the set
of rank-r cores, C;rl,pam’ is a compact, smooth, embedded submanifold of the set of rank-r positive
semi-definite matrices, except for a measure-zero subset associated with canonical decomposability.
When r = p, the set of full-rank cores C;T,Lpz is itself a smooth manifold. Moreover, the positive
definite cone Sp+ T is diffeomorphic to the product of the Kronecker and core covariance manifolds,
providing new geometric insight into S;r T via separability. Differential geometric quantities, such as
the differential of the diffeomorphism, as well as the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on
C;rlfpz and the manifolds used in constructing C;Ll ,pa,r» are also derived. Lastly, we propose a partial-
isotropy core shrinkage estimator for matrix-variate data, supported by numerical illustrations.

Key words. canonical decomposability, core covariance matrix, fixed-rank, Kronecker-core
decomposition, Riemannian manifold optimization, separable covariance matrix.
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1. Introduction. Symmetric positive semi-definite (PSD) matrices arise in a
wide range of modern applications. For example, many non-Euclidean data are often
represented as PSD matrices, e.g., brain connectivity analysis [28], diffusion tensor
imaging [7, 18], and tomography [50]. In statistics, PSD matrices commonly appear
as covariance matrices, typically assumed to be strictly positive definite (PD). In the
analysis of such data or the covariance estimation using the Riemannian geometry of
the PD cone or its submanifolds, e.g., [8, 23, 64, 38, 43], the Euclidean metric is not
suitable as geodesics leave the space in finite time, resulting in non-PSD interpolations.
Therefore, various metrics have been proposed for the PD cone, including affine-
invariant [52, 46, 40], log-Euclidean [3], log-Cholesky [33], Bures-Wasserstein [6, 57,
16], and a product metric with one metric on positive diagonal matrices and one
metric on full-rank correlation matrices [58]. While these metrics are defined on the
PD cone, the quotient geometry has been studied for fixed or bounded rank PSD
matrices [59] and correlation matrices [10].

In covariance estimation based on the Riemannian frameworks, the choice of the
parameter space and metric depends on the assumed covariance model and the data
type. As an example, for p—dimensional vector data, the parameter space of the
population covariance matrix X is typically considered as the PD cone of the order
p [43, 23], denoted S/, where any aforementioned metric for the PD cone can be
adopted. On the other hand, for p; X po matrix-variate data, e.g., microarray data [2],
phonetic data [48], and audio data [62], a separable (Kronecker) covariance model [12]
is commonly used. Namely, for a zero-mean p; X po random matrix Y, its p1ps X p1pe
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covariance matrix ¥ is formulated as
(1.1) L =V[Y]=V]vec(Y)] = 33 ® X1,

where 31 € Spfr and ¥, € Spf“ correspond to row and column covariance matrices,
respectively. Here ® denotes the Kronecker product. Note that we assume p1,ps > 2
to emphasize the matrix structure in this article. It follows that

E[YY '] =tr(22)%1, E[YTY]=tr(21)%s,

enabling the separate inference of correlation structures of row and column factors
[12, 61]. Under this model, there are at most O(p?+p3) correlations between variables,
thereby making 3 parsimonious. We denote the space of such separable covariance
matrices by S F,,. As a submanifold of Sf* for p := pip, [51, 38] proposed the
estimation of the separable covariance matrix under the affine-invariant geometry.

However, as p grows, the separability assumption on ¥ as in (1.1) may oversimplify
its correlation structure, allowing at most O(p? + p3) = o(p?) correlations, whereas
O(p?) correlations for the unstructured ¥. Hence, the separability assumption is often
inappropriate, as also pointed out by [20, 21]. As a departure from this assumption,
[26] introduced the core covariance matrix. They showed that every ¥ € S]j * admits a
unique decomposition into a separable component K, representing the most separable
part of ¥, and a core component C, whitened ¥ via the identifiable square root K1/2
of K, e.g., symmetric square root and Cholesky factor. Namely, ¥© = K'/2CKY/2T,
referred to as a Kronecker-core decomposition (KCD). Also, ¥ € S;,ZEQ if and only
if C = I,. Such a decomposition may also exist for rank—r X if p1/ps + pa/p1 < r
[17, 13, 53], with C sharing the same rank as K'/2 is non-singular. By Proposition
5 of [26], the dimension of the space of full-rank C' is O(p?), whereas that of 8;1 ;2
is O(p? + p3) = o(p?). Thus, in a high-dimensional regime where the sample size
n is smaller than the dimension of variables p, the estimation of ¥ may be either
numerically or statistically unstable without any structural assumption on C.

As discussed by [26], one remedy is to introduce a partial-isotropy rank—r struc-
ture to C, which commonly arises in factor analysis [5, 4]. Specifically, € S;‘ +
has such a structure if A\1(Q) > --- > A.(Q) > A1 () = -+ = Ap(Q2) > 0. Such
Q) can be equivalently formulated as AA" + cI,, for some A € RP*" of full-column
rank and constant ¢ > 0. Nevertheless, [26] did not pursue the estimation using this
structure themselves, and left it as an open question, as characterizing such a core is
crucial. In this article, we shall answer this question. It turns out that if C' exhibits
a partial-isotropy rank—r structure for fixed r > pi/ps + p2/p1, C is a non-trivial
convex combination of a rank—r core and a trivial core I,. As discussed in Section
2.1 and 6, the coefficient on I,, quantifies how far 3 is from being separable, improving
the interpretability compared to an unstructured C. To incorporate a partial-isotropy
C into the estimation of ¥, we need a proper understanding of the space of rank—r
cores, denoted CI motivating the study of its geometry.

). 7’,‘7
Therefore, tﬁsp;rticle is devoted to establishing the geometry of C;rl pare Our CON-
tributions are summarized in three main strands. First, we show that C;l po,r 18 @ COM-
pact, smooth, embedded submanifold of S; -, the set of rank—r PSD matrices. A key
observation for the proof is that if C' = AAT € Cf, . for A = [vec(4;), ..., vec(A,)]

with A; € RP1XP2 Proposition 3 of [26] implies that

ZA"A: = pglpl, ZA;FAZ = ple2~
i=1 =1
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Define the diffeomorphism ¢,, p, - that maps (41, ..., 4,) € (RP**P2)" to [aq,...,a,] €
RP*" for a; = vec(A;). The set Dy, p, r of (A1,..., A,) satisfying the above is shown
to be a submanifold of the smooth manifold (RP**?2)7, the set of X = (X1,...,X,) €
(RP1>*P2)7 such that ¢y, p,.»(X) is of rank—r. The proof is straightforward when r = p,
but the rank-deficient case requires additional technical work. Namely, we have to
remove the closed measure-zero set Vp, 5, consisting of canonically decomposable ma-
trices. The canonical decomposability notion arises in the study of the threshold on r
for which a generic Q € S, admits the KCD [13, 53]. Here (Ay, ..., A;) is canonically
decomposable if there exist non-singular matrices (P, Q) such that each PA;Q~! has
a non-trivial block-diagonal form. We illustrate in Section 4.1 how V,, p,» prevents
Dy, py,r from being a smooth manifold and is a closed set of measure zero. This issue
does not arise when r = p as shown in Section 3. After removing this set, Dp, p,r is
shown to be a smooth manifold. Observing further that Cp, p, r = ©p1.po.r(Ppyopo.r)
is embedded in the set of rank—r p X r matrices, that the orthogonal group O,. acts
smoothly and freely on Cp, p,.r, and that Cp, ,, /O, is diffeomorphic to C we

P1,P2,7?

show that C;‘l po.r 18 @ smooth manifold and identify its tangent space. The proof

strategy is outlined more clearly with the case 7 = p, where C;f*, = Cf . in
Section 3, and then extended to the case where r < p in Section 4.2.

The next contribution is to study the differential geometry of C;rlfp27 Cpr.pars
and the quotient manifold Cp, ,, »/O;. Let k(X) and ¢(X) denote the separable and
core components of 3, respectively. We refer to k and ¢ as the Kronecker and core
maps defined on S, respectively. With the map f : ¥ € S — (k(X),¢(%)) €
S t, x Cht,,, we show that S is diffeomorphic to S} F,, x CfT ~via the map f
in Section 5.1. Therefore, we provide a new insight into the smooth structure of S;r +
via separability. We also compute the differentials of f and its inverse f~!. Under
the Euclidean metric, we derive the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on
C,ft,, in Section 5.2. The same is done for Cy, , - under the same metric, and for the
quotient manifold Cp, p, »/O, under the induced quotient metric in Section 5.3.

Finally, using the geometry of Cp, p,,r, We propose a partial-isotropy core shrink-
age estimator (PICSE) for the true covariance ¥ with a partial-isotropy core in Section
6. Namely, & = K'2((1 — A\)AAT 4+ AL,)K'/>T | where K = K'/?KY>T ¢ i+
A € (0,1) and A € Cp, p,,r- This answers the open question posed by [26] on how
a partial-isotropy core can be incorporated into estimating . We propose an alter-
nating minimization algorithm to compute PICSE. In updating A, we leverage the
curvature of the objective function on Cp, p, » via second-order Riemannian manifold
optimization using the results in Section 5.3, with some suitable retraction. In Section
7, we numerically illustrate that PICSE outperforms existing covariance estimators for
matrix-variate data, and some baseline methods.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. Section 1.1 introduces notations
used throughout this article. In Section 2, we review some preliminaries, including the
KCD, Riemannian manifolds, quotient manifolds, and algebraic geometry. In Section
3, we prove that C;f* s a compact, smooth, embedded submanifold of S;7*. When

p1/p2 + p2/p1 < 7 < p, it is shown that C}, is a compact, smooth, embedded

submanifold of S;r, » in Section 4 after removing the set of canonically decomposable

matrices, using the proof strategy developed in Section 3. In Section 5, we estab-

lish the diffeomorphic relationship between S * and S, x Cf*, . We also derive

the differential geometric quantities relevant to Cf*, . Cp, py.r, and Cp, py.r /Oy un-
der the Euclidean metric. Leveraging the geometry of Cp, ,,,r, the partial isotropy
core shrinkage estimator (PICSE) is proposed in Section 6, supported by numerical

illustrations in Section 7. Section 8 concludes the article with a discussion. All the
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omitted proofs are deferred to Appendix A. The formulas of Euclidean derivative and
Hessian operator associated with computing PICSE are provided in Appendix B. The
additional figures that illustrate the results in Section 7 are given in Appendix C.

1.1. Notation. In this section, we collect the notations used in this article as

follows:

o« Spi= {E ERPXP . ¥ = ET}.

. S; = {E S S; Y- Opo}'

e ST ={ZeRP?P: T =T8> 0yyp}

ST ={SeS T itr(E) =1} and P(S; ) = {S e SFT: [5]=1}.

. S, ={X eS8} :rank(X) = r}. Note that SF+ =851 .

e St ={32®%1: 5, € ST, 8y € 5T} for the Kronecker product ®.

e Cit,={C eS8 k(C)=1,}.

o L, ={LeRP*P: L;; =0 fori> j}.

e Lt i={LeLl,:Ly>0}and P(LST)={LeLft:|L|=1}.

. For given ¥ € §;*, L(X) € L denotes its unique Cholesky factor.

. E;;sz = {Lg ®Ly: 14 € ‘C;_1+’ Ly € £;_2+}.

« 0, ={0€R**: 00" =070 =1,}.

. Op’q = {02 ® 01 € RPI*P1 ;. O, € OP,OQ S Oq}

e Kpn @ @ mn X mn commutation matrix such that K, ,vec(B') = vec(B)
for B € R™*™,

« GL, : a general linear group of order p.

« GLy, p, ={B®A: AcGL, ,Be€GLy}.

« For given a matrix M, C(M) and R(M) denote the column and row space of
M, respectively. Also, N(M) denotes the (right) null space of M.

« RP*:={X € RP*Y : rank(X) = min {p, ¢} }.

o Amap @, p, . (RPVP2)T — RPIP2XT g defined by

Op1pa.r(A) 7= ©Opy py (A1, ..., Ap) = [vec(Ar), ..., vec(A4,)].

Note that the map ¢, p,,r is clearly a diffeomorphism.

o (RPN :={A=(A1,...,4;) € RP*))" : ¢, 4, (A) € RET*"}

« For u € RPY, mat,y,(u) denotes the p x ¢ matrix by reshaping u.

o Skew,, := {M e RP*P: M = —MT}.

« For M € RP*P sym(M) := (M + M ")/2 and skew(M) := (M — M ")/2

« For M € S,, D(M) := diag(M) and | M| denotes strictly lower triangular
part of M. Also, (M), = [M] +D(M)/2 and L(M) := [ M| + D(M).

« For By,...,Bgr € R™*" a block-diagonal sum of Bj,...,Bg is given by
@, B; := diag(By, ..., Br).

« Ry :={aecR:a>0}.

« 0, and 0,,«, denote the m—dimensional zero vector and the m x n zero
matrix, respectively.

« For M € R™*" ¢,(M) denotes the ith largest signular value of M and
[|M||2 := o1(M). Also, it M € S, \;(M) denotes the ith largest eigenvalue
of M.

« For givenn € N, [n] :=={1,...,n}.

We shall refer to ST as the Kronecker covariance manifold, and to CI* as the

P1,p2 P1,p2

core covariance manifold. Note that the map k associated with C;‘l '572 defined above

is referred to as a Kronecker map, which will be formally defined in Section 2.1. We
also define a block partition of a symmetric matrix, and introduce the partial trace
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operators. Suppose M € S, is partitioned as

Mpyy Mpgy - Mpp,
M M[g,l] M[_m] M[2.,pz] ’
Mip,q) Mip, 2 Mip, ps]

where each block Mj; j € RP**Pt and p = pipa. Let (Mj; ;1) be a block partition of
M. Also, the partial trace operators tr; and tro are defined by

P2
tri : M € Sp — ZM[Z7Z] € Spl,
=1

ro: M €S, = N = (nij) €S,p,, where ng; =tr (M 7).

In the sequels of this article, p := p1ps. Also, Q'/2 denotes a square root of € SH,
either a symmetric square root or Cholesky factor. We will specify the choice of the
square root when necessary. Otherwise, Q'/2 is either one of the square roots.

2. Preliminary.

2.1. Kronecker-Core Decomposition. In this section, we review the Kronecker-
core decomposition proposed by [26]. Suppose ¥ € Sz‘f T and define a function
d:Stt, = Rby

(2.1) d(K|X) = d(K> @ K1|E) = tr (EK~") + p1 log | K»| + palog | K1,

which is equivalent to the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between Np, xp, (0, K2 ®
K,) and Ny, xp,(0,%). The separable (Kronecker) component of ¥, k(X), is then
defined to be a unique minimizer of d in K € S;J;z That is,

kE(X) = argminK:KZ@Kl65;;1%2 d(K|%).

Thus, k(X) is the Kronecker maximum likelihood estimate (MLE) of X, representing
the most separable component of X. Note that k() uniquely exists for any ¥ € S+
[54, 26] and we refer the map k : S, * to as the Kronecker map.

To define the core component, let h be a bijective square root map defined on

Sit ., e.g., asymmetric square root (i.e., h(S}F )= Stt ) or a Cholesky factor (i.e.,
h(é‘;‘;z) L} ). By aslight abuse of notation, we write h € S (resp. L1 )

when h is taken to be the symmetric square root (resp. Cholesky factor). With a fixed
choice of h, the core component of ¥ is defined to be ¢(X) = h(k(X)) 'Sh(k(X))~T.
By the definition of the Kronecker map, it holds that k(GXG ) = Gk(X)G T for any
G € GL,, ,, ([26], Proposition 2). Thus, k(c(X)) = I,,; that is, the Kronecker MLE of
any core is I,. This leads to the definition of the core covariance matrix as a positive
definite matrix whose Kronecker MLE equals I,,. That is, the set of such covariance
matrices is equivalent to Cf*, = {C e Sit: k(C’ =1 } By the uniqueness of the
Kronecker MLE and the bijectivity of the map h, the core component is uniquely
defined for any ¥. Consequently, the map ¢ : ¥ € ST — h(k(X)) ' Sh(k(X))"" €
C;‘l '22 is well-defined and referred to as the core map. By the definition of the maps k
and ¢, every ¥ admits a unique and identifiable Kronecker-core decomposition (KCD)
as h(k(E))c(E)h(kz(E))T (see Proposition 5 of [26]). The definitions of the separable
and core components are summarized below.
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DEFINITION 2.1. The Kronecker map k : Sf* — Sft —sends ¥ to the unique
minimizer k() of d(-|X) defined in (2.1). For a fized choice of the square root map
he St orhelLft,  themapc:¥ e St — hk(X) 'Shk(X)" " € Cit,
defines the core map. Here, k(X) and c¢(X) are referred to as the separable and core

components of ¥, respectively. Also, h(k(X))c(X)h(k(X))T is a KCD of ¥.

By the construction, ¢(X) = I, if and only if ¥ = k(X) € S;F,. Namely, the
only separable core is I,,. As discussed in Section 1, the Kronecker MLE K may also
uniquely exist for Q € S,f, if 7 > py /pa +p2/p1 [17, 13, 53] by taking ¥ = Q in (2.1).
Provided that K uniquely exists, its core component C' can be also uniquely defined
by whitening Q via K'/2 as above. Since K'/2 is non-singular,  and C' shares the
same rank as r. Suppose C = AA' for A = [vec(41),...,vec(A,)] € RY*" with
A; € RP*P2. By Proposition 3 of [26], A := (A4, .., A,) should satisfy that

(22) tl’l(C) = ZAlA;r = p2lp1; trg(C) = ZA;FAZ = p1]p2.
=1 =1

This motivates the set of the rank—r core covariance matrices defined as C =

P1,p2,T
{C eSS, :tn(C) =paly, ,tra(C) = 11, }. Note that if r =p, Cf1 =CF .

We shall connect rank—r cores to statistical applications, thereby motivating the
study of rank—r cores. Observe that the set C;f is convex by (2.2). Using this
convexity, [26] proposed a core shrinkage estimator (CSE) that shrinks the sample
core toward the unique separable core, I,. However, if the population core exhibits
a low-dimensional feature, the CSE can be subject to over-parameterization when
n < p. Specifically, [26] discussed a partial-isotropy structure as a possible structural
assumption on ¢(X), following the approach in factor analysis. Namely, ¢(X) is repre-
sented as BB + A, for some B € RY*" and A\ > 0. By the construction of CSE, its
partial-isotropy rank is n when n < p (see Section 3.1-3.2 of [26]), which is typically
larger than . Thus, it may over-parameterize such a ¢(X). Nevertheless, they did not
pursue incorporating the partial-isotropy structure of ¢(X) in estimation themselves
due to a lack of understanding of such a core. By the linear system in (2.1), there are
constraints on B and A, compared to a usual partial-isotropy covariance. The follow-
ing implies that a partial-isotropy rank—r core is a non-trivial convex combination of
a rank—r core and a trivial core I, leading to the study of rank—r cores.

PROPOSITION 2.2. For C € Cj Y, , suppose C' = BBT + M, for some B € RY*"

and constant X\ > 0, where py/p2+p2/p1 < 7. Then X € (0,1) and BBT = (1-\)AAT
for a rank—r core AAT with A € RZ*".

Proof. By the linear system in (2.2), C should satisfy
tr1 (C) =tri (BB") + Mri(Ip) = p2Ip, = tri (BB") = pa(1 = NI,
tro (C) = tra (BB") + Mra(I,) = p1lp, = tra (BB") = pi(1 — \)I,,.
Since BBT is positive semi-definite, so are its partial traces [66, 65]. Hence, we
should have that A < 1. Note that the linear system in (2.2) implies that tr(C') = p.
Therefore, if A\ =1, tr(BB") = 0 so that BB" = 0,,, contradicting the assumption

that B € RE*". Thus, A < 1. Parameterizing BB by (1—\)AAT for some A € RY*",
we have that

tr1 (AAT) = p2Ip1; trg(AAT) = plega

implying that AAT is a rank—r core. ]
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Because every ¥ € S 1, has a unique KCD, it is natural to question whether the

same holds for every € € S; ~ Whenever r > p;/pa + pa/p1. The answer is negative,

as illustrated by the example below.

EXAMPLE 2.3. Suppose E = (E11, E12, Ex2) € (R?**2)2 where each E;j has a 1

in the (i,7)—th entry and O elsewhere. With F = @52 3(E), FF' € 81:3. However,
FFT does not admit a Kronecker MLE. The proof is deferred to Appendiz A.1.

The reason is that the threshold on r for which the Kronecker MLE exists is
understood in a generic (almost sure) sense [13]. In a strict algebra sense, however,
the Kronecker MLE may not exist for rank—r € even if 7 satisfies the threshold as

seen above. Furthermore, unless r = p, C;jl po,r May not be a smooth manifold. In

Section 4.1, we show that the singularity preventing C~;r1 po,r from being a manifold
in view of Sard’s theorem ([31], Theorem 6.10) corresponds to the set of canonically
decomposable matrices. Here, (41,...,A4,) € (RP**P2)" is canonically decomposable
if there exists (P,Q) € GL,, x GL,, such that PA;Q™! is of a non-trivial block-
diagonal form for each 7 € [r]. After removing this set from C;

P1,p2,7?
set C;rl po,r 18 & smooth manifold, as shown in Section 4.2.
P2,

the remaining

2.2. Riemannian Manifolds. In this section, we briefly review some geometric
properties of Riemannian manifolds. For details, we refer the reader to [31, 32, 1, 9].
Suppose (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold, where M is a smooth manifold equipped
with a Riemannian metric g. The Riemannian metric g : T, M x T, M — R defines
an inner product on each tangent space T, M, varying smoothly with x € M. A
smooth curve 7% : [0,1] = M emanating from = € M in the direction of v € T, M
is geodesic, i.e., a locally shortest curve with zero acceleration. Then the exponential
map Exp, : T, M — M is defined by Exp,(v) := 4%(1). Suppose f is a smooth
function on M. The Riemannian gradient grad f(z) of f at x € M is the unique
tangent vector in T, M satisfying that for any v € T, M,

gz(gradf($)7v) = va(l')

where D, f(z) is a directional derivative of f(z) along v. The Riemannian Hessian
operator of f, denoted Hess f(x) : T, M — T, M, is then defined to be a covariant
derivative of the Riemannian gradient. By (5.35)—(5.36) of [1], for a geodesic 72,

LT orB] = Hess f(2)lv,v] = gu(Hess F(x)[o] ).
t=0

Since Hess f(x)[-, -] is a symmetric bilinear form on T, M (see (5.31) of [1]), the po-
larization identity implies that

(2.3)
g2 (Hess f(2)[o], w) = Hess f(z)[v + w, v+ w] — He;s f(z)[v,v] — Hess f(:c)[w,w]’

where the linear operator Hess f(x)[v] is identified as the unique tangent vector sat-
isfying the above for any w € T, M. The smooth function f on M is (strictly)
geodesically convez if the function h = f o~Y is (strictly) convex in usual sense for
any geodesic 2 of non-zero speed. In Section 2.2.1-2.2.2, we review the Riemannian
geometry of ST and P(S ) (resp. £+ and P(L£}")) under affine-invariant metric
(resp. Cholesky metric), which are useful for Riemannian optimization in Section 6.
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2.2.1. Riemannian Geometry of S/t and P(S,/*). We review the Riemann-
ian geometry of S and P(S;f ") under the affine-invariant metric g4 [52, 46, 40].
The tangent spaces of each manifold are given by

TSt =8, ToPS ) ={Ves, tr(S7'V) =0},

Thus, the dimensions of S and P(S; ") are (”;1) and (pgl) — 1, respectively. The
affine-invariant metric g** on S is defined as

g (U V)=t (27'USTV), UV eTsSH.

The geodesic, Riemannian gradient, and Riemannian Hessian operator of (S;r +, g2
are given as follows;
(Geodesic) Suppose ¥ € Sf* and V € TS, ". Then the geodesic emanating

from ¥ in the direction of V is 4¥ : ¢ € [0,1] — S/ 2exp (t£~V/2VE1/2) £1/2 for
a symmetric square root X/ of .

(Riemannian Gradient & Hessian Operator) Suppose f is a smooth function
over S;*. For ¥ € Sp++ and V € TES;JF,

arad f(5) = SV/(S)S,
Hess f(2)[V] = EV2£(Z)[VIZ + sym (VV£(Z)X).
The smooth manifold P(S}) is a totally geodesic submanifold of S+ under g*'.

Also, the orthogonal projection of V' € TsS,* onto TxP(S; ") (see (32) of [51]) is
given by

(2.4) Pe(V):=V —tr (S7'V) Z/p.

Lastly, the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator of a smooth function f on
]P(S;‘ *) are obtained as the orthogonal projections of those on S;‘ T as above, by
smoothly extending f to S} .

2.2.2. Riemannian geometry of £}* and P(L}*). We review the Riemann-
ian geometry of £+ and P(£") under Choleksy metric g®h°l [33]. The tangent
spaces of each manifold are given by

T Lit =L, TUP(LIT)={VeL,:tr(L7'V)=0}.

Note that the dimensions of £+ and P(£}+) are (P}') and (P') — 1, respectively.
Then the Cholesky metric g©P°! on LF* is defined as

g U V) = g" (U], IV]) + ¢"(D(L)*DU),D(V)), U,V eTLLit.

where g% is the Euclidean metric. For L € £} and the tangent vector V € Ty L},
the geodesic is given by

vyt €[0,1] = [L] +¢|V] +D(L)exp (tD(X)D(L) ') € L}

As an analogy to Section 2.2.1, P(L} %) is a totally geodesic submanifold of £} + under
g®"l. The formulas of Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on (£}, gh!)
are provided below.
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PROPOSITION 2.4. Suppose f : LT+ — R is a smooth function. Given L € LT
and the tangent vector V € TLEZJr = L,, the Riemannian gradient and Hessian

operator of f on (LI, g are given by

grad f(L) = D(L)’D(Vf(L)) + [VF(L)],
Hess f(L)[V] = D(L)*D(V2f(L)[V]) + [V2F(L)[V]] + D(L)D(V f(L)D(V).

Proof. See Appendix A.1 for the proof. d

Also, the orthogonal projection of V' € T L " onto TLP(L") can be derived as an
analogy to (2.4).

PROPOSITION 2.5. Suppose LT is equipped with metric g“"°'. Let L € LT
and V € T L}Y". Then the operator Pr, : V € TLLIT = V —tr (L='V)D(L)/p €
TLP(LLT) is an orthogonal projection.

Proof. See Appendix A.1 for the proof. ]

It then directly follows that the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator of a smooth
function f on P(L}*) are obtained as the orthogonal projections of those on £ given
in Proposition 2.4.

2.3. Quotient manifold. In this section, we review the quotient geometry of a
Riemannian manifold. We again refer to [31, 32] for the details. Suppose (M, g) is a
Riemannian manifold and G is a Lie group acting smoothly, properly, and freely on
M. The action (g,z) € G x M — g -z € M is smooth and proper if it is smooth
and proper as a map. Note that the map f: X — Y between two topological spaces
is proper if the preimage of every compact subset of Y is also compact in X. Also,
the action is free if there is no non-trivial action that fixes the elements of M, i.e., if
g-x = x, then ¢ is an identity e for any € M. If the Lie group G is also compact, e.g.,
O,, then every smooth action of G is proper ([31], Corollary 21.6). For any Lie group
G with a smooth, proper, and free action, there exists a unique smooth structure on
M? = M/G such that the canonical projection 7 : z € M — [z] € M is a smooth
submersion. Also, dim M° = dim M — dim G. With a submanifold M, = 7= 1([z])
of M, the vertical space at x is given as

V, = TpM, = kerdn(z).

The horizontal space H, is an orthogonal complement of V, in T, M. For any v €
Ti;3M?O, a unique tangent vector v¥ € H, such that dr(x)[v¥] = v, referred to as a
horizontal lift of v at x. The quotient metric g° is defined as ¢%(v,w) = g. (v, w¥),
making (M?, ¢°) a Riemannian manifold.

2.4. Review of algebraic geometry. In this section, we briefly review the
algebraic geometry, focusing on the ingredients necessary for proving that the set of
canonically decomposable matrices is Zariski-closed and has a Lebesgue measure zero
in Section 4.1. We shall refer to [41, 24, 25] for a more comprehensive review. For
the subset X C R”, we say X is Zariski-closed if X is a zero locus of finitely many
polynomials over the field R. That is, for finitely many polynomials p1, ..., pm,

X ={(z1,....2,) ER" 1 ps(21,...,2,) =0, Vi € [m]}.

Otherwise, X is Zariski-open. Note that such a set X is also referred to as an affine
(resp. projective) algebraic set with the affine space R™ (resp. the projective space
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RP"~1). For a projective algebraic set, the polynomials should be homogeneous, i.e.,
each term has the same degree. To define the (topological) dimension of any subset
X of R”, suppose Y is a closed subset of R®. We say Y is reducible if Y is the
union of two proper closed subsets Y7 and Y5. Otherwise, Y is irreducible. Then the
(topological) dimension of X is defined to be the largest integer d € [n] such that there
exists a chain Yy C Y} € --- C Yy C X, where each Y; is an irreducible closed subset
of X, the closure of X. Such d always exists, and write d := dim X. We provide some
useful facts about the topological dimension and Zariski-closed set to prove that the
set of canonically decomposable matrices is proper Zariski-closed subset with measure
zero, whose proofs are omitted (see Lemma 2.2-2.3 and 2.7 of [15]).

LEMMA 2.6. The followings are true:

e If X1 € Xo C R™, dimX; < dim X < n. Also, max; dim X; < dim(X; X
X9).

e For Xq,..., X CR", dim (UleXi) = max; dim X;.

o If X is a Zariski-closed subset of R™, then X is also closed under Euclidean
topology. Also, a finite union of Zariski-closed sets is again Zariski-closed.

o If X is a proper subset of R™ with dim X < n, X has a Lebesque measure
zero. Thus, any proper Zariski closed set is a closed susbset (in Fuclidean
sense) with a measure zero.

Lastly, we define the affine variety, the projective variety, and the Grassmannian
over the field R. The affine (resp. projective) variety is an irreducible affine (resp.
projective) algebraic subset. Note that a product of affine (resp. projective) varieties
V1 and V; is again an affine (resp. projective) variety [56]. The projective variety
is known to be a complete variety; namely, the following is true for the projective
variety [56, 41, 24].

DEFINITION 2.7. The variety X over a field R or C is complete if the projection
morphism m: X XY — Y is closed for any variety Y. That is, if U is a Zariski-closed
subset of X x Y, n(U) is also Zariski-closed in Y .

The Grassmannian Gr(d,n) is a collection of d—dimensional linear subspaces of
R™, which is a manifold of dimension d(n—d). While Gr(d, n) can be realized in terms
of both affine and projective varieties [14], we focus on its projective variety aspect.
Note that every d—dimensional linear subspace D of R™ can be represented as a d X n
matrix Z whose rows represent the basis of D. Via the Pliikker embedding [39], which
realizes Gr(d,n) as a projective variety, the matrix Z can be identified with Pliiker
coordinates and the system of the polynomials that these coordinates should satisfy,
so-called the Pliiker equation [39] (see Example 1.1 of [14] for instance). Furthermore,
if Py is an orthogonal projection onto R(Z), then each entry of | ZZ T |P is a quadratic
polynomial in these Pliiker coordinates ([14], Theorem 2.1).

3. Smooth manifold C; 7 . In this section, we prove that C*, is a compact,

smooth, embedded submanifold of S;r T. Throughout this and the next section, note
that for A = (A1,...,4,) € (RP*P2)T we write Ag = >.;_, A;A] and A¢ =
Sy Al A; for fixed py/pa + p2/p1 < 7 < p. We shall introduce the following sets
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and maps:
Hpy por 1= {A € (RP*P2)7 : rank(AR) = p1, rank(A¢) :pQ},
Dy, po,r 1= Fpl,lpz, ({( pl/p17 Pz/anp)})7 Cp1,pa,r = ‘P;nl,pz,r(Dm,pz,r)a
(3'1) thiﬂzﬂ“ tAe€ Hm,pz,T - (AR/tr<AR)7Ac/tr(AR)vtr(AR)) € RP17P27
Rprps =S x ST xRy,

Sp1,pa,r * [B] € Rixr/or — BBT € §F

p,T?

Note that R, ,, is a smooth manifold of dimension (*'j') + (') — 1. These
notations will be used in Section 4.2 also. For simplicity, since r = p in this section,

write Hp,p, = Hpipops Poipe = Ppipaps Coipe = Cpipaps Ppips = Ppipops
Foips = Fpy pop and Sp, p, = Sp, pp.p- Observe that for any A € Dy, ,,, if A =
<pP1;P2 (A )

tr1 (AAT) = p2Ip1; trg(AAT) = plega

satisfying (2.2). Therefore, D, ,, is a key ingredient to construct Cf*, .

We outline the proof strategy as follows. Although we state the strategy when
r = p, note that this strategy can be straightforwardly extended to the rank-deficient
case. Define the action of O, on RY*” by (O, B) € O, x RY*? — BO € RY*P. Since
the action is smooth, free, and proper as O, is a Lie compact group, RY P/ O, is a
quotient manifold. To show that Cf; *m is a smooth manifold, observe that if Dy, p,
is a smooth submanifold embedded in the smooth manifold Hp, p,, s0 is Cp, p, in
RY™P as the map ¢,, p, is a diffeomorphism. Also, if Cp, ,, is Op—invariant with the
action above, we can show that Cp, ,,,/Op, p, is embeddded in Rp *P/0,. The result
that Cf T is embedded in S/, then follows from the facts that the map s, ,, is a

P1,P2
diffeomorphism ([37], Proposition 2.8) and Cf,, = 55, p,(Cp, p,/Op). This strategy
and the ancillary results below can be applied when r < p. The only difference is the
way to show Dy, p, r is a smooth manifold as shown in Section 4.2. Now taking r = p,

we provide the ancillary results to prove the main result of this section.

LEMMA 3.1. The set Hp, p, is an open smooth submanifold of (RP**P2)} with
dim Hy, p, = p? and the tangent space TaMy, p, = (RP1¥P2)P,

Proof. Let ¢p: A€ (RP*P2)Y — [Ay,..., Ay € RPP*PP2 and ¢ : A € (RPY*P2)F —
[A],...,A]] € RP2*PP1_ For any A € (RP*P2) AR = ¢p(A)gr(A)" and Ac =

dc(A)pc(A)T are of full-rank if and only if ¢r(A) and ¢c(A) are so, respectively.
Thus, Hp, p, = d5z" (REZPP2)Net (RE2*PP1). Note that both the maps ¢ and ¢¢ are
smooth, and RE**PP2 and RE2*PP' are open in their respective ambient space. Thus,
both ¢! (RP**PP2) and @' (RE2*PP*) are open in (RP1*P2)L. Hence, the transversality
theorem ([31], Theorem 6.35) implies that le p» 18 an open submanifold of (RP1*P2)F.
Because (RP1*P2)! is diffeomorphic to RY*? via the map ¢p, »,, (RP1*P2)Y is open in
(RPr*P2)P Therefore, TaHp, p, = Ta(RP1*P2)] = (RP1*P2)P for any A € Hyp, p,- O

Lemma 3.1 ensures that Fj, ,, is a smooth map between smooth manifolds. Next,
we establish that Dj, ,, is a closed and smooth submanifold embedded in RY*?, which

is a key ingredient to construct C;erz

PROPOSITION 3.2. The level set Dy, p, == F,1 ({(Ip, /p1, I, /D2, 1)} ) is a closed,

smooth, embedded submanifold of M, p, with dimension p? — (P11) — (P2F1) + 1.

We provide a complete proof of Proposition 3.2 in Appendix A.2. Here we provide
the main idea of the proof.
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Sketch of Proof. We use the constant-rank level set theorem ([31], Theorem 5.12)
to prove the result. Take B = (B, ..., B,) € TaHp, p,- Let a = [vec(A1) T, ... ,vec(4,)"]",
and b = [vec(B1)",...,vec(B,)"]T. Since tr(Ag) = p for any A € D,, ,,, the differ-
ential of F}, ,, at A is given by

1L 2tr (SF_ A, B
del,m(A)[B]—(Z(AiBI + BAT) — ( =1 )Ipl,
g pip2
1< 2tr (X0_, A;B])
=N (AB+ BT A) — =t 2aTh
p;( ) P1p} b2

for any A € Dp, p,. Using vec-Kronecker identity, the value of dF},, ,,(A)[B] can be
equivalently identified as

(3.2)
Ji Sz + Kpy p))[A1 @ Iy, Ap @ 1] — p?%vec(lpl)cﬁ
Jo | b= | (g + Kpypo))p @ A, Iy @ AJ] = pfpg vee(Ip,)aT | b.
J3 2a T

J:=J(A)

Hence, the dimension of the image of dF}, p,(A) as a linear operator over TaHp, p,
is equivalent to the rank of J. To compute the rank of J, note that
rank(J) = dim C(J ") = dim C(J; ) + dim C(J; ) + dim C(J5 ) — dim C(J] ) N C(J; )
—dimC(Jy)nC(J) —dimC(J ) nC(J)
+dim C(J] )N CJy )N CWJ).

Then we claim in Appendix A.2 that
dimC(J)) = <p12+ 1) 1, dimC(J)) = <p22+ 1) 1, dimC(Jy) =1,
dim C(J)nC(J)) =dimC(J) ) NC(J ) =dimC(J ) nC(J;)
=dimC(J)NC(JF)NC(J3)=0.

(3.3)

This implies that rank(.J) = dim R, p, = (P;7") + (") — 1. Since this holds for any
A € Dy, p,, the constant-rank level set theorem implies that F},, ,, is a submersion
on Dy, p, and D, ,, is a smooth embedded submanifold of H,, ,, with a dimension

1 1
dim My, p, — dim Ry, ,, = p* — (m; ) —~ <p22+ ) +1. 0

By Proposition 3.2, the image of Dy, ,, by the diffeomorphism ¢, ., Cp, p,, iS
closed and embedded in R2*P. As discussed above, we show that the smooth manifold
Cp, p» 18 Op—invariant, and closed and embedded in RY*?/O,,.

LEMMA 3.3. For any X € Cp, p, and O € Op, XO € Cp, »,. Hence, the action
(0,X) € Op X Cp,y p, = XO € Cp, p, is well-defined, smooth, and free.

Proof. The smoothness of the action is obvious. Also, since rank(X) = p for any
X € Cp, p, so that X is non-singular, X0, = X O, implies that O; = O and thus the
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action is free. To show that the action is well-defined, let X = [z1,...,2p] € Cpy ps,
O=1[y1,...,yp) € Op,and Y = XO = [y1,...,yp|. Suppose X; := mat,, xp,(z;) and
Y; i= maty, xp, (yi). With Y = (Y1,...,Y,), we shall verify that Y € D,, ,,. Note
that Y € (RP*P)} if and only if Y;’s are linearly independent, which holds as Y is of
rank—p and the action of O, does not alter the rank of X. Since Y; = Zle X;o0ji,

?R?};FZZZXX,OJ,OH_ ZXX Zoﬂoﬂ_ZXX I,

i=1 j,7'=1 7,7'=1

where the last equality holds as (X1,...,X,) € Dp, p,. Similarly, }70}75 =pilp,. 0O

LEMMA 3.4. Suppose G is a compact Lie group acting smoothly and freely on
a smooth manifold M. Assume that a smooth manifold N is embedded in M and
G—invariant. Then N'/G is a smooth, embedded submanifold of M/G.

Proof. By the quotient manifold theorem ([31], Theorem 21.10), both M /G and
N/G are smooth manifolds. Let ¢ : N'//G < M/G be an inclusion map. We claim
that 4 is a smooth embedding. By Theorem 4.4 of [63], 4 is an injective immersion. To
show that i is a topological embedding, let 7 : X € M — [X] € M /G be the canonical
projection, which is a smooth submersion. Hence, 7 is open and N is G—invariant
so that A\ is saturated for the map m. Here the subset C C U is saturated for the
map f : U — V between two topological spaces if f~1(f(C)) = C. Since N is a
topological subspace of M as it is embedded, so is 7(N) = N/G of the quotient
space m(M) = M /G ([42], Theorem 22.1). Thus, ¢ is a topological embedding. d

With the ingredients above, we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

THEOREM 3.5. The set CI 1 is a compact, smooth, embedded submanifold of

P1,P2

S;“*‘ with a dimension (pgl) — (1’12“) _ (P2+1) ey

Proof. The compactness follows as (2.2) implies that tr(C) = p for any C €
Ctt,,. To show that Cf* is a smooth submanifold embedded in Sf*, note that
Dy, p, is embedded in H,, p, by Proposition 3.2, and H,, ,, is also embedded in
(RP1*P2)l as an open submanifold. Thus, D,, ,, is embedded in (RP**P2)L. Hence,
Cpl,;Dz = Ppi.p2 (Dpl 102) is embedded in Rpxp - @Pl,Pz((Rpl sz) ) as the map SDPMPZ is
a diffeomorphism. By Lemma 3.3, Cp, ,, is Op—invariant. Thus, taking M = RY*?,
N = Cp, po, and G = O, in Lemma 3.4, we have that Cpl,pQ/Op is embedded in
RY*P/O,,. Also, the quotient manifold theorem implies that

1 1 1
dimCy, p,/Op = dimCp, p, — dim O = <pJ2r ) - (plgr > - (p2;r > + 1

By Lemma 3.3 and (2.2), we have that AAT = BBT € C* for A, B € RL*? if and

P1,p2
only if A, B € Cp, p, and A = BO for some O € O,. Because the map sy, ,, defined
in (3.1) is a diffeomorphism by Proposition 2.8 of [37], CAT = sp, p,(Cp, ., /Op) is a

smooth submanifold embedded in SF+ = s, , (RE*?/O,). u|

Since C %, is a smooth manifold, we shall identify its tangent space.

++ ++ s g
PROPOSITION 3.6. For C' € C, ", , the tangent space of C; 7, at C' is given by

ch++ = {W S Sp : trl(W) = 0p1><p1’ tI’Q(W) = 0p2><p2} .

P1,p2

Proof. Let W :={W € S, : tr1(V) = 0p, xp,, tra(V) = Op, xp, }. Taking any W €

+ . ++ : :
Cp1 Ths» SUPpPOSE 7 : (—€,€) — Cp.p, 18 @ smooth curve emanating from C' in the
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direction of W for sufficiently small € > 0 so that the curve is moving around C 7 .
For any such ¢, (2.2) implies that

tr(Y(1)) = palp,,  tr2(7(t)) = prlp,.

Evaluating the derivative of the terms in both hand sides at ¢ = 0 for each equation
above, we have that

(34) trl(W) = Opl Xp1> trQ(W) = OPZ Xp2 -+

Thus, W € W and so TcCST C W. Note that dimTeCHT = (p?) - (m;l) -

P1,p2 P1,pP2

(2 1) + 1. Since both ToClT and W are linear subspaces of Sy, it suffices to

show that dim W is the same as dimT¢C,lT, . Let (W} ;) be a block-partition of

W. Then the equation (3.4) is satisfied if and only if tr (W[i,j]) = 0 for all , 4, and
Wipgpa] = — fi;l Wii,i- The subspace of RP1*P1 whose trace is 0 is of dimension
p? — 1, and there are exactly (7”22) upper-diagonal blocks. Also, each of the diagonal
blocks belongs to the subspace of Sp,, whose trace is 0 and dimension is p; — 1 + (”21).
Since W] ] is determined by the rest of the diagonal blocks, the dimension of W is

given by

(p?—1)<p22>+<p1—1+(”21)>(p2—1): (p;“l) - <p1;—1> - <p2;1>+1n

i +
4. Smooth manifold C;, ..

p2,p2

4.1. Canonically decomposable matrices. In this section, we review the no-
tion of canonical decomposability of A = (Ay,...,A,) € (RPr*P2)" and justify re-
moving the set of such matrices from H,, p, » to construct C;rl pa,r fOr Hpy p, o defined
n (3.1). We first give its definition below.

DEFINITION 4.1. Suppose A = (44,...,A,) € (RPr*P2)" We say A is canoni-
cally decomposable if there exists a (P, Q) € GLp, X GLy, such that, for each i € [r],
PA;Q7 ' is of a non-trivial block-diagonal form, i.e., PA;Q™' = @?zlAij, where
A € R2%P gnd A;p € RPr—a)x(p2-0) for some1 <a<p;—1and1 <b<py—1.
Otherwise, A is canonically indecomposable.

As an example of canonical decomposability, for generic element (A4, As) in
(R**T)2, there exists a (P,Q) € GL4 x GL7 such that PA;Q" = ®3_, Byj, where
Bi1, Biz € RY*? and B;z € R?>*3 ([13], Example 2.8). Here the term generic should
be understood as an almost sure sense. An example with specific values of A;’s and
(P, Q) is provided in Example 4 of [35].

The notion of canonical decomposability is mainly motivated by Kronecker quiver
representation and its applications in the analysis of the sample size threshold for
the existence of Kronecker MLE [13] (see [29, 30] also). To say informally, the
n—Kronecker quiver @ is a directed acyclic graph of two vertices x and y with n
arrows. Then, a representation of () is to assign a finite-dimensional vector space to
each vertex. If this representation cannot be written as a direct sum of a non-trivial
subrepresentation, such a representation is referred to as a c—stable representation. In
the context of the Kronecker MLE problem, these vector spaces correspond to RP2 and
RP1 and the arrows correspond to the n data matrices. Using this Kronecker-quiver
representation, along with the group-invariant theory, [13] characterized the scenarios
of (p1,p2,7) for which Kronecker MLE exists (see their Theorem 1.2). For generic



CORE COVARIANCE MANIFOLD 15

(p1,p2), it turns out that r > p;/ps + p2/p1. Under this threshold, the uniqueness of
Kronecker MLE also follows if it exists.

To interpret this threshold, the canonical decomposability of r data matrices in
Definition 4.1 corresponds to whether the r data matrices induce a o —stable Kronecker
quiver representation as arrows (see Section 3 and 5 of [13]). Then the threshold on r
for which Kronecker MLE exists comes from the minimum number of arrows for which
the factors in RP* and RP? are well-connected. We shall mathematically formulate this
below. We highlight that this decomposability notion also appears in other works on
the sample size threshold analysis for Kronecker MLE. For example, [53] studied the
threshold by analyzing the contribution of each block in the canonical decomposition
of data matrices to the growth of the objective function d in (2.1) (see Section 6.6 of
[53]). They referred canonically decomposable data matrices to as bad samples.

In these works, the sample size threshold should be understood in a generic (al-
most sure) sense. If 7 > p and r data matrices are linearly independent, then the
Kronecker MLE always uniquely exists [54], not just generically. However, in a strict
algebra sense, even if r > p;/pa + p2/p1 and the linear independence holds for data
matrices, the Kronecker MLE may not exist as observed in Example 2.3. Nevertheless,
note that the data matrices in that example are canonically decomposable. Thus, a
natural question one could raise is whether any canonically decomposable matrices
never admit the Kronecker MLE. It turns out that the answer is no, as shown in
Example 4.2. This example also suggests that the canonically decomposable matrices
are the singularities that may prevent the set of rank-r cores from being a smooth
manifold, in light of Sard’s theorem.

EXAMPLE 4.2. Take py = po = r = 3. Consider the subset
U:={(IY1,Y2): 1 =Q0[1],Ya=Q" ©[1],Q € 05,Q # +1>} .

It is obvious that every (A1, Aa, As) € U satisfy (2.2), thereby inducing the Kronecker
MLE I,,, and U C Hz3,3. Also, this set is clearly canonically decomposable. However,
the map F3 33 defined in (5.1) is not a submersion on U. The proof is deferred to
Appendiz A.J.

Denote the subset of canonically decomposable matrices in (RP**P2)" by V| 1, .
We show that this set is closed and has a Lebesgue measure zero. Note that its anal-
ogous results have been proven based on group-invariant theory and representation-
theoretic approaches (see Proposition 3.19 of [27], and Lemma 2.16 and Section 5 of
[13]). However, we provide a proof using a more direct language of algebraic geometry
to make the article self-contained and better motivate the canonical decomposability
in studying the fixed-rank core covariance manifold.

LEMMA 4.3. Define a map m: [1,a—1] x [1,5 —1] = Ry by
m(a,b) = alor — a) + b8 — )+ r (b + (o — a)(5 — b))

for some fized o, 8 > 2 and r > /B + B/a. Then the marimum of m is strictly
smaller than raf3.

Proof. See Appendix A.3 for the proof. ]

PROPOSITION 4.4. Define a subset Vp, p, » C (RPXP2)" consisting of canonically
decomposable A € (RP**P2)". Then the set Vp, p,r is Zarisi-closed and thus closed in
FEuclidean sense. Furthermore, if p1/p2 + p2/p1 < 1T < p1p2, the dimension of Vp, py.r
is strictly smaller than pipar. Thus, Vp, p,.r s closed in Fuclidean sense and has a
Lebesgue measure zero.
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Proof. See Appendix A.3 for the proof. ]

Now we mathematically formulate how the canonically indecomposability induces
the connectivity between the row and column factors illustrated above. Note that this
is crucial in concluding that the set of rank—r cores is indeed a smooth manifold in
Section 4.2. To this end, we give the definition of an undirected bipartite graph and
provide its mathematical formulation via the canonically indecomposability.

DEFINITION 4.5. Suppose G = (V, E) is an undirected graph with a vertex set V
and an edge set E. The graph G is connected if there is a path between any two vertices
in G, otherwise disconnected. Also, the graph G is bipartite if V' can be partitioned
into two disjoint and nonempty sets V1 and Vs such that every edge of G connects a
vertex in Vi to one in V,. Hence, a vertex in V1 can be reached from the other vertex
in Vo only after alternating between Vq and Vs, provided that there is a path.

A standard fact on the disconnected graph is that any such graph can be decom-
posed into connected components, which are maximally connected subgraphs. Then
the result of the connectivity of the undirected bipartite graph induced by canonically
indecomposable matrices is immediate.

PROPOSITION 4.6. Suppose A = (A;1,...,A,) € (RPY*P2)" 4s canonically in-
decomposable. Take (P,Q) € GL,, x GLp,. Define a bipartite undirected graph
Gaprg = ({sj:jep]tU{qr: k € [p2]},E), where s; is connected to gy if and
only if there exists i € [r] such that (PA;Q™ ") # 0. Then Ga pg is connected.

Proof. Suppose otherwise. Then there exists indecomopsable A and (P,Q) €
GL,, xGLp, such that the graph G 4 p g is disconnected. Hence, there exist partitions
Uy and U, of {s;} and accordingly W7 and Wy of {g;} such that a vertex in Uy (resp.
Us) is never connected to Wa (resp. Wh). After arranging the row and columns of
PA;Q~1, we can obtain (P', Q') € GL,, X GL,, such that P’ A;(Q")~! is of non-trivial
block-diagonal form where the zero entries correspond to the absence of edges between
Uy (resp. Us) and Wy (resp. W7), contradicting the indecomposability of A. O

4.2. Proof of the smooth manifold C* Using the ingredients developed

P1,p2,7"
in Section 4.1, together with analogies to ancillary results in Section 3, we prove that
Cl ... is a compact smooth submanifold embedded in S;f,. To this end, recall the

notations in (3.1). Following the discussion and results in Section 4.1, we shall rewrite
Hpy por = Hpy pa,r \ V1 pa.r, and the rest of the notations in (3.1) are built upon this
Hpy ps.r- By Proposition 4.4 and a version of Lemma 3.1, Hp, p, » is open in (RP**P2)7
and thus has the tangent space (RP**P2)". Also, as an analogy to (3.2), we define the
following matrix-valued linear operator J on H,, p,» by

(4.1)
Ji(A) %(Ipf T Kprp))[Ar @Iy, Ar @1, = ﬁ%VeC(Ipl)aT
J(A) = | J2(4) | = %(ng Ky po)) s @ Ao Ly @ A] — p12p§ vec(Ip,)a’
J3(A) 2a "
where a = [vec(A4;)T,...,vec(A,)T]T. The proof strategy to establish the main result

of this section is similar to that in Section 3. The ancillary results to prove Theorem
3.5 can be established similarly when r < p. A slight difference lies in establishing the
analogy of Proposition 3.2; namely, that Dy, ,, » is a smooth, closed, and embedded
submanifold of (RP1*P2)T. Following the analogy to Proposition 3.2, we show that
rank(J(A)) = dimR,, p, for any A € D, ,, ,» so that the constant-rank level set
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theorem applies. As in the proof of Proposition 3.2, it suffices to verify (3.3), with J; :=
Ji(A) for i = 1,2,3. Now the difference arises in the way showing that dim C(J;") N
C(Jy) = 0, which relies on the connectivity between row and column factors by
canonically indecomopsable matrices in Proposition 4.6.

Using the proof strategy outlined above, we state the result that C'I‘,"1 pa.r 18 COM-
pact and embedded manifold in S; » and provide a sketch of proof. The complete

proof is deferred to Appendix A.4.

THEOREM 4.7. Recall the sets and maps in (5.1). With Hp, p,r defined above,
the followings are true:
« A smooth submanifold Dp, p, r is closed and embedded in (RP**P2)T with a
dimension pypar — (pl;l) - (p"‘;'l) +1.
« A smooth submanifold Cp, ,,.» is closed and embedded in RE*" with a dimen-
S10M P1paT — (m;l) — (”;1) + 1.

. 4 . o . .
o A smooth submanifold C;, . . is compact and embedded in S, wtih a dimen-

sion pipor — (3) = (") = (") + 1.

Sketch of Proof. Provided that the first item is true, the last two items directly
follow from the argument for the proof of Theorem 3.5. The results of Lemma 3.1, 3.3,
and Proposition 3.2 can be developed similarly. For Lemma 3.3 with C, p, ,» and O, in-
stead of Cp, ,, and O, respectively, we additionally show that X = Porpa (P12 (X)O)
is canonically indecomposable for any X = (X1,...,X,) € Dp, p,r and O € O, so
that the action (O, B) € O, x Cp, p,» = BO € Cp, p,.» is well-defined.

To prove the first item, recall the operator J in (4.1). Following the proof of
Proposition 3.2, the first item can be concluded if C(J;(A)T) N C(Jo(A)T) = {0, }
for any A € Dy, p,.»- This can be done similarly to the proof of Proposition 3.2, along
with the result of Proposition 4.6. 0

The tangent spaces of Cp, p, » and C, follow from the proof of Theorem 4.7.

Pp1,p2,T

PROPOSITION 4.8. Let A € Dy, p,» and suppose A = @, . (A). Then

TiCpypoir = {B €RP" 1 vee(B) € N(J(A))},

TiarCll oy = {ABT +BAT B¢ TAC,,W,,«} .
Proof. See Apendix A.4 for the proof. ]

5. Differential geometry of C;\% , Cp, 1.y and Cp, p, 1 /Ore

5.1. Diffeomorphic relationship between S}* and S7  x Cf* . In this

section, we prove that S is diffeomorphic to the product manifold S, '};,2 x CtHt,

via the map f: ¥ € SfF — (k(X),c(X)) € ST, xCLT, with its inverse g : (K, C) €

Sit, xCit  — h(K)Ch(K)" € SF*. Consequently, we provide a new insight
into the smooth structure of S;‘ T in terms of the separability. This generalizes the
result of Proposition 5 from [26] on the homeomorphic relationship between S+ and
8;22 X C;rlfp?. We also calculate the differentials of f and g to examine how the
tangent vectors transform via the maps f and g.

To prove the diffeomorphic relationship, note that for either choice of the square
root h € S or he LiT  the map h is smooth. Hence, it is clear that the map g
is also smooth. Thus, if the maps k and ¢ are smooth, then we are done as f is also

smooth then. To compute the differentials of h, k and ¢, and thus f and g, note that

TE2®215;F17;2 = {U2 RY1+20U;:U; € ‘Spl}’
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TL2®L1‘C;1Tp2 = {‘/2 ® Ll + L2 ® Vl : ‘/z S [’pz} .

We provide an ancillary result below.

LEMMA 5.1. Suppose K = Yo ® X1 € Spﬁﬁu. Let T; AT be the eigendecompo-
sition of ¥;, where I'; € Oy, and A; is a diagonal matriz with the eigenvalues on its
diagonal. Let L; = L(%;), and take U; € Sp, to form U =Us @ ¥1 + Ea @ Ur. Then

the differential of the square root map h is given as follows: if h € E;:pw

dh(K)[U] = (L2 ® L) (Ip, ® Ly ULLY " + Ly 'UaLy " ® 1, )y

and if h € SST

P1,p2’
dh(K)[U) = T2 ®@T1) [A” o (Ao @T{ Ui + T3 UaTo @ Aq)] (T2 ®Ty) "

Here A~ is an elementrywise inverse of A = 1,,A; ® 1, A] + )\21;2 ® /\11;1 for
AL = vec(A%/z) and Ao = vec(A;N), and o denotes the Hadmard product.

Proof. See Appendix A.5 for the proof. 1]
The differential of the map g directly follows from the above lemma.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Given ¥ € SfF, let K = k(X) = X, ® ¥ and C = ¢(%).
Suppose U € Ts,ex, S, and W € TcClt, . For the map g : (K,C) € i1, x
Clh, = ME)ChK)T € ST, the differential is given by

P1,pP2
dg(K, O)[U,W] = h(K)Wh(K) " + (dh(K)[U)Ch(K)" + h(K)C(dh(K)[U])",
where dh(K)[U] is given in Lemma 5.1.
Proof. See Appendix A.5 for the proof. ]

It remains to show that the maps k and ¢ are smooth, proving that the map f is
smooth so that the diffeomorphic relationship holds, and compute their differentials.
In some sense, the ambiguity due to a constant factor in identifying the factors of the

elements in S,/ makes the proof complicated, i.e, ¥3 ® ¥1 = (cX2) ® (¥1/c) for

any ¢ > 0. To avoid this ambiguity, we introduce the orthogonal parameterization
of S, 1, under gA! [38, 51, 11]. Specifically, suppose & := P(S) ) x S, Define a
diffeomorphism

Vprpe : 2@ 81 €S = (81,8y) €€

P1,p2

where [X1| = 1. As studied by [38, 51], if S, is equipped with g™!, the induced
metric gg;@,zl =M@ il on € by Yp, po via pullback geometry is given by gl =

géf/p,i for p_1 = py and p_2 = p;. Then for the Kronecker map k, let n,, », =

Upy py © k. Since k:=aplomy, by, if 1, p, is smooth, so is k. Also, the chain rule
implies that
(5.1) dk(D)[V] = iy, (K(X)) dnp, p, (2)[V]]

for V € TZS;"". Note that 7,, ,, maps X € S;'I'Z,Q to a unique minimizer of function

d in (2.1) over £ by identifying Ko ® K; in (2.1) via the map ¢, p,. Also,

(52) dd);llﬁm (21, 22) : (Ul, Uz) c T(thz)g Uy ®Y1+2,0U; € T22®218;J7;2.

After identifying dnp, p, (2)[V] via the manifold implicit function theorem ([34], Sec-
tion 3.11), we use (5.1)—(5.2) to obtain dk(X)[V] and so de(X)[V] using Lemma 5.1.
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PROPOSITION 5.3. The Kronecker map k : S;* — St is smooth. Conse-

P2
quently, the map f : ¥ € SfT — (k(X),c(X)) € Stt, x Cit,, is so for either
++ ++ ++ ++ ++
h e St or h € Cj,. Therefore, Sy is diffeomorphic to ST, x CJ T, as

the map g in Proposition 5.2 is also smooth. Moreover, let k(X) = Yo ® X1 with
X1 =1, ¢(X) = C, and V € TsS}fT = S,. Also, define the bilinear operator
Re : T(thz)g — T(EhZz)g by
Ro (U1 Uz) = (Ur + 22 Mi5y2 fpa — o (35720555 %) 1 /o,
Uz + 25/2M225/2/P1>

where My € Sp, and My € S, are given by

P2
$-1/2 —1/2 - —1/2
My= 3 (55055 %)iC 0, (MQ)ij:tr<O[i7j]21 Y2y, /)-
ij=1
Here 21/2 € S;*. Then the operator R¢ is a bijection. Furthermore, the differential

of k at E s given by
dk(E)[V} =Us® X1+ 2 ®Uq,

where (Uy,Us) is a unique solution to the equation that

Re(Ur,U2) = (172 [ (V) = V) /puLy, | 5172 /0o, 25 2 tra( V)25 1))
= (My, M>)
7. pr—1/2 —1/2 . e K12 =y1/2 g 1/2
forV =K VK with symmetric K= = ¥, Also,
de(D)[V] = h(k(2)) " 'VA(K(E)) " = h(k(X)) ™" (dh(k(E))[dk(S)[V]])C
— C(dh(k(D)dk(S)[V]])) Th(k(Z)) T,

From the differentials computed above, we consequently have that

df (X)[V] = (dk(2)[V], de(E)[V]).

In particular, if C =1, i.e., L = k(X) = L2 ®%4, Re reduces to an identity operator
so that (Uy,Usz) = (Ml,Mg), in which

r(V
dk(E)[V] = ( I/Qtfz(V)Zém) ®X1/p1+32® (Z}/ztrl(f/)il}/z) /P2 — ; gg )2,
de(2)[V] = h(k(X)'VAk(E) T - R - R".
Here if h € LT

P1,p2’

R= (I, L{'Ui Ly " + Ly'UsLy ' ®1,,)

1
3
Otherwise, if h € S %,
R=MoT)(A; *@AT*) [A~ o (A2 @ T]UIT) + T3 UsTy @ Ay)] (Ta @ Ty) T
where the quantities associated with R are those defined in Lemma 5.1.

Proof. See Appendix A.5 for the proof. ]
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$ s : : ++ ++
5.2. Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on C, 7, . Endow C, 7,

with the Euclidean metric g¥. By Proposition 3.6, the form of the tangent space

TeC,f,, does not depend on C € Cf 4, . The same holds for the form of the metric,

ie, gE(U V) =tr (UTV) for U,V € TeCHt . Thus, letting W = TcCHt _, which
9¢( g

P1:p2” P1,p2?
does not depend on C, W is a linear subspace of Sp,. Also, with any fixed basis of W as

a coordinate on each tangent space, we have that the Christoffel symbols (see (5.10) of

[32]) vanish on that coordinate. Thus, (C;f*,,,g”) has a zero-sectional curvature, and

so (Cht,,,9") is flat ([32], Theorem 7.10). Now we derive the Riemannian gradient
and Hessian operator on (C%,,g”). For a scalar-valued smooth map f on Ci1 ,

p1.p
denote the Euclidean derivative and Hessian operator of f by Vf(C) and V2f(C)[V]
for CeCrt and V e ToCHT

P1,p2 P1,p2°
LEMMA 5.4. For C € Cptfrp?, let W e chptfrp?. The operator G : S, =+ S, given
by
1 1 tr(V
(5.3) G(V) =V = (I, @ tn (V) = (in(V) @ 1,,) + %1,,

is an orthogonal projection of V € TcSH+ =S, onto TeCY,,.

Proof. See Appendix A.6 for the proof. ]

PROPOSITION 5.5. Suppose f is a scalar-valued smooth map on (C;rlfm,gE), Let
CecCtt andV € TcCHT . For the operator G defined in (5.3),

P1,P2 P1,p2°

grad f(C) = G(Vf(C)), Hess f(C)[V] =G(V*F(O)[V]).

Proof. See Appendix A.6 for the proof. 1]

5.3. Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on C,, ,, » and Cp, p, /O,
We derive the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on (Cp, p,.r, g”) and then
deduce those on (Cp, p,.»/Or, g¥0) via quotient geometry. Here g©¥ is the quotient
metric induced by ¢¥. Throughout this section, we denote the Moore-Penrose pseu-
doinverse of a matrix M by MT (see p.50-51 of [49]). We establish the Riemannian
gradient and Hessian operator on (Cp, ,.r, g¥) as follows.

LEMMA 5.6. Recall the linear operator J in (4.1). Let A € Cp, p,r and endow
Cpy po.r with metric g®. Suppose A = ¢! (A). Then for any V € TARY™", if W
is the orthogonal projection of V' onto TaCp, p,.r

vec(W) = (I — J(A)TJ(A))vec(V).

Proof. See Appendix A.7 for the proof. ]

PROPOSITION 5.7. Recall the linear operator J in (4.1). Let f be a scalar-valued
smooth function on (Cp, py.rrg¥). Let A € Cpy py.r (resp. V € TaCpy py.r) and suppose
A (A) (resp. V : (V). Then,

1,P2,

A1 _ -1
= Ppipar = Ppy,pa,r

vec(grad f(A)) = (I — J(A)TJ(A))vec(V f(A)),
vee(Hess f(A)[V]) = (I — J(A)TJ(A))vec( )

<
8
<
=
N

=
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Proof. See Appendix A.7 for the proof. ]

The Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on (Cp, p,.»/Or, g%*°) can be de-
rived using the results of [1, 37] (see Section 5.1 and 5.6 of [10] for example). For
A € Cp, p,r, the vertical and horizontal spaces at A are given by

Va={A0:0 €Skew,}, Ha=Vy={B€E€TaCp p,,: ATB=DB"A}.

Note that TACp, p,,r = V4 © Ha. Then we introduce the operators on T4Cp, p,.» by
[37] as

(5.4) PY(W) := AT}

ar 4 (2skew(ATW)),  PL(W) =W — P{(W).

for W € TaCp, p,r- Here the operator T'(+) is the inverse of the map Tp : Y €
R™" 5 YE+ EY e R™*". If E € § T, Tg is invertible and the value of its inverse
Tgl(V) for given V is a unique solution to the Sylvester equation YE + EY =V
([37], Lemma A.10). Also, by Section 5.3.4 of [1], the Riemannian connection V on
Cpy po.r/ Or satisfies that

(Val)% = PA(VE,6%)a)

for any A € Cp, p, r, vector fields 7, & on Cp, p,/O, and the operator P} defined in
(5.4). Note that n# and ¢# are horizontal lifts of  and £, respectively. As a direct
consequence of Section 3.6.2 and 5 of [1] and Proposition A.14 of [37], we have the
following results.

PROPOSITION 5.8. Suppose f is a smooth map on Cp, p, r/Or, and let f# = for
for the canonical projection ™ : X € Cp, pyr — [X] € Cp, por/Or. Then for any
A €Cp, p,r, the Riemannian gradient of f satisfies

(grad f([A]))} = grad f#(A),

Also, the Riemannian Hessian operator of f satisfies
(Hess F([AD[g) = PL((VE, grad 1))

for any vector field & on Cp, pyr/Or.

6. Partial isotropy core shrinkage estimator. Using the geometry of Cp,, p, r,
we shall propose a shrinkage estimator that shrinks the low-dimensional core toward
the trivial core, I,. Suppose Yi,...,Y, g Ny xp,(0,%) and let KY2CKY2T be
a KCD of X. In the estimation of X, note that the dimension of the space where
K = k() is living is O(p? + p3) = o(p?), whereas that of the space where C' = ¢(X)
is living is O(p?) by Theorem 3.5. Thus, the difficulty of the estimation arises mainly
from estimating C, particularly in a high-dimensional regime where p > n.

As discussed in Section 1 and 2.1, one remedy is to introduce a low-dimensional
structure to C. In particular, we assume that C exhibits a partial-isotropy structure.
By Proposition 2.2, C = (1 — A\)AAT + A, for some X € (0,1) and A € Cp, , ., With
7> p1/p2 + p2/p1. Thus, & = K'/2((1 — \)AAT + \[,)K*/%T. This implies that \
denotes the shrinkage amount of the low-dimensional covariance K*/2AAT K1/ 7T to-
ward the separable part K := K1/2K'/2 7T Hence, \ quantifies an effective departure
from the separability assumption on ¥, i.e., ¥ = K, where the correlation structure
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of ¥ may be too simplified as p grows. We consequently propose the partial-isotropy

core covariance model as
(6.1) Yiseoo Yo "R Ny (0, KY/2((1 = N AAT + L) KY2T),

We shall propose a partial-isotropy core shrinkage estimator (PICSE) by KY 2((1—
MNAAT + )\)K /2T where 6 is a MLE of the parameter . We consider boths square

roots K1/2 Spf;,z or L+ . To avoid the ambiguity due to a constant factor

in identifying the factors of K'? .= K, ® K;, we parameterize K'/2 by K'/2 =
v(Ky ® K1), where K; € P(Sf+) or P(£}7), and v > 0. Then the negative log-
likelihood is given by

62) UKy, Ko, v, A N) = tr (R—l/st—l/QvT(u ~NAAT 4+ Mp)—l) i
' +log |(1— NAAT + AL + 2plogv.

where S = 1/n>"" L y;y, is a sample covariance matrix of Yi,...,Y, with y; =
vec(Y;), and K'/?2 = Ky ® K;. We shall minimize ¢ in (6.2). For the minimizer of ¢,

denoted 7 = (Kl,Kg7 0, A, \), PICSE is defined to be
(6.3) Sprose 1= 2(Ky ® K1)((1 = NAAT + AL) (Ko ® Ky)T

Since there is no closed form for 7, we propose an alternating minimization approach
to compute 7, and thus Yprcsg. Specifically, at ¢-th iteration, we sequentially update
each parameter fixing all other parameters as

Kft) = argming, cp ) €(K1,K(t 1) (t—1)’14(t—1)7)\(zt—1))7
f(Q(t) = argming, cp(ay,) E(Kf ), Ko, ptD At=D, )\(tfl)),
UK KDy, A A0y

o L RSD 00 A NED),

A0 = argminy ¢ .1, E(Kft),f{ét)7I/(t)7A(t)a)\)~

(6.4) v = argmin, cp,

AW = = argmin, e

given the initialization (R'(O),I_(éo),y(o),A(O), A®). Here M; = S} + (resp. L) if
K12 ¢ S;‘l*;z (resp. Lf1,
estimate Spresg by plugging the output for each parameter into (6.3).

We discuss the update rule for each parameter in (6.4). Note that in the sequels,
the core component of some positive semi-definite matrix is defined by whitening it
through the square root of its separable component as the same type of K'/2 in (6.1).
Except for v and A\, we adopt second-order Riemannian optimization to update the
parameter. Namely, suppose 6 € {K 1, Ko, A_} and let (M, g) be Rlemannlan manifold
on which 6 is living. If  is either K; or K,, we take g = g U (resp. g = @) if
M = P(S}T) (resp. M = P(LST)). For§ = A, g = g, ie., Euclidean metric.
Suppose V' € Ty M. Fixing all the parameters other than 6, we obtain the optimal
direction V to update #¢~1) by solving the equation in V that

). We iterate (6.4) until the convergence, and obtain the

(6.5) Hess @(e(t_l))[V] = —grad é(e(t—l))7
which leads to

V = — Hess £(0V) [grad (8 ~1)).



CORE COVARIANCE MANIFOLD 23

When obtaining V according to the above, we also need Euclidean derivative and
Hessian operator of ¢ in 6, as the Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator depend
on them (see Section 2.2.1-2.2.2 and Section 5.3). We provide their formulas in
Appendix B. If 6 is either K| or K, we obtain

(6.6) K" = Exp e (V)

for the solution V of (6.5). On the other hand, to obtain A(®*)| suppose V is the solution
of (6.5) with § = A. For Dt~ .= AC=DAC=D.T 4 AC=Dy =1, T 4 yt=1) gE=1), T
let DU~1 be its core component. Suppose I'*~1) € RPX" is the matrix of top—r

eigenvectors of D=1 and A¢~1) = diag (x/)q(D(t_l)), e \/)\T(D(t_l))). Then we

have an update A® as
(6.7) A® = pE-DAE-D,

To obtain v and A® | note that the closed form of v(*) is available as

b

(6.8) z/(t) _ \/tr ((K(t))fls(K'(t))fT((l _ A(tfl))A(tfl)(A(tfl))T + A(tfl)‘[p)fl)
p

where K*) = KQ(t) ® f(ft). We numerically obtain A(¥) using R function optimize.

Now to discuss the initialization, suppose K and C are the separable and core
components of S. Let C; be the core component of the best rank—r approximation
of C'. Then the initialization is given as

(6.9)

2 r =
I—(i(O) — R\ K|V, 0 © = H K, |1/Pe, AO) = P— i )\i(cr)’ A® = U, A,,
p—r

i=1

where U, is a top—r eigenvectors of C, and A, = diag <\/)\1(C~'T), el \/)\T(C’T)) We
summarize the optimization procedure discussed above in Algorithm 6.1.

7. Numerical illustration of PICSE. We numerically illustrate the effective-
ness of PICSE when the population covariance exhibits a partial isotropy core struc-
ture.! We randomly generate the data Y7,...,Y, according to the partial isotropy
core covariance model in (6.1), where we take K'/? = K, ® K, as a symmetric square
root for convenience. Here we take A = 0.4, » = 4, (p1,p2) = (12,8), (16,10), and
n =p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p. Also, the parameter (K, K5, A) is randomly generated. We
assume that r is known. In practice, the value of r can be determined by estimating
the number of the spiked eigenvalues of the true core using the sample core in view of
Kronecker-invariance [55], assuming the constant non-spiked eigenvalues, e.g., [44, 45].

To describe the competitors of PICSE, suppose S = 1/n Z?:l vy, is a sample
covariance matrix of the data with y; = vec(Y;). Let K and C be the separable and the
core components of S, respectively. Then we consider the Kronecker MLE (KMLE) [53,
54, 19], which is exactly K, and the core shrinkage estimator (CSE) proposed by [26].
The CSE is defined by K'/2((1 —w)C + wl,)K'/?, where K'/? is a symmetric square
root of K and the shrinkage amount 1 is estimated via empirical Bayes (see Section

IReplication code is available at https://github.com/Seungbongjung/riemmCore.
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Algorithm 6.1 An algorithm for alternating minimization of £ in (K1, Ko, v, A, \).

Input: ¢ > 0 : tolerance parameter, 7' € N : maximum number of iterations,

Y1,...,Y, € RPr*P2: p data matrices, r € N : partial-isotropy rank.
Output: (Kft), f(ét), v, AWM \®),
Compute the sample covariance matrix S of Y7,...,Y,.

Compute the initialization (K’{O), K’Q(O), v A0 A©) according to (6.9).
(D = (K KO 0, A0 \0) 00 = (1) /2,
t=1.
while [((=D — (] /1f®)| > ¢ and t < T do
ot=1) — g(t)
t=t+1.
Obtain f(p according to (6
Obtain f(ét) according to (6.
Obtain v® according to (6.8).
Obtain A®) according to (6.5) and (6.7).
Solve the fifth equation of (6.4) using R function optimize to obtain A(*).
(0 = (RO, KD, /0, A0 \0).
end while

5)-(6.6

)-(6.6

3.1 of [26]). Additionally, we also consider the baseline methods for PICSE based on
the initialization in (6.9). Namely, we obtain the initial estimate of the population
covariance by plugging the initialization in (6.9) into (6.3), denoted Base-AI (K'/? €

S;ft,) and Base-Chol (K /2 ¢ LF* ). Accordingly, we consider two versions of

PICSE, denoted by PI-AI (K'/2 € S;f T ) and PI-Chol (K'/2 € £ ). The baseline
methods are considered to examine whether leveraging the geometry of Cp,, p, » to find
the optimal direction in updating A leads to the improved estimate.

We generate the data and compute the estimate based on each aforementioned
method for each (p1,p2,n), and replicate this procedure for 100 times. The perfor-
mance measure is given by || — 0]|5/]|0]]2, where 0 € {K,C,X} for K = k(X) and
C = ¢(X), and 0 is the corresponding estimate of 6. For each 0, we compute the mean
of the relative norms across 100 replications. Note that KMLE, CSE, and the baseline
methods share the same separable component. Hence, when 6§ = K, we only provide
a result for KMLE. Also, for § = C, KMLE has always [, as the core component. Thus,
we provide the result only when n = p/8. Lastly, by the definitions of Base-AI and
Base-Chol, they have the different core components but they yield the same estimate
of 3. Therefore, if § = 3, we report the result for only Base-AI.

Tables 1-3 report the mean of || — 6]]2/]|0]|2 across 100 iterations for each
0 = K,C, and 3, respectively. For each (p1,p2,7) and n, the smallest mean value
across all methods is boldfaced. Figures 1-2 show boxplots of the relative norms for
each n across 100 iterations and all methods for § = 3. Those for § = K,C, are
provided in Appendix C. From Tables 1-3, one can see that while there might not
be a significant improvement in estimating K for PICSE compared to other methods,
there is in estimating C. In particular, when n < p, PICSE shows the significant im-
provement compared to the baseline methods, thereby improving the estimation of 3.
Thus, PICSE is effective in a high-dimensional regime when C has a low-dimensional
feature. While CSE performs better than KMLE in estimating C' and 3, note that the
core component of CSE is (1 — w)C + wl,. Since C and S share the same rank as
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n, typically larger than r, CSE may over-parameterize partial-isotropy C. Thus, CSE
does not perform better than PICSE.

TABLE 1
The mean of the relative norm ||K — K||2/||K||2 by KMLE, PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the
sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations for (p1,p2,r) = (16,10,4), (12,8, 4).
The estimators CSE, Base—-AI and Base-Chol have the same relative norm as KMLE, and hence
omitted.

(p1,p2,7) Method n=p/8 n=p/4 n=p/2 n=p n=2p
KMLE 0.379 0.242 0.162 0.117 0.081

(16,10,4) PI-AI 0.302 0.198 0.137 0.098 0.069
PI-Chol 0.300 0.197 0.138 0.098 0.070

KMLE 0.516 0.339 0.234 0.161 0.113

(12,8,4) PI-AT 0.445 0.274 0.195 0.137 0.098
PI-Chol 0.439 0.275 0.196 0.138 0.099

TABLE 2
The mean of the relative norm ||C — C||2/||C||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI, Base-Chol,
PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations for
(p1,p2,7) = (16,10,4),(12,8,4). * denotes the value of the mean for KMLE when n = p/8 as
the core component of KMLE is always I,.

(p1,p2,7) Method n=p/8 n=p/4 n=p/2 n=p n=2
KMLE 0.964 * * * *

CSE 0.607 0.527 0.460 0.365 0.271

Base-AI 0.596 0.392 0.279 0.192 0.132

(16,10, 4) Base-Chol 0.627 0.412 0.293 0.201 0.138
PI-AI 0.541 0.312 0.206 0.139 0.095
PI-Chol 0.555 0.324 0.217 0.146 0.101
KMLE 0.939 * * * *
CSE 0.703 0.608 0.511 0.402 0.301
(12,8, 4) Base-AI 0.839 0.542 0.373 0.256 0.177

Base-Chol 0.884 0.569 0.389 0.267 0.185
PI-AI 0.940 0.486 0.301 0.203 0.136
PI-Chol 0.860 0.500 0.312 0.211 0.144

8. Concluding remark. We have studied the differential geometry of the fixed-

rank core covariance manifold C;rl pa.r When p1/po +pa/pr <7 < p. When 7 < p, we
established that CI is a smooth manifold after removing the set of canonically

N ,T
decomposable matﬁcpgs. For the full-rank case, we further established a diffeomorphic
relationship between S;F* and S 1, xCf* . providing a new insight into the smooth
structure of Sz‘f T in terms of the separability. We also derived differential quantities
on CI;LI po,rm including tangent vectors, the differentials of the diffeomorphism when

r = p, and Riemannian gradient and Hessian operator on Cp, 5, r, and C;rl pr , under the

Euclidean metric, with respect to which Cpffm is flat. The corresponding Riemannian
gradient and Hessian operator are also obtained for Cp, p, /O, via quotient geometry.

An interesting future direction is to identify a Riemannian metric on C'Z‘,"1 P
that induces nice geometric properties, such as completeness, closed-form geodesics,
or nonpositive sectional curvature. One approach is to construct a group-invariant
metric (see [60]). By the linear system that defines the core as in (2.2), the Kronecker

orthogonal group O, ,, acts smoothly on C via the action (02 ® 01,C) €

P1,p2,T
OP17P2 X C;rhp%r — (02 X 01)0(02 X Ol)T e Ct

o1 .pa,r- HOWever, this action is not
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TABLE 3
The mean of the relative norm || — X||2/||X]||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI, PI-AI, and
PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations for (p1,p2,7) =
(16,10,4), (12,8,4). Base-AI and Base-Chol yields the same X, and thus the result is reported
only for Base-AI as a representative.

(p1,p2,7) Method n=p/8 n=p/4 n=p/2 n=p n=2p
KMLE 0.910 0.910 0.910 0.910 0.910
CSE 0.668 0.534 0.477 0.377 0.279
(16,10,4) Base-AI 0.762 0.490 0.354 0.245 0.169
PI-AT 0.598 0.354 0.248 0.173 0.120
PI-Chol 0.587 0.352 0.249 0.174 0.123
KMLE 0.872 0.871 0.871 0.869 0.869
CSE 0.803 0.580 0.484 0.385 0.287
(12,8,4) Base-AI 0.917 0.601 0.422 0.303 0.206
PI-AT 0.867 0.482 0.322 0.226 0.156
PI-Chol 0.852 0.469 0.323 0.227 0.158
Sigma Consistency : (p1, p2, r) = (16, 10, 4)
- Method
g S oee
£ E Base-Al
2 E PICSE-Al

B PICSE-Chol
'J; .
0.5

20 40 80 160 320
Sample Size

Fic. 1. The boxplot of the relative norm |5 — S||2/||S||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI,
PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations when

(p1,p2,7) = (16,10,4). Base-AI and Base-Chol yields the same X, and thus the result is
reported only for Base-AI as a representative.

transitive, and the invariant metric is hence not unique under this action. Thus, the
metric will vary across orbits, leading to infinitely many invariant metrics. We leave
this as a future direction to further explore the geometry of CJF1 pa,r

We introduced the partial isotropy core shrinkage estimator (PICSE) assuming
that the population core has a partial-isotropy structure. Since the partial-isotropy
(factor) covariance model is often used for vector data and the covariance of a random
matrix is defined by that of its vectorization (see (1.1)), one might ask whether PICSE
can be used to estimate a factor-type covariance matrix for general p—dimensional
vector data with correctly specified p; and ps. Although technically possible, we do
not recommend using PICSE for vector data as it will lose interpretation. As discussed
in Section 6, the partial-isotropy core covariance model aims to make an effective de-
parture from the separability assumption commonly used in modeling matrix-variate
data. Thus, using PICSE is meaningful only when the separability assumption is
reasonable. Because the assumption enables a separate inference of the correlation
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Sigma Consistency : (p1, pa, r) = (12, 8, 4)

5

. Method

H KMLE
E- csE
Base-Al
E PICSE-Al

- -
H PIGSE-Chol

ik %; ﬁ. a1

12 24 48 96 192
Sample Size

il

Fic. 2. The boxplot of the relative norm |5 — S||2/||S||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI,

PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations when

(p1,p2,7) = (12,8,4). Base-AI and Base-Chol yields the same X, and thus the result is
reported only for Base-AI as a representative.

structures of the row and column variables [12, 61], the data must have two different
modes for the assumption, which is not the case for general vector data.
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Appendix. In Appendix, we provide the omitted proofs from the main text (Ap-

pendix A), the formulas of Euclidean derivative and Hessian operator of the negative
log-likelihood ¢ defined in (6.2) to compute PICSE (Appendix B), and the additional
figures that support the results in Section 7 (Appendix C).

Appendix A. Deferred Proofs. All the omitted proofs from the main text

are provided in this section.

A.1. Proofs of the Results from Section 2.
Proof of Example 2.3. The proof is based on Proposition 3 of [26]. Suppose K =

Yo ® ¥ is a Kronecker MLE of FFT. Then since K~Y2FFTK-1/2T ig a core,
Proposition 3 of [26] implies that

(A1) Z EijQE; = 2%, Z BB = 2%,

(4,4) (4,9)

for Q; = (wi.ap) := X; . From the first equation of (A.1),

Y = diag(wa,11 + we 22, wa 22)/2.

Since ¥ is diagonal, so is ;. Thus, the second equation of (A.1) should imply that
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Y, is also diagonal. Hence, writing ¥ = diag(o2 11, 02,22), we have that
Y, =diag(l/o2,11 + 1/02,22,1/02,22)/2
=0 = 2diag(02,1102,22/(02,11 + 02,22), 02,22).
Again, the second equation of (A.1) implies that
09,11 = 02110222/ (02,11 + 02.22).

Since Yy € Sy T, we have that 0292/(02.11 + 02,22) = 1, which is not true unless
02,11 = 0. Hence, this contradicts the existence of the Kronecker MLE K. O

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Let v(t) = f(y(t)) fort € (0,1), where y(t) = Exp; (tV).
Then v is also smooth. Observe that
Y'(8) = V] +D(V)exp (tD(V)D(L) "),
(A-2) " 2 .
V() =D(V) D(L) exp (tD(V)D(L) ™) .

By chain rule,
V() =tr (V1) T (1)
V() = tr (V2 F(y)) Y (D) (1) + tr (VF(v(8) T2 (1)) -
Then we have that
V'(0) = gr(grad f(L),V) = tr (lgrad f(L)] " [V]) + tr (D(L)*D(grad f(L))D(V))
=tr(VF(L)V) =tr ([VAL)]TV]) + tr (D(VF(L)D(V)) .

Since this holds for any V' € T LY = L), we have that [grad f(L)] = [V f(L)] and
D(L)~2D(grad f(L)) = D(V f(L)), resulting in

grad f(L) = |grad f(L)] + D(grad f(L)) = [Vf(L)] + D(L)*D(Vf(L)).
Similarly, by (A.2)-(A.3),

(A.3)

v"(0) = gr.(Hess f(L)[V], V) = tr (V2f(L)[V]'V) +tr (VF(L) 'D(V)*D(L) )
=tr (VZf(L)[V]TV) +tr (D(Vf(L))D(V)’D(L) ).

By polarization and the symmetry of Riemannian Hessian operator, for any V, W €
oL,

gr(Hess f(L)[V], W) = tr (V2F(L)[VITW) + tr (D(V £(L))D(V)DIW)D(L) ™).
As an analogy to grad f(L), one can then identify Hess f(L)[V] by
Hess f(L)[V] = DILYD(VAF(L)V]) + [V F(L)V]] + DDV AL)D(V). O
Proof of Proposition 2.5. Observe that

tr (L7'PL(V)) =tr(L7'V) —tr(L7'V) - tr(L7'D(L)) /p
=tr(L7'V) —tr(L7V) - tr(D(LHD(L
=tr(L7'V) —tr(L7'V) - tr(D(L) " 'D(L
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=tr(L7'V) —tr(L71V) =0,

where the third equality holds as L € £}". Thus, Pr, indeed maps V € T L+ to
Ty P(L;). Hence, it suffices to verify that gf"°!(V,D(L)) = 0 for any V € T P(L}T)
to claim that Py, is an orthogonal projection. This follows because

SNV, D(L)) = ¢P(D(L)2D(V),D(L)) = tr(D(L) 'D(V)) =tr(L~'V) =0, 0O

where the third equality holds because L € £L¥* and V € L, and the last equality
follows as V' € TLP(LST).

A.2. Proofs of the Results from Section 3.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Following the main idea outlined in Section 3, it suffices
to verify (3.3). Note that a'a = p, Ar = p2l,,, and Ac = p11,,. By Theorem 3.1
of [36], K(4,4) is a symmetric matrix whose eigenvalues are either 1 or —1, with
respective multiplicities ¢(¢+1)/2 and g(q —1)/2. Moreover, the eigenspace of K4 4
corresponding to the eigenvalue 1 (resp. —1) is exactly the vectorization of S, (resp.
Skew, ). By vec-Kronecker identity,

P
(A1 @Iy, ..., Ay ®@ Iy Ja =Y vec(A;A]) = pavec(I,),

i=1
P

L, ® AT .. Iy, @ A)Ja = Z vec(A] A;) = pivec(I,,).
i=1

Combining these facts, one can verify that
2 4
JJ = ——(I:+K — ——vec(I,, )vec(I, )",
11 p%p2( P (Plypl)) p:lspz ( ;01) ( p1)
2 4
Jody = —(I2+ K — ——vec(I,, )vee(I,,) .
292 p1p§( P2 (P27p2)) p1p§ ( ;Dz) ( pz)

By the aforementioned properties of K4 q), I,z + K(4,4) takes eigenvalues either 2 or
0 with respective multiplicities ¢(q¢ + 1)/2 and ¢(q — 1)/2. The eigenspaces of this
matrix corresponding to 2 and 0 are the same as those of K, ,) corresponding to 1
and —1, respectively. Therefore,

1
dim C(J) = rank(J]) = rank(J;JT) = <p1; ) 1
and similarly, dim C(J; ) = (") — 1. It remains to show that dim C'(J;)NC(Jy ) =
0, ie., C(JT)NC(J)) = {0,2}. Because (Ip2 + K(q,q))u = 2vec(sym(U)) for u =
vec(U) and U € R?*9, if we assume v € RPT is a vectorization of some V € S,
without loss of generality,

AT @I, v vec(VA vec(A
. (A _ n 2w (V) 2 (. D gy (V) ( )
Jyo=~ : T T a:]; : % :
(A} ® I, v 1 vec(V Ap) 1 vec(Ap)
Likewise, if w = vec(W) for some W € S,,,
vec(A W vec(A
. I oy | e
J2 w = — - 5
P1pP3

VGC(APW) vec(.Ap)
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Therefore, for any element in C(J; )N C(J3 ), there exist V € S,,, and W € S, such
that for all i € [p],

(A.4) (V =tr (V) /pilp, ) Ai = Ai(W —tr (W) /paly,).

Suppose I'v Ay Ty, and Ty Ay T, are eigendecompositions of V and W, respecitvely,
where I'yy and I'y, are orthogonal, and Ay and Ay are diagonal. With A; = F‘T/AJ‘W
for each i € [r], the equation (A.4) can be reformulated as

(A5) Rvdi = AAw

where Ay = Ay — tr(Ay) /pil,, and Ay = Aw — tr (Aw) /pal,,. The equation
(A.5) holds for each i if and only if ((Av)j; — (Aw)rr)(Ai)jx = 0 for any (j, k) €
[p1] X [p2] and i € [p]. Note that Ay, ..., A, are linearly independent by the definition
of Hp, p,- Thus, for any fixed (j,k) € [p1] X [pz], there must exist at least one i € [p]
for which (fli)jk is nonzero, otherwise the linear independence is violated. Hence,
(Av)jj = (Aw)kk for any j, k. As such, the diagonal entries of Ay and Ay are all
equal to some constant ¢. However, as the traces of these matrices are the same
as 0, both Ay and Ay are zero diagonal matrices so that V = Ay = ¢11,, and

W = Aw = cal,, for some constants ci, co, leading to zero vectors Ji v and J5 w.
Hence, C(J") N C(J5 ) = {0}, concluding the proof. d

A.3. Proofs of the Results from Section 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. The claim is obvious if either &« = 2 or § = 2, and so assume
a,B > 2. Also, assume « > f without loss of generality. Since m is smooth on its
compact domain, m attains its maximum on the domain. This happens at either its
stationary point within the interior of the domain or the boundary of the domain.
Noting that m(a,b) = m(a —a,8 —b) and [1,«a — 1] x [1, 8 — 1] is symmetric around
(a/2,8/2), it suffices to examine the maximum of m at the boundary of its domain
by the maximum of f(b) := m(1,b) over [1,8 — 1]. Tt is straightforward to see that
(a/2,3/2) is a unique stationary point of m with m(a/2,3/2) = o?/4 + 32/4 +
raf/2 <raf asr > a/f+ /a. To examine the maximum of f, note that

fO)=a—14+bB—b)+rb+ (a—1)(—0))
= +bB+r2—a)+(a—-1)(r3+1).

Observe that (B +7r(2—«))/2 < —1asa>2. Also, (B+7r(2—«))/2 > 1 if and
only if r < (8 — 2)/(av — 2). However, because (8 —2)/(a —2) < 8/ as a > (3, this
cannot hold as r > /8 + f/a > /a. Thus, [ attains its maximum at b = 1, where
fy=a+B-2+r(af—a—LF+2). Since

raf—f(1)=(r—-1)(a+—-2)>0

asr > a/f+ B/a>2and a, > 2, we conclude that the maximum of m is strictly
smaller than raf. 0

Proof of Proposition /.J. Define a subset V;(ffjgl,r of Vp, po.r for a € [p1 — 1] and

b € [p2 — 1], consisting of canoincally decomposable (A4 ..., A,) for which there exists
(P,Q) € GL,, x GLp, such that PAQ™' = A;; & Ajp for some A;; € R**? and
Ajp € RP1=a)x(P2=b)  Then

_ pr—1 p2—1y,(a,b)
VPMDQJ’ - Ua:l Ub:l Vpl,’pg,r'
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We claim that for each (a,b), the set VI(;?;Z;T is a proper Zariski-closed in (RP**P2)".
By Lemma 2.6, Vp, p,r is also Zariski-closed and hence closed in Euclidean sense.
Also, the fourth item of Lemma 2.6 implies that V,, p, » also has a measure zero,
concluding the claim. It will be shown that the dimension of v},‘j;f,;,, is upper bounded
by m(a,b) for the map m defined in Lemma 4.3 with o« = p; and 8 = pa. The first
item of Lemma 2.6 implies that the dimension of V,, p, , is also upper bounded by

Max(q,p)e[p: —1] x[pa—1] (@, b). Because r > py/ps + pa/p1 by the assumption, Lemma
4.3 implies that the dimension of Vé?:%w is strictly smaller than that of the ambient
space (RP1*P2)" pr and thus V,g‘f:%}r is indeed proper.

To show that each V,(,sz)%r is Zariski-closed in (RP**P2)" let A = (A1,...,A,) €
V},f;f,)w. Then there exists (P,Q) € GL,, x GL,, such that PA,Q™! = A;; & Ajpp
for A;; € R**Y and A;p € RP1—®)x(P2=b) " Viewing each matrix A; as a linear op-
erator that maps RP2 to RP!, this implies that there exists a b—dimensional (resp.
a—dimensional) subspace U; C RP? (resp. Wi C RP?) such that RP2 = U; @ Uy and
RPt = Wy @ W, for which A;(U;) € Wj, i € [r] and j = 1,2. For given a linear
subspace V, let Py be the orthogonal projection onto V. Then it is obvious that
I — Pw, (resp. I —Py,) is an orthogonal projection onto Wy (Us). Thus,

(A.6) Pu, Ai(I — Pw,) =0, (I—"Py,)A;Pw, =0.

Recall that the orthogonal projection into a d—dimensional linear subspace of
R™ corresponds to a unique element in a projective variety Gr(d,n) as every linear
subspace has its unique orthogonal projection. Namely, suppose Z denotes a d x n
matrix whose rows denote the basis of a d—dimensional subspace. Then the orthogonal
projection onto this subspace is given by ZTadj(ZZ7)Z/|ZZ 7|, where adj(M) is an
adjoint of a square matrix M. By Theorem 2.1 of [14], each entry of ZTadj(ZZ")Z
and |ZZ | can be expressed as a quadratic polynomial in Pliiker coordinates. Note
that |ZZ 7| # 0. Hence, multiplying the quadratic polynomial corresponding to |ZZ T |
in Pliiker coordinates to both hand sides of the equations in (A.G), we see that (A.6)
induces the system of finitely many equations of polynomials in Pliikker coordinates
and affine coordinates (the entries of Ai,...,A,). Hence, if l},(,sz)w« is a subset of
2 .= RP(W) = x RP(?) =1  RP" for which (A.6) is satisfied, then V{*%) . is Zariski-
closed as it is exactly the zero set of finitely many polynomials over Z. Furthermore,
since there are ab+ (p1 — a)(p2 — b) free coordinates for each A; with fixed Py, , Pw,,

dim 1}1(7?:2)2,7* = dim Gr(a, p1) + dim Gr(b, p2) + r(ab + (p1 — a)(p2 — b)) = m(a,b)

for the map m defined in Lemma 4.3 with a = p; and 5 = ps.

Now suppose 7 : RP() -1 RP(F) -1 x RP" — RP" s a projection morphism. As
discussed in Section 2.4 (see Definition 2.7), V,()?jz)w. = 77(1}1(,?217) is Zariski-closed in
RP™ = (RP1*P2)" Also, by the first item of Lemma 2.6,

dim V@) < dim Pt = m(a,b),

p1,p2,m = P1,p2,T
proving the claim. O
A.4. Proofs of the Results from Section 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Following the sketch of the proof in Section 4.2, we first
prove that X = o' (©p, p,.r(X)O) is canonically indecomposable for any X =
(X1,...,Xy) € Dp, p,r and O € O, so that the action (O, B) € O, xCp, p,r = BO €
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Cpy po,r 1s well-defined. Suppose otherwise. Then there exists (P, Q) € GL,, X GLy,
such that (Q~ T @ P)@p, pp.r(X) = [vec(Y1), . -, vec(Yy)] =: Y, where each Y; takes a
non-trivial block diagonal form. Note that ¢p, ,, (X) = (QT® P~1H)YOT. Since any
linear combination of Y; also has a non-trivial block diagonal form, this implies that
PX;Q'is of non-trivial block-diagonal form, contradicing the indecomposability of
X. Hence, X is indecomposable.

Next, we claim that C(J;(A) ")NC(J2(A)T) = {0,,} for any A € Dy, ,, ,.Adopting
the notations in the proof of Proposition 3.2, this is equivalent to show that Ay =
0p, xp, and Aw = 0p,x,, defined in (A.5). Recall that (A.4) implies that ((Ay);; —
(Aw)kk)(A) i = 0 for any (5,k) € [p1] X [pe]. If there exists ¢ € [r] for which
(A;);1 is nonzero, we have that (Ay);; = (Aw ) for any given (j,k). Hence, if
G={si:iepi|tU{g:j€[p2]},E)is the undirected bipartite graph induced from
(;11, e AT) as in Proposition 4.6 (take P = I,,,,Q = I,,), we have that whenever a
vertex s; is connected to g, (Av)jj = (AW)kk~ If we 1dentify (Av)jj and (]\W)kk as
s; and g, respe(itively, this iznplies that for any (j, k) such that (A;) jk is nonzero for
at least one i, (Ay),; and (Aw)kx are the same as some constant. Since the graph
G is connected by Proposmon 4.6, this implies that (AV)JJ = (Av)kk for any j, k.
Hence, Ay = 0,,xp, and Ay = 0,,,, and thus the first item holds. ad

In view of the proof of Theorem 4.7, it is clear why the map Fp1 po,r Tails to be a
submersion on the set U in Example 4.2, as C(J1(A4)T)NC(J2(A) ") # {0,,} for any
A € U. Thus, the set Vp, p,» is the singularity in sense of Sard’s theorem.

Proof of Example 4.2. For fixed A € U, simply write J; := J1(A) and Jo :=
Jo(A). We claim that there is a nonzero element in C(J ) NC(J) ). Take V =W =
1l @ [e] for different constants ¢; and cz. Then one can verify that J; v = J, w for
v = vec(V) and w = vec(W), and is nonzero. Hence, if F), ,, . is defined on H3 33
as in (3.1), it fails to be a submersion on the subset D3 33 in (3.1). |

Proof of Proposition 4.8. Deduce from the proof of Theorem 4.7 that T4 Dy, p, r is
the vectorization of ¢, (N(J(A))). Since @p, p, r is a diffecomorphism and Dy, 4,
is embedded in (RP**P2)7 the form of T';Cp, p,,r follows from the differential of ¢, ., »
on Dy, p, r. Also, the proof of Lemma 3.4 implies that the canonical projection 7 : X €
RY*" — [X] € Rf “" /O, is a smooth submersion when it is restricted to O, —invariant
embedded submanifold of RY*". Hence, recalling the diffeomorphism sy, ,, , in (3.1),
the map @, p,.r = Spypor 07 : X € RY = XXT € S is a smooth submersion

when restricted to Cp, p,,r. Thus, Tz 7+ C = dDp, py.r(A)[T5Cpy o) 0

P1,P2,T
A.5. Proofs of the Results from Section 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Define a curve 4k (t) = K + tU on (—¢,€) for some suffi-
ciently small € > 0 so that the curve lies on S}, . Since h(Jk (£))h(Vk (t)) T = Yk (t),

letting R = dh(K)[U] = £h(Vk(t))

)

t=0

(A7)
o) (G0 )+ (Gh0w(0)
=h(K)R" + RW(K)" =U.
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Suppose h € L} sothat R € Tr,er, L} ,,- Then we have that

(Ly' @ LiR]T + (L' @ Ly YR =1, ® LT ' UL Ly T + Ly ' ULy T ® Iy,

Because (Ly ' @ L7 )R is lower triangular while I, ® L7'U LT T 4 Ly 'Us Ly ' @ I,
is symmetric, following the proof of Proposition 4 from [33] yields that

(Ly' © LyY)R = (Ip, ® LT 'L Ly T + Ly 'Us Ly " @ I, )
=R=(Ly®Ly) (I, ® LT'ULLT T + Ly ' ULy ' ® 1))

1
2
1
2

Now assume h € S\ F,, so that R € Ts,gs,S,7,, for So®S1 = h(X2®X1). Replacing

Ly and Ly with S3 and S; in above, we have the Sylvester’s equation as
(SQ ® Sl)R + R(SQ ® S1) == 22 ® Ul + U2 ® EL

We follow the standard approach in solving the equation above over symmetric ma-
trices with coefficients being positive definite. After some algebra, we have that

(A2 @AY (Ry @ Ry) + (Ro @ Ry)(AY2 @ AY?) = Ay @ T UTy + T UaTy @ Ay,

where R = (T, ®T'1)TR(I'y ®T'1). Through entry-wise comparison of the matrices in
the above equation, we see that

R=T®T1)[A" 0o (A @T{ Uiy + T3 UaTa @ Aq)| (T2 @ Ty) 7. 0

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Define two curves Yx (t) = K +tU and 4¢(t) = C+tW
on (—e, ) for some sufficiently small € > 0 so that each curve is living on the desired
manifold. Suppose §(t) = g(7k (t),3c(t)) on (—e¢,€). Then

() = h(x (1)) Fc Ok (t))

Thus,
9 b)) D R ()T + a0 e (O G ()T + e )Fe(t) b (1) T
and so
dg
a — = dg(K,C)[U, W]
= h(KYWh(K)" + dh(K)[U]Ch(K)T + h(K)C(dh(K)[U]) .
Here dh(K)[U] is given in Lemma 5.1. O

To prove Proposition 5.3, the following lemma is useful.

LEMMA A.1l. Suppose A€ S,,, B€S,,, and C € RP*P. Then the followings are
true:

tr(C(B @ 1Iy,)) = tr(([tra(sym(C))/p1] @ Ip, )(B ® I,)) = tr(tra(sym(C))B),

tr(C(Ip, ® A)) = tr([(Ip, @ tri(sym(C))/p2)] (Ip, ® A)) = tr(tri(sym(C))A) .

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that tr(CA) = tr(sym(C)A) for
any square matrix C' and a symmetric A, and Proposition 1.3 from [51]. O
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Proof of Proposition 5.3. Note that ©/2 denotes the symmetric square root of
[CRS S; T throughout the proof. Provided that the Kronecker map k is smooth, the
differential of the core map ¢ follows from that of the Kronecker map k. To see this,
take t € (—¢,€) for sufficiently small € > 0 so that a curve pu(t) = X +tV € SF+

for any such ¢. If the map k is smooth, because h(k(u(t)))h(k(u(t)))T = k(u(t)), the
analogy to (A.7) and the chain rule yield that

WEHENUT + URKE)T = dh(S)[V],
where U = dh(k(X))[dk(X)[V]]. Because k(X) € St and dk(X)[V] € TS, T,

P1,P2 pP1,p2’
U can be computed using Lemma 5.1 after computing dk(X)[V]. Then the differential

of the core map c is given as

d

de(X)[V]= - 0h(1<r(u(t)))‘1u(t)h(k(u(?f)))_T

(/f(E)) WhE(E) T = h(E(E)) T URK(E)) ' Sh(k(2)) "
— h(k(E)) T Sh(k(E)”TU Th(k(E) ™"
= h(k(2)T'VAE(E)) " — k(D) 'UC - CUTh(K(E)) ™,
concluding the claim.
Now we prove the smoothness of k as outlined in the preceding discussion of this
proposition. To this end, we prove the strict geodesically convexity of the map n,, »,

over €. Take Q = (Q1,s) € € and a tangent vector W = (W, W) € ToE. Then the
geodesic v : [0, 1] — £ emanating from 2 in the direction of W is given by

Y(t) := (i(t),72(1))
- (Q}/z exp (tQ;l/leg;l/Q) 02 0% exp (tQ;1/2W2le/2) Q;/z)

For given ¥ € S+, let 0(-[X) = £(7()|X), where

(A8) £(|E) : (Kl,Kg) €& —tr ((KQ ®K1)712) + 1 10g|K2| € R.

Note that the map 6(-|X) is smooth over [0,1]. By direct computations, for 5(¢) =
72(t) ©® 71 (1),

(A.9)
0I%) = £031(1), 12(DI) = tr (SHO]7Y) + tpatr (2520205 172) + pi log 2],
0’<t|2>:ftr(2[ ()5 (0] )+p1tr( ;W0 ),
0" (%) = 2tr (SO A OFOIYORM)IT) — e (SFEOIF" ORGIT)

where ¢ € (0, 1). Using the facts that 7/(£)7(t) = r(£)7'(¢) for
7(t) = (2 © Q) 725 (1)(Q2 ® Q) V2,

observe that 5" (£) = 7/(£)[5(#)]~15'(t). Hence,
0" (1) = tr (BFO] T OBFO] A OFM])
([ D172 5 OO ZEE)] Y (¢ )H(t)}_l/z) >0
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for any ¢ € (0,1). Since both 4(¢) and X are strictly positive definite, the equality in
the inequality above holds only when 4/(¢) = 0. Noting that

7(1) = (2 @ ) (10, W0y P @ I,
+ 1, @ [0 P )9, 0 97 A,

this can happen only when [Q, /2W,Q; /@ I, + I, ® [Q7 /*W10; /%] = 0, which
holds only when

0,0 = al,,, Q7 PwarY? = —al,

for some constant «. Since tr (Q;lwl) = 0, the above implies that a = 0 so that
v(t) = (Q1,9Q2), a trivial geodesic. Thus, whenever 7 is a non-trivial geodesic, we
have that 6”(¢|X) > 0 for all ¢ € (0, 1), implying that 6(-|X) is strictly convex. Thus,
the smooth map £(-|X) defined in (A.8) is strictly geodesically convex on £. Per the
preceding discussion of Proposition 5.3,

Mp1,p2 (X) = (81, X2) = argmin g, o,yee £(21, 22[X).

By the uniqueness of the minimizer ¢(:|X) over £, (X1, %) is the unique solution to
the equation

grad £(Q1,0:]|X) =0

in Q@ = (Q,0) € £ Letting m(Q,X) := grad £(Qy, Q2|X), it is clear that m is a
smooth map on & x S *. Moreover, since the operator Hess £(€2, Q2[X) is invertible
as £ is strictly geodesically convex, the manifold implicit function theorem ([34], Sec-
tion 3.11) implies that 1, ,, is smooth in ¥ and its differential dn,, ,,(3)[V] can be
computed as

m((El, 22), Z =+ tV)

(A.10) dnp, p, (2)[V] = —Hess™ 6(21722|Z) [d
t=0

dt

By (5.1), the Kronecker map k = ¢, ' o
be derived according to (5.2) and (A.10).
It remains to derive the differential of 7, p,. Take Q@ = (X,32) and W =

(Wl, Wz) S T(El,Zg)‘(:' With W =2 W1 + Wy ® 3y,

Tp,p, 1S also smooth and its differential can

6" (0|) = Hess £(31, X2)[W, W]
=tr ((E 1/2 o 2—1/2)W( 2_1/2 ® 2—1/2)(](22—1/2 ® E_l/Q)W( 2—1/2 ® 2—1/2)> .

Here if h € £ . simply replace C' with (02 ® O1)C(O2 ® o))" € Cht,, for Oy ®
0; = (2_1/2 ® 2_1/2)(L2 ® L) € Op, p, for Ly ® L1 = L(X). Choose any tangent
vector Y = (Y1,Y2) € Tz, 5,)€ and let Y = Xy ® Y1 4+ Y2 ® 1. By polarization, if

M= (251/2®E 1/2)W( ;1/2®Z 1/2)07
Hess £(3y, 5o)[W, Y] = tr (M(2;1/2®2 VY (e, e s; 1/2))

= tr (ML, 3 in ) v (M5, Vs, P e 1))
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o (trl(sym(M))Zfl/zylEfl/z)
Ttr (trz(sym(M))E;1/2y222—l/2) .

where the last equality follows from Lemma A.1. By (2.3), Hessl(X1,%2)[W] =
(X1,X32) = X € T(y, 5,)€ is a unique tangent vector such that

Hess ((31, X2)[W, Y] = gM(X,Y) = g(X1, Y1) + 5" (X2, Y2).
To identify X, observe that

sym(M) = [(1y, © 3 PWE A+ O, 0 57 P 12

My (Wh)

+ [ PWa3 2 @ 1)+ O3y PRy P @ 1)) /2.

MQ(WQ)

Recalling that tri(C) = palp, and tra(C) = p11p,, applying Lemma A.1 yields that

try (My(W1)) = poS7 PSS, try (Mo (Wa)) = pi 55 /2 Wx; /2,

and also

b2
try (Ma(Wa)) = D (85208 172)55Clp, ira(My (W)
ij=1
- (C[uﬂzflmwlzfl/?)
for i,j € [p2]. Hence,
Hess (31, £o)[W, Y] = patr (57 WS Y1) + putr (551 W55 1Y)

+ patr (21_13/121_12}/2'”1(Mz(Wz))Ei/Q/pg)
+ it (251925515 P (M (W) 32 1 )
= @ (X1, Y1) + 351 (X, Ya).

By (32) of [51],

Pr, (£1 20 (Ma(W2))517%) = 512t (Mp (W2)) 21/ — (5510587 7) 35,

for the operator P defined in (2.4). Therefore,

) X1 = Wi + 32t (My(W2))SY2 Jpy — tr (22_1/2W222_1/2) S1/p2,
Xy = Wa + 5 *tra(My (W1))55/% /pu,
we have that the operator R¢ that maps T(x, 5,)€ to itself, as

Rc(W) = HessE(Zl,ZQ)[W] = (Xl,Xz)
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for (X3, X>3) depending on (W7, Ws) defined in (A.11), is invertible as it is the Rie-
mannian Hessian operator of a strictly geodesically convex map. In particular, if
C = I, the argument above yields that

Rc(W) = Id(W) = (Wl, Wz)

It remains to compute m((31,32),V). Note that m((X1,¥2),V) is the unique
tangent vector (V1,V2) € T(x, 5,)€ such that

d ~
| PO+ sV) =g (W1, W), (V1,V2))
s=0

=t (Vs PWeny P e L)) - (VT @ 3w )
— —(I) = (I1)

for any (W1, Ws) € T(x, 5,)E. Here 0'(t|X) is that defined in (A.9) but with (Q21,Qs) =
(31,%2). By Lemma A.1,

(1) = prtr (B3 Wazg " (22 (e (V) /o) /257 ).
(I1) = patr (ST WAET! (212 (en (V) /)21 %))
Again by (32) of [51], we have that
W1, W), (W, Va)) = g1 (W, Vi) + G2 (W, Va)
- tr(V
=t (-2 (e - 01, ) 51w

+ _(~]2AI (725/2'0’2 (V)Eé/Q/pl, Wz) y

implying that
tr(V)

(Vi V) = (—z}“ (tr1<v>/p2 - fpl) 12, —zé/ztm(vm;”/pl) .

Therefore, if (Uy, Uz) = dnp, p,(2)[V] € T(s, 5,)€, we have that
Re(Ur,Uz) = = (V1,V2),

which admits a unique solution (U1, Uz) as Re : T(x, 5,)€ = T(x, 5.,)€ is a bijection.
For such (Uy,Us), by (5.2), we have that

dk‘(Z)[V} =U;®31+ 2 ®Uj.
Again, if C' = I, we have that (Uy,Us) = —(V4, V2), concluding the proof. d

A.6. Proofs of the Results from Section 5.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. We first verify that both try (G(V)) and tra(G(V)) are zero
matrices. Note that for any symmetric U; € S,,,

(A12) trl(Ug X I;Dl) = tr(UQ)Ipl, tr2(1p2 X Ul) = tr(Ul)IpT



40 B. SUNG

Also, tr(try (V) = tr(tra(V)) = tr(V). Thus, by Lemma A.1,
(V) n tr(V)

tri (G(V)) =t (V) —tri (V) ” Ip, Ip, = Opyxpys
tr(V tr(V
w0V) = (V) - L1, )+ g, o,
Next, we verify that for any W € TcCltt, and V € S,, W and V — G(V) are

orthogonal under the metric g¥. Again by Lemma A.1,

9" W,V =G(V)) = tr (W (tra(V) @ I,)) /p1 + tr (W (I, @ tr1(V)) [p2 — tr(V)tr (W) /p
= tr(tro(W)tra(V)) /p1 + tr(try (W)tr (V) /pa — tr(V)tr(W) /p

= 0’
where the last equality holds because tr;(IW) = 0p, xp, and tr(W) = 0. ad
Proof of Proposition 5.5. By (3.37) of [1], grad f(C) = G(V f(C)). Also, by (5.37)

of [1],
9" (Hess f(C)[V], W) = tr (Hess f(C)[VIW) = tr (V2f(C)[V]W).
for any W,V e TcC,ft,. Again by Lemma 5.4, Hess f(C)[V] = G(V2f(O)[V]). O

A.7. Proofs of the Results from Section 5.3.
Proof of Lemma 5.6. From the proof of Theorem 4.7, one can deduce that U &

TaCp, py.r if and only if u := vec(U) € N(J(A)) for the linear operator J defined in
(4.1) and A = ;1 (A). Note that I — J(A)TJ(A) is an orthogonal projection onto

Pp1,p2,T

N(J(A)). Hence, for any V € TARL™" = RP*", with v := vec(V),
GFFWV,U)=t(VTU)=vTu=0"(I - JA)J(A)Tu

as u € N(J(A)). Thus, taking W = mat,y,.((I — J(A)TJ(A))v), we see that W is an

orthogonal projection of V onto T4Cp, p,.r- O

Proof of Proposition 5.7. As an analogy to the proof of Proposition 5.5, using the
result of Lemma 5.6 and (3.37) of [1], the Riemannian gradient is obvious. To derive
the Riemannian Hessian operator, by (5.37) of [1], one can observe that vec(Hess f(A4)[V])
is an orthogonal projection of £vec(grad f(A+tV))|;=o onto N(J(A)). Suppose Q is
an open subset of R%*? and let @ be a smooth function on Q taking values in R™*"
such that Q(X) has a constant rank across X € Q. Given Z € , write P(Z) := ZT.
By Theorem 4.3 of [22], if Y € R**?,

dQ(X)'Y] = —Q(X)T(dQ(X)[Y])Q(X)!
(A.13) +QX)Q(X)(dQ(X)[Y]) (I — Q(X)Q(X)T)
+(I - Q(X)'QX))(dR(X)[Y) T (Q(X)) Q(X)T.

By Theorem 4.7, J has a constant rank over D, p, . Also, recall that J is a linear
operator. Thus, by the chain rule,

%Vec(grad fA+tV)| =T = J(A)J(A))vec(V2f(A)[V])
t=0
— J(A)TT(V)vee(V f(A))
— dP(J(A)[J (V)] (A)vec(V f(A)).

(A.14)
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Noting that J(A)TJ(A)J(A)t = J(A) and J(A)J(A)TJ(A) = J(A), by (A.13),

A.15 - - - - -

(419 =(I = J(A)TTA))IV) T (J(AN)TI(A) T (A)vec(V £(A))

Also,

(A.16)

(I = J(ATIA)I = J(A)TT(A))vee(VZF(A)V]) = (I = J(A)TT(A))vec(V2 F(A)[V]),

(I — J(A)TT(A)J(A)TT(V)vec(VF(A)) = 0.

vec(Hess f(A)[V]) = (I — J(A)TJ(/I))d—vec(grad fA+1V))

— (1 = J(A) T (A)vee(V2F(A)V])
— (L= JA AN (AN T T T (Avee(Vf(4)). O

t=0

Appendix B. Formulas of Euclidean derivative and Hessian Operator.
We provide formulas of Euclidean derivative and Hessian operator of the negative
log-likelihood ¢ defined in (6.2), for each of parameters in {K’ 1, Ko, A}. For 6 among
these parameters, we write the derivative and Hessian operator of £ with respect to 6
by 9p¢ and 93¢[V], where V is the tangent vector in the manifold on which @ is living.
We introduce the following ancillary quantities:

o = 03(14)/((1 — )\)O’?(A) + ), S = (Ky @ K1) 'S(Ky ® f(l)*T/VQ,
u; : ith top left singular vector of A (i € [r]),
(B.1) Ui = maty, xp, (wi), C = (1—-N)AAT + \I,,
Wi =Ky "KWYk TRy YT RY T W, = UKy Y TR
Wai =Ky 'Ky 'Y, 'K TKUYWYKS T, Wayy =Uf KT'WYiEKy T
Then the Euclidean derivative and Hessian operator of £ follows from standard facts
in matrix calculus.

PROPOSITION B.1. Recall the negative log-likelihood ¢ defined in (6.2). Let
denote sym (resp. L) if K; € P(SF) (resp. K; € P(L}T)). Also, suppose V is the
tangent vector in the manifold on which the parameter among {I_(l, Ko, A} 18 living.
With the quantities defined in (B.1), the followings are true:

_ _ —T

O, =~ 2Z]FW1L 771)\1/2 ;;%” (W) F(ET W),

O, = )\ — Z]F Was) + 722%” (Wa,i ) F(Ky "Wy 5),
=1 j=1

oal = —2(1 — )0‘150‘1A +2(1 - \)C1A,
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and

2 e~ _ e
0% (V] = — S F(E; VWL + Wi, VIKD T + Ky TRDTVE W)
=1

2(1 - )

Y DD agtr (Wi VKD ) F(Ey T W),
i=1 j=1

Tl)\l/2 ZZO&JU Wi zg (KfTVTK;TWLZ‘J + KJTWLZ‘J‘VTK;T),

i=1 j=1

82

Aﬂ Z]F SV Wy + Wo, VITES T+ Ky TEYWVK) W)

2(1 — M\ _ _
- 5y Zzo‘j”(WlvaK{T) F(Ky W),

2
n\v
i=1 j—l

n,\y2 2; 2:104] tr(Wa,i ) F(Ky VT Ry "W+ Ky ' Wau VIS ),
? J
D2V = —2(1 — A)é—léé—lv +21-NC7V
+2(1 = N)2CHAVT +vVATYCTISC 1A
+2(1 = N2CISC 1AV +vAT)C A
—21=N2C AV +vAT)CA.

Proof. The results follow from some tedious algebra (see [47]). d

Appendix C. Additional Figures for Section 7. Here we present the
additional figures that support the results in Section 7. We provide the boxplots of
the relative norm ||6 — 6||2/||6]]2 across 100 iterations for each method and choice
of (n,p1,pe,r). Figures 3—4 (resp. Figures 5-6) show the results for § = K (resp.
60 = C) when (p1,p2,7) = (16,10,4) and (12,8,4), respectively. We observe that
PICSE generally yields good estimates of K and C' compared to other competitors,
even when n < p.
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Separable Component Consislency : (p1, P2, 1) = (16, 10, 4)
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Fia. 3. The boxplots of the relative norm ||K — K||2/||K||2 by Base-AI, PI-AI, and

PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations when (p1,p2,T)

(16,10,4). The estimators KMLE, CSE and Base-Chol have the same relative norm as Base-AI,

and hence omitted.

Separable Component Consistency : (p1, p2, r) = (12, 8, 4)

DEX )
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Fic. 4. The boxplot of the relative norm ||K — K||2/||K||2 by Base-AI, PI-AI, and

Method
£ Base-Al
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E-] PIGSE-Chol

PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100 iterations when (p1,p2,T)
(12,8,4). The estimators KMLE, CSE and Base-Chol have the same relative norm as Base-AI,

and hence omitted.
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Core Component Consistency : (p1, p2, r)=(16, 10, 4)
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Fic. 5. The bozplots of the relative norm ||C — C||2/||C||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI,
Base-Chol, PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100

iterations when (p1,p2,7) = (16,10,4).

Core Component Consistency : (py, p2, 1) = (12, 8, 4)
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The bozplot of the relative norm ||C — C||2/||C||2 by KMLE, CSE, Base-AI,

Base-Chol, PI-AI, and PI-Chol, and the sample size n = p/8,p/4,p/2,p,2p across 100

iterations when (p1,p2,7) = (12,8,4).
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