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Notation

We denote vectors by lower-case bold letters v € R and matrices by upper-case bold letters A € R™*9,
We define the short-hand [n] = {1,...,n}.

1 Linear algebra

1.1 Important notions

Definition 1 (Column and row space). Let A € R™*? denote a real-valued rectangular matrix with
entries a;; € R. Define the families of vectors a; € R?, i € [n] and A; € R", j € [d] given by the
rows and columns of A, respectively. We define the row and column spaces of A as the vector spaces
spanned by these families:

row(A) = span(ay,...,a,) C R?
col(A) = span(Aq,...,Ay) CR" (1.1)

Note that seen as a linear transformation A : RY — R”, the column space is simply its image
col(A) =Im(A).
A For any A € R™*? col(A) = row(AT).

Rnxd

Definition 2 (Rank). The rank of a real-valued rectangular matrix A € is the dimension of its

column space.
rank(A) = dim(col(A)) (1.2)
In other words, it is the number of linearly independent columns of A.

From the definition above, one might wonder why defining the rank as the dimension of the column
space and not the row space. Actually, an important result is that these two potential notions are the
same.

Theorem 1. For any real-valued rectangular matrix A € R™*? the dimension of the column space
is the same as the dimension of the row space:

dim(col(A)) = dim(row(A)) (1.3)
Therefore, we have:

rank(A) < min(n, d) (1.4)
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Definition 3 (Full-rank matrix). A real-valued rectangular matrix A € R™*? is said to be full-rank
if:

rank(A) = min(n, d) (1.5)

The most important result in linear algebra for the purpose of this course is the singular-value
decomposition.

Theorem 2 (Singular value decomposition). Any real-valued rectangular matrix A € R™*? can be
decomposed as:

rank(A)
A= Z UZ"U,Z"UZT (1'6)
i=1

where o; > 0 are non-negative real numbers known as the singular values and u; € R", v; € R? are
known as the left and right singular vectors. Moreover, the singular vectors form an orthonormal
family with respect to the Euclidean scalar product: u,?uj = 0ij, viT vj = 0jj.

Remark 1. Without loss of generality we can (and will) assume the singular values o;(A) are non-
increasing: oy > g9 > --- > 0, where r = rank(A). Often, the SVD is written as A = UDV T where
U c R and V € R¥" are the orthogonal matrices with columns u; and v; and D € R"™™" is a
diagonal matrix of singular values d;; = 0;6;;.

A Sometimes in the literature you will ind A = UDV with U € 0(n), V € 0(d) and

D e R?Xd obtained by completing U, V with an orthonormal basis of R” and R, respectively. In this
case, D € R is a rectangular matrix with a block given by D and zero elsewhere.

1.2 Important classes of matrices

There are a few classes of real valued square matrices which will often appear in the lectures. Here
we review the most important ones.

e A square matrix O € R™*" is said to be orthogonal if:
o'o=00"=1, (1.7)

Note that orthogonal matrices are always invertible O' = O~!, and as linear transformations
they define isometries, i.e. they preserve the Euclidean norm of vectors:

10v]|2 = ||v]]2 (1.8)

for any v € R™. The set of orthogonal matrices define a group, known as the orthogonal
group O(n) = {O € R™™ : OTO = I,}. From eq. (1.7), it is immediate to show that
det(O) € {—1,+1}. Orthogonal matrices such that det(O) = +1 are also known as rotations,
while orthogonal matrices with det(O) = —1 are known as reflections. The set of rotations
S0(n) = {O € R™" : OTO = I,, and det O = 1} C 0(n) defines a subgroup of 0(n) known
as the special orthogonal group. Orthogonal matrices have complex eigenvalues A; € C with
modulus |\;| = 1.

e A square matrix M € R™*" is said to be symmetric if:
M" =M (1.9)
Every real symmetric matrix can be diagonalised over the real numbers:

M =0DO’ (1.10)



where O € 0(n) is an orthogonal matrix and D € R™" is a diagonal matrix with entries
dij = Ai(M)d;5. Note that the rows (or columns) of O are precisely the normalised eigenvectors
of M. A symmetric matrix M € R™ " is said to be positive semi-definite M > 0 if its
spectrum is non-negative A\;(M) > 0 for all i € [n], and is said to be positive-definite M > 0
if its spectrum is positive A;(M) > 0 for all i € [n].

A A symmetric matrix can have zero eigenvalues, so it might not be invertible. However, a
positive-definite symmetric matrix M > 0 is always invertible.

Example 1. For any real valued rectangular matrix A € R™ ¢ the square matrices AT A €
R4 and AAT € R™™ are symmetric positive semi-definite matrices.

e A square matrix P € R™*" is said to be a projection if it is idempotent:
P’=P (1.11)
From this, it follows that a projection matrix can only have eigenvalues 0 or 1: \;(P) € {0,1}.
Therefore, a projection matrix can always be written as:

rank(P)
Po S vl (1.12)
i=1

As the name suggests, projection matrices P € R"™ " geometrically define projections into
a linear subspace of Im(P) C R" of dimension rank(P). More explicitly, this subspace is
precisely the span of the eigenvectors corresponding to the non-zero eigenvalues V' = span(v;).
An orthogonal projection P € R™™ "™ is a projection which is also orthogonal P € S0(n),
and correspond to the case where the eigenvalues v; are orthonormal vectors. Finally, every
orthogonal projection defines an orthogonal decomposition R" = Im(P) & Ker(P), for which we
can associate another orthogonal projection matrix P, € R™*™ which is the projection on its
orthogonal complement Ker(P).

A With the exception of the identity I, a projection matrix P € R™*"™ is never invertible.
Example 2. Let v € R" denote a unit-norm vector ||v||z = 1. Then:
P=wvw', P=1I,—vv' (1.13)

define a orthogonal projection in the line L = {awv € R™ : o € R} and its orthogonal complement.

1.3 Matrix norms

Just as for vectors, there are different useful notions of norm for matrices. Here we discuss the
most relevant for the lectures. Let A € R™*™ denote a real-valued rectangular matrix with singular
values (0;(A)); e}, where r := rank(A). Without loss of generality, we assume 0;(A)) > 0 are
non-decreasing. We define the following matrix norms:

e The Frobenius norm of A € R"*% is defined as:

(1.14)

e The operator norm of a matrix A € R"*? is defined as:

[Allop = sup [lAv]|z = o1(A) (1.15)

veSd—

where we recall 01(A) is the top singular value of A.



e The nuclear norm of a matrix A € R"*4 is defined as:

1A]], = Tr(\/AAT> =Y 0i(A) (1.16)
=1

Remark 2. All the norms above are a particular case of a more general class of norms known as

T 1/P
1A, = (Z m-(A)p> : (1.17)
=1

More precisely, they correspond to the case p =1, 2, c0.

Lemma 1. For any real valued matrix A € R™*", we have:

|Allop < [[Allr < ||A]l« (1.18)
Proof. Since the norms are positive, it is equivalent to show:

|AI[% < 1Al < (Al (1.19)

The first inequality is immediate: since 0;(A) > 0, the sum can only be larger than any of the terms:
|A[[F = 0i(A)* > 0i(A) for all i € [r]. (1.20)
i=1

The second inequality follow from noting that:

' 2 T T
= () = 3oyt 4 T
=1

ij=1 i=1 i#j
= [JAI + ) oio; > [| Al (1.21)
i#]
since o;(A) > 0. O
Lemma 2. All the norms above are since:

o [[Allr <[lAll < Vr[lAllr
o [[Allep < A+ < 7][Allop
o |[Allop < [[Allr < V7[[Allop

1.4 Matrix identities
Let U € R™% and V' € R¥™ be two rectangular matrices. We have the following useful identities:

e The traces of the resolvent and co-resolvent are related as:

—d

THUV — 2I,) ' = Te(VU — 2I;) ' - 2 - (1.22)
Taking the derivative with respect to z on both sides, this also implies:
—d

Te(UV — 2I,) 2 = To(VU — 2I;) "2 — "22 (1.23)
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e Push-through identity:

(UV —2I)'U =U(VU — 20,7} (1.24)
e Block inversion formula:
A B]' (A— BD'C)! —(A—-BD'C)"'BD! (1.25)
C D -D'c(A-BD'C)"! D'4+D'Cc(A-BD'C)'BD! '

where A™*"™ B € R™™ C € R™" and D € R™*™,

e Sherman-Morrison lemma: Let A € R%*¢ denote an invertible matrix and u,v € R two
vectors such that v’ A~ u # —1. Then:

A lyv T AL

—1_ p-1_
(A+uv) " =A T o A u

(1.26)

2 Probability

A few good references to catch up:

e Roman Vershynin’s book “High-dimensional probability: an introduction with applications in
data science”, freely

e Chapter 1 of Philippe Rigollet and Jan-Christian Hiitte lecture notes on “High-Dimensional
Statistics”, freely

2.1 Geometry of random variables

Definition 4 (LP norm of a r.v.). Let X denote a random variable. The LP norm of X is given by:
[1X][20 = (B[IX7|))",p € [1,00) (2.1)
This can be extended to p = co by defining:
|| X ||z = ess sup|X]| (2.2)
It can be shown that indeed this defines a norm, and therefore the linear space:
LP ={X : || X||rr < o0} (2.3)
defines a Banach space.

Remark 3. Definition 4 still makes sense for p € (0,1). However, in this case || - ||zr is not a norm.

The space L? is also a Hilbert space, with inner product defined as:
(X,Y) 2 = E[[XY]] (2.4)
Note that || X||zr is an increasing function of p. This implies the following inclusion of LP spaces:
L*c-.-cL*crL! (2.5)

This is quite intuitive: a bounded random variable has all moments, a random variable with p moments
has all p — 1 moments, and so on. However, having finite p moments for all p does not imply X is
almost surely bounded. The Gaussian distribution is an example.
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Lemma 3. Let G ~ N(0,1), then for all p € [1,00):

IGllzr < /P (2.6)
and ||G||L~ = oo since Gaussian variables are unbounded.

LP spaces are a particular case of a more general geometry of random variables, known as Orlicz
spaces.

Definition 5 (Orlicz spaces). Let ¢ denote a convex increasing function such that:

lim ¢ (z) =0, lim v (z) = oo. (2.7)

z—0 T—00

For any random variable X, we define the Orlicz norm of X as:
1] = inf{k > 0 : BRp(1X1/k)] < 1} (2.8)
Further, we define the Orlicz space associated to ¢ as:
Ly = {X:||X]ly < o0} (2.9)

Note that for ¥(x) = 2P, we retrieve Ly = LP. However, Orlicz spaces allow us to defined a

more refined geometry of random variables, that allow us to distinguish different classes of random

variables that have all moments but are not necessarily bounded. For instance, ,(z) = e — 1

defines a family of Orlicz spaces Ly, that sit exactly in between LP and L*°. For instance, note that
Ly, C LP since exponentials grow faster than polynomials. However, L> C L, since the expectation
of the exponential of a bounded random variable is finite. Therefore, L>® C Ly, C LP for any p > 1.
More generally, Ly, define a hierarchy of Orlicz spaces based on the tails of the distributions, with
tails which are lighter as p increases. Two important examples are sub-exponential and sub-Gaussian
random variables.

Definition 6 (Sub-Gaussian r.v.). A random variable X is sub-Gaussian if:
: X?
||X|¢2:1nf{C>O:E[exp <C’2)] §2}§oo (2.10)

In other words, it is the Orlicz space Ly, with is(x) = e — 1. The following are equivalent charac-
terisations:

e Gaussian tails: Jec; such that for all ¢ > 0:

2

P(|X|>1t) <2 (2.11)
e Moments: Jcs such that for all p > 1:
1 X|[Le < c2v/p (2.12)
e Moment generating function: Jcz such that if E[X] = 0:
E[eX] <e3”, teR (2.13)

Example 3. Some popular examples of sub-Gaussian random variables are:

e Gaussian random variables are sub-Gaussian. In particular, if we have G ~ N(0, 02), then:

|Gy, < Co (2.14)



e Bernouilli random variables X ~ Ber(1/2) are sub-Gaussian random variables. In particular, we

have:
1
X < — 2.15
e (215)
e Bounded random variables are sub-Gaussian random variables. In particular, we have:
1 X[z
1 Xy, < (2.16)

vl1og?2

Intuitively, sub-Gaussian variables are variables that have the same tail as Gaussian random vari-
ables. We can define sub-exponential random variables similarly.

Definition 7 (Sub-Exponential r.v.). A random variable X is sub-exponential if:

X
IX\|¢1=inf{C>0:E[exp (c)] §2}§oo (2.17)
In other words, it is the Orlicz space Ly, with 2(z) = e* — 1. The following are equivalent charac-

terisations:

e Exponential tails: dc; such that for all ¢ > 0:
_t
P(|X|>1t) <2 (2.18)

e Moments: Jcs such that for all p > 1:
| X|r < cap (2.19)

e Moment generating function: Jcs such that if E[X] = 0:
E[eX] < B, |t < Voo (2.20)

Remark 4. Note that from the perspective of the MGF, the only difference between sub-exponential
and sub-Gaussian random variables is that the former holds for ¢ bounded. Therefore, we can infor-
mally view sub-Gaussian random variables as the class sub-exponential random variables with ¢z — 0.

Proposition 1. A random variable X is sub-Gaussian if and only if X? is sub-exponential. Moreover:

12 g, = [1X113, (2.21)

2.2 Classical inequalities

In this section, we review some classical inequalities in probability.

Proposition 2 (Jensen’s inequality). Let X denote a real-valued random variable. Then, for any
convex function ¢:

p(E[X]) < Elp(X)] (2.22)

A It is a common mistake to inverse the direction of Jensen’s inequality.

Proposition 3 (Holder’s inequality). For any random variables X € LP and Y € L? where p, ¢ € [1, 00]
are conjugate variables 1/p +1/g = 1:

[EXY]] < [[X][p][Y]lq (2.23)
Remark 5. The case p = ¢ = 2 is known as the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:
[EXY]] < [[X][2][Y]] 2 (2.24)
Proposition 4 (Minkowski’s inequality). For any random variables X,Y € LP and p € [1, 0o
X + Yl < [[ X[+ [[Y1]p (2.25)



2.3 Tail inequalities

Proposition 5 (Markov’s inequality). Let X denote a non-negative random variable. Then for all
t>0:

P(X >t) < —— (2.26)

i.e. the probability that X is at least ¢ is at most the expectation divided by ¢. Note that when
E[X] > 0 we can equivalently write:

P(X >t E[X]) < (2.27)

Sl M

Proposition 6 (Chebyshev’s inequality). Let X denote a random variable with mean E[X] = p and
Var(X) = o2, Then, for all ¢ > 0

0.2

PIX —pl2t) < o5 (2.28)

Proposition 7 (Chernoff’s inequality). Let X denote a real random variable. Then, for all a € R
and ¢ > 0:

P(X > a) < E[e!X9)] (2.29)
Note that this holds for all £ > 0, it is also common to take the infimum over ¢:

P(X > a) < inf E[etX—)] (2.30)

2.4 Concentration inequalities for the sum of random variables

Proposition 8 (Hoeffding’s inequality). Let Xi,..., X, denote independent, zero mean sub-Gaussian
random variables. Then, for every ¢ > 0, we have:

n 2
t
]P’( Y X, 2t> <2exp | - (2.31)
i=1 > 11Xl
i=1
where || - ||, is the sub-Gaussian norm from definition 6.

Remark 6 (Particular cases of Hoeffding’s inequality). The following particular cases of Hoeffding’s
inequality are useful.

e Bernouilli: Let Xi,...,X,, denote independent symmetric Bernouilli random variables, i.e.

X; € {—1,+1} with:

P(X; = —1) = P(X; = +1) = % (2.32)

In this case, applying proposition 8 leads to the following tail bound:

P(ixi

i=1

t2
>t] <2 m (2.33)



e Bounded: Let Xi,...,X,, denote independent random variables which are bounded almost
n

surely, i.e. X; € [a;,b;] a.s. Then, for all ¢ > 0 their sum S, = > X,, satisfy:
i=1

2t2
P(S, —ES,>1t) <exp| —

i(bi —a;)?

=1
(2.34)

Proposition 9 (Bernstein’s inequality). Let Xi,..., X, note independent sub-exponential random

n
variables with E[X;] = 0. Then, there exists a constant ¢ such that for all ¢ > 0 the sum S,, = > X,
i=1

satisfy:
2t
P(|S,| > t) <2exp <—cmin <02, k:)) (2.35)
where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant and:
n
o* =3 IXilly, k= max |1Xilly, (2:36)
i=1
where || - ||, is the sub-exponential norm from definition 7.

2.5 Convergence of random variables

In this appendix, we review the different notions of convergence for random variables. Let (2, F,P)
denote a probability space. We start with one of the strongest forms of convergence:

Definition 8 (Almost sure convergence). We say a sequence of random variables (X, )p>1 converges

almost surely (a.s.) to a random variable X and denote X,, “3 X if there exists a measurable set
Y € F such that:

o P(QY)=1.
e For all w € Q) lim;,y00 Xy (w) = X(w)

Intuitively, almost sure convergence means that X,, — X just as for deterministic variables, excepts
perhaps for exceptional events that have probability zero as n — oo (hence the “almost”).

Definition 9 (Convergence in probability). We say a sequence of random variables (X,,),>1 converges

in probability to a random variable X and denote X, B X if for every € > 0:
lim P(| X, — X|>¢)=0 (2.37)
n—oo

While almost sure convergence is a statement about the convergence of values taken by a ran-
dom variable, convergence in probability is a statement about the convergence of probabilities. A
particularly intuitive case is when the limiting random variable X is deterministic, i.e. X = x with
probability 1. In this case, we can visualise the convergence in probability as the distribution of X,
getting more and more peaked around X = x as n — oc.

Example 4. Let X,, ~ Unif([-2,1]) denote a sequence of uniform random variables. We have

x, 5o



Almost sure convergence implies convergence in probability (see Grimmett and Stirzaker (2020)
for a proof), but the converse is not true. A standard example is the following:

Example 5. Consider a sequence of binary random variables X,, € {0, 1} such that:
1
P(X,=1)=—, P(X,=0=1-— (2.38)
n
Then, we have X, £ 0 since:

ImP(X, =1)=0, lmP(X,=0)=1 (2.39)

However, X,, does not converge almost surely to 0. To see this, consider the event that X,, takes the
value 1: E, = {X, = 1}. We have:

SP(E) =Y % — % (2.40)
n=1 n=1

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, a sequence of independent events with probability that sum to oo must
happen infinitely often.

Definition 10 (Convergence in LP). We say a sequence of random variables (X,,)n>1 converges in LP

(or p-th mean) to a random variable X and denote X, X if:

lim E[|X, — X|P] =0 (2.41)

n—oo

Note that this is equivalent to convergence in LP(P) norm. Convergence in LP implies convergence
in probability, but the converse if not true. Note that convergence in LP does not implied and does
not imply almost sure convergence: in general these are unrelated.

Example 6. Let U ~ Unif([0, 1]), and define:

X = Vit Lo (U) = {\/ﬁ U € 0,3 (2.42)

0 otherwise

Then, X, convergences in probability to 0 since for all 0 < € < 1:

P(|Xn| > €) =P (vl (U) >€) =P (0 <U< ;) _! (2.43)

n

which goes to zero as n — oo. However, X,, does not converge to zero in L? since:
n/Q
E[X2] = n/ dt =1 (2.44)
0

Note that all the notions so far easily generalise to random vectors or matrices by simply taking an
adapted norm. Finally, the last common notion of convergence is convergence in distribution, which
we first define for real valued variables:

Definition 11 (Convergence in distribution). We say a sequence of random variables (X,,)n>1 con-

verges in distribution to a random variable X and denote X, 4 X if:

lim P(X, <t) = P(X < t) (2.45)

n—o0

for all ¢ for which the c.d.f. P(X < t) is continuous.

10



Convergence in distribution is the weakest form of convergence discussed here. Indeed, it is implied
by convergence in probability (and hence by both almost sure and LP convergence). Note that the
condition “for all ¢ for which the c.d.f. P(X < t) is continuous” is important, as highlighted by the
following example:

Example 7. Consider a sequence of Gaussian random variables with decreasing variance X, ~
N(0,1/n). We have:

) 1 ifz>0
. IRT 1 z _ )1 . .
nlggo P(X, <z)= T}Lngo 5 {1 + erf (\/ﬁ)} =45 ifzx=0 (2.46)
0 ifx<O0

Therefore, X, 4 X with P(X = 0) = 1 which has c.d.f. P(X < z) = ©(z), since the discontinuity
point £ = 0 can be ignored.

Since this definition of convergence in distribution relies on the c.d.f., if does not straightforwardly
generalise to random vectors. A more adapted and equivalent notion is known in this context as weak
convergence:

Definition 12 (Weak convergence). We say a sequence of random vectors (X,),>1 in R? weakly

converges to a random vector X and denote X, 4 X if for any bounded continuous function f :
R? - R:

lim E[f(Xn)] = E[f(X)] (2.47)
n—oo
This definition can be easily extended to any metric space. Note that “bounded continuous” f can
also be exchanged for “bounded Lipschitz”. Several equivalent characterisations of weak convergence
are given by the

Summary

We can summarise the discussion in this Appendix in Figure 1. Note that several converse results
under stronger assumptions exist. We refer the reader to Chapter 7 of Grimmett and Stirzaker (2020)
for a full discussion. Finally, we state the following result which is useful in the context of statistics:

Almost Surely Probability

Figure 1: Different notions of convergence for random variables, with the respective implications.

N

Weak / Distribution}

2
Lemma 4. Let X,, be an unbiased estimate of a € R. Then, if Var(X,) — 0 as n — o0, X, Lo
(and hence also in probability).

Proof. By definition, we have E[X,,] = . Therefore:
E[| X, — a’] = E[| X, — E[X,])] = Var(X,,) — 0 as n — oo (2.48)

which implies convergence in squared-mean. O

11
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2.6 Limit theorems

Theorem 3 (Strong law of large numbers). Let Xi,...,X,, be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables
with mean E[X;] = p, and consider the empirical mean:

_ 1<
X =~ ;X (2.49)
Then, as n — oc:
X, 20 (2.50)
Theorem 4 (Lindeberg-Lévy central limit theorem). Let Xi,..., X, be a sequence of i.i.d. random

variables with mean E[X;] = p and variance Var(X;) = 02 < oo, and consider the empirical mean:

_ 1<
X =~ ;X (2.51)
Then, as n — oc:
VX, — 1) S N(0,02) (2.52)
In other words, letting Z,, = vn/o(X,, — ), for any t € R:
P(|Z0] > £) = PG| > t) = /Oo de o (2.53)
¢ V2
point-wise as n — co.
Corollary 1. Let Xi,..., X, be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with mean E[X;] = p finite
variance. Then:
E[| X, — ul] = O(1/Vd), as n — oo (2.54)

3 Analysis

3.1 Lipschitz functions

In the course, we will often need to control the regularity of function. A particularly useful notion
of regularity is how the slope/derivative of the function changes point-wise. Functions which have a
“gentle” change of the slope are more regular than “spiky” functions for which the slope can vary
abruptly. This notion is formalised by Lipschitz function.

Definition 13 (Lipschitz function). Let (X,dx) and (Y,dy) denote metric spaces. A function f :
X — Y is called L-Lipschitz if there exists L € R such that for all z,y € X:

The constant L is known as the Lipschitz constant of f, and the infimum over all L defines a norm,
known as the Lipschitz norm of f:

fllLip = inf {L € R:dy(f(z),f(y)) <L dx(z,y) forall 2,y € X} (3-2)

Lipschitz functions with || f||rip < 1 are also known as contractions.
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A particular example of interest for the lectures is the case of functions in a normed vector space,
where X =R" and Y =R and eq. (3.1) reads:

[f(x) = f(y)| < Lljz -y (3-3)

Proposition 10 (Properties of Lipschitz functions). Lipschitz functions satisfy the following proper-
ties:

1. Every Lipschitz function is uniformly continuous.

2. Every differentiable function f : R™ — R is Lipschitz, and:

A lLip < sup ||V f(2)[l2 (3.4)
zeR”

3. The composition of two Lipschitz maps is Lipschitz, with:

1 o gllLip = [[f]Lipll9l|Lip (3.5)

A The converse is not true: there are functions which are not everywhere differentiable but are
still Lipschitz, for example f(x) = |z| is a 1-Lipschitz function since ||z|—|y|| < |z —y| for all z,y € R.

Example 8. Some useful examples of Lipschitz functions.

e For a fixed vector 8 € R™, the inner product:

flx) =(0,z) (3.6)
is a Lipschitz function on R™ with:
[ llzip = 116]]2 (3.7)
e More generally, any matrix A € R™*? acting as a linear operator:
A:RY—R"
T — Az
Is a Lipschitz function with:
[ AllLip = || Allop (3.8)
e Any norm f(x) = ||z|| on R™ is a Lipschitz function. The Lipschitz norm of f is the smallest f
that satisfies:
||lz|| < L||x||2, for all x € R" (3.9)
For example, the L' norm:
n
fl@) =@l = |l (3.10)
=1

is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant L = y/n. More generally, the LP norms have
Lipschitz constant L = n™ax(0,1/2=1/p)

e The rectified linear unit f(z) = max(0,x) is a 1-Lipschitz function.
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The Logistic loss ¢(z) = log(1 + e~ %) is a 1-Lipschitz function.

The Hinge loss ¢(x) = max(0,1 — z) is a 1-Lipschitz function.

It is also useful to have in mind examples of functions which are not Lipschitz (and why). The most
common features of non-Lipschitz functions are: (a) unbounded derivative/slope; (b) Discontinuities;
(c) Infinite oscillations. In some cases, a Lipschitz function can be defined by restricting the domain
of non-Lipschitz functions to exclude the singularities. Below, we give a few useful examples:

Example 9. The following functions are not Lipschitz everywhere in their domain.

The logarithm f(z) = logz is not a Lipschitz function in Ry since f'(z) = 1. However, it is a
Lipschitz function in any domain [a, c0) with a > 0, with Lipschitz constant L = 1/a.

The quadratic function f(z) = 22 is not Lipschitz in R since its derivative f'(z) = z is un-
bounded. However, the truncated quadratic f(z) = min(1,2?) is a Lipschitz function with
constant L = 2.

The square root function f(x) = y/z is not a Lipschitz function in Ry since f'(z) = /2y grows
unbounded as z — 07. However, it is a Lipschitz function in any interval [a, oo) with a > 0 with
Lipschitz constant L = 1/2/z.

The exponential function f(z) = e” is not Lipschitz.

The Heavyside step function:

1 fora>
O(z) = orx 20 (3.11)
0 forz<O

is not Lipschitz because of the discontinuity at x = 0.

The function f(x) = sin(!/z) is not Lipschitz on (0,00), due to the fast oscillations close to
0%. One can define a Lipschitz function by restricting it to an interval [a, c0) with a > 0, with
Lipschitz constant L = 1/a?

4 Big-O notation

In these notes, we often employ the so-called Big-O notation, a handy way of comparing the order
of magnitude or limiting behaviour of functions. In this appendix, we give a formal definition and
discuss some intuition.

Definition 14 (Big-O notation). Let f,¢g: R — R denote two real-valued functions. We say:

“f(x) is big-O of g(z)” and write f(z) = O(g(x)) as x — oo if there exists M > 0 and zg € R
such that:

|f(z)| < M|g(z)| for all x > x (4.1)

Intuitively, f(z) = O(g(x)) means f(x) is “at most” g(z), meaning that one can make it f(x)
as large as ¢ by multiplying by a constant (with respect to xg). It is used to denote asymptotic
upper bounds. If g(x) is non-zero beyond a certain point, this is equivalent to:

f(x)

limsup——= < o© 4.2
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o “f(x) is little-O of g(z)” and write f(x) = o(g(z)) as x — oo if for every € > 0, there exists
constant xg € R such that:

|f(z)] < elg(x)| for all z > =g (4.3)

Intuitively, f(z) = o(g(x)) means that g(x) grows much faster than f(z), or equivalently that
f(z) is of lower order than g(x). If g(x) is non-zero beyond a certain point, this is equivalent to:

im L&) g (4.4)

v—00 ()

Note that both notions can be easily generalised for other limits than infinity.

Remark 7. Although it is widespread to write f(x) = O(g(x)) and f(z) = o(g(z)), the use of the
equality is an abuse of notation, since this is not a symmetric statement. For instance, O(x) = O(z?)
but O(2?) # O(x). The equality here should be understood in the same sense as we use in English:
“Aristotle is a man, but a man is not necessarily Aristotle”. A more precise notation would be to saw
f(z) < O(g(z)) or f(x) € O(g(x)), with O(g(z)) thought as a class of functions h satisfying eq. (4.6).

Properties 1. The following important properties hold:
e Multiplicative constants are irrelevant: if f(x) = O(g(x)), then 100f(z) = O(g(x)).
e When adding two functions, we only care about the larger one. For example 23 +10022 = O(2?).
e For all a,b > 0, we have 2% = O(x?) if and only if a < b and 2% = o(z?) if and only if a < b.

e Polynomials are always smaller than exponentials: 2% = o(e*") for every a,e > 0, even if € is
much smaller than a. For example, 2190 = o(eV?).

e Logarithms are always smaller than polynomials: (logx)* = o(z€) for all a,e > 0, even if € is
much smaller than a. For example, 10022 log z = o(z?).

An useful and related notion is the big-Theta:

Definition 15 (Big-0). Let f,g: R — R denote two real-valued functions. We say “f is theta of g”
and write f(z) = O(g(x)) as x — oo if both f(z) = O(g(x)) and g(z) = O(f(z)) as © — oco. In order
words, there exists constants m, M > 0 and zg € R such that for x > zq:

mg(x) < f(x) < Mg(x) (4.5)

Intuitively, f(x)

= O(g(z)) means that f is of the same order as ¢g. It is also common to see the
notation f(x) < g(x)

and to say f and g are asymptotically equivalent.
A complementary notion, often used in the context of computer science is the big-2.
Definition 16 (Big-{2 notation). Let f,¢g: R — R denote two real-valued functions. We say:

o “f(x) is big-Q of g(z)” and write f(x) = Q(g(z)) as z — o0 if g(x) = O(f(x)) as x — oo. More
precisely, there exists M > 0 and zg € R such that:

|f(z)| > M|g(z)| for all x > xg (4.6)

Intuitively, f(z) = O(g(x)) means f(z) is “at least” g(x). It is used to denote asymptotic lower
bounds. If g(z) is non-zero beyond a certain point, this is equivalent to:

hgﬁrglcgfg(x) >0 (4.7)
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o “f(x) is little-w of g(z)” and write f(z) = w(g(x)) as  — oo if g(x) = o(f(x)) as x — oco. More
precisely, for every € > 0, there exists constant xy € R such that:

|f(z)] > elg(x)| for all z > =z (4.8)

Intuitively, f(z) = w(g(z)) means that f(z) dominates g(z) asymptotically. If g(z) is non-zero
beyond a certain point, this is equivalent to:

im L&) _ o (4.9)

m ——- =
xﬁoog(]j)

Example 10. Some examples with Big-Q2:
o 422 — 3z +2 = Q(z?)
o e =w(z?) for any a > 0.
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