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Abstract

Expectation Maximization (EM) is among the most popular algorithms for estimating
parameters of statistical models. However, EM, which is an iterative algorithm based on the
maximum likelihood principle, is generally only guaranteed to find stationary points of the
likelihood objective, and these points may be far from any maximizer. This article addresses
this disconnect between the statistical principles behind EM and its algorithmic properties.
Specifically, it provides a global analysis of EM for specific models in which the observations
comprise an i.i.d. sample from a mixture of two Gaussians. This is achieved by (i) studying the
sequence of parameters from idealized execution of EM in the infinite sample limit, and fully
characterizing the limit points of the sequence in terms of the initial parameters; and then (ii)
based on this convergence analysis, establishing statistical consistency (or lack thereof) for the
actual sequence of parameters produced by EM.

1 Introduction

Since Fisher’s 1922 paper 1922)), maximum likelihood estimators (MLE) have become one of
the most popular tools in many areas of science and engineering. The asymptotic consistency and
optimality of MLEs have provided users with the confidence that, at least in some sense, there is
no better way to estimate parameters for many standard statistical models. Despite its appealing
properties, computing the MLE is often intractable. Indeed, this is the case for many latent variable
models { f(), z;n)}, where the latent variables z are not observed. For each setting of the parameters
1, the marginal distribution of the observed data ) is (for discrete z)

Fsm) = D f(,zm).

It is this marginalization over latent variables that typically causes the computational difficulty.
Furthermore, many algorithms based on the MLE principle are only known to find stationary points
of the likelihood objective (e.g., local maxima), and these points are not necessarily the MLE.
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1.1 Expectation Maximization

Among the algorithms mentioned above, Expectation Maximization (EM) has attracted more
attention for the simplicity of its iterations, and its good performance in practice (Dempster et al.,
1977; |Redner and Walker, 1984)). EM is an iterative algorithm for climbing the likelihood objective
starting from an initial setting of the parameters 'f7<0>. In iteration ¢, EM performs the following
steps:

E-step: Qn | 7™")

Y Fz1Yin)log f(V, zim), (1)

M-step: 20 2 argmaxQn | 7). )
n
In many applications, each step is intuitive and can be performed very efficiently.

Despite the popularity of EM, as well as the numerous theoretical studies of its behavior,
many important questions about its performance—such as its convergence rate and accuracy—have
remained unanswered. The goal of this paper is to address these questions for specific models
(described in Section in which the observation ) is an i.i.d. sample from a mixture of two
Gaussians.

Towards this goal, we study an idealized execution of EM in the large sample limit, where the
E-step is modified to be computed over an infinitely large i.i.d. sample from a Gaussian mixture
distribution in the model. In effect, in the formula for Q( | ﬁ<t>), we replace the observed data )
with a random variable Y ~ f(y;n*) for some Gaussian mixture parameters 7* and then take its
expectation. The resulting E- and M-steps in iteration ¢ are

E-step: Q| n") £ By |> f(z|Y;n")log f(Y,zm)| , (3)

M-step: it 2 argmax Q(n | n<t>). (4)
n

This sequence of parameters (n<t>)t20 is fully determined by the initial setting 5‘?). We refer to this
idealization as Population EM. Not only does Population EM shed light on the dynamics of EM in
the large sample limit, but it can also reveal some of the fundamental limitations of EM. Indeed, if
Population EM cannot provide an accurate estimate for the parameters n*, then intuitively, one
would not expect the EM algorithm with a finite sample size to do so either. (To avoid confusion,
we refer the original EM algorithm run with a finite sample as Sample-based EM.)

1.2 Models and Main Contributions

In this paper, we study EM in the context of two simple yet popular and well-studied Gaussian
mixture models. The two models, along with the corresponding Sample-based EM and Population
EM updates, are as follows:

Model 1. The observation ) is an i.i.d. sample from the mixture distribution 0.5N(—6*,X) +
0.5N(6*,%); T is a known covariance matrix in R? and * is the unknown parameter of interest.

1. Sample-based EM iteratively updates its estimate of 8* according to the following equation:

ot - ;;(md(yi,é@)—l) v, (5)



where yq,...,vy, are the independent draws that comprise Y,

A ba(y — 0)
ba(y — 6) + da(y +6)’

and ¢q is the density of a Gaussian random vector with mean 0 and covariance X.

Wd(ya 0)

2. Population EM iteratively updates its estimate according to the following equation:
6t = E(wy(Y,0%)-1)Y, (6)
where Y ~ 0.5N(—60*,X) + 0.5N(6*,X).
Model 2. The observation ) is an i.i.d. sample from the mixture distribution 0.5N(u}, %) +
0.5N(p3, X). Again, X is known, and (p}, p5) are the unknown parameters of interest.

1. Sample-based EM iteratively updates its estimate of p} and p3 at every iteration according to
the following equations:

() ()

~A(t) A
ﬂ<t+1> _ Z?:l va(y;, iy, " )Y, (7)
1 n SIS O
Zizl Vd(yza 123N 22 )
()
ﬂ<t+1> . Z:L:l(l - Vd(yzau§>7“§>))yz (8)
2 - A () A~ (E ’
S (= valys i 57))
where yq,...,y,, are the independent draws that comprise ), and

ba(y — 1)
ba(y — p1) + daly — pa)’

Va(y, iy, ) 2

2. Population EM iteratively updates its estimates according to the following equations:

“<t+1> _ Evq(Y, “§t>7u§t>)y (9)
1 - )
Eva(Y, i, )
_ ) (1)
Hét‘f'l) — E(]‘ Vd(Y7l‘L1 7“2 ))Y7 (10)

t
E(L —va(Y, 1", pu§"))
where Y ~ 0.5N (u},X) + 0.5N (p5, X).

Our main contribution in this paper is a new characterization of the stationary points and
dynamics of EM in both of the above models.

1. We prove convergence for the sequence of iterates for Population EM from each model: the
sequence (9<t>)t20 converges to either 8%, —0*, or 0; the sequence ((u§t>, u§t>))t20 converges to
either (pf, pu3), (3, 7)), or ((pf + p3)/2, (uy + p5)/2). We also fully characterize the initial

parameter settings that lead to each limit point.

2. Using this convergence result for Population EM, we also prove that the limits of the Sample-
based EM iterates converge in probability to the unknown parameters of interest, as long
as Sample-based EM is initialized at points where Population EM would converge to these
parameters as well.

Formal statements of our results are given in Section



1.3 Background and Related Work

The EM algorithm was formally introduced by Dempster et al.| (1977)) as a general iterative method
for computing parameter estimates from incomplete data. Although EM is billed as a procedure for
maximum likelihood estimation, it is known that with certain initializations, the final parameters
returned by EM may be far from the MLE, both in parameter distance and in log-likelihood
value (Wu, [1983)). Several works characterize local convergence of EM to stationary points of
the log-likelihood objective under certain regularity conditions (Wu, [1983; Tseng, 2004; Chrétien
and Hero, 2008). However, these analyses do not distinguish between global maximizers and
other stationary points (except, e.g., when the likelihood function is unimodal). Thus, as an
optimization algorithm for maximizing the log-likelihood objective, the “worst-case” performance of
EM is somewhat discouraging.

For a more optimistic perspective on EM, one may consider a “best-case” analysis, where (i) the
data are an iid sample from a distribution in the given model, (ii) the sample size is sufficiently
large, and (iii) the starting point for EM is sufficiently close to the parameters of the data generating
distribution. Conditions (i) and (ii) are ubiquitous in (asymptotic) statistical analyses, and (iii) is a
generous assumption that may be satisfied in certain cases. |Redner and Walker| (1984) show that
in such a favorable scenario, EM converges to the MLE almost surely for a broad class of mixture
models. Moreover, recent work of Balakrishnan et al. (2014) gives non-asymptotic convergence
guarantees in certain models; importantly, these results permit one to quantify the accuracy of a
pilot estimator required to effectively initialize EM. Thus, EM may be used in a tractable two-stage
estimation procedures given a first-stage pilot estimator that can be efficiently computed.

Indeed, for the special case of Gaussian mixtures, researchers in theoretical computer science
and machine learning have developed efficient algorithms that deliver the highly accurate parameter
estimates under appropriate conditions. Several of these algorithms, starting with that of [Dasgupta
(1999), assume that the means of the mixture components are well-separated—roughly at distance
either d* or k? for some o, > 0 for a mixture of k¥ Gaussians in R? (Dasgupta, 1999; Arora
and Kannan| 2005 |Dasgupta and Schulman| 2007; |Vempala and Wang), 2004} [Kannan et al., 2008}
Achlioptas and McSherryl, 2005} [Chaudhuri and Rao], 2008} [Brubaker and Vempala), 2008}, (Chaudhuri
et all 2009a)). More recent work employs the method-of-moments, which permit the means of the
mixture components to be arbitrarily close, provided that the sample size is sufficiently large (Kalai
et al., |2010; Belkin and Sinha), [2010; Moitra and Valiant|, [2010; [Hsu and Kakade, 2013} [Hardt and
Price, 2015)). In particular, [Hardt and Price| (2015) characterize the information-theoretic limits of
parameter estimation for mixtures of two Gaussians, and that they are achieved by a variant of the
original method-of-moments of Pearson| (1894).

Most relevant to this paper are works that specifically analyze EM (or variants thereof) for
Gaussian mixture models, especially when the mixture components are well-separated. | Xu and
Jordan| (1996) show favorable convergence properties (akin to super-linear convergence near the
MLE) for well-separated mixtures. In a related but different vein, Dasgupta and Schulman, (2007
analyze a variant of EM with a particular initialization scheme, and proves fast convergence to
the true parameters, again for well-separated mixtures in high-dimensions. For mixtures of two
Gaussians, it is possible to exploit symmetries to get sharper analyses. Indeed, [Chaudhuri et al.
(2009b)) uses these symmetries to prove that a variant of Lloyd’s algorithm (MacQueen, 1967} Lloyd,
1982) (which may be regarded as a hard-assignment version of EM) very quickly converges to the
subspace spanned by the two mixture component means, without any separation assumption. Lastly,
for the specific case of our Model 1, Balakrishnan et al.|(2014) proves linear convergence of EM (as
well as a gradient-based variant of EM) when started in a sufficiently small neighborhood around
the true parameters; here, the size of the neighborhood grows with the separation between the two



mixture components (which must be sufficiently large). Their analysis also proceeds by studying
Population EM, and then relating Sample-based EM to it. Remarkably, by focusing attention on
the local region around the true parameters, they obtain non-asymptotic bounds on the parameter
estimation error. Our work is complementary to their result in that we focus on asymptotic limits
rather than finite sample analysis. This allows us to provide a global analysis of EM, without any
separation assumption; such an analysis cannot be deduced from the results of [Balakrishnan et al.
by taking limits.

2 Analysis of EM for Mixtures of Two Gaussians

In this section, we present our results for Population EM and Sample-based EM under both Model
1 and Model 2, and also discuss further implications about the expected log-likelihood function.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that the known covariance matrix 3 is the identity matrix
I,;. Throughout, we denote the Euclidean norm by || - ||, and the signum function by sgn(-) (where
sgn(0) =0, sgn(z) = 1if z > 0, and sgn(z) = —1 if z < 0).

2.1 Main Results for Population EM
We present results for Population EM for both models, starting with Model 1.

Theorem 1. Assume 68 € R\ {0}. Let (0));>q denote the Population EM iterates for Model 1,
and suppose <0<0>, 0*) # 0. There exists kg € (0,1)—depending only on 8* and 0'0 —such that

He<t+1> ~sgn((8©, 6%))9"

< - |09 —sen((0®, 66"

The proof of Theorem [I], as well as all other omitted proofs, is given in Appendix [A] Theorem
asserts that if 8°) is not on the hyperplane {x € R? : (x,6*) = 0}, then the sequence (8%);5¢
converges to either 8* or —0*.

Our next result shows that if <0<0>, 60*) =0, then (0<t>)t20 still converges, albeit to 0.

Theorem 2. Let (0<t>)t20 denote the Population EM iterates for Model 1. If <0<0>, 0*) =0, then
0% 5 0 ast— 0.

Theorems [I| and |2 together characterize the fixed points of Population EM for Model 1, and fully
specify the conditions under which each fixed point is reached. The results are simply summarized
in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. If (0<t>)t20 denote the Population EM iterates for Model 1, then
0 — sgn((0'”,0%))0* ast— co.

We now discuss Population EM with Model 2. To state our results more concisely, we use the
following re-parameterization of the model parameters and Population EM iterates:
t t {t {t
RO u§>;u§>_u{;u§’ bty 2 u2>;u1>7 o 2 u§;u§ (1)

If the sequence of Population EM iterates ((u§t>, H§t>))t20 converges to (], u3), then we expect

bt — 6~ Hence, we also define 5 as the angle between b and 0%, ie.,

b 6*)
) 2 arccos (b,67) e [0,7] .
’ ey ) < O

5



(This is well-defined as long as b # 0 and 8* # 0.)
We first present results on Population EM with Model 2 under the initial condition (b{”), 8*) # 0.

Theorem 3. Assume 0* € R4\ {0}. Let (a'),b"));>q denote the (re-parameterized) Population
EM iterates for Model 2, and suppose <b<0), 0*) £0. Then bt #0 for all t > 0. Furthermore, there
exist ko € (0,1)—depending only on 0| and |(b?), 6%)/||b')) ||| —and kg € (0,1)—depending only
on 0%, (6,0%) /16|, [|a'?|, and ||b!”(|—such that

16*[1* sin(5)

t+1>H2
4 )

QN

a®)? +
-sin(89)).

By combining the two inequalities from Theorem [3] we conclude

laf

IN

K

sin(BHY) < g

o+

t
wine ey o2 L 1671 2 2/ plt—T)
la™ 1" = e la™ |7 + =~ > K2 -sin? (BT
7=0

1071 §~ 2r,20-7) 2500
1 Zlia/iﬂ -sin” (YY)

IN

o lla' | +

7=0

16*]1? b
< w2)al?)? + Tt (max {ka, ﬁg}) sin?(5(0)).

Theorem [3] shows that the re-parameterized Population EM iterates converge, at a linear rate, to
the average of the two means (u} + p3)/2, as well as the line spanned by 6*. The theorem, however,
does not provide any information on the convergence of the magnitude of b to the magnitude of
6*. This is given in the next theorem.

Theorem 4. Assume 8* € R*\ {0}. Let (a®, b)), denote the (re-parameterized) Population EM
iterates for Model 2, and suppose <b<0>, 0*) # 0. Then there exist Ty > 0, kp € (0,1), and ¢y > 0—all
depending only on (0], |62, 6%)/|62|||, @', and ||b'?||—such that

2
Hb<t+l> ~sen((6'9),6%))6* Yoy |a® V> To.

< wf - [p — sg((b®, 0))6"

If (b9, %) = 0, then we show convergence of the (re-parameterized) Population EM iterates to
the degenerate solution (0, 0).

Theorem 5. Let (a®), b)), denote the (re-parameterized) Population EM iterates for Model 2.
If (b9 %) = 0, then

(@®,b") = (0,0) ast— .

Theorems [3] [ and [5] together characterize the fixed points of Population EM for Model 2,
and fully specify the conditions under which each fixed point is reached. The results are simply
summarized in the following corollary.

Corollary 2. If (a<t>,b<t>)t20 denote the (re-parameterized) Population EM iterates for Model 2,
then

* *
ot #

b9 = sgn((b9), uf — p{))% ast — 0o.

ast — oo,



2.2 Main Results for Sample-based EM

Using the results on Population EM presented in the above section, we can now establish consistency
of (Sample-based) EM. We focus attention on Model 2, as the same results for Model 1 easily follow
as a corollary. First, we state a simple connection between the Population EM and Sample-based
EM iterates.

Theorem 6. Suppose Population EM and Sample-based EM for Model 2 have the same initial

parameters: ﬂ§0> = u§0> and ﬂ§0> = u§0>. Then for each iteration t > 0,

fjét) — u§t> and ﬂ§t> — ,uét) asn — oo,

where convergence is in probability.

Note that Theorem @ does not necessarily imply that the fixed point of Sample-based EM (when
initialized at (ﬂ§0>7 ﬂém) =( §0>, u§0>)) is the same as that of Population EM. It is conceivable that
as t — oo, the discrepancy between (the iterates of) Sample-based EM and Population EM increases.
We show that this is not the case: the fixed points of Sample-based EM indeed converge to the fixed

points of Population EM.

Theorem 7. Suppose Population EM and Sample-based EM for Model 2 have the same initial

parameters: ﬂ§0> = u§0> and ﬂ§0> = u§0>. If <u§0> - p,§0>, 0*) # 0, then

lim sup ][1,@ - u,§t>] — 0 and limsup |ﬂ§t> — u§t>| — 0 asn— o0,
t—o00 t—00
where convergence is in probability.

2.3 Population EM and Expected Log-likelihood

Do the results we derived in the last section regarding the performance of EM provide any information
on the performance of other ascent algorithms, such as gradient ascent, that aim to maximize the log-
likelihood function? To address this question, we show how our analysis can determine the stationary
points of the expected log-likelihood and characterize the shape of the expected log-likelihood in a
neighborhood of the stationary points. Let G(n) denote the expected log-likelihood, i.e.,

G(n) £ Elog f(Y)) = / f(ys ™) log f(y;m) dy,

where n* denotes the true parameter value. Also consider the following standard regularity conditions:

R1 The family of probability density functions f(y;n) have common support.

R2 V,, [ f(y;n*)log f(y;m)dy = [ f(y;n*)Vylog f(y;n) dy, where V,, denotes the gradient with
respect to n.

R3 Vy,(EY, f(z|Y;n)log f(Y,z;m) =EX, f(z | Y;n)V,log f(Y, 2;m).

These conditions can be easily confirmed for many models including the Gaussian mixture models.
The following theorem connects the fixed points of the Population EM and the stationary points of
the expected log-likelihood.



Lemma 1. Let fj € R? denote a stationary point of G(n). Also assume that Q(n | n*)) has a unique
and finite stationary point in terms of m for every n't, and this stationary point is its global mazima.
Then, if the model satisfies conditions R1-R3, and the Population EM algorithm is initialized at 7,
it will stay at . Conversely, any fized point of Population EM is a stationary point of G(n).

Proof. Let ) denote a stationary point of G(n). We first prove that i is a stationary point of
Qn | n).

Vnf(y,z;m)
VaQm | D), = / 2 1=l nfij,z:?)’

- /Z ”fy” |""f( n")dy

_ nf(y’n)"'?:'_? Lo _
= /f(y;ﬁ)f(y,n )dy =0,

where the last equality is using the fact that 1 is a stationary point of G(n). Since Q(n | ) has a
unique stationary point, and we have assumed that the unique stationary point is its global maxima,
then Population EM will stay at that point. The proof of the other direction is similar. O

TN f(y;m*) dy

Remark 1. The fact that n* is the global mazximizer of G(n) is well-known in the statistics and
machine learning literature (e.g.,|Conniffe, 1987). Furthermore, the fact that n* is a global mazimizer
of Q(n | m*) is known as the self-consistency property (Balakrishnan et al., |2014)).

It is straightforward to confirm the conditions of Lemmal[I] for mixtures of Gaussians. This lemma
confirms that Population EM may be trapped in every local maxima. However, less intuitively it
may get stuck at local minima or saddle points as well. Our next result characterizes the stationary
points of G(0) for Model 1.

Corollary 3. G(0) has only three stationary points. If d =1 (so @ = 0 € R), then 0 is a local
minima of G(0), while 0* and —0* are global maxima. If d > 1, then 0 is a saddle point, and 0* and
—0* are global mazima.

The proof is a straightforward result of Lemma [I] and Corollary The phenomenon that
Population EM may stuck in local minima or saddle points also happens in Model 2. We can employ
Corollary [2] and LemmalI] to explain the shape of the expected log-likelihood function G. To simplify
the notation, we consider the re-parametrization a £ % and b & H2-H1

2
Corollary 4. G(a,b) has three stationary points:

[l el 1 R o and [ N o
2 2 )7 2 7 2 ) 2 2 )7

The first two points are global mazxima. The third point is a saddle point.

3 Concluding Remarks

Our analysis of Population EM and Sample-based EM shows that the EM algorithm can, at least
for the Gaussian mixture models studied in this work, compute statistically consistent parameter
estimates. Previous analyses of EM only established such results for specific methods of initializing



EM (e.g., Dasgupta and Schulman, 2007, Balakrishnan et al., 2014)); our results show that they
are not really necessary in the large sample limit. However, in any real scenario, the large sample
limit may not accurately characterize the behavior of EM. Therefore, these specific methods for
initialization, as well as non-asymptotic analysis, are clearly still needed to understand and effectively
apply EM.

There are several interesting directions concerning EM that we hope to pursue in follow-up work.
The first considers the behavior of EM when the dimension d = d,, may grow with the sample size n.
Our proof of Theorem [7] reveals that the parameter error of the ¢-th iterate (in Euclidean norm)
is of the order \/d/n as t — oo. Therefore, we conjecture that the theorem still holds as long as
d,, = o(n). This would be consistent with results from statistical physics on the MLE for Gaussian
mixtures, which characterize the behavior when d,, «x n as n — oo (Barkai and Sompolinskyl, 1994)).

Another natural direction is to extend these results to more general Gaussian mixture models
(e.g., with unequal mixing weights or unequal covariances) and other latent variable models.
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A
A.l

Proofs of the Main Results

Organization

This appendix is devoted to the proofs of our main results, and is organized as follows.

A.2

Section establishes a connection between Model 1 and Model 2 for Population EM. This
connection enables us to use the analysis of Population EM for Model 2 for the analysis of
Population EM for Model 1.

Section [A73] presents several structural properties of Population EM. These properties will be
used in the proofs of our main results.

Section [A-4] introduces several notations that will be used in the proofs of our main results.
Section presents the proof of Theorem

Section presents the proof of Theorem [4]

Section [A.7] presents the proof of Theorem

Section presents the proof of Theorem [5], which also implies Theorem

Section [A.9] presents the proof of Theorem [6]

Section presents the proof of Theorem [7]

Appendix [B]includes a few auxiliary results that are used in the proofs of our main results.

Connection Between Models 1 and 2

In this section, we draw a connection between Model 1 and Model 2. This will enable us to
conclude most of the results for Model 1 from the results we prove for Model 2. First, consider the
re-parametrization introduced in . The iterations of Population EM can be written in terms of

these

where

new parameters a't), b as

t+1 t+1
gty = 20020 (12)
2p(H1) (1 — plt+1))
)

2p<t+1> (1 _ p(t+1>) ?

b<t+1>

(13)

YD = Bwy(Y —a b)Y

- / waly — a, b0)ye7 (y,0) dy. (14)
oD = By (Y — ol bi®)

- / waly — a',6)7 (y,0) dy. (15)
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Above, we use .
G5 (5.67) £ S (duly —0%) + duly +0)

as shorthand for the Gaussian mixture density 0.5N(—6*,1;) + 0.5N (6%, ;).
The following lemma establishes a connection between the iterations of Population EM for Model
1 and for Model 2.

Lemma 2. If a'® =0, then a'® = 0 for every t. Furthermore,
) = 2Bwy (Y, b)Y = E(2wa(Y,b%) —1)Y .

Observe that the expression for b+ in Lemma [2|is the same as the Population EM update
under Model 1, given in (0.

Lemma [2] tells us that Model 1 is a special case of Model 2 if we know the mean (p} + p3)/2 is
known. In this case, b is regarded as an estimate of (pu§ — p*)/2, in the same way that 8 is an
estimate of 8* in Model 1. (This explains our choice of the notation 6* £ (u3 — p3)/2 in (11)).)

The proof of Lemmais a simple induction that exploits the fact that wy(Y, b<t>)—|—wd(—Y, b<t>) =
1: if a!? = 0, then

1

P = Ewg(Y,b%) = —(Ewg(Y,b") + Ewg(-Y, b)) = 3

1
2
A.3 Some Structural Properties of Population EM

An important structural property of Population EM is that the updates are orthogonally invariant.
This means that our analysis of Population EM can make use of any orthogonal basis as the
coordinate system without affecting the conclusions. This is spelled out in the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let A € R denote an orthogonal matriz. Define, alt) & Aalt), B<t> = Ab<t>,
0* £ A0*, and ¥ = A~y Then

~ q b t )
7(t+1) _ /Wd(y _ a<t>,b< >)y¢:{(y’g*) dy,

iy it ~
plt+D) / waly — a®,5")gt (y,6%) dy.

and
Gt — ’7<t+1>(1 - 2P<t+1>)
2p(t+1>(1 _ p(t+1>) ’
- 2 (t+1)
pt = 2 . (16)
2p(tH1) (1 — plt+1))
Proof. The proof is a simple change of integration variables from y to § = A~ Y2y. O

Using the Lemma [3] we can establish some simple invariances about Population EM, which we
state in the following lemmas.

Lemma 4. For allt > 0,
g L 1
i n<<a<t>’ b<t>>> - Sgn<<a’<t+l>7 <t+1>>) Sg ( p<t+l>) )

2
sgn((b<t>,9*>> = sgn<<b<t+1>,0*>>.

12



Lemma 5. The following holds for any two settings of (aé?;, b<0>) and (a<0> b<0>).

(

1. If aé(l)g = —a and b = bg

;, then

) (t) ) _ ()
(1) = ~8(z) and b(l) = b(2) , Vi > 0.

e

2. If b\ = —bég; and a'®) = aégi, then

) _ ) _ _p(t)
a;) = ag. and b(l) = _b(z) , Vi > 0.

The proof of Lemma 4] is in Appendix [B.I] and the proof of Lemma [f] is in Appendix [B:2] These
two lemmas imply that in our analysis of Population EM, we may assume without loss of generality
that

@ % > 0 and ® 6% > 0.

Next, we show that effectively all of the action of Population EM takes place in a two-dimensional
subspace.

Lemma 6. Consider any matriz U € R¥¥* such that UTU = I}, and 0* and d are in the range of
U. For any matriz V. € R such that VU = 0, and any vector ¢ € R?, we have

V'E[wg(Y —¢c,d)Y] = 0
where Y ~ 0.5N(—0%,1,) + 0.5N(6%,1,).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that because 0" is in the range of U, we have that U'Y is independent of
VY. Moreover, because d is in the range of U, we have UU"d = d. Thus, for any y € R,

Wd(y -G d) = Wk(UT(y - C)a UTd) :
This implies

V' Ewg(Y —c,d)Y = Ewg(U' (Y —¢),U'd)V'Y
= Ewg(U (Y —¢),U"d)] -E[VY]
=0

where the last equality follows because Y has mean zero. O

Lemma 7. Let My denote the span of b % 0 and 0* # 0 for the model Y ~ 0.5N(—6*,1,) +
0.5N(0*,1;). Then b e My for all t > 0.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [6] and induction, by letting the columns of U be an orthonormal
basis for My, and letting the columns of V' to be a basis for the orthogonal complement of My. O

Recall that in Section we defined the angle between b} and 6* as B® . For our analysis,
it will turn out to be useful to consistently refer to the cosine and sine of this angle, and hence
we should regard the angle as possibly being any value between 0 and 27. To do this, we fix an

orthogonal basis {ey), e ,eg)} such that

B ey = B9 and 67 = (0%, el)el” + (67, el )ell! (17)

9
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and define 5 € [0, 27] be the angle such that

)y p*
cosﬁ<t> = %, (18)
16%12[[07]|2
x ()
sinp® = W. (19)

Using this definition of the angle 8%, we can establish the following monotonicity property.
Lemma 8. If0 < 89 < 7/2, then g0 > g1 > 3 > >0,

Proof. We assume 59 > 0, the extension to 3{° = 0 is straightforward. Define a{® as the angle
between b and b1 such that

t) plt+D)
w (Y, )
SN TSCITR TS (20

(t+1) ()
. £y (b e5’)
sinalt) = 7||b<t+1>|| . (21)

The strategy of the proof is to use induction to prove that the following three statements hold for
vVt > 0:

(i) 8 € (0,5).
(ii) o® € (0, 8®).
(iii) Y =B —al® € (0, 89).

It is clear that the claim of the lemma holds if (iii) holds for all ¢ > 0. The inductive argument uses
the following chain of arguments for step ¢:

Claim 1 If (i) holds for ¢, then (ii) holds for ¢.
Claim 2 If (i) and (ii) hold for ¢, then (iii) holds for t.
Claim 3 If (i), (ii), and (iii) hold for ¢, then (i) holds for ¢ + 1.

Since (i) holds for ¢ = 0 by assumption, it suffices to prove Claims 1-3.

Claim 3 is trivially true, and Claim 2 follows from the fact that 8* and all b lie in a the
same two-dimensional subspace. So we just have to prove Claim 1. For sake of clarity, we choose
the orthogonal basis e%t),eg), e ,eéﬁ satisfying to simplify the calculation. Let U; be the
orthogonal matrix whose rows are e§t>, eg>, .. ,eg>, SO

Utb<t> - (Hb<t>H7 07 07 e 70)T ) Uta* = (e?t%l’ 0@),270’ o O)T :
Define

by L Uiy, 5" 2 U 0, 2 U6
Also, let i’é; i1> denote the i*" element of Bg;rn We also define the same notations of ;yg;rl) A ,~Y<<:>+ Z,1>

for *y<t> and &g;r1>,d<t>,&g;r Z.1> for a't). Using this coordinate system and Lemma Claim 1 is

equivalent to proving that if H?t) 5 > 0, then a® > 0 and a® < . Therefore, in the rest of the
proof, we essentially do these two steps.

14



1. «

t . . .
(D and 'y(tH) are in the same direction. Hence, to prove that

(<t>+1> > 0. We have

() > 0: First note that b
a® > 0 we should show that ¥

“NV<<t>+1> - /Wd(y—&<t>a5<t>)yz¢$(y,9t)dy

wy —al' >Hb<t)||)y2 (Pa(y — 0,) + da(y + ;) dy

Il
M\r—l\

w(ys — @i, |69 p(y1 —0<*t>71)dy1/y2¢( Y2 — 0y o) dyo
1 *
4y [ wlon = al? 169 Dot + 5y ) dun [ el + 05 ) doe (22)

1= ay[p |r>§<¢<y1 = 8y.1) = By +6fy.1) dun (34)
(t)
I

= ¢ (y17 o7, ) dyl
62y1||b< 4 28167 4 o257 4 =20l 157 LR

/ G2un B _ o2y )B
01y 25 (@)

160,00, (24)

where ¢~ (y,0) £ $(¢(y—0) — p(y+0)) is shorthand for the difference of two Gaussian densities,
and S : R3 — R is defined by
S(.’L'a, xb7 $0)

2 -2
N oo e“YTb _ e 4YTy ' 1 (e*(y*me)z/Q B 67(y+19)2/2) dy
0 e2y:r:b + e—?xa:tb + e—2yxb + 62xa:cb 2 /271'

= [y = ) (6 —20) = 6y +20) dy.
0

Hence it is clear that 9@ 5 > 0 implies o > 0 since S(xq,xp,x9) > 0 for all z, > 0 and
xg > 0.

. a® < gl We just need to show aft) < /2 and compare the co- tangent of aft) and gt

(1)
. gl
This means that we have to show fy<<> '~ 0 and compare ﬁi +’11 with (”’1. We first calculate
Vity,2 (t%?

T -
’~Y<<I>+11> /Wd(y—&<t>75<t>)y1¢$(yaét)dy
= [ w169 o (960 dy (25)
= [l =l 16 o (0,6 (26)
= 1@, 16").01,,)

i »

/00 c2un B _ 2518 ( .

- a P - y1¢ yla dyl,
0 2l 4 218" 4 o201 4 o—2a{" 16

(27)
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where T' : R3 — R is defined as

(oo 20) = [ Wiy = 20r )y (60— 20) + 9y + ) dy.

~(t+1)

It is clear that ’y< na > 0. For comparing the co-tangent of two angles, we need to further

simplify 7<<> 1) . We have,
iy = @ 1,0,
= [l = a6 o @n — Gy )+ 601+ ) Ay
O [l =, 16D 601 — 07 1) = 601 + 87y 1))
+ [l = 16O 5 = 87,0000 — Gy ) + (1 + 7y o + 67
= .S @, 16, 05, y1) + /_Zw(yl+9ft),1—&§t>7Hb<t)||)y1;¢(y1)dy1
[ wlon = 0=l 16 D 3000 o
= 07,25 159165 ) + RUB (.6l — 67, ) + ROIBD @ + 67, ).

where R : RZ — R is defined as

+oo 2yzy _ o2y 1
N e e —y?/2
R(ﬂfba 53) - /0 e2YTo 4 e27Tp 4 —2YTp 4 o—22Tp 2mye .

= [ty sauzet) dy

—00

Employing and we have

7 (t+1) ~(t+1)
tal) — Joa T
COPATE Sy T G
(t),2 Tit),2
* ()~ * ~ *
0y ROBILE" —6r, )+ ROBY a4 67, )
T {t+1)
6.2 Yty 2
9*
> :>’1 = cotB<t>
0 2

where the last inequality is due to the fact that R(zp,x) > 0 for all z;, > 0.

A.4 Notations for the Remaining Proofs

)} dy

(29)

In this section we collect the main notations that will be used in the proofs of our results. For the
basic notation, we let ¢4(x) and ®4(x) denote the pdf and CDF for d-dimension standard Gaussian
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distribution respectively. We use ¢(x) and ®(z) as shorthand for one-dimension case. Let ¢ (z, zg)
denote the pdf for X ~ 0.5N(—xg,I) 4+ 0.5N (xy, ), i.c.,

55 (@,20) = 3 (9ul@ — 20) + Bule + ).

We shorthand ¢ (z,z4) as ¢T(z, ) if * € R. In addition, we let ¢~ (z,zy) denote the difference
between these two pdf, i.e.,

6 (2, 20) = 5(6(@ — 20) — Gul + 20)).

Next, we introduce the notations for important functions. Similar to the proof of Lemma [ in

many other proofs we will use the rotation matrix U, that satisfies U;b% = (||b{]|3,0,0,...,0)7,
and U,0* = (9@> 1 92‘t> 5,0,...,0)7. We also use the notations BgTD 2 U, bt 5<t> 2 U and

6* £ U,6*. Also, let Eg;rln denote the i*" element of Bg;ﬂ) We also define the same notations of

ﬁ/g;rn,'?(t) ,7y<<z;r i1> for v and &g;”, a't, dg;fin for a®®. By Lemma |4 and , we can assume that
(b %) > 0 and (b, alt)) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 without loss of generality. Hence we have

0%y, >0, and &’ >0.

Since for any i > 3, the i*® coordinate is zero in the span of I~)<t> and é*, we prove that l;gi;rzn =0 for
1 > 3. Then according to we have
i+ AU (1 — 2pttHD)y
2p<t+l>(1 _ p(t+1>) ’
5 < (t+1)
B = " . (30)
2p ) (1 — plt+1))

The first notation we would like to introduce P : R3 — R

P(l’ Jo ) S eyl‘b—l‘aaTb ]_ (67(y710)2/2 4 ei(y+xg)2/2) d
ay Lh, Lo - eYTo—TaTp | e~ YTy +TaTy 2\/% Yy
= [ty = w0s)6 (g a0) . 31)

The importance of this function is clarified in the following calculations:
P = Ew(y —a® ")
= [l -l 56t .67,
cullp1—as 5 1 w0 07 Wiy )
B / e 1B 1=a{ 6™ 4 =y 6™ +a{" 16 | 2¢/27 T e
= P, 15" 11.67.). (32)

2

Our second notation is the I' : R? — R, where

eyxbfxu.xb 1 o 9 _ 2
F(;Ea’ Tp, xg) 4 / . P me(e (y—z9)?/2 +e (y+zg) /2) dy
= [ty — )6 (g 0) (33)
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Note that according to , we have

- . ~(t)
it =ra@”, 18", 07 ).

The next function we introduce here is S : R3 — R

00 2yxy, _ ,—2yxp
S(IEa, Ly, CL’Q) £ ‘ ‘ !
0 ermb + e—Z:Baxb + €—2yazb + eQa:azb 9 /27'(

- / WY — T, 20)6™ (y, 20) dy.

Note that according to ,

~(t+1 * ~(t *
7<<t>J,r2> = 9(t),25(a§ ), 151, 0y .1)-

Another notation we introduce here is R : R? — R defined as

+0o0 e?yxb _ 6*23111) 1
0 e2ya:b + ewab + ef2ymb + 67233:1:1, 2 /271_
1

— 2/w(y—x,$b)y¢(y) dy.

R(zp,z) = ye

According to ,

Fer = @, b6, )

~ ~(t) * () ~ ~(t)
= 07,5, 161,67, 1) + RO | & — 67, ) + R(IB|,

/2 dy

al + 07,

The final notation that we will be using in this paper is the function F : R? — R:

F(zp,xp)

€(y+1'9)$b _ 6_(y+$9)zb
/ €(y+w9)xb + e—(y+l‘g)zb (y + xe) \/ﬁ

_ / (2w(y + 2, 1) — 1)(y + 20)6(y) dy.

To understand where this function may appear, note that
1 +
F(07$b7x9) = W(y7$b)y§¢ (y, 1‘9) dy

W a9l = 20) dy + [ wvm)yyoly -+ o) dy

1

/
= /w(y+x9,$b)(y+x9);¢(y)dy+/W(y—$9,$b)(y—$9)2
/

Wy 0,20) -+ 20)56(0)dy [ Wy = 0,20) (3 + 20)

1 [ elytzo)my _ o—(y+ao)zs
2 / elytzo)ze 1 o—(y+zo)my

(y + )

18

e V2 dy

o(y) dy

1
§¢(y) dy

1 2 1
e V2 Ay = = F(xp, 24).
o y = 5 (@b, 20)

(e~ W=0)*/2 _ o=(wtw0)?/2) qy)

(35)

(37)



A.5 Proof of Theorem [3

Without loss of generality, we assume that (b, 6*) > 0 and (a(®,b®) > 0. We employ the
notations and equatlons reviewed 1n Appendlx [A4] For notational simplicity we also define

Rs é R(Hb H a — 9* ) + R(Hb H a + 9* ) and SS é S(&§t>7 H5<t>||,02}> 1)' Since b<t+].> and
’Y<t+1> are in the same dlrection, we have
S(t41) < -
cos B+ b 0% _ (D) g¥)
N A R
~ (t+1) ~(t+1>
_ Syt < 2 Ol
16711/ G2 + G2
(@ (9<*> )255 +0<> R+ (07, ,)*S.
||9*H\/ o, )2S2+ R2+2R 0<t> Ss + (9&%2)253

167125, + 07, , s

16711/ 16¥12 + B2 + 2R, 8, , S,

where Equality (a) is the result of and . Hence it is straightforward to check that

Sin Bt+1 — 0?t>72RS < 92}}72 Rs )
16711/ (116711282 + B2 + 2R.07, ,S,) 10711 Fs 60y 1 s
Note that since 5§t> = 0, we have
0*
2 _ ot
—= =sin(B\).
107l
Hence, we have
sin g4 = Bt+§ﬁtssmﬁm' (38)

Our goal is to prove that there exists 0 < kg < 1, such that R,/(R, + 9@ 19s) < kg at every

iteration. Toward this goal we will prove that (9’&> 1Ss > 0. First note that since according to Lemma

*

the angle 8% is decreasing ¢9<t>71 is an increasing sequence. Hence, 9@715’3 > 92(0%15’3. Our goal is

to show that Sy > 0. Note that S5 = S(d@, Hl~3<t>\|, 07 1) is only zero if 6% = 0 and can only go
(t)

to zero if @}’ — oo or ||| — co. Hence, if we find a lower bound for inf ||b{*|| and prove that we
have an upper bound for sup, |a®|| and sup, |b®" ||, then we obtain a non-zero lower bound for S;.
The following two lemmas prove our claims:

Lemma 9. For any initialization al?, b0 € R?, we have

2 ||6*]? 1
[0 < maxfla®?, 2 4 10 20

max{|b\”||?, [6*]|* +

73, .
%HB HQ} £ CQU,17Vt207

1612

IN

120 g LTI} £ Ve 20,

where cyp = $(1 — ®(cy,1 + ||0*]])). Hence, {la® ], |6}, belong to a compact set.
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We postpone the proof of this lemma until Appendix [A:5.T] but the fact that the estimates
remain bounded should not be surprising for the reader.

Lemma 10. Let b and a® denote the estimates of Population EM. There exists a value ¢; > 0
depending on ||0*]|, (b'?,0%), [a'?|, and ||b)|| such that

16 = min([6'], 1) £ ez.1.

We postpone the proof of this claim to Appendix Note that according to Lemma [9] we
know that sup, [|a®|| < cyy and sup, |6t < cy,3. Hence, we define
R
Kg = max > € (0,1),

it - ~(t
craslp |<evsa® e O S(@), 15", 0y 1) + Bs)

then implies

sin B(tH) < Kgsin B<t>
This proves the first claim in Theorem [3] Our next goal is to prove the second claim, i.e.,

2 o3 t
a2 < k2[a® | + W

(t+1) ||2 (&<t+1)) _|_(~(t+1>

1 iy o )2 and then bound each term separately. According

As before we write ||a

to , we have

(1) _(t)
I'(a,’, b , —2P(a;"’, b 0 (*)

PG 000 =2PE L) @ o
@, 167101, )0 - PG, 167,67, 1))

where Inequality (%) is due to the following lemma:

Lemma 11. For any 6 > 0, there exists a constant k, € (0,1) only depending on 6 and continuous
for 8 > 0 such that
[(zq, 2p,0)(1 — 2P (x4, xp,0))
2P(xq,xp,0)(1 — P(zq,xp,0))
The proof of this Lemma is presented in Appendix Our next step is to establish the
convergence of aHl. From and (34) we have:

< KqZq, Vg > 0,25 > 0.

ey é:ﬁ?u —2P(@’, [b®],0; 3 1>>

a
<t>»2 % *
2Pl 16" ]1.0%, ) (1 — P@, 1], 62, )

S, 691,01, (1 —2P@", 691,07, )
- " ORI
PG 161,05, )1 = P@, 151,65, )

= 0y
< >7 2
And according to (32)), we have

P@, 169,67, = / wly —all, 169 )6 (v, 67, 1) dy

0 y—ay’, b)) +w(—y — &, [1b%])e* (4. 0, 1) dy

o0 2l 4 9.—2a{" (V] 4 —2y[l6 |

[
/y 6" (4,67 1) dy

0 e2ulbD |y 2876 4 o—29[b®)|| 4 o—2a5" b0

> S@”, [1],65,,) > o. (40)
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Hence, we have

0* |l ain 30
~(t+1) 2 _ ||0*||sinp
Ao’ S —5 = 5 (41)

Combining and establishes the second part of our main Theorem.

A.5.1 Proof of Lemma

In this section we use the notations and equations that are summarize in Appendix [A.4] Without
loss of generality, we assume that (b‘”, 0*) > 0 and (a‘®,b'?) > 0 and it is straightforward to show
that if ||b{?| = 0, then

al? = b =0,vt > 1.

Hence, we assume that ||[5”|| > 0. We again rotate the coordinates with the U; matrix we introduced
in Appendix [A.4. Under this coordinate systems we know that ag;rj) = bg;r ZD 0 for every ¢ > 3.

g;j)’ dé:;ﬁ;, bé:;n nd bgt;r ). We start with bounding

ag;? nd bét;r ). According to (80) we have

Hence, we will prove the boundedness of a

~(t+1) ~(t+1)
sy T2 (1—2ptth) o e 02 s, b, 0% 1)
.2 = 2pH) (1 — plt+1)) = 2p(t+D) - 2p<t+1> )
~ (t+1) ~ (t+1) *
7(t+1) Tty ,2 © Y2 (@ 9( t),2 (a1 >Hb ||79<*t>,1)
b<t>2 - 2p(t+1) (t+1) < t+1y (t+1) J (42)
piHh (1 — pttl) 3 P

where Equalities (b) and (d) are due to (34)). To obtain Inequality (c) we used the following chain of
arguments: According to Lemma 4 p{) < 0.5 for every ¢. Hence, 2(1 — p{tt1)) > 1
With exactly same calculation showed in , we have

p! 0 = P, 60,07, ) > S@", (b0, 05,,)-
Together with , we obtain

avny o el _ 67

‘&@)72 | < 9 = 9
. 0%, |
1 | t),2 *
B < s < e (43)

2(1— plt+1)

Hence the only remaining step is to bound &gi;rll ) and Béi;l ). To bound dgi;rll ) we consider two
separate cases.

1. Ezf) > 9’&%1 > 0,t > 0: First note that according to , we have

(1) 1 o (t+1)
0<a (1) 'Y< £),1 (1-2p )
RO 2p<t+1)(1 — plt+D)

@y, 691,05, ) (1 = 2P@{", [[bY ], 67, 1))
P@, b, e* )= P@E, 69,07, 1))
r<a§t>,ubtu,e* )
P@”, [, %,1)'

IA

(44)
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(t+1

Hence to bound &é),l

)

we require a bound for

rai”, 6,07, ,)
2P, (b, 07, ,)

Our next lemma provides such a bound.

Lemma 12. Ifx, > xg > 0,2 > 0, we have

2
(2, zp, Tg) < Zq + \/;
2P(xq, 1y, T9) 2 '

We prove this lemma in the Appendix Combining and Lemma (12 proves

~(t) 2
) ay’ +4/ = Ha<t>H2+2
(a§§>+,11>)2 < )2 < > p

Therefore, combined with , we have
~ ~(t+1
la D12 = @) = @l)? + (
a1+ 2 [0

™
- 2 + 4

<t+1>)2

@y 2

2 0* 2
< max{(Ja®)2. 2 + 19055 (15)

. ELY» < 9@)71: Again according to (30)) we have

~ (t+1)
e+ T (1 - 2pY)
17 gpltHl) (1 — plt+1))
Ty, 169,08 ) (1~ 2P@", 69,07, 1)

2P@", 611,05, )(1 — P@", [6],07, ,))

0<a

We know from Lemma [4] that p*1) < 0.5. In the range 0 < p{t+1) < 0.5,

(1 _ 2p<t+1>)
2p(t+1>(1 _ p<t+1))

is a positive decreasing function of p{+1). Hence, if we a lower bound for P may lead to an

upper bound for dé:;rll ). The following lemma provides such an upper bound.

Lemma 13. Ifxz, > z9 > 0,25 > 0, we have

P20, 3, 29) > %(1 B2y — 1)) + %(1 _ B (zq + 20)).

If 0 < x4 < xg,xp, > 0, we have

1
P($a7$b7x9) 2 Z

where ®(x) is the CDF for a standard Gaussian distribution.
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The proof of this lemma is presented in the Appendix By plugging P(d§t>7 Hb<t> Il, 0@ )=
0.25 in , we have

~<t+1>(1 B 2p<t+1>) 4

_+1)y T 2 et ox
0< a1 = 2p T (1 — plt) < SF(% o Hve(t),l)
4 + * 4 2 At *
< g [ WleT W 0h,0dy < oy [ ety 07 ) dy
4 4 *
Combining this with , we obtain
16 16*
a0 < e+ o)+ 1
16 73
= S+l (47)
Therefore combining and , we have
2 6% 16 73
a1 < maxfa® 2, 2 + 20 4 Bygey ) <oz 0

So far we have bounded {||a‘®||};¢ by cp1. Also, in we obtained an upper bound for ~§i>+11>

Our next step is to obtain an upper bound for 52;;11 ). First note that
~(t+1)
F(t+1) Ty

1 T 9pl) (1 — pler)y

Hence, we have to find an upper bound for I' and a lower bound for P. Note that

oP@E" b2, 6%, ) .
7 Oy 1 5@ Lo
_ “

/ (eyllb<t>ll 2¢ (y,07,1)dy <0

~(t ~ () 1 (t t = (t) 1 (t
oall! —ay 6] 4 o—ulb® [y 6]

Therefore ptt1) = P(ELY», XAl 07y.1) is a decreasing function of d§t>. Since d§t> < [la® < ey,
with Lemma we have Vt > 0

p = P, |Ib®), 07, 1) > Pleva. 69,67, 1)

.11 1 x
> mln{z, 5(1 - ®(cya — 97&),1)) + 5(1 — ®(cya + 9<t>71))}
1

>
-4

(1—®(cy1 + 10%)) £ cuza > 0.

Note that in (46), we derived an upper bound for F(d@, 1], 07 1)- Therefore, we have

(t+1)
0 < B _ Ty
< b’ = g () - pli)

1

~(t) (t) * 1
T <
2CU,2(1 — CU,Q) (al ’ Hb Hv 9<t),1)

- 2CU,2(1 — CU72)

IA

1+ (|67
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Thus with , we have

167 < max{||p® %, 6> +

1
46%]2(1 —cup)? (1+671%)} = 0%1,3 < o0,Vt > 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma [9

A.5.2 Proof of Lemma [10]

Without loss of generality we only consider the case (b,6*) > 0 and (a‘®, b)) > 0. Before we

start the proof we remind the reader a couple of facts that we have proved in Lemma [§] and Lemma
9l

1. sup, Ha<t>\| < ¢y, and sup, Hb<t>H < cygs.

2. b<1>, b<2>, e b<t>, ... and 0* are all on the same two-dimensional plane:

) g* . . L
3. The angle 8% £ arccos <§W> is non-increasing in terms of ¢.

4. a® is in the same direction as b for all ¢ > 1.

We use the notations we summarized in Appendix [A-4] Similar to that section we consider the

U, transformed vectors d<t>, l~)<t>. Note that we have

Hb(t+1)|| _ ||l~)<t+1>|| > I;(t+1>

~ ~<t> *
r@”, 15", 0l 1)
2P(a”, 6], 03, (1~ P@”, 6,67, )

> ar(a”, 6,07, ,). (48)
where I' and P are defined in and . Hence, the goal of the rest of the proof is to show that:
20(ay", 611,67 1) > min{[b |, ).

The main idea of this part is as follows. First note that

Ol (za, zp, T9) 1|z
oxyp 2p=0 2
Hence, intuitively speaking we can argue that there exists a neighborhood of x; = 0 on which the
derivative is always larger than 0.5. Hence, when ||| belongs to this neighborhood, ||b*+1|| is

larger than [|b% | and cannot go to zero. Next lemma justifies this claim.

Lemma 14. For 92‘0> 1 > 0 there exists a value 6, only depending on cy,1, 07,

(o1 and |0*|| such that

nf Ol (x4, zp, xp)

0<za<cu,1,0<2, <6p,07, | <o <||6"| Oy

>1/2.
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We present the proof of this result in the Appendix [B.6] We remind the reader that according
to Lemma |§|7 la®|| < cyry. Furthermore, since the angle 3% is a non increasing sequence we have

071 > 0.1 Suppose that [[b | < 8. Then from (E5) we know that |6+ > 20(a", 6], 07, ).
Also from the mean value theorem we have:

8F(&§t>, Lb; e*t),l)

t * ~(t *
@, 16911,0%.1) — T(@",0,03,)| = T

1
=B 2 S[1B),

where £ € [0, [|[b®|] and to obtain the last inequality we used Lemma and the fact that |[b®]| < 8.

So far we have proved that if |[b®]|| < &, then ||b%1|| > [[6®||. But, we have not ruled out the
possibility of the situation in which ||| > &, but |[b*1| is close to zero. That requires a simple
continuity argument. Note that since I' is a continuous function of all its variables, its infimum over
a compact set is achieved at certain point. Since, the value of I'(x1, xp, zg) is only zero when z;, = 0,
we conclude that the infimum is not zero. Hence, we conclude that

L

q inf 20 (zq, zp, k) > O.

0<za<er,1 0 <p<cy 3,07y | <za<|6|
Hence, we have if |[b®|| > &, then
(81 > 2wy, b1 67,1) > @
Therefore combining the result of [[b|| < & and ||b%| > 8, we know Lemma [10| holds.

A.5.3 Proof of Lemma [11]

We consider three cases and deal with them separately: (i) 0 < z, < 6, (ii) x4 > 0, (iii) z, = 0.

(i) 0 < zq < 6: Let a1 204 2,>0—x4 = 129 >0. We first simplify the left hand side of the
inequality. Our main goal in this section is to derive sharp upper bounds for I'(x,, z3, ) and
1 —2P(x4,zp,0). We start with T'(x4, 23, 0). Note that

D(zq,zp,0) = /W(y — Za, 2)y¢" (y,0) dy
= z4P(xq,1p,0) + /(w(y — Ta, Tp) — % + %)(y —4)0" (y,0)dy

= z.P(xq,xp,0) — 1a:a + /(W(y — Zq, Tp) — %)(y —x4)0 " (y,0)dy

2
1 1 1
= P (T, a3,0) = 52+ 5 /(W(y = Za, @) = )Y — 2a)(Py — 0) + oy + 0)) dy
= 2P(za,7,0) — %55(1 + i(F(xba 0 —xq) + F(25,0 + x4))
= 0 P(a,,6) — 570t 7 (Flap,a1) + Fla,22), (19)

where F is defined in (36)). Next, we find an upper bound for 1 (F(zp, 1) + F (2, 22)). Note
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that Yz, > 0,29 > 0, we have

eyt —eYT 1 2
F(zp,zp) = /eyxb+ey:vby o (w=e0)/2 4y

© ) © 2
< ~a0)/2 gy 4 / e~ He)?/2 g
/0 \ 27 \ 27

To 1 [e%S)

2 1 >~ 1 2
= w9 e V2 dy + Wors y/2dy+/ y——e Y2 dy
—xg V 2 —xy \/ To \/27T
wo(1 — 2®(—9)) + 2¢(z9) = Uz 9)-

IN

Therefore, if we plug in xy = x1 and zg9 = z9, we have

—_

1
—(F(xp, 1) + F(zp,22)) <

5( (1) +U(z2)) < U(21), (50)

|

where the last inequality holds since [(z) is an increasing function. This can be proved by
taking the derivative of [(x):

di(zp)
dxy

Combining and we obtain

= 1—2®(~wg) + 2z9¢(79) — 229p(x9) = 1 —2P(-29) > 0.

1
[(zq, 2p,0) < xo P(24,xp,0) — 3%a + 2l(x1). (51)

Now we obtain an upper bound for 1 — 2P(z,, xp,0). Note that,

1 e¥ro 1 (. —0)2 _(y+x 2
1= 2P(xa’xb79) B /(2 B eYTh + efymb)\/Qw(e (y+ “ 9) /2 +e (y+ a+9) /2) dy

1 eY®o 1 (y—z0)2 —(y4z1)2
N /(2_ eyfvb—i—e—yxb),/Qﬂ(e e dy

e YT — Y% 1 2 2
_ —(y—m2)%/2 —(y+w1)?/2
— / (e + eV Vor (e 2)7/2 4 e V) dy

eY¥r — YT 1 2 2
_ —(y—21)*/2 _ o—(y—22)?/2
= / 2(eyzb T e—yfb) o (6 1 e 2 ) dy

= K(.%'l, .’Eb) — K(.leg, .CL‘b), (52)

where K (z,b) f f:;bfe y;b) \ﬁ e~ (W—2)?/2 dy. The following lemma proved in the Appendix
[B.7] summarizes some of the nice properties of this function, which will be used later in our
proof.

Lemma 15. K(x,b) is a concave, strictly increasing function of x. Furthermore, K(0,xp) = 0.

Given and we can now prove the claimed upper bound in Lemma We have
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[(zq,zp,0)(1 — 2P(xq, xp,0))
2P(xq,2p,0)(1 — P(xq,2p,6))
{2aP (20, 25,0) — 370 + L(F(2p, 21) + F (24, 22)) }(1 — 2P(24, 24, 0))
2P(zq,xp,0)(1 — P(xq,zp,0))
%(F(wb,xl) + F(xp,22))(1 — 2P (xq, xp,0)) — x4
4P (xq, xp, 0)(1 — P(xa, 2p,0))
(F(xp, 1) + F(y, 22)) (K (21, 2) — K(22,28)) — 2572
4P (2q, xp,0)(1 — P(xa, 21, 0))
l(x1)(K (21, 2p) — K(x2,7p)) — %(wl — 9)
AP (xq, xp,0)(1 — P(za, 2p,0))

g $a+

1
2
= l‘a+

<z +

(53)

It is straightforward to use the concavity of K (x, ;) in terms of 2 and prove that the function

K(z1,7p)— K (22,7p)
xr1—x

K (0, a:b) = 0, proved in Lemma we have

K(xy,xp)

K(z1,2p) — K(x2,2p) <
ol

(x1 — x2).

Combining and implies:

D(za, 00, 0)(1 = 2P(a,20,0)) _ (Uap) KL 1y(2) — )
2P (x4, 21,0)(1 — P(za,23,0)) — % 4P(x4,1,0)(1 — P(24,7,0))

(1) 52 — )

2P (zq,xp,0)(1 — P(xq,zp,0))

l(xl)iK(xl’xb) -1

= (1 22 2 o
A S P m .01 — Pl 200"

= xll

Our next step is to find an upper bound for (l(xl)M — ). Note that

1
K(CE‘ T ) _ eYTv — e~ YTo 1 e_(y_m1)2/2 dy
1, %b 2(evms 4 e~YT) /27
1 1 2 o0 e Y 1 2
_ 1L —we2g, / o~ w—)2/2 g
/0 22" Y o (e¥® +e7vm) \/or Y
1 1 2 o0 e Y% 1 2

_ - —(y+z1)?/2 g4 —(y+z1)?/2 g4

/0 2o vt /0 (V@ 1 e—vav) \Jon . Y

o 2 1
eV Pdy = 2 —®(—m).
/0 o Y 9 (—1)

Finally to obtain an upper bound for 1/(z)(1 — ®(—x)) we use the following lemma:

Lemma 16. Define l(z) 2 x(1 — 2®(—x)) + 2¢(x), then for all z > 0, we have

27

is a decreasing functlon of xo. Hence, it is maximized at xo = 0. Since
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The proof of this lemma is presented in Appendix [B.8] Using this lemma, we have
20(21) (3 — ®(=1))

Ea
I(z)(3—®(—2))

< 1,Vxy =xz,+6 € [0,20].

By continuity of the function , we have

21 —P(—
Rq(0) = sup (@1)( (=z1)) < 1.
x1€[0,26] T1

D=

It is straightforward to prove that E,(f) is a continuous function of § € (0,00). Since
4P(xq,xp,0)(1 — P(24,2p,0)) < 1, we can bound in the following way:

1_o(—2
D(a, 71, 0)(1 = 2P(wa,,0)) l(an) 2502 4

P(an 20,000 — Paa ) = 3P 20000 — Plaw 5,00
Ra(0) — 1
Pa . 0)(1 = Plas 100"
< ERa(0)ze, Y0 <zo < 0,25 > 0. (56)

IN

(1+

This completes the proof of part (i).
o > 0: According to Lemma , 1 —2P(xq,xp,0) > 0. Together with Lemma [12| we have

[(2a, 29, 0)(1 = 2P(2q, 21,6))  _ (Ta + \/g)(l — 2P(2q, 25, 0))
2P(xq,xp,0)(1 — P(xq,2p,0)) 2(1 = P(xq,xp,0))

V2 = 2P (2,00, 0)) — 24

= x4 57
Yt TS0~ Plea,n,0)) (57)
From Lemma we have
1 —=2P(zq,p,0) < P(xq +0) + Pz, — 0) — 1. (58)
Note that
d(x, + 0 P(x, —0)—1 2
8( (l‘ + )+ (CC ) ) _ ¢(xa+0)+¢(xa_9) < \/>7V$a7
0z, T
and
P0+60)+2(0—-0)—1=0.
Therefore, from and mean value theorem, we have
2
1 —2P(zq,xp,0) < \[:ca.
T
Together with and P(xq,xp,0)) < %, we have
Dy 20,0)(1 = 2Pway0,0) V20~ 2P0, 24.6)) — 24
2P (24, 2p,0)(1 — P(zq,23,0)) — 2(1 — P(xq,xp,0))
_2
= T (1 = P(ag, 20, 0))
1 1
< G+ (59)
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(ili) @ = 0: It is straightforward to prove that P(0,zp,0) = 3. Hence,

[(xg, xp,0)(1 — 2P(x4, xp,0))

2P($a,$b, 9)(1 — (xmxba )) =0

Combining Case (i), (ii), (iii), we conclude that if we define

1 1
max(Fq(6), B +-), >0
Fal0) =901 1 " ’
E— h=0
2

then the statement of Lemma [A.5.3| holds.

A.6 Proof of Theorem [

It is straightforward to use Theorem I and show that for every J, > 0, there exists a value of T},
such that for every ¢t > Tj,, ||a{|| < 6,. For the moment suppose that the followmg clalm is true:
there exists d, > 0, Kp, Cp only depending on [|6*||, |9* 1| and the initialization {la[, |6 |}, such

that if ||a|| < d, for some ¢, then the next iteration b<t+1> satisfies the following equation:

I+ — %> < w6 — 6% + e

If we combine this claim with the result of Theorem [3] we obtain Theorem [d] Hence, the problem
reduces to proving the above claim.
Note that in Lemma [0, Lemma [I0] and Lemma [ we have

la® ] € [0, cul, 1691 € ler.scual: 0y, € B0 167112 > 0.
Therefore, it is again straightforward to see that the following lemma implies our claim:

Lemma 17. For any al®), b, 6% € B2, if [ | € [0, U], 6] € [Ly, Up], G850 € [Lo, |67 vt >

0, where Ly, > 0,Lyg > 0 then there exists 6 € (0,min{Lg,1}];5 € (0,1);¢5 > 0 such that

Va®| € [0,84], |6 || € [Ly, Us], <||b H> [Lg, ||0* ], the next iteration bV satisfying

[BYH — 6> < w36 — 6% + colla” ],
where 4, kp and ¢y are functions of only Ug, Ly, Uy, Ly, ||6%||.

To prove this lemma, we use the notations and definition that are summarized in Appendix [A74]
In particular, we use the rotation matrix U introduced in that section and rotate all the vectors
a, b, 0, ¢ with this matrix. Note that according to Lemma |7] we know that b1 lies in the span

* (t) 7 ((8),1,t+1)
of 8" and b'” and hence, b

coordinates.

= 0 for ¢ > 3. Therefore we only need to consider the first two

Our strategy of proving this lemma is to prove the following two claims for the first two
coordinates:

1. There exists ks € (0, 1) such that \Bg;? — 0<*t>’2] < "{5|92(t),2|'
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2. There exists ), € (0,1) and §, > 0 such that if [|a®| < &,, then

stt) = Oyl < mEIIBY 1 = 85 1] + (16]0] + 6| .

We will then combine the above two claims to obtain Lemma [T

1. Proof of |l~)g>+ 21 ) 9?t>’2| < /18|0<*t>72|: To prove our first claim, first note that according to
and we have

~ (t+1)
prl) RGE:
t),2 ~ a x
) 2P (@, 169,67, 71)(1 P(a§t>,||b<t>|\ 01)
. s@, 1p]], 0%,
= 9(t>,2 ~ (t) 9*
2P(a) ,||b ”’ <t>71)(1— (al ,||b ”, (1 D)
Hence
=) 1t p*
Bét;rb — 0y o = 107,101 - ST, 19771, 6.0) )
t),2 ) ’ a a
2P, [b0].03, )(1 — P(af”, 667, )

< (0711 — 25", 59,67 1))

By definition of function S, it is straightforward to conclude that S (&Y), Al 0<*t> 1) is only

zero if |[b®)|| = 0 and can only go to zero if d§t> — o0 or ||b)|| = oo. Therefore, combined
with the continuity of S, we conclude that
Ks £ sup 1- 2S(d§t>v ”b<t> H?H?t),l) <1, (60>

a{") €[0,Ual 16 |[€[Ly,Ub].0%, , ELLo, 0%
where k4 only depends on Uy, Ly, Uy, Ly and ||0*||. Hence,

|l~7$>+21> - 9<*t)72| < ’{S|92(t>,2|' (61)

2. Proof of [bfy ) — 0, ;| < sy [[6©] = 67, | + (16]|6]| + 6)[[a®?|: Note that

~(t)
|b§t>+1> — 0yl = H ’Hb<t>”’9<*t>’l) — Ol
t ) 7 p a p |
2P, 6], 07, ,)(1 = P@", 16", 67, 1))

20y, [, 07, 1) — 07, + 05y 1 2P@EL, 60,07, 1) — 1)?
apP(ay ub“ 1,67, )1 = P@", 16,0, 1)

20 (@, (61, 07.1) = ¥fy.0
1P, 169,07, (1 - P@l, 169165, )
9*

fa 2P 60,07, ) —1)2
P(a”, 6,07, )1 = P@", 6], 07, 1)

IN
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Furthermore in , we proved that

1 1
D(zq, p, xg) = 2o P(2q, xp, 0) — §ma + Z(F(l‘b, To +x9) + F(ap, 9 — x4)).

To see the definitions of P,T', and F you may refer to Appendix[A.4] Hence, we have
28 @y B, 0%.1) = 0y o]
. . 1 -
= [a” @P(@", [V, 6%.1) = 1) + 5 (F(b 1,65, — ai”) = F (6], 67, 1))

1 -
S (FUBO, 01 +al") = FOB,0510) + (FBY1, 05) ) = 03y I (63)

Combining and (63), we conclude that in order to obtain an upper bound for |52§;r11 - 0<*t> 1|
we have to find the following bounds:

(a) Obtain an upper bound for ]2P(d§t>, 169, 0l 1) — 11

(b) Obtain an upper bound for |F(|[b® ||, zg) — F(||b%®], 07y 1)l for all 67, | € [Lo, [|0%|] and
|xg — 0<*t),1’ < Lg.

(c) Obtain an upper bound for [F([[61 |, 07, ) — 07, | for all 6, | € [Lg, [|6*[|] and |6
(L, U

: _(t (t
(d) Obtain a lower bound for 4P(a{", [[b® |, 0, (1 — P@”, |6, 67, ,)).
We summarize our strategy for bounding each of these terms below:

(a) Upper bound for \2P(d§t>, XAl 9?t>,1)_1|: It is straightforward to confirm 2P (0, ||b{*|], 9&),1) =

1. Hence, we have to calculate ]2P(ELY>, 15, 0<*t),1) —2P(0, ||, 9?t>71)|. According to
mean value theorem

aP([L‘a, ||b<t>”7 92(” 1)

[PG@ 671,07 1) — PO, 61,67, 1) = Gl @), (64)
OP(xa,|[bS)||,07
where £ € [0, ELP]. Therefore we only need to bound | ( Haza” {n.) |. Note that

8P($a, Hb<t> ||7 02}%1))

0x, Ta=
2/|p" | —
B / (ey||b<t>ufxa||b<t>u+efy||b<t>n+xa||b<t>\\)2¢ (9 80y1) dvleo=o

= 2% ¢T(y, 05y ) d
(evllb 1 4 e—ulb])2 Y Oy1) 9y

(t)
- / 270~ a7, )y (65)

(evlIbV1] 4 e=ylIb{]1)2
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OP (o, |67, |

)
Next we show that oo l20=0

is a decreasing function of 0@ , and hence

can be upper bounded by

AP (xq,[|bM[],0)) .
b lz=0):

2060
of (eyub<f>H+e—ynb<i>n)2¢(y —0fy.1) dy
0071
2/[b|
g — 9%, )d
/ (eyub<t>n+efy||b<t>u)2(y 0.2 = .0 dy

2/[6" |
/(eyb<t>+eyl|b<t>)2 oy <t>,1)

/ 4[| (|2 (vl — e=ylb]
(V161 4 c—ulb®@ )3

Py — 9@),1) dy <0

Hence,

ap(xa,|b<t>||,0<*t>,1))| —o| < / 2107 d(y) dy
8xa La= - (eyHb<t)|| + e_yHb<t>H)2

[T e loay <2 o)
0 ™

Our next goal is to show that there exists §; > 0 is a function of only Ly, Uy, Ly, |6
such that

IN

op@",|Ib" .67, )
sup

~(t)
?z§t> €[0,61],[|b¢8) I€[L6,Up],6%;y 1 €LLo,[107]] da;

(67)

This is a simple proof by contradiction. Since we have already done similar arguments in
the proof of Lemma for the sake of brevity we skip this argument. By combining
and we conclude:

1 —2P@", 61,07, )| < 261", ¥ai" € [0,61], 6| € [Ls, Us), 07, 1 € [Lo, |07]]]- (68)

(b) Upper bound for [F(||[b®]],z¢) — F(||b H,H’&M)L Again by employing the mean value

*

(t)
d %ﬂmg) in a neighborhood of zg = 07, |

theorem, we conclude that we have to boun
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for all |6 || € [Ly, Uy), 0F

(1 € [Lg,||0*||]]. Note that, Vzyg >0

OF (|[p*")]], o)
Oxg

[ty 1691 = 1)uty = 20)oy — 20) dy\

= /(QW(?J, 1691 — 1){(y — z6)* + zo(y — z0) by — wp) dy‘

oyl _ —ylp] |

VIV _ o—yllb® ) )
+ o . ‘
/ eyl 4 e—yllot | (y 0) 9y 9)dy

(t)
'm/( 4o Py — wg) dy

eyl e*yllbmll)2

NE

+1

O(P(zq, Hb<t>||,x9))‘ _
0xq Ya=

—

:) 2$9'

0+17

where to obtain Inequality (a) we used integration by parts and also the fact that

(t) _yllblt)
evlb l—evl® 21 1 To see why (b) holds, one may check (65). By employing (66]), we

el || L=yl

then conclude that

OF (|[p]], )
Oxy

4
| +1 < 4)6%] + 1,V € [0,2]|67]]].
>

V2r

Therefore, using mean value theorem, we have V|zg — 9?t>,1| < Lo, 0y, € [Lo, ||07]I],

| < o

[F 1B, 20) — F(161, 07 )1 < (41167 + 1)]g — 6] 4 -

Hence, we have Va\" € [0, Ly], 0, | € [Lo,||6"|],
1 * ~ * 1 * ~ *
SEABY .03 =) = FIBY11. 67 ) + 5 F (O], 07 , +ay") = F (B, 07 1)
< (4|6*] + Da". (69)

(¢) Upper bound for \F(||b<t>H,9?t)71) — 0y

Because the proof of this part has many algebraic steps we postpone it to the Appendix

B.10

Lemma 18. Given xp € [Ly, Upl, xg € [Lg, ||07]|] where 0 < Ly < Ly < ||6*|| < Uy < 00,
there exists Ky € (0,1) is a function of only Ly, Uy, Lg, ||0*| such that

‘F(xb,l‘@) — x9| < Hg‘xb — $9\,V$b € [Lb, Ub],.rg € [Lg, ||9*H]

(d) Lower bound for 4P(a{”, [, 6, ,)(1 — P(@"”, [b®]],67, ,)): Note that

1

O T o —1=0.
4P(0, %], 07, ,)(1 = P(0, [6%], 67, ,))
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Let ¢, = min{lgTZ}’, 1} (This choice will become clear later in the proof). Using contra-

diction arguments similar to the ones employed in the proof of Lemma it is straight
forward to see that there exists 2 > 0 only depending on Ly, U, Lo, ||6*|| such that

1
sup —1<¢,.(70)

a{!) €[0.82]. 1 | €[Ly,U].07,, , E[Lo. 10 ap(@a?, 6,07, )1 - P@”, 69,0, )

Now combining (62| , , , , and Lemma we conclude that for all a§>
(0, min{31, Lo, 1}], [6° € [Ly, Ul 6, a0l

20 @, 16,67, 1) — 07y 4|

~ ~ * 1 * ~ *
< [ay @P@", [16911,03.,) = DI+ 15 E(6D1 03, —ay") = F(I6 1,0 1))
]‘ * ~ * * *
HGEASO. 07 1 +a") = FOB 0% )]+ IF(I611 67 1) = 0y
< 2@y + @)% + Dal? + w4 16O — 07, |

< (4]6*]] +3)at” + w169 — 0 4.

Hence together with again and in , we have VEL?> € [0, min{d1, Lg, 1, 62}], Hb<t> | €
[Ly, Us], 07, 1 € [Lo, [|07]]

= (t)
’i)gt)“) o 9&) 1| < (al ’ Hb<t>”’€?t>,1) B 9<*t>71
t),1 , < - - *
4@ (6. 07 )1~ PG, 6167, 1)
9<t>,1<2P<a1 U 161,05, — 1)?

4Py, b9, 07, (1 — P@", 16,07, )

2
< (14 (120G 161,05 1) = 03yl + 050 (2P@L 1601, 07,) — 1) )
< (1+6)((4]167] + 3)at” + sy 16 - 0l al + 46" ")

_ 1 _ /i,/
< 28]0% +3)a” + (= + Daplp®] 67,
b
1+:‘€//
< (1616°) + 6)a | + 2 b0 — o7, .
In summary, if we set d, = min{éy, Lg, 1,52} > 0 and K}, £ H_;;” < 1, we have VELY» < |la®| €

[0, 8], 16| € [Ly, U], 6],

(t),1 € [L97 HG*H])

b 1 *
By = 0711 < (16167 + 6) @[+ 162 = 07, ]

So far we have proved in and and the following bounds:

B —og, 01 < (1610%] + 6)la® ] + s l[bY| — 67 |
(t),1
by’ = 0ol < Ralfly .
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Let kp = max{rs, sy} € (0,1) and ¢, = 16||6*|| + 6. Then, we conclude that

e N A 1|2+|é§i>+,§>—9a>,2|2
< ((16]07] + 6)l|a | + mpl[bY ] — 8, 1) + (507 5)?
< RRIBON — 5y 1 1 + 105y o) + ()@ 2 + 26, |a |y 16| - 87, |
< 2B — 0% + ((c})? + 264U + 26167 |a .

Setting ¢, = (¢})* 4+ 2¢,Up + 2¢}||0*|| completes the proof of Lemma

A.7

Proof of Theorem [1]

To prove this result we will use some of the results we have proved in the last few sections. We
summarize them here.

(i)

(v)

In Section we showed that to study the dynamics of Population EM for Model 1, it is
sufficient to study

01 = E((2wa(Y,0%) - 1)Y), (71)
.1 *
where wy(y, 0)) = pY Bﬁ( )i¢(yie<t> 5 and Y ~ N(—0*,1,) + sN(6*,1,).

In Section and we showed that to study the dynamics of Population EM for Model 2,
it is sufficient to study

A (1 — 9pit)y

Q) —
2p(t+1>(1 _ p(t+1)) ’
t+1
plt+D) A . (72)
2p(t+1>(1 _ p(t—i-l))
where
YD = Bwy(Y —a®, b)Y,
pith) = Ewg(Y — a't), b<t>),
where Y ~ AN (—6*,1,) + %N(G*,Id).
According to Lemma I reduces to , if a{® = 0. In other words, if we set a'? = 0,
then a< ) =0 and b . This in turn 1mphes that if we analyze the convergence dynamics

of , we 1mmed1ately obtaln the convergence of . 71) by setting al?® =o0.

If 5% denotes the angle between 8* and b<t>, then we proved in Appendix that for

we have
| sin 1) < Kg|sin 8.
The same is true for a'® = 0 initialization.

According to Lemma |§| and Lemma [10, we have [|[b)|| € [cp.1,cy3]. According to Lemma ,

we have 9@%1 € [9?0%1, 16*]|]. The same is true for a{® = 0 initialization.
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Note that we can employ Theorem 4| to claim that (by setting a{) = 0) if (b, 6*) > 0, then for
the symmetric case, there exists Ty such that for every ¢t > Tp,

’b<t+1> o 9*’ < Hz’b(t) - 0*’

However, our claim in Theorem [I]is stronger. In fact we would like to show that for the symmetric
case the geometric convergence starts at iteration 1. We use the notations and equations developed
in Appendix [A.4] In particular, we use the rotation matrix U, introduced there and rotate all the
vectors b and ~® with Uy. Note that according to Lemma we know that b*1 lies in the span
of 6% and b and hence, b<t+1> = 0 for i > 3. Therefore we only need to consider the first two

coordinates. According to and , we have

~ (t+1)
‘E(H-l) o = "Y<t>,2 |
0,2l = * p
(t),2 () 2P(0, Hb<t>H7 9<t>71)(1 — P(0, ||b<t>H, 9<t>,1))

o S0, [1591,67 1)
— 72 * *
D2 2p(0, 6@, 05, )1 — PO, 60,07, 1))

=07 21125(0, 111, 07y1) — 1I; (73)

where the last equality is due to the fact that P(0, ||b% |, 6% i 1) = 3. Also, according to we have

[I>

sup 1 -2y, 6], 03y,) < L.
a{"! €[0,Ual, 16 | €[Lo,Ub],0%,, , €[ Lo, 107]]

Ks

Hence, let U, = 0, Ly = c,1,Up = cp 3 and Lg = 92‘()) 1» we conclude that

7(t+1 * *
|b§t;72> - 9(t),2| < "38|9<t>,2" (74)

Sli)milarly, employing for the first coordinate and using the fact that P(0, |||, 9<*t>71) =1, we
obtain

by = 0 1l = 2000, 6,05, 1) — 0y 1| = [F 16O, 05y 1) — 0y 1 - (75)

Note that the last equality is due to . According to Lemma we know that there exists
€ (0,1) which is a function of only Ly, Uy, Ly, ||0*|| such that

|F(xp, x9) — x| < K |p — 9|,V € [L, Up), 29 € [Lyg, ||07]|]- (76)

Let Ly = cr,1,Up = cp 3 and Ly = 0<*0>71. Combining , and completes the proof.

A.8 Proof of Theorem [5]
A.8.1 Main Steps of the Proof

The proof for the case (b{”),6*) = 0 is very different from the proof of the case (b'”,0*) # 0. It
seems that the convergence of the algorithm to its stationary point may not be geometric and hence
proof ideas we developed for the case <b<0>, 0*) # 0 are not applicable here. Hence, we prove Theorem
[] using the following strategy:
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(i) We first characterize all the stationary points of Population EM. Let (a, b) denote the stationary
points and we show that @ = 0 and b € {—6*,0,0*}. This is discussed in Appendix

(ii) We then show that any accumulation point of {(a{®, b))} is one of the stationary points. Let
(@, b>°) denote any accumulation point. This is discussed in (i) in Appendix

(iii) We show that if (b{”’, 8*) = 0, b can not converge to —8* or 8*. Hence, the algorithm has to
converge to 0. Since a® = 0 for all stationary points, we have {a<t>, b<t>} converges to (0,0).
This is discussed in (ii) in Appendix
A.8.2 Characterizing the Fixed Points of Population EM

First note that if we write the iterations of Population EM in terms of a® and b we obtain

ey A= 2pl)
“ S g )
Bt SA

2p<t+1> (1 _ p(t+1>) ?

where

A = /Wd(y—a<t>,b<t>)y¢$(y,0*) dy,
o) / wa(y — a', b))t (y, 6%) dy.

If (v, plt), a®, b<t>) converges to (v, p, a, b), then it is straightforward to show that

(1 —2p)

T p1-p) i
N Y
b= 2p(1 —p)’ (78)
y = / waly — a,byé (y, 07 dy, (79)
p = / waly — a,b)é: (y,6%) dy. (80)

Hence, the main step of the proof is to characterize the solutions of these four equations. We first
consider the one-dimensional setting in which Y € R and prove the following two facts:

(i) The only feasible solution for a is zero.
(ii) We then set a = 0 and show that the only possible solutions for b are —6*,0, 6*.

We should prove the above two by considering the following four different cases: (1) a > 0,b > 0, (2)
a>0,b<0,(3)a<0,b>0,(4) a <0,b<0. Since the four cases are similar we focus on the first
case only, i.e.;, a > 0,b > 0. To prove that the only possible solution of a is zero, note that can
be written as

_ I(a,,0")(1 = 2P(a,0,6%)) O .
- 2P(a,b,0%)(1 — P(a,b,0%)) — “7

where k, < 1. Note that Inequality (1) is a result of Lemma Note that implies that a must
be zero.

(81)
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F(:L’b, {Eg)

T Ty

Figure 1: F(xp, ) as a function of z, when xy is fixed. The black line represents the curve of
function F' and red line represents the diagonal line: y = .

The only remaining step is to examine the solutions for b. It is straightforward to prove that
P(0,b,6%) = % Hence, we can simplify to

b = 20(0,b,6%) = F(b,0%), (82)

where the last equality is due to (37). The following lemma enables us to characterize the solutions
of .

Lemma 19. F(xzp,xg) is a concave function of xp > 0. Furthermore, we have the following: (1)
F(0,29) =0, (it) F(xg,x9) = 0.

The proof of this lemma is presented in the Appendix It is straightforward to use the above
properties and show that F'(xp, ) has in fact the shape that is exhibited in Figure |1} which proves
our claim in the one dimensional setting.

To extend the proof to higher dimensions, we rotate the coordinates. Suppose that the fixed point
isa,b,p,v. Let M denote a rotation for which the following two hold: (i) b 2 Mb = (||b||2,0,0,...,0)
and (i) 0* £ M@* = (6%,63,0,...,0). Define 4 = M~ and @ = Ma. Lemmashows that if we let
b,a,~, p denote the corresponding fixed point in the new coordinates, then they satisfy the same
equations, i.e.,

i - M (83)
b = 2p(1'7_p) (84)
5 = [ wily— a5 (v dy. (85)
o = [ iy a5 (.67 dy. (36)

First, it is straightforward to employ and and confirm that Vi > 2 we have

i = bi(l-2p) = 0.

Hence, with 0*; = 0,Vi > 3, we only need to consider the first two coordinates. Our goal is to prove
the following two statements:

(i) If 65 # 0, then by = 0 and @; = 0. In other words, both @ and b are zero.
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(i) If ég = 0, then the problem will be reduced to the one-dimensional problem that we have

already discussed. Hence, it is straightforward to characterize the fixed points.

Here we focus on case (i), i.e., 65 # 0. Since 42 = 0, we have

OZ”)/Q

/WAy—i@mﬁﬂuéﬁm

1 N
3 /W(yl —ax, [|bl)¢(y1 — 07) dyn /y2¢(y2 —03)dys

1 ~ V% %
+2/W(y1 — az, ||bl))o(y1 +91)dyl/y2¢(y2+92)dy2

s / w(ys — . [|b])é~ (1. 67) dys

~ +OO
95/0 (W(yr = an, [[b]l) — w(=y1 —ax, [|b]])) ¢~ (y1,07) Ay

g [ Il - e bl L (=002 _ -nt?/2)
2 e2y1‘

Bl + e—2u1ll6] 1 e2allell 1 —21allb] 5/

Yi-

It is straightforward to see that since 032‘ # 0, then 0} = 0. Hence, from and the definitions of I"
and P functions given in Appendix we have

lall = llall = [a| = [b1|1 — 2p| =

L(llal, [|b]], 0)(1 = 2P(|la], [|b]], 0))
2P(|lall, |8l 0)(1 — P([lal, [[bll,0)) =™

< rallal,

where the last inequality is due to Lemma [TI] We know that s, < 1. Therefore we have a = 0 and

o
2p(1—p)
— 2:)/1

= 2/W(y—&76)y1¢$(y70~*)dy

ol = b1 =

Thus the only solution is

ey bl 1 2
_ —vi/2
2 / P B LY. =
=0
(a,b) = (0,0).

A.8.3 Proof of Convergence for Population EM

We can break the proof into the following steps. Let {a<t>, b<t>}§il denote all the estimates of the
Population EM algorithm.

(i) We first prove that every accumulation point of {a‘, b{t) 122, satisfies the fixed point equations:

0 - Y1-2p)
2p(1 —p)’

_ v
b= 2p(1 —p)’

v = Ewg(Y —a,b)Y
p = Ewy(Y —a,b),
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where Y ~ %N(—O*, I+ %N(G*, I). This proof is presented in Appendix .

We have already proved that these fixed point equations only have the following solutions :
a=0andbe {—-6",0,6"}. We proved in Lemmathat sgn((b',0%)) = sgn((b+1 9*)).
Hence, we conclude that (b<t>, 6*) = 0 for every t. The only possible fixed point is hence (0, 0).
In summary, in the first step we prove that it only has one accumulation point, that is (0, 0).

(ii) Next we prove that {a®, b }22, is a convergent sequence. Suppose that the sequence does
not converge to (0,0), then there exists an e such that for every T', there exists a ¢t > T such
that

1@, 6|2 > e.

We construct a subsequence of our sequence in the following way: Set T" = 1 and pick
t1 > T such that ||(a®,b%))||y > e. Now, set T = t; + 1, and pick t5 > T such that
(@), b%2))|| > e. Continue the process until we construct a sequence {(a{ b))} .
According to Lemma@ {(aftn), b<t”>)}$f’:1 is in a compact set and has a convergent subsequence.
But according to part (i) the converging subsequence of this sequence must converge to (0, 0)
which is in contradiction with the construction of the sequence {(a<t”>,b<t">)}zo:1. Hence
{a®, b<t>}fil must be a convergent sequence and converges to (0,0)

A.9 Proof of Theorem

NONPNC) ® o _p® .

Y n ~
Let a' = % and b’ = B2 Then the iteration functions based on (@, b<t>) are the
following:
S _ q<t+1>(1 _ 2|5<t+1>) N @ &)
2[3<t+1>(1 _ ﬁ<t+1>) 2(1 _ f)(tJrl))’
) S (1) .
NS S — (88)
2p<t+1>(1 _ p<t+1)) 2(1 _ p(t—i-l))
where
_ 1
y = - Yi»
n -
=1
. 1 @) £
q<t+1> = n wa(y; — a<t>ab )Yis (89)
=1
. 1 — . ~(t
P =~ wa(y, —a,b"), (90)
=1
where

¢d(y — Lq — wb)
Ga(y — xo + xp) + Pa(y — Ty — Tp)
Y Tams)

Wd(y — ZLa, wb) =

ely=—za,Tp) 1 e~ (Y—Ta,Tp)

Therefore q<t> and p®) are the empirical versions of v{) and p® respectively. Our first goal is, for
{t)

i

each i € {1,2}, to compare the Population EM sequence (s

(ﬂ§t>)t20, provided that the initial values uz@ §0>

)t>0 to the Sample-based EM sequence

and fi; ' are the same. We prove that

a' —~a® in probability, and IA)<t>—>b<t> in probability, as n — oo. (91)
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We prove by induction. For ¢t = 0, it is clear that holds because both Population EM and
Sample-based EM start with the same initialization. For ¢ = 1, by Weak Large Law Numbers
(WLLN), we have

. 1 . ~(0 . ~(0

¢ = wa(y; — a9,6 ")y, B Bwy(y — a6 )y = 40,
i=1

. 1 & 0y 2(0 (0

oV = > waly; — a6 B Bwaly —a,5") = p,
=1

Yy = liy £>IEy =0
n="

Since p! € (0,1), by employing the continuous mapping theorem, we have

5 (1 — 251 T W1 = 2p
all — g '(1—-2p") Yy N Y1 = 2p ):a<1> in probability,

260 (1—p0) " 2(1—pM)  2pM(1—pll)

5(1 T (1
21 q Yy 2 _op(l) - -
b 260 (1 — p0) + 21— p) — 2 (1= pil) = b'"/ in probability.

Therefore holds for t = 1. Now we assume that holds for ¢ > 1, and our goal is to prove it
for t + 1. Note that

H(?Wd(y — T4, Tp)

s

ox, (ely@o)—(@ass) 4 o= (Y:@p)+(@a,@p) )2
_ ol
- 2

aWd(y — &g, xb) 2(y - ma)
oxyp (@(y—wa,ww 4 e—<y—wa,wb))2
1=

- 2
< Nyl [zl
s T
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Therefore we have

P — )] = [Bwa(y — ., 5%) — 13 wyfy, — a®, 5]
n
i=1
< |Ewg(y — a,b®) ——dey —al b)) + de y; — a't b)) de I;<t>)
i=1 i=1
< [Bwaly - a®,6) — 3 wyly; -, b)
=1
n (t) ®)
L& (1801 lwill + la’|
il 278 Nig® — g !
+n;(2 [ S b
15N 12 lyill 260
&) plt &) plt i=1 1Y t
< [Ewaly — o, b) = -3 waly, — b))+ S =LY b

i=1

oyl lad’|
( la" — H+7Hb - |,

— a4+ (1-9)a", and b = b + (1 - )", for some ¢ € [0,1].

where

By WLLN, induction assumption and

”aét)” B 2||"J<t>|’ + ||a<t> — d<t>||, and \|b§t>|| < 2||b<t>|| + ||b<t> _ 5<t>”’

we have

2 (t)
b |l ||d<t> _ a<t>||

n (t) ) _
P 5] < Ewg(y — al®, ) — 1 S waly; — at b)) + 2(6% || + ||2b
n “

2lla® | + la® —a®| . 1
+ Ha’ H + ”a’ a H ”b<t> || _|_ Zz 1 ”yzH ” <t>” —0in probabi]ity,
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Similarly, we have
Iy = gD | = [Bwa(y — a®, b))y de 9 5" )y
< Bwaly - a0y - - dewi —al® b))y,

1 & 1 & oy~ ()
< g iy, L Al ,
-+H71;51wu(y1 a'’, b")y; n/E wq(y; —a'’, b ")y,

< |[Ewg(y — a6y de y, — a6y,
=1
b lyll + el
+ EZ<*H —al| + === ~ by,
=1
< |Ewg(y —a®® b<t>y—f§jwdy —al b0y, + Znyznyz 16" — b

1=1
2 (t) N . (), 1
+([la®[[6 =™ || + [8“[|@! — &' || + [ — a6 — b DI Zyill-
i=1

By WLLN and induction assumption, we have

Iy (t+1) _ gD || — 0 in probability.

Therefore with pi*+1 € (0,1), we have

4D (1 _ 2p0+D)
Gt (1—2p") n

2P (t+1) ( ﬁ (t+1) ) 2(1
- (t+1) gl

b = 2p(H1) (1 — plt+1)) + 2(1 —

R ,y<t+1>(1 _ 2p<t+1>)
<t+1>) 2p<t+1>(1 _ p<t+1>)
,.Y<t+1>
%
(1)) 7 9p(tFly(1 — plt+D))

t+1)

= a' in probability,

= bt iy probability.

'O> | 'U> <

Hence holds for ¢t + 1. With induction, we completes the proof of this lemma.

A.10 Proof of Theorem [7]
A.10.1 Roadmap of the Proof

The main idea of the proof is simple. We first show that if we initialize Sample-based EM in a way

that @'? is small enough and I;<O> is in small neighborhood of 8*, then the sampled based EM will
converge to a point whose distance from 6* is O(y/d/n) with probability converging to 1 as n — oc.
Let’s call this neighborhood of (a,b), Ny g+

According to Theorem [4] and [3| we know that Population EM converges to the true parameter
under quite general initialization. Hence, there exists an iteration Ty at which the estimate of

Population EM is in Npg+. We know from Theorem @ that at iteration Tp, a<T°> — a'To) and

~(To) ~(To

b — b7 ipn probability. Hence, with probability converging to 1, (a< >,b ) € Nog+, and
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hence (a'®!, l;<t>) converge to a point that is at a distance O(y/d/n) from (0,6*). In other words, if

N

a® and b the limiting estimates, then

_lla¥l = 0(vd/n),
6™ — 67| = O(\/d/n),

with probability converging to 1, which is equivalent to what we wanted to prove.

As is clear from the above discussion, the only challenging part is to prove that if (&(0>, b<0>) is in
small neighborhood of (0,8), then the sampled-based EM will converge to a point whose distance
from (0,0%) is O(y/d/n). The proof of this fact is our main goal in the rest of this proof.

We remind the reader that according to Theorems [3] and [4] the estimates of Population EM
satisfy the following equations (if initialized properly):

la| = o,
16 —64 — o, (92)

Also, we know from the arguments provided in the proof of Theorem |§| that @ and 13<t> converge to

a and b in probability. Hence, we expect to have a similar equations for a'" and 13<t>, except
for probably an error term that will vanish as n — oo. The only issue that may happen is that the
errors that are introduced in each iteration may accumulate and will let to a non-vanishing error for
t — oo. Our first lemma shows that this does not happen.

Lemma 20. Suppose that there exist ko € (0,1), K € (0,1) and ¢, > 0 such that for all t' > 1, we
have

la|

IN

kalla V|| + €a, (93)

iy

~ (¢ . A (t —
1B — 64| <

IN

=0 +ella" | + @, (94)

for some €q4, €, > 0. Then we have Yt > 0,
1

la ] < (k)@ + €a; (95)
1— kg
A<t> * t A<0> * A<0> t 1 Cp 1
_ < _
|b 0% < (kp)'|lb 0" || + t\/ cpl|a"™ || (max{\/Ka, ks })" + a1 I{aea + T Hbﬁb
(96)

The proof of this lemma will be presented to in Appendix [A710.2] According to this lemma as
long as the errors that are introduced in each iteration are bounded by ¢, and ¢, the overall error
will also remain bounded and are, in the worst case, proportional to /¢, and €,. Hence, if ¢, — 0
and ¢, — 0 as n — 0o, the overall errors will go to zero too. Hence, proving that and hold
for €, — 0 and € — 0 will complete the proof Theorem

Lemma 21. There exists constants k, € (§7 1),k € (0,1);¢5 > 0 and

— K 2 _ /‘QaQ * |12
5u € (0,min{1, 2 g, Lm0 () D)0

)

4Cb

2(0)

only depending on 0, such that if the initialization (d<0>, b ") satisfies

16O < 8o, and (6" — 6] < V1= (ra)2ll6"],
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then VYt > 0, we have

”a<t+1>H < "ia”d<t>H+€a?

* - (t) ~
—0*| < mlp" =0+ /o la® ] + e,

with probability at least 1 — 35. The value of the other constants are the following

t+1)

A

13

N 3d +In(1/d
= A0 +2)y 2RI
Co = 3(6%|co,
] . 9Cy + ¢y 12Cy Co
a— €6 — )
p(2—p) p2—p) 2-p

(97)

where p = SUP |z |<1, s | < 2 [16%| max{P(xq, xp, 0),1 — P(xy,xp,0%)} € (0,1). The function P is

defined in Appendiz[A]) In addition, assume n is large enough to satisfy the following conditions:

p
c, < £
0 2

= < min{(1— K)o, %(1 )T = (ra)2ll67
(98)

Proof. Note that
e<y7$a,$b>
Waly = T Th) = e

We showed the following equations in Appendix

_ 2A<t+1>
o)
1—plr) 21—

gty — 4
2

- | <

)

p
]

By q _
2D (1 —plHl) 21— pln)

where

. NOEAL
q(t+1) = - Wd(yz - a<t>7 b )yw
. ) 2t
B = =3 wy(y; — a5,
n
We will show in Appendix that with probability at least 1 — 39, we have
3d+1n(1/d

1 n
I vl < i1+ 2y =255 o
1=
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n

_sup 1= > Wa(y; — Ta, Tp) — Bywa(y — @a, x3)| < Cp, (100)
ol <3 ll6* [ llmall<t ™ 521
1 1 1 9
_sup Hﬁ Z(Wd(yi — Tq, Tp) — i)yi — E(wa(y — o, @) — 5)?/” < 509-
sl <3lO% I Izall<1 7 521
(101)
Note that by setting § = -, we see that cg — 0, Cy — 0, and § — 0 simultaneously. In the rest of

the proof we assume that (| . and - ) hold. Let
_ iy ot _ ) ot
FED = Bwaly —a®,5")y,  p = Ewa(y — a®,5"),

and

g+ — D1 —2pMH0) gy _ A+
2pt+D (1 — plt+))” pltt1) (1 — plt+1))’

The following lemma that will be proved in Appendix 4]is a key step in our analysis:
Lemma 22. There ezists kq € (0,1) such that if HB<t> — 0"|| <min{\/1 — (ka)% 5}6*|, then
@V < kallat]), (102)

Furthermore, there exist 8, € (0,1), rp € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 such that if |a| € [0,0.], then

i * > (t * ~
1B — 0l < sl — 0% + /e la]). (103)
Constant kg, kp, 0, and ¢, only depend on 6*.

The above equations provide connections between (7<t+1>,l_)<t+1>) and (d<t>,f)<t>). Next, we

establish connection between (a1, I_)<t+1>) and (a{+V b<t+1>). In the rest of the proof we assume

that s, € (vV/3/2,1). If K, is less than v/3/2 we set it to v/3/2. This is just for making notations
simpler and has no specific technical reason.

Note that from , we have

q< +1>(1 _ 2p(t+1>)

. Y
@] = 12— e} |l
260+ (1~ ple+1)) " 2(1 — pl+1)
(1) (1 on(t+1) -
q 1—2p y
< 1 sl
2pH1 (1 — plt+1)) 2(1 — plt+h))
< (1 2P<t+1>) (t+1) t+1 >(1 - 2P<t+1>) n Y
— 2p<t+]‘>( t+1 ) H H || t+1 ( p<t+1>) || || 2(1 _ p<t+1>) ||
7 1 _ _ _ N _
+ BT (pH1)? 4 (1 — pHI))2 — (1 — 2p!HD) D — pltHD)) pHh) — plitD)
ﬁ(t—&—l)(l _ f><t+1>)
= (t+1)
< 1 gD — 7)) 3b B+ _ p+D)|
= |2pfrD (1 — D) pUHTI (1 — pli 1)

N

Hla )+ | (104)

2( |5<t+1>) H
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Furthermore, from we have

”i)<t+1> _ I_)<t+1>H _ H q(t—i-l) ] ﬁ(t—i—l) H
pUTI(I—p+0) ~ 21— (D)~ 2pI(I—pliT)
5{t+1) = (t41) -
q Y Y
< H pit+1) ( t+1>) 2*(t+1)(1 *(t—i—l)) I+ ”2(1 A(t+1) I
- — pitl)
1 _
A1) (1) -y
= (t+1 _ R _
. pitt >(1 — 2p{tHD) 4 pltHL) — i+ Rt
ﬁ(t—i—l)(l _ f><t+1>)
= (t41 _
. lg" Y — 5|+ ™ YD — Bl ||
~ |20 (b P (1= p 1) 21— p )
(105)

Suppose for the moment that ||| € [0,1] and ||IA)<t> — 0*|| < 1]|6*]|. 1t is straightforward to use
(100)) and and the definition of p in the statement of Lemma [21| to prove

A1) o (P P
P e (51 5) (106)

By combining (99)-(101)), (104))), (105), and (10€]) we obtain

9Cy + ¢ 12C; ¢
AN < gttt 6T 9 0 _ a1

a < Jla + + =|la + €q,

| | | | 2—p Toe—p T, | |
~ (t+1) = (t+1) 9Cy + ¢y 12Cy Cco
b —-b < + = €, 107
| | p2—p) p2-p)  2-p (107)

(t+1)

and hence |6 — 0*|| < |5V — %] + e,
Now suppose that the assumptions of Lemma 22 hold, i.e., |a®| € [0,6.] and Hi)<t> - 07 <

V1= (ka)?]|0%]]. Then (107) implies that
la“ VN < @] + o < Kall@W] + e,

t+1 * I * 2 (t * ~
WD g < 159D Z 0% + & < mpl|B — 0%] + \Jesl|@?]| + e (108)

Note that ((108) is the result we claimed in Lemma However, to obtain (103]), which is one of the
main steps in deriving (108)) we have assumed that

) (1)
1a®] € 10,8,) and [b" — 0[] < /T — (ra)2]|0"].

In order to prove the above equation holds for every ¢, we will prove an even stronger statement:

la®] € (0,6, and 6" — 6| < /1= (na)2]6", (109)

where 6, = min{?/,, (1_””)2(14( ‘0*”2} We use induction to prove that (109) holds V¢ > 0. By

Cb

the assumptions of this Lemma, the initial estimates (&<0>, l;< >) satisfy - Hence the base of the

b

N
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induction is true. Suppose (109)) holds for ¢ > 0, then for ¢ + 1 (108 holds. Hence all we need to
prove is that
Kalla || + €q < b,

and
NG R .
kol = 0% + /e l|a® | + e < /1= (ra)2}6%]- (110)

For the first inequality, since the condition on 7 in . ensure that €, < (1 — Kq)dq, together with
induction assumption that ||| < 8,, we have
1@V < kall@®]| + €a < Kada + (1 = Ka)ba < o

To prove ([110)) note that the condition on n ensure that

—(1 = kp)V/1 — (Ka)?|07].

I\DH

Also the condition on &, and [|a| < 8, ensure that

R 1
Vala®l < 50— m)VT= ()26

Hence with induction assumption that ||IA)<t> — 0] < /1 — (Ka)?|0"||, we have

167 — 0t < mlB" — 0¥+ esa® | + 6
< moy/T a6+ (1 = )T o P10 + 5 (1~ m)y/T— (ra 2167
— V1= (ka6
Hence the second part of holds for ¢ + 1. This completes the proof. O

A.10.2 Proof of Lemma

We first prove (95) for |a®]|. Clearly the result holds for ¢ = 0. For all ¢ > 1, using the condition
on ||a'?]| for all ¢ < ¢, we have

”a<t>H < ’ia|’&<t_1>H+€a
< ka(kal @2 + €q) + €4
t—1
< (ko)) + eaZ(ﬁay‘
1=0
t4(0) 1
< (Kd)'lla@ H+1_ €a-

a

48



Hence holds. Next, we prove for HB<t> ||. Clearly the result holds for ¢ = 0. For all ¢t > 1,
using the condition on HB<t >H for all ¢/ < ¢, we have

~(t ~(t—1 i
167 — 0% < w6 — 0| + /eplla® V| + e
~{t—2 N
/ib(/inb< ) _ 0| + \/cb|]a<t 2>H +ep) + €

t—1 t—1
£ (0) —1—i [y ali i
(ko) 167 — 0%[| + /eu Y (k) T lat | + e Y ()
i=0 =0

1

IN

IN

€p.
b

t—1
~(0) * —1—i - (i
< ()BT — 0%+ /e Y (k) @] + 1
i=0

From , we have Vt > 0,

VI8 < (i1 +

Hence we have
t—1
A<t> * "<0> * —1—4 i 1
167 — 6%l < (k)b — 0% + Veu (k) '/ ll& >||+ 6
i=0
t—1
~{0 _ z
<mb>t\|b<>fe*||+\/c*bz<mb>t VR 16+ 1 1_% @
= (k)" Hb —H*H—i-\/cha Z (k) (VRa) ,/ eazz: Kp)" 1—f€b6b
(ORI R 1
(k)16 — 0| + t\/ cpl|a'® || (max{\/Fa, K })" + V1 €a + €.
— Kq 1—kp

This completes the proof of this lemma.

A.10.3 Proof of ([99)-(101)

Lemma 23. Let y1,--- ,Yn i d. %N(G*,Id) + %N(—G*,Id). Then, we have

IN

IN

(1) 1250yl <4(6%]|+1) 2440(1/9) *ith probability at least 1 — 6.

n

dr24In(1/3) .
(2) SUD|gy <cfmaf<1 |2 S0y Waly; — T, ) — Ewa(Y — 20, @3)| < 8c([|07 +2)(/ T2 it

probability at least 1 — 9.

(3) SUD |y < fwal<t |13 2oim1 Wa(y; — T, @) — 5)y; — E(Wa(Y — @a, ) — 5)Y || < 36¢(]|0%]| +

2)4/ %ﬂu/&), with probability at least 1 — 6.

Proof. We first prove the first claim (1). Note that y; can be expressed by y, = (;0* + w;, where
(; are i.i.d sequence of Rademacher variables and w; are i.i.d N (0, I;) Gaussian random variables.
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Therefore we have,

1 < 1 < 1 <&
=) will> = 1= <¢0*+—§ w;l|®
=1 =1
1. 1 —
_ 72 0* 72 2
nH\/ﬁi:1 Cl + wl”

Note that H% S will? %5ty where v ~ x2(d). Hence, using Cramér-Chernoff inequality, we
have probability at least 1 — g such that

1 n
H% Zwin —d| <4/8dIn(2/0) < d+ 21In(2/0) for sufficiently large n.
i=1

Moreover, for Rademacher variables (;, using Hoeffding’s inequality, we have with probability at
least 1 — % such that

|—Z<z| < \/21n(2/9)

Therefore, we have probability at least 1 — 5 such that

Ay wl < Ly e s Ly w
[ G TR TR
e ARVILVIP S RGPS b

1 1 1
< —, 2l—= GO + 2| — w;|?
NG H\/ﬁ; | !\/ﬁ; |
< \/15\/2(21n(2/5))]0*||2+2(2d—|—21n2/6)
P O R,
N n
2d +1In(1/6
< agor) + 1)y R0
For the second claim, define
ZJr = — de CL’a,.’L'b) — Ewd(Y — Zl}a,il:b).

Hmb||<c IImcall<1

Then we have V||z|| < ¢, [|xq] < 1

—~
.
=

EerM+ < EY’Y@ASupumbngc,uzaug L (Wa(Yi—®a,@) —Wa (Y, —a,ap))
_ Eyy,’ge)‘Sup\lmbHSCyHmaHSl%Zz 1 & Wa(Y;—Ta,@p) —Wa (Y —Ta,xp))
< EY,Y’,geA SUD|gy [ <crlwall<1 |5 2oimt & (Wa(Y;—@a,@p) —Wa (Y —Ta,@s))|
< Ec{Ey (e)‘suPHwbHSc,llwaHSl EpIi gi(Wd(yi_wavwb)_%”)
X Eryrr (EAS‘IP\lmbHs«Hwa||§1|%Zl 1 &i(wa(y; wavwb)f%)l)}
< EYer)‘Supll%\lS&Héﬂullél|%Zz 1 &i(wa(y; wavwb)*%ﬂ’
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Note that to obtain Inequality (i) we have used Jensen’s inequality. Also, &; are i.i.d sequence of
Rademacher variables. To simplify the final expression even further, we use the following lemma
from Koltchinskii (2011)

Lemma 24. Let H € R" and let 1; : R — R,i=1,--- ,n be functions such that 1;(0) = 0 and
|1hi(u) — ¥i(v)] < Ju—v| € R.

For all convex nondecreasing functions ¥ : Ry — Ry,

fsuplzwz )€ < EY( sup|Zhe,\

2 hen ‘= heH

where €; are i.1.d. Rademacher random variables.

Since wg(y — @4, p) is a function of (y — x4, xp) and

Wa(y — Ta, Tb) — Wa(y — T, @) < S|y — Za, Tp) — (Y — T4, @),

letting W(z) = €2 and ;(x) = emiee*z — 1 with h; = (y; — @4, xp) in Lemma , we have

e2ASUP g | <c,lwall<1 |7 Dim & (Wa (Y @a )= 3)]

EerM+ < Ry,
< Eyge”\Supumbugc,nmaug |+ 30 Gily;—ma,ap)]
@) Ey ge”SUinmgc,umaug 5 i &ilyi—wa, @)
< EY 5 2\ Sl.lp”mbngC % Z;L:l & <yi,ﬂ3b> 2 SupHmbHSC,”maH§1<$a”mb>% Z;L:l &
S EY £€2>\C|| L Zn 1£Zy1|| 2>\C| L E;L 1£1|
< (By e DI 16wl 12 (Al w Ziea il)1/2
1 n 1 n
< (ByePln iz yi”)l/2(}E£64>‘c| n 2im &h1/2,

part 1 part 2

where last equality holds for the fact that the distribution of y; is symmetric and equality (ii) holds
for the fact that 2 "% | &(y; — @4, xp) is symmetric in terms of @, and the constraints on @y, is
symmetric.

For part 1, we use the notation {u;,j =1,---, M} for a 1/2-covering of the d-dimensional sphere,
Sp? & {v € RY, ||v|| = 1}. Note that, for all v/,v € Sp?,

n n n

1 1 1
|E Z<yiavl> - E Z<ymv>| < Hvl - UH |Sup E Z<y27u>7

i=1 i=1 flull=1 "5

therefore, we have for all u € Sp?

1 — 1 —
— i, u) < max ,ui) ¢+ ||u; —ul| sup — HU),
n;(.w e[M]{nZ Yo ug)} + [y — ull e, n;@z )
and hence
1 <« 1 < 1 <
=Y yill= sup — > (y;,u) <2max{— > (y;,u;)} (111)
n Zl Z u=1”; Z JEM] ”z; v



recall that y, = (;6* + w;. Hence, we have

Eye¥iti) — Ececw*’uﬂlﬁlwe(‘”““ﬁ

1 * * )12
= 5(e<“’ ) p O u)yes < 1 (112)
where last inequality holds because of
1, g x llo*?
i(eHe I e—le II) <e 7z
Therefore we have
EY 564>\CH% Z:'l=1 Yl — EY 564)\CSUPH“”:1 %Z?:l(yiau>
< EY £eSAcmane[M] %Z?:l(yi,u])
M
< Z]EY 568/\0% >oim1(yaouy)
j=1
lo*|?+1
< 632)\202 Py + +2d. (113)
For part 2, notice that % S, & is symmetric, we have
Ege‘lx\CI% Tinidil < 2E§e4)‘6% it &
< Bee n )"
262
< TR (114)

Therefore combining (113) and (114]), we have

2 2 16*112+1 22 1

n

EeM+

IN

o lene ||0*|\2+2+d+%
Using Markov Inequality:
P(Zy > €) <EeM+72€ e, A > 0,

: _ n
choosing A\ = B 252 Ve have

242 * 12
W"—d—"_%_)‘e

P(Z+ > 6)
TL€2
_ ey T
Therefore
Ly d+2+1In(1/d
sup — ZWd(yz’ — g, xp) — Ewg(Y — x4, xp)| < 8¢(]|0| + 2)\/n(/>’

ey <c,flall<1 T 2T

with probability at least 1 — 0.

For the last claim, we borrow a technique in the proof of corollary 2 in B.2 in [Balakrishnan et al.
(2014). Let

1 — 1 1
Z=  sup |- (Wa(y; — Ta, ) — 3% — Ewa(Y —zq,2) — )Y,
s <c,zall<1 T i
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and

n

1 1 1
Zu= s |- (walys — @ m) — )i )~ EWa(Y — @) — (Y, u)]
eyl <cllzall<1 T
we have
M
Ee? = EyetsWPlul=1Zu < F 2 maXje[m] Zu; < ZEe%Zuj
j=1
M

< E Ey £e4)‘sup||:cb\|§c,\\wa||§1 N Gi(wa(y—a,®s) — 5) (Y uy)

’
Jj=1

where &; are i.i.d. sequence of Rademacher variables and the last inequality holds for standard
symmetrization result for empirical process. Since

/

|(2wWa(y; =@, o) = 1)(Y;, u5) — (2waly; =5, Th) = 1Yy, wj)| < (Y = @a, To) — (Y =20, Th) [ (yi, w)),

let ¥(z) = e and ¢;(z) = (52— — 1)(y;, u;) with h; = (y; — x4, @) in Lemma we have

et —e—T

M
1
Eer < Z Ey7€€4>\ SUD||q, | < |wa || <1 |77 2oim1 & (Ui~ Ta,@b) (Yiru;5)]
Jj=1

M

‘ L

i § Ey7ée4>‘Supnwbuﬁc,HmaHSl i §ilYi—Tas ) (Y, ,u5)
Jj=1

M
1 1
E EY7€€4)\ Sup”mbHSc n Z?:l §1<yl,azb)(y“u]> 64)‘ Suszb”Sc,HmaHSl n Z?:l €i<xa7wb><yivuj>

IN

(EY 568)\ SUP||z; || <c 1y, £i<yi:mb><yi’u1>)% (EY 568)\ SUD ||z || <c,llaq || <1 Ly & (mebﬂyi,uﬁ)%

IA
M= T

<.
Il
—_

n

(EY §€8>\C”% Zi:l fiyz‘y;r Hop)% (EY 568>\C%| Z?:l & <yi,u]-)|)% ,

M=

.
Il
-

~
partl part2

where || - ||op is l2-operator norm of a matrix(maximum singular value), equality (iii) holds for the fact
that % Yo &y — @, ) (Y;, u;) is symmetric in terms of @, and constraints of @, is symmetric.
The correctness of the last inequality is shown in B.2 of |[Balakrishnan et al.| (2014). For part 1, as
shown in B.2 of Balakrishnan et al. (2014)) we have

n

Ey 668)‘0”% S &yiy] llop < Ey 6616)\6111&)(]-/6[1\/[] %Eznzl 5i<yi’“j’>2
(115)
Recall that y;, = ;6" + w; and (112)), we have

(y;u; 0% w. s le* | +1
EY@ yz7uj> — ]Ecec< 7u]>Ewe<wl7u]> S e 2

Therefore
(10* |2 +1)72
[ 2

R Wiu)? < , for small enough A.

o3



Therefore

s =

M
EY 5616>\Cmale€[]\4] % Z?:l €i<yivuj’>2 < g EY 5616)\0% Z:’lzl £i<yi’uj’>2
J'=1

* 12 N 2
NEAESICEIIPY

For part 2, since &;(y;, u;) dist. (y;,u;), using ’ we have
Eyﬁesmﬁ\ YiiGliuw)l — gyeSAen| St wiws)]
2 oRyeShed Y (viuy)

< LACIEEN? |y

Y

where inequality (iv) holds for the fact that the distribution of  >°7 | (y;, u;) is symmetric. Therefore,
combining part 1 and part 2, we have

M

(16*]12+1) (16c1)2 Ale* 2 +1)(8en? | 1

Eer Ee T tdg Tty
j=1

81(]|0*||12+1)c2A2 1
ST A 43t

Using Markov Inequality:
P(Z > €) < Eye*? ¢ Ve, A > 0,

choosing A = W@W, we have
P(Z>¢ < eerBdJr%f)\e
_ e*WiHQWHd%‘
Therefore
S ) Dy BwY Y] < a7 + 2y 2D

sl <cllzall<t T 55

with probability at least 1 — 4. O

A.10.4 Proof of Lemma 22|

~(t

Since @1 and 5™V are the result of first iteration based on initialization (d(t), b< >) in Population

EM model where initialization (d<t>, B<t>) satisfying the corresponding condition mentioned in the
lemma. Hence to prove the lemma holds for all ¢ > 0, it is sufficient to prove that for any
initialization (a(?),b?)) satisfying the same condition, we have ||a{V|| < kq|la‘®| for and
161 — 0%|| < kp||b? — 0| + /cp||a@]| for (103)). To achieve this goal, we use the notations and
definition that are summarized in Appendix [A.4 We first prove the first claim:

la™]| < rqlla®]. (116)
If a® = 0, we immediately have (116]) holds. If a'® £ 0, because of Lemma |4 and Lemma , we

assume <a<0>,b<0>) > 0 without loss of generality, thus EL§O> > 0. Since B<1>(1 —2pih) = a'l, we

o4



know they are in the same direction, thus the angle between a{!’ and 6* is the same angle between
b and 0*, i.e., BV, Furthermore, according to Lemma we have 1) < B, Hence we have

7 (1) a0

O 9 117
la']] 503 5T = 503 50 (117)

Therefore, we need to bound C~L§1> and m According to and Lemma [11| we have,

~(0 * ~(0 "
(1) _ r@”, 1611, 67,,)(1 2P, BN 05,0) o (0)
N T 100 1Ol e < Ky < Kgllat™ ],
Pay ", 16771, 07, ) (1 = Pay ™, [6%71], 07, ;)

where £/, € (0,1) is a continuous function of 8%, , > 0. Since the condition of |[b{®) — 6*|| < 3116

(0),1
implies that 67, , > @HO*H > 0, we have

Fa = sup k6 (07 1) € (0,1),
05 1€ 1071116711

and k, only depends on 6*. Now for m7 by the condition of [|b” — 8*| < \/1— (ka)2|0*|, we
have cos 89 > k,. Hence, combining the two parts in (117), we have

EL§1> < ’121(9?0),1)
cos 0 — Ka

Hence ([116]) holds. Next we prove the second claim:

16 — 6" < y[Ib” — 6% + 1/ collal®].

According to Lemma [17| we can conclude there exists ¢, € (0,1), xp € (0,1) and ¢, > 0 such that
that if |a{?|| <, then

b — 6| < \/ﬂ?l!b<O> —0"|2 + || < mylIb” — 6% + \/esllal®],

where &),k and ¢, only depend on U, = 1, Ly = 36|, Uy = 3(|0*||, Ly = §||0*H and ||6*||. Hence
8!, kp and ¢, only depend on 6*. This completes the proof.

ot < ] < kalla®].

B Proofs of Auxiliary Results

B.1 Proof of Lemma [

From and , we know that

<7<t+1>79*>
p(t+1) (1 — plt+D))’
(@l B = BV (1 — 2p(t D),

(B 0%) =

Since pi**t1 € (0,1) and [|6*|] > 0, we have

sgu((b'11.6%) = sen(("*V,67)
sgn((a, B ) = sgn(1 - 2p"FV) sgn(([pHY)?)
= sgn(l —2p"* V)| sgn((6 1, 67))].
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Hence if we have
sgn((v\"*1.6%) = sgn((b"),67)), (118)
and
sgn(1 — 2p" 1) = sgn((a, b)), (119)
then immediately, we have
sgn((11.0%) = sen((b",6%)),
and

sen((at b)) = sgn(1 — 2p0F)  sgn( (b, 6%))
— sgn({a®, b)) sgn((b,6%)
— sgu((a®, b)),

Hence our next goal is to prove (T18) and (T19). Consider the rotation matrix O for which 8* £ 06*

has all its coordinates except the first one equal to zero, i.e., 8 = (||6*],0,...,0)". Also, let
I~J<t> = Ob<t>, and a'? £ 0a'®). According to Lemma , we have

< (t+1) 0*> — <0~* Ewd(Y— ~(t) l~)<t>)Y>
- He*rr/wd — a5 )y (v, 6%) dy

* E? 2Vi/ ~ (t) 7 (t) + )
— |6 H/ /wd<y—a )16 (g, 16°11) dya) dy - - dy

(120)

Hence, define g, s = (42, ya) and Blys_g) 2 L, b, then to prove ([I8), it is sufficient to
prove

~ t ~ ~
sgn( / wa(y — a® 6"y (1, 16°]) dyr) = sen((b®,0%) = sgn(|o*[|p?)

= sen(®), Yy, 4 B(ys 4.

Note that
~ ~(t ~
/ wa(y — a6 yy1 6t (1, 6*]]) dys

+oo ~ ~(t ~
= /0 Wal(r1 95 0)" — @0 6") —wal(—y1, w0 o) " — @®, 8 ))yr6™ (1, 167]) din

+o0 291 54" —2y, 55"
*
= . _ . y16" (y1, 167])) dys.
/0 2l 1 o=2mb” | 2By, )20 ") 4 2By, o) +2(a® B)

Hence, we have

sgn( / wa(y — a6 Yyr6* (1, 16%]) dyn) = sen(®), Yys. 0 By, a)-

o6



To prove ([119), according to Lemma [3| we have

2 1 = Ewa(Y —a®,5") — 1)

)
2V 5') | —2v ) | go-2a® ')

Hence, we have
sen(1—2p4) = sgn((@®,5")).

This completes the proof of this lemma.

B.2 Proof of Lemma [5l

Proof. We use induction to prove for claim (i) and the proof for claim (ii) is similar. Clearly (i)
holds for ¢ = 0. If (i) holds for ¢, then for ¢ 4 1, note that Va,b € R?

Ewy(Y —a,b)Y = Ewy(Y +a,b)Y,

Ewg(Y —a,b) = 1—Ewy(Y +a,b),
Ewy(Y —a,b)Y = —Ewy(Y —a,-b)Y,
Ewd(Y —a, b) = 1- Ewd(Y —a, —b).
Hence by definition of a'® and b<t>, it is straight forward to see
a(t—i—l) . _a<t+1)

Ly = ey
<t+1> o <t+1>
by = = by

Hence claim (i) holds for ¢ + 1. By induction, we know claim (i) holds for all ¢ > 0. O

B.3 Proof of Lemma [13
According to the definition of P(z4,xp, xg) presented in Appendix we have

P(wasap15) = / Wy — Tay 70)6™ (y, 26) dy
= /W(y,xb)¢+(y+wa,xe)dy

= ¢t (y + 20, x0) dy + / w(—y, ) (9" (y — Ta, z0) — ¢T (y + Ta, 39)) dy.
y=>0 y>0

(121)
where the last equality used the fact that w(y, zp) + w(—y, zp) = 1. If x4 > 29 > 0, then
2™ (y — ar26) — 6 (y + 0, 70))
= Oy —Ta+39) + Oy — Ta — T9) — Oy + Ta + 79) + Sy + Ta — T9)

= ¢y —xa+20) — Oy +Ta —x0) + Gy — Ta — 20) — Gy + Ta + 20)
> 0, Vy=>0.
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Hence with (121)), the above equation implies that if z, > xg > 0, we have

P(zq,xp, xp) > ¢ (y + x4, 19) dy
y=>0

1 1
= (1= B — 7)) + 5 (1~ Blra + 7)) (122)
This completes the proof of the first part of Lemma Now we discuss the second part, i.e., the

case o, < xg. First note that P is a decreasing function of z,, since x; > 0 and

OP (4, Ty, 79) _/ 2z,

Oz, (e¥To—TaTh 4 e~ YTp+Tas)

50 (y, ) dy < 0.

Therefore, we have

1
P(zq,xp, o) > Plxg,xp,29) > — +

1
1 5(1 — ®(2zy))

where the last inequality holds because z, = ¢ satisfies the condition of (122)). Hence, it immediately
gives us that if x, < xg, then

Pl(f[fa, Tp, 370) 2

e

This completes the proof.

B.4 Proof of Lemma 12

We warn the reader that in this proof we use the proof of Lemma presented in the last section.
According to the definition of I presented in Appendix [A.4] we have

D (o, 9, 79) — / Wy — 2o, 3)yd* (v, 29) dy
— 2uP (T, 10) + / Wy — 2o 25)(y — )6 (4, 26) dy
= a:aP(:ra,a:b,xe)+/W(y,:cb)y¢+(y+xa,xe)dy

< woP(xq,zp,xp) +/ y¢+(y+$a,$9)dy
y>0

1
= xap(maa Tp, $9) + 9 {(y + x4 — 20)0(y + T4 — $9) + (y + 2o+ 20)0(y + x4 + $9)} dy
y=>0

_% {(%—we) P(y + w4 — x9) dy — (74 + 79) ¢(y+wa+xe)dy}
y=0 y=>0

= z.P(xq,xp, x9) + % {gzﬁ(xg —xq) — (xg —x9)(1 — P(24 — xg))}
+% {(25(33'9 +2q) — (zq + o) (1 — (24 + :L'g))}
= 24P (xq,xp,xg) + %(W(wa + xg) + W(xg — x9)), (123)

where W(z) = ¢(z) — (1 — ®(x)). Therefore we should find an upper bound for W(z). Towards
this goal we use the following lemma:
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Lemma 25. Let ¢p(x), ®(z) denote the pdf and CDF of standard Gaussian respectively. Then we

have
¢(x) \/5
1_(p(x)<ac—i- o Vx> 0.

The proof of this Lemma is presented in Appendix [B:5] Therefore from this lemma, we have

W(z) < \/2(1 — &(x)).

Hence we can upper bound ((123)) by the following inequality:

21 1
(e, 1, 20) < 0P, 20) + ] A5 (1= @+ 20)) + £ (1 D(za — ).
From Lemma [I3] we have
1 1
P(xq,xp,z9) > 5(1 —®(xy —x9)) + 5(1 — ®(xq + x9)), Vre > x9.
Therefore, if x, > xg, then we have

D(xg, xp,x9) < 24P (zq,xp, xo) + \/Z{;(l — P(zq +x9)) + %(1 — P(zy —x9))}

2
< $ap($aa$b7x9) + \/;P(ma,mb,xg),

(124)

which completes the proof.

B.5 Proof of Lemma 25

It is equivalent to show that

r(z) = (v + \/Z)(l —®(z)) — ¢(z) >0, Vo>0.

Taking the first derivative of the left hand side, we have

dg(f) — 1= B(x) — () + \/3 +2d(x) =1 — () — \/EW)-

Taking the second derivative, we have

dzd;(f) = —¢(x) + \/zaxb(x) = (\/Ex —1o(z).

Hence, we have r”(z) < 0 if x < \/7/2 and r"(z) > 0 if > y/m/2. Therefore, r'(z) is first
strictly decreasing then strictly increasing function of x for z > 0. Since r'(0) = 1/2 — 1/7 > 0,
r'({/7/2) = —0.04008391 and

T—r0o0 T—00

lim 7'(z) = lim 1— ®(z) — \/zqﬁ(x) = 0,
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we know there exists zg € (0,/7/2) such that »'(z) > 0 if z < 29 and r'(z) < 0 if z > zo. Hence,
r(x) is first strictly increasing and then strictly decreasing function of x > 0. Since r(z) = 0 and

| im r(z)] < lim (z+ \/Z)(l —®(x)) + o(z)

T—00 Tr—00
+oo
< 2 lim zd(y) dy
=00 Jo
+oo
< 2 lim yo(y) dy
=00 Jo
= 2 lim ¢(x) =0.
T—00

Hence, we have r(z) > 0, Vx > 0. This completes the proof of this Lemma.

B.6 Proof of Lemma [14]

We first calculate the derivative %W at zero:

81—‘(1‘@, Tp, 179) 2(y - xa)
Tty o = | 506" (90) ol

eYTb—TaThb 4 e~ YTb+TTalb

27%
_ % / 7 (6(y — o) + 6y + 74)) dy
= %(1 + z2).

This derivative is clearly larger than 0.5. Now we prove the main result by contradiction. Suppose
that the claim of the lemma is not correct. Then, for any fixed {cy 1, |¢9?0> 115 16%][}, ¥ > 0, we have
as €0, cpa],bs € 10,6],05 € [02*0> 1+ [167]]] such that

8F($a,xb,x9) 1

Dy ’xa:a(s,xb:ba,we:% < 9"
Therefore, for any sequence {d;} such that §; — 0, we have
as; € [Och,l]vb&; € [0,51‘],052. = [020),17 He*”]

Since the sequence {as,, bs;, 05, }i=,, belong to a compact set, there exists a subsequence §;, such
that {(aﬁijvb6¢j796ij)} converges to a limit (a®, b, 0°°) satisfying

0 € [0,c2].b* € [0, lim 5, = 0.6 € [0, 1.0

(Ta,2b,%0)

.. or
By continuity of oy We have
1 > lim BF(xa,xb,:):g)| . ,
2~ it By Ta=0s; Tp=bs; ;T6=0s;
_ Ol(zq, p, 79)
- a—xb|xa:a°°,zb:0,a:9:0°°

1 . 1
= S0+ 2 > 5

This contradiction proves that Lemma [14]is correct.
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B.7 Proof of Lemma [15]
Firs note that if z = 0, then
e¥rh — eV ] 2
K(0,z3) = —v°/2q
(9,2) / 2(evi + e ) \Jor .

which is the integral of an odd function and is hence equal to zero. To prove that the function is
increasing and concave for z > 0, we calculate its derivatives. It is straightforward to see that

0K (z,xp) eYTe — 7Y%
~or /2(69%4—6—9%)@ - x)¢(y - x) dy

eyxb — e_yrb
- - [ s sy - )

(eymb + e yzb)

_ /¢ %m+ey%de>o
where the last equality is the result of integration by parts. Similarly, Vo > 0
0?K (z, ) 2xy,
o2 /(y —x)p(y — x)mdy

—/“QMLdMy—m

(eyxb + e ?ﬂ»’b)2

eyxb _ efyxb
@ /¢ ) 4y

eymb + e ymb)3

—
S
N

42 (e¥®o — e~ YT)

(eyxb + e yl’b)

A (bly+ ) — by — dy <0,

where equality (a) is an application of integration by parts.

B.8 Proof of Lemma [16]
Recall the definition of I(z) in Appendix

l(z) =2(1 = 2®(—x)) + 2¢(x).

J(x) = %(x —l(x)(1 =2®(—x))) = 2¢(x)P(—x) + 22P(—x) — ¢(x) — 293<I)(—95)2.

We would like to show that J(x) > 0. Hence, we analyze the shape of the function J(z) by taking
the derivatives, for all z > 0

dii;(f) = é(x)(4o(x)x — 3+ 2% + 40 (—x))
W = 2x(1 —2x¢(x)) > 2(1 — %) > 0.

Therefore J”(x)/¢(z) is an strictly increasing function of . With J”(0) < 0 and J”(10) > 0, we have
J'(z) is first strictly decreasing then strictly increasing function of z. Since J'(0) =1/2—1/7 >0
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and limg_,o J'(z) = 0, we know J(x) achieves its minimum at either 0 or co. Since J(0) = 0 and
lim, 00 J(z) = 0, we have
J(z) >0, Yz >0.

This completes the proof of this lemma.

B.9 Proof of Lemma [19
According to the definition of functions F(xzy, x9), Q(z4,xp,0) and in Appendix we have

F(xp,xg) = 2I'(0,zp, xp)
/ ely+zo)ry _ o—(y+zo)my

e 1 o ram Y T T0)ey) dy. (125)

To prove the concavity of this function we show that

83:% -
We have
OF (xp,x9) 4 9
oy = / (e(y+19)9ﬂb T e*(erIe)Zb)? (y + IL‘G) ¢(y) dy >0,

O?F (xp, @ _8(ewHmo)my _ o—(y+ao)my
O F(xy,z9)  _ / ( Ly + 26)*6 () dy

8$2 (e(y+330):17b + 6_(y+$9)$b)3

8(e¥ro — eYmb)
N / my?’qﬁ(y — zg) dy < 0.

Therefore F' is increasing and strictly concave in x, > 0. Now we only need to calculate F'(0,zy)
and F(xg,zp). From (125]), we have

0_ -0
Fo) = [ S5 e answdy = o

Using definition of F', we have

F(zg,xg) = 2Q(0,x9,p)
eyro 1 2 2
- 9 —(y—z)*/2 —(y+0)%/2y q
/eyw9+€_ym9y2\/27r(e e )dy

1 2 2
— eYTo e~ (W +5)/2 g
/ y\/ 2 Y

This completes the proof of this lemma.

B.10 Proof of Lemma 18

According to the definition of function F', we have

OF (zp, wp) — o, _ 4y? 1 20?24 |
oxy = (evTo + e=YT)2 | /o Ylay=zo
2
_ / 2y 1 —21ad)2 dy
eYro 4 e Yo /91
22
< 3_79 .
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We claim there exists ¢ > 0 is a function of only Ly, Uy, Ly, ||0*|| such that V|z, — x| € [0,0],2p €
[Lba Ub]awe € [L97 ||0*H]7
L
OF (xy, z9) — Tp < 1+e 2
Oxy, B 2 '

(126)

We prove it by contradiction. If not, for all & > 0, we have bs € [Ly, Up), 05 € [Lg, ||0||], |bs—05| € [0, 6]
such that
L2

3F($b,fﬁa)—l‘e| S l4e 7
oy zp=bs,x9=0s 2 :

For any sequence {4;} such that §; — 0, there exists subsequence d;, such that {(b&j , Hgij)} converge
to the limits (b°°,0°°). By compactness of the choice of xp, xg, we have

b> e [Lb,Ub],G"O S [Lg, ||9*||], |bOo — 900| € [0, ILIH 51']. = 0].
j—o0

By continuity of mxl’a’iw, we have

1.2
_ 0
1+e < 8F(mb,x9)—x9’
I — 1m — —
2 T jooo oxyp Ib_béij ’xg_g(;ij
. 8F((l)b, mg) — Xy
- 81’{; ‘3317:33«‘):9oo
L
_(0>)2 < 14+e 2
= (& 2 _—
2

Contradiction! Hence we have Eq.(126) holds and V|zp — xg| € [0, 0], zp € [Ly, Up, o € [Lo, ||07|l],

Lj L
1+e*7( ) 1+e 2
——(zp— = —

2 b0 2

|F (@, x9) — xo| < |F(x9,20)| + | |2y — ol

From Lemma we have
|F (1, 20) — 24| < |2p — 20|, V|xp — 20| & [0,0), 28 € [Lp, Up), 29 € [Log, ||0™|]].

Let
Lg P
1 2 —
W = max{ 12 sup |F' (2, z6) $9|}7
2 |oy—aelg0.8) mpelLo.UblmoclLo 0% ) |To — Tal

by continuity of the function %

and

, we have k] € (0,1) is a function of only Ly, Uy, Ly, |6

|F (25, xg) — x| < Ky |zp — 2o, YV, € [Lp, Up), g € [Lyg, ||0"]]].

This completes the proof of this lemma.
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B.11 Cluster Points of Population EM

Lemma 26. Any clustering point (a,b) of the estimates of the Population EM {(a'®, b))}, satisfy
the following equations:

0 = Y1-2p)
2p(1 —p)’

B v
b= 2p(1 = p)’

v = Ewy(Y —a,b)Y

p = Ewy(Y —a,b),
where Y ~ 0.5N(—0*,1) + 0.5N(6%,1).
Proof. Here is a summary of our strategy to prove this result. We first prove that [|a{*? —af®|| — 0
and [[b%* — b® | — 0 as t — co. Then we use the following simple argument to prove that in
fact the clustering points must satisfy the above fixed point equations. Suppose that (a,b) is an
accumulation point. Then there is a subsequence {(a, b<lf”">)}fi’i1 that converges to (a, b). Since we
have ||a{+1 — a®| = 0 and ||b%*Y) — b{)|| = 0, we can simply argue that {(a{it1) ptitl )},
also converges to (a,b). We know that

a<t¢+1> _ fy(t1>(1 — 2p<tz>)
2p<ti>(1 — p<ti>) ’
pititl) e

2p<ti>(]_ — p<ti>)’
FEFD = Ewg(Y —a®, b)Y

ptl = Ewy(Y —a', b)),
By taking the limit ¢ — oo from both sides of the above equations we obtain the fixed point equations.
Hence, the rest of the section is devoted to the proof of [|a®1) — a®| — 0 and [[b+D — b®|| — 0.
The technique we us to prove this claim was first developed in [2] Since a't) = (u< ) u2 ) /2 and
bt = (p§t> )/2 we only need to prove that Hu i) _ “1 H — 0 and ||u () _ u2 || — 0.
Define the followmg notion of distance between two parameter vectors:
IY )y
D = —Ef(z]Y; In(S——%

where f(-) indicates corresponding pdf. Let p!®) is a shorthand for (u§t>, uéw). As the first step of
our proof we would like to show that D(p*1, pu®) — 0. From (3), we have

Qr(nlv) = EY [fEY:v)In(f(2,Y;n) = En(f(Yin)+ED f(z]Y;v)In(f(2]Y;n))

= Eln(f(Y;n)) - D(n,v)+ H(v,v)
= L(n)_D(n7V)+H(V7V)7

where
Lom) 2 EW(f(¥]n) = Eln(5oa(Y —m)+ goul¥ )
< —gln27r, (127)
Hnw) £ Y (el (7 Gl (128)
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Hence,

pl Y = argmax,, Q;(p/|p'") = argmax,, {L(u) — D(u', u')}.
Note that every estimate of Population EM is obtained in a trade-off between maximizing the
expected log-likelihood and minimizing the distance between the two consecutive estimates. First
note that

L") = D, 50y > L) = D", u®) = L(p®) (129)
Hence, L(p™1)) > L(u®) + D(put*0, ut). Therefore, {L(p?)} is a non-decreasing sequence.
Since according to (127), L(p) is upper bounded, thus {L(u{)}; converges. Also, according to
(129)) we have
0 < DY w < L) — L(p™) -0, as t — occ.

This implies that
(D1 w) =0, as t — oco.

Note that D(-,-) is a measure of discrepancy between its two arguments. However, our goal is to
show that the Euclidean distance between p{f) and p{tt1) goes to zero. The rest of the proof is
devoted to this claim. Since,

u® Ef(2]Y; i)Y
Ef(2|Y;plt=0) 7

(t+1)  _ Ef(Z|Y§H<t))Y
Ef(=]Y;n®)

u

in order to prove || — p{®|| = 0, we should show that ¥z € {1,0}
IEf(AY; wY —Ef(|Y: )Y =0,

and
Ef(2|Y; p) —Ef(2]Y; )| — 0.

If we define ¥(z) = —Ilnz + x — 1, then

EZ¢ Z‘Y" V(Y5 w), (130)

Since ¥(z) > 0 for every value of z > 0, the fact that D(pu{*+D p®) — 0 implies that Vz € {1,0}

FY 5 )

() .
Fz|Y; p() V(Y ;) — 0, ast — oco. (131)

Eap(

Hence, for all z € {1,0}

F(2]Y 5 pltt)
f(2|Y5 )

= B {(EYsu) < SV~ (Y ) <SGV ) S )

E)( )f(2|Y 5 )

.
~

.y ()
EWWY; W) FE]Ys )2

Ef Y ) (f Y u ) = fEY )2
Bf (Y5 ) (f Y5 ) = fY 5 b )PI(Y | < M), ¥, M > 0.

vV IVE
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where Equality (i) is the result of the Taylor expansion on In X and £ is a number between
f2|Y; D) and f(2|Y; u®) and Inequality (ii) holds for the fact that

FEY ;) 2|V p) € (0,1), V2 € {1,0}.
Hence, with , we have
Ef (Y5 ) (f (Y5 ) = FAY; )TV ] < M) =0, as t — oo, VM >0,z € {1,0}.

According to Lemma@ {(aft) bi*))}20 isin a compact set and hence so is {p('}. Since f(z|y; ut?)
is a continuous function of y and p® with f(z|y; u) > 0 and compactness of {p{?}, there exists
a constant ¢ only depending on M such that

FGly; ') > e, Vyll < M,z € {1,0},¢ > 0.
Therefore, for all M > 0,z € {1,0}, we have
E(FIY; w0) — F1Y5 n) 1Y < M) =0, as t - co. (132)
Also, for all t > 0,z € {1,0}, we have
E(F Y5 ) — F1Y5 w21y > M) <EI(Y] > M) -0, as Moo (133)
With and , we have
E(f(z]Y;u<t+1>) - f(z]Y;u<t>))2 — 0, ast — o0, Vze{1,0}.

Therefore for all z € {1,0}, as t — oo, we have,

(S (1Y u) = f=]Y 5 0 @))Y | \/]E (23 ) — £ (2] u0)2E[[ V]2 — 0,

IN

Ef (=Y i) = f]Y3 0] < \/E (2[5 1) — f(2] Y3 )2 = 0.

Hence with compactness on sequence {u{"}, we have

E —0lY: (t+1) Y E = 0lY: (t) Y
H/J/Y—i_g) _ /Jét—i_l)” _ f(Z O’ iy’ ) . f(Z 0‘ iy ) — O, as t — 0,
Ef(z = 0[Y;p@0) ~ Ef(z = 0]Y;pl)
and
Ef(z=1Y;u*0)Y Ef(z=1Y;pY
”“ (t+2) “;tJrl)H _ f(Z | N ) . f(Z | it ) — 0, as t — 00.
Ef(z=1Y;pl)  Ef(z=1]Y;p®)
This completes the proof of this lemma. O
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