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Solving Tensor Low Cycle Rank Approximation

Yichuan Deng∗ Yeqi Gao† Zhao Song‡

Abstract

Large language models have become ubiquitous in modern life, finding applications in various
domains such as natural language processing, language translation, and speech recognition. Re-
cently, a breakthrough work [Zhao, Panigrahi, Ge, and Arora Arxiv 2023] explains the attention
model from probabilistic context-free grammar (PCFG). One of the central computation task
for computing probability in PCFG is formulating a particular tensor low rank approximation
problem, we can call it tensor cycle rank. Given an n× n× n third order tensor A, we say that
A has cycle rank-k if there exists three n × k2 size matrices U, V , and W such that for each
entry in each

Aa,b,c =
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

Ua,i+k(j−1) ⊗ Vb,j+k(l−1) ⊗Wc,l+k(i−1)

for all a ∈ [n], b ∈ [n], c ∈ [n]. For the tensor classical rank, tucker rank and train rank, it
has been well studied in [Song, Woodruff, Zhong SODA 2019]. In this paper, we generalize the
previous “rotation and sketch” technique in page 186 of [Song, Woodruff, Zhong SODA 2019]
and show an input sparsity time algorithm for cycle rank.
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1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) are a type of artificial intelligence model that is designed to process
and understand human language. These models are built using deep learning techniques and
can be trained on massive amounts of data, allowing them to learn patterns and relationships
in language that enable them to generate text, answer questions and complete other tasks that
are related to language. Some of the most well-known LLMs include OPT [ZRG+22], PaLM
[CND+22], GPT-3 [BMR+20], Transformer [VSP+17] and BERT [DCLT18], which have been used
for a wide range of applications such as language translation [Sta20, FBS+21, LGG+20], and
content generation [VSP+17, DCLT18, BMR+20, CND+22]. Large language models are becoming
increasingly sophisticated and powerful, and are expected to play a major role in shaping the future
of human-computer interaction and natural language processing [WDS+19, RPSW19, QSX+20,
LYF+23].

As one of the large language models, the Transformer [VSP+17] has drawn the most attention
in recent years. Recently, a beautiful and breakthrough work by Zhao, Panigrahi, Ge and Arora
[ZPGA23] explore an interesting problem regarding whether the Transformer is capable of true
parsing while attempting masked word prediction.

For solving the problem above, they first focus a Probabilistic Context-Free Grammar (PCFG)
[Yng60] and parsing algorithm based on it. As a type of formal grammar, Probabilistic Context-
Free Grammar (PCFG) is widely used in natural language processing [WDS+19, QSX+20] and
computational linguistics [Mit22, BDS19]. With N as the set of all the non-terminal symbols of
the language grammar, P ⊂ N as the set of pre-terminals, I ⊂ N as the finite set of in-terminals
and [n] as the set of all possible words and p is the relating probability for grammar parsing, a
5-tuple G := (N ,P,I, p, n) defines it.

In a PCFG, every grammar rule of the language is defined to be connected with a probability
that represents how likely it is to be used in generating a sentence. These probabilities can be
learned from a large corpus of text data using machine learning techniques such as the expectation-
maximization algorithm. PCFGs have been widely used in various applications of natural language
processing, including part-of-speech tagging [Chu89, TKMS03, Rat96], syntactic parsing [Cha96,
KM03, PK07], and text generation [LK98].

A well-known approach for discovering the (unlabeled) parse tree of a sentence w using the
PCFG model is the Labelled-Recall algorithm, which was introduced by [Goo96]. The algorithm
aims to identify the tree T = (i, j) that maximizes the sum of scores, where the score of a span
vivi+1 · · · vj under a non-terminal a is defined as the marginal probability µ(i, j, a) calculated as
follows: µ(i, j, a) = maxa∈N Pr[a→ vivi+1 · · · vj , root→ w|G].

The marginal probabilities mentioned above can be computed using the Inside-Outside algo-
rithm [MS99, Bak79]. In a recent study, [ZPGA23] attempted to explain the Transformer architec-
ture from the perspective of Probabilistic Context-Free Grammar (PCFG) [MSM93].

With the aid of dynamic programming, the Inside-Outside algorithm can determine two types
of probability terms. The inside type of probability is defined as

pin(i, j, a) := Pr[a→ vivi+1 . . . vj |G]

while the outside type of probability is defined as

pout(i, j, a) = Pr[root→ v1v2 . . . vi−1avj+1 . . . vL|G]

for all ordered pairs (i, j) where 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ L and a ∈ N . To be precise, the probabilities can be
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defined with the following recursive form,

pin(i, j, a) =
∑

b,c

j−1∑

k=i

pin(i, k, b)pin(k + 1, j, c) Pr[a→ bc]

and

pout(i, j, a) =
∑

b,c

i−1∑

k=1

pin(k, i− 1, c)pout(k, j, b) Pr[b→ ca]

+
∑

b,c

L∑

k=j+1

pin(j + 1, k, c)pout(i, k, b) Pr[b→ ac]

given that for all a, i, pin(i, i, a) = Pr[a→ vi] and for all a, pout(1, L, root) = 1. We can obtain the
marginal probabilities using the following expressions

µ(i, j, a) = Pr[a⇒ vivi+1 . . . vj, root⇒ w|G]

= Pr[root→ v1v2 . . . vi−1avj+1 . . . vL|G] · Pr[a→ vivi+1 . . . vj|G]

= pin(i, j, a) · pout(i, j, a).

In our paper, we will focus on the analysis of pin(i, j, a) and investigate pin(i, j, b), pin(k+1, j, c)
and Pr[a → bc] from a tensor perspective. By treating b, c, k as the cycle index and a, i, j as the
tensor index transformed from pin(i, j, a), we can restructure the function in a new format. Drawing
inspiration from the computation of pin(i, j, a), we define the cycle rank of a tensor for low-rank
approximation as follows.

Definition 1.1 (Tensor Cycle-rank). Considering U , V , and W , which are n-by-k-by-k tensors
with real-valued entries, are the tensorizations of matrices U ∈ R

n×k2, V ∈ R
n×k2, and W ∈ R

n×k2,
we say a has cycle-rank provided that matrices U, V, and W belong to R

n×k2 satisfying the following
condition:

Ai,j,l =

k∑

a=1

k∑

b=1

k∑

c=1

Ui,a+k(b−1)Vj,b+k(c−1)vl,c+k(a−1)

Alternatively, we can state that

Ai,j,l =
k∑

a=1

k∑

b=1

k∑

c=1

U i,a,bV j,b,cW l,c,a

We remark that there are other tensor ranks such as classical tensor rank, tensor train rank,
and tensor tucker rank. Those ranks have been studied by [SWZ19c], however tensor cycle rank is
not studied. We provide more detailed definition of other tensor ranks in Section 4.2.

1.1 Our Result

We present our main result as follows:

Theorem 1.2 (Cycle rank, informal version of Theorem 5.1). For any k ≥ 1, ǫ ∈ (0, 1), and a
third-order tensor a ∈ R

n×n×n, there is an algorithm that operates in

O(nnz(A)) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ) + exp(O(poly(k)/ǫ))
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time and produces U , V , and W which are tensors of dimension n× k × k satisfying the following
condition:

‖
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

U∗,i,j ⊗ V∗,j,l ⊗ v∗,l,i −A‖F ≤ (1 + ǫ) min
cycle rank−k Ak

‖Ak −A‖2F

Roadmap. We divide the paper as follows. In Section 2 we discuss some related work. In
Section 3 we give the overview of our techniques. In Section 4 we provide preliminaries for our
work. In Section 5 we give our formal result and analysis.

2 Related Work

2.1 Transformer Theory

Optimization and Convergence In the realm of optimization, [SZKS21] concentrated on in-
vestigating the behavior of a single-head attention mechanism to emulate the process of learning a
Seq2Seq model, while adaptive methods have been emphasized for attention models by [ZKV+20].
[GMS23] have recently become interested in the over-parametrization problem associated with
exponential activation functions. The exponential activation function is the focus of study in
[GMS23], where the convergence of an over-parameterized two-layer neural network is examined.
The authors determine the minimum number of neurons required for convergence. Furthermore,
[LSZ23] have addressed the issue of regularized exponential regression and proposed an algorithm
running in input sparsity time. [LLR23] provides a comprehensive explanation of how transformers
learn “semantic structure”, which is in regard to their proficiency in capturing word co-occurrence
patterns.

Fast Attention Computation The work of [ZHDK23] and [AS23] primarily focus on the static
version of attention computation. In particular, on the positive side, [AS23] provides an algo-
rithm, and on the negative side, [AS23] prove a hardness by assuming (strong) exponential time
hypothesis. [BSZ23] define and investigate the dynamic version of the problem, presenting both
positive and negative results. The algorithmic result of [BSZ23] is built on lazy update techniques
in solving linear programming [CLS19, Bra20]. The hardness result of [BSZ23] is built on Hinted
MV conjecture [BNS19]. [DMS23] consider the case where feature dimension is much larger than
the length of sentence in attention computation, and they provide both randomized algorithm and
deterministic algorithm to sparsify the feature dimension.

Learning in-context In a recent work [ASA+22], it is shown that, in-context learners based
on transformers can perform conventional learning algorithms in an implicit manner by encoding
smaller models within their activations and continuously updating these models as new examples
are presented within the context. Concentrating on the clearly defined task of training a model
under in-context conditions to learn a class of functions, such as linear functions, [GTLV22] aim
to gain a deeper insight into in-context learning. Their research aims to determine if a model,
when provided with data derived from some functions within a class, are able to be trained to
learn the ”majority” of functions in this class. [ONR+22] gave an explanation of the mechanisms
of Transformers as in-context learners. They showed that the training process of the Transformers
in in-context tasks have similarity of some meta-learning formulations based on gradient descent.
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Privacy. Considering the potential negative influence of the abuse of the LLMs, [KGW+23]
propose a method for watermarking proprietary language models without adversely affecting text
quality. A novel algorithm for detecting watermarks in language models without requiring access
to the model’s parameters or API is introduced by [KGW+23].

2.2 Numerical Linear Algebra

Low-rank Approximation Many variants of low-rank approximation problems have been stud-
ied, for example low-rank approximation with Frobenious norm [CW13, NN13], matrix CUR decom-
position [BW14, SWZ17, SWZ19c], weighted low rank approximation [RSW16], entrywise ℓ1 norm
low-rank approximation [SWZ17, SWZ19a], general norm column subset selection [SWZ19b], ten-
sor low-rank approximation [SWZ19c], and tensor regression [DSSW18, DJS+19, RSZ22, SWYZ21].
Low-rank approximation also has many applications in other problems such as cutting plane method
[JLSW20], integral minimization [JLSZ23], training neural network [BPSW21, SZZ21, Zha22].

Input Sparsity Algorithms For several years, there have been many works focused on designing
input-sparsity time algorithms [CW13, NN13, WZ16, BWZ16, RSW16, SWZ17, SWZ19c, SYYZ22,
DSW22]. For the problems of matrix low-rank approximation and linear regression, [CW13] gave
the first input sparsity time. With a sparse embedding matrix S, one can compute its product
with any input matrix A in the input-sparsity nnz(A) time. Another work [NN13] later gave some
sketching matrices called Oblivious Sparse Norm Approximating Projections (OSNAPs), which
improve the former dimension of sketch in [CW13]. [RSW16] gives an input sparsity time algorithm
for weighted low-rank approximation. [SWZ17] generalize the Frobenius low rank approximation
problem [CW13, NN13] to entry-wise ℓ1 low rank approximation problem. [SWZ19c] studied the
tensor low rank approximation problem. Recently, [SYYZ22] gave an algorithm for structured John
Ellipsoid computation. It improves the previous work [CCLY19] to input sparsity time. Another
recent work [DSW22] gave a novel algorithm which can minimizing the discrepancy in input sparsity
time.

3 Technique Overview

With U∗ ∈ R
n2×k2 , V ∗ ∈ R

n2×k2 and W ∗ ∈ R
n2×k2 , we can rewrite Ak as follows

Ak =

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

U∗
i+k(j−1) ⊗ V ∗

j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗
l+k(i−1)

The main idea in our proof is to first establish the existence of a matrix decomposition for A,
and then use a corresponding algorithm to confidently locate the desired matrix.

Rotate and Sketch Step 1. In the first step, we consider the hypothetical regression problem
min

U∈Rn×k2 ‖A1 − UZ1‖2F . With r = O(k2/ǫ) and S1 ∈ R
n2×r with i.i.d. normal random variables

denoted N(0, 1/r), and Û = argmin
U∈Rn×k2‖UZ1S1 −A1S1‖2F , we have

‖A1 − ÛZ1‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ) min
U∈Rn×k2

‖A1 − UZ1‖2F .

By choosing Û = A1S1(Z1S1)
†, we can prove that at least a matrix Û can be found to satisfy the

equation above.
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Rotate and Sketch Step 2. According to the first step, we can create a rank-k tensor, defined
as follows

B :=

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗ V ∗
j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

j+k(i−1)

from the matrix ÛZ1.
Since Û is in the column span of A1S1, the set of rank-1 tensors {(A1S1)a+k(b−1) ⊗ V ∗

b+k(c−1) ⊗
W ∗

c+k(a−1)}a∈[r],b,c∈[k] spans the space that contains B. It is possible to express a proper rank-

k tensor B as a linear combination of rank-1 tensors of the form {U∗
a+k(b−1)) ⊗ (A2S2)b+k(c−1) ⊗

W ∗
c+k(a−1)}a,c∈[k],b∈[r] and the set of rank-1 tensors {U∗

a+k(b−1)⊗V ∗
b+k(c−1)⊗(A3S3)c+k(a−1)}a,b∈[k],c∈[r]

spans a subspace that contains a proper rank-k tensor B.
We first compute A1S1, and write Û = A1S1(Z1S1)

†. Now, we redefine Z2 with respect to Û ,
which implies that, the rows of Z2 is vectors where the (j, l)-th row is vec(

∑k
i=1 Ûi+k(j−1)⊗W ∗

l+k(i−1))

for each j ∈ [k] and l ∈ [k]. And we consider the regression problem in the following form,

min
V
‖V Z2 −A2‖2F .

If S2 ∈ R
n2×r as a matrix of i.i.d. Gaussian entries, we have V̂ = A2S2(Z2S2)

† satisfies

‖V̂ Z2 −A2‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ)2‖Ak −A‖2F .

The matrix B can be obtained by retensorizing V̂ Z2 and then we will have

‖B −A‖2F = ‖V̂ Z2 −A2‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ)2‖Ak −A‖2F .

Rotate and Sketch Step 3. Recall that, the columns of V̂ are all in the row span of A2S2, and
the rows of Z2 are defined to be vec(

∑k
i=1 Ûi+k(j−1)⊗W ∗

l+k(i−1)) for each j ∈ [k] and l ∈ [k], where

the columns of Û are in the row span of the matrix A1S1, we have that, B is in the span of the set
of rank-1 tensors

{(A1S1)a+k(b−1) ⊗ (A2S2)b+k(c−1) ⊗ V̂c+k(a−1)}a,b∈[r],c∈[k].

Given that Z3 ∈ R
r2×n2

as an matrix with rows vec((A1S1)a+k(b−1) ⊗ (A2S2)b+k(c−1)) for all
pairs a, b ∈ [r], we will focus on the following regression problem

min
W
‖WZ3 −A3‖2F .

By solving another regression problem, W ∈ R
n×r2 can be solved in polynomial time. After

retensorizing WZ3 to a new tensor B, we can find a rank-r2 = O(k2/ǫ2) tensor B such that

‖B −A‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ)2‖Ak −A‖2F = (1 + O(ǫ))‖Ak −A‖2F .

Input sparsity reduction. To obtain the input-sparsity running time guarantee of n poly(k/ǫ)+
nnz(A) for Theorem 4.15, while we can replace S1 and S2 using a sparse CountSketch matrix
together with a Gaussian matrix, which enables us to compute A1S1 and A2S2 in the desired
nnz(A) + n poly(k/ǫ) time.
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For the next steps of solving minW ‖A3−WZ3‖2F quickly and writing matrix Z3 without spending
r2n2 time, a technique of TensorSketch is used, which is introduced in [Pag13, PP13]. But as shown
in [ANW14], we need show some stronger properties of approximate matrix product (AMP) and
subspace embedding (SE) to make it stand. When the AMP and SE is satisfied, we can solve the
“sketched version” regression problem, in the form of

min
W
‖A3S3 −WZ3S3‖2F .

The point of this sketch is, matrix products A3S3 and Z3S3 can be computed in the sparsity time
of nnz(A) + n poly(k/ǫ). Combining them together, we can solve the problem in n poly(k/ǫ) time.

In order to get the sparsity time of A, we use CounSketch matrices to boost the algorithm.
To be specific, we choose three CountSketch matrices T1, T2, T3 with sketching dimension of t =
n · poly(k, 1/ǫ).

We define

D :=

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

(T1A1S1X1)a,i+k(j−1) · (T2A2S2X2)b,j+k(l−1) · (T3A3S3X3)c,l+k(i−1).

Applying them to the iterative argument described above, now we try to minimize the following
target polynomial function

∑

a,b,c∈[t]

(D − (A(T1, T2, T3))a,b,c)
2

by choosing 3rk = O(k2/ǫ) indeterminates X1,X2,X3.

Solving small problem via polynomial system solver. With X1,X2, and X3 as r × k2

matrices of indeterminates, we can re-express Û as A1S1X1, V̂ as A2S2X2, and Ŵ as A3S3X3. We
let the rows of Z1 be vec(V ∗

j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗
l+k(i−1)), the rows of Z2 be vec(Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗W ∗

j+k(l−1)), and

the rows of Z3 be vec(Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗ Vj+k(l−1)).
It follows that the rank-k tensor

B =
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

(A1S1X1)i+k(j−1) ⊗ (A2S2X2)j+k(l−1) ⊗ (A3S3X3)l+k(i−1)

where ‖A−B‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ)3‖A−Ak‖2F .
The minimization task can be achieved by minimizing the degree-6 polynomial as follows

∑

a,b,c∈[n]

(

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

(A1S1X1)a,i+k(j−1) · (A2S2X2)b,j+k(l−1) · (A3S3X3)c,l+k(i−1) −Aa,b,c)
2

by choosing 3rk = O(k2/ǫ) indeterminates X1,X2,X3. We can get X1,X2,X3 such that the
solution is at least (1 + O(ǫ))-approximate.

Assuming that the entries of matrices U∗, V ∗,W ∗ are all bounded by 2poly(n), as stated in
Theorem 4.17, the polynomial can be minimized up to an additive error of 2− poly(n) in poly(n)
time [Ren92, BPR96]. Similar approaches can also be used to obtain a relative error approximation
of the ground truth value of OPT, and to deal with situations where Ak does not exist.
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4 Preliminary

In this section we give preliminaries for our work. In Section 4.1, we introduce our notations. In
Section 4.2, we provide definitions for different kinds of tensor ranks. In Section 4.3, we introduce
definitions about the tensor cycle ranks. In Section 4.4, we introduce definitions of subspace em-
bedding and approximate matrix product. In Section 4.5 we introduce results about the sketching
techniques. In Section 4.6, we introduce the tensor low-rank approximation algorithm. In Sec-
tion 4.7, we introduce the technique for input-sparsity approximation. In Section 4.8 we introduce
a previous result for solving small problems.

4.1 Notations

We use the notation [n] to denote the set 1, 2, · · · , n for any positive integer n. Additionally, for
a vector x ∈ R

n, ‖x‖2 represents its ℓ2 norm, which is defined as ‖x‖2 := (
∑

i = 1nx2i )1/2. For a
matrix A ∈ R

n×n, we use ‖A‖F to denote its Frobenius norm, i.e., ‖A‖F := (
∑n

i=1

∑n
j=1A

2
i,j)

1/2.

For a tensor A, we use ‖A‖F to denote its Frobenius norm, i.e., ‖A‖F := (
∑n

i=1

∑n
j=1

∑n
l=1 A

2
i,j,l)

1/2.
For any tensor A, we use nnz(A) to denote the number of non-zero entries in tensor A.
For an invertible and square matrix A, we use A−1 to denote its true inverse.
Let the SVD of A ∈ R

n×k to be MΣN⊤ where M ∈ R
n×k and N ∈ R

k×k have orthonormal
columns, and Σ ∈ R

k×k is a diagonal matrix. We denote the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse matrix
A as A† ∈ R

k×n, i.e., A† = NΣ−1M⊤.
We define the following two definitions of the ⊗ product.

Definition 4.1 (⊗ product for vectors). Given three vectors a, b, c ∈ R
n, a⊗ b⊗ c is used to denote

a size n× n× n tensor where i, j, l-th entry is aibjcl.

Definition 4.2 (⊗ product for matrices). For m matrices A1 ∈ R
n1×k, A2 ∈ R

n2×k, · · · , Am ∈
R
nm×k, we denote the tensor product in the following form

A1 ⊗A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗Aq =
k∑

i=1

(A1)i ⊗ (A2)i ⊗ · · · ⊗ (Aq)i ∈ R
n1×n2×···×nm ,

where we use (Aj)i to denote the i-th column of the matrix Aj .

We define the following vec() operation of converting a tensor into a vector,

Definition 4.3 (vec(), converting a tensor to a vector). For any tensor T ∈ R
n1×n2×···×nq , we

define

vec(T ) ∈ R
1×

∏q
i=1

ni

to be a row vector. For t = (j1 − 1)
∏q

i=2 ni + (j2 − 1)
∏q

i=3 ni + · · · + (jq−1 − 1)nq + jq, where
j1 ∈ [n1], j2 ∈ [n2] . . . , jq ∈ [nq], the t-th entry of vec(T ) is Tj1,j2,··· ,jq .

As an illustration, given that u =

[
5
4

]
, v =




3
2
1


 then vec(u⊗ v) =

[
15 10 5 12 8 4

]
.

7



4.2 Tensor Ranks

In this section, we define the following kinds of ranks for tensor.

Definition 4.4 (Classical rank). We say tensor U ∈ R
n×n×n has a classical rank of k if k ∈ Z≥0

is the smallest positive integer for which there exist three matrices A,B,C ∈ R
n×k such that

Ui,j,l =

k∑

a=1

k∑

b=1

k∑

c=1

Ai,aBj,bCl,c

We define Tucker rank as follows:

Definition 4.5 (Tucker rank). We say tensor U ∈ R
n×n×n has a tucker rank of k if k ∈ Z≥0 is

the smallest positive integer such that there exist three matrices A ∈ R
n×k, B ∈ R

n×k, C ∈ R
n×k,

and a (smaller) tensor D ∈ R
k×k×k such that ∀(i, j, l) ∈ [n]× [n]× [n], we have

Ui,j,l =
k∑

i′=1

k∑

j′=1

k∑

l′=1

Di′,j′,l′Ai,i′Bj,j′Cl,l′ .

Then, we define train rank,

Definition 4.6 (Train rank). We say tensor U ∈ R
n×n×n has a train rank of k if k ∈ Z≥0 is the

smallest positive integer such that there exist three matrices A ∈ R
1×n×k, B ∈ R

k×n×k, C ∈ R
k×n×1

such that ∀i, j, l ∈ [n]× [n]× [n] we have,

Ui,j,l =

1∑

i1=1

k∑

i2=1

k∑

i3=1

1∑

i4=1

Ai1,i,i2Bi2,j,i3Ci3,l,i4

4.3 Tensor Cycle Definitions

We give the formal definition of tensor cycle rank as follows.

Definition 4.7 (Cycle-rank). We say U ∈ R
n×n×n has cycle-rank k if there are three matrices

A,B,C ∈ R
n×k2 such that

Ui,j,l =

k∑

a=1

k∑

b=1

k∑

c=1

Ai,a+k(b−1)Bj,b+k(c−1)Cl,c+k(a−1)

or

Ai,j,l =

k∑

a=1

k∑

b=1

k∑

c=1

U i,a,bV j,b,cW l,c,a

where U ∈ R
n×k×k is tensorization of U ∈ R

n×k2, V ∈ R
n×k×k is tensorization of V ∈ R

n×k2,
W ∈ R

n×k×k is tensorization of W ∈ R
n×k2.
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4.4 Approximate Matrix Product and Subspace Embeddings

We define subspace embedding [Sar06] as follows.

Definition 4.8 (Subspace Embedding [Sar06]). For a matrix A ∈ R
n×d, we say matrix S is a

Subspace Embedding SE(n, d, ǫ, δ) of A if

Pr[‖SAx‖22 = (1± ǫ)‖Ax‖22,∀x ∈ R
d] ≥ 1− δ.

We define approximate matrix product (see [Woo14] for example) as follows.

Definition 4.9 (Frobenius Approximate Matrix Product). Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1) denote an accuracy pa-
rameter. Let δ ∈ (0, 1) denote a failure probability. Given matrices A and B, where A and B each
have n rows. We say a matrix S is a Frobenius Norm Approximate Matrix Product (FAMP(n, ǫ, δ))
with respect to A, B if

Pr[‖A⊤B −A⊤S⊤SB‖F ≤ ǫ · ‖A‖F · ‖B‖B ] ≥ 1− δ.

4.5 Gaussian Transforms and CountSketch

We define the following kinds of sketching matrices.

Definition 4.10 (CountSketch or Sparse Embedding matrix). We define the following,

• σ ∈ R: a scalar;

• D ∈ R
n×n: a diagonal matrix, with each diagonal entry chosen independently from {−1,+1}

with equal probability;

• h : [n]→ [m]: a random map, where ∀i ∈ [n], j ∈ [m], we define

Pr[h(i) = j] = 1/m.

• Π ∈ {0, 1}m×n: a binary matrix, where for all (j, i) ∈ [m]× [n], the entries are defined as

Φj,i :=

{
1 if h(i) = j
0 otherwise

Then, the CountSketch matrix Π ∈ R
m×n is defined as

Π := σ · ΦD.

For any real matrix A ∈ R
n×d, the matrix product ΠA can be computed in input-sparsity O(nnz(A))

time. For any real tensor A ∈ R
n×d1×d2 , the product ΠA can be computed in input-sparsity

O(nnz(A)) time. For three CountSketch matrices Πi,Π2,Π3, for any input 3-order tensor A ∈
R
n1×n2×n3 , A(Π1,Π2,Π3) can be computed in input-sparsity O(nnz(A)) time.

In the absence of specification, the scalar σ is assumed to be 1 in the above notation.

Definition 4.11 (Gaussian transform or Gaussian matrix ). Let σ ∈ R be a scalar. Let G ∈ R
m×n be

a matrix such that each entry of it is chosen i.i.d. from N (0, 1). Then we define S = σ ·G ∈ R
m×n

to be the Gaussian matrix or the Gaussian transform. For any input matrix A ∈ R
n×d, the matrix

product SA can be computed in input sparsity time of O(m · nnz(A)) time. For any input tensor,
the product can be computed in input-sparsity O(m · nnz(A)) time.
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In the absence of specification, the scalar σ is assumed to be 1/
√
m in the above notation.

We use the CountSketch together Gaussian transforms to get the following transform:

Definition 4.12 (CountSketch + Gaussian transform). Let Π ∈ R
t×n denote a CountSketch matrix

(Definition 4.10). Let S ∈ R
m×t denote a Gaussian matrix (Definition 4.11). We define S′ = SΠ.

Then we have that, for any input matrix A ∈ R
n×d, the matrix product S′A can be computed

in input-sparsity O(nnz(A) + dtmω−2) time, where we use ω to denote the matrix multiplication
exponent.

For the above sketching matrix, we have the following useful result telling us its SE and FAMP

properties.

Lemma 4.13 (Lemma B.22 in [SWZ19c] ). Let m2 = Ω(k2+k/ε), m1 = Ω(k/ε). Let Π ∈ R
m2×n be

a CountSketch matrix (Definition 4.10). Let S ∈ R
m1×m2 be a Gaussian matrix (Definition 4.11).

Then we define S′ using SΠ as Definition 4.12. Then for any fixed matrix C ∈ R
n×k, S′ is an

SE(n, k, 1/3, 0.01) (Definition 4.8). Also, for any two fixed matrix A and B with the same number
of rows, it is an FAMP(n,O(ǫ/k), 0.01) (Definition 4.9) .

Theorem 4.14 (Theorem 36 in [CW13]). Given A ∈ R
n×k, B ∈ R

n×d, suppose S ∈ R
m×n is an

SE(n, k, 1/
√

2, δ) for A, and satisfies is an FAMP(n,O(
√

ǫ/k, δ)) matrices A and C where C has n
rows and C depends on A and B. If

X̂ = arg min
X∈Rk×d

‖SB − SAX‖2F ,

then

‖B −AX̂‖2F ≤ (1 + ε) min
X∈Rk×d

‖B −AX‖2F .

4.6 Tensor Low-rank Approximation

In this section, we provide the following algorithm for tenor low-rank approximation.

Theorem 4.15 (Theorem C.1 in page 31 in [SWZ19c]). If the following conditions holds

• Let n denote a positive integer.

• Let A ∈ R
n×n×n be a 3rd order tensor.

• For any integer k ≥ 1.

• For any accuracy parameter ǫ ∈ (0, 1).

Then, an algorithm exists such that

• runs in exp(O(k2/ǫ) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ) + O(nnz(A)) time

• construct three matrices U , V , and W of dimension n× k. such that

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

Ui ⊗ Vi ⊗Wi −A

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ) min
rank−k Ak

‖Ak −A‖2F

• the succeed probability is 9/10.
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Algorithm 1 An algorithm for solving Frobenius norm low-rank approximation problem

1: procedure FLowRankApprox(A,n, k, ǫ) ⊲ Theorem 4.15
2: for i = 1→ 3 do

3: si ← O(k/ǫ).
4: end for

5: Select sketching matrices S1 ∈ R
n2×s1 , S2 ∈ R

n2×s2 , S3 ∈ R
n2×s3 . ⊲ Definition 4.12

6: for i = 1→ 3 do

7: Compute AiSi.
8: end for

9: Y1, Y2, Y3, C ←FInputSparsityReduction(A,A1S1, A2S2, A3S3, n, s1, s2, s3, k, ǫ). ⊲
Algorithm 2

10: for i = 1→ 3 do

11: Create variables for Xi ∈ R
si×k

12: end for

13: Run polynomial system verifier for ‖(Y1X1)⊗ (Y2X2)⊗ (Y3X3)− C‖2F .
14: return A1S1X1, A2S2X2, and A3S3X3.
15: end procedure

4.7 Input Sparsity Reduction

Here in this section, we introduce following key lemma for achieving input-sparsity running time.

Lemma 4.16 (Lemma C.3 in page 35 in [SWZ19c]). If the following condition holds

• Let poly(k, 1/ǫ) ≥ b1b2b3 ≥ k.

• Suppose there are three matrices V1 ∈ R
n×b1, V2 ∈ R

n×b2, and V3 ∈ R
n×b3.

• Given a n× n× n size tensor A

• Let T = O(nnz(V1) + nnz(V2) + nnz(V3) + nnz(A)) = O(n poly(k/ε) + nnz(A))

• Let c1 = c2 = c3 = poly(k, 1/ǫ)

Suppose there is an algorithm that

• runs in T time

• Constructs a tensor C ∈ R
c1×c2×c3

• Constructs three matrices V̂1 ∈ R
c1×b1 , V̂2 ∈ R

c2×b2 and V̂3 ∈ R
c3×b3

• with probability at least 0.99, for all α > 0,X1,X
′
1 ∈ R

b1×k,X2,X
′
2 ∈ R

b2×k,X3,X
′
3 ∈ R

b3×k

satisfy that,

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

(V̂1X
′

1)i ⊗ (V̂2X
′

2)i ⊗ (V̂3X
′

3)i − C

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ α

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

(V̂1X1)i ⊗ (V̂2X2)i ⊗ (V̂3X3)i − C

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

,

Then,

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

(V1X
′

1)i ⊗ (V2X
′

2)i ⊗ (V3X
′

3)i −A

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ)α

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

(V1X1)i ⊗ (V2X2)i ⊗ (V3X3)i −A

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

.
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Algorithm 2 In this algorithm, we reduce the size of the objective function’s from poly(n) size to
poly(k) size

1: procedure FInputSparsityReduction(A,V1, V2, V3, n, b1, b2, b3, k, ǫ) ⊲ Lemma 4.16
2: for i = 1→ 3 do

3: ci ← poly(k, 1/ǫ).
4: end for

5: for i = 1→ 3 do

6: Choose sparse embedding matrices Ti ∈ R
ci×n ⊲ Definition 4.10

7: end for

8: for i = 1→ 3 do

9: V̂i ← TiVi ∈ R
ci×bi ,

10: end for

11: C ← A(T1, T2, T3) ∈ R
c1×c2×c3 .

12: return V̂1, V̂2, V̂3 and C.
13: end procedure

4.8 Solving Small Problems

Here we introduce the following theorem for solving small problem of our algorithm.

Theorem 4.17 (Theorem D.11 in page 90 in [SWZ19c]). If the following conditions hold

• Suppose we have max{t1, d1, t2, d2, t3, d3} ≤ n.

• Let A be a tensor that has size t1 × t2 × t3

• Given three matrices

– t1 × d1 matrix T1

– t2 × d2 matrix T2

– t3 × d3 matrix T3

• for any δ > 0 there exists a solution to

min
X1,X2,X3

∥∥∥∥∥
k∑

i=1

(T1X1)i ⊗ (T2X2)i ⊗ (T3X3)i −A

∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

:= OPT,

and representing each element of Xi using O(nδ) bits is achievable.

Then there is an algorithm that

• runs in nO(δ) · exp(O(d1k + d2k + d3k)) time

• constructs three matrices

– X̂1

– X̂2

– X̂3

• such that ‖(T1X̂1)⊗ (T2X̂2)⊗ (T3X̂3)−A‖2F = OPT.
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5 Tensor Cycle Rank

In this section, we provide our main algorithm and its analysis.

Algorithm 3 Our Main Algorithm

1: procedure FLowCycleRankApprox(A,n, k, ǫ) ⊲ Theorem 5.1
2: for i = 1→ 3 do

3: si ← O(k2/ǫ).
4: ti ← poly(k, 1/ǫ).
5: Choose sketching matrices Si ∈ R

n2×si ⊲ Definition 4.12
6: Choose sketching matrices Ti ∈ R

ti×n

7: end for

8: for i = 1→ 3 do

9: Compute AiSi

10: end for

11: for i = 1→ 3 do

12: Compute TiAiSi

13: end for

14: Compute B ← A(T1, T2, T3).
15: for i = 1→ 3 do

16: Create variables for Xi ∈ R
si×k2 .

17: end for

18: Create variables for C ∈ R
k2×k2×k2 .

19: D ← ‖∑k
i1=1

∑k
i2=1

∑k
i3=1(Y1X1)i1+k(i2−1)(Y2X2)i2+k(i3−1)(Y3X3)i3+k(i1−1) −B‖2F

20: Run polynomial system verifier for D.
21: return A1S1X1, A2S2X2, and A3S3X3.
22: end procedure

Theorem 5.1 (Cycle rank, formal version of Theorem 1.2). For any k ≥ 1, ǫ ∈ (0, 1), and a
third-order tensor A ∈ R

n×n×n, there is an algorithm that operates in

O(nnz(A)) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ) + exp(O(k6/ǫ))

time and produces three tensors U , V , W of dimension n×k×k satisfying the following condition:

‖
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

U∗,i,j ⊗ V∗,j,l ⊗W∗,l,i −A‖F ≤ (1 + ǫ) min
cycle rank−k Ak

‖Ak −A‖2F

or equivalently

∥∥∥∥∥∥

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

(U2)∗,i+k(j−1) ⊗ (V2)∗,j+k(l−1) ⊗ (W2)∗,l+k(i−1) −A

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ) min
cycle rank−k Ak

‖Ak −A‖2F

holds with probability 9/10.
Here

• U2 ∈ R
n×k2 is the flatten version of tensor U ∈ R

n×k×k.
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• V2 ∈ R
n×k2 is the flatten version of tensor V ∈ R

n×k×k.

• W2 ∈ R
n×k2 is the flatten version of tensor W ∈ R

n×k×k.

Proof. We define OPT as

OPT := min
cycle rank−k A′

‖A′ −A‖2F .

Suppose the optimal

Ak =
k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

U∗
i+k(j−1) ⊗ V ∗

j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗
l+k(i−1).

Let V ∗ ∈ R
n×k2 and W ∗ ∈ R

n×k2 be fixed. We refer to the columns of V ∗ as V ∗
1 , V

∗
2 , · · · , V ∗

k2 ∈
R
n and the columns of W ∗ as W ∗

1 ,W
∗
2 , · · · ,W ∗

k2 ∈ R
n.

The optimization problem under consideration is as follows:

min
U∈Rn×k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

Ui+k(j−1) ⊗ V ∗
j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k(i−1) −A

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

,

which can be rewritten as

min
U∈Rn×k2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

U ·




∑k
l=1 V

∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0∑k
l=1 V

∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0
...∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0∑k
l=1 V

∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1∑k
l=1 V

∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1
...∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1∑k
l=1 V

∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1)∑k
l=1 V

∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1)
...∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1)




−A

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

.

We can represent a tensor A ∈ R
n×n×n as a matrix A1 ∈ R

n×n2

by flattening the tensor along the
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first dimension. Matrix Z1 ∈ R
k2×n2

is defined as follows:




vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0)

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0)
...

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·0)

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1)

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1)
...

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·1)

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
1+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1))

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
2+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1))
...

vec(
∑k

l=1 V
∗
k+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k·(k−1))




Now we get the equivalent objective function as follows,

min
U∈Rn×k2

‖UZ1 −A1‖2F .

With Ak = U∗Z1, we can have min
U∈Rn×k2 ‖UZ1 −A1‖2F = OPT.

We can formulate the following optimization problem by using a sketching matrix S⊤
1 ∈ R

s1×n2

defined in Definition 4.12, where s1 = O(k2/ǫ):

min
U∈Rn×k2

‖UZ1S1 −A1S1‖2F .

The optimal solution to the optimization problem above is denoted by Û ∈ R
n×k2.

Then, we have

Û = A1S1(Z1S1)
†.

By Lemma 4.13 and Theorem 4.14, we have

‖ÛZ1 −A1‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ) · min
U∈Rn×k2

‖UZ1 −A1‖2F

= (1 + ǫ) ·OPT,

which means that
∥∥∥∥∥∥

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗ V ∗
j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗

l+k(i−1) −A

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ) ·OPT .

In order to write down Û1, · · · , Ûk2 ∈ R
n, considering the matrix A1 is given, and we create s1× k2

variables for matrix (Z1S1)
†.

Now in the second step, let the two matrices Û ∈ R
n×k2 and W ∗ ∈ R

n×k2 to be fixed, we convert
the tensor A into the matrix A2.
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We use Z2 ∈ R
k2×n2

to denote the matrix where for each j ∈ [k] and l ∈ [k], the (j, l)-th row is

vec(
k∑

i=1

Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗W ∗
l+k(i−1)).

Now we focus on the objective function:

min
V ∈Rn×k2

‖V Z2 −A2‖2F ,

where (1 + ǫ) ·OPT is the upper bound of its optimal cost.
Given that s2 = O(k2/ǫ), we use S⊤

2 ∈ R
s2×n2

as a sketching matrix defined in Definition 4.12.
We apply S2 to the right hand side of the objective function and we get the following new objective
function,

min
V ∈Rn×k2

‖V Z2S2 −A2S2‖2F .

We use V̂ ∈ R
n×k2 as the optimal solution above.

Now, we have

V̂ = A2︸︷︷︸
n×n2

S2︸︷︷︸
n2×s2

(Z2S2)
†

︸ ︷︷ ︸
s2×k2

.

By Lemma 4.13 and Theorem 4.14, we have,

‖V̂ Z2 −A2‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ) · min
V ∈Rn×k

‖V Z2 −A2‖2F
≤ (1 + ǫ)2 ·OPT,

which means that
∥∥∥∥∥∥

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

Ûi+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k(l−1) ⊗W ∗
l+k(i−1) −A

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ)2 OPT .

In order to obtain the columns V̂1, · · · , V̂k2 ∈ R
n, recall the matrix A2 ∈ R

n2×n is given, we create
s2 × k2 variables for matrix (Z2S2)

†.
We set the matrices Û ∈ R

n×k2 and V̂ ∈ R
n×k2 to fixed values in the third step. The tensor

A ∈ R
n×n×n is converted into matrix A3 ∈ R

n2×n. Let matrix Z3 ∈ R
k2×n2

denote



∑k
j=1 vec(Û1+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·0)∑k
j=1 vec(Û2+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·0)

· · ·∑k
j=1 vec(Ûk+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·0)∑k
j=1 vec(Û1+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·1)∑k
j=1 vec(Û2+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·1)

· · ·∑k
j=1 vec(Ûk+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·1)∑k

j=1 vec(Û1+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·(k−1))∑k
j=1 vec(Û2+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·(k−1))

· · ·∑k
j=1 vec(Ûk+k(j−1) ⊗ V̂j+k·(k−1))




.
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The objective function as follows is considered by us,

min
W∈Rn×k2

‖WZ3 −A3‖2F ,

with at most (1 + ǫ)2 OPT optimal cost.
We can use a sketching matrix S⊤

3 ∈ R
s3×n2

, defined in Definition 4.12, with sketch size s3 =
O(k2/ε), to reduce the size of the input. By sketching S3 on the right of the objective function, we
have

min
W∈Rn×k2

‖WZ3S3 −A3S3‖2F .

Given that Ŵ ∈ R
n×k2 is used as the optimal solution, we can obtain Ŵ = A3S3(Z3S3)

†.
By Lemma 4.13 and Theorem 4.14, we have,

‖ŴZ3 −A3‖2F ≤ (1 + ǫ) min
W∈Rn×k2

‖WZ3 −A3‖2F

≤ (1 + ǫ)3 OPT .

Thus, we have

min
X1,X2,X3

∥∥∥∥∥∥

k∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

k∑

l=1

(A1S1X1)i+k(j−1) ⊗ (A2S2X2)j+k(l−1) ⊗ (A3S3X3)l+k(i−1) −A

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

≤ (1 + ǫ)3 OPT .

Let V1 = A1S1, V2 = A2S2, and V3 = A3S3. We then apply Lemma 4.16, and we obtain V̂1, V̂2, V̂3, B.
We utilize Theorem 4.17 to solve the problem efficiently. By rescaling ǫ by a constant factor, we
can ensure the correctness of the algorithm.

Time complexity. The running time of the algorithm can be divided as follows,

• By Definition 4.12, Line 8 in Algorithm 3 takes time of

O(nnz(A)) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ);

• By Lemma 4.16, Line 11 and Line 14 takes time of

nnz(A) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ);

• By Theorem 4.17, Line 19 takes time of

exp(O(k6/ǫ)),

ignoring the bit complexity for simplicity.

Adding then together, the total running time is

O(nnz(A)) + n poly(k, 1/ǫ) + exp(O(k6/ǫ)).

Thus we complete the proof.
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