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Abstract

We study symmetric tensor decompositions, i.e., decompositions of
the form T =

∑

r

i=1 u⊗3
i

where T is a symmetric tensor of order 3 and
ui ∈ C

n. In order to obtain efficient decomposition algorithms, it is
necessary to require additional properties from the ui. In this paper
we assume that the ui are linearly independent. This implies r ≤ n,
i.e., the decomposition of T is undercomplete.

We give a randomized algorithm for the following problem in the
exact arithmetic model of computation: Let T be an order-3 symmetric
tensor that has an undercomplete decomposition. Then given some T ′

close to T , an accuracy parameter ε, and an upper bound B on the
condition number of the tensor, output vectors u′

i
such that ||ui−u′

i
|| ≤

ε (up to permutation and multiplication by cube roots of unity) with
high probability. The main novel features of our algorithm are:

• We provide the first algorithm for this problem that runs in lin-
ear time in the size of the input tensor. More specifically, it
requires O(n3) arithmetic operations for all accuracy parameters
ε = 1

poly(n) and B = poly(n).

• Our algorithm is robust, that is, it can handle inverse-quasi-
polynomial noise (in n, B, 1

ε
) in the input tensor.

• We present a smoothed analysis of the condition number of the
tensor decomposition problem. This guarantees that the condi-
tion number is low with high probability and further shows that
our algorithm runs in linear time, except for some rare badly
conditioned inputs.

Our main algorithm is a reduction to the complete case (r = n) treated
in our previous work [KS23b]. For efficiency reasons we cannot use
this algorithm as a blackbox. Instead, we show that it can be run on
an implicitly represented tensor obtained from the input tensor by a
change of basis.

∗P.K. is with Univ Lyon, EnsL, UCBL, CNRS, LIP. Email: firstname.lastname@ens-
lyon.fr. S.S. is with Department of Mathematics and Operational Research, University of
Mons, Mons, Belgium, Email: firstname.lastname@umons.ac.be
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1 Introduction

1.1 Symmetric tensor decomposition

Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be a symmetric tensor of order 3. We recall that

such an object can be viewed as a 3-dimensional array (Tijk)1≤i,j,k≤n that
is invariant under all 6 permutations of the indices i, j, k. This is therefore
a 3-dimensional generalization of the notion of symmetric matrix. In this
paper, we study symmetric tensor decompositions, i.e., decompositions of
the form

T =
r
∑

i=1

ui ⊗ ui ⊗ ui (1)

where ui ∈ C
n. The smallest possible value of r is the symmetric tensor

rank of T and it is NP-hard to compute already for d = 3. This was shown
by Shitov [Shi16], and a similar NP-hardness result for ordinary tensors
was obtained much earlier by Håstad [Hås89]. In this paper, we impose
an additional linear independence condition on the ui. Note that such a
decomposition is unique if it exists, up to a permutation of the ui’s and
scaling by cube roots of unity [Kru77, Har70]. More formally, let T be an
order-3 symmetric tensor such that

T =
r
∑

i=1

ui ⊗ ui ⊗ ui where ui are linearly independent. (2)

We will call such a tensor r-diagonalisable.
There is a traditional distinction between undercomplete decompositions,

where r ≤ n in (1), and overcomplete decompositions, where r > n. In this
paper, we consider only undercomplete decompositions because of the linear
independence condition on the ui. The case where r is exactly equal to n
(referred to as diagonalisable tensors) was studied in [KS23b].

One can also study the decision version of the problem: Given an arbi-
trary symmetric tensor T and r ∈ N, is it r-diagonalisable ? A randomized
polynomial-time algorithm is known for this problem in the algebraic (BSS)
model of computation [KS21, KS23a].

1.2 Approximate undercomplete tensor decomposition

As explained above, an order-3 symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n is

called r-diagonalisable if there exist r linearly independent vectors ui ∈ C
n

such that T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i . The objective of the ε-approximation problem for

tensor decomposition is to find linearly independent vectors u′
1, ..., u′

r such
that there exists a permutation π ∈ Sr where

||ωiuπ(i) − u′
i|| ≤ ε
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with ωi a cube root of unity. Here ε is the desired accuracy parameter
given as input. Hence the problem is essentially that of approximating the
vectors ui appearing in the decomposition of T . Note that this is a forward
approximation in the sense of numerical analysis.

1.3 Results and Techniques

Recall that an order-3 tensor T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 is called diagonalisable if there
exist linearly independent vectors u1, ..., un ∈ C

n such that T can be decom-
posed as in (1).

Definition 1.1 (Condition number of an r-diagonalisable symmetric ten-
sor). Let T be an r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor over C such that T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i . Let U ∈ Mr,n(C) be the matrix with rows u1, . . . , ur. We define

the tensor decomposition condition number of T as: κ(T ) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F .
Note here that ||.||F is the Frobenius norm and U † is the Moore-Penrose

inverse (refer to Definition 2.5).

Note that in the special case of diagonalisable tensors, that is, when U
is invertible, U † is equal to U−1 in the above expression.

We will show in Section 5.2 that κ(T ) is well defined: for a diagonalisable
tensor the condition number is independent of the choice of U . Note that
when U is close to a singular matrix, the corresponding tensor is poorly con-
ditioned, i.e., has a large condition number. This is not surprising since our
goal is to find a decomposition where the vectors ui are linearly independent.

Model of Computation: The algorithms in this paper are run in the
exact arithmetic model of computation. That is, it is assumed that all
arithmetic operations over C can be done exactly. A formalization of the
exact arithmetic model can be found in [BSS89, BCSS98]. In addition to
arithmetic operations, we also allow the computation of square roots and
cube roots as in [BGVKS22, KS23b]. As in [KS23b], we need cube roots to
compute certain scaling factors (see for instance step 7 of Algorithm 2).1

Our main result is a robust randomized linear time algorithm for ε-
approximate tensor decomposition in the exact arithmetic model of compu-
tation for ε = 1

poly(n) . More formally, the algorithm takes as input a tensor
which is close to an r-diagonalisable tensor, an estimate B for the condition
number of the tensor and an accuracy parameter ε and returns an ε-forward
approximate solution to the r-undercomplete tensor decomposition problem
(following the definition in Section 1.2).

1We will assume that a complex number is stored as a pair of real numbers (its
real and imaginary parts). Our model is therefore closer to BSS over R than over C.
This is necessary because we need to compute complex conjugates (see for instance step
2 of Algorithm 6 or Step 1 of Algorithm 7). Moreover, the diagonalization algorithm
from [BGVKS22] relies on the QR factorization from [DDH07], which requires the compu-
tation of the 2-norm of complex vectors. This is intrinsically a real number (rather than
complex-algebraic) computation.
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Theorem 1.2. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be an r-diagonalisable tensor for some

r ≤ n and let T ′ ∈ C
n⊗C

n⊗C
n be such that ||T −T ′|| ≤ δ ∈ (0, 1

(nB)C rC log4( rB
ε )

)

for some constant C. Then on input T ′, a desired accuracy parameter ε and
some estimate B ≥ κ(T ), Algorithm 10 outputs an ε-approximate solution
to the tensor decomposition problem for T with probability at least

(

1 − 13

r2

)2(

1 − (
5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

)
)

where CCW is some constant. The algorithm requires O(n3+TMM (r) log2( rB
ε

))
arithmetic operations.

Here we denote by TMM (n) the number of arithmetic operations required
to multiply two n × n matrices in a numerically stable manner. If ω denotes
the exponent of matrix multiplication, it is known that TMM (n) = O(nω+η)
for all η > 0 (see [BGVKS22, DDHK07] for details).

Very roughly, the algorithm of Theorem 1.2 consists of an optimized re-
duction to the case r = n treated in [KS23b]. This is explained in more
detail in Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2. In particular, the bound in Theorem 1.2
on the noise δ that can be tolerated comes from [KS23b], and can be ulti-
mately traced back to [BGVKS22]. We do not claim any optimality for the
tolerance to noise stated in Theorem 1.2: the upper bound on δ could prob-
ably be improved with a more careful analysis. Our algorithm can be viewed
as an optimized version of the well-known "simultaneous diagonalisation" or
"Jennrich" algorithm [Moi18].

In [KS23b] we gave a similar result for the diagonalisable case r = n in
the finite precision model. One could also give a version of Theorem 1.2
in finite precision; in order to keep the present paper within reasonable
bounds we will stick to exact arithmetic in what follows. Note also that
the PhD thesis [Sah23] presents a streamlined finite precision analysis com-
pared to [KS23b]. The main idea is that numerically stable subroutines
can be composed in a numerically stable way under certain conditions (see
also [BNV23]).

Theorem 1.2 is in sharp contrast with [BBV19], where they give a nu-
merical instability result for undercomplete tensor decomposition. Their
negative result applies to a wide class of "pencil based algorithms" that
are fairly close to the algorithm behind Theorem 1.2. The main reason
why we can obtain a positive result is that our algorithm is randomized,
whereas [BBV19] only considers deterministic algorithms (see sections 1.4
and 1.5 of [KS23b] for a more thorough discussion).

When the estimate B on κ(T ) is reasonably small (for instance, polyno-
mial in n) the bound on the number of arithmetic operations in Theorem 1.2
will be dominated by the O(n3) term. This justifies the "linear time" claim
in the title of the paper since there are Θ(n3) entries in a symmetric ten-
sor of size n. As a complement to Theorem 1.2, we provide a smoothed
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analysis of the condition number showing that it is indeed reasonable to
expect κ(T ) to be quite small. A more detailed discussion of this result can
be found at the end of the Introduction, and the technical developments
are in Section 6. This result is already interesting in the case of complete
decompositions (r = n) since [KS23b] did not include any average-case or
smoothed analysis of the condition number. Prior work on smoothed anal-
ysis of tensor decompositions can be found in e.g. [BCMV14]. The main
focus of that paper is on overcomplete decomposition of higher-order ten-
sors. For undercomplete decomposition of order 3 tensors, they also provide
an analysis of the "simultaneous diagonalization" or "Jennrich" algorithm. In
contrast with the present paper they do not propose a notion of condition
number for tensor decomposition, and do not provide explicit exponents for
the running time of their algorithms.

1.3.1 Outline of the Algorithm

As mentioned before, we proceed by reduction to the problem of complete
decomposition treated in [KS23b], where r = n in (2). For this we deter-
mine the span of the ui in (2), and after a change of basis we just have to
perform a complete decomposition in r-dimensional space. At a high level,
this is the strategy suggested in [Kay11] to decompose homogeneous polyno-
mials in sums of powers of linear forms.2 More precisely, in the terminology
of [Kay11] determining the span of the ui amounts to finding the essential
variables of the input polynomial. In order to obtain a robust algorithm
with the running time claimed in Theorem 1.2 we need a number of addi-
tional ingredients, which we present in the remainder of Section 1.3.1 and
in Section 1.3.2.

The "change of basis" operation mentioned in the previous paragraph
applies a linear map of the form A ⊗ A ⊗ A to the input tensor. Here,
A ∈ Mn,r(C) and we apply A to the 3 components of the tensor. In
particular, for rank-1 symmetric tensors in C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, we have

(A ⊗ A ⊗ A).(u ⊗ u ⊗ u) = (AT u)⊗3 ∈ C
r ⊗ C

r ⊗ C
r. (3)

We give more details on this operation at the beginning of Section 3.
Before describing the algorithm, we recall that an order-3 symmetric

tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n can be cut into n slices T1, . . . , Tn where Tk =

(Tijk)1≤i,j≤n. Each slice is a symmetric matrix of size n. The algorithm
proceeds as follows:

(i) Pick vector a = (a1, ..., an) at random from a finite set and compute
a random linear combination T (a) =

∑n
i=1 aiTi of the slices T1, ..., Tn

of T .

2This is indeed the same problem as symmetric tensor decomposition, see for in-
stance [KS21].
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(ii) Compute a compact singular value decomposition T (a) = PΣQ∗ of
this matrix (refer to Definition 4.2).

(iii) Let T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T , where P is the complex conjugate of P .
Using the algorithm for the diagonalisable case, compute linearly in-
dependent vectors u1, ..., ur ∈ C

r such that T ′ =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i .

(iv) Output l1, ..., ln where li = Pui for all i ∈ [n].

In Section 5.1, we describe our algorithm in greater detail and show that
if it is given an r-diagonalisable tensor exactly as input, it indeed outputs
a (unique) decomposition. We show in in Section 5.2 that the algorithm is
robust to errors in the input tensor. In order to achieve the desired running
time, it turns out that (contrary to what might be expected from the above
simplified presentation) we cannot afford to run the algorithm from [KS23b]
on T ′ in a black box way at step (iii). We expand on this point and on other
important ingredients in Section 1.3.2.

1.3.2 The algorithm in more detail

An n × r matrix A (where n ≥ r) is called semi-unitary if A∗A = Ir.
Semi-Unitary Basis Recovery Problem. The input to this problem

is an r-diagonalisable tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n, i.e., a tensor which can be

decomposed like in (2) as T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i where u1, . . . , ur ∈ C

n are linearly
independent. The goal of the semi-unitary basis (SUB) recovery problem is
to find a semi-unitary matrix P such that its column span is exactly equal
to span{u1, ..., ur}. We show in Section 4 that if P is a solution to the SUB
recovery problem, then the tensor

T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T ∈ C
r ⊗ C

r ⊗ C
r (4)

is indeed r-diagonalisable. Moreover, we show in Section 5.2 that the con-
dition numbers of T and T ′ are equal. This relies crucially on the fact that
P is semi-unitary. If there is an additional assumption that the condition
number of T is bounded, the tensor decomposition algorithm for diagonal-
isable tensors from [KS23b] can then be used to compute a decomposition
for T ′. Moreover, we show that a decomposition for T ′ can be reused to
compute a decomposition for T as well.

We give a randomized algorithm for a robust version of this problem.
More formally, we show that given some tensor T ′ which is close to an
r-diagonalisable tensor T , some desired accuracy parameter ε and some
estimate B ≥ κ(T ), our algorithm (Algorithm 6) outputs a solution which
is at distance at most ε from a solution to the SUB recovery problem for
T with high probability. As discussed in Section 1.3.1 (Step (iii) of the
outline), our approach relies on the computation of a rank-r singular value
decomposition (SVD) of a random linear combination of the slices of the
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tensor T . To implement a robust version of this algorithm, we use internally
the DEFLATE algorithm from [BGVKS22]. Let A be the desired input
matrix and let S be an orthonormal matrix such that its columns span
the range of A. Then given some input Ã close to A and some desired
accuracy parameter η, the DEFLATE algorithm computes some matrix S̃
which is at distance at most η away from S (in the operator norm) in matrix
multiplication time with high probability.

One crucial technical step involved here is that the probability of error
of the DEFLATE algorithm on desired input A is a function of 1

σmin(A)

where σmin(A) is the smallest non-zero singular value of A. By step (i)
of the outline in Section 1.3.1, we apply the DEFLATE algorithm on T (a).
We show in Lemma 4.15 that the smallest non-zero singular value of T (a)

is bounded sufficiently far away from 0 and this gives us the desired error
bounds.

Linear Time Implementation. The previous discussion is not enough
to give a linear time algorithm for undercomplete tensor decomposition.
This is because if P ∈ C

n×r is a solution to the SUB recovery problem for
the tensor T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, then an explicit computation of the tensor
T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T as defined in (4) cannot be performed in time O(n3)
to the best of our knowledge. In Appendix A, we give an algorithm for
computing T ′ based on fast rectangular matrix multiplication [GU18] and
we show that it runs in O(n3.251) arithmetic operations. This is better than
the naive algorithm, but this bound falls short of the O(n3) complexity that
would be needed for a linear time algorithm.

In order to achieve linear time bounds (in the input size), the algorithm
needs to avoid computing all the entries of T ′ explicitly. At step (iii) of
the algorithm’s outline, we will therefore run our algorithm for complete
tensor decomposition [KS23b] on an input tensor T ′ which is implicitly de-
scribed by equation (4). For this we need to "open the box" of the algorithm
from [KS23b]. This algorithm relies in particular on the computation of two
random linear combinations of the slices of the input tensor. In Section 3,
we show how to do this when the input T ′ is implicitly described by (4).
This is based on an auxiliary algorithm from [KS23b] for computing a linear
combination of the slices of a tensor after a change of basis by a square ma-
trix, which we extend to the case of rectangular matrices. Then we show in
Section 5.3 how the algorithm for the complete case [KS23b] can be modi-
fied to output a decomposition of T ′ using access to these two random linear
combinations of the slices of T ′ and the desired input tensor T .

Condition Numbers: In Section 6, we perform a smoothed analysis
of the condition number for undercomplete tensor decomposition (as in Def-
inition 1.1). More formally, let T be an arbitrary symmetric tensor of rank

7



r ≤ n. Then

T = (U ⊗ U ⊗ U).(
r
∑

i=1

e⊗3
i ) =

r
∑

i=1

u⊗3
i

where the ui are the columns of U . Let U ′ be a matrix sampled from
the space of matrices obtained by random Gaussian perturbations of the
entries of U and T ′ = (U ′ ⊗ U ′ ⊗ U ′).(

∑r
i=1 e⊗3

i ). Or equivalently, define
T ′ as

∑r
i=1 u′

i
⊗3 where the entries of u′

i are obtained from those of ui by
random Gaussian perturbations. Then κ(T ′) is at most poly(n, ||U ||, 1

σ
, σ)

with high probability, where σ2 is the variance of the Gaussian distribution.
This proof relies on certain technical lemmas about the analysis of condition
numbers from [BC13]. As explained in the paragraph before Section 1.3.1,
this analysis shows that our main algorithm runs in linear time, except for
some rare badly conditioned inputs. Currently, our analysis applies only
to real tensors and real perturbations. A similar analysis in the complex
setting remains to be done. A more elementary proof of the same statement
when U is picked at random from a centered normal distribution on n × n
matrices can also be found in Appendix B.

1.4 Organization of the paper

In Section 2 we recall some results from our previous paper on complete
decomposition of symmetric tensors [KS23b], the definition of the Moore-
Penrose inverse and some of its properties. In particular, we use these
properties in Section 2.4 to show that the condition number of the input
tensor is well-defined. In Section 3 we present some algebraic algorithms
related to the change of basis operation (as explained in Section 1.3.2, they
play a crucial role in the derivation of a decomposition algorithm running
in linear time). Section 4 is devoted to the semi-unitary basis recovery
problem (see also Section 1.3.2). Then we combine all these ingredients in
Section 5 to obtain a fast and robust algorithm for undercomplete tensor
decomposition. Finally, the smoothed analysis of the condition number is
carried out in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Norms and Condition Numbers:

We denote by ||x|| the ℓ2 (Hermitian) norm of a vector x ∈ C
n. For A ∈

Mn(C), we denote by ||A|| its operator norm and by ||A||F its Frobenius
norm:

||A||2F =
n
∑

i,j=1

|Aij|2.

8



We always have ||A|| ≤ ||A||F .

Definition 2.1 (Tensor Norm). Given tensor T ∈ (Cn)⊗3, we define the
Frobenius norm ||T ||F of T as

||T ||F =

√

√

√

√

n
∑

i,j,k=1

|Ti,j,k|2

If T1, ..., Tn are the slices of T , we also have that

n
∑

i=1

||Ti||2F =
∑

i,j,k∈[n]

|(Ti)j,k|2 = ||T ||2F . (5)

For a given invertible matrix V , we define the Frobenius condition number
to be

κF (V ) = ||V ||2F + ||V −1||2F . (6)

Definition 2.2 (Condition number of a diagonalisable symmetric tensor).
Let T be a diagonalisable symmetric tensor over C: we have T =

∑n
i=1 u⊗3

i

where the ui are linearly independent vectors. Let U ∈ Mn(C) be the matrix
with rows u1, . . . , un. We define the tensor decomposition condition number
of T as: κ(T )= κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U−1||2F .

We have shown in [KS23b] that κ(T ) is independent of the choice of U .
This is a special case of Definition 1.1, which applies more generally to
r-diagonalisable tensors. We will show in Section 2.4 that the condition
number of Definition 1.1 is also independent of U .

2.2 Algebraic algorithm from [KS23b]

The following is the algorithm for computing a decomposition for a diago-
nalisable tensor from [KS23b]. In this algorithm, the inherent assumption is
that one can compute the eigenvectors exactly. In Section 2.3 we will refine
this idealized algorithm into a more realistic algorithm, also from [KS23b],
where the eigenvectors are computed approximately with the diagonalisation
algorithm from [BGVKS22].
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Algorithm 1: Complete decomposition of symmetric tensors.

Input: An order-3 diagonalisable symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n×n×n.

Output: linearly independent vectors l1, ..., lr ∈ C
n such that

T =
∑n

i=1 l⊗3
i

Pick a1, ..., an and b1, ..., bn uniformly and independently from a
finite set S ⊂ C

Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T
1 Compute T (a) =

∑n
i=1 aiTi and T (b) =

∑n
i=1 biTi

2 Compute T (a)′
= (T (a))−1

3 Compute D = T (a)′
T (b)

4 Compute the normalized eigenvectors p1, ..., pn of D.
5 Let P be the matrix with (p1, ..., pn) as columns and compute P −1.

Let vi be the i-th row of P −1

6 Define S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T and let S1, ..., Sn be the slices of S.
Compute αi = Tr(Si).

7 Output (α1)
1
3 v1, ..., (αn)

1
3 vn

The following theorem from [KS23b] shows that the above algorithm
actually returns a solution to the tensor decomposition problem for a diag-
onalisable tensor T .

Theorem 2.3. Given a diagonalisable tensor T ∈ C
n⊗C

n⊗C
n, Algorithm 1

returns u1, ..., un ∈ C
n such that T =

∑n
i=1 u⊗3

i with probability at least 1− 1
n

.

2.2.1 Explanation for Step 6 of the algorithm

After step 3 of the algorithm, the algorithm has already determined vectors
v1, . . . , vn such that

T =
n
∑

i=1

αiv
⊗3
i . (7)

The goal of the rest of the algorithm is to find the unknown coefficients αi.
It is shown in [KS23b] that the system can be solved quickly by exploiting
some of its structural properties. The approach relies on a change of basis
defined by (3). Let V be the matrix with rows v1, ..., vn and then following
Algorithm 1, let V = P −1. Then (7) can also be rewritten as

T = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).(
n
∑

i=1

αie
⊗3
i )

where ei are the standard basis vector in Cn. Then

T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T = (V P ⊗ V P ⊗ V P ).(
n
∑

i=1

αie
⊗3
i ) = (

n
∑

i=1

αie
⊗3
i ).

From this one can conclude that αi = T r(T ′
i ) where T ′

1, ..., T ′
n are the slices

of T ′.
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2.3 Algorithm in finite precision from [KS23b]

The following is the algorithm from [KS23b] for computing a tensor decom-
position for a diagonalisable tensor in finite precision arithmetic. It is a
version of the well-known "simultaneous diagonalisation" or "Jennrich" al-
gorithm, optimized for diagonalisable symmetric tensors. The main goal of
the present paper is to extend this algorithm from the diagonalisable case,
where r = n in (2), to r < n. See for instance [KS23b, Moi18] for additional
background on the traditional version of Jennrich’s algorithm.

Let η ∈ (0, 1) such that 1
η

is an integer. Define the discrete grid

Gη = {−1, −1 + η, −1 + 2η, ..., 1 − 2η, 1 − η}. (8)

Algorithm 2: Approximate decomposition of diagonalisable ten-
sors [KS23b].

In the following algorithm, C, Cgap, Cη > 0 and cF > 1 are some
absolute constants that are set in [KS23b].

Input: An order-3 symmetric diagonalisable tensor T ∈ (Cn)⊗3, an
estimate B for the condition number of the tensor and an accuracy
parameter ε(< 1).

Output: A solution to the ε-forward approximation problem (in
the sense of Section 1.2) for decomposition of the tensor T .

Pick (a1, ..., an, b1, ..., bn) ∈ G2n
η uniformly at random where

η := 1

Cηn
17
2 B4

is the grid size.

1 Compute T (a) =
∑n

i=1 aiSi and T (b) =
∑n

i=1 biTi.

2 Compute T (a)′
= (T (a))−1

3 Compute D = T (a)′
T (b)

Set kgap := 1
Cgapn6B3 , kF := cF n5B3 and ε1 := ε3

Cn12B
9
2

.

4 Let v1, ..., vn be the output of EIG-FWD on the input

(D, ε1, 3nB
kgap

, 2B
3
2
√

nkF ) where EIG-FWD is the numerically stable
algorithm for approximate matrix diagonalisation from
[BGVKS22],[KS23b].

5 Compute W = V −1 and let w1, ..., wn be the rows of W .
6 Compute α1, ..., αn = T SCB(V, T ) where TSCB is the algorithm for

computing the trace of slices of a tensor after change of basis as
described in Algorithm 3.

7 Compute zi = α
1
3
i wi for all i ∈ [n].

Output z1, ..., zn.

In [KS23b] the underlying computation model is finite precision arith-
metic with adversarial error, i.e., the only assumption on the result an arith-
metic computation is that it is within some specified error of the exact re-
sult. For this reason, this algorithm is a fortiori valid in the exact arithmetic
model used in the present paper.
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At line 4 of this algorithm, the second input ε1 to EIG-FWD is an
accuracy parameter: EIG-FWD will output the normalized eigenvectors of
D with error at most ε1 in ℓ2 norm for each eigenvector. The last two inputs
to EIG-FWD are estimates of the condition number of the eigenproblem
and of the Frobenius norm of the matrix D to be diagonalized. In order to
understand the present paper, it is not particularly important to know what
these parameters are and how the estimates at line 4 are derived (but the
interested reader will find all details in [BGVKS22, KS23b]). What matters
is the following result from [KS23b]:

Theorem 2.4. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be a diagonalisable tensor such that

κ(T ) ≤ B, where κ(T ) is the condition number of Definition 2.2. Given

some T ′ ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n such that ||T − T ′|| ≤ δ ∈

(

0, 1

nc log4( nB
ε )

)

for

some constant c, Algorithm 2 outputs an ε-forward approximate solution to
the tensor decomposition problem for T in

O(n3 + TMM (n) log2 nB

ε
)

arithmetic operations on a floating point machine with probability at least
(

1 − 1
n

− 12
n2

)(

1 − 1√
2n

− 1
n

)

.

In [KS23b], we moreover show that the above computation can be carried
out with a polylogarithmic number of bits of precision. More precisely, we
show that − log δ bits suffice, where δ is as in Theorem 2.4. In particular, it
is only assumed that the input is stored with precision δ. This is the reason
why the algorithm can tolerate a perturbed input T ′ in the above theorem.

2.4 Moore-Penrose Inverse

In this section we recall the definition and some basic properties of the
Moore-Penrose inverse.

Definition 2.5. For a matrix A ∈ Km×n, a pseudoinverse of A is defined
as a matrix A† ∈ Kn×m satisfying all of the following three criteria, known
as the Moore-Penrose conditions:

1. AA† maps all column vectors of A to themselves, that is, AA†A = A.

2. A† acts as a weak inverse, that is, A†AA† = A†.

3. AA† and A†A are Hermitian matrices.

Some properties of the Moore-Penrose inverse:

1. The Moore-Penrose inverse is unique for all matrices over R and C.

2. The following are sufficient conditions for (AB)† = B†A†:
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(a) A has orthonormal columns or B has orthonormal rows or

(b) A has linearly independent columns (then A†A = I) and B has
linearly independent rows (then BB† = I) or

(c) B = A∗ or B = A†

3. Let M ∈ Mr(K) be an invertible matrix and let M̃ =

[

M
0(n−r)×r

]

∈ C
n×r

be constructed by adding rows of 0 to the matrix. Then the pseudoin-

verse of M̃ is given by M̃ † ∈ C
r×n =

[

M−1 0r×(n−r)

]

Proof. The first two properties are standard, so we only give the (sim-
ple) proof of the third property.

We first want to show that M̃ † =
[

M−1 0r×(n−r)

]

indeed satisfies

the properties of the definition of the Moore-Penrose inverse (Defini-
tion 2.5). By the properties of block matrix multiplication, we get
that

M̃(M̃)† =

[

M
0(n−r)×r

]

[

M−1 0r×(n−r)

]

=

[

Ir 0
0 0

]

M̃ †M̃ =
[

M−1 0r×(n−r)

]

[

M
0(n−r)×r

]

= Ir + 0r×r = Ir.

Hence both M̃ †M̃ and M̃(M̃)† are Hermitian matrices and this shows
that point (3) in Definition 2.5 is satisfied.

Moreover since,

M̃(M̃)†M̃ =

[

Ir 0
0 0

] [

M
0(n−r)×r

]

= M̃

and

M̃ †M̃M̃ † = IrM̃ † = M̃ †

this shows that the first two properties of Definition 2.5 are satisfied as
well. The result then follows from the uniqueness of the Moore-Penrose
inverse.

2.5 The condition number is well defined

The Frobenius condition number of a square invertible matrix was de-
fined in (6). We extend it to rectangular matrices as follows:

κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F , (9)

13



where U † is the Moore-Penrose inverse of U . Recall that we had already
defined the condition numbers for undercomplete tensor decomposition in
Definition 1.1. We state it here again for the convenience of the reader (note
that this is a generalization of Definition 2.2).
Definition 1.1: Let T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n be an r-diagonalisable tensor such
that T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i where the vectors ui ∈ Cn are linearly independent and
r ≤ n. Let U ∈ C

r×n be such that the ui are the rows of U . We say that
"U diagonalises T " and we define the condition number of T ,

κ(T ) := κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F

where U † is the Moore-Penrose inverse of U .
The following lemma from [Kay11] shows that if a tensor is r-diagonalisable,

then it has a unique decomposition up to permutations and multiplication
by cube roots of unity (it is actually stated in [Kay11] as a result about sums
of powers of linear forms). Similar uniqueness results hold for ordinary ten-
sors [Har70], under more general conditions than linear independence of
the components [Kru77] (and these two uniqueness results in fact imply
Lemma 2.6).
Lemma 2.6. [Kay11] Let T =

∑

i∈[n] u⊗3
i where ui are linearly independent

vectors over C. For any other decomposition T =
∑

i∈[n](u
′
i)

⊗3, the vectors
u′

i must satisfy u′
i = ωiuπ(i) where ωi is the cube root of unity and π ∈ Sn a

permutation.

We’ll use the above lemma to show that the condition number for r-
diagonalisable tensors in Definition 1.1 is well-defined.

Lemma 2.7. Let T be a r-diagonalisable tensor. Then for all matrices
U ∈ Mr,n(C) that diagonalise T , the quantities ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F are equal.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, for all U ∈ Mr,n(C) such that U r-diagonalises T ,
the rows of U are unique up to permutation and scaling by cube roots of
unity. Writing this in matrix notation, if U and U ′ are two such distinct
matrices that diagonalise the tensor T , there exists a permutation π ∈ Sr

and a diagonal matrix D with cube roots of unity along the diagonal entries,
such that U ′ = DPπU where Pπ is the permutation matrix corresponding
to π.

The Frobenius norm of a matrix is invariant under permutation of its
rows, or multiplications by cube roots of unity. Hence ||U ||2F = ||U ′||2F , and
it remains to show that ||U †||2F = ||(U ′)†||2F . Since the rows of U are linearly
independent and the columns of DPπ are linearly independent,

||(U ′)†||F = ||(DPπU)†||F = ||U †P †
πD†||F

by Section 2.4, property 2.b. Since Pπ is a permutation matrix, its columns
are orthonormal. Hence (Pπ)† = (Pπ)−1 = (Pπ)T and multiplication by
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(Pπ)† on the right permutes the columns of U †. Also, inverse of cube
roots of unity are cube roots of unity as well. Hence, if v′

1, ..., v′
n are the

columns of (U ′)†, and v1, ..., vn are the columns of U †, this gives us that
v′

i = ω′
ivπ−1(i) where ω′

i are cube roots of infinity. This gives us that

||(U ′)†||2F =
∑r

i=1 ||v′
i||2 =

∑

i∈[r] ||ω′
ivπ−1(i)||2 =

∑

i∈[n] ||vi||2 = ||U †||2F . This
finally gives us that for all U, U ′ ∈ Mr,n(C) such that U and U ′ diagonalise
T , ||U ′||2F + ||(U ′)†||2F = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F .

3 Change of Basis

Given tensors T, T ′ ∈ C
n×n×n, we say that there is a change of basis

A ∈ Mr(C) for some r ≤ n that takes T to T ′ ∈ (Cr)⊗3 if T ′ = (A⊗A⊗A).T .
Written in standard basis notation, this corresponds to the fact that for all
i1, i2, i3 ∈ [r],

T ′
i1i2i3

=
∑

j1,j2,j3∈[n]

Aj1i1Aj2i2Aj3i3Tj1j2j3. (10)

Note that if T = u⊗3 for some vector u ∈ C
n, then (A⊗A⊗A).T = (AT u)⊗3.

From this one can obtain the effect of two successive changes of basis on an
arbitrary symmetric tensor T :

(B ⊗ B ⊗ B).(A ⊗ A ⊗ A).T = (AB ⊗ AB ⊗ AB).T, (11)

a fact which will be used in Section 5.3.
We do not know how to perform a change of basis in time O(n3) (the

best we can do is presented in Appendix A). For this reason, as discussed
in Section 1.3.2 we present in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 two "implicit algorithms"
related to this operation. The first one is an extension to rectangular ma-
trices of a similar algorithm from [KS23b] while the second one is a new
ingredient.

The following theorem describes the structure of the slices of a tensor
after a change of basis by a rectangular matrix.

Theorem 3.1. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be a tensor with slices T1, ..., Tn and

let S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T where V ∈ Mn,r(C) for some r ≤ n. Then the slices
S1, ..., Sr of S are given by the formula:

Sk = V T DkV

where Dk =
∑n

i=1 vi,kTi and vi,k are the entries of V .
In particular, if T =

∑n
i=1 e⊗3

i , we have Dk = diag(a1,k, ..., an,k).

Proof. Using the definition of the change of basis operation, we get that

(Si1)i2,i3 =
n
∑

j1,j2,j3=1

Vj1,i1Vj2,i2Vj3,i3Tj1,j2,j3 =
n
∑

j2,j3=1

Vj2,i2(
n
∑

j1=1

Vj1,i1Tj1,j2,j3)Vj3,i3

(12)
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Writing this in matrix form gives us that

Si1 = V T
(

n
∑

j1=1

Vj1,i1Tj1

)

V

which gives us the desired result.

Corollary 3.1.1. Let S =
∑r

i=1 a⊗3
i . Let A be the r × n matrix with rows

a1, ..., ar. Then the slices Sk of S are given by the formula

Sk = AT DkA where Dk = diag(a1,k, ..., ar,k).

3.1 Trace of Slices after a Change of Basis

Recall the definition of the change of basis operation from (10). In this
section, we give an algorithm which takes in an order-3 symmetric tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗C
n ⊗C

n and some rectangular matrix V ∈ C
n×r and computes the

trace of the slices T ′
1, ..., T ′

r of the tensor T ′ = (V ⊗V ⊗V ).T ∈ C
r ⊗C

r ⊗C
r.

A similar algorithm was already proposed in [KS23b] but in the case where
the change of basis matrix V was a square matrix.

Algorithm 3: Algorithm that outputs the trace of the slices after
a change of basis (TSCB)

Input: An order-3 symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n×n×n, a matrix

V = (vij) ∈ C
n×r.

Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T .
1 Compute W = V V T

2 Compute xm,k = (W Tm)k,k for all m, k ∈ [n].
3 Compute xm =

∑n
k=1 xm,k for all m ∈ [n] .

4 Compute si =
∑n

m=1 vm,ixm for all i ∈ [n].
Output s1, ..., sn

Theorem 3.2. Let us assume that a tensor T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 and a matrix
V ∈ Mn,r(C) for some r ≤ n are given as input to Algorithm 3. Set S =
(V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T ∈ C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r following the definition in (10) and let
S1, ..., Sr ∈ Mr(C) be the slices of S. Then the algorithm returns s1, ..., sr

where si = T r(Si) for all i ∈ [r] using O(n3) operations.

Proof. We first claim that T r(Si) =
∑n

m=1 vmi

(

∑n
k=1(V V T Tm)k,k

)

. Using

Theorem 3.1, we know that Si = V T DiV where Di =
∑n

m=1 Vm,iTm. Using
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the cyclic property and the linearity of the trace operator, we get that

Tr(Si) = Tr(V T DiV ) = Tr(V V T Di) = Tr(V V T (
n
∑

m=1

vm,iTm))

=
n
∑

m=1

vm,iTr(V V T (
n
∑

m=1

vm,iTm))

=
n
∑

m=1

vm,i

(

n
∑

k=1

(V V T Tm)k,k

)

.

From this, we conclude that Algorithm 3 computes exactly the trace of the
slices Si of S .

Running Time: We analyse the steps of the algorithm and deduce the
number of arithmetic operations required to perform the algorithm. Note
that only the numbered steps contribute to the complexity analysis.

1. Since V ∈ Mn(C), Step 1 can be done in O(r2n) operations with
ordinary matrix multiplication.

2. In Step 2, for each m, k ∈ [n], we compute the inner product of the
k-th row of W with the k-th column of Tm. Computation of each
inner product takes n arithmetic operations. There are n2 such inner
product computations. So this step requires n3 arithmetic operations.

3. In Step 3, we compute each xm by adding xm,k for all k ∈ [n]. Thus
each xm requires n arithmetic operations and hence, this step requires
n2 arithmetic operations.

4. In Step 4, we compute each s̃i by taking the inner product of the i-th
column of V and X = (X1, ..., xm). Each inner product requires n
arithmetic operations and hence, this step requires n2 arithmetic op-
erations.

3.2 Linear Combination of Slices after a Change of Basis

In this section, we give an algorithm which takes as input an order-3 symmet-
ric tensor T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, some rectangular matrix V ∈ C
n×r and some

vector a ∈ C
r. The algorithm returns a linear combination T (a) =

∑r
i=1 aiSi

of the slices S1, ..., Sr of the tensor S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T ∈ C
r ⊗ C

r ⊗ C
r.

This algorithm plays a crucial role in the linear time algorithm for un-
dercomplete tensor decomposition (Algorithm 10). As discussed at the be-
ginning of Section 3, we do not know how to compute the explicit tensor
after a change of basis in linear time. We show later in Section 5.3 that
we do not need to compute the entire tensor - just computing two random
linear combinations of the slices of the tensor is enough.
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Algorithm 4: Algorithm for computing a linear combination of
slices after change of basis (LCSCB) in a symmetric tensor

Input: An order-3 symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n×n×n, a matrix

V = (vij) ∈ C
n×r, a vector a ∈ C

r.
Let v1, ..., vn be the rows of V

1 Compute αi = 〈a, vi〉 for all i ∈ [n].
Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T

2 Compute matrices {Xm}m∈[n] such that (Xm)j,k = αm(Tm)j,k for all
j, k ∈ [n] .

3 Compute D(a) =
∑n

m=1 Xm.

4 Compute A = D(a)V

5 Compute S(a) = V T A

Output S(a).

Theorem 3.3. Let us assume that an order-3 symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗

C
n ⊗C

n, a matrix V ∈ C
n×r and a vector a ∈ C

r (where r ≤ n) are given as
input to Algorithm 4. Let S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T where S1, ..., Sr are the slices
of S. Then Algorithm 4 computes S(a) =

∑r
i=1 aiSi using O(n3) arithmetic

operations.

Proof. Since S1, ..., Sr are the slices of the tensor S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T , using
Theorem 3.1, we have that

Si = V T DiV (13)

where Di =
∑n

m=1 vimTm. Let v1, ..., vn be the rows of V . Then, using (13)
we have that

S(a) =
r
∑

i=1

aiSi = V T
(

r
∑

i=1

aiDi

)

V = V T
(

r
∑

i=1

ai(
n
∑

m=1

vmiTm)
)

V

= V T
(

n
∑

m=1

(
r
∑

i=1

aivmi)Tm

)

V

= V T
(

n
∑

m=1

〈a, vm〉Tm

)

V.

Running Time: We analyse the steps of the algorithm and deduce the
number of arithmetic operations required to perform the algorithm. Note
that only the numbered steps contribute to the complexity analysis.

1. In Step 1, we need to compute n inner products of vectors in C
r. This

can be done in O(nr).

2. In Step 2, for each m ∈ [n], we perform scalar multiplication of the
matrices Xm by αm. Scalar multiplication of each matrix takes n2

arithmetic operations and hence, the total number of arithmetic oper-
ations in this step is n3.
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3. In Step 3, we compute D(a) by adding Xm for all m ∈ [n]. Computing
each entry requires n arithmetic operations and since there are n2

entries, this step requires n3 arithmetic operations.

4. In Step 4, we multiply an r × n matrix and an n × n matrix which can
be done in O(n2r) many arithmetic operations.

5. In Step 5, we multiply an r × n matrix with an n × r matrix which
requires O(nr2) arithmetic operations.

So, the total number of arithmetic operations required is O(n3).

4 Semi-Unitary Basis Recovery Problem

Recall that we call a symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n r-diagonalisable if

T =
r
∑

i=1

u⊗3
i where {ui}i∈[r] ⊆ C

n are linearly independent. (14)

In this section, we look at the following algorithmic problem.

Definition 4.1 (SUB recovery). Given an r-diagonalisable tensor T ∈
C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n that can be written as T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i , find a semi-unitary

matrix n × r matrix P with columns p1, ..., pr such that span{u1, ..., ur} =
span{p1, ..., pr}.

Solving this algorithmic problem (robustly and in linear time) is a crucial
step for our algorithm for the undercomplete tensor decomposition problem.
As explained in Section 1.3.1, the strategy for the undercomplete tensor
decomposition algorithm is similar to that of [Kay11] - find a basis for the
subspace spanned by the vectors of the decomposition (u1, ..., ur in (14)) and
then use that to reduce it to the algorithm for the complete case. Here, for
reasons mentioned in Sections 1.3.2 and Sections 5.2 (after Definition 5.3),
in fact, we want to compute a semi-unitary basis (the elements of the basis
form a semi-unitary matrix) of the subspace spanned by the vectors of the
decomposition.

In this section, we give an algorithm for this problem. To describe the
algorithm, we first need to recall the notion of singular value decomposition
of matrices.

Definition 4.2. For any matrix A ∈ C
m×n, the singular value decom-

position is defined to be a factorization of the form M = UΣV ∗, where
U ∈ C

m×m and V ∈ C
n×n are unitary matrices and Σ is an m × n rectan-

gular diagonal matrix with non-negative real numbers on the diagonal.
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Let us assume without loss of generality that the singular values in Σ are
sorted in decreasing order of magnitude. That is, if Σ = diag(σ1, ..., σmin{m,n}),
then |σi| ≥ |σj |.

Let rank(A) = r ≤ min{m, n}. Then the compact singular value decom-
position is defined to be a factorization of the form M = UrΣrV ∗

r where
Σr is an r × r diagonal matrix with only positive real numbers on the
diagonal and Ur ∈ C

m×r and V ∗
r ∈ C

r×n are semi-unitary matrices i.e.
U∗

r Ur = VrV ∗
r = Ir.

4.1 Algebraic algorithm for SUB recovery

We first give an algorithm for computing an exact solution to the SUB
recovery problem for an r-diagonalisable tensor T (which is given exactly),
assuming that the singular value decomposition of a matrix can be computed
exactly. In Section 4.2 we will refine this idealized algorithm into a robust
approximate algorithm for SUB recovery.

Algorithm 5: Algorithm for SUB recovery problem

Input: An order-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n.
Output: Semi-unitary matrix P which is a solution to the SUB
recovery problem for T

Pick α1, ..., αn uniformly and independently from a finite set S ⊂ C

Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T
1 Set T (α) =

∑n
i=1 αiTi.

2 Compute the compact singular value decomposition of

T (α) = PrΣQ∗
r as in Definition 4.2

Output Pr

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.3. If the input tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n is r-diagonalisable,

then Algorithm 5 returns a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T (refer
to Definition 4.1) with high probability. More precisely, let us assume that
the input tensor T can be written as T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i where the ui are linearly
independent. Then, if α1, ..., αn are picked uniformly and independently at
random from a finite set S ⊂ C such that span{p1, ..., pr} = span{u1, ..., ur}
with probability 1 − r

|S| .

The proof of this theorem follows a two-step process:

• First, we show in Lemma 4.4 that if the α1, ..., αn ∈ C picked in
Algorithm 5 have some "specific properties", then the Algorithm indeed
returns a solution to the SUB recovery problem.

• Then, we show that if the αi are picked uniformly and independently
at random from a finite set, then they indeed have those "specific
properties" with high probability.
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Lemma 4.4. Let T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 be an r-diagonalisable tensor. Then T can
be written as T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i where the ui’s are linearly independent. Let
T1, ..., Tn ∈ Mn(C) be the slices of T and let T (α) =

∑n
i=1 αiTi be a linear

combination of the slices such that rank(T (α)) = r. Take PrΣQ∗
r to be a com-

pact singular value decomposition of T (α) as in Definition 4.2. Let p1, ..., pr

be the r columns of Pr. Then

span(p1, ..., pr) = Im(T (α)) = span(u1, ..., ur).

Proof. Firstly, let A ∈ C
m×n be any matrix of rank r and let A = MΣN∗

be the compact singular value decomposition of A where m1, ..., mr ∈ C
m

are the orthonormal columns of M . Then span{m1, ..., mr} = Im(A). This
follows from the fact that

Im(A) ⊆ Im(M) = span{m1, ..., mr}.

Since the mi’s are linearly independent, rank(A) = r = rank(span{m1, ..., mr})
which gives us the desired conclusion. Applying this for A = T (α) gives us
that

Im(T (α)) = span{p1, ..., pr}. (15)

Let U be the r × n matrix with rows u1, ..., ur. Since T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i ,

using Corollary 3.1.1, we get that the slices Ti of T can be written as
UT DiU where Di = diag(U1,i, ..., Ur,i). Then T (α) = UT D(α)U where
D(α) = diag(〈α, u1〉, ..., 〈α, ur〉) and α = (α1, ..., αn). This gives us that

Im(T (α)) ⊆ Im(UT ). (16)

Since Im(UT ) = span{u1, ..., ur}, this gives us that

Im(T (α)) ⊆ span{u1, ..., ur}. (17)

Since the ui’s are linearly independent, rank(T (α)) = r = rank(span{u1, ..., ur}).
Hence, Im(T (a)) = span{u1, ..., ur}. Combining (17) and (15), we get that

span(p1, ..., pr) = Im(T (α)) = span(u1, ..., ur).

Definition 4.5. The maximal rank of a subspace U of Mn(C), denoted by
max-rank(U) is defined as the largest r such that there exists a matrix M ∈ U
such that rank(M) = r.

Lemma 4.6. Let T, T ′ ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be such that T ′ = (A ⊗ A ⊗ A).T for

some invertible matrix A ∈ GLn(C) . Let U be the subspace spanned by the
slices T1, ..., Tn of T and V be the subspace spanned by the slices T ′

1, ..., T ′
n of

T . Then the following properties hold:
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1. V = AT UA.

2. max-rank(U) = max-rank(V).

Proof. Corollary 3.1.1 shows us that V ⊆ AT UA. Since T = (A−1 ⊗ A−1 ⊗
A−1).T , the same argument shows that U ⊆ A−T VA−1. This gives us that
V = AT UA. This appears in Lemma 22 of [KS21] but in the language of
polynomials.

For the second part of the lemma, let r = max-rank(U). Then there
exists MU ∈ U such that rank(MU ) = r. By the previous part, MV =
AT MUA ∈ V. Since A is non-singular, rank(MV) = r hence max-rank(V) ≥
max-rank(U). The other direction can be similarly shown by using the fact
that U = A−T VA−1.

Lemma 4.7. Let A1, ..., Ak ∈ Mn(C) be such that the subspace they span
has maximal rank r. Pick λ1, ..., λk uniformly and independently at random
from a finite set S ⊆ C. Let A =

∑

i∈[k] λiAi. Then

Prλ1,...,λk∈S [rank(A) = r] ≥ 1 − r

|S|
Proof. Since maximal rank of span{A1, ..., Ak} = r, there are some µ1, ..., µk

in C such that Aµ =
∑k

i=1 µiAi and rank(A) = r. Then there exists an r × r
submatrix of Aµ that is invertible. Let Ax =

∑k
i=1 xiAi and let φr(Ax) be

the determinant of the corresponding r × r submatrix of Ax. Then φr(Ax)
is a polynomial in C[x1, .., xk].

Now φr(Ax) 6≡ 0 Since φr(Aµ) 6= 0; Since deg(φr(Ax)) ≤ r , if λ1, ..., λn

are picked at random from a finite set S ⊆ C, the probability that φr(A) 6= 0
and hence, rank(A) = r, is at least 1 − r

|S| by the Schwartz-Zippel Lemma.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Let E1 denote the event that Algorithm 5 returns
a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T . We want to show that
Prα1,...,αn∈rS [E1] is large.

Let D =
∑r

i=1(ei)
⊗3 where ei are the standard basis vectors for C

n. It
can be observed that if U is the span of the slices of D, then max-rank(U) = r.
Given T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i , we can write T = (U ⊗ U ⊗ U).D where U ∈ Mn(C)
is such that the first r rows of U are u1, ..., ur and the last (n − r) rows
w1, ..., wn−r are picked so that u1, ..., ur , w1, ..., wn−r form a basis for C

n.
This ensures that U is an invertible matrix. Applying Lemma 4.6 to T and
D, we get that if V is the space of matrices spanned by the slices T1, ..., Tn of
T , then max-rank(V) = r. Let T (α) =

∑n
i=1 αiTi where the αi’s are picked

independently and uniformly at random from a finite set S ⊂ C and let E2

denote the event that rank(T (α)) = r. Now, using Lemma 4.7 for T1, ..., Tn

we get that

Prα1,...,αn∈S [E2] ≥ 1 − r

|S| . (18)
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Using Lemma 4.4, we get that if rank(T (α)) = r, the matrix Pr returned by
Algorithm 5 is indeed a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T . Thus
E2 ⊆ E1, and the result follows from (18).

4.2 Robust SUB recovery

In this section we propose an approximate solution to the SUB recovery
problem from Definition 4.1.

Definition 4.8 (Approximate SUB recovery). Let T ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be an

order-3 r-diagonalisable tensor and let P ∈ C
n×r be a semi-unitary matrix

which is a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T . The objective of the
ε-approximate SUB recovery problem is to find a matrix P ′ ∈ C

n×r such
that ||P − P ′|| ≤ ε.

Our algorithm relies on the DEFLATE algorithm from [BGVKS22].
Given some input matrix A′ close to a matrix A, this algorithm approxi-
mately outputs a semi-unitary matrix whose columns span the image space
of A. This works for any A belonging to a set of matrices Xr(n) defined as
follows:

Xr(n) :=
{

A ∈ Mn(C)
∣

∣

∣||A|| ≥ 1

3
, rank(A) = rank(A2) = r

}

.

More precisely, the following result is established in [BGVKS22].

Theorem 4.9. Let A ∈ Xr(n) and let A(0) ∈ Mn(C) be a matrix such that
the following conditions are satisfied:

1. ||A − A(0)|| ≤ β

2. β ≤ 1
4 ≤ ||A(0)||.

Given as input A(0) and an accuracy parameter η, the DEFLATE algorithm

returns with probability 1 − (20n)3
√

β

η2σr(A) a matrix S̃∈ C
n×r satisfying the fol-

lowing property: there exists a matrix S ∈ C
n×r with orthonormal columns

such that ||S − S̃|| ≤ η, and moreover the columns of S span range(A). Here
σr(A) denotes the smallest non-zero singular value of A. The number of
arithmetic operations required is O(TMM (n)).

We can now present our algorithm for approximate SUB recovery.
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Algorithm 6: Robust numerical algorithm for SUB recovery

Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an order-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric

tensor.
Input: A tensor T ′ ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n "close" to T , an estimate B for
the condition number of the tensor and an accuracy parameter
ε ≤ 1.

Output: A solution to the ε-approximate solution to the SUB
recovery problem for tensor T .

Set kF = cF n5B3 where cF is the absolute constant from
Algorithm 2.

Pick a ∈ Gn
η uniformly at random where the grid size η is fixed

in (26).
Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T

1 Compute T (a) =
∑n

i=1 aiTi.

2 Compute A = T (a)(T (a))∗.

3 Compute Ã = 2kF A.

4 Let P̃ = DEFLATE(Ã, ε) where DEFLATE is the numerically
stable algorithm for computing orthonormal singular vectors from
Theorem 4.9

Output P̃ .

Note that Step 3 of the algorithm is included to ensure that ||Ã|| ≥ 1
4 so

that Theorem 4.9 can be applied. The following is the main theorem of this
section, and we will prove it in Section 4.2.3.

Theorem 4.10. Let T ∈ C
n⊗C

n⊗C
n be an r-diagonalisable tensor for some

r ≤ n and let T ′ ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be such that ||T −T ′|| ≤ δ ∈

[

0, ε4

poly(n,B)

]

3.

Then, on input T ′, a desired accuracy parameter ε and some estimate B ≥
κ(T ), Algorithm 6 outputs an ε-approximate solution to the SUB recovery
problem for T with probability at least (1 − 1

r
)(1 − ( 5

4r
+ 1

4C2
CW

r
3
2

)) where

CCW is the universal constant from the Carbery-Wright inequality [CW01].
The algorithm requires O(n3) arithmetic operations.

The proof of this theorem has the following two steps:

1. We first show in Section 4.2.1 that if the vector a ∈ (−1, 1]n cho-
sen in the algorithm has certain “nice properties" (refer to Defini-
tion 4.11 for an exact definition), then the algorithm indeed outputs
an ε-approximate solution to the SUB recovery problem for the input
tensor T .

2. Then we show in Section 4.2.2 that if the vector a is picked uniformly
and independently at random from a finite grid (which we describe
later), it will indeed have those “nice properties" with high probability.

3The exact bounds for δ are set in (28)
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4.2.1 Error Analysis

Definition 4.11 (Input Conditions). Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an order-3

symmetric tensor and let a ∈ (−1, 1]n. Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T . We
say that (T, a) satisfies the (r, n, B)-input conditions with parameter kF if
the following conditions are satisfied

• T is an r-diagonalisable tensor with κ(T ) ≤ B

• Let T (a) =
∑n

i=1 aiTi. Then rank(T (a)) = r and κF (T (a)) ≤ kF where
κF (.) is the Frobenius condition number of a matrix.

The following is the main theorem of Section 4.2.1.

Theorem 4.12. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an order-3 symmetric tensor

and let a ∈ (−1, 1]n such that (T, a) satisfies the (r, n, B)-input conditions
with parameter kF (according to Definition 4.11). Let T ′ ∈ (Cn)⊗3 such

that ||T − T ′|| ≤ δ ∈
[

0, ε4

24×(20)6n7B
3
2 kF

]

. Then Algorithm 6 on input T ′ and

accuracy parameter ε returns a solution to the ε-approximate SUB recovery
problem for T with probability at least 1 − 1

r
.

In the remainder of this section, we will refer to T as the desired input
to Algorithm 6 and to T ′ as the actual input to the algorithm.

Step 1: On the desired input tensor T ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n and some vector

a ∈ (−1, 1]n, the desired output of Step 1 of Algorithm 6 is T (a) =
∑n

i=1 aiTi

where T1, ..., Tn are the slices of T . Let T (a)′
=
∑n

i=1 aiT
′
i be the actual

output of Step 1 of the algorithm on actual input T ′ where T ′
1, ..., T ′

n are the
slices of T ′. Since, ||T − T ′|| ≤ δ, this gives us that

||T (a) − T (a)′ || ≤
n
∑

i=1

|ai|||Ti − T ′
i || ≤ √

n||T − T ′|| ≤ δ
√

n. (19)

Step 2:

Lemma 4.13 (Lemma 5.16 and (42) in [KS23b]). Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices
of a symmetric tensor tensor T ∈ C

n ⊗C
n ⊗C

n. We assume that the input
tensor has condition number κ(T ) ≤ B. Define T (a) =

∑n
i=1 aiTi where

a = (a1, ..., an) ∈ [−1, 1]n. Then ||T (a)|| ≤
√

nB3.

In the error-free situation, Step 2 of Algorithm 6 takes in as input T (a)

from the previous step and computes A = T (a)(T (a))∗. Let A′ = T (a)′
(T (a)′

)∗

be the output of Step 2 of the algorithm on taking the actual input T (a)′

from Step 1. Then using (19), we get that ||(T (a))∗ −(T (a)′
)∗|| ≤ δ

√
n. From
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this inequality we have:

||T (a)(T (a))∗ − T (a)′
(T (a)′

)∗||
≤ ||T (a)(T (a))∗ − T (a)′

(T (a))∗|| + ||T (a)′
(T (a))∗ − T (a)′

(T (a)′
)∗||

≤ δ
√

n
(

||T (a)|| + ||T (a)′ ||
)

≤ δ
√

n(2
√

nB3 + δ
√

n) ≤ 3δnB
3
2 .

(20)

The second last inequality is an application of the triangle inequality along
with Lemma 4.13. Since, B is an upper bound on the condition number of
a matrix, B ≥ 1. The last inequality stems from the fact that δ < 1 < B

3
2 .

Step 3: Again, in the error-free situation, Step 3 of Algorithm 6 ideally

takes in as input A = T (a)(T (a))∗ from the previous step and computes
Ã = 2kF A. Let Ã′ := 2kF A′ be the output of Step 3 of the algorithm on
taking as input the actual output A′ from Step 2. Then using (20), this
gives us that

||Ã − Ã′|| ≤ 6kF δnB
3
2 . (21)

Combining the errors for Steps 1,2 and 3, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.14. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be an order-3 symmetric tensor and

let a ∈ (−1, 1]n be such that (T, a) satisfies the (r, n, B)-input conditions
with parameter kF (according to Definition 4.11). Let T ′ ∈ (Cn)⊗3 such
that ||T − T ′|| ≤ δ.

Let Ã and Ã′ be the output of Step 3 of Algorithm 6 on input T and T ′

respectively. Then

||Ã − Ã′|| ≤ 6δnkF B
3
2 . (22)

Step 4: In the error-free scenario, the goal of this step is to take as
input the ideal output Ã from Step 3 of the algorithm and find a semi-
unitary matrix S whose orthonormal columns span the range of Ã. Step
4 of Algorithm 6 instead takes in as input the actual output Ã′ from Step
3 and an accuracy parameter ε and outputs S̃ = DEFLATE(Ã′, ε) where
DEFLATE is the algorithm mentioned in Theorem 4.9. The goal of the
remaining part of this section is to show using Theorem 4.9 that ||S−S′|| ≤ ε
with high probability.

Satisfying conditions of Theorem 4.9: We first need to show that

Ã and Ã′ indeed satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.9. To show this, we
first show that Ã belongs to Xr(n).

Recall that if (T, a) satisfy the (r, n, B)-input conditions (according to
Definition 4.11), then Ã = 2kF T (a)(T (a))∗ where T (a) =

∑n
i=1 aiTi and

T1, ..., Tn are the slices of T . Now, since (T, a) satisfy the (r, n, B)-input con-
ditions, rank(T (a)) = r. This implies that rank(A) = rank(2kF T (a)(T (a))∗) =
r. Since A is a Hermitian matrix, we also deduce that rank(A2) = rank(A) = r.
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Since κF (T (a)) ≤ kF , using Property 1.(iii) of the pseudoinverse in Sec-
tion 2.4, it follows that

||
(

T (a)(T (a))∗
)†

|| ≤ ||
(

(T (a))†
)∗

||||(T (a))†|| ≤ kF .

Using part 1 of the Definition 2.5, we get that

||T (a)(T (a))∗|| = ||T (a)(T (a))∗
(

T (a)(T (a))∗
)†

T (a)(T (a))∗||

≤ ||T (a)(T (a))∗||2||
(

T (a)(T (a))∗
)†

|| ≤ kF ||T (a)(T (a))∗||2.

This finally gives us that

||Ã|| = ||2kF T (a)(T (a))∗|| ≥ 1

2
>

1

3
. (23)

It remains to show that conditions (1) and (2) in the hypothesis of Theorem
4.9 are also satisfied.

Set β := 6δnkF B
3
2 . From the hypothesis we know that δ ≤ ε4

24×(20)6n7B
3
2 kF

where n ≥ 1 and ε ≤ 1. Using this in Theorem 4.14, we have:

||Ã − Ã′|| ≤ β = 6δnkF B
3
2 ≤ ε4

4(20n)6
≤ 1

4
. (24)

Putting this back in (23) and using triangle inequality, we get that ||Ã′|| ≥ 1
4 .

Applying Theorem 4.9: Let P be a semi-unitary matrix in C
n×r such

that its orthonormal columns span the range of Ã. More formally, if p1, ..., pr

are the columns of P , then span{p1, ..., pr} = Im(Ã). We firstly show that
P is indeed a solution to the SUB problem (refer to Definition 4.1) for
the desired input tensor T . By hypothesis, we have that (T, a) satisfies
the (r, n, B)-input conditions. This gives us that T is r-diagonalisable,
that is, there exist linearly independent vectors u1, ..., ur ∈ C

n such that
T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i and rank(T (α)) = r. Then by Lemma 4.4, we already
have that span{u1, ..., ur} = Im(T (α)). Since by construction, we have that
Ã = 2kF T (α)(T (α))∗, this also gives us that span{u1, ..., ur} = Im(Ã) =
span{u1, ..., ur}.

We apply Theorem 4.9 on A = Ã and A(0) = Ã′ to get that Step 4 of
Algorithm 6 outputs P̃ such that ||P − P̃ || ≤ ε. This shows that P̃ is indeed
a solution to the ε-approximate SUB recovery problem for the desired input
tensor T .

Probability Analysis: We finally want to show that if (T, a) is as
mentioned in the hypothesis, Algorithm 6 outputs a solution to the ε-
approximate SUB recovery problem for the desired input tensor T with
probability at least 1 − 1

r
.

27



Lemma 4.15. Let T be an order-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor. De-
fine T (a) to be a linear combination of the slices T1, ..., Tn of T such that
κF (T (a)) < kF . Then σr ≥ 2/r, where σ1 ≥ ... ≥ σr are the r non-zero
eigenvalues of Ã = 2kF T (a)(T (a))∗.

Proof. Since rank(T (a)) = r, we know that there exist semi-unitary matrices
P, Q ∈ C

n×r such that T (a) = PΣQ∗ where Σ is a diagonal matrix. Then
Ã = 2kF (T (a)(T (a))∗ = P (2kF Σ2)P ∗. Moreover, since κF (T (a)) ≤ kF , this
implies that ||(T (a))†|| ≤ √

kF . This gives us that

||(Ã)†|| = || 1

2kF
((T (a))†)∗(T (a))†|| ≤ 1

2kF
||(T (a))†||2 ≤ 1

2
.

Let 2kF Σ2 = diag(σ1, ..., σr) where σi ∈ R+ are the eigenvalues of Ã. Using
this and the properties of the pseudoinverse of matrices, we get that

1

σr
≤ ||(2kF Σ2)†|| = ||P ∗Ã†P || ≤ ||P ||2||(Ã)†|| ≤ r

2
.

The final inequality uses the fact that ||P || ≤ √
r since P is a semi-unitary

matrix.

Since β ≤ ε4

4×(20n)6 by (24), Lemma 4.15 implies that

(20n)3
√

β

ε2σr(Ã)
≤ (20n)3

ε2
× 2

r
× ε2

2 × (20n)3
≤ 1

r
. (25)

This shows that if the desired input tensor satisfies the input conditions
as mentioned in the hypothesis of Theorem 4.12, then Algorithm 6 indeed
computes an ε-approximate solution to the SUB recovery problem with prob-
ability 1 − 1

r
. Next we show that these input conditions are satisfied with

high probability.

4.2.2 Probability Analysis of the Input Conditions

In Section 4.2.2 we show that the "input conditions" of Definition 4.11 are
satisfied with high probability.

Lemma 4.16. Let U = (uij) ∈ Mn,r(C) be such that κF (U) ≤ B. Then,
given a ∈ [−1, 1]n,

∑

k∈[r] |〈a, uk〉|2 ≤ nB.

Recall from (9), we had defined κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F . Also, recall
that we had defined the discrete grid as Gη = {−1, −1 + η, −1 + 2η, ..., 1 −
2η, 1 − η} in (8) where 1

η
is an integer for some η ∈ (0, 1).

We also need a result from [KS23b] to gives a lower bound for a lin-
ear polynomial that occurs in the proof of Theorem 4.18. Using anti-
concentration inequalities due to [CW01, FS18, KS23b] and multivariate
Markov’s Theorem, the following theorem shows that the linear polynomial,
evaluated on a point picked uniformly at random from the discrete grid
previously described, is bounded far away from 0 with high probability.
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Theorem 4.17. [Theorem 7.13 in [KS23b]] Let U ∈ C
r×n such that κF (U) ≤

B and let u1, ..., ur be the rows of U . Then

Pra∈U Gn
η
[|〈a, ui〉| ≥ α√

3B
− η

√
nB] ≥ 1 − 2CCW α.

for all i ∈ [r], where CCW is the universal constant from the Carbery-Wright
inequality [CW01].

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.18. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an r-diagonalisable degree-3

symmetric tensor such that κ(T ) ≤ B, where T1, ..., Tn are the slices of T .
Let a ∈ [−1, 1]n be picked from Gn

η uniformly at random and set T (a) :=
∑n

i=1 aiTi. Then for all kF > nB3, we have that

Pra∈U Gn
η
[rank(T (a)) = r and κF (T (a)) ≤ kF ] ≥ 1 − (2rCCW αF +

rη

2
)

where αF =
√

3B(
√

rB2

kF −nB3 + η
√

nB).

Proof. Let U ∈ C
r×n be the matrix with rows u1, ..., ur such that T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i and κ(T ) = κF (U) ≤ B. Since |Gη | = 2
η
, using Lemma 4.7 for

S = Gη shows that when a is picked uniformly and independently from grid
Gn

η , rank(T (a)) = r with probability at least (1− rη
2 ). Using Corollary 3.1.1,

and more precisely the fact that T (a) = UT D(a)U , we have:

||(T (a))†||F ≤ ||U †||2F ||(D(a))−1||F
≤ κF (U)||(D(a))−1||F
≤ B||(D(a))−1||F .

Now, ||(D(a))−1||2F =
∑r

i=1
1

|〈a,ui〉|2 . By Theorem 4.17, if a is picked from Gn
η

uniformly at random, then for all i ∈ [r], |〈a, ui〉| ≥ k with probability at
least 1 − 2CCW (

√
3B(k + η

√
nB)). This gives us that

Pra∈Gn
η
[∃m ∈ [r]|〈a, um〉| ≤ k ∪ rank(T (a)) < r]

≤
r
∑

m=1

Pra∈Gn
η
[|〈a, um〉| ≤ k] + Pra∈Gn

η
[rank(T (a)) < r]

≤ 2rCCW (
√

3B(k + η
√

nB)) +
rη

2
.

As a result,

Pra∈Gn
η
[for all m ∈ [n]|〈a, um〉| ≥ k and rank(T (a)) = r]

≥ 1 − (2rCCW (
√

3B(k + η
√

nB)) +
rη

2
).

By Lemma 4.16, ||D(a)||2 ≤ nB. This further implies that if |〈a, um〉| ≥ k
for all m, then ||(D(a))−1||2F + ||D(a)||2F ≤ r

k2 + nB, which in turn implies

that κF (T (a)) = ||(T (a))†||2F + ||T (a)||2F ≤ rB2

k2 + nB3. Setting k =
√

rB2

kF −nB3

gives the desired conclusion.
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4.2.3 Finishing the proof of Theorem 4.10

Setting bounds for kF and η from Algorithm 6 and Theorem 4.18:

We set

kF = (192C2
CW + 1)n5B3 and η =

1

2CCW r2
√

nB
. (26)

Since nB3 < r5B3, we have

αF =
√

3B(

√

rB2

kF − nB3
+ η

√
nB)

=
√

3B(

√

1

192C2
CW r4B

+
1

2CCW r2
√

nB

√
nB)

≤ 1

8CCW r2
+

1

2CCW r2.

≤ 5

8CCW r2

This gives us that

2rCCW αF ≤ 5

4r
ηr

2
=

1

4C2
CW r

√
nB

≤ 1

4C2
CW r

3
2

(27)

Setting bounds for δ: Since, δ ≤ ε4

12×(20)6×n7B
3
2 kF

, using the value of kF

from (26), we get that

δ ≤ ε4

cδ × n12B
9
2

(28)

where cδ = 24 × (20)6 × (192C2
CW + 1).

Let E1 be the event that Algorithm 6 returns a solution to the ε-
approximate SUB recovery problem for the given r-diagonalisable tensor
T . Let T (a) =

∑n
i=1 aiTi be as computed in Step 1 of the algorithm where

T1, ..., Tn are the slices of T . We define E2 to be the event that rank(T (a)) = r
and E3 to be the event that κF (T (a)) ≤ kF as defined in (26).

Suppose that the algorithm is given as input a tensor T ′ ∈ C
n⊗ C

n⊗ C
n

such that ||T − T ′|| ≤ δ, where δ is within the bounds set in (28). Suppose
moreover that rank(T (a)) = r and κF (T (a)) ≤ kF . By Theorem 4.12, the
algorithm returns a solution to the ε-approximate SUB recovery problem
for the given tensor T with probability 1 − 1

r
, where the randomness comes

from the internal random choices of DEFLATE algorithm mentioned in The-
orem 4.9.

This gives us that

Pr[E1|E2 ∩ E3] ≥ 1 − 1

r
. (29)
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Using Theorem 4.18 and the bounds from (27), we get that

Pra∈Gn
η
[E2 ∩ E3] ≥ 1 − (

5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

). (30)

Combining (29) and (30), we get that

Pr[E1] ≥ (1 − 1

r
)(1 − (

5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

))

Complexity Analysis: We analyse the steps of the algorithm and deduce
the number of arithmetic operations required to perform the algorithm.

1. In Step 1, we need to compute a linear combination of the slices of the
tensor T . This can be done by performing inner products of the form
(T (a))ij =

∑n
k=1 ak(Tk)ij for all i, j ∈ [n], each of which requires O(n)

arithmetic operations. Hence, this entire step can be performed using
O(n3) arithmetic operations.

2. In Step 2, A = T (a)(T (a))∗ can be computed using O(n3) arithmetic
operations.

3. In Step 3, Ã = 2kF A can be computed using O(n2) arithmetic opera-
tions.

4. By Theorem 4.9, Step 4 can be executed in O(TMM (n)) arithmetic
operations.

5 Undercomplete Tensor Decomposition

5.1 Algebraic Algorithm

In this subsection, we reduce the undercomplete tensor decomposition prob-
lem to the complete case assuming that the input r-diagonalisable tensor T
is given exactly and Algorithm 5 computes an exact solution to the SUB
recovery problem for T . We show that if we further assume that Algo-
rithm 1 returns an exact solution to the tensor decomposition problem for
a diagonalisable tensor with high probability, then indeed the following al-
gorithm returns an exact solution to the tensor decomposition problem for
the r-diagonalisable tensor with high probability as well.
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Algorithm 7: Undercomplete decomposition of symmetric ten-
sors in the exact setting.

Input: An order-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n×n×n.

Output: vectors l1, ..., lr such that T =
∑r

i=1 l⊗3
i

1 Let P∈ C
n×r be the output of Algorithm 5 on T .

Let T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T .
2 Let u1, ..., ur be the output of Algorithm 1 on T ′ for n = r.
3 Compute li = Pui for all i ∈ [r].

Output l1, ..., lr.

In Section 5.2 we will refine this idealized algorithm into a robust ap-
proximate algorithm.

Theorem 5.1. If the input tensor T ∈ C
n⊗C

n⊗C
n is r-diagonalisable, then

Algorithm 7 returns a decomposition with high probability. More formally,
the algorithm returns linearly independent vectors u1, ..., ur ∈ C

n such that
T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i with probability (1 − 1
2r

)2.

The correctness proof of this theorem proceeds roughly as follows. If
P is a solution to the SUB recovery problem for an r-diagonalisable tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗C
n ⊗C

n, then T ′ = (P ⊗P ⊗P ) ∈ C
r ⊗C

r ⊗C
r is a diagonalisable

tensor. Moreover, a unique decomposition of T ′ can be used to compute
a decomposition of T as well. This is made precise in Lemma 5.2 below.
Before stating this lemma we recall that for if T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i for some
ui ∈ C

n, then for any matrix M ∈ C
n×m, the change of basis operation

(M ⊗ M ⊗ M).T is defined as (M ⊗ M ⊗ M).T =
∑r

i=1(MT ui)
⊗3.

In the next lemma, we show how a solution to the SUB recovery problem
for an r-diagonalisable tensor in C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n can be used to transform it
to a diagonalisable tensor in C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r.

Lemma 5.2. Let T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 be an r-diagonalisable tensor. Then there
exist linearly independent vectors ui ∈ C

n such that T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i . Let P be

a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T (according to Definition 4.1).
Define T ′ := (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T . Then the following holds:

• T ′ is diagonalisable. More formally, T ′ =
∑r

i=1 a⊗3
i where the vectors

ai = P ∗ui ∈ C
r are linearly independent.

• If T ′ =
∑r

i=1 v⊗3
i where the vi are linearly independent, then T =

∑r
i=1(Pvi)

⊗3.

Proof. From the definition of the change of basis operation, it follows that
T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T =

∑r
i=1(ai)

⊗3 where ai = P ∗ui ∈ C
r. It remains to

show that the ai are linearly independent.
Let p1, ..., pr be the columns of P . By Definition 4.1, P ∈ C

n×r is a semi-
unitary matrix and span(p1, ..., pr) = span(u1, ..., ur). Let B ∈ GLr(C) be
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the associated change of basis matrix and let U be the matrix with columns
u1, ...ur . Writing this in terms of matrices, we have

U = PB. (31)

Now let A ∈ C
r×r be the matrix with columns ai = P ∗ui. Then A =

P ∗U . Recall that P ∗P = Ir since P is semi-unitary. Hence A = P ∗PB =
B by (31). This implies that A is an invertible matrix and its columns
a1, . . . , ar are therefore linearly independent.

For the second part, let V be the matrix with columns v1, ..., vr ∈ C
r.

Since T is r-diagonalisable and T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T is diagonalisable, then
using the uniqueness of decomposition for r-diagonalisable tensors, we get
that there exist vectors u′

1, ..., u′
r ∈ C

n such that T =
∑r

i=1(u′
i)

⊗3 and P ∗u′
i =

vi for all i ∈ [r]. Let U ′ be the matrix with columns u′
1, ..., u′

r. In terms of
matrices, this gives us that

P ∗U ′ = V. (32)

Moreover since P is a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T , using
a similar argument as in the previous part, there must exist an invertible
matrix B′ ∈ GLr(C) such that

U ′ = PB′.

Combining this with (32), we have V = P ∗PB′ = B′ which in turn gives us
the desired result: u′

i = Pvi.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let E1 denote the event that Algorithm 7 returns
linearly independent vectors u1, ..., ur ∈ C

n such that T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i . We

want to show that Pr[E1] is large. Let E2 be the event that in Step 1,
Algorithm 5 returns a semi-unitary matrix P ∈ C

n×r such that P is a
solution to the SUB recovery problem for the input tensor T . Let E′

2 be the
event such that the tensor T ′ = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T is diagonalisable.

From Lemma 5.2, it follows that Pr[E2] ≤ Pr[E′
2]. If the set of size

S from which the internal random bits of Algorithm 5 are picked has size
|S| = 2r2, using Theorem 4.3, we have

Pr[E2] ≥ 1 − 1

2r
. (33)

Moreover, using Theorem 2.3 for T ′ and n = r, we get that

Pr[E1|E′
2] ≥ 1 − 1

2r
. (34)

Combining this with (33), we get that

Pr[E1] ≥ Pr[E1|E′
2]Pr[E′

2] ≥ (1 − 1

2r
)Pr[E2] ≥ (1 − 1

2r
)2. (35)
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5.2 Robust Algorithm for Undercomplete Tensor Decompo-
sition

Definition 5.3 (δ-forward approximation problem for undercomplete ten-
sor decomposition). Let T be an input tensor that can be decomposed as
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i where the ui’s are linearly independent. The goal is to find linearly

independent vectors u′
1, ..., u′

r, such that there exists a permutation π ∈ Sn

satisfying

||ωiuπ(i) − u′
i|| ≤ δ

where ωi is a cube root of unity.

The next theorem justifies the importance of finding a solution to the
semi-unitary basis recovery problem. That is, if P is a solution to the
SUB recovery problem for the input r-diagonalisable tensor T , then T ′ =
(P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T is indeed diagonalisable and the condition number of T ′ is
the same as the condition number for T .

Theorem 5.4. Let T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 be an r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor.
Let P ∈ C

n×r be a unitary matrix which is a solution to the SUB recovery
problem for T as in Definition 4.1. Then κ(T ) = κ(T ′), where T ′ ∈ (Cr)⊗3

is the tensor (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T .

Proof. For any matrix M ∈ GLr(C), we define M̃ =

(

M
0

)

∈ C
n×r. Using

Property 3 of the Moore-Penrose inverse (according to Section 2.4), it can

be observed that (M̃ )† =
(

M−1 0
)

∈ C
r×n. Let U ∈ C

r×n be the matrix

with rows u1, ..., ur . Then κ(T ) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F . Let p1, ..., pr ∈ C
n be

the columns of P . Define matrix P̃ ∈ C
n×n where its first r columns are the

columns of P and the columns of P̃ complete an orthonormal basis for C
n.

From Lemma 5.2, the vectors ai = P ∗ui ∈ C
r are linearly independent. Since

span{u1, ..., ur} = span{p1, ..., pr}, P̃ ∗ui = ãi where ãi = (ai, 0, ..., 0) ∈ C
n.

Writing this in matrix notation, we have P̃ ∗UT = (A(0))T where A(0) is the
matrix with rows ã1, ..., ãn. Then by Lemma 5.2,

κ(T ′) = κF (A) = ||A||2F + ||A−1||2F
= ||(A(0))T ||2F + ||((A(0))T )†||2F = ||P̃ ∗UT ||2F + ||(P̃ ∗UT )†||2F .

(36)

Multiplying a matrix by a unitary matrix keeps the Frobenius norm un-
changed. Since P̃ ∗ is unitary, ||P̃ ∗UT ||F = ||UT ||F = ||U ||F . Also, since P̃ ∗

has orthornomal columns, by Property 1(a) of the Moore-Penrose inverse
in Section 2.4, we have (P ∗UT )† = (UT )†(P ∗)† = (U †)T P . Using again the
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fact that P is a unitary matrix, ||(U †)T P̃ ||F = ||(U †)T ||F = ||U †||F . This
gives us that ||(P̃ ∗UT )†||F = ||U †||F . Putting this back in (36), we obtain

κ(T ′) = ||P̃ ∗UT ||2F + ||(P̃ ∗UT )†||2F = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F = κ(T ).

Algorithm 8: Approximate algorithm for undercomplete decom-
position of symmetric tensors.

Input: An order-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, estimate B ≥ κ(T ) and accuracy parameter ε.
Output: vectors l1, ..., lr ∈ C

n such that T =
∑r

i=1 l⊗3
i

Let ε1 = 1

rC1 log4( rB
ε )

1 Let P∈ C
n×r be the output of Algorithm 6 on input (T, B, ε1).

2 Compute S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T ∈ C
r×r×r using Algorithm 11.

3 Let u1, ..., ur∈ C
r be the output of Algorithm 2 on input S, with

estimate B for κ(S) and accuracy parameter ε3 = ε
2
√

r
.

4 Compute li = Pui∈ C
n for all i ∈ [r].

Output l1, ..., lr.

The following is the main theorem of this section. It shows that if the
input r-diagonalisable tensor T has noise which is inverse quasi-polynomially
bounded (in n, B and 1

ε
), where ε is the desired accuracy parameter), then

the algorithm returns an ε-approximate solution to the tensor decomposition
problem for T with high probability.

Theorem 5.5. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an r-diagonalisable tensor for

some r ≤ n and let T ′ ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be such that

||T − T ′|| ≤ δ ∈ (0,
1

poly(n, B)r4C1 log4( rB
ε

)
)

for some constant C1.4 Then on input T ′, a desired accuracy parameter ε
and some estimate B ≥ κ(T ), Algorithm 8 outputs an ε-approximate solu-
tion to the tensor decomposition problem for T with probability at least

(

1 − 13

r2

)2(

1 − (
5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

)
)

.

The algorithm requires O(nω(2) + TMM(r) log2( rB
ε

)) arithmetic operations.

Note here that TMM (r) = rω+η < r3 and ω(2) = 3.251640.

Lemma 5.6. Let a, b ∈ C
n be such that ||a|| ≤ l and ||a − b|| ≤ η < l. Then

||a⊗3 − b⊗3||F < 7ηl2n
3
2 .

4The exact values for poly(n, B) and C1 are set in (28) and (40) respectively.
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Proof. For all i ∈ [n], |ai − bi| ≤ ||a − b|| ≤ η. Since |ai| ≤ ||a|| ≤ k, we get
that |bi| ≤ η + l. From this and from the definition of the Frobenius norm
for tensors,

||a⊗3 − b⊗3||2F =
n
∑

i,j,k=1

|aiajak − bibjbk|2

≤
n
∑

i,j,k=1

(

|aiajak − biajak| + |biajak − bibjak| + |bibjak − bibjbk|
)2

≤
n
∑

i,j,k=1

η2
(

|ajak| + |biak| + |bibj |
)2

≤
n
∑

i,j,k=1

η2(l2 + l(η + l) + (η + l)2)2

<
n
∑

i,j,k=1

η2(7l2)2 = η2n3(7l2)2.

This finally gives us that

||a⊗3 − b⊗3||F ≤ 7ηl2n
3
2 .

Lemma 5.7. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an order-3 r-diagonalisable tensor

where κ(T ) ≤ B and let T ′ ∈ C
n ⊗C

n ⊗C
n be such that ||T − T ′||F ≤ δ. Let

P ∈ C
n×r be a semi-unitary matrix which is a solution to the SUB recovery

problem for T and let P ′ be an n × r matrix such that ||P − P ′|| ≤ ε1 < 1.
Let S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T and S′ = (P ′ ⊗ P ′ ⊗ P ′).T ′. Then

||S − S′||F ≤ 7ε1r
7
2 B

3
2 + 8δr

3
2 . (37)

Proof. Since T is an r-diagonalisable tensor, it has a decomposition of the
form T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i where u1, ..., ur ∈ C
n are linearly independent. Let

U be the matrix with rows u1, ..., ur. It follows from the hypothesis that
κF (U) = κ(T ) ≤ B. Using the definition of operator norm on matrices
and the fact that ||A|| = ||A∗|| for any matrix, we have that for all i ∈ [r],
||P ∗ui − P ′∗ui|| ≤ ||P − P ′||||ui|| ≤ ε1||U ||F ≤ ε1

√
B. Moreover, we also

have that ||P ∗ui|| ≤ ||P ||||ui|| ≤
√

rB. Using this, along with the definition
of the change of basis operation and Lemma 5.6 for n = r, we have

||(P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T − (P ′ ⊗ P ′ ⊗ P ′).T || ≤
r
∑

i=1

||(P ∗ui)
⊗3 − (P ′∗ui)

⊗3||

≤
r
∑

i=1

7ε1

√
B · rB · r

3
2 = 7ε1r

7
2 B

3
2 .

(38)
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Let p′
1, ..., p′

r be the columns of P ′. Since ||P ||F ≤ √
r and ||P − P ′|| ≤ ε1,

we have ||P ′||F ≤ ε1 +
√

r ≤ 2
√

r. Then

||(P ′ ⊗ P ′ ⊗ P ′).T − (P ′ ⊗ P ′ ⊗ P ′).T ′||2

=
r
∑

i1,i2,i3=1

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

j1,j2,j3=1

P ′
j1i1

P ′
j2i2

P ′
j3i3

(T ′
j1j2j3

− Tj1j2j3)
∣

∣

∣

2

≤
r
∑

i1,i2,i3=1

||T − T ′||2F
(

n
∑

j1,j2,j3=1

|P ′
j1i1

P ′
j2i2

P ′
j3i3

|2
)

=
r
∑

i1,i2,i3=1

||T − T ′||2F ||p′
i1

⊗ p′
i2

⊗ p′
i3

||2F

≤ δ2
r
∑

i1,i2,i3=1

||p′
i1

⊗ p′
i2

⊗ p′
i3

||2F

= δ2
r
∑

i1,i2,i3=1

||p′
i1

||2||p′
i2

||2||p′
i3

||2 ≤ δ2
(

r
∑

i=1

||p′
i||2
)3

≤ 64δ2r3.

(39)

The first equality follows from (10). Combining (39) and (38) gives us the
desired result.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. We first show that indeed Algorithm 8 returns an
ε-approximate solution to the tensor decomposition problem. As mentioned
in the hypothesis, T ∈ (Cn)⊗3 is an r-diagonalisable tensor, which we will
refer to as the desired input of the algorithm and T ′ ∈ (Cn)⊗3 is another
tensor "close" to T , which is the actual input to the algorithm.
Error Analysis:

Let B be the given upper bound for the condition number of the desired
input tensor T and ε be the desired accuracy parameter given to the algo-
rithm. We define the error bounds at the end of Step i of Algorithm 8 as
follows:

εi :=



















ε if i = 4
ε

2
√

r
if i = 3

1

rCi log4 rB
ε

if i ∈ {1, 2}
(40)

where C1 = 2C2 and C2 is a constant we fix later in (42).
Step 1: By Theorem 4.10, if

||T − T ′|| ≤ δ <
ε4

1

poly(n, B)
=

1

poly(n, B)r4C1 log4 rB
ε

,

then Step 1 of the Algorithm returns a matrix P ′ which is a solution to
the ε1-robust recovery problem for T (the probability of success will be
computed later). More formally, let P be the actual solution to the SUB
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recovery problem for the desired input T . Then Step 1 of the Algorithm
returns a matrix P ′ such that ||P − P ′|| ≤ ε1.
Step 2: Let S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T and S′ = (P ′ ⊗ P ′ ⊗ P ′).T ′. By Lemma 5.7,

||S − S′|| ≤ 7ε1r
7
2 B

3
2 + 8δr

3
2 ≤ 15ε1r

7
2 B

3
2 ≤ 1

r
C1
2

log4 rB
ε

= ε2 (41)

where the last inequality used the fact that δ ≤ ε1 ≤ 1 and r ≥ 1.
Step 3: Since P is a solution to the SUB recovery problem for T , if κ(T ) ≤ B
then κ(S) = κ(T ) ≤ B by Theorem 5.4. Next, we apply Theorem 2.4 on
input S ∈ C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r, estimate B for the condition number of S and
accuracy parameter ε3 = ε

2
√

r
. The theorem implies that if Algorithm 2 gets

as input some tensor S′ ∈ C
r ⊗ C

r ⊗ C
r such that ||S − S′|| ≤ 1

rC log4 rB
ε

for

some constant C, then it outputs an ε-approximate solution to the tensor
decomposition problem for S with probability (1 − 1

r
− 12

r2 )(1 − 1√
2r

− 1
r
).

We finally set
C2 = 40C. (42)

This gives us that ε2 = 1

r40C log4 rB
ε

≤ 1

rC log4
√

2r
3
2 B

ε

= 1

r
C log4 rB

ε3

. Let u1, ..., ur ∈ C
r

be linearly independent vectors such that S =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i . By Theorem 2.4,

Algorithm 2 returns vectors u′
i ∈ C

r such that

||ui − u′
i|| ≤ ε3. (43)

Step 4: Let li = Pui be the actual output of Step 4 of the algorithm and
let l′i = Pu′

i. Since the matrix U with columns u1, ..., ur diagonalises the
tensor S, using the fact that ||ui|| ≤ ||U ||F ≤

√

κ(S) ≤
√

B along with (43),
we have:

||li − l′i|| ≤ ||Pui − Pu′
i|| + ||Pu′

i − P ′u′
i|| ≤ ||P ||||ui − u′

i|| + ||P − P ′||||u′
i||

≤ √
rε3 + ε1(

√
B + ε3) ≤ 2

√
rε3 = ε.

The last equality follows from the definition of ε3 in (40) and the fact that
ε1

√
B ≤ √

rε3.
Probability Analysis: Let E1 be the event that Step 1 of Algorithm 8
computes an n × r matrix P which is an ε1-robust solution to the SUB
recovery problem. By Theorem 4.10,

Pr[E1] ≥ (1 − 1

r
)(1 − (

5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

)). (44)

Let E2 be the event that Algorithm 8 indeed returns an ε-approximate
solution to the tensor decomposition problem for the desired input tensor T .
By the above error analysis, if Step 1 of the algorithm returns an ε1-robust
solution to the SUB recovery problem, then Algorithm 8 returns a solution
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to the ε-approximate tensor decomposition problem for the desired input
tensor T with probability at least (1 − 1

r
− 12

r2 )(1 − 1√
2r

− 1
r
). This can be

written as

Pr[E2|E1] ≥ (1 − 1

r
− 12

r2
)(1 − 1√

2r
− 1

r
).

Combining this with (44), we get that

Pr[E2] ≥ Pr[E2|E1]Pr[E1] ≥ (1 − 1

r
− 12

r2
)(1 − 1√

2r
− 1

r
)(1 − 1

r
)(1 − (

5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

))

≥
(

1 − 13

r2

)2(

1 − (
5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

)
)

.

Complexity Analysis: We analyse the steps of the algorithm and deduce
the number of arithmetic operations required for its execution.

1. Step 1 of the algorithm runs Algorithm 6 to return a solution P to ap-
proximate SUB recovery problem for the input tensor T . By Theorem
4.10, this requires O(n3) arithmetic operations.

2. Step 2 of the algorithm uses Algorithm 11 to perform a change of basis.
By Theorem A.3, this requires O(nω(2)) arithmetic operations.

3. Step 3 of the algorithm uses Algorithm 2 to compute a decomposition
v1, ..., vr of the tensor S ∈ C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r. Using Theorem 2.4, this
requires O(r3 + TMM (r) log2( rB

ε
)) arithmetic operations.

4. Step 4 of algorithm computes ui = Pvi for all i ∈ [r] and this can be
computed with O(nr2) arithmetic operations.

5.3 Robust Linear time algorithm

As discussed in Section 1.3.2, in this section we “open the box" of the robust
algorithm for decomposition of diagonalisable tensors from [KS23b]. We
show that with a few modifications, we can obtain a robust linear time
algorithm for decomposition of r-diagonalisable tensors.

We first present a version of Algorithm 8 after opening the blackbox of
Algorithm 2 without any modifications.
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Algorithm 9: Expanded version of Algorithm 8

In the following algorithm, C, Cgap, Cη > 0 and cF > 1 are some
absolute constants that are set in [KS23b].

Input: A degree-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, an estimate B for the condition number of the
tensor T and an accuracy parameter ε(< 1).

Output: linearly independent vectors l1, ..., lr such that
T =

∑r
i=1 l⊗3

i

1 Run Algorithm 6 on input (T, B, ε) and let P∈ C
n×r be the output.

Pick a1, ..., ar, b1, ..., br uniformly and independently from the finite
grid G2r

η where Gη is defined in (8) and η = 1

Cηr
17
2 B4

is the grid

size.
2 Compute S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T ∈ C

r×r×r and let S1, ..., Sr ∈ C
r×r be

the slices of S.
Set ε0 = ε

2
√

r
.

3 Compute S(a) =
∑r

i=1 aiSi∈ C
r×r and S(b) =

∑r
i=1 biSi∈ C

r×r.

4 Compute S(a)′
= (S(a))−1

5 Compute D = S(a)′
S(b)

Set kgap := 1
Cgapr6B3 , kF := cF r5B3 and ε1 =

ε3
0

Cr12B
9
2

.

6 Let v1, ..., vr be the output of EIG-FWD on the input

(D, ε1, 3rB
kgap

, 2B
3
2
√

rkF ) where EIG-FWD is the numerically stable
algorithm for approximate matrix diagonalisation from
[BGVKS22],[KS23b].

7 Compute W = V −1 where V ∈ C
r×r is the matrix with columns

v1, ..., vr and let w1, ..., wr be the rows of W .
8 Compute α1, ..., αr = T SCB(V, S) where TSCB is the algorithm for

computing the trace of slices of a tensor after change of basis as
described in Algorithm 3. a

9 Compute zi = α
1
3
i wi for all i ∈ [r].

10 Compute li = Pzi for all i ∈ [r].
Output l1, ..., lr

a Note here we just need the square matrix version of the Algorithm 3 which can
already be found in [KS23b]

The above algorithm is the expanded version of Algorithm 8 which we
include here for a better exposition. Notice here that Steps 1,2 and 4 of
Algorithm 8 coincide with Steps 1,2 and 10 Algorithm 9 respectively. Only
Step 3 of Algorithm 8 has been replaced by the corresponding implemen-
tation of Algorithm 2 on the reduced tensor S ∈ C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r and this
accounts for Steps 3-9 of Algorithm 9.

As we have seen in Theorem 5.5, the above algorithm is not linear time
owing to the computation of the tensor S in Step 2. The goal is to remove
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the explicit computation of the tensor S in order to obtain a linear time
algorithm. To do this, we take the following strategy:

• We avoid Step 2 of the algorithm and move to Step 3 directly. That is,
instead of computing the tensor S explicitly, we compute the random
linear combination of the slices of S, denoted by S(a) and S(b). This
can be done by first picking a and b at random from the discrete
grid Gr

η and then, using Algorithm 4 on inputs (T, P , a) and (T, P , b)
respectively.

• By looking at Algorithm 9, one can observe that the only other step
that depends on the computation of the tensor S explicitly is Step 8.
Let V be the matrix with normalized eigenvectors returned in Step 6
of the algorithm. Then, in Step 8, we want to compute the scaling
coefficients α1, ..., αr = T SCB(V, S). Then for all i ∈ [r], αi = T r(T ′

i )
where T ′ = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).S and T ′

1, ..., T ′
r are the slices of T ′.

We cannot perform this operation, since we cannot compute S directly
(this is an expensive step). Instead we replace this by the following
steps:

– Compute M = P .V .

– Compute α1, ..., αr = T SCB(M, T ) where T SCB is the Algo-
rithm for computing the trace of slices after a change of basis.
We will therefore still call TSCB like in Step 8 of Algorithm 9,
but on input (M, T ) instead of (V, S).

Using the above-mentioned strategy, the following is the proposed robust
linear time algorithm for undercomplete tensor decomposition.
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Algorithm 10: Undercomplete decomposition of symmetric ten-
sors in linear time

In the following algorithm, C, Cgap, Cη > 0 and cF > 1 are some
absolute constants that are set in [KS23b].

Input: A degree-3 r-diagonalisable symmetric tensor
T ∈ C

n ⊗ C
n ⊗ C

n, an estimate B for the condition number of the
tensor T and an accuracy parameter ε(< 1).

Output: linearly independent vectors l1, ..., lr such that
T =

∑r
i=1 l⊗3

i

1 Run Algorithm 6 on input (T, B, ε) and let P be the output.
Pick a1, ..., ar, b1, ..., br uniformly and independently from the finite
grid G2r

η where Gη is defined in (8) and η = 1

Cηr
17
2 B4

is the grid

size.
2 Compute S(a) = LSCSB(T, P , a) and S(b) = LSCSB(T, P , b)

where LSCSB denotes Algorithm 4 (it computes a linear
combination of the slices of the tensor after a change of basis).

Set ε0 = ε
2
√

r
.

3 Compute S(a)′
= (S(a))−1

4 Compute D = S(a)′
S(b)

Set kgap := 1
Cgapr6B3 , kF := cF r5B3 and ε1 =

ε3
0

Cr12B
9
2

.

5 Let v1, ..., vr be the output of EIG-FWD on the input

(D, ε1, 3rB
kgap

, 2B
3
2
√

rkF ) where EIG-FWD is the numerically stable
algorithm for approximate matrix diagonalisation from
[BGVKS22],[KS23b].

6 Compute W = V −1 and let w1, ..., wr be the rows of W .
7 Let M = PV where V is the matrix with columns v1, ..., vr

8 Compute α1, ..., αr = T SCB(M, T ) where TSCB is the algorithm
for computing the trace of slices of a tensor after change of basis as
described in Algorithm 3.

9 Compute zi = α
1
3
i wi for all i ∈ [r].

10 Compute li = Pzi for all i ∈ [r].
Output l1, ..., lr

We restate the theorem here for completeness.
Theorem 1.2: Let T ∈ C

n ⊗C
n ⊗C

n be an r-diagonalisable tensor for some
r ≤ n and let T ′ ∈ C

n⊗C
n⊗C

n be such that ||T −T ′|| ≤ δ ∈ (0, 1

poly(n,B)rC log4( rB
ε )

)

for some constant C.5 Then on input T ′, a desired accuracy parameter ε and
some estimate B ≥ κ(T ), Algorithm 10 outputs an ε-approximate solution

5The exact values for poly(n, B) and C are set in (28) and (40) respectively.
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to the tensor decomposition problem for T with probability at least

(

1 − 13

r2

)2(

1 − (
5

4r
+

1

4C2
CW r

3
2

)
)

.6

The algorithm requires O(n3 + TMM (r) log2( rB
ε

)) arithmetic operations.

Proof. To justify the correctness and robustness of the algorithm, we show
that on any input and for any choice of the random bits a1, . . . , ar, b1, . . . , br,
the algorithm computes the same quantities as Algorithm 9. Hence the cor-
rectness and robustness of Algorithm 9 from Theorem 5.5 will automatically
give us the same correctness and robustness for Algorithm 10.

As discussed before Algorithm 10, it differs from Algorithm 9 in two
steps:

• Let P be the output of Step 1 of both algorithms. Then Step 2 of Al-
gorithm 10 picks vectors a1, ..., ar , b1, ..., br uniformly at random from
the discrete grid and computes S(a) =

∑r
i=1 ai and S(b) where Si are

the slices of the tensor S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T . This is exactly the same
output as computed at the end of Step 3 of Algorithm 9. It avoids the
computation of the tensor S explicitly.

• The only step that depends on the explicit computation of the tensor
S in Algorithm 9 is Step 8. This has been replaced with Steps 7
and 8 in Algorithm 10. The rest of the steps can be executed with
just the computation of S(a) and S(b). We claim that steps 7 and 8
in Algorithm 10 compute the exact same quantity as is computed by
step 8 of Algorithm 9.

Suppose therefore that Algorithms 9 and 10 are given the same (pos-
sibly perturbed) input T , and that the same random bits are used by
both algorithms. In this case,

(i) Step 8 of Algorithm 9 computes the trace of the slices of (V ⊗
V ⊗ V ).S, where S = (P ⊗ P ⊗ P ).T .

(ii) Step 8 of Algorithm 10 computes the trace of the slices of (M ⊗
M ⊗ M).T where M = PV .

Note that the same matrices P and V appear in (i) and (ii). This is
because: P is computed at the first step of both algorithms, and these
two steps are identical; V is computed at Step 6 of Algorithm 9 and
Step 5 of Algorithm 9, and we have shown that the algorithms are
equivalent up to these points. Since M = PV ,

(V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).S = (M ⊗ M ⊗ M).T

6Here CCW is the constant from the anti-concentration inequalities due to [CW01]
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by (11), so the two algorithms compute the trace of slices of the same
tensor in their 8th steps.

From this analysis we can conclude that the two algorithms produce exactly
the same outputs, and Algorithm 10 therefore inherits the correctness and
robustness properties of Algorithm 9.

Complexity Analysis of Algorithm 10: We analyse the steps of
the algorithm and deduce the number of arithmetic operations required to
execute it.

1. By Theorem 4.10, Step 1 of the algorithm can be performed in O(n3)
arithmetic operations.

2. Step 2 of the algorithm requires two applications of Algorithm 4 on a
tensor. Using Theorem 3.3, this can be performed using O(n3) arith-
metic operations.

3. Steps 3,4,5 and 6 are the same as Algorithm 2 on matrices in Mr(C). So
using Theorem 2.4, these steps can be performed in O(r3+TMM(r) log2( rB

ε
))

arithmetic operations.

4. Step 7 performs a matrix multiplication between P ∈ C
n×r and V ∈

Mr(C). This can be done in O(nr2) arithmetic operations.

5. Step 8 runs Algorithm 3 on inputs T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n and matrix

M ∈ C
n×r. Using Theorem 3.2, this can be performed in O(n3)

arithmetic operations.

6. Step 9 multiplies vector wi ∈ C
r by a scalar for all i ∈ [n] and this can

be performed in O(r2) arithmetic operations.

7. Step 10 computes the matrix-vector product between the n×r matrix
P and the vectors zi ∈ C

r for all i ∈ [r]. This can be done in O(nr2)
arithmetic operations.

So the total number of arithmetic operations required for this algorithm is
O(n3 + TMM (n) log2(nB

ε
)).

6 Analysis of Condition Numbers

Recall from Definition 1.1 that the tensor condition condition number κ(T )
is defined as κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F where the rows of U are the vectors
occurring in the decomposition of T . In this section we present a smoothed
analysis of the matrix condition number κF (U). For this we rely heavily
on the book by Bürgisser and Cucker [BC13]. We first recall some of their
notations.
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6.1 Norms

For any x ∈ R
n, we define the following norms

||x||r :=
(

n
∑

i=1

|xi|r
)

1
r

for any real number r ≥ 1

||x||∞ := max
i∈[n]

|xi|.
(45)

For any matrix A, we define the following norms

||A||rs := sup
x∈Rp,x 6=0

||Ax||s
||x||r

= sup
||x||r=1

||Ax||s

||A||F :=

√

√

√

√

n
∑

i,j=1

|Aij |2
(46)

6.1.1 Condition Numbers

Let m = n and fix norms ||.||r and ||.||s on R
n. Let Σ := {A ∈ R

n×n|det(A) =
0} denote the set of ill-posed matrices. Define D := R

n×n \ Σ. Define the
map κrs : D −→ R by

κrs(A) := ||A||rs||A−1||sr. (47)

This is referred to as the normwise condition number for linear equation
solving. Recall that the Frobenius condition number of a matrix A ∈ R

m×n

is defined as
κF (A) := ||A||2F + ||A†||2F . (48)

Note that if A ∈ D, κF (A) = ||A||2F + ||A−1||2F .

6.2 Smoothed Analysis of Condition Number for the Under-
complete Case

Recall that a symmetric order-3 tensor T ∈ R
n ⊗R

n ⊗R
n is r-diagonalisable

if there exists an r×n matrix U where r ≤ n with linearly independent rows
u1, ..., ur ∈ R

n such that T =
∑r

i=1 u⊗3
i .

Smoothed Analysis Model: Let T ∈ (Rn)⊗3 be a symmetric tensor
of rank r ≤ n. Then T =

∑r
i=1 ui

⊗3. Let ui ∼ N (ui, σ2In) for all i ∈ [r] and
define T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i . Recall from Definition 1.1 that the condition number
of T is defined as κ(T ) := κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U †||2F where U is the matrix
with rows ui.

Theorem 6.1. [Theorem 4.4 in [BC13]] Let f : R
n −→ R be an almost

everywhere differentiable and Lipschitz continuous function with Lipschitz
constant L. Then we have, for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R

n drawn from the
standard Gaussian distribution, that

Prx∈N (0,In)

[

f(x) ≥ E(f) + t
]

≤ e− 2
π2L2 t2

.
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For a standard Gaussian X ∈ R
m×n, define

Q(m, n) :=
1√
n
E

(

||X||
)

(49)

Lemma 6.2 (Lemma 4.14 in [BC13]). For standard Gaussian matrices,
A ∈ R

m×n, we have
√

n

n + 1
≤ Q(m, n) ≤ 6. (50)

Corollary 6.2.1. Let A ∈ R
m×n and σ ∈ (0, 1]. Then for all t > 0,

Pr
A∼N (A,σ2I)

[

||A|| ≥ 6σ
√

n + σt + ||A||
]

≤ e− 2t2

π2 .

Proof. Let f : R
m×n −→ R be defined as f(X) = ||X|| where ||.|| is the

spectral norm of a matrix. By the triangle inequality, for two matrices

X1, X2 ∈ R
m×n,

∣

∣

∣||X1|| − ||X2||
∣

∣

∣ ≤ ||X1 − X2||. Hence f is Lipschitz-

continuous with Lipschitz constant 1. By Theorem 6.1, for all t > 0,

PrXij∈N (0,1)

[

||X|| ≥ Q(m, n)
√

n + t
]

≤ e− 2t2

π2 . (51)

If ||A|| ≥ Q(m, n)
√

n+σt+||A||, then ||A−A
σ

|| ≥ 1
σ

(||A||−||A||) ≥ Q(m, n)
√

n+ t.

Moreover if A ∈ R
m×n ∼ N (A, σ2I), then it follows that X := A−A

σ
is stan-

dard Gaussian in R
n. We can now conclude using (51) and Lemma 6.2.

Theorem 6.3. [Proposition 4.19 in [BC13]] Let A ∈ R
m×n, σ > 0 and put

λ := m−1
n

. Then for random A ∼ N (A, σ2I), we have that for any t > 0,

Pr
A∼N (A,σ2I)

[

||A†|| ≥ t

1 − λ

]

≤ c(λ)
( e

σ
√

nt

)(1−λ)n
. (52)

where c(λ) :=
√

1+λ
2(1−λ) .

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.4. Let A = (aij) be an arbitrary n × m matrix. Let A be a
matrix such that for all i, j ∈ [n], its (i, j)-th entry is sampled independently
at random from the Gaussian distribution centred at aij and variance σ2.
More formally, A ∼ N (A, σ2I). Then

κF (A) ≤ 98σ2n3 + 2n||A||2 +
e2n4

σ2

with probability at least 1 − ( 1√
n

+ 1

e
2n

π2
).
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Proof. Since m ≤ n, we have 1 − λ ≥ 1
n

and 1 + λ ≤ 2. This gives us that

c(λ) ≤ √
n. Using Theorem 6.3 for t = e

√
n

σ
and the fact that ||A||F ≤

||A||√n for any matrix A,

PrA∼N (A,σ2I)

[

||A†||F ≥ en

σ(1 − λ)

]

≤ c(λ)
( 1

n

)(1−λ)n
<

1√
n

. (53)

By Corollary 6.2.1 for t =
√

n, we also have

Pr
A∼N (A,σ2I)

[

||A||F ≥ √
n(7σ

√
n + ||A||)

]

≤ e− 2n

π2 . (54)

Combining (53) and (54) using the union bound, if A ∼ N (A, σ2I) then

κF (A) = ||A||2F + ||A†||2F

≤ n(7σ
√

n + ||A||)2 +
e2n2

σ2(1 − λ)2
≤ 2n(49σ2n + ||A||2) +

e2n4

σ2

with probability at least 1 −
(

1√
n

+ 1

e
2n

π2

)

. The last inequality follows from

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the bound 1
1−λ

≤ n. This gives us the
desired result.

In Appendix B we present a more elementary analysis for the special
case where r = n and A = 0 in Theorem 6.4. This is also based on results
from [BC13].

This previous result automatically gives us the following result about
the condition number of tensors.

Theorem 6.5. Let T ′ ∈ R
n ⊗R

n ⊗R
n be a symmetric tensor of rank r ≤ n

with a decomposition T ′ =
∑r

i=1(u′
i)

⊗3 into rank-one components where
u′

i ∈ R
n. We denote by U ′ the matrix with rows u′

i. Let U ∼ N (U ′, σ2I)
and let T be a symmetric tensor defined as T =

∑r
i=1 u⊗3

i where the ui are
the rows of U . Then

κ(T ) ≤ 98σ2n3 + 2n||U ′||2F +
e2n4

σ2

with probability at least 1 −
(

1√
n

+ 1

e
2n

π2

)

.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.4 and the definition of the condition
number of tensor decomposition.
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A Appendix: Explicit change of basis

The columns of a n × n2 matrix M can be ordered in lexicographic order as
pairs (i, j) where i, j ∈ [n]. We denote by Mi,jk = Mi,(j,k) the entry in the
i-th row and (j, k)-th column.

Algorithm 11: Algorithm for change of basis (CB) in a symmetric
tensor.

Input: An order-3 symmetric tensor T ∈ C
n×n×n, a matrix

V = (vij) ∈ C
n×n.

1 Let T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T . Let T =
[

T1 T2 . . . Tn.
]

be an

n × n2 matrix. By abuse of language, we use the same notation T
for the input tensor and its n × n2 flattening. Note that
Ti,jk = (Tj)i,k

2 Let Di be an n × n matrix such that (Di)jk = (V T T )i,jk.

3 Let D =
[

D1 D2 . . . Dn

]

be a n × n2 matrix and let M = V T D.

4 Let M ′ be a n2 × n matrix such that M ′
ij,k = Mi,jk

5 Let S be an n × n × n array such that Si,j,k = (M ′V )ij,k

6 Output S

Theorem A.1. [GU18] The product of an n × n2 matrix and an n2 × n
matrix can be computed in O(nω(2)) where ω(2) = 3.251640.

Lemma A.2. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be a symmetric tensor with slices

T1, ..., Tn. Let V be an n × r matrix over C and let S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T ∈
C

r ⊗ C
r ⊗ C

r. Then the slices S1, ..., Sr ∈ Mr(C) of S are given by

Si = V T DiV where (Di)jk = (V T Tj)ik for all i ∈ [r].
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Proof. Let T be a symmetric tensor and T1, ..., Tn be the slices of T . Let
S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T and let S1, ..., Sn be the slices of S. By Theorem 3.1,

Si = V T DiV where Di =
n
∑

m=1

vmiTm. (55)

Since T is a symmetric tensor, (Tm)jk = (Tj)mk. Therefore,

(Di)jk =
n
∑

m=1

vmi(Tm)jk =
n
∑

m=1

vmi(Tj)mk

=
n
∑

m=1

(V T )im(Tj)mk = (V T Tj)ik.

Theorem A.3. Let T ∈ C
n ⊗ C

n ⊗ C
n be an order-3 symmetric tensor

and V be an n × r matrix. Then Algorithm 11 returns the tensor S in
C

r ⊗C
r ⊗C

r such that S = (V ⊗V ⊗V ).T . The algorithm requires O(nω(2))
many arithmetic operations where ω(2) = 3.251640.

Proof. We first show that the algorithm always returns the correct output.
More formally, we want to show that if Algorithm 11 is run on inputs T, V ,
then the tensor returned at the end of the algorithm is indeed equal to
(V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T .

Following Algorithm 11 and using block multiplication, at the end of
Step 4 we have

(Di)jk = (V T T )i,jk =
n
∑

m=1

vmiTm,jk =
n
∑

m=1

vmi(Tj)m,k = (V T Tj)i,k.

We have defined D =
[

D1 D2 . . . Dn

]

. This gives us that M =

[

V T D1 V T D2 . . . V T Dn

]

. Since M ′
ij,k = Mi,jk , we also have M ′ =













V T D1

V T D2
...

V T Dn













.

Using block multiplication rules again, M ′V =













V T D1V
V T D2V

...
V T DnV













. Let S be the

r × r × r tensor returned by the algorithm. Then Si,j,k = (V T DiV )j,k where
(Di)j,k = (V T Tj)i,k. Hence S = (V ⊗ V ⊗ V ).T by Lemma A.2.

Now we analyse the steps of the algorithm and compute the number of
arithmetic operations required:
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• In Step 1, we construct the matrix T by accessing every entry of the
tensor T . This requires n3 many arithmetic operations.

• In Step 2, we compute V T T where V ∈ C
n×r and T ∈ C

n×n2
. Using

Theorem A.1, this can be done in O(nω(2)) many steps. This gives us
all the entries for Di.

• In Step 3, we create a n × n2 matrix D using the Di’s and compute
M = V T D. Again using Theorem A.1, this can be done in O(nω(2))
many steps.

• Computing n2 × n matrix M ′ just requires accessing every entry of M
and this can be done in n3 many steps.

• Finally, we compute M ′V which can again be done in O(nω(2)) many
steps using Theorem A.1.

So the total number of arithmetic operations required by this algorithm is
O(nω(2)).

B A Simple Analysis of the Average Case for Di-
agonalisable Tensors

We denote by S
n−1 the unit sphere

{

x ∈ R
n
∣

∣

∣||x|| = 1
}

.

Theorem B.1. [Theorem 2.45 in [BC13]] For any n > 2 and 0 < ε ≤ 1,

Pr
[

κ2∞(A) ≥ 1

ε

]

≤
√

2

π
n

5
2 ε. (56)

when A is picked uniformly at random from the uniform distribution on
(Sn−1)n.

A function g : Rn −→ R is scale-invariant when for all a ∈ R
n and for all

λ > 0, g(λa) = g(a).

Lemma B.2. [Corollary 2.13 in [BC13]] Let g : R
n −→ R be a scale-

invariant, integrable function and denote by g|Sn−1 its restriction to S
n−1.

Then we have for all t ∈ R,

Prx∼N (0,In)

[

g(x) ≥ t
]

= Prx∼U(Sn−1)

[

g|Sn−1(x) ≥ t
]

Remark: A function g : R
n1×...×nk −→ R is called scale-invariant by

blocks when g(λ1a1, ..., λkak) = g(a1, ..., ak) for all λ1, ..., λk > 0. An exten-
sion of Lemma B.2 is the following:
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Corollary B.2.1. [Remark 2.24 in [BC13]] Let g : Rn −→ R be an integrable
function that is scale-invariant by blocks. Then for all t ∈ R,

Prx∼N (0,In)

[

g(x) ≥ t
]

= Prx∼U(Sn1−1)×...×U(Snk−1)

[

g|
Sn1−1×...×Snk−1(x) ≥ t

]

where n = n1 + ... + nk.

For a matrix A ∈ R
n×n with rows a1, ..., an, we define the corresponding

preconditioned matrix Ã as the matrix with normalized rows ai

||ai|| . Then we

define κ2∞(A) := κ2∞(Ã). We can also similarly define κ(A) := κ(Ã).

Lemma B.3. [Lemma 2.47 in [BC13]] For A ∈ R
n×n \ {0}

1√
n

κ(A) ≤ κ2∞(A) ≤ √
nκ(A).

Corollary B.3.1. For any n > 2 and 0 < ε ≤ 1,

Pr
[

κ(A) ≥ 1

ε

]

≤
√

2

π
n2ε. (57)

where A is picked at random from N (0, In2).

Proof. Using Theorem B.1 and the fact that for A ∈ (Sn−1)n, A = Ã, we
get that

Pr
[

κ2∞(A) ≥ 1

ε

]

= Pr
[

κ2∞(A) ≥ 1

ε

]

≤
√

2

π
n2ε (58)

when A is picked uniformly at random from the uniform distribution on
(Sn−1)n.

Note that by construction, κ2∞(A) is an integrable function that is scale-
invariant in each row of A. Hence, the conditions of Corollary B.3.1 is
satisfied for k = n and ni = n for all i ∈ [n]. Then using Corollary B.3.1
along with (58), we get that for all ε ∈ R \ {0},

PrA∼N (0,I
n2)

[

κ2∞(A) ≥ 1

ε

]

≤
√

2

π
n2ε. (59)

Using the relation between κ2∞ and κ on Ã from Lemma B.3 for some
A ∼ N (0, In2), we get that 1√

n
κ(A) ≤ κ2∞(A). Replacing this in (59), we

get that

PrA∼N (0,I
n2)

[

κ(A) ≥
√

n

ε

]

≤
√

2

π
n

5
2 ε.

This gives us the desired result.

Lemma B.4 (Laurent-Massart Bounds). [LM00] Let v ∈ N (0, 1)n be a
Gaussian random vector in R

n. Then for all α ∈ (0, 1
2 )

Pr
[

||v||2 ∈ [n − 2n
1
2

+α, n + 2n
1
2

+α + 2nα]
]

≥ 1 − 1

enα .
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The main theorem of this section is the following:

Theorem B.5. Let U = (uij) ∈ GLn(R) be a matrix such that for all
i, j ∈ [n], its (i, j)-th entry is sampled independently at random from the
standard Gaussian distribution. More formally, ui,j ∼ N (0, 1) for all i, j ∈
[n]. Then

κF (U) ≤ 5n2 + 2n7

with probability at least 1 − (
√

2
n2π

+ n

en
1
4

) for all n ≥ 256.

Proof. Let u1, ..., un be the columns of U and let us define Ũ :=
(

u1
||u1|| , ..., un

||un||
)

.

By construction, U = ŨD where D = diag(||u1||, ..., ||un||) and ||Ũ ||F =
√

n.
Using the definition of the Frobenius condition number and the fact that
||U ||F ≤ √

n||U ||, we can write

κF (U) = ||U ||2F + ||U−1||2F ≤ ||U ||2F + ||(Ũ )−1||2F ||D−1||2F
= ||U ||2F +

1

n
||Ũ ||2F ||(Ũ )−1||2F ||D−1||2F

≤ ||U ||2F + n||Ũ ||2||(Ũ )−1||2||D−1||2F

= ||U ||2F + n(κ(U))2
(

n
∑

i=1

1

||ui||2
)

.

(60)

Using Lemma B.4 for v = ui and α = 1
4 , we get that

Pruij∈N (0,1)

[

n − 2n
3
4 ≤ ||ui||2 ≤ n + 2n

3
4 + 2n

1
4

]

≥ 1 − 1

en
1
4

. (61)

Using the fact for all n ≥ 256, 2n
3
4 ≤ n

2 , we have that for all i ∈ [n],

Pruij∈N (0,1)

[

||ui||2 ≤ 5n and
1

||ui||2
≤ 2

n

]

≥ 1 − 1

en
1
4

. (62)

Using the union bound, we get that

Pruij∈N (0,1)

[

||U ||2F =
n
∑

i=1

||ui||2 ≤ 5n2 and
n
∑

i=1

1

||ui||2
≤ 2

]

≥ 1 − n

en
1
4

. (63)

Moreover, by Corollary B.3.1,

Pruij∈N (0,1)

[

κ(U) ≤ n3
]

≥ 1 −
√

2

π

1

n
(64)

where each row ai of A is picked independently at random from N (0, In).
Combining this with (63) and putting it back in (60), we get that

Pruij∈N (0,1)

[

κF (U) ≤ 5n2 + n.n6.2
]

≥ 1 − (

√

2

n2π
+

n

en
1
4

).

This gives us the desired result.
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Using this and the definition of condition numbers for diagonalisable
tensors, we can conclude that if a tensor T ∈ R

n ⊗ R
n ⊗ R

n is picked at
random from the space of symmetric tensors of rank n, then the condition
number of the tensor κ(T ) is at most poly(n) with high probability.
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