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Abstract

Tensors, which give a faithful and effective representation to deliver the intrinsic structure of multi-
dimensional data, play a crucial role in an increasing number of signal processing and machine learning
problems. However, tensor data are often accompanied by arbitrary signal corruptions, including miss-
ing entries and sparse noise. A fundamental challenge is to reliably extract the meaningful information
from corrupted tensor data in a statistically and computationally efficient manner. This paper develops
a scaled gradient descent (ScaledGD) algorithm to directly estimate the tensor factors with tailored
spectral initializations under the tensor-tensor product (t-product) and tensor singular value decompo-
sition (t-SVD) framework. In theory, ScaledGD achieves linear convergence at a constant rate that is
independent of the condition number of the ground truth low-rank tensor for two canonical problems—
tensor robust principal component analysis and tensor completion—as long as the level of corruptions
is not too large and the sample size is sufficiently large, while maintaining the low per-iteration cost
of gradient descent. To the best of our knowledge, ScaledGD is the first algorithm that provably has
such properties for low-rank tensor estimation with the t-SVD decomposition. Finally, numerical ex-
amples are provided to demonstrate the efficacy of ScaledGD in accelerating the convergence rate of
ill-conditioned low-rank tensor estimation in these two applications.

1 Introduction

With the increasing availability of high-dimensional and multiway datasets, we are witnessing a growing
demand for efficient data analysis techniques. Many practical applications collect data that are naturally
in the form of a tensor. Instances of tensor data include images, videos, hyperspectral images, and signals
generated by magnetic resonance systems. Tensors arise naturally as a powerful model for better capturing
the multiway relationships and interactions within data than matrices; examples include image processing

(@), climate forecastingm (M), topic modeling [Anandkumar et all (2014), and neu-
roimaging data analysis Ahmed et all (IZQZd) In this work, specifically, we consider the tensor estimation
problem, which is the central task across many problems. Mathematically, the goal of tensor estimation is
to estimate a K-way tensor X', € R™* X"k from a set of observations y € R™ given by

y ~ A(X*)J

where A(+) is a linear map that models the data collection process. For ease of presentation, we consider
the case K = 3 throughout the paper, while the general case will be investigated in future work. Arguably,
the data of interest can be well represented by a much smaller number of latent factors compared to the
dimensionality of the ambient space, which suggests exploiting low-dimensional geometric structures for
meaningful recovery.

1.1 Low-rank Tensor Estimation

One of the most widely adopted low-rank tensor decompositions—which is the focus of this paper—
considers low-rank structure under the tensor singular value decomposition (t-SVD)decomposition
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(2013). Specifically, we assume the ground truth tensor X, of tensor tubal rank-r that admits the following
t-SVD decomposition:

X*:u**ég**év,{lu

where xg denotes the t-product evoked by the transformation matrix ®, U, € R™M*"*"3 and V, €
R™2X7X"3 are orthogonal tensors, and G, € R™*"*"3 ig an f-diagonal tensor (see Definitions in Section 21]).
Compared with other tensor decomposition strategies such as the CANDECOMP/PARAFAC (CP) de-
composition [Kiers (2000) and Tucker decomposition [Tuckern (1966), the t-SVD decomposition can take
advantage of structures in both the original domain and frequency domain. It has been observed that
after conducting Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) along the third dimension of a three-way tensor, the
transformed tensor may exhibit low-rank structure in the Fourier domain [Zhang et all (2014), which can
be characterized by the tensor tubal rank and tensor nuclear norm [Kilmer et all (2013). Low-rankness in
the spectral domain extends traditional models that require strong low-rankness in the original domain.
The t-SVD based models evoked by the tubal rank own the same tight recovery bound as the matrix cases
Lu et all (2018). Another advantage of the t-SVD scheme is its superior capability in capturing the “spatial-
shifting” correlation that is ubiquitous in real multiway data. Interestingly, the t-SVD can be generalized
by replacing DFT with any invertible linear transforms [Kernfeld et al! (2015). Driven by these advantages,
extensive numerical examples have demonstrated its efficacy in many applications|Zhang and Aeronl (2017);
Lu et all (2018, 12019); [Song et al) (2020); Kilmer et all (2021)); [Zhou et al) (2021)); [Kong et al) (2021); [Lu
(2021); IQin et all (2022).

Motivating examples. We focus on optimization problems that look for low-rank tensors using partial
or corrupted observations.

o Tensor RPCA. We first consider the tensor robust principal component analysis (RPCA) problem,
which attempts to find a low-rank tensor that best approximates grossly corrupted observations.
Mathematically, imagine that we are given a data tensor

y:X*“I‘S*v (1)

where X, is low-rank and S, is sparse, and both components are of arbitrary magnitudes. Our goal
is to recover X, and S, from the corrupted observation Y in an efficient manner.

e Tensor completion. We then study the low-rank tensor completion problem, which aims to recover a
low-rank tensor from only a small subset of its revealed observations. Mathematically, we are given
entries

[X*]i,j,kv (iajv k) € Qv

where €2 denotes the set of the indices of the observed entries. The goal is then to recover X, from
the observed entries in 2.

1.2 Main Contributions

In view of the low-rank t-SVD decomposition, a natural approach is to parameterize X = £ xg R by
two factor tensors £ € R™*"*"3 and R € R"2*"*"2 and then to estimate the ground truth factors via
optimizing the unconstrained least-squares loss function:

min FIL,R) = AL x6 RT) — y||2, (2)

LERM1IXTXn3 RERn2X7TXn3

where R denotes the conjugate transpose of R (see Definition [2]). Despite the nonconvexity of the
objective function, a simple yet approach is to update the tensor factors via gradient descent. While
remarkable progress has been made in recent years in the matrix setting IChi et all (2019), this line of
research still remains relatively unexplored for the tensor setting, especially when it comes to provable
sample and computational guarantees.



Motivated by the recent success of scaled gradient descent (ScaledGD) [Tong et all (2021bJd, 2022);
Dong et al) (2023D) for accelerating ill-conditioned low-rank estimation, we propose to update the tensor
factors iteratively along the scaled gradient directions:

Li1 =L —Vef(L:,Re) *a (Rfl xo Re) !,
Rit1 = Ri — VR (L1, Ry) *a (L 8 £4)77, (3)

where n > 0 is the learning rate and Vg f(L:, R+) (resp., Vr f (L, R:)) denotes the gradient of f with
respect to L (resp., R¢) at the t-th iteration. Compared with vanilla gradient descent, our method scales
or preconditions the search directions of £; and R; in (3)) by (Rfl x3Ry¢) ! and (Lf *g L)L, respectively.
With the preconditioners, ScaledGD updates the tensor factors with better search directions and larger
step sizes. As the preconditioners are computed by inverting two r X r X ng tensors, whose size is much
smaller than the dimension of the tensor factors, each iteration of ScaledGD only adds minimal overhead
to the gradient computation, while maintaining a linear rate of convergence regardless of the condition
number.

Theoretical guarantees. We investigate the theoretical properties of ScaledGD, which are notably
more challenging than the matrix counterpart. Our model is more generic as it is allowed to use any
invertible linear transforms that satisfy certain conditions. We establish that Scaled GD—when initialized
with a tailored spectral initialization scheme—can achieve linear convergence at a rate independent of the
condition number of the ground truth tensor with near-optimal sample complexities. To be concrete, we
have the following guarantees:

o Tensor RPCA. Under the deterministic corruption model [Lu et all (2020), ScaledGD converges lin-
early to the true low-rank tensor in both the Frobenius norm and the entrywise ¢ norm, as long
as the level of corruptions—measured in terms of the fraction of nonzero entries per tube in each

- < _ /A na — o
mode—does not exceed the order of a < TSR tnana) N aZseR where ng) min(ny, ne), p and K

are the incoherence parameter and the condition number of the ground truth tensor X, respectively,
and s, is the summation of all the entries in the multi-rank of X, (to be formally defined later).

o Tensor completion. Under the Bernoulli sampling model, ScaledGD combined with a properly de-

signed scaled projection step reaches e-accuracy in O(log(1/€)) iterations, as long as the sample com-

psr(n1+n2)log((niVna)ng) V u2s$ﬁ4€log((n1Vng)n3)
ninasns (nl/\ng)ng

plexity satisfies p > ( ), where £ is a constant related

to the transformation ®.

1.3 Related Work

Scaled first-order methods for low-rank matrix recovery. Variants of the scaled gradient meth-
ods have been proposed for low-rank matrix recovery [Mishra et al! (2012); Mishra and Sepulchre (2016);
Tanner and Wei (2016); [Tong et al! (2021a) that aim to approximate the low-rank matrix by the product
of two factor matrices, where strong statistical guarantees were first established in|Tong et all (20214). The
matrix RPCA method in [Cai et all (2021) extended [Tong et all (2021a) by using a threshold-based trim-
ming procedure to identify the sparse matrix. Jia et all (2023) proved the global convergence of ScaledGD
and alternating scaled gradient descent (AltScaledGD) for the nonconvex low-rank matrix factorization
problem. There have been many other efforts in the literature to solve the low-rank matrix recovery problem
with provable nonconvex optimization procedures; see, e.g., |(Chen and Wainwright (2015); IGu et all (2016);
Yi et all (2016); [Zheng and Laffertyl (2016); |Ge et al! (2017); Du et all (2018); [Li et all (2019); [Ye and Du
(2021)) for an incomplete list.

Low-rank tensor estimation using t-SVD decomposition. Turning to the tensor case, unfolding-
based approaches typically lead to performance degradation since they neglect the high-order interactions
within tensor data. Recently, motivated by the notion of tensor-tensor product (t-product) [Kilmer et al.
(2013) and t-SVD scheme, a new tensor nuclear norm was proposed and applied in tensor RPCA [Lu et al.
(2020); IGao et all (2021); [Lu (2021), tensor completion |Zhang and Aeron (2017); [Lu et all (2018, 12019);



Song et all (2020); (Qin et. al. , and tensor data clustering [Zhou et all (2021); (Wu (2024). To accel-
Gmeval o)

erate tensor RPCA, proposed two alternating projection algorithms that exhibit linear
convergence behavior. While this paper and (@) share the same tensor RPCA setup, our work
is fundamentally different from (@) The methods proposed in ) are based
on the idea of alternating projection, which can be considered an extension of Netrapalli et all dﬂ)ﬂ),
[Cai et all @) in the matrix case to the case of tensors. In contrast, our work draws inspiration from
'Tong et all (20214); [Cai et al. (2021)) and parameterizes the low-rank term in () by two low-rank factors.
To the best of our knowledge, this paper is the first work that provides rigorous statistical and computa-
tional guarantees for scaled gradient methods based on the t-SVD framework. There are many technical
novelty in our analysis compared to [Tong et all (20214); [Cai et al! (2021). Specifically, the optimization
problems in [Tong et al! (2021a); [Cai et all (2021) primarily involve matrix-valued variables, whereas our

optimization problem primarily involves tensor-valued variables. Because of this reason, all the inequalities

involving matrices in [Tong et all (12Q213|), Cai et all (lZQZ]J) must be proved using some tensor properties

involving t-product in our analysis.

Provable low-rank tensor estimation using other decompositions. As mentioned earlier, it is
not straightforward to generalize low-rank matrix estimation methods to tensors because a tensor can be
decomposed in many ways. Beyond the t-SVD decomposition, common tensor decompositions include
CP [Kierd (2000), Tucker [Tucker (1966), HOSVD [Lathauwer et all (2000), and tensor-train [Oseledets
). Several works for low-rank tensor estimation relying on these decompositions were proposed
Goldfarb and Qin (2014);|Anandkumar et al! (2016); Driggs et all (2019); Xia and Yuan (2019): Yuan et all
(2019); Yang et al! (2020);/Cai et all (2022). Recently, the authors in/Tong et all (2022); Dong et al! (2023H)
developed efficient algorithms for tensor RPCA, tensor completion and tensor regression under the Tucker
decomposition using scaled gradient descent. In contrast to our work, the low-rank tensor in

(2022); Dong et. al! (2023h) is factorized as (U, V,W) - S, and four factors are needed to be estimated,

leading to a much more complicated nonconvex landscape than our case.

1.4 Paper Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section[2 presents some notations and preliminaries. Section 3]
describes the applications of the proposed ScaledGD method to tensor RPCA and tensor completion with
theoretical guarantees in terms of both statistical and computational complexities. In Section[d] we outline
the proof for our main results. Section [{ illustrates the superior empirical performance of the proposed
method. Finally, we conclude in Section[6l The proofs are deferred to the appendix.

2 Notations and Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the notations and provide a concise overview of t-SVD, which establishes the
groundwork for the development of our algorithms.

Notations. We use lowercase, bold lowercase, bold uppercase, and bold calligraphic letters for scalars,
vectors, matrices, and tensors, respectively. The real and complex Euclidean spaces are denoted as R and
C, respectively. Superscript H and T denote conjugate transpose and transpose, respectively. For a three-
way tensor A € C"t*"2X"3 we use A(i,:,:), A(:14,:) and A(:,:, i) to denote its i-th horizontal, lateral
and frontal slice, respectively. The (i, j, k)-th entry of A is denoted as A, ; ;. For brevity, the frontal slice
A(:,:, 1) and the lateral slice \A(:,14,:) are denoted compactly as A9 and Ay, respectively. The (i, j)-th
mode-1, mode-2 and mode-3 tube are denoted as A(:,4,75), A(4,:,7) and A(%, j,:), respectively. For a
matrix A, its (¢, j)-th entry is denoted as A, ;. The i-th row and the i-th column of A are denoted by A, .
and A. ;, respectively. The n xn identity matrix is denoted by I,. The inner product between two matrices
A, B € C"*™ is defined as (A, B) = tr(A” B), where tr(-) denotes the matrix trace. The inner product
between two tensors A, B € C"*"2%7s js defined as (A, B) = Y72 (A BW). The facewise product
between two tensors A € C"*"2%"3 gnd B € C™"2*"4 %3 denoted by AAB, is a tensor C € C™t*"4X"3 gych
that C¥ = A® B [Kernfeld et all (2015). Let aVb = max(a,b), aAb = min(a, b), and [a] == {1,2,...,a}.
Further, f(n) 2 g(n) (resp., f(n) < g(n)) means [f(n)|/|g(n)| = ¢ (resp., |f(n)|/lg(n)] < c) for some
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constant ¢ > 0 when n is sufficiently large. We use the terminology “with high probability” to denote the
event happens with probability at least 1 — cyn™°.
Some norms of vector, matrix and tensor are used. The ¢, {s, f2 oo and Frobenius norms of A are

defined as ||Ally = 32, ;  [Aijnls [Alloc = maxijix [Aijkl, [Allz00 = max;[|AG,::)|[F and [AllF =
> ik MAijkl?, respectively. For v € C", its £ norm is denoted as [[v[l2 = />, [vi|* and we use

£y norm to denote the number of nonzero elements in v. The spectral norm of a matrix A is denoted
as ||A|| = max; 0;(A), where o;(A)’s are the singular values of A. The matrix nuclear norm of A is

[A[l« = >_; 0i(A).
2.1 Tensor Singular Value Decomposition

The framework of tensor singular value decomposition (t-SVD) is based on the t-product under an invertible
linear transform L|Kernfeld et all (2015). In this paper, the transformation matrix ® defining the transform
L is restricted to be orthogonal, i.e., ® € C"3*"3 gatisfying

o7 —d"® =11,,, (4)

where £ > 0 is a constant. We define the associated linear transform L(-) with its inverse mapping L~1(-)
on any A € RmM>n2Xn3 ag

A=LA) =Ax3® and L '(A) =Ax3® !, (5)
where x3 denotes the mode-3 tensor-matrix product [Kolda and Bader (2009).

Definition 1 (t-product [Kernfeld et all (2015)). The t-product of any A € C"*"2X"3 gnd B € Cr2Xn4axns
under transform L in (@), is defined as C = Axg B € C™"1*"1%"s gych that L(C) = L(A)AL(B).

We denote A € Cminsxnans ag the block diagonal matrix with its i-th diagonal block corresponding to

the i-th frontal slice A® of A, i.e.,
A0
A = bdiag(A) = ,
Z(ns)
where bdiag is an operator which maps A to A. Using @), we have the following properties:
1 1

Vi Vi

Definition 2 (Song et all (2020)). The conjugate transpose of a tensor A € C™*"2*"s ynder L is the
tensor A € Cr2*mixns satisfying L(AT)D = (L(A))H i =1,2,... n3.

lAlr = —=|Allr = —=[Allr and <A,B>:%<«15>: (A4,B). (6)

Definition 3 (Song et al. (2020)). The identity tensor I, € C"*"*"* under L is a tensor such that each
frontal slice of L(Z,) = I, is the identity matriz I,,. Then I, = L~Y(Z,) gives the identity tensor under
L.

Definition 4 (Song et all (2020)). A tensor @ € C"*"™*"s s orthogonal if it satisfies Q g off — o xg
Q=1I,.

Definition 5 (Kilmer et all (2013)). A tensor is called f-diagonal if each of its frontal slices is a diagonal
matriz.

Definition 6. A tensor A € R™*"*"s is invertible if there exists a tensor B € R™"*"3 such that Axe B =
Bxs A=T,. The set of invertible tensors in R"*"*" is denoted by GL(r).

Definition 7 (t-SVD [Song et all (2020)). Let L be any invertible linear transform in (Bl). For any A €
Crixn2xns it can be factorized as A = U x¢ G ¢ VI, where U € CM¥m>ns gpd VY € Cr2xm2xns gre
orthogonal, and G € C™*"2X"s 45 qn f-diagonal tensor.
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For any A, we have the following relationship between its t-SVD and the matrix SVD of its block-
diagonal matrix [Kernfeld et all (2015):

A:U*¢Q*¢VH<:>Z:(7~G‘~‘7H,
that is, the t-product in the spatial domain corresponds to matrix multiplication of the frontal slices in the
spectral domain. Note that when n3 = 1, the operator *g reduces to matrix multiplication.

Definition 8 (Tensor multi-rank and tubal rank [Kilmer et all (2021)). The multi-rank of a tensor A €
Cmxn2xns s g yector » € R™, with its i-th entry being the rank of the i-th frontal slice of A, i.e.,
r; = rank(A9). Let A =U *g G xa VI be the t-SVD of A. The tensor tubal rank rank.(A) under L is
defined as the number of nonzero singular tubes of G, i.e.,

rank:(A) = #{i : G(4,4,:) # 0} = max(r1,...,n3).

Definition 9 (Tensor nuclear norm and spectral norm [Lu et all (2019)). The tensor nuclear norm of
A € Chxmexns ynder L ois defined as | Al = 3002, |AD], = 2| A|l«. The spectral norm of A is
defined as || A = || A]|.

3 Main Results

This section is devoted to introducing ScaledGD and establishing its performance guarantee for two low-
rank tensor estimation problems, namely, tensor robust principle component analysis and tensor comple-
tion.

3.1 Models and Assumptions

Suppose that the ground truth tubal rank-r tensor X, with multi-rank r admits the following compact
t-SVD decomposition X, = U, *a G4 *a Vf[, where U, € R™M*"*ns Y, € R"2X7X"3 gand G, € R"*"%"s,
Define the ground truth low-rank factors as

L.=U,+5G: and R, =V, *sG?

so that X, = L, *a ’R,f Here, the “square root” of a tensor A, denoted by A%, is obtained by setting
A* =B = L~Y(B), where the i-th frontal slice of B is B®) = (A®W)2. The t-SVD decomposition is not
unique in that for any invertible tensor @ € GL(r), one has L, *& ’R,f = (L, *3 Q) *a (R, *a QiH)H.
We define the following two important singular values of tensor X, as

71(Xy) = max{G; i k|Giir > 0,i <r;} and 7, (Xy) =min{G;;x|Giir > 0,i <r;}.
We first introduce the condition number of the tensor X,.
Definition 10 (Condition number). The condition number k of X, is defined as
k=01(X)/0s,. (Xy).

Another parameter is the incoherence parameter, which is crucial in determining the well-posedness of
low-rank tensor estimation.

Definition 11 (Incoherence). For a tubal rank-r tensor X, € R™M>*™2X"3  qssume that the multi-rank of
X, isr and it has the t-SVD X, = U, *3 G, *o Vf. Then X, is said to satisfy the tensor incoherence
conditions with parameter u if

° S o S
U ]|2,00 = max [UT s &l|p < |/ and  [Villa,eo = max [V g &llr < /4. (7)
i€[n1] ninzt j€[n2] nangl

Here, €; is a tensor of size ny X 1 X ng with the entries of the (i,1)-th mode-3 tube of L(¢;) equaling 1 and
the rest equaling 0, and s, = > 2, 7.



Notice that when all the r;’s are equal to the tubal rank r, i.e., s, = nar, the above conditions will be
equivalent to the ones in (Lu, 2021, Proposition 1). Roughly speaking, a small incoherence parameter en-
sures that the tensor columns are not correlated with the standard tensor basis, i.e., the energy of the tensor
is evenly distributed across its entries. To track the performance of ScaledGD iterates F, = [L, RI]H,
one needs a distance metric that properly takes account of the factor ambiguity due to invertible transforms.
Motivated by the analysis in [Tong et all (2021a), we consider the following distance metric that resolves
the ambiguity in the t-SVD decomposition.

Definition 12 (Distance metric). Let F = {fé} € Rimtn2)xrxns gng F, = [,}C?’*] € R(mitnz)xrxns
*
denote
1 1
dist(F, F,) = \/Qeigg( (£ ra @=L 52 G} + (R #a @71~ Ro) va G113 (8)

If the infimum is attained at the argument Q, it is called the optimal alignment tensor between F and F,.

As indicated in Appendix [A] for the ScaledGD iterates {F:}, the optimal alignment tensors {Q.}
always exist and hence are well-defined.

3.2 Tensor RPCA

Suppose we have observed a data tensor ) € R™*"2X"3 of the form Y = X, + S,, where X, is a
low-rank tensor with tubal rank-r and S, is a sparse tensor—in which the number of nonzero entries is
much smaller than its ambient dimension—modeling corruptions in the observations due to sensor failures,
malicious attacks, or other system errors. Given Y and r, the goal of tensor RPCA is to reliably estimate
the two tensors X, and S,.

Following the matrix case in |Chandrasekaran et all (2011); Netrapalli et al (2014), we consider a de-
terministic sparsity model for S,, in which &, contains at most a-fraction of nonzero entries per tube.

Definition 13. A sparse tensor 8, € R™"*"2X"s js ov-sparse, i.e., S, € .S, where we denote
ya = {S < Rn1><n2><’ﬂ3 : HS(,], k)HO S ang, HS(Z, o k)”o S ansg, ||S(Z,], Z)HQ S ansg,
for i € [nl]aj € [n2]7k € [n3]}

Motivated by the works in[Tong et all (20214);Cai et all (2021)), we parameterize X = L+ R by two
low-rank factors £ € R™"*"*"s and R € R"2X"*"3 that are more memory-efficient, and instead optimize
over the factors by solving the following optimization problem:

min J(F.8) = L|Lxa R + 5 - Y| (9)
FeR(nitng)Xrxng ScRn1XnzxXn3 2

Despite the nonconvexity of the objective function, one might be tempted to update the tensor factors
via gradient descent, which, however, likely to converge slowly even for moderately ill-conditioned tensors
Yi et all (2016); [Tong et all (20214); Han et all (2022). Similar to the algorithms in [Tong et all (2021al);
Dong et al! (2023b), our algorithm also alternates between corruption removal and factor refinements,
where (L, R) are updated via the proposed ScaledGD algorithm, and & is updated by soft thresholding.
Specifically, we use the following soft-shrinkage operator 7¢(-) that sets entries with magnitudes smaller
than ¢ to 0, while uniformly shrinking the magnitudes of the other entries by (, defined as

[Te(M)]i ke = sgn([M]ij k) - max{0, [M]; x| = C}. (10)
The sparse outlier tensor is updated via
Siy1= 7Z‘t+1(y — L *g 'erl) (11)

with the schedule (; to be specified shortly.
To complete the algorithm description, we still need to specify how to initialize the algorithm. We start
with initializing the sparse tensor by Sy = T¢, () to remove the obvious outliers. Next, for the low-rank
1

1 1
component, we set Lo = Uy *e G5 and Ry = Vo *a G, where U *a Go *a Véi is the best tubal rank-r
approximation of Y — &y. Combining all the steps mentioned above, we can now formally present the
algorithm in Algorithm [I1



Algorithm 1 ScaledGD for tensor robust PCA with spectral initialization
Input: Observed tensor Y, the transformation matrix ® associated with the transform L, the tubal rank
7, learning rate 7, maximum number of iterations 7T, and threshold schedule {(;}7_,.

Spectral initialization: Let Ug *¢ G *o Vgl be the top-r t-SVD of Y — 8¢, where 8o = T¢, (Y).

Set Lo=Up*sGZ and Ro=Vy*s Gl
Scaled gradient updates: for t =0,1,...,7 — 1 do

St-l-l = 7-<t+1 (y - ‘c’t *p ’R’{{)
Liv1 =Ly —n(Lsxa R+ Sis1 — V) xa Re 3 (R 8 Ry) ™ (12)
Rt+1 =R; — n(ﬁt *P R{{ + St+1 — y)H xp L1 *p (ﬁ{{ *P ,Ct)_l.

Output: The recovered low-rank tensor X1 = L1 *g ’qu{ .

Theoretical guarantees. The following theorem establishes that ScaledGD algorithm—with proper
choices of the tuning parameters, recovers the ground truth tensor X', as long as the fraction of corruptions
is not too large. For convenience, we denote n(;) = max(ni,n2) and n) = min(n,ng) in the following.

Theorem 1. Let Y = X, + S, € RM*"2X"s yhere X, is a multi-rank r tensor with p-incoherence
and S, s a-sparse. Suppose that the thresholding values {(i}i2o obey that || Xx]leo < (o < 2||X]lee and
Cia1 = pC, t > 1, for some properly tuned (1 = 3%6& (X,), where p=1—0.6n. Then the iterates
of ScaledGD satisfy

0.03 ,_
I£:+e R — X, ||r < Wptffsr(f'\’*),

LovaRE - X, |0 <30 —15r 5, (X)),
H t ¥ t || = pngmar( )

S — 8.l <6p ' —Hr 5 (x, d S,) C S, 13
St lloo < 6p RSWUT( ) and supp(S;) C supp(Sy) (13)

for allt > 1, as long as the level of corruptions obeys o <

Ne=1mn¢€ [%7%]

ns /n(g)n2

10%psl-dk(n1+nang)

ns3 .
N To5pPszie and the step sizes

Note that the value of p was used to simplify the proof, and it should not be considered as an optimal
convergence rate. Theorem[Tlimplies that upon appropriate choices of parameters, if the level of corruptions
satisfies o < HS;?(ZI(?Z;S) A =gz, We can ensure that the proposed ScaledGD algorithm—starting from
a carefully designed spectral initialization, converges linearly to the ground truth tensor X', in both the
Frobenius norm and the entrywise ¢, norm at a constant rate, which is independent of the condition
number, even when the gross corruptions are arbitrary. Note that the choice of parameters relies on the
knowledge of X, which is usually unknown in practice. Thus, Theorem [ can be considered as a proof for
the existence of the appropriate parameters.

The proof of our convergence theorem follows the route established in |Cai et al! (2021)). However, the
algorithm in [Cai et all (2021)) is designed for matrices, while the extension from matrices to tensors is not
trivial as different mathematical tools are required. For example, we need to use the property of t-product
to prove some bounds on norms of &, and we have to interconvert between the original and the frequency
domains in the proofs.

3.3 Tensor Completion

We now consider the tensor completion problem. Let X, € R™*"2X"3 he an unknown tensor and it
has tubal rank rank;(X,) = r. We assume to observe the entries of X, at locations given by a set
Q = {(4,, k)|0ijr = 1}, where J;;1’s are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Bernoulli variables
taking value one with probability p and zero with probability 1 — p. We denote such a Bernoulli sampling

8



Algorithm 2 ScaledGD for tensor completion with spectral initialization

Input: Partially observed data tensor Po (X, ), the transformation matrix ® associated with the transform
L, the tubal rank r, learning rate n, and maximum number of iterations 7'.

Spectral initialization: Let U *a Go *& Véi be the top-r t-SVD of ;];,PQ(X*), and set

ﬁo} _ Uy *p gé
=P, 01 ). 17
[RO ( [Vo *P gé] ) "

Scaled projected gradient updates: for t =0,1,...,7 — 1 do

Lig1|
|:Rt+1:| o ,Pg(

Output: The recovered low-rank tensor X1 = L1 *g ’R¥ .

L:t — %’PQ(L’,t *P Rfl — X*) *P Rt *P (Rfl *P Rt)_l
Rt — %’PQ(L’,t *P Rfl — X*)H *P L’,t *P (L’,fl *P L:t)_l

by € ~ Ber(p). The goal of tensor completion is to recover the tensor X', from its partial observation
Y g
Pa(X,), where Pg : Rm*n2xns _, RM1Xn2Xns jg g projection such that

X*i.' 5 f '7',]{ 607
[’PQ(X*)]i,j,k _{ E), ] ks 1 (Z J )

otherwise.
This can be achieved by minimizing the loss function
. _ 1 H 2
min f(F) = —|Pa(L*s R™ — X,)| 5 (14)
FeR(m1+n2)xrxng 2p

Similar to tensor RPCA, the underlying low-rank tensor X, is required to be incoherent (cf. Defi-
nition [II)) to avoid ill-posedness. Omne typical strategy in the matrix setting to ensure the incoherence
condition is to trim the rows of the factors after the gradient update |Chen and Wainwright (2015). How-
ever, we need to be careful here because we need to preserve the equivariance with respect to invertible
transforms. Again, inspired by [Tong et all (2021a), we introduce the following projection operator: for

every 5: = l’]% c R(n1+ﬂ2)><7‘><n3,

~ ~ H ~ 1 ~ ~H ~\ 1
P(F)= argmin  [(£—-L)*s (R *R)Z|3+[(R—R)*a (L *a L)?|%

]:eR(n1+7l2)><7‘><n3
~H ~ 1 ~H ~. 1
st Vnil|lLxs (R *a R)2Z|l2,00 V VN2 R %@ (£ *a L£)2 2,00 <, (15)

where ¢ > 0 is the projection radius. Fortunately, following the proof in (Tong et al), 2021a, Proposition
7), this problem has a closed-form solution, as stated below.

Proposition 1. The solution to (I5) is given by P.(F) = [,é:] , where

L3,::)=(1A — < — L(i,:,:), i€ [n],
V=T 1

and R(j,::) = (1 A L )ﬁ(j,:,:), j € [nal. (16)

\/TL_2||R(j,,) *p L HF

With this projection operator in hand, we are ready to propose our ScaledGD method with the spectral
initialization for solving tensor completion, as described in Algorithm 2l

Theoretical guarantees. Encouragingly, we can guarantee that ScaledGD provably recovers the ground
truth tensor, as long as the sample size is sufficiently large.

9



psyr(ni+n2)log((n1Vna)ng) V
ninans

Theorem 2. Suppose that X, is p-incoherent, and that p satisfies p > c(

2.2 4
LR Zlog((mvm)n”) for some sufficiently large constant c. Set the projection radius as ¢ > cc /2251 (X )

(nl/\ng)ng nsl
for some constant ¢ > 1.02. If the step size obeys 0 < n < 2/3, then with high probability, for all t > 0,
the iterates of ScaledGD in ([I8) satisfy

dist(Fr, Fo) < (1 — 0.61)'0.025, (X,) and ||C;+s R — X, ||r < (1 - 0.6)'0.035,, (X.).

Theorem [2] establishes that the distance dist(F, F.) contracts linearly at a constant rate, as long as

psyr(n1+n2)log((n1Vna)ng) V u2s2k*0log((n1Vna)ns) To reach an
ninang (n1Ang)n? :

the probability of observation satisfies p 2> (

e-accurate estimate, i.e., |£; xa REY — X, ||r < €5, (X,), ScaledGD takes at most O(log(1/e€)) iterations,
which is independent of the condition number, as long as the sample complexity is large enough.

4 Proof Sketch

In this section, we provide some intuitions and sketch the proof of our main theorems.

4.1 ScaledGD for Tensor Factorization

To shed light on why ScaledGD is robust to ill-conditioning, we first consider the problem of factorizing a
tensor X, into two low-rank factors:

1
min f(F) = §|\L*@ RY —x,|%. (19)

FeR(nitng)xrxng
Recalling the update rule (@], ScaledGD proceeds as follows:

Loy =L —n(LxaRT —X,) s (R & Ry,
Rit1 =R —n(L *xp RrRY — X )" xa (E,{{ xg L)1, (20)

Theoretical guarantees for tensor factorization. The following theorem, whose proof can be found
in Appendix [B] formally establishes that as long as initialization is not too far from the ground truth,
dist(F, F.) will contract at a constant linear rate for the tensor factorization problem.

Theorem 3. Suppose that the initialization Fo satisfies dist(Fo, Fy) < O—\/%(}sr (X ). If the step size obeys

0 <n <2/3, then for all t > 0, the iterates of the ScaledGD method in [20) satisfy

. 0.1_ 0.15 _
dist(Fy, Fy) < (1 — O.7n)tWJST(X*) and ||y xe R — X, |r < (1— O.7n)t705

4.2 Proof Outline for Tensor RPCA

The proof of Theorem [lis inductive in nature, where we aim to establish the following induction hypothesis
at all the iterations:

().

r

€
N/
VIT(Le %o Qi — £.) %8 G2 .00 V V2| (Re & Q7 = RL) #8 G2 200 < 4/ Zi;ptﬁsT (x.).

dist(Fy, F.) < —=p'0s,(X.), and

The following two lemmas, establishes the induction hypothesis for both the induction case and the base
case. We start by outlining the local contraction of the proposed Algorithm [II

10



Lemma 1 (Local contraction). Let Y = X, + 8, € R™*"2X"s  yhere X, = L, *o ’Rf s a multi-rank r

] and

tensor with p-incoherence and Sy is a-sparse. Let Q; be the optimal alignment tensor between {

t
R+

[R*] . Under the assumption that o < %, if the initial guesses obey the conditions
* i

€
dist(Fo, Fy) < —=05,.(X4),
(Fo F) < o (X)
Sy _

Virl|(Lo*e Qo — L) %@ G2 ||2.00 V vM2l (Ro & Qo7 — Ry) %8 G2 ||2.00 < o G5, (X )
n3€

with € = 0.02, then by setting the thresholding values (¢ in Theorem [l and the fized step size ny = n € [%, %],
the iterates of Algorithm [ satisfy

dist(Fy, F.) < %p’?ST (X.),

1 B 1 S
VIL|(Ls @ Qi — L) 8 G2 [|2.00 V V2| (Ri ¥ Q77 — Ry) %0 G2 ||2.00 < Zgéthsr (X)),

where the convergence rate p :=1— 0.61.

The following lemma ensures that the spectral initialization satisfies the distance and incoherence
conditions.

Lemma 2 (Guaranteed initialization). Let Y = X, + 8, € R"*X"2X"3 yhere X, = L, *o ’Rf s a multi-

2
rank v tensor with p-incoherence and S, is a-sparse. Under the assumption that o < ——05mmme A #22222
WS R s -

for some small positive constant ¢y < 0.06 and the choice of the thresholding value || X «||oo < (o < 2|| X ]| 005
the initial guesses satisfy

dist(Fo, F) < 25, (X,) and

Vi
1 _ 1 Sr _
VIll(Lo ¥& Qo — L) 3 G2 [l2.00 V vzl (Ro ¥& Qo — R.) %8 G2 [|l2.00 < \/ 536057‘(‘**),

where Qg be the optimal alignment tensor between Lo and Ly .
Ro R,

The proofs of the above two lemmas are provided in Appendix [Cl We also present the following lemma
that verifies the selection of thresholding value is indeed effective.

Lemma 3 ((Dong et all (2023b), Lemma 12) (Cai et all (2021)), Lemma 5)). At the (t + 1)-th iteration of
Algorithm[l, taking the thresholding value (41 > || X« — Xt]|oo gives

[Si = Sttilloe <N X% = Xitlloo +Cer1 < 2¢41 and  supp(Siy1) € supp(Sy).

4.3 Proof Outline for Tensor Completion

We start with the following lemma that ensures the scaled projection in (I6]) satisfies both non-expansiveness
and incoherence under the scaled metric.

Lemma 4. Suppose that X is p-incoherent, and dist(j-', Fi) < ﬁ@T (X,) for some e < 1. Set ¢ >
(1+¢€)\/E%01(Xy), then P (F) satisfies the non-expansiveness

dist(Po(F), F.) < dist(F, F.),
and the incoherence condition
V|| £ xe R |[2,00 V /2| R 48 L7200 < <.
11



Our next lemma guarantees the fast local convergence of Algorithm 2] as long as the sample complexity
is large enough and the parameter ¢ is set properly.

Lemma 5. Suppose that X, is p-incoherent, and p > c(uw(m-ﬁ-nz)log((m\/nz)ns) v u2s,2_n4elog((n1\/n2)ns))

nina2ng (n1Anz)n?2

for some sufficiently large constant c. Set the projection radius as ¢ > cc, /g—zz&l(x*) for some constant

cc > 1.02. Under an event G which happens with high probability, if the t-th iterate satisfies dist(F¢, Fy) <
S 144 gn p Y, s

O'—\/O;@T(X*); and the incoherence condition

V|| i ¥a R 2,00 V VP2 | Rt %@ L5 ||2.00 < s,

then ||L; x& R — X,||p < 1.5dist(F;, F.). In addition, if the step size obeys 0 < n < 2/3, then the

(t + 1)-th iterate Fiy1 of the ScaledGD method in ([IR)) of Algorithm [@ satisfies

dist(F 41, Fy) < (1 — 0.6n)dist(Fy, Fr),
and the incoherence condition

V| L e Rfiﬂ\zoo V /N2l Rit1 *a ﬁfHHz,oo <q.

Therefore, if we can find an initialization that is close to the ground truth and satisfies the incoherence
condition, Lemma [5] guarantees that the iterates of ScaledGD remain incoherent and converge linearly.

Lemma 6. Suppose that X, is p-incoherent, then with high probability, the spectral initialization before
1

~ 2

projection Fq = Uo xe g(i in (IT) satisfies
Vo x& G§

s, log ((nl Vv ng)ng) N \/usr log ((nl \Y, ng)n3) )5 Sy

— KOs, (Xy).
p(n1 A ng)ng (%)

dist(Fo, F.) < c( -

- png./ning

Therefore, as long as p > cus?k?log ((n1 V n2)nz)/((n1 A nz)ng) for some sufficiently large constant

¢, the initial distance satisfies dist(Fo, Fx) < 0'—\/0@26&(1' «)- We can then invoke Lemma [ to have that

Fo =P (5-' o) meets the conditions required in Lemma [l which further enables us to repetitively apply
Lemma Ml to finish the proof of Theorem 2l The proofs of the three supporting lemmas can be found in
Appendix

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we provide numerical experiments to corroborate our theoretical findings. All experiments
are performed in Matlab with an AMD Ryzen 9 5950X 3.40GHz CPU and 64GB RAM. We compare the
iteration complexity of ScaledGD with vanilla gradient descent (GD). For fair comparison, both algorithms
start from the same spectral initialization, and the update rule of GD is given by

Liy1 =Ly —ncpVef(Ly, Ry),
Rit1 =Ri —napVrf(Le, Re),

where ngp = 7/51(X,) stands for the step size for vanilla GD. We simply fix = 0.5 for both ScaledGD
and vanilla GD (see Figure Bl for justifications). The hyperparameters for tensor RPCA are set as follows:
Co =0.5, (1 = 0.5, and p = 0.95. For simplicity, we set n1 = ny = ng =n = 100, and r = 10.

In this experiment, we adopt two invertible linear transforms: (a) Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT);
and (b) Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT). We generate the ground truth tensor X', € R"*"*"3 ags follows.
We first generate an n X r X ng tensor with i.i.d. random signs, and take its r left singular tensors as U, and
similarly for V,. The diagonal entries in each frontal slice of the f-diagonal tensor G, are set to be linearly
distributed from 1 to 1/k. Then the underlying low-rank tensor is generated by X, = U, *a G4 *a Vf ,
which has the specified condition number s and tubal rank r. We consider the following two low-rank
tensor estimation tasks:

12
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Figure 1: The relative errors of ScaledGD and vanilla GD with respect to the iteration count under different
condition numbers k = 1, 5,10, 20 for tensor RPCA with n = 100, r = 10, and o = 0.1.

e Tensor RPCA. We generate the sparse corruption tensor by uniformly and independently sam-
pling a-fraction of the entries as the non-zero locations of 8, with a = 0.1. The magnitudes of
the non-zero entries of &, are sampled i.i.d. from the uniform distribution over the interval of
[—E[|X|ijk], E[| X «]ijk]]. The observation tensor is Y = X, + 8, + W, where W, ;1 ~ N(0,02))
composed of i.i.d. Gaussian entries.

e Tensor completion. We assume random Bernoulli observations, where each entry of X, is observed
with probability p = 0.4 independently. The observation is Y = Pa(X,. + W), where W, j 1 ~
N(0,02) composed of i.i.d. Gaussian entries. Moreover, we perform the scaled gradient updates
without projections.

We first illustrate the convergence performance under noise-free observations, i.e., W = 0. Figure [
shows the relative reconstruction error | X; — X,||r/||X«||F with respect to the iteration count ¢ for the
tensor RPCA problem under different condition numbers k£ = 1,5,10,20 for the two transforms. Under
good conditioning x = 1,5, ScaledGD converges at the same rate as vanilla GD; under ill-conditioning,
i.e., when k is large, ScaledGD converges linearly with a rate that is independent of x, while vanilla GD
does not converge because the relative error stays above 107%. We plot the relative reconstruction errors
of ScaledGD and vanilla GD for tensor completion with respect to the iteration number and the algorithm
running time (in seconds) under different condition numbers k = 1, 5,10, 20 in Figure 2 We can see that
ScaledGD converges rapidly at a rate independent of the condition number, and matches the fastest rate
of vanilla GD with perfect conditioning x = 1. Although vanilla GD runs slightly faster than ScaledGD
when k = 1, the convergence rate of vanilla GD deteriorates quickly with the increase of k. As such,
under ill-conditioning, the computational burdens can be substantially increased for vanilla GD compared
to ScaledGD.

Next, we study the sensitivity of the comparisons with respect to the step sizes. FigureBlillustrates the
convergence speeds of ScaledGD and vanilla GD under different step sizes for tensor completion, where we
run both algorithms for at most 300 iterations (the algorithm is terminated if the relative error exceeds
10%). It can be seen that ScaledGD outperforms vanilla GD over a large range of step sizes, even when
the step size of vanilla GD is optimized for its performance. Hence, our choice of n = 0.5 in previous
experiments for the comparison between ScaledGD and vanilla GD is reasonable.

Finally, we examine the performance of ScaledGD for tensor RPCA and tensor completion under

Gaussian noisy observations. We denote the signal-to-noise ratio as SNR := 10log;, ”:};ZIEF in dB. We
plot the relative error || X, — X, ||p/||X«||F with respect to the iteration count ¢ in Figurg [ under the
condition number k£ = 10 and various SNR = 40, 60, 80dB. For tensor RPCA, ScaledGD achieves smaller
error compared to vanilla GD. For tensor completion, both methods achieve the same statistical error
eventually, but ScaledGD converges much faster. In addition, the convergence speeds of ScaledGD are

irrespective of the noise levels.
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Figure 2: The relative errors of ScaledGD and vanilla GD with respect to (a/c) the iteration count and
(b/d) run time (in seconds) under different condition numbers £ = 1,5, 10, 20 for tensor completion with
n =100, r = 10, and p = 0.4.

6 Conclusions

This paper developed a scaled gradient descent (ScaledGD) algorithm for factored low-rank tensor esti-
mation (i.e., robust PCA and completion) based on the t-SVD under invertible linear transforms. We
rigorously establish that under standard assumptions, ScaledGD only takes O(log(1/€)) iterations to reach
e-accuracy, without the dependency on the condition number of the ground truth tensor when initialized
via the spectral method. There are several future directions that are worth exploring, which we briefly
discuss below.

e Parameter estimation for tensor RPCA. The proposed algorithm for tensor RPCA involves an
iteration-varying threshold operation following a geometric decaying schedule, which contains sev-
eral hyperparameters that need to be tuned carefully for real data. Our future work includes learning
the optimal hyperparameters using deep unfolding and self-supervised learning (@),

Dong et al] (20234).

o High-order extension of ScaledGD. Based on the multilinear algebra for high-order t-SVD, it is of great
interest to extend our method for high-order tensors and to unify the understanding of theoretical
guarantee for low-rank tensor estimation problems when the invertible linear transforms L satisfy
certain conditions.

o Entrywise error control for tensor completion. In this work, we aimed at minimizing the Frobenius
norm of the reconstructed tensor in tensor completion. There exists another work that deals with
minimizing the £, error for matrix completion with statistical guarantees (@) It is
therefore interesting to develop similar strong entrywise error guarantees of ScaledGD for tensor
completion with t-SVD decomposition.
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Figure 4: The relative errors of ScaledGD and vanilla GD with respect to the iteration count under the

condition number x = 10 and signal-to-noise ratios SNR = 40, 60, 80dB for (a/b) tensor RPCA and (c/d)
tensor completion.
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A Technical Lemmas

In this section, we introduce main preliminaries and useful lemmas which will be used in the proofs. We use bold
calligraphic letters with arrows on top to denote tensor columns of size n1 x 1 X ns, e.g., A. We define the £ 2-norm
and f2 2 oo-norm of a tensor A as

1A lloe,2 = max{max LA, -, )|, max | A(: J, )l s

and |[|A|2,2,00 = max; x [|A(Z, 1, k) ||, respectively.
Definition 14 (Standard tensor basis [Lu (2021)). The tensor column basis with respect to the transform L,

denoted as €;, is a tensor of size n1 X 1 X n3 with the entries of the (i,1)-th mode-3 tube of L(&;) equaling 1 and the

rest equaling 0. Similarly, the row basis Ef is of size 1 X na X n3 with the entries of the (1,7)-th mode-3 tube of

L(2}") equaling to 1 and the rest equaling to 0. The tube basis ¢y is a tensor of size 1 x 1 x nz with the (1,1,k)-th
entry of L(¢ér) equaling 1 and the rest equaling 0.

Denote ¢;;; as a unit tensor with only the (4, j, k)-th entry equaling 1 and others equaling 0. Based on Defini-
tion [T4] e;;x can be expressed as

Eijk = L(EZ *Pp ek *p éJH) (21)
Then for any tensor A € R™*"2X"3 we have A, ;. = (A, ;i) and
A= (A o).
injrk
Definition 15. For any A € R"*"2%"3  the projection onto § is defined as

Pa(A) = Z 0ijiAij kCijk,

ik
where 0;5x = 1(;, 5, ke and 1.y denotes the indicator function.

Definition 16. Let M € R"*"2*"3 wjith rank,(M) = r and its skinny t-SVD be M =U %5 G xa V. We denote
T by the set

T ={Uxs Z" + Wra VI|Z e R™2X77 W e RTS8, (22)
and by T its orthogonal complement.
The projections onto T and its complementary set T are respectively denoted as
Pr(A) =U e U" 6 A+ Axa Via VI —Ura U xa Axa Via VY, (23)
and
Pri(A) =A—Pr(A) = (Tn, —UxaU") v Axas (Tn, — V xa V7).

In the following, we use Q; to denote the optimal alignment tensor between (L:;R:) and (L.;R.). For
notational convenience, we denote Ly = L *& Qi, Ry = R¢ *a Q;H, Lpr =Ly — Ly, Ran =Ry — Ry,
SA = St+1 - S*«

A.1 Tensor Algebra

Lemma 7. Let X € R™*"2%X"3  then

® 0 o0 o0
_ 0 @®. 0 0

Xk =[X1 X2 - X, = X 1)@,

0o o0 o0 &
where each X ; is obtained by “squeezing” each sample X ;) € R™ XX 4nto a matriz, i.e., X; = squeeze(X(;)) €
Rnl ><n3.
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Proof. The (i, §, k)-th entry of X can be written as

n3
)Ei,j,k = Z (I)k,k/Xi,j,k’ = X(i7j7 )‘I’g

k=1
Then we have
X, k)
. 0 0 o0
0 ® . 0 0O
:[squeeze(X(1)) squeeze(X(9)) - Squeeze(X(nQ))] i . .
o o o &f
® 0 0 o0
0 ®. 0 0 ~
:[X1 X, - an} . . . . = X1 ®r,
o o o &
where X (1) € R™*"2"3 and &, c Cranaxnz a

Lemma 8. Let § € R"*"2X"3 45 o-sparse, then

/
IS < aT(nl +n2n3)[|S]lc and  [[S]l2,00 < Vanzns||S]||oo-

Proof. We only need to prove the first claim, since the second claim can be directly followed by the fact that S has
at most a-fraction nonzero entries along each mode-2 tube of §. Let € R™ and z € R"?"? be unit vectors, using
ab < (a® + b%)/2, we have

ISl =18l = max |8k = max [Su®kll< max [ISull][®x]
=1,...,n3 k=1,...,n3 k=1,...,n3

nyp nz n3g

max VISl =VEY Y D wiSiiki itk

i=1 j=1 k=1

\/Z ny ng n3
L D)L £ AR

i=1 j=1 k=1
aV/?
2

/
< —(an2ns + ani)||S|lw = (n1 + n2ns)[|S|loos

2
where the last inequality follows from the assumption that & € .7,. O

Lemma 9. Let A € R"*"2%"8 gnd B € R™*"2X"3 pe two tensors, then

A xe B ||lo < V|| All2,0 8]

2,00

Proof. By the definition of the transform based t-product, we have

ng n2
1A 2 B oo = max || Y AG,j,) #a B 4,)]leo < max|| Y Ax,52) #a BT, 5,

j=1 j=1
ng ng 1 _ _
<max ) MG, we B3, )2 = max d | —=IMAG 5, )AB( 5l
Y= =1

no ng
1, <. . = . .. o
<max) 7M. )23, )l = max Y VLAG,j.0) 2B, 5.
Tog=t Tog=t

2,00-

< mex V| AG,: ) PIBE e < VA2, |8l
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Lemma 10. Let A € R™*"2X" gnd B € R™*™X™3 be two tensors. Assume the multi-rank of B is v and let
— Z:il Tk, then

[Axe Bllr 2 [ Alros,.(B) and  [Axe Bllr < [Alr|BI.
Moreover,
A *@ Bll2,00 > [lAl|2,0005,. (B) and [ A *& Bll2,00 < [|Al[2,00[B]-

Proof. To prove the first claim, we start with the definition of Frobenius norm

| Axe B|: = %HZABH% - %HZBH% - %tr(zEEH;iH) - %tr(BBH;&H;&).
By using the inequalities for matrix trace, we have

Amin (BB )tx(A7 A) < tr(BB" A" A) < Anax (BB" )tx(A" 4),
where Amin and Amax denote the minimum and maximum eigenvalue, respectively. This implies
Tmin(B)tr(A" A) < €| Axa B|f < ol (B)tr(A" A),

where omin and omax denote the minimum and maximum singular value, respectively. Hence, we have
2 2 1, mH
[Axe Blr > Umin(B)ztr(A A) =57 (B)|All%

and  [|A xa B||T < onax(B)tr(A" A) = (|B]|*||AlE

)6
Taking the square root on both sides to arrive at the first claim. The second conclusion is an easy consequence of
the first one as

[ A *2 Bl2,00 = max [lA(G,:,:) *@ Bl r > max LA, :,:)[|ros, (B) = [[All2,0005, (B)
and [l A x& Bll2,00 = max [|A(i, :, :) ¥& Bl|r < max [lAG, :, ) [ £ [B]| = [|All2,00 1Bl

|
Lemma 11. Let A€ R™*™2*"3 gnd B € R"2X™ X" be two tensors, then
[[A %@ Bll2,00 < v/124][All2,00 || Bl|2,00-
Proof. Based on the definition of the 2 -norm, we have
1 2. = 1, .. _
A %@ Bl2,00 = WHAABIIzoo = max WIIA(% 5 ) AB||p.
Note that
ns3 n3 n4g
1AG, =, ) AB|r = 1AG, = k)B( 1, B)[3 = > (A, k), B(, 5, k)2
k=1 k=1 j=1
< ZZM,, BB, j k Z\A,, JBIBC,:, k)13
k=1 j=1 k=1
< IAG, )l 1Bl = LA, = )| ¢ |1 B]le.
Thus,
A *2 Bll2,00 < max VILAG,:, )7 IBllr = VA2 1Bl < /n2l]|All2,00]|Bl12,00-
a

21



Lemma 12. Let L be any invertible linear transform in [Bl) and it satisfies @). For anyi=1,...,n1,j=1,...,n2
and k =1,...,n3, given e, in [ZI), we have the following properties

[€ssull < V7, (24)
ny nz2 n3
3555 55 et e e < i @
i=1 j=1 k=1
and
ny n2 n3g
H DTS (@i e €lin) ‘ < nal. (26)

i=1 j=1 k=1

Proof. To simplify the notation, we denote A = e;; in this proof. By the definition of the tensor spectral norm,
we have

a— —_ k/
A= A = max A7),
=1,...,n3

Since A is the unit tensor, the (i, j)-th mode-3 tube of A = L(&;;z) is the only nonzero mode-3 tube and its entries
are the same as the k-th column of ®, i.e., A, j ,» = ®4s . Then HA('“ )|| = |®4 x| and we have

|Al = max [A®)|= max |®,]< Ve,
k’=1,...,n3 k'=1,...,n3

where the inequality comes from |®y/ x| = \/|<I>k/,k|2 < \/2"3 |®4 1|2 = VL. Therefore, ([24) is verified. To

k=1
prove ([Z3), let B = A7 %3 A, then B = ./__lHA./_l, which means that the (j,7)-th mode-3 tube of B is the only
nonzero mode-3 tube and its k'-th entry is B, ; 1 = |<I’k/7k|2. Thus the (j, j)-th mode-3 tube of

n3 n3
_H _ =

Z L(eji * eiji) = Z B

k=1 k=1

is the only nonzero mode-3 tube and all of its entries equal ¢. Further,

n2 n3 n3
D)W 3 o
j=1 k=1 j=1 k=1
is an f-diagonal tensor and all the entries on the diagonal equal ¢. Finally,
ny mn2 n3g ny mn2 n3
DD IR 3 3 o
i=1 j=1 k=1 i=1 j=1 k=1

is also f-diagonal and all of its entries on the (j, j)-th mode-3 tube equal n1¢, j € [n2]. It is obvious that each frontal
slice of such a tensor has the spectral norm n;¢. Therefore, we have (25). We can prove (20) in a similar way. O

Lemma 13. Given Pr in (23) and assume that the tensor incoherence conditions ({l) hold. We have

_ Sr(n1+n
[Pr(es)|3 < Lol tn2)
ninans

Proof. Note that Pr is self-adjoint. So we have

[Pz (@) 7
=(Pr(eijr), Cijr)
=U xa U™ %o Ciji + Cijr v V xa VI 8ijk) + U xa U xa €ijip xa V v VI €ijr).

Note that e;jx is the unit tensor with the (7,7, k)-th entry equaling to 1 and the rest equaling to 0. Hence, the
(4, j)-th mode-3 tube of e;;, equals L(¢x) and the (7, j)-th mode-3 tube of L(e;;x) equals L(L(¢éx)). Then the only
nonzero lateral slice of L(e;;) is the j-th lateral slice and it is equal to L(&;)AL(L(¢)). This implies that

_ _ 1, _ 1, - o .
(U xa U™ v Eijp, iji) ZZHUHAL(%M)H% = ZHUHAL(%)AL(L(%))H%

22



In the meanwhile, we have

U™ +a & *a L(ér)|lr = %IIL(UH)AL(Ei)AL(L(ék))HF < %IIL(UH)AL(&')HFIIL(L(ék))IIF

— H * éz _‘7
nins

where we use ||L(L(éx))||lr = V¥||L(éx)||r = V¢. Similarly, we can also have |V xa &; x& L(éx)|r < | [
Therefore, we have ’

[Pr(Ein) |7 =IUT *a & & L(ex) |7 + [V a0 & o L(ex) |7 — [UT <o €1 x2 VI[E
U™ @ & ke L(er)||7 + VT xe &) *e L(ér)||7

<Hsr(na +n2)
- nin2ns ’

The proof is completed. O
Using the same proof technique in (Lu et all, |2020, Lemma 4.2), we have the following result.

Lemma 14. Suppose Q ~ Ber(p), and T is defined in 22). Then with high probability,

1
IPr - ;'PT'PQ'PT” <e
provided that p > cef2psr(n1 + n2) log ((m V ng)ng)/(nlngng) for some numerical constant ¢ > 0.

A.2 Distance Metric

L

’R] e R(r1+n2)Xrxns - Gunnose that

Lemma 15. Fix any faCt07 tensor F =
diSl(} }*) < —=0s (X*) (21)
’ \/Z ’

then the minimizer of the above minimization problem is attained at some Q € GL(r), i.e., the optimal alignment
tensor Q between F and F . exists.

Proof. Based on the definition of infimum and condition (27]), there must exist a tensor Q¢ GL(r) such that

—_= — — 1 _ —_=<_H — —_1__
\/H(LQ - L)G.PG: +I(RQ  — RIG.*G.l%

Vi I(Lr2 B L) e GEE + [(Ree @ " R s G2
S66:97‘(‘*‘*)

together with the relation |AB||r > ||A||Fomin(B) tells that

VICO L0822 + (RO " - R)GH 2ou, (X.) < o, (%)

for some € obeying 0 < € < 1. It further implies that

—_1

(EQ —T.)G. *|| V(RO " - R)G. 2| <

The rest of the proof is the same as the one in (Tong et all, [2021a, Lemma 22). O
L (n1+ng)xXrxn . .
Lemma 16. For any factor tensor F = R e R\™MTn2 3, suppose that the optimal alignment tensor
1 _ 1
QO = argmin ||(L e © — L.) %2 GZ |7 +[[(R+e Q7 —R.) xe GZ |7 (28)
QeGL(r)

between F and F . exists, then Q obeys
(Lxe Q) xa (Lra Q— L) %2 G =G, e (R*a Q7 —R.)" 4a R4a Q1. (29)
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Proof. Check the gradient of the objective function in (28]) with respect to Q and set it to zero yields
27 5o (Ls Q— L) %8G, —2Q T 48 G, v (R*¥a @ 7" —R,)Txa R+ @ 7 =0,
which implies the optimal alignment criterion (29]). a

Lastly, following the proof in (Tong et all,2021a, Lemma 24), we connect the proposed distance to the Frobenius
norm in Lemma [T7]

L

’R:| € Rmitn2)Xrxns yne distance between F and Fy satisfies

Lemma 17. For any factor tensor F = |:

1
dist(F, F.) < (V2+1) 7 |L+e R — X, .

A.3 Tensor Perturbation Bounds

Lemma 18. For any L4 € R™M X" Ry € R"2X"™*"3  denote L = Ly — L. and Ra = Ry — R«. Suppose that
—1 _1
LA *& G, 2 || V]IRA %@ Gy 2|| < 1, then

, 1 1
L4 %o (L1 %o £4) ™" xa G2 || < —; (30)
L— LA e G 2|
N 1 1
IR: & (Ry *& Ry) ™ *e GZ | < ——; (31)
1= |Rr *2 G4 2|
1
_ 1 201L i
Ly %o (LF *& L£4) ' %2 G2 —U.|| < V2)La 2 G 71” ; (32)
1—[[La*e G 2|
_1
_ 1 2[R L2
IRy 0 (RE +a Ry) " o GF — v, < Y2IRe 207 (33)

1 -
L—Ra*e G, 2|

Proof. We only prove [B0) and (32), since the claims (31 and (B3]) on the factor R can be proved in a similar way.
We first notice that

1 - —H= —1
1£; %2 (L5 *a L)' %2 G2|| = |L(Li'Ly) G2 || = ————

1
2

We invoke Weyl’s inequality |5, (A) — s, (B)| = |0s,.(A) — 05, (B)| < ||[A— B, and use the fact that U, = L.G,
satisfies o5, (U,) = 1 to obtain
1 - 1 - 1 - 1 1
05 (LsGy ?) 2 05, (LG ?) = [LaG P | =1 = [[LaGL 2| =1 || Lo +2 G, 2.
Then (30) follows immediately by combining the preceding two relations. In order to prove (32)), using the facts
1
that [,fl xe U, = G2 and (Zn, — L4 *@ ([,uH *& Eﬁ)*l *& L’,uH) g L4 = 0, we have the following decomposition
H -1 3
Eu *Pp (Eﬁ *Pp Eu) *Pp gf - u*
—r H 1 H -3
=Ly xa (Ly *a Ly)  *a L, *a U, — Li %2 G,
= — Eu *P ([:éq *P Eu)71 *P (ﬂu — E*)H *P u*
H 1 H -3
— (In1 — [:u *Pp (‘C’ﬁ *P ﬂu) *Pp ‘C’ﬁ ) *p L:* *P g* 2
= - Eu *P ([:éq *P Eu)71 *P L:’Z *p U,
1
+ (In1 — [:u *P ([:uH *P ﬂu)71 *P L:uH) *P (ﬂu — E*) xe G, 2
= — Eu *Pp ([:éq *Pp Eu)71 *Pp L:’Z *Pp l/l*

1
+ (In1 - Eu *P ([:uH *P ﬂu)71 *P ,CuH) *P L:A *P g* 2 .
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In the meanwhile, we can verify that Ly x¢ ([,uH xo Ly) P xe LT xe U, and (T, — Ly *& ([’ﬁH wo L) e [’IiH) .
_1
LA xs G, 2 are orthogonal, thus
1
[C: *a (Lf *a L)' *e GZ — U
<Ly *a (Lf %o L4) "+ LE xa U,
H —1 H —32
+ [[(ZTn, — Ly *a (L *a Ly)” *a Ly ) x& Lo *2 G, 7 ||
H -1 312 -32
<Ly xe (L4 *@ L4) xe G2 |7[|La *2 G4 2 ||
_1
1Ty — L xa (LF 58 £4) " %0 LI LA *2 G, 2|
1
[£a %2 G, 2 |?
1
(I —llLa*2 G, ?[)?
_1
2|La *2 G, 2
1
(I —llLa*2 G ?[)?

where we have used ([30) and the fact that |[Zn, — Ly %@ (£f x& L£4) "' *e Li']| < 1. |

1
< +I£a *2 G 2|

<

Lemma 19. For any L4y € R"X7*"3 Ry € R"2*"™*"  denote L = Ly — L, and Ra =Ry — R, then
IL: %8 Ry’ — Xullp < Lo %2 R | p + ||Lx #2 RA|F + [|£La *o RA| F
< (14 3010 0 GV R 52 6. 71)
(128 50 G lr + R +0 63 1),
Proof. Using the decomposition that Ly x¢ ’R,uH — X, =LA *p 'Rf + L, *o ’R,g + LA *a ’R,g and the facts that
LA+ RE|F =LA *o g*% sa VE||r = |La *o g%”n
and || L, xe RE||r = Uy *a g% xa RA|IF = |Ra *a g*% 7,
as well as the triangle inequality, we have
I£: ¥a Ry — Xullr < Lo %2 R |5+ [|£s 2 RA|F + [|£2 2 RA| F

1 1
= |Lar %2 G2||F + | RA %0 GZ||F + || LA *& RA | F.

This together with the following upper bound

. 1 1 1y 1 _1 -
1L A *<I>RAHF:_HL"A o G2 xa (Ra *3 G, ?) ||F+§H£A 3 Gy 2 %3 (Ra*xa G2)' ||F

= L EaGE (RaG ) r + | DGl (RaGH" |
= 2\/— * * F 2\/— JAR = 2 *

H
\/_
TGV IRaG (TG e + | RaGH )

LAGZHFHRAG 2H +—=|LaG. QHHRAGZHF

i:

IN

=g

N — N

_1 _1 1 1
ILa 8 G2 2|V | Ra o G 2 ||)(||£A 8 GZ|r + |Ra %o G2 HF)

finishes the proof. O

B Proof for Low-rank Tensor Factorization

B.1 Proof of Theorem [3

We prove Theorem B]by induction. Specifically, we show that for all ¢ > 0, (i) dist(F, Fx) < (1—0.7n) dist(Fo, Fx) <

0‘72(1 —0.7)'7s, (X ) and (ii) the optimal alignment tensor Q; between F; and F, exists.
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For the base case t = 0, the first induction hypothesis on the distance metric trivially holds, and the second one
also holds because of Lemma [[5land the assumption that dist(Fo, F) < %cﬂr (X4). Suppose that the ¢-th iterate
F+ obeys the aforementioned induction hypotheses. Our goal is to show that F:41 also satisfies these conditions.
Let € := 0.1. By the definition of diStQ(.Ft+17.F*)7 we have

1 1
dist®(Fer1, Fu) < [(Lerr e Qp — L) ¥ G2 |7+ [(Res1 *2 Q7 — Ru) #2 G2 |7
According to the update rule (20), we have
1
(Liy1*d Qp — Ly) *a G2
1
(L‘,u L:u *P ’R,u - X*) *P Ru *P (Rﬁ *P Ru) - [:*) *P gf

1
L — 77 ﬁA *& 'R,ﬁ + L *a 'R,A) *3 Ry *a ('R,ﬁ *& 'R,ﬁ) ) * G2

1
(1 n)EA *Pp g* — nﬂ *P 'R,A *Pp 'R,ﬁ *P ('R,ﬁ *P 'R,ﬁ) *P gf . (34)

1 - — - =1
As a result, we can write (3) as [|[(Li41 %@ Q¢ — L) & G2 |7 = +[(Le41Q, — L)GZ %, where
- = = . =1
Q= |(Le1Q, — L)GE |7
= (1= (B2 G IH) — 20(1 — )ee(T. RER, (BRI R,) ' G. 1Y)

PRy (RYR,) G (RI Ry RIRAC.RY), (35)
where we have used the fact fff* = G,. Since Ly and Ry are aligned with £, and R., Lemma tells that
G, %o LY xg Ly = 'Rf *o Ra *a Gy, ie., GuLYL; = I_Zfl_%Aé*. The second term in ([B5) can be written as

2n(1 — n)tr(L.RAR: (R Ry)'G.LY)
—on(1 — n)tr(Ry(RI'Ry) 'G.IHT.RY)
=2n(1 — n)tr(Ry(RI Ry) 'G.ITEL,RY) — 2n(1 — n)tr(Ry(RI' Ry) 'G.LETARY)
=2n(1 — n)tr(Ry(R{ Ry) "' Ry RAG.RX) — 2n(1 — n)tr(Ry(R{' Ry) 'G.LALARY).

The third term in (B5]) can be written as

n’tr(Ry(R{'Ry) 'G.(R{'R;) 'R{R
:nztr(l_lu (Rf._Ru)il._RfRAa*RIA{)
—n’tr(R,(R{'Ry) " (R{'R; — G.)(R{'Ry) 'R{' RAG.RX).

A(_;*Rg)

Thus, [B5) can be written in another form as
Q= (1 - n)*tr(LaG LX) — n(2 - 3n)tr(Ry (R Ry) " Ry RaG.RY)
+2n(1 - n)tr(Ry(Ry' Ry) ' G.LLLARY)
— n*tr(Ry(R{' Ry) " (R{' Ra — G.)(RI'R;) 'R{' RAG.RY).

Following the proof in (Tong et all, [2021a, Section B.2) and applying Lemma [20] we can bound this term by

2 - - 2 _
2 < (= + =01 =) )w(ZaG. L) + (f“)Qn tr(RaG.RY)
2€ = =1 %€ + €2
= (=04 T =) IEaGE  + G IR
Hence,
%€ + €2

1
’|Ra *o GZ 7.

1 2 1
I(£ers %o @ = £2) o G35 < (L= + (1 =) ) 1£a +a G2} + o

1
One can have a similar bound for the second term ||(Ri11 *e Q; 7 — Ry) % GZ||%. Therefore we obtain
32 —H 52 2 2
[(Lit1+e Qi — Ly) ¥ G2 |7 + |[(Rit1 e Q; " — Ru) & G2 |7 < 17 (n; €)dist™ (Fe, Fu),
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where the contraction rate is given by

2€ 2€ + €2 2
}‘12 . = (1 — 2 —n(1l — —_
(m3€) = (L =n)" + y——n(l —n) + L

With € = 0.1 and 0 < 5 < 2/3, we have h(n;€) < 1 —0.7n. Thus we conclude that

1 1
dist(Fiq1, Fy) < \/H(EtJrl * Qr — L) %0 G2 ||%2 + |(Ri11 *o Q;H —R.)*s GZ||%
< (1 —0.7p)dist(F, Fx)
t+1 0.1

< (1 —0.7n) " dist(Fo, F.) < (1 —0.77) WE’ST(X*)'

This proves the first induction hypothesis. The existence of the optimal alignment tensor Q;,; between F:;1 and
F, is assured by Lemma [T5] which finishes the proof for the second hypothesis.
The second conclusion is an easy consequence of Lemma [T9] as

1 1
[£: % R — Xullr < 1+ €)(|La %6 G2 ||F + |RA *& G2 || r)
< (1 + )V 2dist(Fy, F.)
< 1.5dist(F¢, ), (36)

where we used a + b < y/2(a? + b?) in the second row. The proof is now completed.

C Proof for Tensor RPCA
Before presenting the proof of Lemma [I] we present several auxiliary lemmas.
Lemma 20. If
. € t_
dist(F, Fs) < —=p 75, (X
(Ft, Fx) 7’ (X)
for some 0 < € < 1, then the following inequalities hold

1 1
ILa %8 GZ|lF V [IRA *a G2 ||F < %/f&sr(xa;

1 1
[£a x2 G2V Ra *& G2 < ep'Ts, (X.);
1

1 1
L4 %o (L5 ve L) xo G2 ||V [|Ry xa (RE *a Ry) ™ xa GF || < T

1 1
Proof. Notice that dist(F¢, Fi) > \/HL’,A *3 GZ||% V| Ra *& GZ||%. The first claim is directly followed by the

definition of dist. By the fact that [A| = || A]| < |A|lr = | Allr = V|| A|r for any tensor, the second claim
_1 _1

can be deduced from the first claim. As a consequence, we have ||[La *a G, 2| V ||Ra *a G, 2|| < ep' < ¢, given

p=1—0.6n < 1, then the third claim can be obtained by applying (30) and &I). a

Lemma 21. If

1 1
(Lot e Qi — L) ¥a GZ|| V [[(Rix1 ¥a Q7 7 — R) e GZ|| < ep' 1155, (X ),
then
3 —1 3 3 H -H 3
IGZ %& Q7" #a (Qiv1 — Qi) ¥ G2 || V(G2 %o O *& (Qiy1 — Q1) 7 %2 G2 ||

26 4q1-
< — s (Xx).
S TP 0s (&)

Proof. First, following the proof of (Tong et all,2021d, Lemma 27), we have the following inequalities:
~—H 1
|R: e (Q  —Q ") xa G2
—1
1-[[(Ri*e @ 7 —R.) 2 G. 7|
~ 1
£ e (L - Q) *xa G2
1
T—-[(Ly*e @ — L4) *2 G, 7 ||

1 ~—1 1
G2 *& Q@ & Q8 G2 —G,| <

1 ~H _ 1
G2 %6 @ %6 Q " %6 G2 —G,| <
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for any L4 € R™*"™%"3 R, € R"™*"*" and any invertible tensors @, © € GL(r), as long as [|[(L; & Q — L) *a

_1 _1
G. 7| V|](Ri*a Q7 —R.) %2 G, 2| < 1. 1 1
Next, notice that [|[(Ri+1%e @, — Ru) e G2 || < ep'16,,(X), ie., [(Rip1 %2 Q1 — Ry) 2 G, 2| < ep'™!
Thus, by taking Ry = Rit+1, Q@ = Qiy1, and Q = Q,, we obtain
1 _ 1
1G2 *& Q; ' *a (Qui1 — Qi) *& G2 ||
1 1
=(GZ % Q; ' & Qi1 %2 G2 — G,
—H —H 3
||Rt+1 *e (Qt - Qt+1) *P gf H
- _1
L= [(Ris1%e Q75 — R.) *2 G 2 ||
1 1
< [(Ri+1+e Q;H —Ri)xa G2 || + [[(Rit1 *2 Q;Ii —R.)*e G2Z||
- _1
1= [[(Res1 *e Q1 — R.) %2 G, 2|

2eptt?

<=t 5
1—epttl ®

2€ t+1—
[ X,
S ~(Xs),

sr ()

provided p =1 — 0.6n < 1. Similarly, one can see

1 _ 2¢ _
167 #0 QI 5o (@1 — Q) xa GF || < T—p 5., (X0,

This finishes the proof.

Lemma 22. [f

€ 4+_
—p 0s,.(X4) and
7’ (X.)

1 1 [ s 4
Vi|lLa %8 G2 ||2,00 V VN2||RA %8 G2 ||2,00 < £ éPtUsT(X*)

diSt(.Fh.F*) S

then

[Xx = Xilloo <3 PG, (X2).

HSr
nsvni 77,24

Proof. First, based on Definition [[1] and the assumption of this lemma, we have

IRy *& g: l2,00 < |RA *@ g*

<(pt 1), B <o [ H
- (P + )\/n2n3€ - nansf

[Xe — Xilloo = [|[La & RY + Lu %8 RA |0 < [[L4 %8 R [loo + |£4 %6 RA ||
1 1 _1 1
VLA %8 G2 |2,00| Rt *& G 2 |2.00 + VAL %8 Gy % |2,00 | R A & GZ ||2,00
HSr HSr HSr
< .
\/_ nzngé \/nzngf \/nlngﬂp )
=3

HSr _
———p 0s,. (X4).
nsv nlnzfp ( )

*p g* ”2 e}

Furthermore, using Lemma [0 we obtain

This finishes the proof.

C.1 Proof of Lemma [

This proof is done by induction.

Base case. Since p° = 1, the assumed initial conditions satisfy the base case at t = 0.
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Induction step. At the t-th iteration, we assume the conditions

dist(Fy, F.) < ﬁpta—sr (X.),

1 1 r —
VRLl[(Le %e Qp — L£4) %@ GF [l2.00 V V2 ||(Ri 2 Q77 — R.) *& GZ ||2,00 < \/ Mgé G (X4)

hold. In view of the condition dist(Fy, Fy) < O}Zp Gs,.(X«) and Lemma [I8 one knows that Q;, the optimal
alignment tensor between F; and F, exists, and € := 0.02. In what follows, we shall prove the distance contraction
and the incoherence condition separately.

Distance contraction: By the definition of dist2(.7-'t+17 F.), we have

1 1
diStQ(]:tJrh}—*) < ||(£t+1 *p Qp — ﬂ*) e G H% + ||(Rt+1 * Q;H - R*) e G ||§:

According to the update rule (I2]), we have

1
(£t+1 e Q) — E*) *p G2
1
:(ﬁﬁ — (L *a R + 811 — Xy — 8.) %3 Ry xa (Ri a2 Ry) ™' — C*) *p G2

:(L:A — (L xe RE — X.) ke Ry @ (R +a Ry) !
1
- ﬂ(8t+1 - S*) *Pp 'R,ﬁ *Pp ('R,ﬁH *Pp 'R,ﬁ)il) *P gf
:(ﬁA — n(EA *P Ré{ + L, *a 'R,Z) *P 'R,ﬁ *P ('R,éq *P 'R,ﬁ)71
H -1 3
—nSa x» Ry *a (Ry *a Ry) *p G

1 1
=(1=n)La *& G — NL, ¥& RE x& Ry xa (Ri' & Ry) ' *a G2
1
—nSa xa Ry *+a (RY *o Ry) ™' xa GZ. 37
# f #

Taking the squared Frobenius norm of both sides of ([B1) to obtain

* ol

1 1, — — —  —
[(Li1xe Qi — L4) e G2 |7 :Z||(Lt+1Qt —-L,)G? %
1 =3 15%2
— (0= WZaG? — nE RER(R{ B) G2 |17
—2n(1 —n)tr (EARﬁ(__RéqRﬁ)ilé*ig)
+zn%r(FJARﬁ(Rgfﬁﬁrla(Rfﬁﬁ)*lfzg{mzf)
— = — = — 1
+ 77| 5a Ry(RY R G )

1
:Z(%l — 9%2 + ms + SR4).

Bound of R;. The component R, is identical to (BH), and the bound of this term was shown therein. We will
clear this bound further by applying Lemma 20} that is

2e = = = 2¢ + € = = B
R, < ((1—n)2+:n(1 —n))tr(LAG*LZ)—&- G w(RaG.RE)
- =1 2e - =1 2¢ + €2
= (L= ILaGR e+ =1 = ILa G2 e+ T3 *|RaG [
_ 1 2 3 2 3
= (1= nPIEaG I+ (- +n P Y (2, (33)
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Bound of %Rs. According to Lemma B |[|Sal = |Sall < “Tﬁ(nl + n2ns)||Salle. Lemma Bl implies Sa is an

a-sparse tensor and our threshold ;41 suggests that ||Sa |l < 6—42—p'5,, (X.), we further have
ngziy/ninal

tr(gaﬁﬁ(ﬁfﬁﬁrléig)\
<|Sall|Ry(RY' Ry) "' G.LL].

v i
<= (1 4 n2na) S o lloov/57 | Ry (RY Ry) ' GLLE |

a/l = —=H= 1=t =1
s%f(m +1203) |8 & oo /57| Be (Ry Re) T GZ || Lo GE |7
1.5M1 +n2n3 €

" nsymaine 1 —e

<3aps A D)
Hence,

|£R2| S 677(1 _ 77) 1.571 + nans € pZt&gT(x*)‘

Sy N3/ MNin2 1—c¢
Bound of fi3. Similar to Rz, we have

tr(S*A}_%u(R,f’}_%u)*1@(1—«251?3,1)*11_«2,{’?1&1:4?)’

<|ISallllR: (R R:) ™' G (R Ry) ™' Ry Ra LYl

7 o
SQT(M+n2n3)||5A||oo\/§||Ru(R§{Ru) 'G.(R{'Ry) 'R{/RAL{|IF

avl T i —
<OV (01 -+ m2na) |8 alloo /5| R (RE By) G P | RATH |
xvdi = —pg= . _1=L 5= =1 _
<O (1 + nans) IS 5 o /57 | Ry (RY By) G || R G [T
ni + na2ng € 2t — 2
<3apst?® X,
CHSy nz./ning (1—6)2p 75, (%)
Hence,
5N1 + n2ns € 2t —2
Ra| < 6 aust® 2 (X,).
R3] < 6n”aps navins (1= o2” 75, (X4)
Bound of Ry.
- = _1 - = = =1
ISaRy(R{ R;)'GZ i < s/ |SaR:(RI'Ry) ' G2
S 121D (BHD \—1/% 2
< selSallPlRy (R Ry) ™ G2 ||
2
a“lsy = = He 1%
< (- nan)’ (| S |k 1Ry (R Ry) G2
+n2n3)2 1 2t -2
< 9a%u? s (m X,).
= s ninan? (l—e)2p 76, (%)
Hence,
+nangz)? 1 2t 2
%<9222§(n1 2 (X,).
[Ra] <M a”u’s oyl g e 75, (X)

Combining all the bounds together, we have

1
[(Let1*e Qr — L) xa G2 |7
1 2 F —1 2 ( 263 263+E4) 2t _2
<-(a- LAG:? 1— = 2 (X
<G (O=PITAGHIE + (0 - my +n s ™7 ()

5M1 + nan3 €

+6n(1 — n)apus, p*al (X.)

ngy/ming 1 —e€
5N1 + nang € 2t 2

+ 6n2ausi

ns /—n1n2 (1—6)2p UST(X*)

2 o2 o 3(ni+mn2ng)? 1 2t -2 )
. X))
+9n"a"u”s; mnand (1= 2" 05, (X4)
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1
We can obtain a similar bound for ||(Ri+1 ¥ Q7 — R+) *& GZ||%. Thus, we have

dist? (.Ft+1, .F*)

1 - =1 = =1 26 2¢3 + €
<t (=02 (oG 5+ IRaGHE) +2(( -0 2 2 a2, ()
5M1 +nang €

2t _2
X,
s 1—c 75 (%)

+129(1 = s, ” —

15711 +n2n3 € 2t _2

+12n%aps, oy A= 2F (X)
e )
+12n°aps,”® n \‘;nf_:; e i o + 18202 u2s? (n1n-1|-n7;27§3) (11_ 6)2) 252P2t¢7§r (2.
(1 060)* 5702, (X.), )

- 1 - 1
where we use the fact |[LAGZ||% + ||RAG2 % = £dist®(Fi, Fo) < ezpzta'fT (X) in the second step, and the last
step holds with € = 0.02, ayus)® ZLE128 < g gl-5mtnans . < 1074 and 1 < p < 8 . Thus we conclude that

sV = na e =
dist(Fosr, Fr) < —p'"5., (X))

by setting p =1 — 0.6n.
Incoherence condition: We first use ([B7) again to obtain

1
[(Lis1 *@ Qr — L) %8 G2 ||2,00
1 1
<A =LA *a GZll2,00 + MLk *@ RY «a R *a ('Réq *p 72;1)71 *e G2 ||2,00

1
+n|Sa *a R *a ('Réq *g 7211)71 *& G2 2,00
=B + Bs + Bs.

Bound of ©B;. Followed by the assumption of this lemma, we can easily have B1 < (1 —n),/-222 p'Gs,. (X ).

ninst

1
Bound of B5. Definition [ implies ||Lx *a Gy 2 ||2,00 < n’f?;,e- Thus, using Lemma [I0] and Lemma 20 we
have

_1 1 1
Ba < n||Ls e G ZIRs *& (RS %2 Ry) ™" %2 G2 |

€ USr
< o (X x
ST n1n3€pUT( )-

Bound of %B3. By Lemma] supp(Sa) C supp(S«), which implies that S is an a-sparse tensor. Thus, using
Lemmas [8 [Bland 22] we have

1 anan,.
B < 1[Sa 200 Ry v (RY +a Ry) ™" 5a G| < 35— =[S a1

aUS, .
< oYM [ B s (AL).
1—e¢ n1n3£

Putting all the bounds together, we obtain

1 apSy r _
[ v @ = £2) 5w G o < (L= +np— + 600 ) | [ o ().

We can then have

(Lo %6 Qi — £2) %0 G2 F|aoe < ((1 S
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The last step is to switch the alignment tensor from Q; to Q;11. Note that (39) together with Lemma [I5] confirms
the existence of Q1. Applying the triangle inequality and Lemma 2T we have

[(Lis1 %@ Qi1 — L)
(Lotr #a Q1 — L£2) %6 GF 2,00 + [|(Lor1 %@ (Qigs — Q1)
—(Les1 %0 Qi — L£1) %2 G 2,00

+ [(Let1 *2 Q¢ *@ g:% *$ g% o Q' xa (i1 — Qi) *o g% ll2.00
(Lotr +a Qi — L£2) 0 GF 2,00

+1(Lesr %0 Qi +0 Gr 2o |GF %0 O 4 (Quyr — Q) +a GF ||
<(Lts1 *e Qi — L) *a g% I2,00 + (||(£t+1 xp Qi — L) *a g:%Hz,oo

(L %a G, )Hg? o O wa (Qrat — Q1) %a G2 ||

1
<(Ltg1 e Qi — L) %8 G2 ||2,00 + (||(£t+1 xe Q; — L) xa Gy 2 ||2 oo

_1 1 _ 1
+ L. %2 G 7 Hz,oo) IG2 +& Q7" #a (Qusr — Q1) *a G2 |

€ NCTEAN T
< — *
7((1 77)+771_ +6n 1-— ) n1n3€p or (%)
€ ozusr WSy 2e t+1—
1-— 1/ +4/ Xy
+((( 77)d‘_nl—e 1—c¢ n1n3€ n1n3€ 1—6 (&)

€ O Sy 2¢ € OéMSr ) WSy
<{(1 - 6 2 — 6n \/ s (X x
_(( 77)"'771_6"’ n 1_e +1_6(( 77)~‘_771_ + 1—6) n1n3€por( )

<(1-0.6m),/ itnz,e” (X,

where we use € = 0.02, apus, < ousy®-1En2ns. < 1074 and i <n< % in the last step. The conclusion that

ns3 /n(z)ng -
1 _ 1
VIL[(Les1 %@ Qiv1 — L) 8 G2 2,00 V VN2 || (Ret1 ¥2 Qi1 — Ry) ¥a G2 ||2,00

HSr t+1—
< *
SV iewid - (X5)

can be achieved by setting p = 1 — 0.6n. This finishes the proof.

C.2 Proof of Lemma

First, notice that the (¢, )-th mode-3 tube of ¢;;x, which is equal to L(¢éx), is the only nonzero mode-3 tube of €;;.
Thus the only nonzero mode-3 tube of L(e;;1) is its (4, j)-th mode-3 tube, and it is equal to L(L(¢éx)). Then L(e;;x)
can be written as L(€;jx) = L(&)AL(L(éx))AL(é}"). By Definition [T}, we have

1
[ Xslloo = max |(Us & G, o VI oiji)| = 7 ax UG AV L(€ijr))

,J,k 4,7,k

— 4 max|(U*Ag*AV* s L(&)AL(L(ex)) AL(E])))|

= %max|<U G. VI &nely| = %max|(el U.G. VP&, hy)l

.5,k .5,k

1
7 nax €7 U.G Ve || rlh|r

i,5,k

1 o Hy7 p v H>< N
7 max & TN rlIG IV & |l F
1,5,k

IN

IN

IN

max &7 *& Ul F Gl VY *a &
RV

HSr _
——01(Xy),
nzvninat 1(X)

IN
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where &; = bdiag(L(&;)) and b, = L(L(¢éx)). Invoking Lemma B with X _; = 0, we have

wsr
S —S0ljoc K2——-01(X,) and supp(So) C supp(Sy),
H O” = TL3\/W0-1( ) pp( 0) = pp( )

which implies S, — Sp is an a-sparse tensor. Applying Lemma [8] we have

avi ni1 + neng _ n1 + nzns _

|8+ = Soll < —(m + n2ns)||Ss — Solleo < sy na/nins 0 na it
Since Xg = Lo *o ’R,gl is the best approximation of Y — &y with tubal rank r, we obtain
[%. = Xol = | X+ = Xoll < [[ X+ = (Y = So)|| + (Y = So) — X
< 21X, — (Y - So)
= 2[|5 — Sol|

ni +n2n3 _

77,31/71177,2

where we use the definition ¥ = X, 4+ S, in the equality. Using Lemma [I7] we obtain

(f+)

51(X.) = s,k (X0,

< 2ausrk s (X)),

dist(Fo, F.) < (V2 + 1)%—\/_||X* — Xollr < " 1X . — Xoll

1 1.5 N1+ nans _
<5—aus,k———7s, (Xx
# n3+/MNin2 ( )

Ve

where we use the fact that X, — )_(o has at most rank-2s,.. Given € = 5¢g and o < €0

us 1.5, n1+n2713 )
g ming

our first claim

5co _

dist(Fo, Fi) < \/Zasr(x*) (40)

is proved.

Next, we proceed to prove the second claim. For the ease of presentation, we define L4 = Lo *& Qo, Ry =
Ro *a Q5H7 Lr =Ly — Ly, Rn = Ry — Ry, San = So — S.. We first notice that Uy *& Gy *a Vgl =
t-SVD, (Y — So) = t-SVD, (X, — Sa), thus

1 _1
Lo=Uo*s G = (X —8Spr)*a Vo*a Gy 2 = (Xs — SA) *a Ro s Gy
= (X, — 84) & Ro *a (R *& Ro) ™"

1
Multiplying Qg *& G2 on both sides using transformed t-product, we have
1 1 1
Ly*s G2 = Loxe Qo*a G7 = (X — 8a) ¥a Ro*e (Ry *a Ro) ™' & Qo *& G2
1
= (X* — SA) *P 'R,ﬁ *Pp ('R,ﬁH *Pp 'R,ﬁ)71 *Pp gf .

1 1
Subtracting X, & Ry *a ('RuH *& Rﬁ)71 *p G2 on both sides and using the fact that £y & G2 = L *a 'Rf *&

1
R *a (’Rf *@ ’R,j)*1 *¢ G7, along with the decomposition that Ly *& ’RBH — X, = LA *¢ ’Rﬁq + L, e ’RZI, we
have

1 H H —1 i H -1 3
L:A *P gf +£* *Pp 'R,A *Pp Ru *Pp (Rﬁ *Pp 'R,ﬁ) *Pp gf :—SA *Pp 'R,u *Pp (Rﬁ *P Ru) *Pp gf
Thus,
1
LA %@ G2 ||l2,00 < || Lo %@ RY +a Ry *& ('Rf *® 'Ru) *p g Il2,00
+||8A *& Ry *2 ('Ré{ xo Ry) " *a gf||2,oo
= J1 + J2.

Bound of J;. Since {@0) holds, Lemma 20implies || R A *& g* | < e7s,(X,) and |[Ry*e (R +e Ry) ' xa g* | <
116. By Definition [Tl and Lemma [I0] we obtain

_1 1 B 1
J1 <Ly *2 Gi 2 |l2,00 || RA *& G2 ||| Ri *& ('Réq *@ Ry) 'vo G I

| nse € _
< — 75, (Xy).
- nlngﬁl—ear( )

33



Bound of J;. By Lemmas B [I0 and [ we have
1
(Ri' & Ry) ™" %2 G2 |2,00
H -1 3
(Ri @ Ry)™ x2 G2 ||
_1 1
< Vnaly/amans |8 allcol| R #@ Gi 2 [|2,00 [Rs %@ (R & Ry) ™" %a GZ |2

msr -3 H -1 32
< 2nov/ angl———=01(X)|| Ry * < 2200l R ¥4 (R % R * 2
< 2n2y/ans naw‘“( IR @ Gu ? |20 | Ry *2 (R *e Ry)™ *2 G1 ||

1
T (X Ry 2 G 2 |2

TLQ(

TLQ(

5,00

USrK ans Sy _
<2 * o s (X %)
< (1_6)2,/n1n3(,/n2nﬁHRM@g T )72, ()

_1 .
Note that |RA *& G 2||2,00 < W Thus,

1 /1457"( € USrk a),
Jin Fzee < 2 s ) 7o (X
n1||£A e G ||2, > nal 1_€+ (1—6)2 ns3 UT( )

USrK a
2 — R
20 5 [ Vnz||
and similarly one can see

1 ,usr( € USrK « ),
vzl R 22,00 < 2 ) o (X
n2||RA *& G2 ||2,00 < YA + (1—€)?V\ n3 For (%)

Srk « 1
+ 2(1’“‘_7’6)21 fo VTl Lo e GF [l2.c.

USrK /
2(1 )2 HSr (X)
1—2“”“1/& gl 7

(1-¢)2 V ng 3

= T2 .
1 (—o2 MSTE_ST(X*)

Therefore,

1 1
Vil La %@ G2 2,00 V V/N2||RA %8 G2 2,00 S

1—2%2— n3é

_ 1750% +2(175?:0)2 HSr (X )
T2 A\
(1-5¢0)2 3

as long as co < 0.06. This finishes the proof.

C.3 Proof of Theorem [I

Proof. We set ¢y < 0.004 in Lemma [2] then the results of Lemma [2] satisfy the condition of Lemma [Iland give
0.02
Vi

1 1 r -
ViTl(Le v @i — L) %2 G 12,00 V V2 l|(Re ¥a Q7 — R) %2 G2 |20 < /%(1 —0.61)" 5., (X)

dist(Fy, Fr) <~ (1 — 0.61)'5s, (X),

1 _1
for all t > 0. According to Lemma 0] we have ||[La *& Gy 2 || V| Ra *2 Gy 2| < €(1—0.6n)" < e. According to (B3),
Lt e RE — X ||r < 1.5dist(Fy, Fx). Hence, the first claim is proved. The second and third claims are followed
by Lemma 22l and Lemma [3] respectively. |

D Proof for Tensor Completion

This section is devoted to the proofs of claims related to tensor completion.
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D.1 Proof of Lemma @
Lemma 23 (Tong et all (2021d), Claim 5). For tensor columns 1 X* € R™*1X"s gpd A > HX*HF/HXHF; it

holds that
ILANA — Alr < |4 - A s

We first prove the non-expansiveness property. Denote the optimal alignment tensor between F and F, as é,

whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma Let P, (F) = [7%] , by the definition of dist(P, (F), F.), we have

dist®(Po(F), Fu) < Y [1£G0,5,1) ¥e Q e GF — (L. +e GF)(:, )%

i=1

) IRG ) *a @ e GF — (R e G2)(o o) (41)

j=1
Note that the condition dist(j-', Fo) < %6%()(*) implies
~ o~ —1 ~ ~-H —1
[(£xe Q- L) *2 G 2| VI(R*e Q —Ri)*eG.7||<le
1
Utilizing the fact that R, x& G« > = V., we arrive at
~ ~H ~ . ~ 1 ~  ~_H _1
L@ ) xe R ||r < ||L(450) *e Q*a G2 ||F|R*e Q@ *a G, 2|
~ ~ 1 ~ ~—H _1
L0y, v @ora G e IVl + [(Rvw @ =R w0 0. %))
~ ~ 1
S A+ OIL( ) xe Qra G2 |r-

In addition, the p-incoherence of X, yields

l T —
Vl[(Lx xe G2) (65 0)llr < VnilUsll2,00|Gell < 4/ B (x,) < ——,
nsl 1+e

where the last inequality follows from the choice of ¢. Take the above two inequalities to reach

1
< I(£s x2 G2) (1, 0)||lp

S S ol
V| L@, L) ke R Olr ||L£(2,::) & Qxa G2 ||F

~ ~ 1 1
We can then apply Lemma 23] with A= L(i,:,:) % Q*a G2, A = (Lyx2G2)(i,:,:), and A = =i
VRT|L(i:)*eR R

to obtain
~ 1 1
||£'(7‘7 5 :) *p Q *o gf - (L:* *® gf)(l, 5 )H%

(1A ) Ei3) e Q%0 G — (Lava 61059
\/n_lHL:(Z77) *e R HF

<NZi,5:) vo @ % GF — (Lo v GF )iy, |2

Following a similar argument for R, we conclude that

dist? (Ps(F). F.) < SN2, ) xa @ va GF — (L e GF) (i, 0) [}

i=1

RS ~_H 1 1 ~
+ Y IRG, ) *6 @ e G2 — (Ruxa G2)(j,1 )| < dist®(F, Fu).

Jj=1
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Next, we prove the incoherence condition. For any ¢ € [n1], one has

1L,z :) *@ ’R,HH%

na
:Z Hﬁ(% :7 :) *P R(]7 ) )HH%
j=1

:Z (M _ < _ ) L0, ) %o R, 5 0% (1/\ \/n_zll’ﬁ(j,li) - ZH|F)2

2 ~ ~
S(th ) D IE G ) e R
anH‘C’(Z? 7') *e R HF j=1
2
~(1h ) 1€ ) = R
anH‘C’(i? 5 :) *e R HF
(b) 2
<
ni
where (a) follows from 1A S < 1, and (b) follows from 1A s < s

VIR ) el I . VATIZ G eR Ip  VATIEGe D e R r
Similarly, one can also have |R(j,:,:) *& £7||% < <. Combining these two bounds completes the proof.
na

D.2 Proof of Lemma

We gather several useful inequalities regarding the operator Pqa(-) for the Bernoulli observation model.

Lemma 24 (Tropp (2012)). Consider a finite sequence {Z1} of independent, random di X d2 matrices that satisfy
the assumption E[Z1] = 0 and || Zx|| < R almost surely. Let o® = max{|| ZkE[ZkaH]H, 1>, E[ZZZK)||}. Then,
for any t > 0, we have

t2
IS Zul 2 ] < (d+d)exp (- 5 —)
; 202—|—%Rt

2
< (d1 —|—d2)exp(— %), for t < o”/R.

Or, for any ¢ > 0, we have

1> Zill < 2y/co?log(ds + da) + cRlog(ds + d2)
k

with probability at least 1 — (n1 + n2)' ¢

Lemma 25. Suppose that Z € R™"*"2*"3 s fived, and ¢ ~ Ber(p). Then with high probability,

V1o ni1Vns)ns ?lo ni1V ns)ns
10" Pa - L)) < o g((pv ) )||Z||oo+\/ s A )nznm,z),

for some numerical constant ¢ > 0.

The following lemma establishes restricted strong convexity and smoothness of the observation operator for
tensors in T', which can be considered as an extension of (Zheng and Laffertyl, 12016, Lemma 10).

Lemma 26. Suppose that A, B € T are fized tensors and S ~ Ber(p). Then with high probability,

p(L =A% < Pa(A)E < p(1 + €)| Al (42)
Consequently,

P~ (Pa(A), Pa(B)) — (A,B)| < | Allr|B|F, (43)
provided that p > ce*Q,usr(nl + n2) log ((m V nz)ng)/(nlnzng) for some numerical constant ¢ > 0.

We then have the following simple corollary.
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Corollary 1. Suppose that X, is p-incoherent, and p 2 psr(n1 + n2) log ((nl v nz)ng)/(m nans). Then with high
probability,

H(p ' Pa —Tn)(Ls xa RE + Laxe RY), L, va RE + L v R

< C\/usr(nl + n2) log ((m v nz)ng)

|Ls %& RY + L4 xa RY||r||Ls vo RE + L v REY ||F,

pnina2ns
simultaneously for all La,Lp € R™*"*" and Ra, Rp € R"2*"*" where ¢ > 0 is some numerical constant.

Lemma 27. Suppose that p 2 log ((m \% nz)ng)/(m Amng2). Then with high probability,

{(p ' Pa —Tn)(La xe RY), L s RE)|

< ot \/(m V nz)log ((n1 V n2)ns)

p

22,00 | Rllr AR AllF[R 5]

(IICAlla,z,oollﬂsllF NLalrl£s]

2,2,00) (||RA| 2,2,00)7

simultaneously for all La,Lp € R™*™*™ and R4, Rp € R™*"*"3 where ¢ > 0 is some universal constant.

Lemma 28. Under conditions dist(F¢, F.) < %6%(2(*) and /ni||Ls & Ri[|2,00 V /12| Ry #@ L [l2,00 <

Cor/B2G1(X ), we have

nal
ICa %o G E|| VIIRA +2 G2 ¥ < 5 (44a)

IRy e (RY 52 Rs) ™" wa 67 < (44b)

1G2 & (R +a Ry) ™ #a G2 < ﬁ; (44c)

Vni||Ly xe g% l2,00 V V/N2||Rs *a g*%HQ,oo < 16: . \/?;9251(?(*); (44d)

1 _1 CcK Sp
Vil £y 52 G e V V| Ry v G2 oo < 0y [0 (44e)

N

1 1 [us,
Vil|La %@ GZ 2,00 V /N2||RA %8 G2 2,00 < (1 + 16: 6) Zieol(?(*). (44f)

Proof. First, repeating the derivation for Lemmal[I5lobtains ([@4al). Second, taking the condition ([@4al) and Lemmal[l8]
together to obtain (@4R) and ([@Ad). Third, taking the incoherence condition \/n1[|Ls *& R ||2,00 V v/N2[| R *a
L1 2,00 < €/E551(X.), and || A *@ Bll2,00 > [|A|2,0055, (B) from Lemma [I0] together with the relations

nsl

=

1

L5 %@ Ry [|2,00 > Gs, (R %@ G ?)||L5 %2 G2 |2,00
_1 _1 1

(s (Re %2 Gi 2) — || RA *a Gu 2 ||| L4 *& G2 l2,00

1

> (1 =ellLy+e G2

2,00
_1 1
IR: *@ L4 [|2,00 > G, (Ls #2 Go 2) | Ry *2 G2 |2,00
_1 _1 1
> (05, (Ls*2 G %) — |1La x2 Gu * ||) IRy *2 G2 |
1
> (1-6)lIRs *e G2 2,00

to obtain (44d)) and (@4d). Finally, (44f) can be obtained by applying the triangle inequality together with incoher-
ence assumption. O

2,00

Now we prove Lemma First, we define the event G as the intersection of the events that the bounds in
Corollary [[]and Lemma 27 hold. The rest of the proof is under the assumption that G holds, which happens with

high probability. By the condition dist(F:, F.) < %&ST(X*) and Lemma [I5] one knows that Q;, the optimal

alignment tensor between F; and JF, exists, and € := 0.02. In addition, denote F ++1 as the update before projection
as

Z:m} B {ﬁt — 2Pa(Li +e RY' — X,) o Ri*a (R +o Ri) ™"
Rit1

Frrr = [ Ri— IPa(Llt xe RE — X)) %8 Lo xa (LF %2 L0)7 |7
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and therefore Fi41 = Pc (%t+1)' Note that it suffices to prove the following relation
dist(Fr11, Fy) < (1 — 0.6n)dist(F, F.), (45)

since the conclusion || Ls*& RiT — X, ||r < 1.5dist(F, Fy) is a simple consequence of Lemma [[% see ([B6) for details.
In the following, we focus on proving ([@H]). By the definition of dist(Fi41,F«), we have

~ ~ 1 ~ 1
dist?(Fir1, Fo) < |[(Log1 *e Qi — L) 0 G2 |7 + [|[(Ret1 e Q7 — Ry 8 GZ |7 (46)

Plugging in the update rule (I8) and the decomposition L4 *& ’R,uH — X, =L %3 ’R,uH + L, *p ’R,g to obtain

~ 1
(Liy1*e Q1 — Ly) *a G2
1
:([’Iﬁ — npil'Pn(Eu *® 'RﬁH — X.) *2 Ry *a ('Ré’{ *® Ru)71 - E*) *» G7
% H H -1 %
=LA *xe G2 — n(ﬁﬁ *P Rﬁ - X*) *P Rﬁ *P (Rﬁ *P Rﬁ) *p G2
1
—n(p "Pa —Tn)(Ls *a ’Réq — X.) *2 Ry *a ('Rf xe Ry) " *a G2
1 1
=(1—n)La *2 GZ — Ly ¥& RE x& Ry *a (Ri *a Ry) ' *a G2
1
—n(p~"Pa — Tn)(Ly xe RY — X.) xa Ry xa (RY & Ry) ' xa GF.

This allows us to expand the square of the first term in (46 as

I(Losr #a Qi — L) +a GZ [}
—(1 = Lo *a GF — nLy +a RE v2 Ry va (RY +a Ry) ™+ G2 |
—2n(1 = n){La *& 9%7 (p”'"Pa —Tn,)(Ls %2 'Rf —X,) *e Ry *a ('Rﬁq xa Ry) ' *a g%)
422 (L 2 RY ke Ry va (R %2 Ry) ™' #a G2,
(0P — Tu))(Ls % R — X.) #a Ry %a (RY 52 Ry) ™ 2 GF)
+ 070 Pa — Ty ) (Ls xa REY — X.) ¥& Ry ¥a (Ri & Ry) ™ *a G: |7
=P1 — P2 + Ps + Pa.

Bound of 3;. The first term 31 has already been controlled in (B8] as follows.

1
n|Ra *2 G2 |7

2 2€ 15 2€ + €2
W< (-0 + 7 =0 )1 ve G + 5

Bound of By. Using the decomposition £ *e Rf — X, = L *e RY + L; *e R and applying the triangle
inequality to obtain

1 1
[B2| = 2n(1 — ﬁ)’(ﬁa x8 G2, (p "Pa — I, )(Ls xa Ry — X,) xa Ry xa (R} +o Ry) ™' xa GF)

1 1
<2n(1l- n)(‘(ﬁA %6 G2, (p " Pa —In,) (L v RY) % R, *a ('Ré{ xe Ry) " xo GZ)

1 1
+ ’(ﬁA %8 GZ,(p '"Pa—Zn)(La s RY) & Ra *a (RBH *& Ry) ' *a GZ)

)

1 1
+ ]<L:A %6 G2, (07 '"Pa —Tn,)(Ls %3 RA) +& Ry o (RY *a Ry) ' %2 GZ)
= 2n(1 —n)(P2,1 + P22 + Pa,3).
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For the first term P2 1, we can invoke Corollary [l to obtain

usr(ni +n2)log ((n1 V n2)ns B
PBo,1 < 61\/ on nzgls ) LA *& RE|F|LA *o G, *a (Rf xe Ry) ' e RY||p
1 )

1 _1 "
LA *2 G2 %2 G, 2 *& R, ||F

_ Cl\/usr(nl + n2) log ((m V ng)ng)

pninans
3 3 H -1 3 -3 H
LA xa G2 & G2 *& (Ry *& Ry)™ *2 G2 *2 G. * ¥ R{ ||F

\/usr(nl + n2) log ((m vV nz)ng)
<a

pnin2n3a

1 _1 H
||£A *P gf ||FHg* 2 *Pp R* H

1 1 _ 1 1
Lo & G2 ||FIIG? *& (R{ & Ry) ™' +a GZ |G, * & RY |

_ Cl\/usr(nl + n2) log ((m V ng)ng)

1 1 _ 1
— 1€ +2 GZIIFIIG? *o (R xo Ry) ™" +a G2

1.2
LA *2 G2 7,

1 \/usr(nl + n2) log ((nl v nz)ng)

<
~ (1—¢)? PNiINans

1

where the last inequality uses ([@4dl). For the first term P22, we can invoke Lemma 27 with £4 = LA *x& G2,
1 1 1

Ra=Ri*2 G2, L:=LAr*3 G, R = Ra *a (RuH *P 71’41)*1 *xp G2 to obtain

1
2.2,00||LA & G2 || F

: n1 V ne)lo n1 V ng)n: 1
Pa,2 <C2£%\/( LV na) gIE( 1V ne) 3) LA *2 gé|

1 _ 1
IR+ *& Gy 2||2,2,00 | RA *& ('Réq *3 Ry) ' sp G2 |7

3 \/(nl V ng) log ((nl V ng)ng)

< cof2
p

L L
LA %@ G2 ||2,00||LA *& GZ||F

1 _ 1
%3 Gy 72,0 ||RA *& (R4 *a Ry *3 G ||F
Ry x2 G. ?[[2,00[|R (R{ +& Ry) ™' +a G2

3 \/(nl V n2) log ((nl Y ng)ng)

< col2
p

1 1
LA %2 G2 ||l2,00||LA %2 G2 || F

_1 _1 1 B 1
IR+ *& Gy ?||2,00||RA *& Gy 2 ||F||GZ *o ('Rf *3 Ry) 've G2 II.

Similarly, we can bound B2 3 as

s [(n1Vn2)log ((n1V n2)ns _1 1
PWo,3 < szg\/ IS ) IL4 %@ Gs 2 ||2,00 |1 LA *& G2 || F

1 _1 1 B 1
IRA *2 GZ||F||R: %2 Gi 2||2,00]|G7 *@ ('R’é{ xa Ry) ' *a GZ||.

Utilizing the consequences in Lemma 28] we have

c c Llog ((n1 V n2)ns) us,k 1 1
Pa,2 < a _26)2 (1 +7 = e)\/ p((m xS ) Hng L2 *2 GZ||IFIRA *& G2 ||F;

Llog ((n1 V n2)n: C2K2 1 1
C2 g 1 2)N3) psrck
P < g 6)4\/ p((m ) ) e 1€a x2 G |rlIRA *o G ||r.
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We then combine the bounds for s 1, P22 and Po 3 to arrive at

22
I£a *e G2 7

c1 sr(n1 4+ n2)lo ni1 V ns)ns
m2<2n(1_n)((1_6)2\/u( +n2)log ((n1 V na2)na)

pninans

: 2 Llog ((n1Vn )n) , 1 L
C2 Ce Cik g( 1 2)N3) usrK )
1 L JFIR z
+(1_€)2( +1_€+(1_E)2)\/ e L e G R v G

1 1 1
— 29(1 1) (uluz:a 8 GI||2 + ]| Lo 8 G2 |[F|Ra +o G2 ||F)
1 1
<n(1—n) ((2u1 )|Ca *e G2 |2 + 12| R +2 G |\%)7

where we denote

pnin2ns

- c1 \/Nsr'(nl + n2) log ((nl \Y n2)n3)
BENCERE

and vym 2 (1 o ) £log {{m ¥ naln) s,
(1—¢)2 1—e (1—¢)? p(n1 Anz) ns

Bound of P3. For the term PR3, we first have
1
B3| < 21 (‘(ﬁ* xa RA +3 Ry s (RY *a Ry) ™' *a G2,

1
(p71PQ —Inl)(L:A *P RuH) *Pp Ru *Pp (Réq *Pp Ru)71 *P gf)‘

)

1 1 1
For P31, we invoke Lemma Rl with L4 = LA %6 G2, Ra = Ri* 3Gy 2, L =Ly%3G, %, Rp = Ry*a ('Rf *o

1
Ry) '+ G, *ae (’RuH *a Ry) ™! *a ’RuH x» RA *& G2 and use the consequences in Lemma 28] to obtain

H H 1 i
+ ‘(g* o RY o Ry +a (R +a Ry) ™ +a G2,
1
(p '"Pa —Tn,)(Ls ¥a RE) xa Ry o (RY +a Ry) ' +2 G2)

= 21" (P, + Pa2).

s [(n1Vn2)log ((n1V n2)ns 1 _1
Pz < 0252\/ ZE ) LA *& G2 ||F||Lx *& G % ||2,2,00

_1 1
IRs *@ Gy 2|2,2,00 || Rt *& ('Rf * 'Ru)fl *o G, *p ('Réq x& Ry) ™ *a 'Rﬁq *¢ Ra*e G2 ||F

3 \/(m V n2) log ((m Vv ng)ng)

< ol
p

1 _1
LA & GZ||F||Lx %@ G % ||2,00

_1 1
IR %2 Gx 2 ||2.00 | R4 %0 (R %2 Ry) ™" #2 Gy *a (Ry +& Ry) ' *a Ry *& R xa GF ||k

s [(n1Vn2)log ((n1V n2)ns 1 —1
< cz@\/ ZE ) LA & G2 ||F||Lx *& G % ||2,00

_1 N 1 1
[R: & G ?[l2,00 IRy *@ ('Réq *3 Ry) '4e G ||2HRA *» G2 ||F

Llog ((n1 V n2)ns: ) | L
c2 g(( 1 2) 3) LUSrCo 1 1
= : Zle.
- (1—6)3\/ ) s xe G llrIRa xe G2

40



For P3.2, we again invoke Corollary [I] to obtain

usr(n1 +n2)log ((n1 V n2)ns
[Ps,1| < 01\/ ( ) £+ *a RA||r
pnina2ns

||£* *P 'R,Z *P 'R,ﬁ *P ('R,é{ *P 'R,ﬁ)71 *P g* *P ('R,BH *P 'R,ﬁ)71 *P 'R,BH”F

\/usr (n1 + n2) log ((m V ng)ng)
<a

1
. 1€+ %2 RA|Z[IRs 2 (R 42 Ry) ™ +a GF |

32
IRa *& G2 |7,

c1 \/usr(nl + n2) log ((nl V ng)ng)

<
— (1—¢)? pninana

where the last inequality uses (M) Combining the bounds for 931 and P32 to arrive at

c usr(n1 +mn2)log ((n1 V n2)ns 1
RUTRS 2772((1 _16)2\/ ( LR v 61

pnin2ns

/1o niVna)n Ce 1 1
b \/ 8 ((m v na)na) vk o GE L R v I

(1-¢)3 p(n1 Anz) ns
1 1 1
< o’ (ulum 5 GZ|2 + || Lo 8 G ||r|Ra +o G2 HF)

1 1
<P (Vzﬂﬁa o G2 |2+ (201 + 12)| R % G2 HF).

Bound of PB,. Moving to the term 34, we have

1
VB =nll(p” " Pa — L)) (Ls ve RE — Xs) ve Ry va (RY & Ry) ™' va G2 ||r
1~
=17 max ((p™'"Pa —Tn,)(Ls va RE — X.) ¥ Ry ¥a (Ri +a Ry) ' +2 G2, L)

LERMIXTXn3:|[L] p<1

~ 1
=7 max (07"Pa—Tn)(Ls xa RY' — X.), Lo GF xa (R x& Ry) ' xa RY')

LERMIXTXn3: L] p<1

~ 1
< 77( <(p71’PQ —Inl)(ﬁA *P 'Rf)ﬂ * G2 *o ('R,é—l *P 'R,ﬁ)71 *P 'R,f1>‘

~ 1
(@7 Pa ~Tu) (Lo e RE). E a0 v (RY 0 Ry) ™ w0 RE)|

—+

~ 1
(P "Pa — Tn))(Ls va RE), L 42 G2 o (RY 42 Ry) ' %o Rﬁ’
= n(Pa,1 + Pa2 + Pa,3).

Note that the decomposition of /34 is extremely similar to that of B2, thus we can follow a similar argument to
control these terms as

1
LA *e G2 F;

1 usr(n1 + n2) log ((m v nz)ng)
Paa < e \/

pnina2ns

1
I1RA *& G2l F;

Ce )\/flog ((m \/nz)ng) LSy K

C2
< 1
Pz < (1—e)? ( + 1—ce¢ p(n1 Ang) ns

o \/Zlog ((nl Y ng)ng) SrC2

p(n1 An2) ns

K2 1
IRA *2 GZ||F.
Hence,

1 1
VB <n(||La *e G2 ||F + 12||Ra *2 G2 ||F).
Taking the square on both sides to obtain the upper bound

1 1
Bl < 0° (1101 + 02)][ L G2 [+ a0 + 1) [ R 20 G [ ).
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Taking the bounds for B1, Po, Ps and P4 collectively yields

~ 1
[(Lit1*e Qr — L) %3 G2 ||?J

2¢ + €2
(1—¢)?

1 1
(1 —n) ((2u1 tw)|Ca *e GZ |2 + 12| Ra +2 G2 ||“’F)

2¢ 1 1
= (=0 + =01 =) €0 52 G I + 557 IR+ GH 3
1 1
0 (vall£a 50 G I + (201 + )| Rs 40 G I )
L L
P (1 + ) 50 G I + 1l + )[R 52 G217,
A similar upper bound also holds for the second term in (#6]). It then turns out that

~ 1 ~ 1
[(Lis1 e Qi — L) % G2||% + |(Riy1 ¥ Q7 T — R, xa G2 || < B2 (n; €, v1, v2)dist? (Fr, F),

where the contraction rate 1%(n; €, v1, v2) is given by

2 2¢ + ¢
W e, v) = (1= )+ (g + 20 ) It =)+ (G age 200 492+ (4 0o
5 252kt n .
As long as p > c(““("lJr"zL) log((n1Vna)ing) \, pZspr Lloa(( Llénz)n3)> for some sufficiently large constant ¢, we have
ninansg (7L1/\n2)n3

v1 + v2 < 0.1 under the setting € = 0.02. When 0 < n < 2/3, we further have h(n; e, v1,v2) < 1 —0.6n. Thus we
conclude that

~ ~ 1 ~ 1
dist(Feq1, F«) < \/H(Etﬂ xe Q — L) *xa G2 |2 + ||(Reg1 *2 O —R)%a G2 1%
< (1 — 0.6n)dist(F¢, Fy).
This finishes the proof.

D.2.1 Proof of Lemma [25]
Denote the tensor H;jr = (piléijk —1)Z; j keijk- Then we have
(b "Pa—Tu)(2) =) Hip
ik

Note that d;;,’s are independent random scalars. Thus, H;;;’s are independent random tensors and ITIZ-J-;JS are
independent random matrices. Observe that E[H ;1] = 0 and |[Hjx|| < p~*V¥||Z| s by using @4). According to
the proof in Lemma [[2] we know that Z”k Zij’kL(Egk *@ €;;1) is f-diagonal and the k’-th entry of its (j, j)-th
mode-3 tube is Y, , Z7, ;| ®w x> We have

Szl <30 (D020 ) (maxl@e ) <3 E sl <0 2

Hence, the tensor spectral norm of Zl ik Zijyk(égk *@ €;%) has the bound

H 322, (@ e ) ’ <maxt 22, < lZ]%
ik ’ ik
Then we have
H > BIHHipl|| = H > Bk xe Hijil
i,5,k 4,7,k
= H D E[(1 = p0in)* Za g (€l v i) ’
i,7,k

1—p)
< L=z
p
<p U2 s

We can also have a similar calculation that yields || Y., ., E[H i H]|| < p~'¢||Z||% 2. The proof is completed
by applying the matrix Bernstein inequality in Lemma
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D.2.2 Proof of Lemma

First, using the definition of tensor inner product, we have
1, = = 1 ==
(A, B)| = 7[{4, B)| < 7 Alll| B = [l-A]IB]]-,
for any A, B, where the inequality holds by matrix Holder’s inequality. Hence,

P (Pa(Laxe RY), Pa(ls e RE)) — (La e R, L5 xa RE)|
={(p”"Pa —Zn,)(T), (La*e RY) o (Lp & RE)))]
<~ '"Pa — Zu NI)II(La *e RE) o (Lp o RE) |+, (47)

where J denotes tensor with all-one entries and o denotes the Hadamard (elementwise) product. To bound
|~ '"Pa — Iun, )(T)||, we again denote the tensor H;jr = (p~8;jx — 1)e5. Then we have

(p'Pa—Zu)(T) = Y Hisn:

0,5,k

Note that J;;x’s are independent random scalars. Thus, H;jr’s are independent random tensors and H ijk’S are
independent random matrices. Observe that E[H;;x] = 0 and || H ;x| < p~*V/¢. Then we have

|emn \

= H ZE[ 1—p '0u0)?) (2 Cijk *& Cijk)

5,k 1,5,k
1—p _
H ezjk; *p ez‘jk)
0,5,k
S H § ezgk *P ezgk ’
0,5,k
nlé
b
p

where the last step uses ([28). A similar calculation yields || Z”kE[ITI”kITIZK]H < "sz. Using Lemma [24] let

€= \/c(nl V nz)llog ((nl \Y% ng)ng)/p, then with high probability,

(™ " Pa —Zn)(T)| <e,

provided that p > clog ((m v ng)n3)/(n1 Anz). To give a bound of ||(L4 *a RY) o (Lp *& RE)|+, notice that it
is equal to

[(La*e RE) o (Lh *e Ry = Z I(LaC, s )R AG, % k)) o (Lo )R B (k)™

and we can decompose each (La(:,:,k)Ra(:,:, k)") o (La(:,: k)RE(:,:, k)") into sum of rank one matrices as
follows
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We can then find an upper bound of ||(£La *& RY) o (Lp *& RE)|. via

(L4 *e RE) 0 (L5 +o RE)|«

n3 ri T2

<3 G| @atim o 2ot 0) - (Rat k)0 R 1)

k=1 j=1 j/=1
n3 1 T2 1

35S e x| [ ]
k=1 j=1 j/=1

T1 T2

—ZZZ ZIEA 0k 2(£5)i 5,1 Z|RA ik 2 (RoB)s o k2,

k=1 j=1 j/'=1 i=1

where we replace nuclear norm by vector 2 norms in the second last line because the summands are all rank one
matrices. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice, we have

(L *e RE) o (L5 *a RE)|lx

n3 T1 T2 ni T1 T2 n2

1
<27 22 22 DB Pl | D0 Y I(RaisulPl(Re)i o al?
k=1 j=1j'=11i=1 j=1j'=11i=1
ns 1 ni
=27 ;‘||£A<z',:,k>||%nz:3<i,:,k>||2 an i B3R s, k)3

c\l)i

k=1 i=1

n3 ng

DO IRAG S B)IBIR B, k)3

k=1 i=1

$ ZHLA i, B)BI LBy )13 \IZZIIRA i3 k)R 52, k)3
ﬂZZlﬁA (i, BB LB G, >|2$

<t(IeallezlColle AL PIE B2z ) (IRl 20 Rallr A IR AR Rz ). (48)
Putting ([@7) and (@8] together, we have
Ip" (Pa(La+s RY), Pa(ls *s RY)) — (La*s RY, L *a RY)]

Sd% \/(m V n2) log ((m \Y, nz)ng)
p

(1€ allezcliColle AIEARIES 2200 ) (IR Al 2[Rl A R Al [RE]2200 ).

D.3 Proof of Lemma

In view of Lemma [I7] we have

v R
dist(Fo, F.) < V V2 + 1|Uo *& Go *& Vi — Xullr = 100GV — X.||r

V4
24 1)2s8 = = = = 24 1)2s,
ERVES TR A YR A R v

where we use the fact that UgGoV§ — X, has rank at most 2s,. Applying the triangle inequality, we obtain

[Uo & Go xa V&' — X4 < |lp ' Pa(X.) —Uo & Go *a VI || + |Ip ' Pa(X.) — X.|
<2lpT Pa(X.) — X,

where the second inequality relies on the fact that Uo *& Go *e V& is the best tubal rank-r approximation to
p 1 Pa(X,), ie., [[p ' Pa(X,) —Uo xa Go xa VI || < |lp” " Pa(X.) — X.|. Combining the above two inequalities
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yields

(V2 +1)2s,

dist(Fo, F,) < 2 7

_ Sr ., _
™" Pa(X.) — Xl < 5/ Flp~ Pal(X.) - X.].

Using Lemma [25] we know that

Vo ni1V ns)ns fLlog ((n1 V n2)ns
1™ Pa = Za)(X)] < o g((pv ) )nx*nm\/ s A je.)s).

holds with high probability. The proof is finished by applying Lemma [0 and Lemma [I0l and plugging the following
bounds from incoherence assumption of X ,:

Sy _
Xilloo < \/Z U.||2,00 |G| Vll2,00 < —F——— KOs, X )
2.0l < VAL ol GVl < <, (2.)

sy
[ X illoo.2 < [Ull2,00 |G IV VG NV

(n1 A ng)ngf

2,00 < H&ST(X*).
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