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STRENGTH AND PARTITION RANK

UNDER LIMITS AND FIELD EXTENSIONS

ARTHUR BIK, JAN DRAISMA, AMICHAI LAMPERT, AND TAMAR ZIEGLER

Abstract. The strength of a multivariate homogeneous polynomial is the
minimal number of terms in an expression as a sum of products of lower-
degree homogeneous polynomials. Partition rank is the analogue for multilin-
ear forms. Both ranks can drop under field extensions, and both can jump
in a limit. We show that, for fixed degree and under mild conditions on the
characteristic of the ground field, the strength is at most a polynomial in the
border strength. We also establish an analogous result for partition rank. Our
results control both the jump under limits and the drop under field extensions.

1. Introduction and main results

Let K be a field and let f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]d be a form (i.e., homogeneous poly-
nomial) of degree d. In [Sch85], Schmidt introduced the following measure of com-
plexity for f :

Definition 1.0.1. The strength of f , denoted sK(f), is the minimal number r of
terms in any expression

f =

r
∑

i=1

aibi

where the ai and bi are forms in K[x1, . . . , xn] of positive degrees. If d = 1 and f
is nonzero, then we define sK(f) = ∞. ♦

1.1. Strength and field extensions. Strength, also known as Schmidt rank, was
independently introduced by Green-Tao in their work on distribution of polynomi-
als over finite fields [GT09] and by Ananyan-Hochster in their proof of Stillman’s
conjecture[AH20]. One of the key results in the work of both Schmidt and Ananyan-
Hochster is that for algebraically closed K, the strength of a form is closely related
to the codimension of its singular locus.

This relationship also plays a central role in the arithmetic applications studied
by Schmidt and Green-Tao, where, however, K is not algebraically closed. It is
therefore important to understand the behaviour of strength under field extensions.
If L is a field extension of K, then we may also consider f as a form with coefficients
in L. The inequalities sK(f) ≤ sL(f) ≤ sK(f) are immediate, where K is an
algebraic closure of K. The following simple example shows that these inequalities
may be strict.
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Example 1.1.1. For d = 2, sK(f) is the minimal codimension of a subspace of
Kn on which the quadratic form f vanishes identically. So for f = x21 + · · · + x2n
we have sR(f) = n and sC(f) = ⌈n

2 ⌉. ♦

Bik-Draisma-Snowden give an example [BDS24b, Example 3.4] showing that, in
general, the drop in strength can be arbitrarily large. However, for semi-perfect
fields they show in [BDS24a, Theorem 1.3] that sK(f) ≤ Γ(sK(f), d) where Γ is
some non-explicit function that may depend on K.

For certain fields satisfying char(K) = 0 or char(K) > d, Lampert-Ziegler proved
quantitative bounds for Γ [LZ24]. Our first theorem gives a quantitative bound for
any field satisfying this condition.

Theorem 1.1.2. Suppose that sK(f) = r and that char(K) = 0 or char(K) > d.

Then sK(f) ≪d r
d−1 for infinite K. If K is finite then sK(f) ≪d r

d−1 log r.

Here, ≪d means that the left-hand side is bounded by a constant times the
right-hand side, where the constant depends only on d (and in particular not on
K).

1.2. De-bordering strength. Theorem 1.1.2 is a consequence of a stronger result
which we now describe. In the following definition, we write Pd for the affine space
over Z with coordinates labelled by monomials in x1, . . . , xn of degree d. The K-
points of this scheme are the homogeneous forms of degree d in x1, . . . , xn with
coefficients in K.

Definition 1.2.1. The border strength s(f) of f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]d is defined as the
minimal r for which there exist d1, . . . , dr ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} such that f is a K-point
in the Zariski closure of the image of the morphism

µd1,...,dr
:

r
∏

i=1

(Pdi
× Pd−di

) → Pd,

((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br)) 7→
r
∑

i=1

aibi.

The border strength of a nonzero linear form is defined as ∞. ♦

Write K for an algebraic closure of K. The border strength s(f) is also the
minimal r such that f lies in the Zariski closure in K[x1, . . . , xn]d of forms of
strength ≤ r. The latter set is the union of the images of the µd1,...,dr

, hence
constructible by Chevalley’s theorem. Hence for K = C, since constructible sets
have the same closure in the Zariski topology as in the Euclidean topology, s(f) is
also the minimal r such that there exists a sequence of forms of strength ≤ r that
converges to f in the Euclidean topology. This explains the term border strength.

Remark 1.2.2. We do not know an explicit example of a form over C whose border
strength is strictly lower than its strength. However, such forms do exist for d = 4
[BBOV22], and the proof there can be adapted to d > 4. For d ≤ 3 they do not
exist, since there strength is the minimal codimension of a linear space on which
the form vanishes identically, and vanishing on a large subspace is a Zariski-closed
condition on the form; see [DES17]. ♦

We have the following fundamental inequalities:

(1) sK(f) ≥ sK(f) ≥ s(f).
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The goal of this paper is to upper bound sK(f) as a function of s(f), as follows.

Theorem 1.2.3. Suppose that s(f) = r and char(K) = 0 or char(K) > d. For
infinite K we have sK(f) ≪d r

d−1 and for finite K we have sK(f) ≪d r
d−1 log r.

Note that Theorem 1.1.2 follows immediately by the inequalities (1). Following
the theoretical computer science literature [DGI+22], we call a result like that in
Theorem 1.2.3 a de-bordering result.

1.3. Expressing low-strength polynomials as polynomials in derivatives.

As a by-product of the proof of Theorem 1.2.3 and its generalisations below, we will
establish the following result. Given f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]d, let D(f) be the subspace

of
⊕d−1

e=1 K[x1, . . . , xn]e spanned by all polynomials of the form

∂

∂xi1
· · ·

∂

∂xil
f

with l ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} and i1, . . . , il ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Theorem 1.3.1. Suppose s(f) = r and char(K) = 0 or char(K) > d. Then, if K
is infinite, f lies in a subalgebra generated by ≪d r

d elements of D(f). For finite
K, f lies in a subalgebra generated by ≪d r

d log r elements of D(f).

1.4. Connections to the literature. Bounds for the strength of a form and for
the partition rank of a tensor in terms of its strength / partition rank over the
algebraic closure have been found for cubics in [AKZ21], for quartics in [KP23],
and for general degree but over certain fields in [LZ24, BL24]. In [AKZ21], these
results were applied to finite fields in order to bound strength/partition rank in
terms of analytic rank. A well-known conjecture in higher order Fourier analysis is
that, for fixed degree, strength is bounded by a constant multiple of analytic rank;
for the currently strongest results along these lines see [CM23, MZ22]. Adiprasito-
Kazhdan-Ziegler conjectured [AKZ21] that Theorem 1.1.2 holds with linear bounds,
and showed that this implies linear bounds for strength in terms of analytic rank. In
[MZ22] and [BL24], quasi-linear bounds were obtained for finite fields. See [CY24]
for additional results related to this conjecture. We can now formulate two natural
stronger versions of Theorems 1.2.3 and 1.3.1.

Question 1.4.1. Can the bounds in Theorem 1.2.3 and/or Theorem 1.3.1 be taken
linear in r?

Another strand of research, motivated by questions in theoretical computer sci-
ence, concerns de-bordering complexity measures. A recent result in this direction
is that the Waring rank of a degree-d form over C admits an upper bound that is
exponential in its border Waring rank but linear in d [DGI+22].

Finally, our work is closely related to Karam’s result that says that bounded
partition rank can be recognised by looking at all subtensors of some given size
[Kar22]. Indeed, a quantitative version of that statement involved degree estima-
tions for equations vanishing on tensors of bounded partition rank similar to those
we will use below; see [DK24].

1.5. De-bordering collective strength. Our techniques for proving Theorem 1.2.3
also apply to tuples of polynomials, to tensors, and to tuples of tensors. In this
and the next few sections, we record these additional results. First, for tuples of
degree-d forms, the following notion is a natural analogue of strength.
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Definition 1.5.1. Let f = (f1, . . . , fm) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]
m
d . The strength sK(f) is

the minimum of sK(c1f1+ · · ·+cmfm) over all (c1, . . . , cm) ∈ Km\{(0, . . . , 0)}. ♦

Thus the strength is 0 if and only if f1, . . . , fm are linearly dependent.

Definition 1.5.2. The border strength s(f) is defined as the minimal r such that
there exist d1, . . . , dr ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} for which f is a K-point in the image closure
of the following morphism over Z:

µm,d1,...,dr
:Am×m × (Pd)

m−1 ×
r
∏

i=1

(Pdi
× Pd−di

) → (Pd)
m(2)

(g, (h1, . . . , hm−1), ((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br)))

7→ g · (h1, . . . , hm−1, µd1,...,dr
((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br))).

Here the notation g· means that in the i-th position, we take the linear combination
of the following m polynomials with coefficients given by the i-th row of g. ♦

On K-points, the morphism in (2) does the following: we pick m − 1 arbitrary
degree-d forms and a degree-d form of strength ≤ r (which admits a decomposition
via µd1,...,dr

), and take m arbitrary linear combinations of these r forms. Again,

s(f) is the minimal r such that f lies in the Zariski closure in K[x1, . . . , xn]
m
d of

the set of m-tuples of collective strength ≤ r.

Theorem 1.5.3. Suppose s(f) = r and char(K) = 0 or char(K) > d. Then

sK(f) ≪d m
3rd−1 if K is infinite and sK(f) ≪d m

3rd−1 · log(r+m) if K is finite.
Consequently, sK(f) is also bounded by a polynomial in sK(f).

1.6. De-bordering partition rank. The results that we will state now require
no assumptions on char(K). Let V1, . . . , Vd be finite-dimensional K-vector spaces
and let t ∈ V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd; unless stated otherwise, tensor products are over K.
For a subset I ⊆ [d] := {1, . . . , d} we write VI :=

⊗

i∈I Vi. We have a canonical
isomorphism VI ⊗ VIc → V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd, where I

c = [d] \ I, and we will use this
isomorphism to identify the two spaces.

Definition 1.6.1. The partition rank prkK(t) of t is the minimal r in any expression

t =

r
∑

i=1

ai ⊗ bi

where each ai ∈ VIi and bi ∈ VIc
i
for some proper, nonempty subset Ii ⊂ [d]. The

border partition rank prk(t) is defined in a similar fashion as the border strength. ♦

Partition rank was introduced by Naslund in [Nas20b] and has found applications
in higher Fourier analysis and additive combinatorics [CM23, GK22, Lov19, Mil19,
MZ22, Nas20a]. As we will soon see, it is closely related to strength.

Remark 1.6.2. The partition rank of any tensor t ∈ V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd is at most
r := minj dim(Vj), because t admits an expression as above with Ii = {j} for all i,
where j attains the minimum, and with ai running through a basis of Vj . ♦

For a field extension L of K, write VL for the L-vector space L ⊗K V . We may
think of t ∈ V1⊗· · ·⊗Vd as an element of the tensor product (V1)L⊗L · · ·⊗L (Vd)L,
and then we have prkL(t) ≤ prkK(t). In particular, as before, we have

prkK(t) ≥ prkL(t) ≥ prkK(t) ≥ prk(t).
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Our de-bordering result for partition rank is as follows.

Theorem 1.6.3. Suppose that prk(t) = r. Then prkK(t) ≪d r
d−1 if K is infinite

and prkK(t) ≤≪d r
d−1 · log(r) if K is finite. In particular, prkK(t) is also bounded

by a polynomial in prkK(t).

1.7. De-bordering collective partition rank.

Definition 1.7.1. Let m be a positive integer. The (collective) partition rank,
prkK(t), of t = (t1, . . . , tm) ∈ (V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd)

m is the minimum of
prkK(c1t1 + · · · + cmtm) over all (c1, . . . , cm) ∈ Km \ {(0, . . . , 0)}. The border
(collective) partition rank of t is defined similarly as before. ♦

Theorem 1.7.2. Suppose prk(t) = r. Then prkK(t) ≪d m
3rd−1 if K is infinite

and prkK(t) ≪d m
3rd−1 log(r + m) if K is finite. In particular, prkK(t) is also

bounded by a polynomial in m and prkK(t).

1.8. Proof overview. We will establish de-bordering results for partition rank
and strength by following the approach in [BDE19]. Indeed, there it was shown
that if one has any tensor property that is preserved under linear maps, and a
nontrivial polynomial equation satisfied by the tensors with that property, then
one can derive an upper bound on the partition rank over K of the tensors with
that property. In this paper, the tensor property is “having border partition rank
≤ r”. We find bounds for such a polynomial equation, both in terms of dimensions
of the underlying vector spaces (this suffices for the result over infinite fields) and
in terms of degree of the equation (this is needed for the result over finite fields),
and use these to upper bound the partition rank over K.

We observe that Theorem 1.7.2 implies Theorem 1.6.3 and Theorem 1.5.3 im-
plies Theorem 1.2.3. Furthermore, we will show that Theorem 1.7.2 implies Theo-
rem 1.5.3. It then suffices to prove Theorem 1.7.2.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Comparing strength and partition rank. Let V be a finite-dimensional
vector space over K and write SdV for the d-th symmetric power of V . Given any
basis x1, . . . , xn of V , the space SdV is canonically isomorphic to K[x1, . . . , xn]d,
and since strength is basis-invariant, we may transport the notion of strength to
SdV . We have linear maps determined by

π = πd : V ⊗d → SdV, v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vd 7→ v1 · · · vd and

ι = ιd : SdV → V ⊗d, v1 · · · vd 7→
∑

π∈Sd

vπ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vπ(d).

These satisfy π(ι(f)) = d!f . The following well-known proposition relates the
partition rank of elements in V ⊗d with the strength of elements in SdV .

Proposition 2.1.1. For t ∈ V ⊗d and f ∈ SdV we have

sK(π(t)) ≤ prkK(t) and prkK(ι(f)) ≤ D · sK(f) where D :=

(

d

⌊d
2⌋

)

.

Proof. Since π and ι are linear and strength/partition rank are subadditive, it
suffices to prove these inequalities when prkK(t) = 1 and sK(f) = 1, respectively.
For ∅ ( I ( [d], a ∈ V ⊗I and b ∈ V ⊗Ic

we have πd(a ⊗ b) = πe(a)πd−e(b) (where
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πe is short-hand for the concatenation of an isomorphism V ⊗I → V ⊗e induced by
a bijection I → [e] and the map πe; and similarly for πd−e). This yields the first
inequality.

For a ∈ SeV and b ∈ Sd−eV we have

ι(ab) =
∑

I⊆[d],|I|=e

ιI(a)⊗ ιIc(b)

where ιI : SeV → V ⊗I stands for the composition of ιe and an isomorphism
V ⊗e → V ⊗I coming from a bijection [e] → I. This shows the second inequality. �

Remark 2.1.2. The proposition readily implies that also s(π(t)) ≤ prk(t) and
prk(ι(f)) ≤ D · s(f). ♦

Proposition 2.1.3. Fix d and m. Then Theorem 1.7.2 implies Theorem 1.5.3.

Proof. Assume Theorem 1.7.2 and consider

f = (f1, . . . , fm) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn]
m
d

∼= (SdV )m.

Set r := s(f), so f lies in the Zariski closure of the set of m-tuples of degree-d forms

over K of collective strength ≤ r. Applying ι over K and using Proposition 2.1.1,
we find that t := (ι(f1), . . . , ι(fm)) lies in the Zariski closure of the set of m-tuples
of tensors over K of collective partition rank ≤ Dr. Hence prk(t) ≤ Dr.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.5.3, d! is invertible in K, so that

sK(f) = sK(d!f ) = sK(π(ι(f1)), . . . , π(ι(fm))) ≤ prkK(t) ≤ Qm(Dr),

where the first inequality uses Proposition 2.1.1 (applied to the linear combina-
tion of ι(f1), . . . , ι(fm) of minimal partition rank) and the second inequality uses
Theorem 1.7.2. �

2.2. Behaviour under finite field extensions. We record a simple and well-
known relation between the (collective) partition rank over K and that over a field
extension of K.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let t ∈ (V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd)
m and let L be an extension of K

with e := [L : K] < ∞. Then the collective partition rank satisfies prkK(t) ≤
e · prkL(ult).

Proof. Write
m
∑

k=1

cktk =

r
∑

i=1

ai ⊗L bi

where r := prkL(t), ai ∈ L⊗K VIi , bi ∈ L⊗K VIc
i
, and ck ∈ L, where the the ck are

not all zero. Assume, without loss of generality, that cm = 1. Let z1, . . . , ze be a
basis of L over K. Then we can write ai =

∑

j zjaij for certain tensors aij ∈ VIi .
We then have

tm +

m−1
∑

k=1

cktk =

r
∑

i=1

e
∑

j=1

aij ⊗L (zjbi).

The ck and zjbi are a solution over L to a certain system of linear equations with
coefficients from K. This system then also has a solution over K, and such a
solution witnesses prkK(t) ≤ e · r. �
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Remark 2.2.2. The corresponding statement also holds for strength, with the
same proof. The implication of our main theorems that the (collective) strength
or partition rank over K can be bounded by the corresponding quantity over K is
therefore interesting only for fields K for which K is not finite-dimensional over K,
i.e., by the Artin-Schreier theorem, for fields that are not real closed or algebraically
closed. ♦

2.3. Subvarieties of tensor products. It is convenient, for the time being, to
assume that K is infinite. We will later explain how the reasoning can be adjusted
to finite fields. Let Vec be the category of finite-dimensional K-vector spaces,
let d be a natural number, and denote by Vecd the category whose objects and
morphisms are d-tuples of objects and morphisms in Vec, respectively.

Definition 2.3.1. A functor P : Vecd → Vec is polynomial of degree ≤ e if for
any V,W ∈ Vecd the map P : Hom(V,W ) 7→ Hom(P (V ), P (W )) is polynomial of
degree ≤ e. ♦

By a polynomial functorVecd → Vec we will always mean one that is polynomial
of degree at most some e. In fact, the most interesting ones for this paper are the
functors

TI : Vecd → Vec, (V1, . . . , Vd) 7→
⊗

i∈I

Vi = VI

where I is a subset of [d].
We will think of P (V ) not just as a K-vector space, but also as the spectrum

of the symmetric algebra of P (V )∗, an affine scheme of finite type over K. For
ϕ ∈ HomVecd(V,W ) the linear map P (ϕ) induces a morphism P (V ) → P (W ) of
affine schemes over K.

Definition 2.3.2. A closed subvariety of a polynomial functor P : Vecd → Vec

is a rule X that assigns to every tuple V ∈ Vecd a reduced, closed subscheme
X(V ) ⊆ P (V ) in such a manner that for any ϕ : V → W the map P (ϕ) maps
X(V ) into X(W ). We then write X(ϕ) for the restriction X(V ) → X(W ) of the
morphism P (ϕ) to X(V ).

Let X,Y be closed subvarieties of polynomial functors Vecd → Vec. A mor-
phism α : X → Y is the data of a morphism αV : X(V ) → Y (V ) of affine algebraic

varieties over K for all V ∈ Vecd in such a manner that for all V,W ∈ Vecd and
all ϕ ∈ HomVecd(V,W ) the following diagram commutes:

X(V )
αV

//

X(ϕ)

��

Y (V )

Y (ϕ)

��

X(W ) αW

// Y (W ).

♦

The most important example of a closed subvariety for us lives in Tm
[d] (m-tuples

of tensors) and is defined by

Xr(V ) := {t ∈ Tm
[d](V ) | prk(t) ≤ r};

the variety of m-tuples of tensors of border partition rank ≤ r.
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Definition 2.3.3. Given a tuple U ∈ Vecd and a polynomial functor P : Vecd →
Vec, we get a new polynomial functor ShUP : Vecd → Vec, the shift of P over U ,
by setting

(ShUP )(V ) := P (U ⊕ V ) and (ShuP )(ϕ) := P (idU ⊕ϕ).

Furthermore, ifX is a closed subvariety of P , then we define ShUX as (ShUX)(V ) :=
X(U ⊕ V ) ⊆ (ShUP )(V ); this is a closed subvariety of ShUP . ♦

The following important example of a shift will be used intensively.

Example 2.3.4. Since tensor products distribute over direct sums, we have

(ShUT[d])(V ) =
⊕

I⊆[d]

UIc ⊗ VI ,

so ShUT[d] is a direct sum, over all subsets I of [d], of
∏

i∈Ic(dim(Ui)) copies of TI .
Note that there is precisely one summand of degree d, namely, that with I = [d];
this summand is U∅ ⊗ V[d], which we identify with V[d] = T[d](V ). The quotient
(ShUT[d])/T[d] is a polynomial functor of degree d− 1.

Similarly, for any subset I ⊆ [d], ShUT
m
I equals Tm

I plus a direct sum of copies

of Tm′

I′ where I ′ ⊆ I and where m′ < m if I ′ = I. ♦

Definition 2.3.5. Given a closed subvariety X of a polynomial functor P and
a function h ∈ K[X(0)], we may think of h as a function on every X(V ) via
the composition with the map X(0V→0) : X(V ) → X(0). We define the functor

X [1/h] from Vecd to affine K-schemes by sending V to the basic open subset of
X(V ) defined by the nonvanishing of h. This is a closed subset of the polynomial
functor V 7→ K⊕P (V ) defined by the equations forX(V ) ⊆ P (V ) and the equation
y ·h = 1, where y is the coordinate on the affine line corresponding to the summand
K. ♦

3. Proof of Theorem 1.7.2 for infinite K

We continue to assume that K is infinite. We have

Tm
[d](K

n1 , . . . ,Knd) = (Kn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Knd)m.

In this space we have the standard basis vectors

e(i1,...,id),ℓ := (0, . . . , 0, ei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eid , 0, . . .),

where the nonzero entry is in position ℓ ∈ [m] and where the eij are the stan-
dard basis vectors in Knj . We write x(i1,...,id),ℓ for the corresponding standard
coordinates.

The following theorem is a summary of results proved in [BDE19, §4], but gen-
eralised from tensors to m-tuples of tensors. Informally, the theorem says that on
an open subset where a partial derivative of a defining function for a closed subset
X ⊆ Tm

[d] is nonzero, the coordinates of the m-th tensor can be reconstructed from

those of the remaining tensors.

Theorem 3.0.1. Let X ⊆ Tm
[d] be a closed subvariety and assume that X is defined

over the prime field of K in the following sense: for all n1, . . . , nd, X(Kn1, . . . ,Knd) ⊆
(Kn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Knd)m is the zero set of polynomials in the standard coordinates with
coefficients from the prime field F of K.
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Let U = (U1, . . . , Ud) ∈ Vecd with Uj = Knj be such that X(U) ( (T[d](U))m.
Let f be a nonzero polynomial with coefficients in F that vanishes identically on
X(U). Let x1 be the standard coordinate x(1,...,1),m and set

h :=
∂f

∂x1
.

Let M be the m-th copy of T[d] in T
m
[d]. It is then naturally a summand of ShUT

m
[d],

and the projection ShUT
m
[d] → (ShUT

m
[d])/M restricts to a closed embedding, defined

over F ,

ψ : (ShUX)[1/h] → ((ShUT
m
[d])/M)[1/h].

Furthermore, there exists a morphism, defined over F ,

σ : ((ShUT
m
[d])/M)[1/h] → (ShUT

m
[d])[1/h]

such that σ ◦ ψ is the identity on (ShUX)[1/h].

Corollary 3.0.2. In the setting of Theorem 3.0.1, for any V ∈ Vecd and any
K-point t of X(V ) for which there exists an m-tuple ϕ : V → U of K-linear maps
with h(Tm

[d](ϕ)t) 6= 0, the collective partition rank prkK(t) of t is at most

(3) m ·
∑

I⊆[d]:1≤|I|≤⌊d/2⌋

∏

j∈Ic

nj

Proof. Let t̃ be the image of t in Tm
[d](U ⊕ V ) under the linear map Tm

[d](ϕ ⊕ idV ).

So the i-th component of t̃ equals ti ∈ V[d] plus a remainder in

⊕

I([d]

UIc ⊗ VI =

d
∑

i=1

Ui ⊗
⊗

j 6=i

(Uj ⊕ Vj).

We analyse tm, which is the part of t̃m in M .
We have

h(t̃) = h(Tm
[d](ϕ)t) 6= 0,

so that we may regard t̃ as a K-point of (ShUX)(V )[1/h]. Therefore, Theo-
rem 3.0.1 yields the equality t̃ = σ(ψ(t̃)). The M -component of σ is a morphism
((ShUT

m
[d])/M)[1/h] → M = T[d] and hence, by basic representation theory for

∏

iGL(Vi), a linear combination (with coefficients in K[Tm
[d](U)][1/h]) of morphisms

that take the components in some summands TI1 , . . . , TIk for which I1⊔· · ·⊔Ik = [d]
and returns their tensor product. (See the paragraph [BDE19, §4.8] on covariants
for details.)

Among these morphisms, those with k = 1 are isomorphisms from the m −
1 copies of T[d] in ShUT

m
[d]/M ; this is where t1, . . . , tm−1 live. So for suitable

c1, . . . , cm−1 ∈ K, t′ := tm +
∑m−1

i=1 citi is a linear combination of tensors in the
images of those morphisms with k ≥ 2. For these, the smallest Ij has cardinality

at most ⌊d
2⌋. So we find that t′ has partition rank at most the number of (copies

of) TI with |I| ≤ ⌊d
2⌋ in ShUT

m
[d], which is

m ·
∑

I⊆[d]:1≤|I|≤⌊d/2⌋

∏

j∈Ic

nj .

Thus the collective partition rank of t is bounded by the number above. �
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We record the following corollary of the proof.

Definition 3.0.3. A proper contraction of t ∈ T[d](V )m is any tensor of the form

m
∑

i=1

ξi(ti) ∈ TI(V ),

where I is a nonempty proper subset of [d], and ξi ∈ TIc(V ∗) for all i. ♦

Corollary 3.0.4. There exists an N such that for any t as in Corollary 3.0.2 there

is a K-linear combination t′ = tm+
∑m−1

i=1 citi which is contained in a subalgebra of

T (V ) = ⊕∞
e=0T[d](V ) generated by ≤

∑d
j=1 nj+m·

∏

j∈[d](nj+1) proper contractions

of t.

Such a tensor product is of the form s1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ se where e ≥ 2, si ∈ TIi(V ) and
I1, . . . , Ie form a partition of [d] into nonempty sets.

Proof. Without loss of generality, t is concise: each Vj is the smallest space V ′
j ⊆ Vj

with t ∈ Tm
[d](V1, . . . , Vj−1, V

′
j , Vj+1, . . . , Vd). Then each element of Vj is a proper

contraction of t.
Let V ′

j be the kernel of ϕj and let U ′
j be a complement of V ′

j in Vj . Then

the restriction of ϕ to U ′ is injective, and we may regard this as an inclusion, so
that U ′

j ⊆ Uj for all j and t lies in Tm
[d](U

′ ⊕ V ′) ⊆ Tm
[d](U ⊕ V ′). We will treat

t as we treated t̃ in the proof of Corollary 3.0.2. Consider the linear combination

t′ := tm +
∑m−1

i=1 citi constructed in Corollary 3.0.2. We want to show that this
admits a decomposition as desired.

Choose a basis of each Uj containing a basis of U ′
j . Each ti admits a unique

decomposition

ti =
∑

u

u⊗ ti,u

where u runs over all
∏d

j=1(1+nj) “monomials” in the chosen bases of the Uj : each

lives in a tensor product
⊗

j∈I Uj for some subset I ⊆ [d], while its coefficient ti,u
lives in the tensor product

⊗

j∈Ic V ′
j . From the fact that t lies in Tm

[d](U
′ ⊕ V ′) it

follows that that ti,u is zero whenever u involves basis elements of some Uj that are
not in U ′

j . So in all nonzero terms above, u is contained in the subalgebra generated

by the union of the bases of U ′
j, which consists of ≤

∑d
j=1 nj proper contractions

of t.
Now consider a monomial u ∈

⊗

j∈I U
′
j of positive degree. Then inclusion-

exclusion yields:

ti,u =
∑

u′,u′′:u′=u⊗u′′

(−1)|u
′|−|u|ξu′(ti)⊗ u′′

where the sum is over all monomials u′ that are multiples of u, hence u′ ∈
⊗

j∈I′ U ′
j

with I ′ ⊇ I, and ξu′ is a linear form on the space
⊗

j∈I′ (U ′
j ⊕ V ′

j ) that is 1 on

u′, zero on any other monomial in
⊗

j∈I′ U ′
j , and zero on any tensor product of

vectors containing a vector in some V ′
j with j ∈ I ′. The number of contractions

ξu′(ti) appearing in these expressions for any i and u of positive degree is ≤ m ·
∏

j∈[d](nj + 1).
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Now, t′ has a unique decomposition like the ti,u:

t′ =
∑

u

u⊗ t′u,

where each t′u is a linear combination of the ti,u, and hence is contained in the
subalgebra we have so far described, as long as u has positive degree. On the other
hand, in the proof of Corollary 3.0.2 we saw that t′u = t′1, where u = 1 is the
unique degree-0 monomial, is a sum of tensor products of the ti,u for monomials u
of positive degree. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 3.0.5. The closed subvariety Xr(V ) := {t ∈ Tm
[d](V ) | prk(t) ≤ r} of

Tm
[d] satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.0.1 with n1 = . . . = nd = n where n is

minimal such that

(4) nd > m2 + r(nd−1 + n).

Proof. For any choice of r proper nonempty subsets I1, . . . , Ir of [d], each of size
≤ ⌊d/2⌋, and U := (Kn, . . . ,Kn) consider the parameterisation

Km×m × Tm−1
[d] (U)×

r
∏

i=1

(

TIi(U)× TIc
i
(U)
)

→ Tm
[d](U),(5)

(g, (t1, . . . , tm−1), ((ai, bi))i) 7→ g · (t1, . . . , tm−1,
∑

i

ai ⊗ bi)

which is the tensor analogue to the map in (2). The locus of tensor tuples of collec-
tive partition rank at most r is the union of the images of these parameterisations
over all r-tuples (I1, . . . , Ir) as above. Since the parameterisation is defined over
the prime field, X is defined over the prime field.

The dimension of VIi × VIc
i
is at most nd−1 + n, with equality if Ii or Ici is a

singleton. Hence the left-hand side in the parameterisation has dimension at most

(m− 1)nd +m2 + r(nd−1 + n) < mnd.

By inequality (4), the parameterisation is not dominant into Tm
[d](U), hence there

exists a nonzero polynomial F that vanishes on the image. Taking the product of
these F s for the finitely many choices of (I1, . . . , Ir) gives a nonzero polynomial
vanishing on all of Xr(U). �

We note the crucial fact that for d fixed, the lower bound on n imposed by (4) is
linear in r+m2/d. We can now prove Theorem 1.7.2 in the case where K is infinite.

Proof of Theorem 1.7.2 when K is infinite. By Proposition 3.0.5, Xr(U) ( Tm
[d](U)

for Ui := Kn, i = 1, . . . , d with n minimal such that (4) holds. We claim that, for

any V ∈ Vecd, the collective partition rank prkK(t) of any K-point t of Xr(V ) is
at most

(6) m ·

⌊ d
2
⌋

∑

e=1

(

d

e

)

nd−e.

Since n is linear in r +m2/d, this expression is ≪d m
3rd−1.

We prove the claim with Xr replaced by any Vecd-subvariety Y of Xr that
is defined over the prime field F of K. This has the advantage that we can do
induction on the minimal degree δ(Y ) of a nonzero polynomial vanishing on Y (U):
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when proving it for Y , we may assume that the claim holds for all Vecd-subvarieties
Y ′ of Xr for which δ(Y ′) < δ(Y ).

Thus let f ∈ K[Tm
[d](U)] be a nonzero polynomial, with coefficients in F , of

minimal degree that vanishes on Y . If f is constant, then Y is empty and the claim
holds trivially. Otherwise, if char(K) = p, then since f is of minimal degree, it is
not a p-th power of a polynomial. Hence in some monomial in f , some variable has
an exponent that is not divisible by p. Without loss of generality, this variable is
the variable x1 in Theorem 3.0.1. Construct construct h as in that theorem. By
construction, h is nonzero and has smaller degree than f .

Let Y ′ ⊆ Y be the Vecd-subvariety defined by

(7) Y ′(V ) := {t ∈ Y (V ) | ∀ϕ ∈ Hom(V, U) : h(Tm
[d](ϕ)t) = 0}.

This is again defined over F . Indeed, instead of letting ϕ run over all of Hom(V, U),
we can take for ϕ a tuple of matrices with entries that are variables, expand
h(Tm

[d](ϕ)t) as a polynomial in these variables, and take the coefficients; these define

Y ′—we use here that K is infinite.
On Y ′ the nonzero polynomial h of strictly lower degree than deg(f) vanishes,

so that δ(Y ′) < δ(Y ). Hence the claim holds for Y ′ by the induction hypothesis.
On the other hand, for t a K-point of Y ′(V ) \ Y (V ) we can apply Corollary 3.0.2
to conclude that t has collective partition rank at most (6). �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.7.2 for finite K

In this section we assume that charK = p > 0 and drop the requirement that K
is infinite. We consider the affine scheme Xr ⊆ Tm

[d] whose K-points are the tuples

of border collective partition rank ≤ r. Let Ui = Kn where n is such that (4) holds
and let f be a nonzero polynomial, with coefficients in the prime field, of minimal
degree in the ideal of Xr(U). Assume that x1 appears in some monomial in f and

its exponent in that monomial is not divisible by p, so that h := ∂f
∂x1

is nonzero.

If t is a K-point of Xr(V ) for which there exists a d-tuple ϕ ∈ Hom(V, U) of
K-linear maps such that h(Tm

[d](ϕ)t) 6= 0, then Corollary 3.0.2 still yields the desired

upper bound on prkK(t)—indeed, we may extend K to an infinite field L to apply
that result, and we use that the morphisms ψ, σ from Theorem 3.0.1 are defined
over the prime field, hence over K.

However, what if t is a K-point of Xr(V ) such that h(Tm
[d](ϕ)t) = 0 for all

ϕ ∈ Hom(V, U)? IfK is finite, then this does not a priori imply that h(Tm
[d](ϕ)t) = 0

holds for all ϕ ∈ HomL(L⊗V, L⊗U), and so t is perhaps not a point in the proper
subvariety Y ′ ( Xr defined in (7).

To nevertheless obtain a bound on prkK(t), we proceed in this case as follows.
We find a field L and a ϕ ∈ HomL(L ⊗ V, L ⊗ U) such that h(Tm

[d](ϕ)t) 6= 0.

Then Corollary 3.0.2 gives an upper bound on the collective partition rank prkL(t).
Finally, we use Proposition 2.2.1 to derive an upper bound on prkK(t).

For this to work, we need that L is large enough. Observe that h(Tm
[d](ϕ)t) has

degree d·deg(h) in the entries of ϕ. If |L| > d·deg(h), then a ϕ ∈ HomL(L⊗V, L⊗U)
exists for which this is nonzero, unless t is a K-point of Y ′, in which case we can
invoke the induction hypothesis.
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Hence it suffices to take for L an extension of degree greater than log2(d ·
deg(h))—the base 2 rather than |K| ensures that we obtain a bound that is in-
dependent on the finite field. In what follows, log stands for log2.

Proposition 4.0.1. For d fixed and r sufficiently large, n = 4(r +m2/d) satisfies
(4). Choose this n and set U := (Kn, . . . ,Kn). For any fixed parametrisation
(5), let XI1,...,Ir ⊂ Tm

[d] be the image. Then the minimal degree D of a nonzero

polynomial f that vanishes identically on XI1,...,Ir(U) satisfies

log(D) ≪d log(r +m).

Proof. The first statement is immediate. Now consider the parameterisation in
(5), expanded in the standard bases of these spaces. Along the pull-back of this
map, a coordinate on the space Tm

[d](U) is mapped to a polynomial each of whose

monomials is of degree ≤ 3 in the coordinates of g and the ti, ai, bi (actually, these
monomials have more structure, but we ignore this). Hence a polynomial of degree
≤ D on Tm

[d](U) is mapped to a polynomial each of whose monomials is of degree

≤ 3D in the coordinates on the left-hand side. The number of such monomials is
at most

(

m2 + (m− 1)nd + r(nd−1 + n) + 3D

3D

)

≤

(

(m− 1
4 )n

d + 3D

(m− 1
4 )n

d

)

=: A.

We determine D such that this pullback is guaranteed to have a nontrivial kernel.
For this, it suffices that there are more degree-≤ D monomials in Tm

[d](U) than the

expression above. Explicitly, it suffices that
(

mnd +D

mnd

)

> A.

We use the well-known bounds
(

N

k

)k

≤

(

N

k

)

≤

(

eN

k

)k

to find sufficient conditions on D. By the right-hand bound and choosing D ≥
(m− 1

4 )n
d we find

A ≤

(

e((m− 1
4 )n

d + 3D)

(m− 1
4 )n

d

)(m− 1

4
)nd

≤

(

4eD

(m− 1
4 )n

d

)(m− 1

4
)nd

.

On the other hand, using the lower bound for binomial coefficients, we find
(

mnd +D

mnd

)

≥

(

mnd +D

mnd

)mnd

≥

(

D

mnd

)mnd

.

Taking logarithms, we find that it suffices that

log(D) ·
1

4
nd ≥ mnd log(mnd) + (m−

1

4
)nd log

(

4e

(m− 1
4 )n

d

)

.

This yields the sufficient condition

log(D) ≥ 4 log(mnd) + 4(m−
1

4
) log

(

3e

(m− 1
3 )n

d

)

.

We see that we can take log(D) a suitable constant multiple of log(r + m), as
desired. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.7.2 for finite K. Any t ∈ Xr(V ) lies inXI1,...,Ir for some choice
of proper, nonempty subsets I1, . . . , Ir ⊂ [d]. By Proposition 4.0.1, choosing n =
4(r + m2/d) for r sufficiently large and setting U := (Kn, . . . ,Kn), the mini-
mal degree δ of a nonzero polynomial vanishing on all of XI1,...,Ir (U) satisfies

log(δ) ≪d log(r + m). This then also holds for the Vecd-subvarieties Y ⊆ Xr

used in the proof of Theorem 1.7.2 for infinite fields. By the discussion preceding
the proof of Proposition 4.0.1, for any K-point t ∈ Y (V ) we have the following
dichotomy: either t lies in the proper subvariety Y ′(V ) defined by (7), so that
the induction hypothesis applies; or else there exists an extension L of K with
[L : K] ≪d log(r +m) such that prkL(t) is at most the polynomial Q(r,m) from
(6) (defined using n = 4(r +m2/d)). Then Proposition 2.2.1 implies that

prkK(t) ≪d m
3rd−1 log(r +m),

as desired. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3.1

We recall that Theorem 1.3.1 asks for an expression of f as a polynomial in a
bounded number of elements of the space D(f).

Proof of Theorem 1.3.1. First we assume that K is infinite and let f be a K-point
of the variety of forms of border strength ≤ r in SdV , where V is an n-dimensional
vector space. Then t := ι(f) ∈ V ⊗d is a tensor of border partition rank ≤ Dr,
whereD is as in Proposition 2.1.1. By Corollary 3.0.4, t is contained in a subalgebra
generated by ≪d r

d proper contractions. This uses the same inductive reasoning
as used in the proof of Theorem 1.7.2.

Given a proper contraction sj ∈ TIj (V ), a straightforward computation shows

that hj := πIj (sj) ∈ S|Ij |V is an element of D(f) and that f = 1
d!πd(t) is contained

in the subalgebra generated by the πIj (sj). This concludes the proof when K is
infinite.

When K is finite, as in the proof of Theorem 1.7.2 over finite fields, we extend
K to a field L such that [L : K] ≪d log r and we find that f lies in an algebra
generated by ≪d r

d elements of L ⊗K D(f). As in Proposition 2.2.1, this implies
that f is in an algebra generated by ≪d r

d log r elements of D(f). �
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