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ABSTRACT. We study spurious second-order stationary points and local minima in a nonconvex low-rank
formulation of sum-of-squares optimization on a real variety X. We reformulate the problem of finding a
spurious local minimum in terms of syzygies of the underlying linear series, and also bring in topological tools
to study this problem. When the variety X is of minimal degree, there exist spurious second-order stationary
points if and only if both the dimension and the codimension of the variety are greater than one, answering
a question by Legat, Yuan, and Parrilo. Moreover, for surfaces of minimal degree, we provide sufficient
conditions to exclude points from being spurious local minima. In particular, all second-order stationary
points associated with infinite Gram matrices on the Veronese surface, corresponding to ternary quartics, lie
on the boundary and can be written as a binary quartic, up to a linear change of coordinates, complementing
work by Scheiderer on decompositions of ternary quartics as a sum of three squares. For general varieties
of higher degree, we give examples and characterizations of spurious second-order stationary points in the
interior, together with a restricted path algorithm that avoids such points with controlled step sizes, and
numerical experiment results illustrating the empirical successes on plane cubic curves and Veronese varieties.

1. INTRODUCTION

Sums of squares play an important role in both real algebraic geometry and optimization. A sum-of-
squares representation of a real polynomial guarantees its nonnegativity and thus provides a certified
lower bound on its minimum value [BPT12]. Such representations can generally be found by solving
linear matrix inequalities (LMIs), or feasibility of semidefinite programs (SDPs), a task generally solvable
in polynomial time up to a prescribed error tolerance, through interior-point methods (IPMs) [NN94].

From a practical point of view, however, the heavy computational burden of the matrix factorization
steps in IPMs limits their applicability and motivates the need for alternative low-rank optimization
methods for solving SDPs and LMIs. A possible approach, proposed for instance in the celebrated
Burer-Monteiro method [BM03, BM05], is to use a nonconvex reformulation of the optimization problem
and to solve it via local (gradient-based) descent methods. In principle, this nonconvex approach leads
to an easier computation in each iteration, at the expense of possibly losing guaranteed convergence to
a global minimum. However, a significant amount of recent work [BVB16, PJB18, BVB20, Cif21, CM22]
shows that in some cases such formulations lead to nonconvex optimization problems having no spurious
local minima, that is, problems in which every local minimum is a global minimum and thus can often
be solved to global optimality by local descent algorithms. Such findings are in line with the practical
success of these approaches [Sin11, DR16, MHA20].

The point of departure of this work is a remarkable result by Legat, Yuan, and Parrilo [LYP23] who
showed that for univariate polynomials we can use a low-rank Burer-Monteiro method to find optimal
solutions without encountering any spurious local minima in sum-of-squares optimization. This leads to
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significant speed-ups in computation of large examples. Our aim is to better understand and generalize
this phenomenon. We establish general links between the algebraic geometry of real projective varieties
and the differential geometry of nonconvex formulations for sum-of-squares optimization problems,
and then apply them to specific instances. We discover general conditions which guarantee that sets of
spurious local minima are small, at least in the interior of the sum-of-squares cone, and prove classification
theorems describing them completely on in some cases.

There are two natural ways of generalizing the result of [LYP23]. The first is to look at other instances
where nonnegative polynomials are the same as sums of squares. These are classified in terms of varieties of
minimal degree [BSV16]. Univariate polynomials correspond to curves of minimal degree, and we examine
surfaces of minimal degree in detail. This includes the celebrated case of ternary quartics in Hilbert’s
Theorem [Hil88], as well as 2× 2 matrices with univariate polynomial entries in the variable t, which are
positive semidefinite for any value of t. This clearly generalizes the univariate case, which corresponds to
1× 1 matrices. For surfaces of minimal degree we do find spurious local minima, but they can lie only on
the boundary of the cone of sums-of-squares, which is still friendly for computations. We demonstrate by
extensive computational experiments that the Burer-Monteiro method (with rank 3) scales better than the
standard SDP algorithm in these cases.

The second natural direction is to look at curves of higher degree, the simplest example being cubic
curves in the plane. Here we also establish via extensive computations that the Burer-Monteiro method
(with rank 3) scales better. In the negative direction, we use our general framework to show that for
large number of variables, the Burer-Monteiro method will encounter spurious local minima, even when
we go to a quite large rank. In the rest of this section, we introduce the notation, present our low-rank
formulation, and provide an overview of the main results.

1.1. Low-rank sum-of-squares formulation. To describe our results in detail we introduce some notation.
Let Pn denote the n-dimensional projective space, and we denote its points by [x0 : x1 : · · · : xn] such that
(x0, . . . , xn) ̸= (0, . . . , 0) and [x0 : x1 : · · · : xn] = [cx0 : cx1 : · · · : cxn] for any c ∈ C \ 0. For a real subvariety
X ⊆ Pn, let IX be its saturated homogeneous ideal in the polynomial ring S := R[x0, x1, . . . , xn] and
let R := S/IX denote its homogeneous coordinate ring. We use Rd (resp. Sd) to denote the degree-d
homogeneous part of R (resp. S), e.g., R1 for all linear forms on X. By re-embedding X through the
Veronese maps νd when needed, we focus on the convex cone ΣX of sums of squares of linear forms on X,
defined as

ΣX := {g ∈ R2 : g = ∑k
i=1 l2

i for some k ∈ Z≥0 and l1, . . . , lk ∈ R1}.
For instance, the case of univariate polynomials of degree at most d examined in [LYP23] corresponds

to the Veronese embedding νd(P
1) ⊂ Pd is the rational normal curve parametrized by all homogeneous

monomials of degree d in two variables, concretely

νd(P
1) = {[yd

0 : yd−1
0 y1 : . . . : yd

1] ∈ Pd : [y0 : y1] ∈ P1}.

The vanishing ideal Iνd(P1) is generated by the 2× 2 minors of the matrix(
x0 x1 . . . xd−1

x1 x2 . . . xd

)
.

The quotient R = S/Iνd(P1) is a graded ring. Its degree 1 part R1 is isomorphic to the vector space of
homogeneous polynomials of degree d in the variables s and t and, similarly, its degree 2 part R2 is
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isomorphic to the vector space of homogeneous polynomials of degree 2d. In R2, the cone Σνd(P1) is the
cone of sums of squares of forms of degree 2d.

Given a target quadratic form f̄ ∈ R2 we wish to find a best approximation for f̄ via sums of squares. To
this end we fix a norm ∥·∥ =

√
⟨·, ·⟩ induced by some inner product on R2 and consider the optimization

problem

(1) min
g

{∥∥g− f̄
∥∥2 : g ∈ ΣX

}
.

Problem (1) is a convex optimization problem with a unique minimizer and its optimal value is equal to
zero precisely when f̄ is a sum of squares.

Next, we define a nonconvex rank-k reformulation of Problem (1). For an auxiliary integer k, define
the sum-of-squares map σk : Rk

1 → R2 which sends l := (l1, . . . , lk) to σk(l) := ∑k
i=1 l2

i and consider the
problem

(2) min
l
{∥σk(l)− f̄ ∥2 : l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk

1}.

In the above example X = νd(P
1), this is equivalent to the setup for the Burer-Monteiro approach in

[LYP23] via homogenization and dehomogenization of the polynomials. We refer readers to [CLO97,
BPT12] for more details.

There are two natural questions for Problem (2), which is, in general, not convex.
(i) As the efficiency critically depends on the value of k, how small can we make it so that the optimal

values of Problems (1) and (2) coincide?
(ii) Is there any target f̄ that leads to spurious local minima, i.e., local minima of the objective function
∥σk(·)− f̄ ∥2 that are not global minima? How are they affected by the choice of k?

The answer to the first question is known as the Pythagoras number of X, denoted as py(X), which is the
smallest positive integer r such that any g ∈ ΣX can be written as a sum of r squares. Historically, the
study of Pythagoras numbers was mostly focused on forms on Pn and dates back to Hilbert [Hil88]. His
most famous result in this context is about ternary quartics, see [PRSS04, PS12] for modern treatments
and extensions. Bounds on Pythagoras numbers for νd(P

n) (multivariate degree-2d forms) are studied
and improved in [CLR95, Sch17, BDS24]. Thus in this wowrk, we mostly focus on k equal to py(X).

The second question is more closely related to the study of Burer-Monteiro methods. From a practical
perspective, first- and second-order optimality conditions, i.e., the gradient of function ∥σk(·)− f̄ ∥2 being
zero and its Hessian matrix being positive semidefinite, are often used as more verifiable necessary
conditions for local minimality. We refer to the points that are not global minima but satisfy the first-
and second-order optimality conditions for some target as spurious second-order stationary points. In the
geometric language of this work, the unexpectedly interesting result in [LYP23] says that there are no
spurious second-order stationary points, and consequently no spurious local minima, for the rank-2
formulation on the rational normal curve X = νd(P

1) (see a more precise statement in Lemma 3.1). This
motivates us to study the same question for other varieties X, in terms of both spurious second-order
stationary points and spurious local minima.

1.2. Overview of main results. In this work, we first consider varieties of minimal degree, which are the
irreducible, non-degenerate and totally real varieties X ⊆ Pn satisfying any (and thus all) of the following
equivalent defining properties.

• Having the minimal possible degree deg(X) = codim(X) + 1 [EH87].
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• Having the minimal possible Pythagoras numbers py(X) = dim(X) + 1 [BPSV19, BSSV21].
• Having ΣX = PX where PX denotes the set of quadratic forms that are nonnegative on X(R) [BSV16].

Our first result extends the theorem in [LYP23] and shows that rational normal curves are the only
interesting case of varieties of minimal degree with no spurious second-order stationary points.

Theorem 1.1. If X ⊆ Pn is a smooth variety of minimal degree, then there are no spurious second-order stationary
points for the nonconvex formulation (2) of rank k = dim(X) + 1 if and only if dim(X) ∈ {1, n− 1, n}.

We say that a tuple l is in the interior (resp. on the boundary) if σk(l) is an interior point (resp. a boundary
point) of the cone ΣX. Our second result is regarding spurious local minima on surfaces of minimal
degree, which all have Pythagoras number 3.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose X ⊆ Pn is a surface of minimal degree. If σk(l) defines a reduced subscheme on X, then l
cannot be a spurious local minimum for the nonconvex formulation (2) of rank 3 in the interior.

While Theorem 1.2 excludes many points from being spurious local minima on surfaces of minimal
degree, a complete analysis of the remaining non-reduced cases can be challenging. Nevertheless, our
third result shows that there is no spurious local minima for the Veronese surface X = ν2(P2) when
k = py(X) = 3. Moreover, we classify all spurious second-order stationary points whose sum of squares
is associated with infinitely many Gram matrices. This partially extends the previous work by Scheiderer
on ternary quartics [Sch17].

Theorem 1.3. When X = ν2(P2) ⊆ P5 is the Veronese surface,
• there is no spurious second-order stationary point of (2) in the interior for any k ≥ 3;
• when k = 3, there is no spurious local minimum of (2); in particular, any spurious second-order stationary

points with infinitely many Gram representations must lie on the boundary, and correspond to a binary
quartic form on P2 (up to a projective change of coordinates).

We summarize Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3 in Table 1. The basic technical tool used to prove these

boundary interior

Variety of minimal degree spurious
local minima

spurious 2nd-order
stationary points

spurious
local minima

spurious 2nd-order
stationary points

rational normal curves ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗
quadric hypersurfaces or Pn ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

Veronese surface ν2(P2) ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗
rational normal scrolls ✓ ✓ ? ?

TABLE 1. Existence of spurious local minima and second-order stationary points on
varieties of minimal degree

results is the following intrinsic characterization of spurious local minima on varieties, which relates
to the quadratic part of the ideal ⟨l⟩2 = {∑k

i=1 lihi : h1, . . . , hk ∈ R1}, and the linear part of the syzygies
Syz1(l) := {(h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Rk

1 : ∑k
i=1 lihi = 0} of a given tuple l ∈ Rk

1, corresponding to ⟨l⟩2 = im dlσk

and Syz1(l) = ker dlσk, the image and the kernel of the differential of the sum-of-squares map at l,
respectively. The following result holds for arbitrary varieties X ⊂ Pn and any fixed inner product on R2.

Theorem 1.4. Fix a k-tuple l = (l1, . . . lk) ∈ Rk
1. The following conditions are equivalent for the nonconvex

formulation (2) of rank k.
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(i) There exists a target f̄ ∈ R2 such that l is a spurious second-order stationary point.
(ii) There exists g ∈ R2 such that g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, g /∈ Σ∗X, and for any h ∈ Syz1(l), ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0; equality can

only hold here for h ∈ Syz1(l) if g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2.
Moreover, when the ideal ⟨l⟩ ⊂ R is real radical, both conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the following:

(iii) There exists a target f̄ ∈ R2 such that l is a spurious local minimum.

Next we expand our scope to varieties of higher degree. Example 4.1 shows that on general varieties
there exist spurious local minima in the interior of ΣX, and that this behaviour persists even when k is
larger than any prescribed fraction of the maximum number of available summands. We therefore focus
on bounding the size of the locus of spurious second-order stationary points in the interior.

One major difficulty is the determination of the Pythagoras numbers for these varieties. While this is a
quite difficult task in general, recent work [BSSV21] has shown some upper bounds on the Pythagoras
number. For instance, [BSSV21, Theorem 2.2] says that if r(X) is the smallest integer k such that any k
linearly independent linear forms with no common zero on X generate R2, then py(X) ≤ r(X). Our next
theorem shows that for such k the locus of spurious first-order stationary points in the interior of ΣX is
small.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose X ⊆ Pn is a smooth, totally real variety. If k ≥ r(X) then the Zariski closure of the σk(l)
as l ranges over the spurious first-order stationary points for which σk(l) is interior to ΣX has codimension at least
two.

Our final contribution stems from a practical consideration. Does the characterization in Theorem 1.5
lead to possible local algorithms that converge to a global optimum? We answer this question affirmatively
by proposing a restricted path algorithm for the nonconvex low-rank formulation (2). That is, instead
of allowing an arbitrary path for the local algorithms, one can restrict each iteration close to the path
connecting our starting and target quadratic forms using intermediate targets along this path. We provide
extensive numerical experiments on both varieties of minimal degree and other varieties at the end of the
paper, to illustrate successes and limitations of the low-rank nonconvex formulation (2) empirically.

2. CHARACTERIZATIONS OF SPURIOUS SECOND-ORDER STATIONARY POINTS AND LOCAL MINIMA

In this section, we first review the optimality conditions for the rank-k formulation (2). As we are
mostly interested in the existence of spurious second-order stationary points and spurious local minima,
we then unfix the target f̄ and study the differential information of the objective function in (2) at a given
point l = (l1, . . . , lk) with varying f̄ . In particular, we define a cone of reachable directions which leads to a
necessary condition for l being a spurious second-order stationary point, and then identify a sufficient
condition for l being a spurious local minimum. We then prove Theorem 1.4 and mention some of its
useful consequences at the end of this section.

We begin with the restating the optimality conditions in our setting.

Lemma 2.1. Let l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 and f̄ ∈ R2. Then the optimality conditions can be written as follows:

• (first-order) ⟨σk(l)− f̄ , ∑k
i=1 lihi⟩ = 0 for any h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Rk

1; and
• (second-order) in addition to the first-order condition, the quadratic map h 7→ 4∥∑k

i=1 lihi∥2 + 2⟨σk(l)−
f̄ , σk(h)⟩ is positive semidefinite on Rk

1.
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Proof. We can calculate the gradient and Hessian for the objective function of (2) by taking an small
perturbation ε > 0 and noting

∥σk(l + εh)− f̄ ∥2 − ∥σk(l)− f̄ ∥2 =4⟨σk(l)− f̄ , ∑k
i=1 lihi⟩ · ε +

(
4∥∑k

i=1 lihi∥2 + 2⟨σk(l)− f̄ , σk(h)⟩
)
· ε2

+ 4⟨σk(h), ∑k
i=1 lihi⟩ · ε3 + ∥σk(h)∥2 · ε4.

This shows that gradient is the map (h1, . . . , hk) 7→ 4⟨σk(l)− f̄ , ∑k
i=1 lihi⟩ and the Hessian matrix is the

map h = (h1, . . . , hk) 7→ 4∥∑k
i=1 lihi∥2 + 2⟨σk(l)− f̄ , σk(h)⟩. The remainder of the proof follows directly

from the definitions of the first and second-order optimality conditions. □

The optimality conditions depend on the target f̄ , which is inconvenient for studying the existence
questions. Given l ∈ Rk

1, we want to check which target f̄ would make l satisfy the optimality conditions,
and whether it would make l a spurious local minimum. Thus we take a closer look at the differential
information at l as follows. Recall that normal cone of ΣX at the point f ∈ ΣX can be defined as

(3) N f (ΣX) := {g ∈ R2 : ⟨g, f ′ − f ⟩ ≤ 0 for all f ′ ∈ ΣX},

and the tangent cone at the same point as

(4) T f (ΣX) := cl{g ∈ R2 : f + δg ∈ ΣX for some δ > 0}.

We simply write N f for N f (ΣX), and T f for T f (ΣX) when there is no confusion about ΣX. By definition,
N f and T f form a pair of polar cones. These two cones have explicit descriptions in our case.

Lemma 2.2. Given any l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1, let ⟨l⟩2 ⊆ R2 denote the degree-2 part of the ideal generated by

l1, . . . , lk. Then Nσk(l) = −Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 and Tσk(l) = cl(ΣX + ⟨l⟩2).

Proof. For the inclusion −Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 ⊆ Nσk(l), note that for any g ∈ −Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 , we have ⟨g, f − σk(l)⟩ =
⟨g, dlσk(h)⟩+ ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≤ 0 for any f = σk(l + h) ∈ ΣX, h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Rk

1. For the other inclusion
Nσk(l) ⊆ −Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 , take any g ∈ Nσk(l). By definition we see that h = 0 is a maximum of the function
G(h) := ⟨g, ∑k

i=1 lihi⟩+ ⟨g, σk(h)⟩. The optimality condition implies that ⟨g, ∑k
i=1 lihi⟩ = 0 for any h ∈ Rk

1,
so g ∈ ⟨l⟩⊥2 . Thus we see that G(h) = ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≤ 0, which shows that g ∈ −Σ∗X. Finally it follows from
the polarity relation with Nσk(l) that Tσk(l) = cl(ΣX + ⟨l⟩2). □

The definition of the tangent cone T f (ΣX) only depends on the sum of squares σk(l) and not directly
on the linear forms l. It is possible that some directions in the tangent cone cannot be reached through
local perturbation away from l. This is a situation where second-order stationary points may occur in (2),
motivated by which we define a cone of (linearly) reachable directions at l ∈ Rk

1 as

(5) Rl(ΣX) := σk(ker dlσk) + im dlσk = σk(Syz1(l)) + ⟨l⟩2.

As before, we write Rl for Rl(ΣX) if no confusion is caused. To justify its name, we note that for any
f = σk(l′) + dlσk(l′′) ∈ Rl , for some l ∈ Syz1(l) and l′′ ∈ Rk

1, we can construct a curve γ : (−1, 1)→ Rk
1

defined by γ(z) = l + l′ ·
√

z + l′′ · z, such that

(6) γ(0) = σk(l) and
d
dz

(σk ◦ γ)|z=0 =
d
dz

k

∑
i=1

[l2
i + ((l′i)

2 + 2lil′′i )z + o(z)]
∣∣
z=0 = f .

Therefore, it is clear that Rl ⊆ Tσk(l) and thus so is its closed convex hull cl convRl ⊆ Tσk(l) for any
l ∈ Rk

1. The containment may be strict: note that the dual cone ofRl consists of perturbation directions
g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2 such that h 7→ ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ is positive semidefinite. Condition (ii) in Theorem 1.4 thus implies that
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the closed convex hull cl convRl is strictly contained in Tσk(l). In fact, they are equivalent when the ideal
⟨l⟩ ⊂ R is real radical as discussed below.

Lemma 2.3. Let l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 such that the ideal ⟨l⟩ ⊂ R is real radical. Then cl convRl ⊊ Tσk(l) if

and only if Condition (ii) in Theorem 1.4 holds, i.e., there exists g ∈ R2 such that g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, g /∈ Σ∗X, and for any
h ∈ Syz1(l), ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0, where the equality may hold only if g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2.

Proof. The sufficiency is clear as such g is in the dual cone of Rl , but g /∈ −Nσk(l) = Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 by
Lemma 2.2. Next we show that it is a necessary condition. Since ⟨l⟩ is real radical, it is known that
ΣX/⟨l⟩2 is a pointed cone [BSV16, Lemma 2.1]. Thus ⟨l⟩2 is the lineality space of ΣX + ⟨l⟩2 and thus
also the lineality space of cl convRl . By assumption, we can take a direction g in the relative interior of
R∗l that is not in T ∗σk(l)

= Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 . This means that for any h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Syz1(l), ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0,
and if ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ = 0, then σk(h) is in the lineality space ⟨l⟩2. By the real radicalness of ⟨l⟩, we see that
h1, . . . , hk ∈ ⟨l⟩1, and consequently g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2 ⊆ ⟨l⟩2. □

Unlike second-order stationary points, being a local minimum is more subtle as we may need to look at
higher-order differentials. One way is to consider any curve emanating from the tuple of linear forms l
and parametrized by a power series

(7) γ(z) :=
∞

∑
s=0

zsl(s)

for some l(s) ∈ Rk
1, each s ∈ Z≥1, and l(0) := l, which gives

(8) σk(γ(z)) = σk(l) +
∞

∑
s=1

zs ·
s

∑
t=0

k

∑
i=1

l(t)i l(s−t)
i .

Let f := σk(l)− f̄ , and the associated objective function in (2), denoted as Φγ, becomes

(9) Φγ(z) = ∥ f ∥2 +
∞

∑
s=1

zs
(

2⟨ f ,
s

∑
t=0

k

∑
i=1

l(t)i l(s−t)
i ⟩+

s−1

∑
r=1
⟨

r

∑
p=0

k

∑
i=1

l(p)
i l(r−p)

i ,
s−r

∑
q=0

k

∑
j=1

l(q)j l(s−r−q)
j ⟩

)
.

For instance, the expansion up to s = 4 can be written explicitly as
(10)

Φγ(z) = ∥ f ∥2 + z · 4⟨ f , ∑
i

lil
(1)
i ⟩+ z2

(
2⟨ f , ∑

i
2lil

(2)
i + [l(1)i ]2⟩+ 4∥∑

i
lil

(1)
i ∥

2

)

+z3

(
4⟨ f , ∑

i
lil

(3)
i + l(1)i l(2)i ⟩+ 4⟨∑

i
lil

(1)
i , ∑

i
2lil

(2)
i + ∑

i
[l(1)i ]2⟩

)

+z4

(
2⟨ f , ∑

i
2lil

(4)
i + 2l(1)i l(3)i + [l(2)i ]2⟩+ 8⟨∑

i
lil

(1)
i , ∑

i
lil

(3)
i + l(1)i l(2)i ⟩+ ∥∑

i
2lil

(2)
i + [l(1)i ]2∥2

)
+ · · · .

When the difference f satisfies the first-order condition, then ⟨ f , ∑i lil
(t)
i ⟩ = 0 for any l(t) ∈ Rk

1. If f further
satisfies the second-order necessary condition and is sufficiently small, such that the kernel of the Hessian
l(1) 7→ 2⟨ f , σk(l(1))⟩+ 4∥∑i lil

(1)
i ∥2 is contained in Syz1(l), then either the second-order term is positive

or l(1) ∈ Syz1(l). In the latter case, it is possible that the third- or fourth-order coefficient in (10) becomes
negative, which leads to the existence of spurious second-order stationary points that are not local minima.
Nevertheless, we identify the following sufficient condition for local minimality.
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Lemma 2.4. Let l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 be a spurious second-order stationary point for some target f̄ ∈ R2. If for

any h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Syz1(l), the condition ⟨σk(l)− f̄ , σk(h)⟩ = 0 implies that hi ∈ ⟨l⟩1 for each i = 1, . . . , k,
then l is a spurious local minimum for some target in R2.

Proof. By scaling f := σk(l)− f̄ , we may assume that the kernel of the Hessian is contained in Syz1(l),
without loss of generality. Assume for contradiction that l is not a local minimum. Note that the level set
Λ := {h ∈ Rk

1 : ∥σk(h)− f̄ ∥2 < ∥σk(l)− f̄ ∥2} is a basic semialgebraic set with l ∈ cl Λ by the continuity
of the objective function. Thus by the Nash curve selection lemma [BCR13, Proposition 8.1.13], there exists
a Nash mapping γ : (−1, 1)→ Rk

1 such that γ(0) = l and γ(z) ∈ Λ for any 0 < z < 1. Thus with a power
series representation of γ (as in (7)), the associated objective function Φγ (in (9)) must have a negative
initial coefficient (i.e., the coefficient of the smallest-degree nonzero term). To simplify the notation for Φγ,
let g(s) := ∑s

t=0 ∑k
i=1 l(t)i l(s−t)

i ∈ R2 denote the degree-s coefficient in the expansion of the sum-of-squares
curve (8) for each s ≥ 1, so that the power series (9) can be written as

Φγ(z) = ∥ f ∥2 +
∞

∑
s=1

(
2⟨ f , g(s)⟩+

s−1

∑
r=1
⟨g(r), g(s−r)⟩

)
zs.

We claim that by our assumption, if the coefficients up to degree 2t are all zero in the series (9) for some
t ≥ 1, then

(i) l(s)i ∈ ⟨l⟩1 for any i = 1, . . . , k and s = 1, . . . , t;
(ii) g(s)i = 0 for s = 1, . . . , t;

(iii) the degree-(2t + 1) coefficient is zero; and
(iv) the degree-(2t + 2) coefficient is either positive or zero.

The claim gives the desired contradiction as the initial coefficient must be positive. To show the claim,
we argue by induction on t as follows. For t = 1, this is clear as f satisfies the second-order optimality
condition with the kernel of the Hessian contained in Syz1(l) by construction. Suppose the claim is true
for some t ≥ 1. Then the degree-(2t + 1) coefficient in (9) becomes

2⟨ f , g(2t+1)⟩+
2t

∑
s=1
⟨g(s), g(2t+1−s)⟩ = 0,

because g(2t+1) ∈ ⟨l⟩2 ⊥ f , and g(s) = 0 for s = 1, . . . , t. The degree-(2t + 2) coefficient in (9) can be
written as

2⟨ f , g(2t+2)⟩+
2t+1

∑
s=1
⟨g(s), g(2t+2−s)⟩ = 2⟨ f , σk(l(t+1))⟩+ ∥g(t+1)∥2.

Here,

g(t+1) =
t+1

∑
s=0

k

∑
i=1

l(s)i l(t+1−s)
i = 2

k

∑
i=1

lil
(t+1)
i +

t

∑
r=1

k

∑
i=1

l(r)i l(t+1−r)
i ,

so by the induction hypothesis ∑t
r=1 ∑k

i=1 l(r)i l(t+1−r)
i ∈ ⟨l⟩2. Consequently, there exist h(t+1)

i ∈ ⟨l⟩1, i =
1, . . . , k, such that g(t+1) = ∑k

i=1 2li(l
(t+1)
i + h(t+1)

i ). As f ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, denoting h(t+1) := (h(t+1)
1 , . . . , h(t+1)

k ) ∈
Rk

1, we have

2⟨ f , g(2t+2)⟩+
2t+1

∑
s=1
⟨g(s), g(2t+2−s)⟩ = 2⟨ f , σk(l(t+1) + h(t+1))⟩+ ∥

k

∑
i=1

2li(l
(t+1)
i + h(t+1)

i )∥2.
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Now by the construction of f , this degree-(2t + 2) coefficient is either positive, or zero which happens
only when ⟨ f , σk(l(t+1) + h(t+1))⟩ = 0 and l(t+1) + h(t+1) ∈ Syz1(l), and this ensures that l(t+1)

i ∈ ⟨l⟩1 for
each i = 1, . . . , k, and g(t+1) = 0 by the definition of h(t+1), completing the induction step. □

Proof for Theorem 1.4. To show (i) =⇒ (ii), take a target f̄ ∈ R2 such that l is a spurious second-order
stationary point, and let g := σk(l)− f̄ . This means that l is not a global minimum, so −g /∈ Nσk(l) =

−Σ∗X ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 by Lemma 2.2. By the first-order stationary condition, we have ⟨g, dlσk(h)⟩ = 0 for any
h ∈ Rk

1, so g ∈ ⟨l⟩⊥2 . Moreover, by the second-order stationary condition, for any h ∈ Syz1(l), we see that
⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0. Here, equality holds only if the differential of the quadratic map h′ 7→ ⟨g, σk(h′)⟩ is zero at
h, which means that h is in the kernel of this quadratic map and hence g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2. Thus g is the desired
direction in (ii).

Next we show (ii) =⇒ (i). By Lemma 2.2, the chosen g satisfies g ∈ [−(σk(Syz1(l)))
∗ ∩ ⟨l⟩⊥2 ] \ Nσk(l).

Note that if we let f̄ := σk(l)− ϵg for some ϵ ∈ R>0, then l is a first-order stationary point of (2), and the
Hessian can be written as ϕ + ϵψ, where ϕ(h) := 4∥∑k

i=1 lihi∥2 and ψ(h) := 2⟨g, σk(h)⟩. By assumption,
ψ is positive semidefinite on ker ϕ = Syz1(l) and the zeros of ψ in ker ϕ are contained in its kernel
ker ψ. By taking the quotient of the common kernel ker ϕ ∩ ker ψ, we may assume from this that ψ is
positive definite on ker ϕ. Thus from continuity of quadratic forms, this means that ϕ + δψ is positive
semidefinite for any sufficiently small δ ∈ R>0. Thus we know that l is a second-order stationary point
for f̄ with such sufficiently small ϵ. However, since g /∈ Nσk(l), there exists f ∈ int Tσk(l) such that
⟨σk(l)− f̄ , f ⟩ = −c⟨g, f ⟩ < 0, which implies that l is not a global minimum of (2).

Finally we assume that ⟨l⟩ ⊆ R is real radical. By Lemma 2.3, we see that the only-if condition in
(ii) is always satisfied. It remains to show (ii) =⇒ (iii), since (iii) =⇒ (i) is trivial. In the proof of
Lemma 2.3, we pick g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, g /∈ Σ∗X such that for any h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Syz1(l), if ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ = 0,
then h1, . . . , hk ∈ ⟨l⟩1. Moreover, by rescaling g if necessary, we may assume that the quadratic map
h 7→ 2⟨g, σk(l)⟩+ 4∥∑k

i=1 lihi∥2 is positive semidefinite with its kernel contained in Syz1(l). Therefore
Lemma 2.4 ensures that l is a spurious local minimum for the chosen g. □

We remark that condition (ii) in Theorem 1.4 does not depend on the choice of the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩
on R2, as the statement only involves the linear functional ⟨g, ·⟩ : R2 → R instead of g ∈ R2 itself. Thus it
simplifies our discussion as we may pick certain inner product, or coordinates of Pn in the constructions
of examples (e.g., Example 3.2). Below we mention some useful consequences of Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 2.5. If l1, . . . , lk are linearly dependent, then l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 is not a spurious second-order

stationary point.

Proof. By assumption, there exist c1, . . . , ck ∈ R such that ∑k
i=1 c2

i = 1 and ∑k
i=1 cili = 0. Take any

g ∈ R1 and let h := (h1, . . . , hk) = (c1g, . . . , ckg), we have h ∈ Syz1(l) and σk(h) = g2. This shows that
conv σk(Syz1(l)) = ΣX and thus cl convRl = Tσk(l). By Theorem 1.4, we know that l cannot be a spurious
second-order stationary point for any f̄ ∈ R2. □

Corollary 2.6. Let O ∈ Rk×k be an orthogonal matrix. For any l := (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1, Ol is a spurious

second-order stationary point if and only if so is l.

Proof. It is easy to see that ⟨l⟩2 = ⟨Ol⟩2. Take any h ∈ Syz1(l). Then Oh ∈ Syz1(Ol) because (Oh)T(Ol) =
hTl = 0. Since σk(Oh) = σk(h) and ⟨h⟩2 = ⟨Oh⟩2, from the second condition in Theorem 1.4, we see that
Ol is a spurious second-order stationary point if and only if so is l. □
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Corollary 2.7. Fix a variety X ⊂ Pn. Suppose l := (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 is not a spurious second-order stationary

point, then neither is l′ := (l1, . . . , lk, lk+1) ∈ Rk+1
1 for any lk+1 ∈ R1.

Proof. From condition (ii) in Theorem 1.4, for any g ∈ R∗l \ T ∗σk(l)
, there exists h ∈ Syz1(l) with ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ =

0 such that g ̸⊥ ⟨h⟩2. Note that ⟨l⟩2 ⊆ ⟨l′⟩2. Moreover, for any h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Syz1(l), h′ :=
(h1, . . . , hk, 0) ∈ Syz1(l

′), so σk(Syz1(l)) ⊆ σk+1(Syz1(l
′)). Thus Rl = cl conv(⟨l⟩2 + σk(Syz1(l))) ⊆

cl conv(⟨l′⟩2 + σk(Syz1(l
′))) = Rl , or equivalently, R∗l ⊇ R∗l′ . Therefore, for any g ∈ R∗l′ \ T ∗σk+1(l′)

, the
syzygy h ∈ Syz1(l) with ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ = 0 such that g ̸⊥ ⟨h⟩2, can be extended to h′ := (h1, . . . , hk, 0) ∈
Syz1(l

′) satisfying ⟨g, σk+1(h′)⟩ = 0 and g ̸⊥ ⟨h′⟩2 = ⟨h⟩2. This shows that l′ is not a spurious second-
order stationary point. □

3. SPURIOUS LOCAL MINIMA ON VARIETIES OF MINIMAL DEGREE

In this section, we focus on varieties of minimal degree and prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3. A useful
property regarding varieties of minimal degree is that they are arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay, which
implies that for k = dim(X) + 1, whenever the linear forms l1, . . . , lk do not have a common zero on X,
then ⟨l1, . . . , lk⟩ = R2 [BPSV19, Lemma 2.2]. In particular, this implies that the Jacobian matrix dlσk has
full rank for any tuple of linear forms l = (l1, . . . , lk) that share no common zero on X, and thus l cannot
be a (first-order) stationary point for any choice of f̄ . We illustrate the benefit of studying the syzygies by
the following lemma for rational normal curves, which reproduces and slightly simplifies the argument
used in [LYP23].

Lemma 3.1. Let X = νn(P1) ⊂ Pn be a rational normal curve. Then there is no spurious second-order stationary
point in Problem (2).

Proof. By Corollary 2.7, it suffices to consider the case k = py(X) = dim(X) + 1 = 2. We may further
assume that V(l1, l2) ̸= ∅ as otherwise we know that l is not a first-order stationary point. Let ai :=
ν♯n(li) ∈ R[x0, x1]n denote the pullback images of li, which is a degree-n forms on P1 for each i = 1, 2, and
a their greatest common divisor, i.e., a1 = ab1 and a2 = ab2 for some b1, b2 ∈ R[x0, x1]. Then the degree-n
syzygies of a1, a2 are of the form (b2c,−b1c) for any c ∈ R[x0, x1]n−deg(a) as R[x0, x1] is an integral domain.
Consequently, the sum of squares of these syzygies can be written as (b2

1 + b2
2)c

2.
Applying a change of coordinates on P1 if needed, we may assume that the finite set of zeros V(a1, a2) =

ν−1
n (V(l1, l2)) ⊂ {x0 ̸= 0} ⊂ P1 is affine. Let ãi(x) := a(1, x), b̃i(x) := b(1, x) for i = 1, 2, and ã(x) :=

a(1, x), c̃(x) := c(1, x) be the corresponding univariate polynomials. By Theorem 1.4, we want to show
that for any g ∈ ⟨l1, l2⟩⊥ \ Σ∗X, the quadratic form (h1, h2) 7→ ⟨g, h2

1 + h2
2⟩ is not positive semidefinite

on the subspace Syz1(l1, l2). Under the pullback map ν♯n : R → R[x0, x1] and the dehomogenization
R[x0, x1]→ R[x0, x1]/(x0− 1) ∼= R[x], this is equivalent to say that any linear functional L : R[x]≤2n → R

satisfying
(i) L(ã1u1 + ã2u2) = 0 for any polynomials u1, u2 ∈ R[x]≤n, and

(ii) L(∑m
i=1 v2

i ) < 0 for some v1, . . . , vm ∈ R[x]≤n and some m ≥ 1,
must give L((b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)c̃

2) < 0 for some c̃ ∈ R[x]≤n−deg(a). To express L as point and derivative evaluations
of the polynomials with degree no more than 2n, suppose V(ã) = {y1, . . . , yp, z1, z̄1, . . . , zq, z̄q} ⊂ C and

ã(x) =
p

∏
r=1

(x− yr)
µr

q

∏
s=1

(x− zs)
λs(x− z̄s)

λs ,
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where y1, . . . , yp ∈ R are real roots of ã, with multiplicities µ1, . . . , µp, and z1, z̄1, . . . , zq, z̄q ∈ C \R are pairs
of complex roots, with multiplicities λ1, . . . , λq. Then from property (i) of L, there exist real coefficients

α
(i)
r , β

(i)
s , γ

(i)
s such that the image of any g ∈ R[x]≤2n under L can be written as

L(g) =
p

∑
r=1

[
α
(1)
r g(yr) +

µr

∑
i=2

α
(i)
r

di

dyi g|x=yr

]

+
q

∑
s=1

[
β
(1)
s re(g(zs)) + γ

(1)
s im(g(zs)) +

µs

∑
i=2

β
(i)
s re

(
di

dxi g|x=zs

)
+ γ

(i)
s im

(
di

dxi g|x=zs

)]
.

Note that if µr > 1 with α
µr
r ̸= 0 for some r = 1, . . . , p, then there is a unique term in L((b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)c̃

2)

α
(µr)
r · 2(b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)c̃ ·

dµr

dxµr
c̃|x=yr .

Using Hermite interpolation, we can always find c̃ ∈ R[x]≤n−deg(a) such that this term is sufficiently
negative. Consequently, we can make L((b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)c̃

2) negative, by the choice of c̃. For example, an explicit
way to do this is to set c̃(yr) = 1, di

dxi c̃|x=yr = 0 for i = 2, . . . , µr − 1, and di

dxi c̃|x=yr = −C for any C > 0,
while we let the evaluation of c̃ vanish at all other roots x ∈ V(ã) \ {yr} alongside with their derivatives.
The same argument works for the case when λs > 1 with β

(λs)
s or γ

(λs)
s ̸= 0 by noting that for any

b̃1(zs), b̃2(zs), and c̃(zs), there exists C ∈ C such that

β
(λs)
s re

(
2(b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)(zs)c̃(zs) · C

)
+ γ

(λs)
s im

(
2(b̃2

1 + b̃2
2)(zs)c̃(zs) · C

)
< 0.

It remains to examine the case where µ1, . . . , µp, λ1, . . . , λq are all 1 with nonzero coefficients in L. If β
(1)
s

and γ
(1)
s are not simultaneously 0 for some s = 1, . . . , q, then it is well-known that L defines an indefinite

quadratic form, by considering polynomials c̃ that vanish at V(ã) \ {zs, z̄s}. However, if β
(1)
s = γ

(1)
s = 0

for all s = 1, . . . , q, then from property (ii) of L, we must have α
(1)
r < 0 for some r = 1, . . . , p, in which

case we can make L((b̃2
1 + b̃2

2)c̃
2) negative by considering polynomials c̃ that vanish at V(ã) \ {yr}. □

To answer the question on the existence of spurious second-order stationary points and local minima
beyond rational normal curves, we consider the following examples. The first example shows spurious
the existence of second-order stationary points that are not local minima on the Veronese surface.

Example 3.2. Consider the Veronese surface X = ν2(P2) ⊂ P5 where the map ν2 : P2 → P5 is given
by ν2([x0 : x1 : x2]) = [x2

0 : x0x1 : x0x2 : x2
1 : x1x2 : x2

2]. By slight abuse of notation we identify quadratic
(resp. quartic) forms on P2 with linear (resp. quadratic) forms on X. Fix any inner product on R2 such
that the forms corresponding to all the monomials x4

0, x3
0x1, . . . , x4

2 are pairwise orthogonal, and take
k = py(X) = 3. We claim that the tuple l = (x2

0, x0x1, x2
1) is a spurious second-order stationary point. To

see this, we first note that ⟨l⟩2 contain all monomials whose degree in x2 is less than 3, because the sum
of degrees in x0 and x1 is at least 2. In other words, ⟨l⟩2 is the orthogonal complement to the subspace
spanR{x4

2, x0x3
2, x1x3

2}. Thus to make it a first-order stationary point, we can take f̄ = σ3(l) + g, where
g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2. We claim that g = −ϵx4

2 for some ϵ > 0 would further satisfy the second-order optimality
condition. To see this, note that for any h = (h1, h2, h3) ∈ Syz1(l), we can write hi = aix2

2 + h′i, for some
ai ∈ R such that h′i ∈ H := spanR{x2

0, x0x1, x0x2, x2
1, x1x2}. By definition

x2
0h1 + x0x1h2 + x2

1h3 = a1x2
0x2

2 + a2x0x1x2
2 + a3x2

1x2
2 + h′ = 0,

where h′ ∈ R[x0, x1, x2]4 does not contain any monomial that is divisible by x2
2. Thus we must have

a1 = a2 = a3 = 0 by the linear independence of the monomials x2
0x2

2, x0x1x2
2, x2

1x2
2, and consequently
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hi ∈ H for i = 1, 2, 3. Therefore, ∑3
i=1 h2

i ∈ ⟨l⟩2 ⊥ g for any g satisfying the first-order optimality condition.
By Theorem 1.4, we know that l is a spurious second-order stationary point for any sufficiently small
ϵ > 0 if g /∈ Σ∗X and in addition g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2 for any h ∈ Syz1(l). This means that g ⊥ ⟨H⟩2, which holds
exactly when g = −ϵx4

2.
In the following we show that l is not a spurious local minimum for such choice of g. Consider a

curve γ : (−1, 1)→ Rk
1, γ(z) = l + l(1)z + l(2)z2 with l(1) =

√
2(x1x2,−x0x2, 0) and l(2) = (−x2

2, 0,−x2
2).

Clearly, l(1) ∈ Syz1(l). Moreover,

3

∑
i=1

2lil
(2)
i = −

3

∑
i=1

[l(1)i ]2 = −2x2
2(x2

0 + x2
1),

3

∑
i=1

l(1)i l(2)i =
√

2x3
2(x0 − x1)

are all perpendicular to g = −ϵx4
2. Thus the objective function along this curve can be written as

ϕ(z) = z4
(

2⟨g, σ3(l(2))⟩+ ∥
3

∑
i=1

2lil
(2)
i + [l(1)i ]2∥2

)
+ o(z4) = −4∥x4

2∥2ϵz4 + o(z4),

which implies that it is negative for some sufficiently small z > 0. Consequently, l cannot be a local
minimum.

Before ending this example, we want to make two remarks. First, to be a second-order stationary point, g
cannot contain other monomials in spanR{x4

2, x0x3
2, x1x3

2}. To see this, suppose g = −ϵx4
2 + δ1x0x3

2 + δ2x1x3
2

for some δ1, δ2 ∈ R. Then for h = (x1x2,−x0x2, 0) ∈ Syz1(l), we see that ⟨g, σ3(h)⟩ = ⟨−ϵx4
2 + δ1x0x3

2 +

δ2x1x3
2, x2

1x2
2 + x2

0x2
2⟩ = 0. However, both x0x3

2, x1x3
2 ∈ ⟨h⟩2, so g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2 only if δ1 = δ2 = 0. This implies

that the choice of g for second-order optimality condition is unique up to scaling of ϵ > 0.
Second, the linear forms l1, l2, l3 share a common real zero ν2([0 : 0 : 1]) ∈ P5, and thus the quadratic form

σ3(l) lies on the boundary of ΣX. However, the ideal ⟨l⟩ is not real radical, since x2
0x2

2 ∈ ⟨l⟩ but x0x2 /∈ ⟨l⟩.
Moreover, any tuple lb := (x2

0 + bx2
1,
√

1− 2bx0x1,
√

1− b2x2
1) satisfies σ3(lb) = x4

0 + x2
0x2

1 + x4
1 = σ3(l),

for 0 ≤ b ≤ 1
2 , which means that σ3(l) has infinitely many representations as a sum of 3 squares. We

will discuss more on the number of representations of the sums of squares on the Veronese surface in
Proposition 3.6.

The second example shows the existence of spurious local minima on a 2-dimensional rational normal
scroll. As rational normal scrolls are toric varieties, they can be described through their associated lattice
polytopes, which are known as Lawrence prisms defined by [BN06]

(11) P := conv{e0, e0 + n1(em − e0), e1, e1 + n2(em − e0), . . . , em−1, em−1 + nm(em − e0)},

where e0, e1, . . . , em ∈ Rm+1 is the standard basis, and n1, . . . , nm ∈ Z≥1 are called heights of the prism. For
instance, a Lawrence prism of heights (1, 2, 2) is shown in Figure 1, where each lattice point corresponds
to a bihomogeneous monomial on P2 ×P1.

Example 3.3. Let X be a 2-dimensional rational normal scroll associated with the Lawrence prism of
heights (2, 2) and take k = py(X) = 3. Through the toric parametrization of X, we can use monomials
as a basis of R1 and R2, namely (y2

0x1, y0y1x1, y2
1x1, y2

0x2, y0y1x2, y2
1x2) for R1 and y4

0x2
1, . . . , y4

1x2
2 for R2.

As inner product on R2, we choose the one that makes these monomials an orthonormal basis (it is
sufficient to choose one such that they are orthogonal). Set l = (y2

0x1, y0y1x1, y2
1x1). Any syzygies with

all of their components in ⟨l⟩1 do not affect the second-order optimality condition in Theorem 1.4, so
we first calculate the syzygies modulo y2

0x1, y0y1x1, and y2
1x1. Through straightforward calculation on

the dimension, they are generated by the tuples h(1) := (y0y1x2,−y2
0x2, 0), h(2) := (y2

1x2,−y0y1x2, 0),
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x0y2
0

x0y0y1 x1y2
0

x1y0y1

x1y2
1

x2y2
0

x2y0y1

x2y2
1

FIGURE 1. A Lawrence Prism of Heights (1, 2, 2)

h(3) := (0,−y0y1x2, y2
0x2), and h(4) := (0,−y2

1x2, y0y1x2). Thus for any h = (h1, h2, h3) ∈ Syz1(l),
h = c1h(1) + c2h(2) + c3h(3) + c4h(4) with c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ R, there exists some f ∈ ⟨l⟩2 such that

3

∑
i=1

h2
i = f + (c1y0y1x2 + c2y2

1x2)
2 + (c1y2

0x2 + (c2 + c3)y0y1x2 + c4y2
1x2)

2 + (c3y2
0x2 + c4y0y1x2)

2

= f + (c2
1 + c2

3)y
4
0x2

2 + (2c1c2 + 2c1c3 + 2c3c4)y3
0y1x2

2 + (c2
1 + c2

2 + 2c2c3 + c2
3 + 2c1c4 + c2

4)y
2
0y2

1x2
2

+ (2c1c2 + 2c2c4 + 2c3c4)y0y3
1x2

2 + (c2
2 + c2

4)y
4
1x2

2.

We can choose g = x2
2(y

4
0 + y4

1 − 1
3 y2

0y2
1), which clearly satisfies g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, g /∈ Σ∗X (indeed, ⟨g, y2

0y2
1x2

2⟩ =
− 1

3 < 0), and ⟨g, ∑3
i=1 h2

i ⟩ =
1
3 [c

2
1 + c2

4 + (c1 − c4)
2 + c2

2 + c2
3 + (c2 − c3)2], which is zero only if c1 = · · · =

c4 = 0, and thus hi ∈ ⟨l⟩1 for i = 1, 2, 3 so g ⊥ ⟨h⟩2. This implies that l is a spurious second-order
stationary point, and moreover a spurious local minimum by Theorem 1.4, since the ideal ⟨l⟩ ⊂ R is real
radical.

The construction in Example 3.3 can be generalized to any higher-dimensional smooth rational normal
scroll, which, together with Example 3.2, shows the only-if part in Theorem 1.1 due to the classification of
smooth varieties of minimal degree [EH87].

Proposition 3.4. Let X ⊂ Pn be any m-dimensional smooth rational normal scroll with a Lawrence prism of
heights 0 < n1 ≤ n2 ≤ · · · ≤ nm for some m ≥ 2. Then there exists a spurious local minimum in the nonconvex
formulation (2) of rank k = n − n1. Consequently, there are spurious second-order stationary points for any
m + 1 ≤ k ≤ n− n1.

Proof. Similar to Example 3.3, we choose a monomial basis of R1 consisting of yi
0y

nj−i
1 xj where j ranges

from 1, . . . , m and i = 0, 1, . . . , nj. We show the existence of a spurious local minimum for k = n− n1.

Let l be the tuple consisting of li,j := yi
0y

nj−i
1 xj for i = 0, . . . , nj and j = 2, . . . , m. From the determinantal

representation of IX, we know that the nontrivial syzygies of li,j are generated by tuples gd,i,j ∈ Rk
1 with

nonzero entries yd
0yn1−d

1 x1 for li,j and −yd+1
0 yn1−d−1

1 x1 for li−1,j, for any d = 0, 1, . . . , n1 − 1, i = 1, . . . , nj,
and j = 2, . . . , m. Thus the sums of squares of the tuple of syzygies ∑i,j,d cd,i,jgd,i,j can be written as

∑
i,j
(

n1

∑
d=0

cd,i,jyd
0yn1−d

1 x1 − cd−1,i+1,jyd−1
0 yn1−d+1

1 x1)
2,

where the coefficients cd,i,j ∈ R with the convention cd,i,j = 0 when d < 0 or d > n1, for each i = 0, 1, . . . , nj

and j = 2, . . . , m. Thus y2n1
0 x2

1 cannot be represented in the above form because the coefficient of y2n1
1 x2

1 is
∑i,j c2

0,i,j = 0, which implies that each c0,i,j = 0 and thus the coefficient of y2
0y2n1−2

1 x2
1 is ∑i,j c2

1,i,j = 0, so on
and so forth. Note that R/⟨l⟩ is isomorphic to the coordinate ring of degree-n1 rational normal curve X′,
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so ⟨l⟩ is real radical, and y2n1
0 x2

1 corresponds to an extreme ray of ΣX′ . Therefore, we conclude that there
exists f ′ /∈ Σ∗X′ that is positive semidefinite on the nontrivial syzygies, which can then be extended to
f /∈ Σ∗X satisfying f ⊥ ⟨l⟩2 and ⟨ f , σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0 for any h ∈ Syz1(l). Lemma 2.3 shows that when ⟨l⟩ is real
radical, ⟨ f , σk(l)⟩ = 0 implies that f ⊥ ⟨h⟩2, proving that l is a spurious local minimum by Theorem 1.4.
The existence of spurious second-order stationary points for any m + 1 ≤ k ≤ n− n1 then follows from
Corollary 2.7. □

Proposition 3.4 indicates that even for varieties of minimal degree, spurious local minima may persist
with up to k = n− 1 squares (if n1 = 2), which is larger than the known ranks associated with spurious
local minima for Burer-Monteiro-type algorithms [OSV22].

3.1. Proof for Theorem 1.1.

Proof for Theorem 1.1. The only-if direction is shown by Example 3.2 and Proposition 3.4, so we discuss
the if direction below.

• When dim(X) = 1, then X is a rational normal curve and the assertion is shown in Lemma 3.1,
which is also the main result in [LYP23].
• When dim(X) = n, then X = Pn and either ⟨l⟩2 = R2 or l1, . . . , ln+1 are linearly dependent, which

cannot be a spurious second-order stationary point by Corollary 2.5.
• When dim(X) = n− 1, then X ⊆ Pn is a smooth quadratic hypersurface, which we assume to be

defined by a single quadric Q ∈ S2. We can identify R1 with S1 as real vector spaces, and write
the image of L1, . . . , Ln ∈ S1 under this isomorphism as l1, . . . , ln. Assume l = (l1, . . . , ln) ∈ Rn

1

is a second-order stationary point. By Theorem 1.4 there exists nonzero g ∈ R2 which satisfies
g ∈ ⟨l⟩⊥2 \ Σ∗X, and satisfies ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ ≥ 0 for every h = (h1, . . . , hn) ∈ Syz1(l).

By Corollary 2.5 the forms l1, . . . , ln and thus L1, . . . , Ln are linearly independent so they can be
completed to a basis l0, l1, . . . , ln of R1 and correspondingly L0, L1, . . . , Ln of S1. Since g annihilates
the quadratic part of the ideal ⟨l⟩2 ⊂ R2 we have g = al2

0 for some real number a. If Q is the
quadric defining X then Q ∈ ⟨L1, . . . , Ln⟩ ⊂ S2 since otherwise ⟨l1, . . . , ln⟩ = R2, proving that the
differential of σn is of full rank at l contradicting the fact that l is a first-order stationary point. The
form Q must furthermore be of full rank because X is nonsingular and therefore must involve l0. It
follows that if the vector h = (h1, . . . , hn) ∈ Sn

1 satisfies ∑n
i=1 lihi = Q and hi := ci0l0 + ∑n

j=1 cijlj for
some cij ∈ R, then some of the coefficients ci0 must be nonzero. Since ⟨g, σk(h)⟩ = a ∑n

i=1 c2
i0 ≥ 0,

we conclude that a ≥ 0, and thus g ∈ −Σ∗X, a contradiction with the pointedness of Σ∗X. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In view of Corollary 2.6, it is possible to consider equivalence classes of
tuples of linear forms. We say F ∈ S2 is a Gram matrix representing f ∈ R2 if F is positive semidefinite
and f is the image of F under the quotient map κ : S2 → R2. We denote all Gram matrices with rank
at most k as Gk ⊆ S2. Each equivalence class of tuples of linear forms l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk

1 under
orthogonal transformations is associated with a unique Gram matrix G = ∑k

i=1 LiLT
i ∈ Gk, where Li

is the representative of li in S1. For simplicity, we use τ : Rk
1 → Gk to denote the map that sends l to

τ(l) = ∑k
i=1 LiLT

i , which lets us to factor the sum-of-square map σk = κ ◦ τ. One can check that τ is an
open map as it is a quotient map by the k× k orthogonal automorphism group on Rk

1.
Let D ⊂ Rk

1 denote the locus of tuples of linear forms l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1 such that l1, . . . , lk do not

have common zeros on X. We have seen that any tuple l ∈ D cannot be spurious first-order stationary
point as ⟨l⟩ = R2. We may extend this observation: the preimage of any F ⊇ τ(D) such that the restriction
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κ|F is strongly open cannot contain spurious local minima because any open neighborhood of l ∈ τ−1(F)
is mapped to an open set containing a point closer to the target f̄ than σk(l). Our next lemma gives an
explicit example of such set F ⊂ Gk.

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a smooth variety of minimal degree, k = dim(X) + 1, and F ⊂ Gk be the subset of Gram
matrices such that each point in the image of the quotient map κ : Gk → R2 has only finitely many preimages. Then
F ⊇ τ(D) and the restricted quotient map κ|F is strongly open. In particular, any tuple l ∈ τ−1(F) cannot be a
spurious local minimum.

Proof. For any l ∈ D, the Jacobian matrix dlσk has full rank, so σk is locally surjective at l. The factorization
σk = κ ◦ τ implies that κ is also locally surjective at τ(l), the Gram matrix associated with l. As X is
a variety of minimal degree and thus has 0 quadratic deficiency [BSV16, Section 3], the dimension
of the quadratic forms dimR R2 = k(n + 1) − (k

2), which is equal to the dimension of Gk \ Gk−1 as a
quotient manifold of Rk

1 under the k× k orthogonal group. Therefore, τ induces a local diffeomorphism
between Gk \ Gk−1 and R2 at l, from which we see that τ(l) must be an isolated point in the preimage set
κ−1(σk(l)). The preimage set κ−1(σk(l)) must then be finite because Gk and τ are algebraic (i.e., defined
by polynomials in finitely many variables), so τ(l) ∈ F. Thus we have shown τ(D) ⊆ F.

Now let ∆ ⊂ R2 denote the Zariski closure of all quadratic forms that are singular at some point on
X. Note that any common zero of the tuple of linear forms h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Rk

1 is a singular point
of V(σk(h)) ⊂ X. This implies that Rk

1 \ σ−1
k (∆) ⊆ D, and thus Gk \ κ−1(∆) ⊆ τ(D). Since κ is locally

surjective at every point of τ(D), κ|F\κ−1(∆) is strongly open. We also have codim (∆ ∩ int ΣX) ≥ 2 in R2

as a semialgebraic set because ∆ ∩ int ΣX is contained in the singular locus of the discriminant of the
second Veronese re-embedding of X. Thus ∆ ∩ ΣX is a closed nondense subset of ΣX that separates no
region, which shows that κ|F is strongly open by the properties of light mappings [Why58, Chapter VII,
Theorem 2.3]. The last assertion then follows from the definition of strongly openness, and the fact that
any open neighborhood of σk(l) not minimizing ∥· − f̄ ∥must contain a point that is closer to f̄ . □

Lemma 3.5 leads to a similar result to Lemma 3.1 (also the main theorem in [LYP23]) by the following
observation: any nonnegative binary form has only finitely many inequivalent representations as a sum
of two squares, which correspond to different combinations of the linear forms in its linear factorization
over C. Thus by the Veronese embedding, we know that on a rational normal curve X, each form in ΣX

has finitely many Gram matrices in G2.
We proceed to examine more closely the quadratic forms in ΣX with infinitely many Gram matrices in

Gk. A useful technique is projection away from common zeros of l on X. To be more precise, let E ⊂ Pn

be a (d − 1)-dimensional real linear subspace spanned by d points on X (that can be real or come in
complex pairs of points on X). The projection away from E defines a rational map πE : Pn 99K Pn−d. We
define X′ ⊆ Pn−d to be the Zariski closure of the image of X \ E under πE, which induces an inclusion
π♯

E : S′ → S where Pn−d = Proj(S′). It is well-known that X′ is again a variety of minimal degree [EH87]
and is totally real because πE sends real points to real points. Thus the ideal IX′ ⊂ S′ is generated in
degree 2 and we can identify linear forms in R′ := S′/IX′ with those in R1 vanishing on E, and Gram
matrices G ′k ⊆ S′2 with those in Gk ⊆ S2 of which E is contained in the kernels.

We now use the projection technique to show Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume for contradiction that l is a spurious local minimum in the interior. Since
σ3(l) is in the interior, the linear forms l1, l2, l3 do not share a common real zero on X. By Lemma 3.5, there
are infinitely many Gram matrices in G3 associated with σ3(l). Since a Gram matrix associated with linear
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froms that do not have a common zero on X is locally isolated as the Jacobian matrix has full rank, the
linear series associated with these Gram matrices must have common zeros. A common zero of l on X is
necessarily a singularity of the subscheme V(σ3(l)) on X, which only has finitely many singularities by
assumption. Thus there exists a complex pair of points p, p̄ ∈ V(σ3(l)) such that there are infinitely many
Gram matrices in G3 associated with linear series vanishing at p and p̄. In particular, p and p̄ are smooth
points on X because X can have at most one singular point (which is the cone over a rational normal
curve), by the classification of varieties of minimal degree [EH87]. Now we project away from the real
subspace E spanned by p and p̄, and denote X′ := πE(X) with R′ := R[X′]. Here, X′ ⊆ Pn−2 is again a
real surface of minimal degree. The preimage of σ3(l) under the pullback map π♯

E still lies in the interior
of ΣX′ = ΣX ∩ R′2 ⊂ R′2 because R′2 passes through the interior of ΣX, and defines a reduced curve and
has infinitely many Gram matrices in G ′3. Thus by repeating the projection if needed, we may assume that
either of the following situations happens:

(i) X′ = P2, which is a contradiction because any quadratic form on X′ must have a unique rank-3
Gram representation;

(ii) X′ ⊂ P3 is a quadric surface, which we assume is defined by a quadratic form Q ∈ S2. By
Lemma 3.5, if l is a spurious local minimum, then σk(l) has infinitely many Gram matrices. As the
preimage σk(l) + R · Q ⊂ S2 under the quotient map Gn+1 → S2 is a line, the only possibility is
that it intersects with a face of the cone of positive semidefinite quadratic forms in S2. Thus σ3(l)
is also contained in a face of ΣX and must lie on the boundary, which gives a contradiction. □

In Example 3.2, we have seen that the spurious first-order stationary point on the Veronese surface is
associated with infinitely Gram matrices in the obvious way: there are infinitely many representations of
a binary quartic forms as a sum of three squares. From Theorem 1.2, we next show that this is exactly the
reason for any boundary point to be associated with infinitely many Gram matrices.

Proposition 3.6. Consider the Veronese surface X = ν2(P2) ⊂ P5 and k = 3. If l = (l1, l2, l3) ∈ R3
1 lies on the

boundary and has infinitely many Gram matrices associated with σ3(l), then σ3(l) corresponds to a binary quartic
form on P2 (up to a linear change of coordinates).

Proof. As l is on the boundary, l1, l2, and l3 must have a common real zero on X [BSV16, Theorem 1.1].
Suppose that there exist two real points p, q in the zero locus of l1, l2, l3 on X. By changing the coordinates
in P2, we may assume that p = ν2([0 : 0 : 1]) and q = ν2([0 : 1 : 0]). Thus the projection X′ := πp,q(X) ⊂ P3

is a smooth quadric surface (as shown in Figure 2b), which implies that preimage (κ′)−1(g) ⊂ S′2 is a line,
where κ′ : S′2 → R′2 is the canonical quotient map and g := (π♯

p,q)
−1(σ3(l)) ∈ R′2 is the preimage of σ3(l)

under the pullback map π♯
p,q. However, as the kernel of any Gram matrix in κ−1(σ3(l)) contains p and q,

there are infinitely many Gram matrices associated with g. This is only possible when (κ′)−1(g) intersects
with the boundary of the positive semidefinite cone in S′2, in which case X′ is singular. The contradiction
with X′ being smooth shows that l1, l2, and l3 can share at most one common real zero on X.

Now we assume p = ν2([0 : 0 : 1]) is the unique real zero of l1, l2, and l3 on X, and let X′ := πp(X) ⊂ P4

(Figure 2c). Since p is a real zero of l1, l2, l3, there exists l′i ∈ R′1 corresponding to li for i = 1, 2, 3. Now
we further assume that ∑3

i=1(l
′
i)

2 does not have a real zero on X′. Since it is associated with infinitely
many Gram matrices, by the proof of Theorem 1.2 we see that V(∑3

i=1(l
′
i)

2) ⊂ X′ must be nonreduced.
Consequently, the quartic form associated with it must be divisible by a square. By assumption, it has
a unique real zero in P2 so ν♯2(σ3(l)) = q2 for some q ∈ R[x0, x1, x2]2 that also has a unique real zero.
Thus q has rank 2 as a quadratic form in x0, x1, and x2, which means that there exists a linear change of
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coordinates α : P2 → P2 such that q ◦ α is a binary quadratic form. Consequently, σ3(l) corresponds to a
binary quartic form, as desired.

It remains to discuss the case where ∑3
i=1(l

′
i)

2 has a real zero p′ on X′, which must be a common
zero of l′1, l′2, l′3. By assumption, p is the unique real zero on X, so p′ is in the image of the exceptional
divisor of the blow-up of X at p. In other words, p′ corresponds to a real tangent direction of X at p, so
ν♯2 ◦ π♯

p(l′i)(x0, x1, 1) is an inhomogeneous quadratic polynomial in the variables x0 and x1 whose gradient
at the point (0, 0) vanish at a common direction for each i = 1, 2, 3. By changing coordinates in the
variables x0 and x1, we may assume that this direction is the x1-direction, which means the quadratic
form ν♯2(li) = ν♯2 ◦ π♯

p(l′i) does not contain the monomial x1x2 for each i = 0, 1, 2. Thus if we project X′

away from p′ through map πp′ , we get a singular quadric surface X′′ ⊂ P3 which is a cone over the
rational normal curve (as illustrated by Figure 2d). The image of ∑3

i=1(l
′
i)

2 under the pullback map π♯
p′ is

still associated with infinitely many Gram matrices, one of which we denote as Q on P3. This can only
happen as the unique singular point of X′′ lies in the kernel of Q since codim(X′′) = 1, which implies
that the quadratic forms ν♯2(li) do not involve the monomial x0x2 either, and thus ν♯2(∑

3
i=1 l2

i ) is a binary
form under change of coordinates in P2. This completes the proof. □

(A) X ⊂ P5 (B) πp,q(X) ⊂ P3 (C) πp(X) ⊂ P4 (D) πp′(X′) ⊂ P3

FIGURE 2. Polygons corresponding to the Veronese surface and its projections

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Before proving Theorem 1.3, we first establish a lemma that partially extends
Corollary 2.7 on varieties of minimal degree.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that X is a variety of minimal degree, and any spurious second-order stationary point in Rk
1

is on the boundary for k = dim X + 1. Then for any m ≥ k, if l ∈ Rm
1 is a spurious second-order stationary point,

then σm(l) also lies on the boundary of ΣX.

Proof. We prove the assertion by induction on m = k, k + 1 . . . , n + 1, where it is trivially true for the
base case m = k. For m + 1 squares, take any l = (l1, . . . , lm+1) ∈ Rm+1

1 that is a spurious second-order
stationary point and σX,m+1(l) /∈ ∂ΣX. Since X is a variety of minimal degree, this implies that l1, . . . , lm+1

do not share a common real zero on X [BSV16, Theorem 1.1]. Let L := ⟨l⟩1 = spanR{l1, . . . , lm+1} denote
all linear forms generated by l1, . . . , lm+1, and Hp := {l ∈ L : l(p) = 0} denote linear forms vanishing
at a real point p ∈ X(R). We note that Hp is a hyperplane in L for any p ∈ X(R) because p is not a
common zero of l1, . . . , lm+1. Let L∨ := HomR(L, R) denote all linear functionals on L, and the set of
all hyperplanes in L is P(L∨), which as a dimension of dimR L− 1 = m, as l1, . . . , lm+1 must be linearly
independent by Corollary 2.5. Thus the union of all such hyperplanes ⨿p∈X(R) Hp ⊂ X ×P(L∨) has a
dimension of at most dim(X), so the dimension of its image under X ×P(L∨) → P(L∨) also does not
exceed dim(X) < m. Consequently, there exists a hyperplane H ∈ P(L∨) such that H ̸= Hp for any
p ∈ X(R).



18 GRIGORIY BLEKHERMAN, RAINER SINN, MAURICIO VELASCO, AND SHIXUAN ZHANG

Take an orthonormal basis of H, i.e., h1, . . . , hm spanning H such that hi = ∑m+1
j=1 ci,jlj, for some or-

thonormal vectors ci = (ci,1, . . . , ci,m+1) ∈ Rm+1, i = 1, . . . , m. Note that ∑m
i=1 h2

i /∈ ∂ΣX. By the induction
hypothesis, (h1, . . . , hm) is not a spurious second-order stationary point. By completing c1, . . . , cm to
an orthonormal basis c1, . . . , cm+1 of Rm+1, let hm+1 := ∑m+1

j=1 cm+1,jlj ∈ R1. Corollary 2.7 implies that
(h1, . . . , hm+1) is not a spurious second-order stationary point, and thus neither is (l1, . . . , lm+1) by Corol-
lary 2.6. This completes the induction step. □

The following lemma contains some key technical claims for Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 3.8. Let X = ν2(P2) ⊂ P5 be the Veronese surface and suppose l := (l1, l2, l3) is a tuple of three linearly
independent linear forms defining an ideal I := ⟨l⟩ in the homogeneous coordinate ring R of X. If l1, l2, l3 have no
common real zeroes on X then the following statements hold:

(i) The zero set V(l1, l2, l3) ⊂ X is finite.
(ii) The saturation Isat of the ideal I is radical and defines either the empty set or a conjugate pair {p, p̄} of

complex points on X.
(iii) The degree-2 part of the ideal I coincides with its saturation.
(iv) If the forms l1, l2, l3 have as common zeroes the conjugate pair {p, p̄} then the image of the evaluation map

evp is a one-dimensional vector space, where

evp : Syz1(l)→ C3

(h1, h2, h3) 7→ (h1(p), h2(p), h3(p)).

Proof. (i) Via the pullback map ν♯2, the linear forms l1, l2, l3 correspond to linearly independent quadratic
forms a1, a2, a3 ∈ R[x0, x1, x2]2 having no common real zeroes on P2. If a1, a2, a3 had infinitely many
common zeroes (over C), then the zeros would form a curve C ⊂ P2 and the form b ∈ C[x0, x1, x2]

defining C would be a common factor of all the a1, a2, a3. Since the a1, a2, a3 are real, they can also be
divided by the conjugate b̄. If b ̸= b̄, then every of a1, a2, a3 would be a constant multiple of the product
b · b̄ contradicting the fact that the ai are linearly independent. We conclude that b = b̄ so C is a real line in
P2, contradicting that a1, a2, a3 have no common real zeros.

(ii) Since the Veronese surface is a variety of minimal degree it is a small scheme which means that for
every projective subspace Λ ⊆ P5 such that X ∩Λ is zero-dimensional we know that the length of the
scheme Λ ∩ X is at most dim(Λ) + 1 [EGHP06]. In our case the projective subspace Λ defined by the
linear forms l1, l2, l3 is isomorphic to P5−3 = P2 and therefore the degree of the scheme X ∩Λ is at most 3.
We claim that the degree of X ∩Λ is either 0 or 2 and the scheme X ∩Λ is reduced. It is immediate that it
cannot have degree one since otherwise it would be a real point. Next we show that the degree cannot
be 3. If X ∩Λ had degree three then we will show that it must contain at least one real point which is
impossible since the forms have no common real zero. More precisely, we can have the following cases.

• X ∩Λ is supported at three distinct points, forcing it to be reduced. The conjugation action implies
at least one of these points is real. Or
• X ∩Λ is supported at exactly two distinct points of multiplicities 1 and 2. The points cannot be

exchanged by conjugation since they have different multiplicities so one of them is real. Or
• X ∩Λ is supported at exactly one point which must therefore be real.

We thus conclude that X ∩Λ either has degree zero, or it is supported at a conjugate pair of points {p, p̄}
and it has degree 2, which implies that it is reduced. This is equivalent to saying that the unique saturated
ideal Isat defining the points is radical.
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(iii) The claim is equivalent to showing that the dimension of (R/I)2 is two. By part (i) we know that
the ideal I has height two in R and thus by prime avoidance contains a regular sequence of linear forms
(g1, g2). By Bertini’s theorem [Jou83], ⟨g1, g2⟩ defines a reduced subscheme of four points of X denoted as
Y := {r1, r2, p, p̄}. By smallness of X these points are furthermore projectively independent.

Take any g3 ∈ R1 so that (g1, g2, g3) = I and consider the graded exact sequence

0→ K → R/(g1, g2)[−1]
·g3−→ R/(g1, g2)→ R/I → 0

where the middle map is multiplication by g3. By construction the degree d = 2 part of K consists of
the functions f on Y of degree d− 1 which vanish when multiplied by g3. Since g3 does not vanish at
either r1 or r2 and vanishes at p, p̄, this is equivalent to f satisfying f (r1) = f (r2) = 0. Since Y consists
of linearly independent points the space of such functions is 2-dimensional, having codimension 2 in
R/(g1, g2)1. We conclude that the image of the multiplication by g3 is two-dimensional so dimR (R/I)2 =

dimR (R/(g1, g2))2 − 2 = 4− 2 = 2 as claimed.
To prove (iv), note that the statement is about vector space dimensions and that it does not depend on

the chosen generating set for the ideal I. We can therefore assume that l1 = g1 and l2 = g2 form a regular
sequence. We let R′ := R/(l1, l2) and claim that the following statements hold:

(A) If π : R3
1 → R1 denotes the projection onto the last component and q : R1 → R′1 is the quotient

map then the composition q ◦π defines an injective map from Syz1(l)/T to R′1, where T ⊂ Syz1(l)
is the subspace spanned by the trivial Koszul syzygies (−l3, 0, l1), (0,−l3, l2), and (l2,−l1, 0).

(B) The image of q ◦ π is the set of linear forms vanishing at the points r1, r2 so it has codimension two
in R′1.

(C) Let W ⊂ Syz1(l) denote the subspace of syzygies whose components all vanish at p. The image
of W under q ◦ π are precisely the functions in R′1 vanishing at r1, r2, p so W/T has codimension
three in R′1.

Verifying these claims completes the proof since evp annihilates T and thus descends to a map evp :
Syz1(l)/T → C3, which by part (B) has an image that is at most two dimensional. Moreover evp

annihilates the subspace W/T which by part (C) has codimension three. We conclude that the image of
the evaluation map is one-dimensional proving (iv). All that remains is to verify the claims (A)-(C).

(A) The composition q ◦ π defines a linear map from Syz1(l) to R′1 which maps every trivial syzygy to
zero. So it descends to a linear map from Syz1(l)/T to R′1. If a tuple (h1, h2, h3) maps to zero in R′1, then
h3 = ∑2

i=1 cili for some c1, c2 ∈ R so we can make the last component of (h1, h2, h3) zero by subtracting
trivial syzygies. If the last component of a syzygy is zero then the first 2 components are a syzygy for
(l1, l2) so these components are in the span of the Koszul syzygies on l1, l2 by our assumption that they
form a regular sequence. This proves that the composition is injective as claimed. (B) Take any syzygy
(h1, h2, h3) and we know that h3l3 = 0 in R′1. Since R′ is the coordinate ring of a reduced set of four
independent points, vanishing at the points r1, r2 imposes independent conditions on the linear form
h3. We conclude that the image of the space Syz1(l)/T is equal to the space of such forms and thus
has codimension two in R′1. (C) Assume h3(p) = 0 and (h1, h2, h3) is a linear syzygy so the equation
h1l1 + h2l2 + h3l3 = 0 holds identically in R. Pulling back to P2 via the Veronese we can assume that this
is an equality of quadratic forms in P2. Since l1, l2 define the point locally around p, their gradients at p
are linearly independent. This implies that both h1 and h2 must vanish at p. This observation implies that
W is mapped via q ◦ π onto the functions in R′1 vanishing at r1, r2 and p, proving the final claim because
the points of Y are linearly independent. □
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For the first assertion, by Lemma 3.7, we only need to consider k = 3. Assume for
contradiction that l = (l1, l2, l3) ∈ Rk

1 is a spurious second-order stationary point and l1, l2, l3 do not share
any common real zero on X. Then l1, l2, l3 must have a common zero on X, or otherwise they would
generate R2 and fail the first-order optimality condition. Part (ii) of Lemma 3.8 tells us that the common
zero consists of a conjugate pair {p, p̄} of complex points on X, and part (iii) says that any quadratic
form on X that vanish on the common zeros V(l1, l2, l3) must be generated by the linear forms l1, l2, l3.
This means that any g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2, the linear functional ⟨g, ·⟩ can be identified with the evaluation at (some
representation of) p or p̄, i.e.,

⟨g, f ⟩ = b1 re( f (p)) + b2 im( f (p)), f ∈ R2,

for some b1, b2 ∈ R that are not both 0.
Now use the evaluation map evp in part (iv) of Lemma 3.8, which has a one-dimensional image in C3.

This means that we can find c1, c2 ∈ C such that hi(p) = cih3(p) for i = 1, 2 for all syzygies h ∈ Syz1(l).
Thus for any g ⊥ ⟨l⟩2,

⟨g, σ3(h)⟩ = b1 · re(C · h2
3(p)) + b2 · im(C · h2

3(p)), C = 1 + c2
1 + c2

2 ∈ C.

If C = 0, then ⟨g, σ3(h)⟩ = 0 but h3(p) ̸= 0 so g ̸⊥ ⟨h⟩2, which implies that l is not a spurious second-order
stationary point by Theorem 1.4. Otherwise we may assume C ̸= 0, in which case we may rewrite

⟨g, σ3(h)⟩ = b′1 re(h2
3(p)) + b′2 im(h2

3(p))

for some real numbers [
b′1
b′2

]
=

[
re(C) − im(C)
im(C) re(C)

]
·
[

b1

b2

]
∈ R2 \ {(0, 0)}.

This implies that h 7→ ⟨g, ∑3
i=1 h2

i ⟩ is indefinite on Syz1(l), so that l is not a spurious second-order
stationary point again by Theorem 1.4.

Now for the second assertion, we only need to consider boundary points l by the first assertion. By
Lemma 3.5 it is associated with infinitely many Gram matrices. In this case, Proposition 3.6 shows that
σ3(l) can be identified with a binary quartic form on P2 under the pullback map ν♯2. This implies that
each component l1, l2, and l3 can also be identified with quadratic forms on P2 in the same two variables,
say x0 and x1. Corollary 2.5 ensures that l1, l2, and l3 are linearly independent, which implies that their
span consists of those corresponding to quadratic forms in x0 and x1 on P2, and the syzygies Syz1(l) do
not involve monomials divisible by x2

2. Thus the argument in Example 3.2 shows that the only possible
candidate for f̄ to make l a spurious second-order stationary point is f̄ = σ3(l)− ϵ(ν♯2)

−1(x4
2) ∈ R2 for

some ϵ > 0, which does not make l a spurious local minimum. □

4. SPURIOUS LOCAL MINIMA ON GENERAL VARIETIES

In this section, we expand our horizon to varieties of higher degree. We first show the existence of
spurious local minima in the interior on m-dimensional Veronese varieties ν2(Pm). Then we show that
all such spurious local minima are uncommon by bounding its dimension, and propose a conceptual
algorithmic framework to avoid spurious local minima in the interior.
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4.1. Spurious local minima in the interior. We begin our discussion on varieties of higher degree with
the following example.

Example 4.1. Let X = ν2(Pm) where points in Pm are denoted by [x0 : · · · : xm]. Pick l = (l1, . . . , lk) ∈ Rk
1

such that ν♯2(l1) = x2
0 + x2

1, ν♯2(l2) = x2
2, ν♯2(l3) = x2x3, . . ., ν♯2(lk) = x2

m where k = 1 + (m
2 ). In plain words,

l1, . . . , lk correspond to the quadratic form x2
0 + x2

1 and all quadratic monomials in the variables x2, . . . , xm.
Note that their only common zero is the complex pair p := (1,±

√
−1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Pm, so the sum of

squares ∑k
i=1 l2

i is indeed positive on X(R). When m ≥ 10, it is easy to check that (k
2) ≥ dimR(R2) = (m+4

4 )

so k ≥ py(X) by the first bound in [BSSV21]. We claim that
(i) ∑k

i=1 l2
i ∈ int ΣX, and

(ii) there exists f̄ ∈ R2 such that l is a spurious local minimum.
We first show the assertion (ii). For any syzygy h = (h1, . . . , hk) ∈ Syz1(l), we will show hi(p) = 0
for i = 1, . . . , k as the point evaluation at (any representation of) p defines a desired g ∈ R2 because
⟨l⟩2 ∩ Σ∗X = 0 in this case. By some slight abuse of notation, we refer to h1, . . . , hk as quadratic forms on
Pm with variables x0, x1, . . . , xm. It is easy to see that h1 does not involve x0 or x1, as other polynomials
lihi have degrees in x0 or x1 at most 2, i = 2, . . . , k. For the rest, if hi involves x0 or x1, then the product
lihi can only be cancelled by multiplies of x2

0 + x2
1, which means that hi is divisible by x2

0 + x2
1. Therefore,

Syz1(l) ⊆ ⟨l⟩k1, which implies hi vanishes at p for all i = 1, . . . , k. By Theorem 1.1, we know that l is a
spurious second-order stationary point. Moreover, h ∈ Syz1(l) implies that hi ∈ ⟨l⟩1 for each i = 1, . . . , k,
so by Lemma 2.4, we know that l is in fact a spurious local minimum.

It remains to show the assertion (i), which can be done by a standard perturbation argument as
follows. We claim that for any single square of a monic quadratic monomial q in x0, x1, . . . , xn and ϵ ≤ 1,
σk(l)− ϵ · q2 ∈ ΣX.

• If q only involves x2, . . . , xn, then it is obvious as q is one of l2, . . . , lk.
• If q only involves x0 and x1, then any ϵ ≤ 1 also works because l2

1 − ϵq2 = (x2
0 + x2

1)
2 − q2 =

x4
0 + 2x2

0x2
1 + x4

1 − q2 is again a sum of squares for each possibility q = x2
0, q = x2

1, and q = x0x1.
• If q = xixj where i = 0, 1 and j = 2, . . . , k, note that (xixj)

2 = (x2
i )(x2

j ), so a Gram matrix of
σk(l)− ϵ · q2 can be written as (for example i = 0 and j = k)

1 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · −ϵ/2
0 2 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 1 · · · 0 0 · · · 0

0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0
0 0 0 · · · 1 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 1 · · · 0
...

...
... · · ·

...
...

. . . 0
−ϵ/2 0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 1



,

where the first three columns/rows correspond to monomials x2
0, x0x1, and x2

1, and the bottom right
block corresponds to quadratic monomials in x2, . . . , xn. This Gram matrix is positive semidefinite
for ϵ ≤ 2 because of the diagonal dominance. Therefore, σk(l)− ϵ · q2 is still a sum of squares.
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Now notice that for any monic monomial ab, a, b ∈ R[x0, . . . , xn]2,

σk(l)±
2
3

ab =
1
3
(
(σk(l) + (a± b)2) + (σk(l)− a2) + (σk(l)− b2)

)
is again a sum of squares. Then by the convexity of ΣX and that monic monomials span R[x0, . . . , xn]4,
we conclude that σk(l) ∈ int ΣX.

Nevertheless, the locus of spurious local minima in the interior is small as quantified in Theorem 1.5.
To be more precise, given a smooth, totally real variety X ⊆ Pn, let ∆ ⊆ R2 denote the Zariski closure of
all quadratic forms that are singular at some point of X. It is known that codim(∆∩ int ΣX) ≥ 2 because it
is contained in the singular locus of the discriminant of the second Veronese re-embedding of X [BSSV21,
Theorem 2.2].

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let C ⊂ Rk
1 denote the set of all linear forms having a common complex zero on X.

As k ≥ r(X), l ∈ Rk
1 is a spurious local minimum only if l ∈ C. Note that σk(l) ∈ ∆ ∩ int ΣX if l ∈ C. Thus

the codimension of the Zariski closure of σk(C) is at least codim(∆ ∩ int ΣX) ≥ 2. □

4.2. A restricted path algorithm. Given the existence of spurious local minima in the interior, as shown
in Example 4.1, one may want to avoid them generically using the fact that codim (∆ ∩ int ΣX) ≥ 2 where
∆ is the Zariski closure of all quadratic forms that are singular at some smooth point of X. This can
be achieved if we algorithmically restrict our search path in R2 to be close to the line connecting our
starting point and the target. More precisely, given any f , g ∈ R2, we may consider a general form of the
sum-of-k-squares problem parametrized by some lower bound v ∈ R and upper bound v̄ ∈ R∪ {+∞}:

(12) v∗ := max{v ≤ v ≤ v̄ : f − v · g = σk(l), for some l ∈ Rk
1}.

We note that our nonconvex formulation (2) can be written as this alternative formulation (12): pick any
tuple of linear forms l0 and set f := σk(l0), g := f − f̄ , v = 0, and v̄ = 1. In this case, whenever we solve
the problem (12) with v∗ = 1, the corresponding solution l∗ ∈ Rk

1 is a certificate for f̄ being a sum of k
squares.

The benefit of the alternative formulation (12) is that it naturally leads to a one-dimensional search
algorithm in v. With some initial value v, such that we already have a sum-of-squares representation for
f − v · g, we can search for the maximum v∗ by iteratively increasing its value by a small step u > 0, i.e.,
vj := vj−1 + u for j = 1, 2, . . . with v0 := v, and solving (2) with a temporary target being f̄ = f̄ j = f − vj · g
until a positive distance ∥σk(l j)− f̄ j∥ > 0 is returned. We summarize this procedure in Algorithm 1,
where any descent method in step 4 is assumed to give a monotone decreasing objective distance in (2).
The validness of the algorithm is then discussed in Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.2. Fix g ∈ R2. For generic f ∈ R2, there exists U > 0 such that for any step size u < U,
Algorithm 1 will return in finite iterations a near-optimal value v′ > v∗ − u and the associated linear forms l′ such
that f − v′g = σk(l′).

Proof. The line Λ := { f − vg : v ∈ R} satisfies Λ ∩ (∆ ∩ int ΣX) = ∅ for generic f ∈ R2 by Theorem 1.5,
so we can set U := inf{∥h − h′∥ : h ∈ Λ, h′ ∈ ∆ ∩ int ΣX} > 0. Note that for any vj such that
f − vjg ∈ int ΣX, the distance ∥ f − vjg− σk(l j−1)∥ = u < U implies that the descent algorithm will only
search for quadratic forms within distance u of Λ. Therefore, step 4 does not encounter any spurious
(first-order) stationary points. □
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Algorithm 1 Restricted Path for Problem (12)

Require: quadratic forms f , g, a step size u > 0, a number k ≥ r(X)
Require: an initial value v0 = v ∈ R, and linear forms l0 ∈ Rk

1 such that f − v0g = σk(l0) ∈ int ΣX
Ensure: a near-optimal value v′ > v∗ − u and linear forms l′ such that σk(l′) = f − v′g ∈ int ΣX

1: set j← 0
2: repeat
3: store v′ := vj, l′ := l j, and update j← j + 1 and vj := vj−1 + u
4: solve (2) with f̄ = f̄ j := f − vjg, starting with l j−1 ∈ Rk

1 and using a descent method
5: collect the solution l j ∈ Rk

1
6: until the distance ∥σk(l j)− f̄ j∥ > 0

We remark that the formulation (12) can be extended to other interesting applications including sum-of-
squares relaxation for polynomial optimization. For example, suppose we want to find a lower bound of
an inhomogeneous polynomial function F ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] by writing F− v as a sum of squares of polyno-
mials in R[x1, . . . , xn] for some v ∈ R. It is of great interest to know the largest value v∗ for F− v∗ to be a
sum of squares, as v∗ provides a potentially good approximation of the minimization value minx∈Rn F(x).
If deg(F) = 2d, we may approach this task by homogenizing F− v as x2d

0 · F(x1/x0, . . . , xn/x0)− vx2d
0 ,

which can be identified with a quadratic form f − vg on the Veronese variety X := νd(P
n). Now Algo-

rithm 4 and Proposition 4.2 still apply to this problem by setting v̄ = +∞ in (12), assuming that we have
the knowledge of some v ∈ R and l0 ∈ Rk

1 such that f − vg = σk(l0) as the starting point.

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we report numerical experiments that illustrate our observations, and those that lead to
further practical applications of (2). We implement the code* in Julia v1.6 and use the package NLopt
v1.0 [Joh07] for its limited-memory BFGS (LBFGS) algorithm [LN89]. The reported computational times
are based on a 3.7 GHz CPU with 32 GB RAM.

We first run the experiments where X ⊂ Pn is an m-dimensional rational normal scroll for some m ≥ 2.
Let (n1, . . . , nm) be the heights of the Lawrence prism, as defined in (11), and n + 1 = m + ∑m

i=1 ni. As
X has minimal degree, we know that py(X) = m + 1 and consider k = m + 1, m + 2, and m + 3 for
comparison. To produce a target f̄ , we randomly generate a tuple of linear forms ltarg ∈ Rn+1

1 using
the standard normal distribution, and take its sum of squares f̄ = σn+1(ltarg) ∈ R2. Then for each
different k, we independently generate another tuple linit ∈ Rk

1 and start the LBFGS algorithm with it. To
avoid numerical issues, normalization is taken so ∥ f̄ ∥ = 1 and ∥linit∥ = 1 in their norms on R2 and Rk

1,
respectively. We also compare our nonconvex low-rank formulation against the standard semidefinite
programming (SDP) formulation. To be precise, recall from Section 3.2 that Gn+1 ⊂ S2 is the set of positive
semidefinite matrices, with the projection κ : S2 → R2, and consider the following minimization in terms
of the Gram matrix:

(13)
min

G∈Gn+1
tr(G)

s.t. κ(G) = σn+1(ltarg) in R2.

Any solution G satisfying the constraint in (13) is a (positive semidefinite) Gram matrix that certifies the
target as a sum of squares (see e.g., [BPT12, Chapter 3.1]), but there is generally no guarantee on its rank.
We thus choose our objective function in (13) to be the trace (or equivalently, the nuclear norm) of the Gram

*Code Access: https://github.com/shixuan-zhang/LowRankSOS.jl

https://github.com/shixuan-zhang/LowRankSOS.jl
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matrix, due to its common use for finding low-rank solutions in matrix completion problems [KLT11,
DR16, CLC19]. This SDP problem can be solved using an interior-point (IP) method [HRVW96], which
we access through the CSDP solver package [Bor99]. The experiment procedure is then repeated 100 times
and the results are summarized in Table 2.

Heights m n k Successful Unfinished Spurious Time (s) SDP Min.
Rank

SDP Med.
Rank

(5,10) 2 16
3 100 0 0 0.037

4 74 100 0 0 0.037
5 100 0 0 0.044

(10,15) 2 26
3 100 0 0 0.131

7 94 100 0 0 0.167
5 100 0 0 0.199

(15,20) 2 36
3 100 0 0 0.322

8 114 100 0 0 0.393
5 100 0 0 0.478

(30,40) 2 71
3 100 0 0 4.601

14 204 100 0 0 2.110
5 100 0 0 2.534

(50,60) 2 111
3 100 0 0 23.600

21 304 100 0 0 5.734
5 100 0 0 6.803

(70,80) 2 151
3 100 0 0 83.241

29 394 100 0 0 14.258
5 100 0 0 15.884

(5,10,15) 3 32
4 100 0 0 0.433

8 105 100 0 0 0.404
6 100 0 0 0.476

(10,20,30) 3 62
4 98 2 0 5.212

13 175 100 0 0 1.918
6 100 0 0 2.196

(20,30,40) 3 92
4 99 1 0 31.089

18 235 100 0 0 4.715
6 100 0 0 5.119

(5,10,15,20) 4 53
5 100 0 0 6.290

10 156 100 0 0 1.707
7 100 0 0 1.880

(10,15,20,25) 4 73
5 98 2 0 22.724

14 186 100 0 0 3.845
7 100 0 0 3.978

(15,20,25,30) 4 93
5 98 2 0 59.986

17 226 100 0 0 7.313
7 100 0 0 7.195

(5,10,15,20,25) 5 78
6 100 0 0 45.008

15 197 100 0 0 6.568
8 100 0 0 6.093

TABLE 2. Some experiment results for rational normal scrolls

In Table 2, we specify the heights (n1, . . . , nm) and the dimension m of the scroll, together with the
dimension n of the ambient projective space and the number of squares k for our nonconvex rank-k
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formulation in the first columns. The column “Successful” shows the number of experiment runs that the
LBFGS algorithm returns a tuple of linear forms l, such that the distance between its sum of squares and
the target ∥σk(l)− f̄ ∥ is no more than the preset threshold ϵ := 10−8; the column “Spurious” shows the
number of experiment runs where the LBFGS algorithm has converged (according to the default settings
in NLopt package) but the distance ∥σk(l) − f̄ ∥ > ϵ; the column “Unfinished” shows the number of
experiment runs with neither of the above outcomes, i.e., the LBFGS algorithm has not converged within
the preset time limits (600 seconds) or the preset maximum number of σk and its differential evaluations
(20n evaluations). The column “Time” shows the mean computational times of the experiment runs where
the LBFGS algorithm has converged. Moreover, we report the minimum and median rank of the solutions
found by the SDP formulation (13) in the columns “SDP Min. Rank” and “SDP Med. Rank.” From these
results, we observe that

• while the LBFGS algorithm may not converge in the given computational budget, it does not
terminate at spurious stationary points in all experiment runs;
• using a number of squares k larger than the Pythagoras number may reduce the computation time

of the LBFGS method (by over 80% in the case of (15, 20, 25, 30)-scroll); and
• the ranks of the solution found by the SDP formulation (13) grow with n, in contrast with the

low-rank formulation (2).
It is noted, to our surprise, that on all the scroll instances presented in Table 2, the SDP solver is able
to solve the problem, usually within seconds. We further compare the computational efficiency of the
low-rank formulation and the SDP formulation by focusing on surface scrolls (m = 2) and setting the
heights (n1, n2) ∈ {(50, 100), (100, 200), (200, 300), (300, 400), (500, 600), (700, 800)}. We also change the
termination threshold to be ϵ = 10−4 for both the LBFGS and IP methods, and remove the limits on the
computational time and number of evaluations. The results for 5 independent repetitions are plotted
with logarithmic scales in Figure 3. While the SDP formulation (solved by an IP method) can be faster
on smaller instances, our low-rank formulation (solved by an LBFGS method) scales better on larger
instances.
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FIGURE 3. Median Computational Times for Surface Scrolls (Axes in Log-scale)
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The second experiment is about plane curves. Let Y ⊂ P2 be a plane curve defined by a cubic
homogeneous polynomial. To certify nonnegativity of a degree-2d polynomial on the curve, we can
consider the embedded curve X = νd(Y) ⊂ span(X) ⊂ P(d+2)(d+1)/2, where span(X) is a subspace of
P(d+2)(d+1)/2 of dimension (d+2

d )− (d−3+2
d−3 )− 1 = 3d− 1, so deg X = 3d > codim X + 1 = 3d− 1. Thus X

is a variety of almost minimal degree in its span, but not a variety of minimal degree. Nevertheless, the
real gonality of Y ensures that py(X) = 3 [BSSV21]. We conduct the experiments in the following way:
first we randomly generate the integer monomial coefficients (between −7 and 7) of the cubic defining
Y; then we randomly generate f̄ ∈ R2 and then linit ∈ Rk

1 for each k ∈ {3, 4, 5} using standard normal
distributions as we did in the experiments on rational normal scrolls.

The results for 100 independent experiment runs are then summarized in Table 3, where “Cubic”
is the defining polynomial, “Degree” represents the degree d, while the other columns “Successful,”
“Unfinished,” “Spurious,” and “Time” are the same as those in Table 2. Despite that X is not of minimal
degree, we do not encounter any case where the LBFGS algorithm converges to a spurious stationary
point. The mean computational time grows with the number of squares k we use, for every fixed cubic
curve and target degree d. This is different from the results we got in Table 2 and suggests that it is not
always faster to use more squares.

To further study the growth of computational times with respect to the degree d, we fix our plane
cubic curve to be Y := V(−x2

1x2 − 4x0x2
1 + 6x1x2

2 − 7x0x1x2 + 7x2
0x1 − 2x3

2 + 3x0x2
2 + x2

0x2 − x3
0) ⊂ P2,

and consider d ∈ {100, 200, 300, 400, 500}. The results are plotted in Figure 4 with logarithmic scales for
the axes, where the rank-3 formulation outperforms the SDP formulation as d grows beyond 200. This
reconfirms the popular belief that the low-rank formulation could scale better than the SDP formulation
and justifies our study of it being applied to sum-of-squares problems (2).
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FIGURE 4. Median Computational Times for Forms on a Plane Cubic Curve (Axes in
Log-scale)

Our last experiments are conducted on Veronese varieties X = νd(P
m) ⊂ Pn, where n = (d+m

d )− 1.
Other than the case d = m = 2 (the Veronese surface), X is not a variety of minimal degree, and the
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Cubic Degree n k Successful Unfinished Spurious Time (s)

−3x3
0 + x2

0x1− x0x2
1 − 6x3

1 + 3x2
0x2 +

6x0x1x2 + 5x2
1x2 + 5x0x2

2 + 5x1x2
2 +

3x3
2

10 30
3 100 0 0 0.264
4 100 0 0 0.329
5 100 0 0 0.404

20 60
3 100 0 0 1.869
4 100 0 0 2.421
5 100 0 0 3.003

30 90
3 100 0 0 8.432
4 100 0 0 10.931
5 100 0 0 13.674

40 120
3 100 0 0 12.204
4 100 0 0 15.945
5 100 0 0 19.860

50 150
3 100 0 0 24.242
4 100 0 0 31.905
5 100 0 0 39.570

5x3
0 − 2x2

0x1 − x0x2
1 + 3x3

1 − x2
0x2 +

7x0x2
1 − x2

1x2 − 5x0x2
2 − 5x1x2

2 − 2x3
2

10 30
3 100 0 0 0.143
4 100 0 0 0.171
5 100 0 0 0.210

20 60
3 100 0 0 0.938
4 100 0 0 1.225
5 100 0 0 1.536

30 90
3 100 0 0 3.175
4 100 0 0 4.141
5 100 0 0 5.203

40 120
3 100 0 0 7.596
4 100 0 0 9.843
5 100 0 0 12.150

50 150
3 100 0 0 12.009
4 100 0 0 15.340
5 100 0 0 18.458

−7x3
0 + 3x2

0x1 − 5x0x2
1 + 5x3

1 −
6x2

0x2 − 4x0x1x2 − 6x2
1x2 − 6x0x2

2 −
7x1x2

2 − 2x3
2

10 30
3 100 0 0 0.185
4 100 0 0 0.219
5 100 0 0 0.268

20 60
3 100 0 0 1.160
4 100 0 0 1.506
5 100 0 0 1.891

30 90
3 100 0 0 3.845
4 100 0 0 5.012
5 100 0 0 6.226

40 120
3 100 0 0 9.110
4 100 0 0 11.759
5 100 0 0 14.490

50 150
3 100 0 0 14.042
4 100 0 0 18.065
5 100 0 0 21.885

TABLE 3. Some experiment results for plane cubic curves
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Pythagoras number py(X) is not known precisely, unlike the case of plane cubic curves. To circumvent
this issue, we adopt an upper bound on py(X), which is the smallest integer k̄ such that (k̄+1

2 ) ≥
dimR(R2) [BSSV21]. To study the behaviour of the LBFGS algorithm with respect to different numbers
of squares, we consider k = k̄, ⌈1.1 · k̄⌉, and ⌈1.2 · k̄⌉ for comparison. All other experiment settings are
the same as those in the rational normal scrolls and plane cubic curves. The results are summarized in
Table 4, from which we can see that the LBFGS algorithm is still able to converge to the global minimum
in all cases without being trapped at any spurious stationary points. This indicates that the spurious
local minimum we constructed in Example 4.1 is likely rare and does not affect the success of LBFGS
algorithms on generic instances.

m d n k Successful Unfinished Spurious Time (s)

4 2 14
12 100 0 0 0.049
14 100 0 0 0.048
15 100 0 0 0.051

6 2 27
20 100 0 0 0.382
22 100 0 0 0.407
24 100 0 0 0.439

8 2 44
31 100 0 0 2.483
35 100 0 0 2.687
38 100 0 0 2.910

10 2 65
45 100 0 0 9.641
50 100 0 0 10.755
54 100 0 0 11.644

4 3 34
20 100 0 0 0.534
22 100 0 0 0.584
24 100 0 0 0.636

3 4 34
18 100 0 0 0.428
20 100 0 0 0.471
22 100 0 0 0.518

2 5 20
11 100 0 0 0.065
13 100 0 0 0.077
14 100 0 0 0.082

TABLE 4. Some experiment results for Veronese varieties
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