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THE RANK-1 COMPLETION PROBLEM FOR CUBIC TENSORS

JINLING ZHOU, JIAWANG NIE, ZHENG PENG, AND GUANGMING ZHOU

ABSTRACT. This paper studies the rank-1 tensor completion problem for cubic
tensors. First of all, we show that this problem is equivalent to a special rank-1
matrix recovery problem. When the tensor is strongly rank-1 completable, we
show that the problem is equivalent to a rank-1 matrix completion problem
and it can be solved by an iterative formula. For other cases, we propose
both nuclear norm relaxation and moment relaxation methods for solving the
resulting rank-1 matrix recovery problem. The nuclear norm relaxation some-
times returns a rank-1 tensor completion, while sometimes it does not. When
it fails, we apply the moment hierarchy of semidefinite programming relax-
ations to solve the rank-1 matrix recovery problem. The moment hierarchy
can always get a rank-1 tensor completion, or detect its nonexistence. Nu-
merical experiments are shown to demonstrate the efficiency of these proposed
methods.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let F be the real filed R or complex filed C. A tensor A € F"**"m can be
viewed as the multi-array indexed such that

A= (Aiy iy )1<in<ng o 1< <.

The integer m is called the order of A. When m = 3, we call A a cubic tensor. For
vectors uy € F"*, k = 1,--- ,m, the notation u; ® - - - ® u,,, denotes the tensor in
[ xmm guch that

(U1 @ -+ @ U )iy oviy, = (U1~ (Ui )i
for all indices i1, - - - , %,. Tensors of the form u1 ®- - - @u,, are called rank-1 tensors.

When ny = -+ = n,, = n, tensors in F™"1>"*"m are said to be hypercubical. We
denote the hypercubical tensor space

(") =F"®---F" (F™ appears m times).

When it is hypercubical, the tensor A is said to be symmetric if A;,...;,, = Aj,...5,.
for every permutation (i1 - iy,) of (j1 -+ jm). The subspace of symmetric tensors
in T™(F") is denoted as 8™ (F"). The dimension of F"1* " *"m ig ng ---n,,, while
the dimension of S™(F") is ("*™1).

An important concept for tensors is rank. For A € Fmt> " X"m jtg rank is the
smallest r such that

A=A+ + A,

where each A; € F™1* " *"m ig of rank 1. The above equation is also often referenced
as Candecomp-Parafac (CP) decomposition and the smallest r is referred as CP

rank in the literature [19]. We refer to [3| [6l, 10, [I7) 36, [38] 43} [47] for the work of
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computing tensor decompositions. It is interesting to remark that the tensor rank
depends on the ground field [29]. There also exist other types of tensor ranks, such
as border rank and multi-linear rank. We refer to the work [9] 20 25, [29] for various
types of ranks for tensors.

The tensor completion problem (TCP) is to find values for missing entries of a
partially given tensor so that it has certain property, e.g., it has low rank. TCP has
broad applications, such as computer vision [31] B9, [40], recommendation systems
[14,122], imaging and signal processing [30,[50]. We refer to [23] for more applications
of tensors.

Tensor completion is an extension of matrix completion. The nuclear norm re-
laxation is frequently used to get matrix completions [4, Bl [42]. Nuclear norms are
also defined for tensors [13}B85]. Tensor nuclear norm relaxations can be extended to
solve tensor completion or recovery problems [32] 46, 48] [49]. Optimization meth-
ods based on CP decompositions can be used to get low rank tensor completions
or recovery [Il 40, 50]. Tucker decomposition based techniques are also applica-
ble to get tensor completions via minimizing ranks of unfolded matrices [3T], [41].
Recently, there are Riemannian-manifold optimization methods for getting tensor
completions [T11 [15] 24} [45].

Many tensor optimization problems can be formulated as moment or polynomial
optimization (see [34, Chapter 11]). Tensor nuclear norms can be computed by
solving moment relaxations [35] [46]. Real eigenvalues of tensors can be obtained by
solving certain polynomial optimization problems [8, [37]. Stable rank-one matrix
completions can be solved by the level-2 Moment-SOS relaxation [7].

Contributions. This paper focuses on rank-1 completions for cubic tensors. It
looks for a rank-1 tensor that has given values for some of its entries. Consider a
partially given tensor A € R™1*"2%"3 j e  there is a subset

Q - [nl] X [7’1,2] X [7’1,3]
such that the entry A is given for all (i, 7, k) € Q. The rank-1 tensor completion
problem is to look for a rank-1 tensor a ® b ® ¢ such that a;bjcr, = Ay i for all
(1,4, k) € Q. So, the problem can formulated as

(1.1) {ﬁnd (a,b,c) € R™ x R™ x R"8

s.t. Aijk = aibjcku (iujv k) € Q.

For the above a, b, ¢, the equation A = a®b® ¢ is called a rank-1 tensor completion
for A. The geometric properties of the rank-1 tensor completion problem are well
studied by Kahle et al. [2I]. We remark that finding a rank-1 tensor completion is
equivalent to solving the polynomial optimization problem:

min Z (Aiji — aibjck)Q.

a,b,c 4
(i,5,k)€Q

It has 3 vector variables a, b, c and the polynomial has degree six. However, solving
the above polynomial optimization directly is not computationally attractive. This
is shown in Example [Z.1}

In this paper, we show that the rank-1 tensor completion problem is equivalent
to a special rank-1 matrix recovery problem. To be precise, we show that (LT is
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equivalent to

find X = ab? € Rm1xn2
(1.2) st Ai ik Xinjs — Aigjok Xiyj, =0
for (il, jl, k), (iz,jg,k) S Q, k= 1, ..., N3,

The equality constraint in (L2)) is equivalent to the determinantal equation

dot [Az'mk Xim] _o
Aigjak Xigjo

The problem (L2)) is a special class of rank-1 matrix recovery. The relationship
between (1)) and (2) is studied in Subsection Bl

A specially interesting case arises when the values of X;; for (i,7,k) € Q are
uniquely determined (up to scaling) by equality constraints in (IZ). For this case,
the tensor completion problem can be reduced to the rank-1 matrix completion
problem and the tensor A is said to be strongly rank-1 completable (see Defini-
tion B.3)), if a rank-1 tensor completion exists. Furthermore, if the corresponding
bipartite graph is connected, the rank-1 matrix completion problem can be solved
by an iterative formula. These results are shown in Subsection

When A is not strongly rank-1 completable, a natural approach for solving (I2)
is to apply the nuclear norm relaxation, shown in Subsection[3:3l The nuclear norm
relaxation may fail to find a rank-1 tensor completion. However, we can always
get a rank-1 tensor completion by solving the moment hierarchy of semidefinite
programming relaxations, or we detect its nonexistence. This is shown in Section [l
When the tensor A is symmetric, there are more attractive properties for the nuclear
norm and moment relaxations. This is shown in Section[5l Our proposed method for
cubic tensors can be naturally extended to higher order tensors, shown in Section [6
Numerical experiments are provided in Section [7

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. The symbol N (resp., R, C) denotes the set of nonnegative integers
(resp., real, complex numbers). For integer k > 0, [k] stands for the set {1,...,k}.
For a finite set T, its cardinality is denoted as |T|. We denote by R[z] the ring
of polynomials in = (x1,--- ,x,) and with real coefficients. The subset of poly-
nomials of degree d in R[z] is denoted by R[z];. The superscript 7 denotes the
transpose of a matrix or vector. For a symmetric matrix X, the inequality X = 0
(resp., X = 0) means that X is positive semidefinite (resp., positive definite). The
cone of all N-by-N real symmetric positive semidefinite matrices is denoted as Sﬁrv .
A subset I C R[x] is called an ideal if pg € I for all p € I and for all ¢ € R [z], and
a+belforallabel. Foratuple h = (hy,--,hy) of polynomials in R [z], we
denote the ideal

Ideal[h] == hy - Rlz] 4+ -+ - + hy, - R]z].
For a set of polynomials P C R[z], its real variety is the set

V(P) = {z €R": p(z) =0Vpe P}.

A polynomial p is said to vanish on a set T if p(u) = 0 for all u € T'. If so, we write
p=0onT or p|r =0.
For a = (a1,...,ap) € N, define |a| == oy + - - - + . We denote the power set

Ny ={aeN": |of <d}.
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For x = (x1,...,2n), we denote the monomial power 2% = " - - - 22" The column
vector of all monomials in « and of degrees up to d is denoted
o 2 aT
[z], = [1 Xy o Xy XT] TyTy - T ] .

The length of the vector [z], is ("F9).

A polynomial f € R[z] is said to be a sum of squares (SOS) if there exist
polynomials py,--- ,py € R[z] such that f = p? + --- + p?. The set of all SOS
polynomial in R[] is denoted as X[z]. For a degree d, we denote the truncation

Y z], = Xz] NRlzlq.

It is well known that (see [34], Sec. 2.4]) a polynomial f € R[x]2q is SOS if and only
if there exists X € SV, with N = ("jl'd), such that

T
(2.1) =l X e,
For a tuple g = (g1, - , gm), its quadratic module is the set
QM[g] = Z[z] + g1 - Zla] + -+ gmX [z].

When g is empty, QM[)] = X[x]. For a degree d, we denote the truncation (let
go=1)

OMlgla = {3 0igi : 01 € Ta), deg(oigi) < d}f.
=0

2.2. Moment and localizing matrices. The notation RN4 stands for the space
of real vectors y that are indexed by o € N}, i.e.,

Y= (ya)aeNg-

Such a vector y is called a truncated multi-sequence (tms) of degree d. The tms y
is said to admit a Borel measure p on R™ if

Yo = /xo‘du for all « € NJ.

If it exists, such u is called a representing measure for y. The support of y is the
smallest closed set T such that u(R™\ T') = 0, and we denote it by supp(u). The
measure u is said to be supported in a set K if supp(p) C K.

For f € R[z]y and y € RYd, we define the bilinear operation

(foy) = Z faya for f= Z fax®.

aeNY aeNY

For an integer ¢ € [0,d/2], the ¢th order moment matrix of y is the symmetric
matrix M,[y] such that

(2.2) (p?,y) = vec(p)T - My[y] - vec(p) for all p € R[z],.

Here vec(p) denotes the coefficient vector of p, listed in the graded lexicographical
order. Indeed, one can see that

Myl = (ya+ﬁ)aeNg,5eNg-
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For instance, when n = 2 and ¢ = 2, we have

Yoo Yo Yo1 Y20 Yi1  Yo2
Yio Y20 Y11 Yo Y21 Y12
My = Yor Y11 Yo2 Y21 Y12 Yo3
Y20 Y30 Y21 Ya0 Y31 Y22
Y1 Y21 Y12 Y1 Y22 Y13
Yo2 Y12 Yo3 Y22 Y13 Yo4

For a polynomial h € R[z]q, denote by ”Vh(d) [y] the vector such that
(b " lls)w) = ")

for every column vector v of length ("*), where s = d — deg(h). The “Vh(d) [y]
is called the localizing vector of h and generated by y [34]. For instance, when
h=1-—z129 and n = 2,d = 4, we have

Yoo — Y11

Y10 — Y21

4//(4) _ Yo1 — Y12
h [y] Y20 — Y31
Y11 — Y22

Yo2 — Y13

Given a polynomial f € R[z] and a finite set of polynomials P C R[z], we
consider the constrained optimization problem:

(2.3) { min. f(x)

st. p(x)=0 for pe P.

Its global optimizers can be computed by moment relaxations. For £ = 1,2, ..., the
fth order moment relaxation is

min - (f,y)
(2.4) st. VW =0 for pe P,

yo =1,y € RN,

Its dual optimization problem is the ¢th order SOS relaxation

max 7y
(2.5) { s.t.  f— € Ideal[Plag + X[x]os.

The sequence of relaxations (Z4)—(2) is often referenced as the Moment-SOS hi-
erarchy for solving (2.3]). We refer to [26] 27,28, [34] for more detailed introductions
to the Moment-SOS hierarchy.

3. RANK-1 TENSOR COMPLETION AND MATRIX RECOVERY

For a partially given tensor A € R™*"2Xn3 et ) be the set of indices (i, j, k)
such that the tensor entry A;; is given. It is a subset of [n1] X [ng] x [n3]. We
write () as the union

n3
(3.1) O = U QO
k=1
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where the set , is

Qk = {(ilvjlvk)a (7’27]27k)5(lmkajmkak)}
Let my = |Qk|, the cardinality of Q. If A =a®b® ¢, then for each k =1,...,ns,

'Ailjl k Ay bjl
'Aizjzk iy bjz
(32) . = . Cl.
A gy Wiy O,
The above implies rank By < 1, for the matrix
'Ailjl k Qiy bjl
'Aizjzk Qiy bjz
Bk = . .
Aidmp ke Gy O,

Clearly, rank By, < 1 if and only if all 2-by-2 minors of By, are zeros, i.e.,

Aigjok @i by,

(3.3) det {Aitjtk aib;

} = Ai j.kai bj, — Aijkaibj, =0,
for all 1 < s <t < myg. This gives (";’“) quadratic equations. There are totally
w21 ("*) such equations. In the above, we have rank By, = 1 if at least one entry
of By, is nONZero.
Let (2,7, k) be the index of any tensor entry of largest absolute value:
3.4 A = ax | Akl -
4 Migel = s Mol
For a rank-1 completion A = a ® b ® ¢ with nonzero a, b, we can scale them such
that a; = bj = 1. So, the rank-1 tensor completion is equivalent to

find (a, b, ¢) € R™ x R™ x R™
st A jkai by, — Aiyjkai by, =0

(3.5) for (is,Js, k), (it Ge k) € Qg, k= 1,...,ng3,
Aijk = aibjer, for (i, 4, k) € Q,
a; = bj =1.

3.1. Reduction to matrix recovery. If we let X = ab”, then ([3.3) is equivalent
to

(3.6) AijkXinj, — AiejerXing. =0
for all feasible indices s,t, k. If A has a rank-1 completion, i.e.,there is a pair (a, b)

satisfying (3:3), then the matrix X = ab? satisfies ([3.6). Therefore, we consider
the matrix recovery problem

find X = abT € Rm1%n2
st AigoXig, — Ak Xij, =0
for (is, js, k), (it, e, k) € Qi, k=1,...,n3,
X =1,

(3.7)

where the pair (7, 7) is as in ([B4). The relationship between the tensor completion
problem ([B.5]) and the matrix recovery problem ([B.7) is given as follows.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose A is the partially given tensor as above. If X = ab” is
feasible for (37) and for each k =1,...,n3, the following equation

'Ailjl k sy bjl
(35) Aisjok iy by
. . = ) ch
Ay i Qi Oji

has a nonzero coefficient for cy, then A has the rank-1 completion A =a®b® c
with ¢ = (c1,...,¢n;). Conversely, if A is rank-1 completable and Ai}fc # 0, then

(37) has a rank-1 feasible matriz solution X = ab’.

Proof. If X = ab” is feasible for (3.7, then X;; = a;b; = 1. Up to a scaling, we
can further assume a; = bj = 1. Moreover, a and b also satisfy the equation

Aij.k@i, by, — Aiyjrai by, =0

for all (is, js, k), (i1, Jt, k) € Q and k = 1,...,n3, so rank By < 1. This means
that the equation (3.8) has a solution ¢, for each k, since the coefficient vector is
nonzero. Let ¢ = (c1, -+ ¢py), then a;bjer, = Ajji for all (4, 4, k) € Q. So, a®@b®c
is a rank-1 tensor completion for A.

Conversely, if A is rank-1 completable, say, A = a®bRc¢, then for all (i, j, k) € Q,
Aijr = aibje. Each ¢y is a solution for (3.8), so rank By, < 1 and (3.3]) holds. Let
X = ab”, then (B.6) holds. Since A%ﬁ # 0 and a, b are non-zero vectors, we scale
them such that a; = bj = 1. Then, X =1 and hence X is a rank-1 feasible matrix
solution for ([B.7]). O

Remark 3.2. (i) If the coefficient vector in the right-hand of ([B.8)) is zero and the
left-hand side one is also zero, then we can select arbitrary value for c¢;. In this
case, the rank-1 tensor completion is not unique. (ii) If the coefficient vector in the
right-hand of [B.8)) is zero but the left-hand side one is nonzero, then (8] has no
feasible solution and a rank-1 completion does not exist.

3.2. Strongly rank-1 completable tensors. We consider a special class of rank-
1 tensor completion problems that can be reduced to rank-1 matrix completions.
Denote the index set

(3.9) Q= {3, j): (i, j, k) e Q}.

It is the projection of © on the first two indices. The equations of ([B.6]) are ho-
mogenous in the vector of partial matrix entries

Xa = (X jear

Note that Xg can be viewed as a vector in Rﬁ. The set of solutions to the linear

system (B.6]) is a subspace of R2. We are interested in the case that (8) has a
unique solution (up to scaling), i.e., the subspace of its solutions is one dimensional.
This leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.3. The partially given tensor A is strongly rank-1 completable if it has
a rank-1 completion and the subspace of solutions Xg to (3.0) is one dimensional.
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Let (i,], k) be the index as in @Z). If Xg is a nonzero solution to (3.6), we
can scale it such that X;; = 1. If the subspace of solutions Xg to (3.6) is one
dimensional, there exist scalars w;; such that

(3.10) Xoo=1, Xy =uw; for (i,j) €

1]

So, when A is strongly rank-1 completable, the problem (B is equivalent to the
rank-1 matrix completion problem

find X = ab”T € Rm*n2
(3.11) st Xy =w; for (i, j) € Q,
Xy =1.

The rank-1 matrix completion problem (BII]) can be solved explicitly when the
bipartite graph determined by € is connected (see [7]). Let V1,V> be the sets:

Vi={iem]:(i,j) €Q}, Va={jend:(i,j)eQ}

Consider the bipartite graph G(V1, Va, Q) with vertex sets V1, Vo and whose edge
set is . When G(Vi, Va, Q) is connected, the rank-1 matrix X satisfying (ZIT)
is unique and it can be determined by an iterative formula. This can be seen as
follows. For X;; =1, we can let

Since G(V1, Va, ﬁ) is connected, there exist indices i1, j; such that (i1, ) € Q and

(1,71) € ©, so we can get

ail = wi137

Similarly, there exist indices i, j2 such that (i1, j2) € Q and (i2,71) € S~), SO
Qjy = Wiyj /bj17 bjz = wiljz/ail'

When the bipartite graph G(V7, Va, ) is connected, repeating the above can pro-
duce edge connections:

ai1—>bj2—>ai3—>bj4—>~-~,
bj1—>ai2—>bj3—>ai4—>---

So, the entries of a,b can be given by the iterative formula

(3'12) Qi = wiz+1jl/bjz’ bjl+1 = Wiyji 4 /aiz’ 1=1,2,....

When the graph G(V1, Va2, ) is not connected, it is a union of connected subgraphs.
We can do similar things for each of them. For such a case, the rank one completion
for X is not unique. We refer to [7] for this.

The following is an example of applying the iterative formula [B.12)) to get rank-1
tensor completions.

Example 3.4. Consider the tensor A € R3*3%3 with given entries:

A = -1, Ay =-1, Asn=-1, Aizp=1,
Aszio=—1, Axz=1, Az;3=1, Ags=—-1
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We have Q = {(1,1), (1,3), (2,2), (2,3), (3,1), (3,2)}. The equation (3.0) gives

A1 X2 — A221 X11 =0, A111X31 — A311X11 =0,
A1 X31 — A311 X202 =0, Ai32X31 — A312X13 =0,
Az33X31 — A313X23 =0, Az33X32 — A323X03 =0,
A3z13 X33 — A323X31 = 0.

Then, BI3) can be written as

(3.13)

10 -1 0 00
10 0 0 -1 0 ?1
00 1 0 -10 X13
(3.14) 01 0 0 10 X” =0.
00 0 -1 10 X23
00 0 1 01 X31
00 0 0 1 1 |L%%®

The subspace of solutions for the above equation is one dimensional, spanned by
(1, =1,1,1, 1, -1).

Let (i, j, k) = (1,1, 1), since |Aijr| = 1 for all (i, j, k) € Q. So, we let X1; =1
and a1 = by = 1. The values of X;; and w;; in (310) are:

Xip=wp =1, Xiz=wiz=-1, Xop =we =1,
Xog=wa3 =1, Xz =w31 =1, X3 =wsz =—1.

Then, we can get a, b by the formula BI2) as:

wiz=—1 wa2=1

=1
CI,1:1—>l)3:—1H}L)CI,2:—1—>Z)2:—17
w31:1

bi=1—>a3=1.

Hence, we get
a=(1,-1,1), b=(1, -1, -1).

Finally, we get ¢ = (=1, —1, 1) by solving B.8), which gives the rank-1 tensor
completion A=a®b® c.

3.3. Nuclear norm relaxation. We discuss the case that the partially given ten-
sor A is not strongly rank-1 completable. To find a feasible rank-1 matrix X for
B0, a frequently used approach is to solve the nuclear norm relaxation (|| X/«
denotes the nuclear norm of X, i.e., the sum of all its singular values):

min || X,
st AigakXieg, — AigerXig, =0
for (isajsa k)u(itajta k) EQku k:17"'7n37

(3.15)

The matrix nuclear norm minimization can be equivalently reformulated as a semi-
definite program (see [5 [12]). Indeed, up to applying the singular value decompo-
sition of X, one can show that || X|. equals the minimum value of

min % (Trace(W;) + Trace(W2))

Wi X]EO.

s.t. X7 W,
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Therefore, (B.10) is equivalent to the semidefinite program

min Trace(W;) + Trace(Ws)
st Ao Xig, — Aok Xigj, =0
(316) for (i57j57 k),(?;t,jt, k) EQk, k:l,...,ng,

W, X B
W T

We would like to remark that the nuclear norm relaxation (BI5]) sometimes
returns a rank-1 matrix X for (87), while sometimes it does not. This is shown in
the following example.

Example 3.5. (i) Consider the tensor A € R¥***4 with given entries:

Ao =2, Az =4, A =1, Ao =4,
Agzo =4, Az =2, Agiz=2, Asz3=1,
Az =1, Aps=1, Aus=1, Aju=2.

Solving the nuclear norm relazation [BIH), we get the optimal matriz

11 2 1
A E
XM=t 1,1
11 1
3 2 1 3
It is rank-1 and X* = a*b*™, with
111

a* = (1 ), b =(1,1,21).

727272
Then, we get the vector ¢* = (2, 4, 2, 2) by solving BR)), which gives the rank-1

tensor completion A = a* @ b* ® c*.
(ii) Consider the tensor A € R3*3%3 with given entries:

Aiz1 =4, Azgz =2, Aizg =4, Aziz3 =1, Az = 1.

Solving the nuclear norm relazation [BIH), we get the optimal matriz

00 1
X*=|[1 00
020

However, rankX* = 3 > 1, so the nuclear norm relazation [BI8) does not give a
rank-1 tensor completion. On the other hand, this tensor A is rank-1 completable,
since

11
A= (15 55 5) ® (17 15 2) ® (27 45 2)
It is interesting to note that there exists a different tensor completion, e.g.,

11
A = (1, Z, Z)®(17 1, 1)@(4, 8, 4)

For this instance, the rank-1 tensor completion is not unique. We expect at least 7
given entries for it to be unique.
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4. THE MOMENT-SOS RELAXATIONS

The nuclear norm relaxation may not return a rank-1 tensor completion. When
this is the case, we propose a moment hierarchy of semidefinite programming relax-
ations to solve the problem. As shown in Section [, the rank-1 tensor completion
problem ([B33]) is equivalent to the feasibility problem:

find (a,b) € R™ x R
st Aijeai by, — Aijikaibj, =0
for (is, js, k), (it, 2, k) € Qi, k=1,...,n3,

(4.1)

The above pair (2, j) is as in @). To solve EI]), we select a coercive quadratic

objective
al’ _Ta

where F' is a symmetric positive definite matrix of order (n; 4+ ng). Then, we
consider the polynomial optimization problem:

min  f(a, b)
st Aijeai by, — Aijikaibj, =0
for (is, js, k), (it, 2, k) € Qi, k=1,...,n3,
CL% = bj» =1.

(4.2)

When F is positive definite, the optimization problem (£2)) must have a minimizer
if it is feasible. Moreover, when F is generically selected (i.e., F' is chosen from a
Zariski open set in the matrix space), the minimizer of (2] is unique. We refer to
[16, Section 6.3] for uniqueness of optimizers for polynomial optimization.

Assume (a*, b*) is an optimizer for [£2)). If for each k € [ns], the equation

* 1k
Airjik az, bj,
* Ik
(43) Avasar aib, |
. . = . Ck
. . * *
7f7nk]mkk aimk Jmk

has a nonzero coefficient for ¢}, then we get the rank-1 completion A = a* ®b* ®c*,
with ¢* = (¢f,--+,c}.). This follows from Theorem [3:11

»“ng
For convenience of notation, denote the vector variable

o 7
T = (al,...,a;il,a”l,...,am,bl,...,b b bn,) € R™,

ARELINRTRERS

where 7 = ny + na — 2. The objective f(a,b) is a quadratic polynomial in x and
we write it as f(z). Denote the set of quadratic polynomials in x:

(isa jS? k)u (ita jt7 k) € Qk’ }

(4.4) = {Az'sjskaz‘tbjt — Aijikai, by, st k=1 .. .

There are totally >, (") polynomials in ®, where my, = |Q]. Then the opti-
mization problem ([@2]) can be rewritten as

min  f(z)
(4.5) { st. o) =0 for all € ®.



12 JINLING ZHOU, JIJAWANG NIE, ZHENG PENG, AND GUANGMING ZHOU

For £ =1,2,..., the fth order moment relaxation for solving (&) is

min (f,23e4>
(4.6) s.t. V(; )[y] =0 for all ¢ € P,
Mé[y] E 07

Yo =1,y € RNz,

We refer to Subsection 22 for the notation V2‘[y] and M;[y]. Note that the vector
y is indexed by monomial powers o € N7, and Vgé [y], M¢[y] are linear in y. The
moment relaxation (£8) can be implemented in the software GloptiPoly 3 [IS].

Suppose y* is an optimizer of [@6]). To extract a minimizer for (£2), one could
consider the rank-1 condition: there exists an integer ¢ € [1, ¢] such that

(4.7) rank M;[y*] = 1.
Note that the entries of y* are indexed by a € NJ,. When (@) holds, the vector

*

= (Yl Ye,)
is a minimizer of (L3]). We refer to [34] Sec. 4.2] for this fact.

Theorem 4.1. For the moment relazation ([@L8), we have:

(i) The partially given tensor A has no rank-1 completion if and only if the
moment relazation (LQ) is infeasible for some order (.

(i) Suppose Vr(®) is a nonempty finite set or a nonempty compact smootH]
variety. If the objective f is generic@, then the moment relaxzation (6] has
minimizers and each minimizer y* must satisfy the rank condition (&),
when £ is big enough.

Proof. (i) If the moment relaxation (4.0)) is infeasible for some order ¢, then the
feasible set of (@2 must be empty. This is because (6] is a relaxation of ({#2).
If the problem ([@2) is infeasible, then we have —1 € Ideal[®] + X[z], by Real
Nullstellensatz (see [34, Theorem 2.6.3]). So, it must hold that

(4.8) -1 € Ideal[‘l)]gg + E[./L']Q[,

when £ is big enough. The dual optimization of (0] is the SOS relaxation
max 7y

(4.9) { st.  f— € Ideal[P]as + X[z]20-

The condition (@8] implies that the dual maximization problem (@3] is unbounded
above. By weak duality, the moment relaxation (€8] must be infeasible.

(ii) First, consider the case that the variety Vk(®) is a nonempty finite set. It
is shown in [34] Theorem 5.6.1] (also see [28] or [33]) that the moment relaxation
(£8) has minimizers and each minimizer y* must satisfy the rank condition

(4.10) rank M;_1[y*] = rank M;[y*],
when ¢ big enough. Moreover, there are rank M;[y*] minimizers for (£3]), which are
contained in the support of the representing measure for the subvector

Y l2e = (Ya)aeng,-

1Here, Vg (®) is said to be smooth if there exists a finite set P C R[z] such that Ideal[P] =
Ideal[®] and the gradient vector set {Vp(v)}pep is linearly independent for every v € Vg (®).

2This means that the coefficient vector of f is chosen from a Zariski open set in the embedding
space.
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When coefficients of a polynomial are generically chosen (i.e., the vector of its
coefficients is chosen from a Zariski open set), its optimizer is unique (see [L6]
Section 6.3]). Since the objective f is generic, the optimization problem (2] has
a unique minimizer, so the rank condition (7)) holds.

Second, consider the case that Vr(®) # 0 is a smooth variety. When f is
generic, ([{3) has a unique minimizer u. Since Vg(®P) is smooth, there exists a
finite set P C R[z] such that Ideal[P] = Ideal[®] and the gradient vector set
{Vp(v)}pep is linearly independent for every v € Vg(®). So, the constraint in (€5
is equivalent to that p(x) = 0 for every p € P. This means the classical linear
independence qualification condition holds at u (see [34] Section 5.1]). Since f is
generic, the second order sufficiency condition also holds at u (see [34, Section 5.5]).
Since Vr(®) is compact, Ideal[®] + X[x] is archimedean. Therefore, the moment
hierarchy of semidefinite programming relaxations ([4.0) has finite convergence. It
is shown in [34) Theorem 5.4.2] that when /¢ is big enough, the moment relaxation
(£8) has minimizers and each minimizer y* must satisfy the rank condition ([I0I).
Moreover, there are rank M;[y*] minimizers for (LX), which are contained in the

support of the representing measure for y*|o;. Since u is the unique minimizer, the
rank condition (@) holds. O

5. SYMMETRIC RANK-1 TENSOR COMPLETIONS

We discuss rank-1 tensor completions for symmetric tensors. Note that a sym-
metric rank-1 tensor A can be written as a®3. Therefore, we can set a = b = cin the
previous sections. In ([33]), the variable b can be replaced by a. Consequently, the
nuclear norm relaxation and moment relaxation have smaller sizes for the matrix
variables. Assume the dimension

nE =nNg =Ng =nN.
For a partially given symmetric tensor A € $3(R™), we still let 2 denote the set of
(1,7, k) such that the value of A;jj is given. Since A is symmetric, we can assume
Q is invariant under permutations, i.e., for each (i, j, k) € 2, every permutation of
(4,7, k) also belongs to Q. The index set  can still be decomposed as in B.1]).
The cubic symmetric tensor A is of rank-1 if and only if A = a®2, for some
vector 0 # a € R™. Let (4,7, k) be the index as in (34). Then, we can write a as

(5.1) a = /tv, vu; =1, 7€ER, veR™
Therefore, we can look for (v, 7) satisfying the system:

Ai ki vj, — Aiyjokvi,vj, =0

for (is, js?k)’(it7 jt?k)EQk, kzl?"'?”,
Aiji = Tvjuju, for (i, j, k) € Q,
CAC 1, T eR.

(5.2)

Let V = vvT be the symmetric matrix variable, then (5.2)) is equivalent to

find V =wT € R*X»
st AigVig, — AigeeVig. =0
for (is,js,k),(it,jt,k)EQk,k:L...,n,
Vij =1, Ve S:E

(5.3)

In the above, 8% denotes the cone of all n-by-n real symmetric positive semidefinite
matrices.
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When A is strongly rank-1 completable, (3]) can be reduced to the rank-1
matrix completion problem:

find V e R™*"

s.t. rankV =1,
Vvij = W;j for (i, j) € ﬁ,
Vest,

(5.4)

where the values w;; are given in (3I0). When the bipartite graph G(V1, V2, Q)
is connected, the rank-1 matrix V = vv” can be similarly found by the iterative
formula (312)).

When A is not strongly rank-1 completable, we can look for a rank-1 matrix
solution for ([B3]) by solving the nuclear norm relaxation. Since V is symmetric
positive semidefinite, the nuclear norm ||V, = Trace(V). So, the nuclear norm
relaxation of (B.3)) is

min Trace(V)
st Aigk Vi, — AigikVig. =0
for (is,js,k),(it,jt,k)éﬂk,k:l,...,n,
‘/;3 =1, Ve Sjlr

(5.5)

The nuclear norm relaxation (5.5) may or may not produce a rank-1 matrix com-
pletion (see Example [T.6]).

When (55) fails to return a rank-1 matrix, we can find a symmetric rank-1 tensor
completion by solving moment relaxations. Note that (5.2 can be equivalently
formulated as

Ai ki, Vg, — Ao ki, v, =0
(56) for (’L'S,js,k),(it,jt,k) EQk, k:l,...,n,

U%ZL

To get a feasible point v for (5.6]), we select a quadratic objective f(v) = vT Fv. A
feasible solution for (2.6]) can be found by solving

min  f(v)
st Aijkvi,vg, — Aiyjevivg, =0
for (is, js, k), (it, je, k) € Q, k=1,...,n.
’U% = 1.

(5.7)

When F is a generic positive definite matrix, the optimization problem (G.7) must
have a minimizer and the minimizer is unique, if (&.6]) is feasible. For cleanness of
the paper, we omit the details and refer to Section @l

6. EXTENSION TO HIGHER ORDER TENSORS

The previous sections focus on rank-1 completions for cubic tensors. However,
the proposed methods can be naturally extended to higher order tensors. A tensor
A € R™*X"d can be reshaped as a tensor of order 3. For instance, when d = 4,
one can reshape A as the cubic tensor B € R™1*2X(1n374) guch that

Aijkl = Bijz for ¢ = (k — 1)714 + 1.

The resulting B is a partially given cubic tensor. We can apply our earlier proposed
methods to get a rank-1 completion

B =agbgée R mxnan),
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If ¢ can also be reshaped as a rank-1 matrix, say, cd! € R™*"4 then the above
produces a rank-1 tensor completion A = a ® b ® ¢ ® d. However, if ¢ cannot be
reshaped as a rank-1 matrix, then this does not give a rank-1 completion for A.

Example 6.1. (i) Consider the tensor A € R**2X2%2 with given entries:
A1 =12, Aniz1 =4, A1 =38,
A1 =4,  Ai112 =6, A =2.
It can be reshaped as the cubic tensor B € R?*2*4 sych that
Bao1 =12, B2 =4, Baiz =38,
Baga =4, Biiz =6, B =2.
By solving the moment relazation ({.6]), we get B = a* ® b* ® ¢, with
a* = (%, 1), v =(21), é¢=(124,6,2).
The vector ¢ can be reshaped to the rank-1 matriz c*d* T with
1
3
Therefore, we get the rank-1 completion A = a* ® b* Q@ ¢* ® d*.
(ii) Consider the tensor A € R3*3X3%3 with given entries:

Aizi1 =6, Asinn =24, Az =12, Aszzin =12, Aszo =4,

Azoz1 =8, Azazr =8,  Aszz =8, Az =4, A =2,

Azio0 =4, Aoziz =18, Aigez =3, Agzz =12, Assgzz =12
It can be reshaped as the cubic tensor B € R3*3%9 such that

Bia1 =6, Bai1 =24, Bso1 =12, Bs31 =12, Bagy =4,
Baoz =8, B3z =8, Bszzz =28, Bois=4, Bogs=2,
B3is =4, Bagr =18, Biag =3, Bagg =12, Bagg = 12.

By solving the moment relazation ({{.0]), we get B =a* @ b* ® ¢, with
aj* = (17 2, 2)’ b* = (2, 1, 1), é = (67 27 47 O, 1, O, 9, 37 6)'

¢ =(12,4), d"=(1,

There are no equations for cq4 and cg, so we give zero values for them. The vector
¢ cannot be reshaped to a rank-1 matriz, so the above does mot produce a rank-1
tensor completion. However, we remark that this tensor A is rank-1 completable,
eg, A=a®b®c®d with

a=(1,2,2), b=(21,1), ¢=3,1,2), d=(21,3).

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present numerical experiments for getting rank-1 tensor com-
pletions by our proposed methods. The computations are implemented in MAT-
LAB R2022b, on a desktop PC with CPU @2.10GHz and RAM 16G. The numerical
examples are solved by the software Gloptipoly 3 [18] and SeDuMi [44]. All com-
putational results are displayed in four decimal digits, for cleanness of the paper.

First, we remark that a rank-1 tensor completion A = a ® b ® ¢ can be obtained
by solving the unconstrained polynomial optimization:

(7.1) min Z (Aijr. — aibjer)?.

a,b,c
(1,4, k)EQ
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However, solving (7)) is much more expensive than solving [@2)) by using Moment-
SOS relaxations. This is because (1)) has three vector variables a,b,c and the
polynomial has degree six.

Example 7.1. We compare the numerical performance of solving (7.1)) and (4L2)
by Moment-SOS relaxations, to get rank-1 tensor completions. We randomly gen-
erate partially given rank-1 tensors A, for which 20% of its entries are given. The

TABLE 1. Computational performance of (ZI)) and ([@.2]).

ny =ng =nNns 2 3 4
time (s) for (7.1) | 0.42] 23.89 | 2945.13
time (s) for ({.3)| 0.03| 0.27 0.48

computational time (in seconds) for solving them by moment relazations are shown
in Table[l Tt is clear to see that solving [@2l) is much more efficient than solving

(71).

7.1. Performance of nuclear norm relaxations. In this subsection, we explore
the performance of nuclear norm relaxations for getting rank-1 tensor completions.

Example 7.2. Let n1 = no = n3 = n. We randomly generate rank-1 tensors
A € R"*"*" and randomly select the index set 2 of known entries. The density of
known tensor entries is measured as

den = |Q|/n®.

According to |2 Theorem 1.1], when the number of given tensor entries is at least
3n—1 (ie., |Q >3n—1), the rank-1 tensor completion problem is expected to be
identifiable (i.e., the completion is unique when A is a generic rank-1 tensor). So
we also record the oversampling rate

p = 101/(3n—1).

For each dimension n, we generate 20 random instances. The success rate is mea-
sured as the percentage of successful instances, for which a rank-1 tensor completion
is obtained by solving the nuclear norm relazation (313). We report the minimum
density, for which the success rate is higher than or equal to 90%. The computa-
tional results are shown in Table[d The computational time (in seconds) is reported
as the average time for solving (F13l) by using the software SeDuMi.

Example 7.3. Let n = ny = ny = ns. We randomly generate rank-1 symmet-
ric tensors A € R™*"*"  The index set Q of known tensor entries is generated
randomly such that it is invariant under permutations, since A is symmetric. The
density of known tensor entries is still measured as den = |Q|/n3. For each dimen-
ston n, we also generate 20 random instances. The success rate is still measured
as the percentage of successful instances, for which a rank-1 tensor completion is
obtained by solving the symmetric nuclear norm minimization [5.0). We report the
minimum density for which the success rate is at least 90%. The computational re-
sults are shown in Table[d Comparing Table[2 and Tablel3, one can see that solving
(&3) is more efficient than solving (313) for tensors of the same dimension.
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TABLE 2. The minimum density for the success rate of the nuclear
norm relaxation [B.I5]) to be at least 90%.

den | p | time (s)| n | den o time (s)
62% | 2.10 0.01 12| 15% | 741 4.48
41% | 2.39 | 0.01 13| 14% | 8.09 8.79
37% | 8.50 0.03 14| 11% | 7.56 9.84
30% | 3.81| 0.04 15| 10% | 7.67 | 15.85
25% | 4.29 0.07 16| 9% | 7.84 27.16
2% | 5.84| 0.25 17| 9% | 8.84 | 48.52
19% | 5.33 0.48 18| 8% | 8.80 45.54
18% | 6.21| 1.02 19| 8% | 9.80 | 75.76
16% | 6.66 1.79 20| 8% | 10.85| 164.62

2 S o o 2| | || 0| 3

TABLE 3. The minimum density for the success rate of the sym-
metric nuclear norm minimization (&3] to be at least 90%.

n | den | time (s) || n | den | time (s)
51 42% 0.01 30| 5% 0.26
10| 19% 0.02 35| 3% 1.69
15 13% 0.07 40| 2% 2.01
20| 7% 0.13 451 2% 6.53
25| 5% 0.25 50| 2% 8.06

7.2. Performance for strongly rank-1 completable tensors. In this subsec-
tion, we give numerical experiments for strongly rank-1 completable tensors. For
such cases, the problem can be reduced to matrix completion. When the bipar-
tite graph G(V1, Va, (NZ) is connected, the matrix completion problem (BIT]) can be
solved by the iterative formula (312). Comparing Table land Table [, we can see
that doing this is much faster than solving the nuclear norm relaxation (BI5) or

moment relaxation (L6]).

Example 7.4. Let ny = no = ng = n. We randomly generate partially given

rank-1 tensors A € R™™*" and randomly select the index set Q0 such that A is

strongly rank-1 completable, in the following way. First, select i1 € [n], j1 € [n]

randomly and initialize Q == {(i1,j1)}. Second, we randomly select iy € [n] \ {i1}

and jy € [n]\ {j1}, then update Q == QU {(i, j1), (i1,j2)}. We repeat doing this,

until {i1,...,in} ={J1,.-.,dn} = [n]. This gives two paths of connecting edges:
A, — bjz — Q5 —> bj4 — = QG b.jn’

bj, = a;, = bj, = a;, = —b;

In—1 - ain .

The bipartite graph G(Vy, Va, (NZ) given by Q is connected. After this is done, we
generate Q as follows. For each (i,§) € Q, we randomly select k € [n] and let
(i,7,k) € Q. Then, check the dimension of the solution subspace of BH). If it is
bigger than one, we randomly select a new triple (i,j,k) & Q with (i,7) € ?2, and
let Q:=QU{(i,4,k)}. Repeat doing this, until the solution subspace of BH) has
dimension one. For the index set ) generated this way, the partially given tensor A
is strongly rank-1 completable. For all generated random instances, we successfully
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obtained a rank-1 tensor completion by applying the iterative formula (313). The
computational time (in seconds) is shown in Table []}

TABLE 4. Computational time for strongly rank-1 completable
tensors with the iterative formula ([B12]).

n 10 20 30 | 40 50
time (s) | 0.02 ] 0.08] 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.08

n 60 70 80 90 | 100
time (s) | 0.12] 0.15] 0.19] 0.25 | 0.51

7.3. Performance of moment relaxations. For some partially given tensors,
the nuclear norm relaxation may fail to give a rank-1 tensor completion. However,
by solving moment relaxations, we can always get one, if it exists. This is shown
in the following examples.

Example 7.5. Consider the tensor A € R>*5%5 with given entries:
A =3, Aisi=1, A =4, A =1, A1 =1,
As21 =1, Asza =1, Asa2=2, Ay =4, Aus=6.

For the nuclear norm relaxation (313) for symmetric tensors, the optimal matriz
18

1.0000 0.2648 0.0625 0.5296 0.3333
0.4724 0.6667 0.1575 1.3333 0.6667
X*=10.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
0.2362 0.3333 0.0787 0.6667 0.3333
0.2362 0.3333 0.0787 0.6667 0.3333

Since rank X* = 2 > 1, it does not produce a rank-1 tensor completion. However,

by solving the moment relazation [{.6]), we can get the rank-1 tensor completion

A=a"®b"®c*, with
a*=(1,2,3,1,1),

21
b* =(1 -, = *=(3,3,0,6,0).
(7 7373)70 (7777)

11

373

There are no equations for cs and c5, so we give zero values for them. The compu-
tation took around 4.82 seconds.

Example 7.6. Consider the symmetric tensor A € $3(R®) with given entries:

Ais1 =2, A1 =9, Assn =10, Az =27,
Asss =64, Aszsz =32, Asi3 =38,  Asziz =40,
Ass =50, Anis =2, Aggs =24
For the nuclear norm relazation [5.3), the optimal matriz is
0.1961 0.2547 0.7845 0.9806 1.0000
0.2547 4.5000 2.3534 1.2739 1.2991
V*=10.7845 2.3534 8.0000 3.9222 4.0000
0.9806 1.2739 3.9222 4.9028 5.0000
1.0000 1.2991 4.0000 5.0000 5.0991
Since rankV* = 3 > 1, it does not produce a rank-1 completion. However, by

solving the moment relaxation, we can get the symmetric rank-1 tensor completion

A= (v*)®3, with v*

(1, 3,4, 5, 2). The computation took around 0.14 seconds.
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8. CONCLUSIONS

This paper studies the rank-1 tensor completion problem for cubic tensors. It
aims at finding missing values of a partially given tensor so that it is of rank-1. We
reformulate this problem equivalently as a special rank-1 matrix recovery problem,
which looks for a rank-1 matrix satisfying a set of linear equations. We propose both
nuclear norm relaxation and moment relaxation methods for solving the resulting
rank-1 matrix recovery problem. The nuclear norm relaxation sometimes get a rank-
1 tensor completion, but sometimes it does not. The moment relaxation always get a
rank-1 tensor completion or detect its nonexistence. For computational comparison,
the nuclear norm relaxation approach solves relatively larger problems, while the
moment relaxation approach solves relatively smaller ones. For the special class
of strongly rank-1 completable tensors, the problem can be reduced to a rank-1
matrix completion problem. When the corresponding bipartite graph is connected,
a rank-1 tensor completion can be obtained by applying an iterative formula. For
strongly rank-1 completable tensors, much larger problems can be solved efficiently.
Numerical experiments are provided to demonstrate the efficiency of these proposed
methods.
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