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Typical ranks of semi-tall real 3-tensors
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Abstract

Let m, n and p be integers with 3 < m < n and (m — 1)(n —
1)+ 1 < p < (m—1)m. We showed in previous papers that if
p > (m — 1)(n — 1) + 2, then typical ranks of p x n x m-tensors
over the real number field are p and p + 1 if and only if there exists
a nonsingular bilinear map R x R"™ — R™"7P. We also showed that
the “if” part also valid in the case where p = (m —1)(n —1) + 1. In
this paper, we consider the case where p = (m—1)(n—1)+1 and show
that the typical ranks of p X n X m-tensors over the real number field
are p and p + 1 in several cases including the case where there is no
nonsingular bilinear map R x R" — R™"~P. In particular, we show
that the “only if” part of the above mentioned fact does not valid for
the case p=(m —1)(n — 1) + 1.
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zout’s theorem, determinantal variety
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1 Introduction

Tensor rank is a subject which is widely studied in both pure and applied
mathematics. A high dimensional array of datum is called a tensor in the
field of data analysis. Precisely, let Ny, ..., Ny be positive integers. A d-
dimensional array datum 7" = (t;,...i,)1<i,<n;,1<j<a 15 called a d-way tensor or
simply a d-tensor of format Ny x - - - x N;. For a set S, the set of Ny x---x Ny
tensors with entries in S is denoted by SNt <> Ne,

Let K be a field and V; an N;-dimensional vector space over K with fixed
basis vj;1, ..., VN, for 1 < j < d. Then there is a one to one correspondence
between KN *Na and V1 @~ @V by (my,..i,) < > My iy V1iy @+ -+ @
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Vgi,- A non-zero tensor corresponding to an element of V; ® --- ® Vj of the
form a; ® - - - ® ay is called a rank 1 tensor. For a general tensor T of format
Nj x---x Ng, the rank of T', denoted by rankT’, is by definition the minimum
integer r such that 7' can be expressed as a sum of r rank 1 tensors, where we
set the empty sum to be zero. Thus, the rank is a measure of the complexity
of a tensor. Further, for a 2-tensor, i.e., a matrix, the rank is identical with
the one defined in linear algebra.

However, for the case where d > 3, the behavior of rank is much more
complicated than the matrix case. In the matrix case, the rank is the maxi-
mum size of non-zero minors. Thus, if K is an infinite field, the set of m x n
matrices with rank min{m,n} form a Zariski dense open subset of K™*".
However, there are non-empty Euclidean open subsets of R?*2*2 gsuch that
one consists of rank 2 tensors and the other one consists of rank 3 tensors. In
particular, it is not possible to characterize the rank of a tensor by vanishing
and/or non-vanishing of polynomials.

Let m, n, p be positive integers. If the set of rank r tensors of format
p X n X m over R contains a non-empty Euclidean open subset of RP*"*™,
we say that r is a typical rank of p x n x m tensors over R. The set of typical
ranks of p x n x m tensors over R is denoted as trankg(p,n,m) or simply
trank(p, n, m).

If the base field is C, the set of tensors of format p x n x m with rank
at most r contains a non-empty Zariski open set if and only if its Zariski
closure is CP*™*™ (cf., Chevalley’s Theorem, see e.g., [Har92, p. 39]). There-
fore, there exists exactly one “typical rank of p x n x m tensors over C”.
This is called the generic rank of p x n x m tensors over C and denoted as
granke(p,n, m) or simply grank(p,n,m).

It is fairly easy to show that grank(p, n,m) = min trank(p, n, m) (see e.g.,
[SSM16, Chapter 6]). Further r > grank(p, n, m) if and only if the r-th higher
secant variety of the image of Segre embedding PcCP x PcC" x PcC™ —
PcCP*™*™ is the whole space PcCP*"*™ where PV denotes the projective
space consisting of one dimensional subspaces of the K-vector space V. Thus,
by counting the dimensions, we see that grank(p,n,m) > [—"-L—1.

m—+n+p—2
Suppose that 3 < m < n < p. Then p > f#ﬁ)dfi;gnd only if
p > (m—1)(n—1)+ 1. Catalisano, Geramita, and Gimigliano [CGG02]
(see also [CGGOS]) proved that if (m — 1)(n — 1) +1 < p < mn, then
grank(p,n,m) = p. Thus, mintrank(p,n,m) = p in these cases. ten Berge
[tBOO] called a p x n x m-tensor with (m — 1)n < p < mn a tall array or a
tall tensor and proved that trank(p,n, m) = {p} for these cases (see [SSM16,
Chapter 6] for another proof). Here we define a p x n X m-tensor a semi-tall

tensor if (m —1)(n—1)+1 <p < (m — 1)n. We [SSM13] [SMS15, [SMS17]



studied the plurality of typical ranks of semi-tall tensors and proved that if
(m—1)(n—1)+2 <p < (m—1)n, then trank(p,n,m) = {p,p+ 1} if there
exists a nonsingular bilinear map R” xR" — R™"? and trank(p, n, m) = {p}
otherwise, where a bilinear map ¢: V; x Vo — W is nonsingular if p(z,y) = 0
implies x = 0 or y = 0.

We also showed in [SMS17] that the former part of the above mentioned
result also valid in the case where p = (m—1)(n—1)+1. Therefore, the latter
part of the above mentioned result in the case where p = (m—1)(n—1)+11s
left open. In this paper, we treat the case where p = (m —1)(n—1)+ 1 and
show that trank(p,n,m) = {p,p+ 1} in several cases. In particular, we show
that the latter part does not valid in the case where p = (m —1)(n —1) + 1.

2 Preliminaries

Let K be a field and T = (t;;5) € K™, For 1 < k < n, we set T}, =
(tijr) € K™ and denote T' = (Ty;---;T,). For P € GL({,K) and Q €
GL(m, K), we set PTQ = (PT\Q;--- ; PT,Q). Note rank PT'() = rankT by
the definition of rank.

We first state the definition of the typical rank over R.

Definition 2.1 If the set of rank r tensors over R of format ¢ x m x n
contains a non-empty Euclidean open subset of R®™*" then we say r is a
typical rank of £ x m x n tensors over R. We denote the set of typical ranks
of ¢ x m x n tensors over R by trankg (¢, m,n) or simply trank(¢, m,n).

By the definition of the rank, we see the following fact.

Lemma 2.2 Let n;, ns and ng be positive integers. Then
trank(n;,, iy, niy) = trank(ng,ne,ng) for any permutation iy, iz, i3 of
1,2 3

Definition 2.3 For T' = (Ty;--- ;T,) € K™ we set
f,(T) = (Ty,...,T,) € K™

and

and call flattenings of T



By the correspondence K™*" <3 V; @ Vo ® Vi, where V) (resp. Va, V3) is a
vector space over K of dimension ¢ (resp. m, n) with fixed basis, flattenings
correspond to natural isomorphisms V; ® Vo @ V3 — Vi @ (Vo ® V3) and
VieV,e Vs = (Vi ® V) @ Vo, In particular, rank(fl;(7")) < rank7 and
rank(fla(7)) < rankT'.

m
Definition 2.4 For M = (m4,...,m,) = : € K" we set
m®
m®
ng = (ml,...,mj), j<M = (mj+1,...,mn), MSi = and
m®
m i+
<M =
m®

Definition 2.5 Let R be a commutative ring and M € R™™. We denote by
I;(M) the ideal of R generated by t-minors of R.

3 A condition of an n X p X m-tensor to be of
rank p

From now on, let m, n and p be integers with 3 < m < n and (m — 1)(n —
1)+1<p<mn. Wesetu=mn-—p.

Fact 3.1 (1) grank(p,n,m) = p. In particular, mintrank(p,n,m) = p
Jelerenr )]

(2) If p > (m — 1)n, then trank(p,n,m) = {p} [LBOJ].

(3) Suppose p < (m—1)n. If there exists a nonsingular bilinear map R™ x
R™ — R, then trank(p,n,m) = {p,p + 1}. Moreover, if (m — 1)(n —
1) 4+ 2 < p, then the converse also hold true [SSM13, [SMS15, |SMS17].

Therefore, the case where p = (m—1)(n—1)+1 and there is no nonsingular
bilinear map R x R™ — R" is still left open. In the following, we consider
the case where p = (m — 1)(n — 1) + 1 and study if there are plural typical
ranks of p X n X m tensors over R.

Before concentrating on the case where p = (m — 1)(n — 1) 4 1, we state
notations and a criterion of an n X p X m tensor to be of rank p in the case
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where (n — 1)(m — 1)+ 1 < p < (m — 1)n. Note that trank(p,n,m) =
trank(n, p, m).

Definition 3.2 We set ¥ := {T € R™P*™ | fl,(T)=P is nonsingular.},
={Y e Rwmm | f,(Y) is nonsingular.}, o: ¥ — R“Xp, o(T) =
(<o (T))(B(T)=) ", v: @ — R, w(Y) = —(p<fh (V)7 (h(Y)<p),
i RYP S Y (W) = 6l (f;) and p: RYP = 0, (W) = - (W, —E,).
Remark 3.3
Rnxpxm —~
N
Ruxp
N
RanXm D ﬁ

and o(t(W)) =v(u(W)) =W for W € R**P.

Definition 3.4 Let * = (z1,...,2,,) be a row vector of indeterminates,
ie., x1, ..., x, are independent indeterminates. For A = (Ay;---;A,,) €
Rwxm=m we set M(x, A) :=x1A1 + -+ + T A € Rlzq, ..o, 2]

Definition 3.5 Let a and b be column vectors with entries in R of dimension
m and n respectively. We set ¥(a, b) := (a ®k, b)=P, where ®x, denotes the
alb
aq )
Kronecker product, i.e., ifa = | : |, then ¥(a,b) = : b
Ap—2

a —(m—
m amilbﬁp (m—2)n

For Y € R¥™*™ we define U(Y') to be the vector subspace of RP gener-
ated by {¢(a,b) | M(a',Y)b = 0}.

Lemma 3.6 ForT € ¥, rankT = p if and only if dim U(u(o(T))) = p.
Proof Set p(o(T)) =W = (Wy;--- ;W,,) and £ = u — n. Then by [SMS17,

Theorem 6.5 (1) <= (3)], we see that rankT = p if and only if there are
B = (by,...,b,) € R"*? and p x p diagonal matrices D, ..., D,, such that
( Dy = Diag(dy, - - ., dp) for 1 <k <m,

(d]1W1—|—+dJme>b] =0 for 1 S] Spand
BD,
(%) :
‘ is nonsingular.
BDmf2
Bgn_éDm,1

\



First suppose that there are B = (by, ..., p) € R"? and Dy, ..., D,,
which satisfy (x). If we set a; = (dj1,...,djm)" for 1 < j <p, then

M(a] ,W)b; =0

for 1 < j <pand

(¢(a1,b1), ..., ¢(ap, b BD._,
B<n éDm 1
=D

is nonsingular. Therefore dim U (p

Conversely, assume that d1m U ( ( (T))) = p. Then there are aq, ...,
a, € R™ and by, ..., b, € R" such that ¢(a;,b1), ..., ¥(a,,b,) are hnearly
independent. Set a; = (dj1,...,d;,)" for 1 < j < p, Dy = Diag(dy, . .., dy)
for 1 <k <mand B = (by,...,b,) € R"*?. Then it is easily verified that
B and Dy, ..., D, satisfy (x). I

4 Determinantal varieties and Bezout’s the-
orem

From now on, we consider the case where p = (m — 1)(n — 1) + 1. Then
u=m-+n-—2.

Definition 4.1 We set

where e; = | . | € R™tand A = (Ay;---; A,) € Rwmxm,
0

The next fact is the key lemma of this paper.
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Lemma 4.2 Let y be an indeterminate and aq,...,a,—1 € C. Then the
following conditions are equivalent, where V,(I) denotes the affine variety

defined by an ideal I.
(1) (ar, ... am 1, —1) € Va(I(M(z, A))).
(2) Y™t = 1y™ % — - — any — ay 48 a factor of y* + 1.

In order to prove this lemma, we need some preparation. First we make
the following

Definition 4.3 Let y be an indeterminate and {y}:>1 an infinite sequence

of complex numbers. We set & ({1 }>1) = {f(v) € Cly] | fly) = X, axv/®,
> ok Chptkrr = 0 for any ¢ > 1}.

It is easily verified that #({u:}¢>1) is an ideal of Cly].

Now let ay, ..., a1 € C. Set \y =0for 1 <t<m—2, \,,,_1 =1 and
Um—1 Am-2 - @1
—1
Am_14s = det “
A —2
-1 Am—1

for s > 1, where the right hand side is an s X s-determinant (some a;’s may
not appear for small s).
By the first row expansion, we see the following

Lemma 4.4 Fort > m, we have \; = ZZ;I Qop— N —fe -

Set h(y) = y™ ' — ap,_1y™ 2 — -+ — azy — a;. By the above lemma, we
see that h(y) € F({At}>1). Further, since \y = 0 for 1 <t < m — 2 and
Am-1 = 1, there is no polynomial in .#({\:};>1) whose degree is less than
m — 1 except the zero polynomial, i.e., & ({\:}+>1) is generated by h(y).



Set
ay 1

a2

N =M((ar, ... am,—1),A) = | “1

IR . a
a2
-1 Am—1
and for integers ¢q, ..., ¢, with 1 < ¢ < --- < ¢, < u, we denote by
[¢1, ..., cp)n the maximal minor of N consisting of the ¢;-th, ..., ¢,-th rows

of N.

Now we state the following

Lemma 4.5 Under the notation above, the following conditions are equiva-
lent.

(1) rankN < n.
(2) [i,m,m+1,...,uly =0 for1 <i<m—1.
(3) Mive =0 for 1 <t <m—2 and N1 = —1.
(4) Muse = =N fort > 1.
(5) y*+1€ I ({Ai}iz1).

Proof Let

Um—1 Am-2 -+ @1 1
—1

ai

A —2
-1 Am—1

be a u x v matrix. Then det(;SU) = Ayym—1-¢+ 0o for 0 <t < u—1, where
0o+ is the Kronecker’s delta.

(D={(3)F Since ,,—2.U = N and rankN < n by assumption, we see that
det(jSU) = 0 for 0 < ¢t < m — 2. Thus, we see that A\yym_1-¢ + do; = 0 for
0<t<m-—2.



(3)}=]2)} We see by the first row expansions of det(!SU) and [t +

1,m,...,u] and the assumption that

0 = )\qumflft + 50,25

m—1

= E amfk)\qumflftfk: + 50,25
k=1

m—1

= E amfk)\qumflftfk: + 50,25
k=m—t—1
t+1

= E Atyo—sAut1—s + 0ot
s=1

= [t+1,m,...,uln

for0<t<m—2.

(2)={(1)| follows from the fact that the last n — 1 rows of N are linearly
independent, <= follows from the facts that Ay = --- = \,,,.o = 0
and \,,_; = 1 and Lemma 4.4l and <— follows from the definition of
I {Aiez1).

Since (ay, ..., am-1,—1) € Vo(I,(M(x, A))) if and only if rank N < n and
y“+1€ F({M}i>1) if and only if h(y) divides y* + 1, we see Lemma [4.2] by
Lemma

Now we recall the following facts about determinantal varieties (see e.g.
[Har92l p.151 and p.243]).

Fact 4.6 Let X be a u x n matriz of indeterminates. Then the projective

variety in PcC**™ defined by I,,(X) has degree (nfl) and codimension u —

n+1.

Note that (nL) = (mﬁl) and u—n-+1=m — 1 since u = m +n — 2. Note

also that there are (. ") monic factors of y* + 1 of degree m — 1 in C[y].
In view of this fact, we make the following

Definition 4.7 For B = (By;- - ; B,,) € C*"*" we set pp: C™ — C**",
(1, ..., ) — a1By + -+ @y By,

Then by Lemma [£.2] Fact and Bezout’s theorem, we see the following

Corollary 4.8 Let Pc(Impa) be the linear subspace of PcC**™ defined by
Impa. ThenPc(Impa) and V,(I,(X)) intersect transversely at (") distinct

points, where V,(I) denotes the projective variety defined by the homogeneous
wdeal I.



By the implicit function theorem, we see the following fact.

Corollary 4.9 There is a FEuclidean open neighborhood % of A in R*>"*™
such that if B € %, then ¢p is injective and the number of real points of
Vo(Ln(M(x, B))) C PcC™ is the number of real monic polynomials of degree
m — 1 which divide y*+ 1, where we say a point of a complex projective space
is real if all possible ratios of its homogeneous coordintes are real numbers.

We denote the number of real monic polynomials of degree m — 1 which
divides y* + 1 by a(m,n). Then we see the following

Lemma 4.10
( u/12)/2) if m and n are odd,
a(m,n) = ((:jb 12//22) if m is even and n is odd,
7 (((:; 11)//22) if m is odd and n is even and
0 if m and n are even.

By replacing % to a smaller neighborhood if necessary, we may assume
that rank(M(a, B)<,—1) = n — 1 for any B € % and a € R™ \ {0} (cf.
[SMS17, Corollary 4.20]). Then we have the following fact.

Lemma 4.11 Suppose B € % . Then #{[)(a,b)] € PrR? | M(a,B)b =
0,a € R™\ {0},b € R*\ {0}} = a(m,n), where [x] denotes the point of
PrR? defined by x € RP \ {0}.

5 Plural typical ranks of some formats of 3-
tensors

In this section, we show that in certain formats of 3-tensors, there are plural
typical ranks. We use the notation of the previous section.
First we recall the following fact.

Fact 5.1 ([SMS17, Proposition 2.4, Lemma 3.5, Theorems 7.3 and 8.1])
If m — 1 and n — 1 are not bit-disjoint, then trank(n,p,m) = {p,p + 1},
where two positive integers are bit-disjoint if there are no 1’s in the same
place of their binary notation.

Example 5.2 trank(n,p,m) = {p,p + 1} in the following cases.

(1) Both m and n are even.
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Set A” = (Ag;- - ; Ap_o; Ay —Apm—1; —Ajq). Then there is a permutation
matrix P € GL(u,R) such that ,.fl;(PA") = —E,. Set A’ = PA"” and
Wy = f11(A")<,. Further set p: RW*™™ — R¥™ ™ B = (By;---; By,) —
P(By;-++ ; Bj_2; Bm; —=Bp_1; —Bi1) and U = =Y (p(%)), where 1 is the map
defined in Definition B2 Then U/ is an open neighborhood of Wy. Further,
we see the following fact by Lemma [Z.1T1

Lemma 5.3 If T € o= Y(U), then #{[¢(a,b)] € PrR? | M(a, u(c(T)))b =
0,a € R™\ {0},be R"\ {0}} = a(m,n).

Since o~} (U) contains (W), o1 (U) is not an empty set. Therefore, we see
by Lemma that if a(m,n) < p, then there exists a non-empty Euclidean
open subset o7 1(U) of R™P*™ consisting of tensors of rank larger than p.
Further, since we see by [SMS17, Theorem 8.1] that typical ranks of nx pxm
tensors are less than or equal to p + 1, we see the following fact.

Lemma 5.4 If a(m,n) < p, then trank(n,p,m) = {p,p+ 1}.
Now we state the following

Theorem 5.5 Suppose 3 < m < n andp = (m—1)(n—1)+ 1. Then
trank(n, p,m) = {p,p + 1} in the following cases.

(1) m =3 orm = 4.

(2) m=15 andn < 26 orn = 28.
(3) m =6 and n < 34.

(4) m =7 and n < 16.

(5) m =8 and n < 16.

11



Proof By Lemma [£I0] and computation, we see that a(m,n) < p in the
following cases: (1) m =3 or m = 4, (2) m =5 and n < 26 or n = 28,
B)m=6andn <34, (4) m="T7andn <12, (5) m = 8 and n < 14 and
(6) m =9 and n = 10. Thus, we see the result by Example (.2l and Lemma
b4l u

Remark 5.6 Set m =3 and n = 5. Then m — 1 and n — 1 are bit-disjoint.
However, by Theorem [B.5] we see that trank(n,p, m) = {p,p + 1}. Thus the
converse of Fact [5.1] does not valid.

References

[CGGO2] M. V. Catalisano, A. V. Geramita, and A. Gimigliano, Ranks of
tensors, secant varieties of Segre varieties and fat points, Linear
Algebra Appl. 355 (2002), 263-285.

[CGGO8] M. V. Catalisano, A. V. Geramita, and A. Gimigliano, On the
ideals of secant varieties to certain rational varieties, J. Algebra
319 (2008), no. 5, 1913-1931.

[Har92] Joe Harris, Algebraic geometry, A first course., Graduate Texts in
Mathematics, vol. 133, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1992,

[SSM16] Toshio Sakata, Toshio Sumi and Mitsuhiro Miyazaki, Algebraic and
Computational Aspects of Real Tensor Ranks, SpringerBriefs in
Statistics, Springer, 2016.

[SMS15] Toshio Sumi, Mitsuhiro Miyazaki and Toshio Sakata, Typical ranks
of m xn x (m—1)n tensors with 3 < m < n over the real number
field, Linear Multilinear Algebra 63 (2015), no. 5, 940-955.

[SMS17] Toshio Sumi, Mitsuhiro Miyazaki and Toshio Sakata, Typical ranks
for 3-tensors, nonsingular bilinear maps and determinantal ideals,
Journal of Algebra, 471 409-453 (Feb. 2017)

[SSM13] Toshio Sumi, Toshio Sakata and Mitsuhiro Miyazaki, Typical ranks
form x n x (m — 1)n tensors with m < n, Linear Algebra and its
Application, 438 953-958 (Jan. 2013).

[tBO0O] Jos M. F. ten Berge, The typical rank of tall three-way arrays,
Psychometrika 65 (2000), no. 4, 525-532.

12



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 A condition of an npm-tensor to be of rank p
	4 Determinantal varieties and Bezout's theorem
	5 Plural typical ranks of some formats of 3-tensors

