arXiv:2102.04500v2 [math.NA] 8 Jun 2021

LEARNING DIAGONAL GAUSSIAN MIXTURE MODELS AND
INCOMPLETE TENSOR DECOMPOSITIONS

BINGNI GUO, JTJAWANG NIE, AND ZI YANG

ABSTRACT. This paper studies how to learn parameters in diagonal Gaussian
mixture models. The problem can be formulated as computing incomplete
symmetric tensor decompositions. We use generating polynomials to compute
incomplete symmetric tensor decompositions and approximations. Then the
tensor approximation method is used to learn diagonal Gaussian mixture mod-
els. We also do the stability analysis. When the first and third order moments
are sufficiently accurate, we show that the obtained parameters for the Gauss-
ian mixture models are also highly accurate. Numerical experiments are also
provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

A Gaussian mixture model consists of several component Gaussian distributions.
For given samples of a Gaussian mixture model, people often need to estimate
parameters for each component Gaussian distribution [24}[32]. Consider a Gaussian
mixture model with r components. For each ¢ € [r] := {1,...,7}, let w; be the
positive probability for the ith component Gaussian to appear in the mixture model.
We have each w; > 0 and >_._; w; = 1. Suppose the ith Gaussian distribution is
N (i, %), where p; € R? is the expectation (or mean) and ¥; € R%*? is the
covariance matrix. Let y € R? be the random vector for the Gaussian mixture
model and let y1, ..., yx be identically independent distributed (i.i.d) samples from
the mixture model. Each y; is sampled from one of the r component Gaussian
distributions, associated with a label Z; € [r] indicating the component that it is
sampled from. The probability that a sample comes from the ith component is
w;. When people observe only samples without labels, the Z;’s are called latent
variables. The density function for the random variable y is

fly) = ;MWGXP{ - %(y _Ni)TEi_l(y_Mi)}a

where p; is the mean and 3J; is the covariance matrix for the ¢th component.
Learning a Gaussian mixture model is to estimate the parameters w;, u;, %; for
each i € [r], from given samples of y. The number of parameters in a covariance
matrix grows quadratically with respect to the dimension. Due to the curse of
dimensionality, the computation becomes very expensive for large d [35]. Hence,
diagonal covariance matrices are preferable in applications. In this paper, we focus
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on learning Gaussian mixture models with diagonal covariance matrices, i.e.,
. 2 2 .
> :dlag(aﬂ,...,aid), t=1,...,m

A natural approach for recovering the unknown parameters w;, ;, ; is the method
of moments. It estimates parameters by solving a system of multivariate polynomial
equations, from moments of the random vector y. Directly solving polynomial
systems may encounter non-existence or non-uniqueness of statistically meaningful
solutions [57]. However, for diagonal Gaussians, the third order moment tensor can
help us avoid these troubles.

Let M3 := E(y ® y ® y) be the third order tensor of moments for y. One
can write that y = n(z) + ((z), where z is a discrete random variable such that
Prob(z = i) = w;, (i) = u; € R? and ((i) is the random variable ¢; obeying the
Gaussian distribution N(0,%;). Assume all ¥; are diagonal, then

-

(L1) My = Y wiE[() + ) = Y wi (a5 @ e © i+ Efs © G © Gl

i=1
E[G @ pui ® Gl + E[G ® ¢ ® Mz])
The second equality holds because (; has zero mean and
El¢ ® ¢ @ Gl = E[p; @ pi @ G] = E[G @ pi @ pi] = E[p; @ G @ pi] = 0.
The random variable ¢; has diagonal covariance matrix, so E[((;);(¢;)i] = 0 for

j # 1. Therefore,
d

T r o d
Zth[Mz®<z®Q] = Zzwiggjﬂi(@ej Rej = Zaj de; R e ,

i=1 i=1 j=1 j=1

where the vectors a; are given by
K

(1.2) a; ::Zwm?jui, j=1,...,d.
i=1

Similarly, we have

r d r d
Zwi]E[Q Q@ p ® ¢l = Zej ®a; ® ej, Z%‘E[Ci ® G = Zej ®e; ® ay.
j=1

i=1 j=1 i=1

Therefore, we can express M3 in terms of w;, t;, X; as

r d
(13) M3 = wipti ® i @ pii + » <Gj®€j®€j +€j®aj®€j+€j®€j®aj)-
i=1 j=1
We are particularly interested in the following third order symmetric tensor
(1.4) Ji= Zwiui®m®ui-
i=1

When the labels i1, 12, i3 are distinct from each other, we have

(M3)iyigis = (Fivigis for i1 # iz # iz # i1
Denote the label set
(15) Q= {(il,iQ,ig) : il 7é iQ # ’ig 7£ i17 il,’ig,ig are labels fOI‘Mg}.
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The tensor M3 can be estimated from the samplings for y, so the entries F;,;,,
with (i1,142,73) € € can also be obtained from the estimation of M3. To recover the
parameters w;, i;, we first find the tensor decomposition for F, from the partially
given entries F;, ;,i; With (i1,142,i3) € Q. Once the parameters w;, p; are known, we
can determine X; from the expressions of a; as in .

The above observation leads to the incomplete tensor decomposition problem.
For a third order symmetric tensor F whose partial entries F;, ;,:, With (i1,42,43) €
Q are known, we are looking for vectors p1, ..., p, such that
(1.6) Firigis = (p(1®3 + - —&-p?‘?) o for all (il, i27i3) e Q.

111213

The above is called an incomplete tensor decomposition for F. To find such a tensor
decomposition for F, a straightforward approach is to do tensor completion: first
find unknown tensor entries F;,i,i, With (i1,42,43) ¢ Q such that the completed F
has low rank, and then compute the tensor decomposition for F. However, there
are serious disadvantages for this approach. The theory for tensor completion or re-
covery, especially for symmetric tensors, is premature. Low rank tensor completion
or recovery is typically not guaranteed by the currently existing methodology. Most
methods for tensor completion are based on convex relaxations, e.g., the nuclear
norm or trace minimization [22| [36] 4T, [54] [58]. These convex relaxations may not
produce low rank completions [5I].

In this paper, we propose a new method for determining incomplete tensor de-
compositions. It is based on the generating polynomial method in [40]. The label
set Q) consists of (i1, i2,73) of distinct 41, i3, i3. We can still determine some generat-
ing polynomials, from the partially given tensor entries F;,;,i, With (i1,42,13) € €.
They can be used to get the incomplete tensor decomposition. We show that this
approach works very well when the rank r is roughly not more than half of the
dimension d. Consequently, the parameters for the Gaussian mixture model can be
recovered from the incomplete tensor decomposition of F.

Related Work Gaussian mixture models have broad applications in machine
learning problems, e.g., automatic speech recognition [30, 48] 50], hyperspectral
unmixing problem [4 [34], background subtraction [60, 32] and anomaly detection
[56]. They also have applications in social and biological sciences [25] 53] [59].

There exist methods for estimating unknown parameters for Gaussian mixture
models. A popular method is the expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm that
iteratively approximates the maximum likelihood parameter estimation [I6]. This
approach is widely used in applications, while its convergence property is not very
reliable [49]. Dasgupta [I3] introduced a method that first projects data to a
randomly chosen low-dimensional subspace and then use the empirical means and
covariances of low-dimensional clusters to estimate the parameters. Later, Arora
and Kannan [52] extended this idea to arbitrary Gaussians. Vempala and Wong [55]
introduced the spectral technique to enhance the separation condition by projecting
data to principal components of the sample matrix instead of selecting a random
subspace. For other subsequent work, we refer to Dasgupta and Schulman [I14],
Kannan et al. [29], Achlioptas et al. [I], Chaudhuri and Rao [10], Brubaker and
Vempala [7] and Chaudhuri et al. [9].

Another frequently used approach is based on moments, introduced by Pear-
son [46]. Belkin and Sinha [3] proposed a learning algorithm for identical spherical
Gaussians (X; = 02I) with arbitrarily small separation between mean vectors. It
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was also shown in [28] that a mixture of two Gaussians can be learned with prov-
ably minimal assumptions. Hsu and Kakade [27] provided a learning algorithm for
a mixture of spherical Gaussians, i.e., each covariance matrix is a multiple of the
identity matrix. This method is based on moments up to order three and only
assumes non-degeneracy instead of separations. For general covariance matrices,
Ge et al. [23] proposed a learning method when the dimension d is sufficiently high.
More moment-based methods for general latent variable models can be found in
2.

Contributions This paper proposes a new method for learning diagonal Gaussian
mixture models, based on samplings for the first and third order moments. Let
Y1, - ,yn be samples and let {(w;, ps, X;) : ¢ € [r]} be parameters of the diagonal
Gaussian mixture model, where each covariance matrix ¥; is diagonal. We use the
samples y1, -+ ,yn to estimate the third order moment tensor M3, as well as the
mean vector M;. We have seen that the tensor M3 can be expressed as in .

For the tensor F in , we have Fi,ii; = (M3)i,i0:; when the labels i1,149, i3
are distinct from each other. Other entries of F are not known, since the vectors a;
are not available. The F is an incompletely given tensor. We give a new method
for computing the incomplete tensor decomposition of F when the rank r is low
(roughly no more than half of the dimension d). The tensor decomposition of F is
unique under some genericity conditions [IT], so it can be used to recover parameters
wi, ui- To compute the incomplete tensor decomposition of F, we use the generating
polynomial method in [40], 42]. We look for a special set of generating polynomials
for F, which can be obtained by solving linear least squares. It only requires to use
the known entries of F. The common zeros of these generating polynomials can be
determined from eigenvalue decompositions. Under some genericity assumptions,
these common zeros can be used to get the incomplete tensor decomposition. After
this is done, the parameters w;, ; can be recovered by solving linear systems.
The diagonal covariance matrices 3; can also be estimated by solving linear least
squares. The tensor M3 is estimated from the samples y1,...,yn. Typically, the
tensor entries (M3);,ipi, and Fi,i,44, are not precisely given. We also provide a
stability analysis for this case, showing that the estimated parameters are also
accurate when the entries (M3);,i,:; have small errors.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we review some basic results for
symmetric tensor decompositions and generating polynomials. In Section 3] we give
a new algorithm for computing an incomplete tensor decomposition for F, when
only its subtensor Fg, is known. Section [4 gives the stability analysis when there
are errors for the subtensor Fq. Section[5]gives the algorithm for learning Gaussian
mixture models. Numerical experiments and applications are given in Section [f]
We make some conclusions and discussions in Section [1

2. PRELIMINARY

Notation. Denote N, C and R the set of nonnegative integers, complex and real
numbers respectively. Denote the cardinality of a set L as |L|. Denote by e; the
ith standard unit basis vector, i.e., the ithe entry of e; is one and all others are
zeros. For a complex number ¢, {/c or ¢!/ denotes the principal nth root of c.
For a complex vector v, Re(v), Im(v) denotes the real part and imaginary part of v
respectively. A property is said to be generic if it is true in the whole space except
a subset of zero Lebesgue measure. The || - || denotes the Euclidean norm of a
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vector or the Frobenius norm of a matrix. For a vector or matrix, the superscript
T denotes the transpose and  denotes the conjugate transpose. For 4,5 € N, [i]
denotes the set {1,2,...,i} and [i, j] denotes the set {i,i 4+ 1,...,5} if i < j. For
a vector v, vj,.;, denotes the vector (vi,,vi;+1,...,%i,). For a matrix A, denote
by Afi,:is,j,:5,) the submatrix of A whose row labels are 41,41 +1,...,42 and whose
column labels are j1,j1 +1...,j2. For a tensor F, its subtensor Fi; i, j,:jo ky:ko] 1S
similarly defined.

Let S™(C%) (resp., S™(R?)) denote the space of mth order symmetric tensors
over the vector space C? (resp., R?). For convenience of notation, the labels for
tensors start with 0. A symmetric tensor A € S™(C"*1) is labelled as

A = (Ail...im,)ogil,...,im§n7

where the entry A;, ;. is invariant for all permutations of (i1, ...,%,). The Hilbert-
Schmidt norm ||.4]| is defined as

/
21) M= Y Maa?)
0<i1,.yim<n

The norm of a subtensor || Agq|| is similarly defined. For a vector u := (ug, u1, ..., un) €
C?, the tensor power u®™ := u ® --- ® u, where u is repeated m times, is defined
such that

(u®™)

For a symmetric tensor F, its symmetric rank is

rankg(F) = min{r | F= Zu?m}.

i=1

= Uy X X Uy,

i1.im

There are other types of tensor ranks [31], [33]. In this paper, we only deal with
symmetric tensors and symmetric ranks. We refer to [12, 17, 211 26, Bl B3] for
general work about tensors and their ranks. For convenience, if r = rankg(F), we

T
call F a rank-r tensor and F = > uP™ is called a rank decomposition.
i=1

For a power « == (a1, 9, ,a,) € N* and x = (21,22, -+ ,Z,), denote
— oo, aq 02 o P
ol = a1 +as+ -+ an, ¥ =zxy? -xon, o= 1.

The monomial power set of degree m is denoted as
N» o ={a=(oq,a9, - ,ap) € N" i |a| <m}.

For o € N}, we can write that ® = x;, z;,2;, for some 0 < 4y,19,i3 < n.

Let C[z],, be the space of all polynomials in z with complex coefficients and
whose degrees are no more than m. For a cubic polynomial p € C[z]s and F €
S*(C™*1), we define the bilinear product (note that zo = 1)

(2'2) <p7 ]:> = E pi1i2i3]:i1i2i3 for b = E PirigigLigy LigLis,
0<i1,i2,i3<n 0<i1,i2,i3<n

where p;,;,i, are coefficients of p. A polynomial g € C[z]s is called a generating
polynomial for a symmetric tensor F € S*(C*1) if

(2.3) (g-2",F) =0 VYBENE 4euto)

where deg(g) denotes the degree of g in . When the order is bigger than 3, we refer
to [40] for the definition of generating polynomials. They can be used to compute
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symmetric tensor decompositions and low rank approximations [40, 42], which are
closely related to truncated moment problems and polynomial optimization [20] [37,
38,139, 43]. There are special versions of symmetric tensors and their decompositions
[19], (44 [45].

3. INCOMPLETE TENSOR DECOMPOSITION

This section discusses how to compute an incomplete tensor decomposition for
a symmetric tensor F € S3(C%) when only its subtensor Fq is given, for the label
set © in . For convenience of notation, the labels for F begin with zeros while
a vector u € C? is still labelled as u := (uy,...,uq). We set

ni=d-1, z=(x1,...,2,), xo:=1.
For a given rank r, denote the monomial sets
(3.1) Bo =A{z1, 2}, FBr={wz;:i€r], jE€[r+1nl}

For a monomial power o € N”, by writing o € %7, we mean that x* € %;. For each
« € %, one can write a = e;+e; with i € [r], j € [r+1,n]. Let C''*#1 denote the
space of matrices labelled by the pair (k,a) € [r] x %;. For each a = ¢, +¢; € %
and G € CI'1*#1 denote the quadratic polynomial in

(3.2) i [Gl(z) = Z G(k,e; +ej)xy — ;x5
k=1

Suppose r is the symmetric rank of F. A matrix G € CI'1*%1 ig called a generat-
ing matriz of F if each ¢;;[G](x), with o = e;+e; € %1, is a generating polynomial
of F. Equivalently, G is a generating matrix of F if and only if

T
(33) (i [Gl(x), F) =Y G(k,ei + e;)Fore — Fije = 0, t=0,1,...,m,
k=1
foralli € [r], j € [r+1,n]. The notion generating matriz is motivated from the fact
that the entire tensor F can be recursively determined by G and its first  entries
(see [40]). The existence and uniqueness of the generating matrix G is shown as
follows.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose F has the decomposition

17193 1783
(34) ]: - )\1 |:U1:| +--- 4+ A7‘ |:u’r’:| )
for vectors u; € C™ and scalars 0 # X\; € C. If the subvectors (u1)1.ry ..., (Ur)1:r
are linearly independent, then there exists a unique generating matriz G € Clr1x#
satisfying for the tensor F.
Proof. We first prove the existence. For each ¢ = 1,...,r, denote the vectors
v; = (u;)1.-. Under the given assumption, V := [vy ... v,] is an invertible matrix.
Foreachl=r+1,...,n, let
(3.5) N =V -diag((u1), -, (up)r) - V7
Then Njv; = (u;)v; for i = 1,...,7, i.e.,; N; has eigenvalues (uq)i, ..., (u,); with

corresponding eigenvectors (u1)1., ..., (ur)1... We select G € Clr1*%1 to be the
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matrix such that

G(l,e1+e€) -+ G(rer+ep)

(3.6) N, = ; : JIl=r+1,... n.
G(l,e.+e) -+ G(re-+e)

Foreach s=1,...,rand a =e; +e; € By with i € [r], j € [r+1,n],

i [Gl(us) = > Gk, ei + e;)(us)k — (us)i(us); = 0.
k=1

For each t =1,...,n, it holds that

<Z G(k,e; + ej)xeay — T2, f>

k=1

r T ®3
1
< E G(k,e; + ej)xiar — xia;25, E Ag [u ] >
s=1 s

k=1

(@101 (G (), F)

= Y Glhei+e) > Aalu)elus)e — O As(ug)e(us)i(us);
k=1 s=1 s=1

= Z )‘S(US)t (Z G(k, € + ej)(“S)k - (us)i(us)j>
s=1

k=1
= 0.

When t = 0, we can similarly get

<iG(k,e¢ +ej)xy — $i$j7f>

k=1

- Z s (Z G(k,e; +e;)(us)k — (Us)i(us)j>
k=1

s=1

= 0.

(045G (), F)

Therefore, the matrix G satisfies (3.3]) and it is a generating matrix for F.
Second, we prove the uniqueness of such G. For each o = ¢; + ¢; € %y, let

FOll e fOTl flz]
F = : : s Gij 1= :
‘F()ln o ‘FOT"IL ]:nij

Since G satisfies (3.3)), we have F' - G(:,e; + e;) = ¢i;. The decomposition (3.4)
implies that

F= [ul ur] ~diag(A1, ..., Ap) - [vl UT]T.
The sets {v1,...,v.} and {u,...,u,} are both linearly independent. Since each
A; # 0, the matrix F' has full column rank. Hence, the generating matrix G
satisfying F'- G(:,e; +e;) = g;; for all i € [r],j € [r + 1,n] is unique. O

The following is an example of generating matrices.
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Example 3.2. Consider the tensor F € 83(C°®) that is given as
F=04-(1,1,1,1,1,1)® 4+ 0.6 - (1,-1,2,—1,2,3)®3.

The rank r = 2, By = {1, 22} and B1 = {x125,T124, T125, T2X3, ToTg, Taxs }. We
have the vectors

Uy = (1, 1, 1, 1,1), Uy = (—172, —1,273), V1 = (1, 1), Vg = (—1,2)
The matrices N3, N4, N5 as in (3.5) are

N [V 0 r — T Uy 28]
ST 2o —1) |t 2] T |4/3 —1/3]
N1 S o) r T 43 18]
T 2o 2f1 2| T |-2/3 5/3]
N [P o 1 53 —2/3]
STt 20 3|t 2] T |-4/3 73]

The entries of the generating matrix G are listed as below:

K\G.g) [ (L,3) (1,4) (L5 (2.3) (2,4) (2,5)
(3.7) 1 1/3  4/3 5/3 4/3 —2/3 —4/3 .
2 2/3 -1/3 —2/3 —1/3 5/3 17/3

The generating polynomials in (3.2) are

1 2 4 1

e13[Gl(x) = So1 + So0 — 2123, Pa3[G)(7) = - 21 — ST — TaT3,
3 3 3 3
4 1 2

‘P14[G]($) = §$1 - §$2 — T1Z4, @24[G]($) = _§x1 + §$2 — ToXy,
5 2 4 7

P15(Gl(z) = 3T~ g2 T I, ©25(G](z) = —3 + 302 = T2Ts.

Above generating polynomials can be written in the following form
e1;[Gl(@)| _ o\ |7i| _ ™ o
|:(p2j Gl()| = N; . x; M for j = 3,4,5.

For = to be a common zero of ¢1,;[G](x) and ¢2;[G](x), it requires that (z1,x2) is
an eigenvector of N; with the corresponding eigenvalue ;.

3.1. Computing the tensor decomposition. We show how to find an incom-
plete tensor decomposition (3.4]) for 7 when only its subtensor Fg is given, where
the label set Q is as in uppose that there exists the decomposition
for F, for vectors u; € C™ and nonzero scalars \; € C. Assume the subvectors
(u1)1:5 - - -, ()1 are linearly independent, so there is a unique generating matrix
G for F, by Theorem

For each a = ¢, + e € %, with ¢ € [r],j € [r + 1,n] and for each

l=r+1,....5=-1,j4+1,...,n,
the generating matrix G satisfies the equations

(3.8) <xl (Z G(k,e; +ej)xy — xixj> 7.7-'> = Z G(k,e; +ej)For — Fiji = 0.
k=1

k=1
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Let the matrix A;;[F] € C~"=D*" and the vector b;;[F] € C*~"~! be such that

Forr+1r 0 Forrtl Fijr+l
Forj-1 - Forj-t | Figi—t
3.9 Ayj[F) = by [F) =
J ’ J
Foag41 o Forge Fijj+1
L Foin o Forn | L Fijm |

To distinguish changes in the labels of tensor entries of F, the commas are inserted
to separate labeling numbers.
The equations in (3.8)) can be equivalently written as

(310) Azy[]:] . G(:,ei + €j) = bi][]:}

If the rank r < g—l, then n —r —1=d—r—2 > r. Thus, the number of

rows is not less than the number of columns for matrices A;;[F]. If A;;[F] has
linearly independent columns, then (3.10) uniquely determines G(:,«). For such
a case, the matrix G can be fully determined by the linear system (3.10). Let
Ny11(G),..., Nin(G) € C™*" be the matrices given as
G(l,e1+¢) -+ G(rer +e)
(3.11) N(G) = : : Ji=r+1,...,n.
G(l,e.+¢) -+ G(rie.+e)
As in the proof of Theorem [3.I] one can see that
(ui)1 (i)
(312) NZ(G) = (ul)l s l=r+1,...,n.
(ui)T (uz)r
The above is equivalent to the equations

N(G; = (wy)j—r-vi, l=7r+1,...,n,

for the vectors (i =1,...,r)

(3.13) vi = (Ui)1r, Wi = (Ui)rsin

Each v; is a common eigenvector of the matrices N, 1(G), ..., N,(G) and (w;);—, is
the associated eigenvalue of N;(G). These matrices may or may not have repeated
eigenvalues. Therefore, we select a generic vector £ := (11, ,&,) and let
(3~14) N(f) =& lNep1 + -+ 5 Ny

The eigenvalues of N(¢) are 7wy, ..., ¢ w,. When wy,...,w, are distinct from
each other and ¢ is generic, the matrix N () does not have a repeated eigenvalue
and hence it has unique eigenvectors vy, . .., v,, up to scaling. Let v1, ..., 7, be unit

length eigenvectors of N(£). They are also common eigenvectors of N,41(G), ...,
N, (G). For each i =1,...,7, let @; be the vector such that its jth entry (@;); is
the eigenvalue of N;,(G), associated to the eigenvector ¥;, or equivalently,

(3.15) Wi = (0 N1 (G)i, -+, 0] N (G)T;) i =1,...,7.
Up to a permutation of (91, ..., 9,), there exist scalars +; such that
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The tensor decomposition of F can also be written as

1 1%®3 173
F=A [m01 + A |0
’lI)l U~)’r
The scalars A1, --- , A and 1, -, 7, satisfy the linear equations
/\171771 Wy + -+ )\T'Yrﬁr Qw, = ]:[071:7‘,T+1:n]a
)\17%61 ® f)l & 'Lbl + -+ )\T'erz}r ® f]r ® U~)r = f[l:r,l:r,r-i—l:n]'

Denote the label sets

Ty = {(0,i1,i2) : iy € [r], ia € [r +1,n]},
Jo = {(in,in,43) = 01 # o, 1,42 € [1],i3 € [r + 1,n]}.

(3.17)

To determine the scalars A;,v;, we can solve the linear least squares
2

(3.18) min
(B1sesBr)

)

Fo =Y B @
i=1

- 2

Fro =) 0k (0r ® 0 @) g,
k=1

Let (B5,...,85), (01,...,0%) be minimizers of (3.18)) and (3.19)) respectively. Then,

foreachi=1,...,r, let

(3.20) o= (B])?)0F, i = 0F/B;

For the vectors (i =1,...,7)

3.19 min
( ) (91,..‘,07-)

Di ‘= 3\/ A1(1a71617w1)7
the sum p?‘g + -+ p®3 is a tensor decomposition for F. This is justified in the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose the tensor F has the decomposition as in . Assume
that the vectors v1,...,v, are linearly independent and the vectors wy,...,w, are
distinct from each other, where vy,...,V., w1, ..., w, are defined as in . Let
& be a generically chosen coefficient vector and let p1, ..., p, be the vectors produced
as above. Then, the tensor decomposition F = p{@?’ + o+ p®3 s unique.

Proof. Since vy, ..., v, are linearly independent, the tensor decomposition is
unique, up to scalings and permutations. By Theorem [3.1] there is a unique gener-
ating matrix G for F satisfying . Under the given assumptions, the equation
(3.10) uniquely determines G. Note that EXwy, . .., 7w, are the eigenvalues of N (€)
and vy, ...,v, are the corresponding eigenvectors. When ¢ is generically chosen,
the values of 7wy, ..., w, are distinct eigenvalues of N(£). So N(£) has unique
eigenvalue decompositions, and hence must hold, up to a permutation of
(v1,...,v,). Since the coefficient matrices have full column ranks, the linear least
squares problems have unique optimal solutions. Up to a permutation of py, ..., p;,
it holds that p; = /A [1” . Then, the conclusion follows readily. (I
K3

The following is the algorithm for computing an incomplete tensor decomposition

for F when only its subtensor Fgq is given.
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Algorithm 3.4. (Incomplete symmetric tensor decompositions.)

Input: A third order symmetric subtensor F and a rank r = rankg(F) < 4 — 1.
1. Determine the matrix G by solving (3.10)) for each oo = e; +¢; € B;.

2. Let N(&) be the matrix as in @'rfgr a randomly selected vector &.

Compute the unit length eigenvectors v, ..., 0, of N(§) and choose w; as

in (.15).

3. Solve the linear least squares (3.18) and (3.19) to get the coefficients A;,~;

as in

4. For each i= 1 .7, let py = (1, Y0, W)
Output: The tensor decomp051t10n F={@)®+-+(p)®

The following is an example of applying Algorithm

Example 3.5. Consider the same tensor F as in Example The monomial sets
B, $B1 are the same. The matrices A;;[F] and vectors b;;[F] are

A13[F| = Ags[F] = [ (1)481 248: » buslF] = ;g] baslF] = {32}
ir=anin=[ L, . o= [ 18] min= [
Ags[F] = Ags[F = [_3.8 _2%8_ » bis[F] = _2322] bas|F] = [7.6]

Solve (3.10]) to obtain G, which is same as in (3.7). The matrices N3(G), N4(G), N5(G)

are
w@) =y 2] waar= |4 S e = [ 2 T
Choose a generic &, say, £ = (3,4,5), then
N(E) = [1/\@ ~1//5 [12 0} {1/\@ -1/
1/vV2 2/V5 1/vV2  2/V5
The unit length eigenvectors are
o = (1/V2,1/V2), 9= (—-1/V5,2/V5).
As in , we get the vectors
wy = (1,1,1), we = (=1,2,3).
Solving and , we get the scalars
Y1 = \/5, Yo = \/5, A =04, Xy =0.6.
This produces the decomposition F = A\ju$® + Apu$® for the vectors
up = (Lyv,wy) = (1,1,1,1,1,1),  ug = (1,900, w2) = (1,-1,2,-1,2,3).
Remark 3.6. Algorithm [34] requires the value of r. This is generally a hard

question. In computational practice, one can estimate the value of r as follows. Let
Flat(F) € C+Dx(+D? be the flattening matrix, labelled by (4, (j, k)) such that

Flat(]:)i,(j)k) = ]:ijk

forallé,j,k =0,1,...,n. Therank of Flat(F) equals the rank of F when the vectors
D1, .., are linearly independent. The rank of Flat(F) is not available since only
the subtensor (F)q is known. However, we can calculate the ranks of submatrices
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of (F)q whose entries are known. If the tensor F as in is such that both
the sets {v1,...,v.} and {ws,...,w,} are linearly independent, one can see that
S Aivw! is a known submatrix of Flat(F) whose rank is r. This is generally
the case if r < % — 1, since v; has the length r and w; has length d — 1 — 1 > r.
Therefore, the known submatrices of Flat(F) are generally sufficient to estimate
rankg(F). For instance, we consider the case F € S*(C7). The flattening matrix
Flat(F) is

* k k k *k *

*  Fioo Fizo Fuao Fiso Fieo
Faro  x Fazo Faso Foso Faeo
Fzio Fzo  *  Fzao F3so F3ze0| s
Faio Fazo Fazo  x* Faso Faeo
Fsio Fs20 Fsso Fsao  * Fseo
Feio Fe20 Fezo Feao Feso o x|

(3.21)

ESEE S G SO R G

where each * means that entry is not given. The largest submatrices with known
entries are

Faio Fazo  Fazo Fuo Fiso Fieo
Fsio Fs20 Fsso|, |Faao Faso Faeo
Fei0 Fe20 Fe30 F3s0 F3s0  F3eo

The rank of above matrices generally equals rankg(F) if r < ¢ — 1 = 2.5.

4. TENSOR APPROXIMATIONS AND STABILITY ANALYSIS

In some applications, we do not have the subtensor Fq exactly but only have
an approximation .7?9 for it. The Algorithm can still provide a good rank-r
approximation for F when it is applied to j':Q. We define the matrix A;; [.7?} and
the vector b;; [ﬁ] in the same way as in , for each a = e; +¢; € %;,. The
generating matrix G for F can be approximated by solving the linear least squares
(4.1) min || Ay[F] - g — b [F]],

gecr
for each @ = e; +e; € By. Let @(:, e; +¢e;) be the optimizer of the above and G be
the matrix consisting of all such é(:, e; +e;j). Then G is an approximation for G.
For each [ =7+ 1,...,n, define the matrix Nl(@) similarly as in 1) Choose a
generic vector £ = (441, ..,&,) and let

~

(4.2) N(©) = &nNe1(G) + -+ &N(G).

The matrix N(f) is an approximation for N (). Let o1,...,0, be unit length

=~

eigenvectors of N(&). For k=1,...,r, let
(4.3) Wi = ((00) N1 (G) o, - -, (03) TN (G ).

For the label sets Ji,.Js as in 1b the subtensors F. Tis F 7, are similarly defined
like Fy,,F,. Consider the following linear least square problems

2

4.4 min
( ) ([51 ----- ,Br)

9

Fro =Y B in @ty
k=1
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2

4.5 min
( ) (917---79T)

Fry =D 0; (0 @ 0 @) 1,
k=1

Let (Bl, . ,BT) and (él, . ,9}) be their optimizers respectively. For each k =
1,...,7, let

(4.6) e = (Bo)? [0k, A = O/ B

This results in the tensor approximation

F = (p)® 4+ (5)%7,
for the vectors py := V/ 5\k(1, A0k, Wk ). The above may not give an optimal tensor
approximation. To get an improved one, we can use p1, ..., D, as starting points to
solve the following nonlinear optimization

<Z(Qk)®3 - f)
Q

2
(4.7 min

k=1
The minimizer of the optimization (4.7) is denoted as (p},...,pk).

Summarizing the above, we have the following algorithm for computing a tensor
approximation.

Algorithm 4.1. (Incomplete symmetric tensor approximations.)

Input: A third order symmetric subtensor ﬁg and a rank r < g - 1.
1. Find the matrix G by solving for each o = ¢e; +¢; € By.
2. Choose a generic vector and let N(§) be the matrix as in 1| Compute
unit length eigenvectors o1, ..., 0, for ﬁ(f) and define w; in 1)
3. Solve the linear least squares , to get the coefficients \;, ;.
4. Foreachi=1,...,r, let p; := V/Ai(1,4:0;, ;). Then (p1)®3 + - + (p,)®3
is a tensor approximation for F.
5. Use p1,...,Dr as starting points to solve the nonlinear optimization
for an optimizer (p§,...,pk).
Output: The tensor approximation (p})®3 + --- + (p)®3 for F.

When F is close to F , Algorithm also produces a good rank-r tensor approx-
imation for F. This is shown in the following.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose the tensor F = (p1)®3 + -+ + (p,)®3, with r < 4 — 1,
satisfies the following conditions:
(i) The leading entry of each p; is nonzero;
(ii) the subvectors (py)ow+t1s-- -, (P, )2rt1 are linearly independent;
(iii) the subvectors (p1)[r42:j,j42:d)s - - - » (Pr)[r42:j,j+2:d) are linearly independent
for each j € [r+1,n];

(iv) the eigenvalues of the matriz N(§) in are distinct from each other.
Let p;, pf be the vectors produced by Algorithm . If the distance € == ||(F — F)q|
s small enough, then there exist scalars 7;, ;" such that

(7)° = () =1, |17 — pil = Ole),  lI7p; —pill = OC(e),

up to a permutation of (p1,...,pr), where the constants inside O(-) only depend on

F and the choice of & in Algorithm[{.1]
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Proof. The conditions (i)-(ii), by Theorem imply that there is a unique gen-
erating matrix G for F. The matrix G can be approximated by solving the linear
least square problems (4.1]). Note that

[Ai[F] = A [FIll <€, b [F] = by [FIIl < e,
for all @ = e; + €; € %,. The matrix A;;[F] can be written as

Aij[F) = (00 prt2:jj42:d)s - - )tz rzal - (0020115 - -5 (9 )2erg1] T
By the conditions (ii)-(iii), the matrix A;;[F] has full column rank for each j €
[r+1,n] and hence the matrix A;; [F] has full column rank when € is small enough.
Therefore, the linear least problems have unique solutions and the solution G
satisfies that R
IG =G|l =O(e),

where O(e) depends on F (see [I5, Theorem 3.4]). For each j =r+1,...,n, Nj(é)
is part of the generating matrix é, SO

IN;(G) - N;(GQ)| <|IG G| =0(e), j=r+1,....,n

This implies that || N (€) — N(€)|| = O(e). When € is small enough, the matrix N (¢)
does not have repeated eigenvalues, due to the condition (iv). Thus, the matrix
N(£) has a set of unit length eigenvectors vy, ...,0, with eigenvalues 1, ..., W,
respectively, such that

[0: = vill = O(e),  [lwi — will = O(e).
This follows from Proposition 4.2.1 in [8]. The constants inside the above O(:)
depend only on F and . The w1, . .., W, are scalar multiples of linearly independent
vectors (p1)r42:d, - - - » (Dr)r42:d reSpectively, so w1, ..., w, are linearly independent.
When € is small, wy,...,w, are linearly independent as well. The scalars 5\1-%-

and 5\1-(%-)2 are optimizers for the linear least square problems |i and 1) By
Theorem 3.4 in [15], we have

1A% = Aevill = O(e), [Ai(3:)? = XivZll = O(e).
The vector p; can be written as p; = /A;(1,7:0;,W;), so we must have \;,y; # 0
due to the condition (ii). Thus, it holds that
1A = Xill = O(e), 114 — ¥l = O(e),

where constants inside O(-) depend only on F and £. For the vectors p; :=
VN (1,7, ), we have F = >°7_ p¥3 by Theorem Since pi,...,p, are
linearly independent by the assumption, the rank decomposition of F is unique
up to scaling and permutation. There exist scalars 7; such that ()% = 1 and
7:Di = pi, up to a permutation of py,...,p.. For p; = {3/5:-(1,%172-,1?)2-)7 we have
||7:0; — pill = O(€), where the constants in O(-) only depend on F and &.

Since |71 — pil] = O(c), we have (S, (5)%° ~ Fal = O(9)- The (pi,...,p})
is a minimizer of (4.7)), so

(i@:)m - ﬁ)
Q

< = O(e).

i=1 i=1

(i(@)@f” - ﬁ)
Q

For the tensor F* := "7, (p;)®3, we get
I(F* = Fall < I(F* = Fall + [(F = Flall = O(e).
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When Algorithm 4.1} is applied to (F*)q, Step 4 will give the exact decomposition
F* =3, (p;)®3. By repeating the previous argument, we can similarly show
that ||p; — 77p}|| = O(e) for some 7 such that (77)® = 1, where the constants in
O(-) only depend on F and &. O

Remark 4.3. For the special case that ¢ = 0, Algorithm is the same as Al-
gorithm which produces the exact rank decomposition for F. The conditions
in Theorem are satisfied for generic vectors py,...,p., since r < g — 1. The
constant in O(-) is not explicitly given in the proof. It is related to the condi-
tion number x(F) for tensor decomposition [5]. It was shown by Breiding and

Vannieuwenhoven [5] that

DD =22 < W(F)IF = Fl| + ce?

for some constant c¢. The continuity of Gin Fis implicitly nnphed by the proof
Eigenvalues and unit eigenvectors of N (£) are continuous in G. Furthermore, )\Z, o0
are continuous in the eigenvalues and unit eigenvectors. All these functions are
locally Lipschitz continuous. The p; is Lipschitz continuous with respect to ]:" in
a neighborhood of F, which also implies an error bound for p;. The tensors (p} )®‘3
are also locally Lipschitz continuous in F, as illustrated in [6]. This also gives
error bounds for decomposing vectors p;. We refer to [5l [6] for more details about
condition numbers of tensor decompositions.

Example 4.4. We consider the same tensor F as in Example [3.2] The subtensor
(F)a is perturbed to (F)q. The perturbation is randomly generated from the

Gaussian distribution A/(0,0.01). For neatness of the paper, we do not display (.7?)9
here. We use Algorithm to compute the incomplete tensor approximation. The

matrices A;; [F] and vectors bi; [F] are given as follows:

~ ~  [-0.8135 2.7988 ~  [1.5980 ~  [-2.0047]
Al F] = Azl F] = | —1.3697 440149} L _2.1879} o bl = | —3.2027] 7

= ~ [ 10277 -0.8020 =~ [ 1.5920 =~ [—2.0059]
AulFI=AalF1 =1 71 3607 40149 } balF] = —3.2013} o balFl =1 g 5a15 |

~ ~ [ 1.0277 —0.8020 ~ [ 21993 ~  [-3.1917]
AslF]=AslFI =1 8135 2.7088 } » bislFl = —3.2020} o bl =1 7 61ss |

The linear least square problems (4.1)) are solved to obtain G and N3(G), N4(G), N5 (G),
which are

=y _ [0.5156  0.7208 5 1.2631  —0.3665
Na(G) = [1.6132 —0.2474]’ Na(G) = {—0.6489 1.6695]

~ 1.6131 —0.6752
N5(G) = {—1.2704 2.3517]
For £ = (3,4,5), the eigendecomposition of the matrix N (&) in is

ﬁ(f)— —0.7078  0.4470 | |12.0343 0 —0.7524  0.4499 |
~|—0.7064 —0.8945 0 20.0786| |—0.6588 —0.8931



16 BINGNI GUO, JIAWANG NIE, AND ZI YANG

It has eigenvectors ¢1 = (—0.7078, —0.7064), 95 = (0.4470, —0.8945). The vectors
W1, W obtained as in (4.3 are

Wy = (1.2021,0.9918,0.9899), 1 = (—1.0389, 2.0145,3.0016).

By solving and , we got the scalars
A1 = —1.1990, 4y = —2.1458, A1 = 0.4521, Ay = 0.6232.
Finally, we got the decomposition 3\171?3 + 5\211?3 with
ty = (1,4101,%1) = (1,0.8477,0.8479,1.2021,0.9918,0.9899),
lig = (1,429, w2) = (1,—0.9776,1.9102, —1.0389, 2.0145, 3.0016).
They are pretty close to the decomposition of F.

5. LEARNING DIAGONAL (GAUSSIAN MIXTURE

We use the incomplete tensor decomposition or approximation method to learn
parameters for Gaussian mixture models. The Algorithms and can be ap-
plied to do that.

Let y be the random variable of dimension d for a Gaussian mixture model,
with r components of Gaussian distribution parameters (wy, i, 2;), ¢ = 1,... 7.
We consider the case that r < % — 1. Let y1,...,yn be samples drawn from the
Gaussian mixture model. The sample average

— 1
M = N(y1+"'+yN)

is an estimation for the mean M; := Ely] = wips + -+ + wyp-. The symmetric
tensor

— 1
M; = N(y?s oY)

is an estimation for the third order moment tensor Mz := E[y®3]. Recall that
F = 2221 Wi u??’. When all the covariance matrices 3; are diagonal, we have shown

in (1.3) that
d
M3 :}'—l—Z(aJ—@ej®ej+ej®aj®ej+ej®ej®aj).
j=1
If the labels iy, 42, i3 are distinct from each other, (M3);,i0i5 = (F)iyizis- Recall the
label set €2 in ([1.5]). It holds that
(Ms)o = (Fa.

Note that (]\73)9 is only an approximation for (M3)q and (F)q, due to sampling
errors. If the rank r < % — 1, we can apply Algorithm with the input (M3)q, to
compute a rank-r tensor approximation for F. Suppose the tensor approximation
produced by Algorithm [£.1] is

F (1) 4+ ()%
The computed p7,...,p; may not be real vectors, even if F is real. When the error
€ := |[(F — M3)gq| is small, by Theorem we know

77 = Vwipill = O(e)
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*

where (77)2 = 1. In computation, we can choose 7 such that (77)3 = 1 and the

imaginary part vector Im(7;/p}) has the smallest norm. It can be done by checking
the imaginary part of 7;p; one by one for

. 1 -3 1 -3
=1 ——4+—, - = ——.
2 2 2 2
Then we get the real vector
Gi := Re(7]p}).
It is expected that §; =~ &w;p;. Since

2/3 . .
My =wipn + -+ o 2w} g+ + 023G,
the scalars wf/ 3, . ,wf/ % can be obtained by solving the linear least squares
, 2
5.1 min M =S Bidi
(5-1) (B1,---,Br ) ERT, ; o

Let (B%,...,B%) be an optimizer for the above, then @; := (8;)3/2 is a good ap-
proximation for w; and the vector

i = 4/ /i

is a good approximation for p;. We may use
a 1
i (D @) @, i=1,...7
j=1

as starting points to solve the nonlinear optimization

52 { o i wig = MR S wile e = (M)l
subject to wi+-tw=1w,...,w, >0,
for getting improved approximations. Suppose an optimizer of the above is
(Wi 1y ey ).
Now we discuss how to estimate the diagonal covariance matrices ;. Let
(5.3) A=My —F, A:=M— () - - (§)%°
By , we know that
d

(5.4) .A:Z(aj(@ej@ej—l—ej@aj®ej+ej®ej®aj),

j=1

-
where a; = > wia?j w; for j=1,--- ,d. The equation 1) implies that
i=1

1
(5.5) (aj); = 3 A (aj)i = Ajij,

fori,j=1,---,d and i # j. So we choose vectors d; € R? such that

"zl\jjjv (dj)i = A\jij for ¢ 7é j.

W =

(5.6) (aj); =
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Since a; =~ ZT: wm%uh the covariance matrices ¥; = diag(o3,...,02,) can be
estimated byzgélving the nonnegative linear least squares (j = 1,...,d)

- 2
57) iy || T i

subject to  f1; > 0,...,8,; > 0.

For each j, let (B1;,...,;;) be the optimizer for the above. When (Z/W\g)g is close
to (Ms)q, it is expected that 35 is close to (g;;)®. Therefore, we can estimate the
covariance matrices Y; as follows

(5.8) ¥; = diag(B1, - - -, Bia)s (Ufj)Q = ﬁz*]
The following is the algorithm for learning Gaussian mixture models.

Algorithm 5.1. (Learning diagonal Gaussian mixture models.)

Input: Samples {y1,...,yn} € R? drawn from a Gaussian mixture model and the
number 7 of component Gaussian distributions.
- _ 1 N
Step 1. Compute the sample averages M := + vazl y; and M3 := i Sy
i=1
Step 2. Apply Algorithm H to the subtensor (F)q := (M3)q. Let (p})®3 + -+

(p2)®? be the obtained rank-r tensor approximation for F. For each i =
1,...,7, let §; := Re(7;p}) where 7; is the cube root of 1 that minimizes the
imaginary part vector norm ||Im(7;p})|.

Step 3. Solve to get @1,...,0p and ji; = q;/ V@i, i =1,...,7.

Step 4. Use the above w;, §; as initial points to solve the nonlinear optimization
for the optimal w;, uf,i=1,...,r.

Step 5. Get vectors ai, ..., dq as in (5.6). Solve the optimization to get opti-
mizers (3;; and then choose ¥} as in .

Output: Component Gaussian distribution parameters (p}, X, wf),i =1,...,r.

The sample averages M\l, ]/\4\3 can typically be used as good estimates for the true
moments My, M3. When the value of r is not known, it can be determined as in
Remark The performance of Algorithm [5.1]is analyzed as follows.

Theorem 5.2. Consider the d-dimensional diagonal Gaussian mizture model with
parameters {(wi, i, ;) 1 i € [r]} and r < ¢ — 1. Let {(w},u},X}) 1 i € [r]} be
produced by Algorithm . If the distance € := max(||Ms — ]\/4\3”, ||My — M\1| is
small enough and the tensor F =% ._, w,-,u?g satisfies conditions of Theorem
then
i = i | = O(e), [lwi — will = O(e), |32 = ]| = Oe),

where the above constants inside O(-) only depend on parameters {(w;, pi, X;) 1 1 €
[r]} and the choice of & in Algorithm[5.1]

Proof. For the vectors p; := /w;pi, we have F =3, p®3. Since

[(F = Fall = (M - Miﬁ)@” <e

and F satisfies conditions of Theorem we know |77 pf — p;|]| = O(e) for some
(17)® = 1, by Theorem {4.2, The constants inside O(e) depend on parameters of
the Gaussian model and £. Then, we have ||[Im(7/p})|| = O(e) since the vectors p;
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are real. When e is small enough, such 7;* is the 7 in Step 2 of Algorithm [5.1] that
minimizes ||Im(7;p} )|, so we have

g — pill < lImip; — pill = O(e)

where §; = Re(m;p}) is from Step 2. The vectors qi, . .., §, are linearly independent
when € is small. Thus, the problem ) has a unique solution and the weights w;

can be found by solving (5 . Since ||M1 M| < e and |G — ps]| = O(e), we have
lwi — @il = O(e) (see [15, Theorem 3.4]). The mean vectors fi; are obtained by
fii = §;/V/w;, so the approximation error is

i = il = llps/ /i = @i/ ¥/ @il = O(e

The constants inside the above O(e) depend on parameters of the Gaussian mixture
model and &.
The problem (5.2) is solved to obtain w; and pu, so

HH =D wint| | F = Do wi )™
=3 =1

Let F*:= "1 wi(p))® =31 (wius)®3, then

= O(e).

IF = F < IIf—f\l +|IF = F*| = O(e).

Theorem implies ||p; — {/wipl| = . In addition, we have
P T P T
-3 - HM S
i=1

i=1
The first order moment is M; = 3_, (w;)*/?p;. Since |My — M| = O(e) and

Ips — ¢/wrpz| = O(e), it holds that ||lw?’® — (w})?/3|| = O(e) by [I5, Theorem 3.4].
This 1mphes that ||wl —wi|l = 0(e), so

i = i 1| = Nlps/ Swi = (Ywipi) [/ will =
The constants inside the above O(+) only depend on parameters {(w;, i3, %;) : @ €
[r]} and &.

The covariance matrices 3; are recovered by solving the linear least squares (5.7)).
In the least square problems, it holds that |jw;u; — w}pf|| = O(€) and

lA = Al| < | My — M| + || F - Zd®3|| = 0(e),

i=1

where tensors A,./zl\ are defined in 1) When the error € is small, the vectors
wipy, ... ,wipu are linearly independent and hence (5.7) has a unique solution for
each j. By [I5, Theorem 3.4], we have

I(03)* = (055 = O(e)-

It implies that |X; — || = O(e), where the constants inside O(-) only depend on
parameters {(w;, i, 2;) : ¢ € [r]} and &. O
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6. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

This section gives numerical experiments for our proposed methods. The compu-
tation is implemented in MATLAB R2019b, on an Alienware personal computer with
Intel(R)Core(TM)i7-9700K CPU@3.60GHz and RAM 16.0G. The MATLAB function
lsqnonlin is used to solve in Algorithm and the MATLAB function
fmincon is used to solve in Algorithm [5.1] We compare our method with the
classical EM algorithm, which is implemented by the MATLAB function fitgmdist
(MaxIter is set to be 100 and RegularizationValue is set to be 0.001).

First, we show the performance of Algorithm [£.1] for computing incomplete sym-
metric tensor approximations. For a range of dimension d and rank r, we get
the tensor F = (p1)®3 + -+ + (p,)®3, where each p; is randomly generated ac-
cording to the Gaussian distribution in MATLAB. Then, we apply the perturbation
(ﬁ Ja = (F)a + Eaq, where € is a randomly generated tensor, also according to the
Gaussian distribution in MATLAB, with the norm ||&,||q = €. After that, Algorithm
is applied to the subtensor (]? )q to find the rank-r tensor approximation. The
approximation quality is measured by the absolute error and the relative error

[(F* = Fall
[(F = Fall
where F* is the output of Algorithm For each case of (d,r,€), we generate 100
random instances. The min, average, and max relative errors for each dimension

d and rank r are reported in the Table [II The results show that Algorithm
performs very well for computing tensor approximations.

abs-error := ||(F* — F)q|, rel-error :=

TABLE 1. The performance of Algorithm

rel-error abs-error
d r € min average max min average max time
3 0.1 09610 0.9731 0.9835 0.0141 0.0268 0.0556 0.2687
20 5 0.01 0.9634 0.9700 0.9742 0.0019 0.0032 0.0068 0.2392
7 0.001 0.9148 0.9373  0.9525 2.3-107% 3.8-107% 6.6-107* 0.2638
4 0.1 09816 0.9854  0.9890 0.0094 0.0174 0.0533 0.4386
30 8 0.01 0.9634 0.9700 0.9742 0.0015 0.0024 0.0060 0.7957
11 0.001 0.9501  0.9587  0.9667 1.8-107% 3.0-107* 5.7-107% 0.8954
6 0.1 0.9853 0.9877  0.9904 0.0099 0.0146 0.0359 1.7779
40 10 0.01 0.9761  0.9795  0.9820 0.0013 0.0020 0.0045 2.6454
15 0.001 0.9653 0.9690  0.9734 1.7-107% 2.6-107* 4.8-107* 3.6785
7 0.1 09887 0.9911  0.9925 0.0081 0.0128 0.0294 4.9774
50 13 0.01 0.9812 0.9831 0.9854 0.0011 0.0018 0.0045 8.7655

18 0.001 0.9739 0.9767 0.9792 1.5-107% 2.2-107% 4.1-10~% 11.6248

Second, we explore the performance of Algorithm for learning diagonal
Gaussian mixture models. We compare it with the classical EM algorithm, for
which the MATLAB function fitgmdist is used (MaxIter is set to be 100 and
RegularizationValue is set to be 0.0001). The dimensions d = 20, 30, 40, 50, 60
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are tested. Three values of r are tested for each case of d. We generate 100 ran-
dom instances of {(w;, ui, %) : ¢ = 1,--- ,r} for d € {20,30,40}, and 20 random
instances for d € {50,60}, because of the relatively more computational time for
the latter case. For each instance, 10000 samples are generated. To generate the
weights w1, . .., w,, we first use the MATLAB function randi to generate a random
10000—dimensional integer vector of entries from [r], then the occurring frequency
of i in [r] is used as the weight w;. For each diagonal covariance matrix ¥;, its
diagonal vector is set to be the square of a random vector generated by the MAT-
LAB function randn. Each sample is generated from one of r component Gaussian
distributions, so they are naturally separated into r groups. Algorithm and the
EM algorithm are applied to fit the Gaussian mixture model to the 10000 samples
for each instance. For each sample, we calculate the likelihood of the sample to
each component Gaussian distribution in the estimated Gaussian mixture model.
A sample is classified to the ith group if its likelihood for the ith component is
maximum. The classification accuracy is the rate that samples are classified to
the correct group. In Table [2] for each pair (d,r), we report the accuracy of Al-
gorithm [5.1] in the first row and the accuracy of the EM algorithm in the second
row. As one can see, Algorithm performs better than EM algorithm, and its
accuracy isn’t affected when the dimensions and ranks increase. Indeed, as the dif-
ference between the dimension d and the rank r increases, Algorithm becomes
more and more accurate. This is opposite to the EM algorithm. The reason is that
the difference between the number of rows and the number of columns of A;;[F] in
increases as d — r becomes bigger, which makes Algorithm more robust.

TABLE 2. Comparison between Algorithm and EM for simu-

lations
accuracy time
d r Algorithm EM Algorithm EM
3 0.9861 0.9763 0.8745 0.1649
20 5 0.9740 0.9400 2.3476 0.3852
7 0.9659 0.9252 3.4352 0.6777
4 0.9965 0.9684 4.5266 0.2959
30 8 0.9923 0.9277 8.5494 0.8525
11 0.9895 0.9219 17.2091 1.4106
6 0.9990 0.9117 18.9160 0.6273
40 10 0.9981 0.8931 28.4161 1.2617
15 0.9971 0.9111 69.8013 2.0627
7 0.9997 0.8997 40.6810 0.8314
50 13 0.9995 0.9073 104.7927 1.7867
18 0.9993 0.9038 163.2711 2.6862
8 0.9999 0.8874 93.9836 1.1266
60 15 0.9998 0.8632 234.0331 2.6435

22 0.9995 0.8929 497.9371 3.5527
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Last, we apply Algorithm [5.1] to do texture classifications. We select 8 textured
images of 512 x 512 pixels from the VisTex database. We use the MATLAB function
rgb2gray to convert them into grayscale version since we only need their structure
and texture information. Each image is divided into subimages of 32 x 32 pixels.
We perform the discrete cosine transformation(DCT) on each block of size 16 x 16
pixels with overlap of 8 pixels. Each component of "Wavelet-like’ DCT feature is the
sum of the absolute value of the DCT coefficients in the corresponding sub-block.
So the dimension d of the feature vector extracted from each subimage is 13. We
use blocks extracted from the first 160 subimages for training and those from the
rest 96 subimages for testing. We refer to [47] for more details. For each image,
we apply Algorithm and the EM algorithm to fit a Gaussian mixture model to
the image. We choose the number of components r according to Remark [.6] To
classify the test data, we follow the Bayes decision rule that assigns each block to
the texture which maximizes the posteriori probability, where we assume a uniform
prior over all classes [I8]. The classification accuracy is the rate that a subimage
is correctly classified, which is shown in Table [3] Algorithm outperforms the
classical EM algorithm for the accuracy rates for six of the images.

FIGURE 1. Textures from VisTex

g’

Paintings.11.0001 Grass.0001 Brick.0004 Fabric.0013

TABLE 3. Classification results on 8 textures

Accuracy Algorithm EM

Bark.0000 0.5376 0.8413
Bark.0009 0.5107 0.7150
Flowers.0001 0.8137 0.6315
Tile.0000 0.8219 0.7239
Paintings.11.0001 0.8047 0.7350
Grass.0001 0.9841 0.9068
Brick.0004 0.9406 0.8854

Fabric.0013 0.9220 0.9048
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7. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This paper gives a new algorithm for learning Gaussian mixture models with
diagonal covariance matrices. We first give a method for computing incomplete
symmetric tensor decompositions. It is based on the usage of generating polyno-
mials. The method is described in Algorithm When the input subtensor has
small errors, we can similarly compute the incomplete symmetric tensor approx-
imation, which is given by Algorithm We have shown in Theorem that
if the input subtensor is sufficiently close to a low rank one, the produced tensor
approximation is highly accurate. Then unknown parameters for Gaussian mixture
models can be recovered by using the incomplete tensor decomposition method. It
is described in Algorithm When the estimations of M; and M3z are accurate,
the parameters recovered by Algorithm [5.1] are also accurate. The computational
simulations demonstrate the good performance of the proposed method.

The proposed methods deals with the case that the number of Gaussian com-
ponents is less than one half of the dimension. How do we compute incomplete
symmetric tensor decompositions when the set (2 is not like 7 How can we
learn parameters for Gaussian mixture models with more components? How can
we do that when the covariance matrices are not diagonal? They are important
and interesting topics for future research work.
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