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Abstract

One of the fundamental problems in multilinear algebra, the minimum ratio between the
spectral and Frobenius norms of tensors, has received considerable attention in recent years.
While most values are unknown for real and complex tensors, the asymptotic order of magnitude
and tight lower bounds have been established. However, little is known about nonnegative
tensors. In this paper, we present an almost complete picture of the ratio for nonnegative tensors.
In particular, we provide a tight lower bound that can be achieved by a wide class of nonnegative
tensors under a simple necessary and sufficient condition, which helps to characterize the extreme
tensors and obtain results such as the asymptotic order of magnitude. We show that the ratio for
symmetric tensors is no more than that for general tensors multiplied by a constant depending
only on the order of tensors, hence determining the asymptotic order of magnitude for real,
complex, and nonnegative symmetric tensors. We also find that the ratio is in general different
to the minimum ratio between the Frobenius and nuclear norms for nonnegative tensors, a sharp
contrast to the case for real tensors and complex tensors.

Keywords: extreme ratio, spectral norm, Frobenius norm, nonnegative tensors, symmetric
tensors, nuclear norm, rank-one approximation, norm equivalence inequality

Mathematics Subject Classification: 15A69, 15A60, 15A45, 90C59

1 Introduction

Let F be C (the set of complex numbers), R (the set of real numbers), R4 (the set of nonnegative
reals), or even a subset of one of these. Given d positive integers ni,na,...,ng > 2, we consider
the space Fr1xn2xXna .— ™" @ "2 @ ... ® F" of tensors of order d. One fundamental problem
in multilinear algebra is the extreme ratio between the spectral norm and the Frobenius norm of the
space,
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Here, ||T|| := +/(T,T) denotes the Frobenius norm (also known as the Hilbert-Schmidt norm),
naturally defined by the Frobenius inner product

ny  n2 nd

(T, X) = Z Z Z Civig..igTivia..ig With T = (tijiy.iy), X = (Tiyie..iy),

i=liz=1  ig=1
and |7 ||, denotes the spectral norm, defined by

||T||o = max |<T7ml®m2®,,,®md>|’ (2)
lz*|=1, k=1,2,....d

where ¥ € C™ or R™ depending on where F resides. The value of ¢(IF71X"2XX"4) is an attribute
of the tensor space and is depended only on the set F and the dimensions ni,no,...,ng.

Since || Tls < ||T]|, the maximization counterpart of (1) is trivially one, obtained by any rank-
one tensor (also called simple tensor), i.e., a tensor that can be written as outer products of vectors
such as ¢! ® 22 ® --- @ . In this sense, the constant ¢(F71*"2>X"4) is the largest coefficient in
the norm equivalence inequality, i.e.,

G(Fm BT < [|Tle < T

It is not difficulty to see that |z! @ 22 @ --- @ 24| = 1 if ||*|| = 1 for k = 1,2,...,d. By
substituting ' ® ? @ - - - @ @ with X in (2), one has ||T ||, = max|x|=1, rank (x)=1 | (T, X)|. If we
drop the rank-one constraint of the optimization problem, one obtains max =1 [(7,X)| = [|T||.
Therefore, the constant ¢(F™ *"2**"d) measures the gap of this rank-one relaxation from the
optimization point of view. Recently, Eisenmann and Uschmajew also considered similar problems
for rank-two tensors [9].

The value of ¢(F"*"2XX"d) also originates from an important geometrical fact that the tensor
spectral norm measures its approximability by rank-one tensors. To understand this, let X'(7)
be a best rank-one approximation tensor of 7, i.e., X'(7) minimizes |7 — X'|| among all rank-one
X’s. It is well known (see e.g., [18, Proposition 1.1]) that % must be an optimal solution to

max| |1, rank (X)=1 |75 X)| = [ T[lo. Therefore,

(T, (M)

(b Fnlxngx---xnd — min
( ) Termxnisngy (o) [T 12 (D]

and can be seen as the worst-case angle between a tensor and its best rank-one approximation.

The most important notion in quantum mechanics is the quantum entanglement of d-partite
systems. A d-partite state can be represented by a complex tensor T of order d with ||7|| =1. A
state T is called entangled if it is not a product state (rank-one tensor). One of the quantitative
ways to measure the entanglement of a state 7 is the geometric measure of entanglement, given
by the distance of 7 to the variety of product states, which is \/2(1 —||7|5). Therefore, the
most entangled d-partite state is a tensor that achieves the minimum in (1), and its geometric
measure of entanglement is \/2(1 — ¢(Cm1xm2xxna)). The readers are referred to [4] for the recent
development on this topic.

In composition algebras, the value of ¢(R™ *"2* %4} ig directly related to the Hurwitz problem
which is to find multiplicative relations between quadratic forms; see [18] for details. In algorithm
analysis, ¢(F"1*"2xX"d) governs the convergence rate of truncated steepest descent methods for
tensor optimization problems [24]. However, in contrast to the various connections and applications
mentioned above, this beautiful mathematical problem (1) has been few studied until the early 2000s




by Cobos, Kiihn, and Peetre [6, 7]. Since Qi [21] formally defined this problem as the best-rank
one approximation ratio of a tensor space and proposed several open questions in 2011, there has
been a considerate amount of work along this line [14, 8, 18, 19, 1, 9, 15|, especially in the recent
a few years.

For F = C,R, or R4, apart from a trivial case ¢(F™) =1 for d = 1 (vector space) and an easy
case p(F™M*m2) = ——L___ for d = 2 (matrix space), the exact values of @(F™X"2XXnd) are

v/min{ni,na}

mostly unknown for d > 3. This is mainly due to the NP-hardness to compute the tensor spectral
norm (2) when d > 3 [11], let alone the optimization over the spectral norm in (1).

For small ny’s, ¢p(R™*"2%"3) were determined by Kiithn and Peetre [16] for all 2 < nj,ns,n3 < 4
except the case n1 = no = ng = 3, which was only recently determined by Agrachev, Kozhasov,
and Uschmajew [1]. Many values of ¢(R™*"2%"3) for larger (n1,n2,ns) can be decided by solutions
to the Hurwitz problem. These were generalized to ¢(F™ *"2**"d) for any order d in the context
of orthogonal tensors (for F = R) and unitary tensors (for F = C) [18]. In the complex field, less is
understood but the values are usually strict larger than that of the real field from known instances,
e.g., ¢(C2X2X2) _ % [7] while ¢(R2X2X2) — % and ¢(C2X2X2X2) — ? [8] while ¢(R2X2X2X2) — %

Most efforts in this topic have been put on the lower and upper bounds of ¢(F™*7"2XXnd) with
an aim to establish its asymptotic behaviour when ny’s tend to infinity for fixed d. Qi [21] proposed a

naive lower bound (mlnlgjgd [i<k<a ks nk) of p(R™M*M2xXnd) yhich can be indeed achieved

by an interesting class of tensors called orthogonal tensors [18]. By applying probabilistic estimates
of random tensors in [23], Li et al. [18] showed that

1 cvdlnd

< ¢(Rn1 ><n2><~~~><nd) <
\/min1Sde [Ti<k<a, kozj o \/min1§j§d [Ti<k<d, kot 7ok

(3)

for some universal constant ¢ € R,. A constant ¢ was very recently discovered along with the case
of complex field by Kozhasov and Tonelli-Cueto [15], in which they showed that

1 S¢(Fn1xn2x---xnd) < 32vdlnd 1fIE‘:(C7]R

\/mln1§j§d [Ti<k<a kzj o \/mln1§j§d [Ti<k<a kzj o

Although nonnegative tensors are more important in real applications, the study of QS(RT e

remains blank apart from the results implied by ¢(R™*"2**"4) In this paper we completely settle
its asymptotic behaviour.

The asymptotic behaviour of ¢( was known earlier. By estimating the expectation
of the spectral norm of random tensors, Cobos, Kiihn, and Peetre [6] showed that

FHXHX"'XH)

37 1 37
< R’I’LX’I’LX’I’L < < nxnxn < .
< o) < 2T g L < gemn < 2

They also remark, but without proof, that

S|

a slightly worse upper bound than that in (3) by applying ny = nfor k = 1,2,...,d. For nonnegative
reals, it was shown recently in [19] that

1.5

S



with the exact order of magnitude remained unclear. However, ¢(
exact value for even d and an order of magnitude for odd d in this paper.

The extreme ratio for the space of symmetric tensors has attracted particular interest recently [1,
15]. A symmetric tensor is a tensor in F"™*™**™ and its entries are invariant under permutation

R is uncovered with an

d d
of indices. The space of symmetric tensors is denoted by Fg . Since a symmetric tensor in F¢

can be equivalently represented by a homogeneous polynomial function of degree d in n variables,

a - 17l
o(FL ) ==  min
(Fiym) Ternd oy I

is the same to the minimization of the ratio between the uniform norm on the unit sphere and
the Bombieri norm [3] among all homogeneous polynomials of degree d in n variables. Agrachev,
Kozhasov, and Uschmajew [1] showed that the Chebyshev polynomial of degree d is a local mini-
mizer for this optimization problem. However, it is not a global minimizer, disproved by a coun-
terexample in [19]. Using that example, Li and Zhao [19] showed that

1 3 1.5
e P(Rgym) < 0581

The exact order of magnitude was not clear although we do have % < p(RPXm>m) < % It is quite

obvious that ¢(F"*">*") < (b(IFQ;m). In this paper, by applying a simple idea of homogeneous

polynomial mapping, we show that for any F, ¢(ng‘im) is no more than ¢( multiplied by
a constant depending only on d, nailing down its exact order of magnitude. At the same time, by

examining Gaussian tensors, Kozhasov and Tonelli-Cueto [15] in a recent manuscript showed that,

IE"/LX’I’LX-“XTL)

Jd
< ¢(ngdm) < 36Vdlind .. C,R.
i1 Vnd—1

The other extreme ratio, dual to ¢(F™*"2**"d) was also studied along with this topic. It is
the extreme ratio between the Frobenius norm and the nuclear norm of a tensor space, i.e.
171l

[Fr1Xne X -Xngy ._ min ' !
Y( ) Termxnax-xna\(o} | T ||« N

Here, ||7 ||« denotes the nuclear norm, defined by
[ 71« := min {Z Nl = T = ZAzw} @x?®- - @xd, ||zF|| =1 for all k and i,7 € N} ,  (5)
i=1 i=1

where N denotes the set of positive integers. The nuclear norm is the dual norm to the spectral
norm and is also NP-hard to compute when d > 3 [10]. One obvious fact is || T |l < [T < |7«

with equality holds only at rank-one tensors. A perfect result was shown by Derksen et al. [8] that

,l/}(Fanan---Xnd) _ (b(}Fannzx...xnd) and w(}FgL;m) — ¢(Fnd ) lf]F _ C,R,

sym

and the two extreme ratios can be obtained by the same tensor. This seemingly closed the topic of
1 and left the research to ¢. However, for nonnegative reals, ¢ (R’ "2 7*"d) and ¢(R'}P "7 ")
is in general different, even in different orders or magnitude, to be shown in this paper.

We summarize the asymptotic order of magnitude for various cases in the literature together
with our own results shown in this paper in Table 1. Now, let us summarize the main contribution
of our work.



Tensors minyo || T ||/ T Reference miny—+oe ||T||/|| 7]« | Reference
cronzma [ max; [, ng"z [15] max; [ [}, ng"? [15]+[8]
Rrxm2xxnd | max; Hk# nk_% [18] max; Hk?ﬁj n’f_% [18]+8]
R X2 den]f_% or max; [[;; n,"2 | Cor. 4.5 ma§j1nk# g, Cor. 4.11
CnXnX-xn n- 7 [15] n oz [15]+[8]
Rrxnxxn |, =95t (6] n= [6]+[8]
Rxmxxn . Cor. 4.9 n=%7" Cor. 4.11
e 5 [15], Thm. 4.6 | n="7 Cor. 4.9
R n 4 [15], Thm. 4.6 | n~ %" Cor. 4.9
R:iym n—q Cor. 4.8 n— T Cor. 4.11

Table 1: Asymptotic order of magnitude for extreme ratios.

1. We provide a tight lower bound of ¢(RL} X ng x --- X ng) that can be achieved by a wide
class of nonnegative tensors and characterize these extreme tensors.

2. We provide general lower and upper bounds of ¢(IR" *"2* 7"} and ¢ (R’ *"™**™) with either
an exact value or an exact order of magnitude.

3. We show that ¢(Fg;m) is no more than (<™ xm)

multiplied by a constant depending only

on d for any F and hence determine the order of magnitude for gb(Rﬁiym).

4. We determine the order of magnitude for ¢ (R’}**"*") which is different to that for
P(R'}P "2 ") "a sharp contrast to the case of C and R.

5. We examine ¢(R’'*"2*"3) for 2 < ny,ng,ng < 4 and (b(Rfsym) for 2 < n < 4, providing its
exact value or its lower and upper bounds.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We first present some uniform notations, tensor
operations, and basic properties for tensors and tensor norms in Section 2. We then show the
tight lower bound of ¢(R’'*"2*"*"4) and examine the extreme tensors that achieve the bound
in Section 3. Finally, we discuss the asymptotic behaviour, symmetric tensors, the extreme ratio
between the Frobenius and nuclear norms, as well as low-dimension cases for nonnegative tensors
in Section 4.

2 Preparation

Throughout this paper we uniformly use lowercase letters (e.g., =), boldface lowercase letters (e.g.,
x = (x;)), capital letters (e.g., X = (x;;)), and calligraphic letters (e.g., X = (24,4,..1,)) to denote
scalars, vectors, matrices, and high-order (order 3 or more) tensors, respectively. We assume that
all the dimensions, n1,ns,...,ny and n, are larger than or equal to two. The convention norm, a
norm without a subscript, is the Frobenius norm, which includes the Euclidean norm of vectors as
a special case.

2.1 Tensor operations

In order for the tensor operations to be closed in F, we now only consider F = C,R or R in
this subsection. Nevertheless, these operations can be applied to any F in general. A tensor



T = (tiyig...iy) € FM1Xm2X X" hag d modes, namely 1,2,...,d. Fixing the mode-k index to i where
1 < i < ny, will result a tensor of order d — 1 in F™1X " XMk—1XNk+1XXNd e call it the ith mode-k
slice, denoted by 7;(k). The mode-k contraction is obtained by the mode-k product with a vector
x = (z;) € F" denoted by

Nk
’7' Xp & = E "B’L,E(k) c FTLlX"'XnkleTL]WFlX"'XTLd'
=1

This is the same mode-k product of a tensor with a matrix widely used in the literature (see
, [13]) by looking at the vector @ as a 1 X nj matrix. As a consequence, mode contractions by
more vectors are obtained by applying mode products one by one, e.g.,

Txixxoy= (T x2y) x1x=(T x12) X1 9,

where X1y in the last equality is used instead of x5y as mode 2 of T becomes mode 1 of T x; .
Mode contractions by d — 2 vectors result a matrix, and with one more contraction result a vector.
In particular, one has

ni n2 nq

Txial xpx?  xgz? = (T, ' 9z’ -0z = Z Z---Ztim“,idx}l:ni...xfd, (6)

i1=lig=1  ig=1

which can be taken as a multilinear form of (', 2%, ..., x%). By multilinearity, it means that it is
a linear form of a7 by fixing all *’s but @/ for every j = 1,2,...,d. Mode contraction by a unit
vector will decrease the spectral norm in the weak sense.

Proposition 2.1 If T € Frixm2xxnd gnd x| =1, then |T X z|lo < ||T||lo for any mode k.

The proof can be easily obtained from the optimization formulation (2) since (T, z'®@x?®- - -@x?) =
(Txpab a?2@- - @ lorr g . @l

For a fixed mode k and a permutation 7 = (my,72,...,my,,) of {1,2,...,n;}, a mode-k slice
permutation of T, is a new tensor in the same size of 7, whose ith mode-k slice is ’7}(Zg ) for every 1.
This is similar to rearranging rows (or columns) of a matrix. For a permutation m = (7, w9, ..., 7q)
of {1,2,...,d}, the mode transpose of T, denoted by T™ € F"m X" gatisfies that

T .. .
tiliz...id = (t )iﬁiﬂz"'iﬂd fOI‘ all 11,224 ...,1(.

In particular, 7™ = T if T is a matrix and = = {2,1}. The following property is obvious.

Proposition 2.2 The spectral, nuclear and Frobenius norms of a tensor are invariant under any
slice permutation and mode transpose.

Entries of a tensor can be rearranged by combining two modes or splitting a mode. For any
two modes of T € Fmxm2XxXnd gay modes 1 and 2, a tensor unfolding of T is to combine the
two modes into one and result a tensor in F7172X"3XX"d of order d — 1. The reverse operation of
tensor unfolding is called tensor folding. For instance, if ny = myms where my, mg > 2 are integers,
folding 7 in mode 1 results a tensor in Fm1xmaxn2x=Xnd of grder d + 1. Tensor unfoldings can be
applied to a tensor repeatedly, so as tensor foldings. In particular, unfolding a tensor d — 2 times
results a matrix, and with one more time results a vector. To the other end, if we let n;, = Hfi 1 pf
where 2 < p]f < p'§ <L p'jk are primes for k = 1,2,...,d, the unique tensor of order ZZZI ap



with dimension p x pd x - x pClL1 x - xpdxpdx oo x pgd that is folded from 7T, is called the
mazimum folding.

Given a partition {I;,Is,...,I5} of the modes {1,2,...,d}, we denote T (I,I5,...,I) to be
a tensor of order s with dimension [],cp, 7x X [ger, 76 X -+ X [[zeq, 7k, unfolded by combing
modes [ of 7 to mode k of T(Iy,Is,...,1Is) for k =1,2,...,s. In particular, if d is even, we call
T(L,2,..., %}, {% +1, % +2,...,d}) the standard matricization. For any mode 1 < k < d, we call
THEL{L, ... k—1,k+1,...,d}) the mode-k matricization. Also, T({1,2,...,d}) is called the
vectorization of T, which can be taken as the maximum unfolding. The following monotonicity is
quite standard.

Proposition 2.3 If T is unfolded to X (the same to that X is folded to T ), then
1Tl < [ Xllo IT1 = 11, and [T} = {|X]]

The proof is not difficult by comparing feasibility with optimality from the optimization point
of view. We skip it as it needs to introduce many unnecessary notations. One may check [25,
Proposition 4.1] for the proof of the spectral norm and apply a similar idea in [12, Proposition 4.1]
for the proof of the nuclear norm.

The tensor nuclear norm is the dual norm to the tensor spectral norm described as follows,
whose proof can be found in [20].

Lemma 2.4 Given a tensor T, one has

[Tlle = max (T, &) and [T = max (T,&).
X[, <1 |xll-<1

2.2 Symmetric tensor and homogeneous polynomial
Given a symmetric tensor 7 € Fg‘;m, by substituting ¥ = @« for k = 1,2,...,d in the multilinear

form (6) one has a homogeneous polynomial function (7, x®@x®---@x) of degree d in n variables.
A classical result originally due to Banach [2] regarding the spectral norm is the following.

Theorem 2.5 If T € R | then

sym’
Il = max  [(T.2'@a?@-0a) = max [(T.z0z- o).
l2*]|=1, k=1,2,....d e[ =1

In the tensor community, this is known as the best rank-one approximation of a symmetric tensor
can be obtained by a symmetric rank-one tensor [5, 26].

On the other hand, given any nonzero tensor 7~ € Fn1Xn2XXnd the multilinear form (7, ' ®
x? ® - @ x?) itself is a homogeneous polynomial function of degree d in n = Zzzl ny variables,

nd

sym such

ie, = (")t ()T,..., (azd)T)T. Therefore, there is a unique symmetric tensor Z €
that

(Zxoze -z =(T,z2'22’2---@z%. (7)
From tensor point of view, Z can be explicitly partitioned into d¢ block tensors, which have sizes
of n; X m, x -+ xn;, where i, =1,2,...,d for k =1,2,...,d. Among these, there are exactly d!
nonzero blocks. Each nonzero block has dimension n;, X ng, X --- X n,;, where 7 is a permutation
of {1,2,...,d} and is equal to % because of (7). We remark that this is almost the same idea
of symmetric embeddings introduced by Ragnarsson and Van Loan [22] while the connection to
homogeneous polynomial is more straightforward. As an example, if T € F™1*"2 is a matrix, then

_ O 1T/2 . . . . O T
Z = < 2 O > while the symmetric embedding of 7" makes it < T O ) We shall use

this idea to study the extreme ratio for symmetric tensors in Section 4.2.



2.3 Basic properties of extreme ratios

We provide some properties regarding the extreme ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms
and that between the Frobenius and nuclear norms. The first two results are immediate from
Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.3, respectively.

Lemma 2.6 The ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms of a nonzero tensor is invariant
under slice permutation, mode transpose and multiplication by a nonzero constant. This is the same
to the ratio between the Frobenius and nuclear norms.

Lemma 2.7 IfFy and Fy are two spaces where tensors in Fo are obtained by unfolding tensors in
F1, then ¢(F1) < ¢(F2) and (F1) < ¢(F2).

Our final property is on the monotonicity of the extreme ratios with respect to the dimensions.
Lemma 2.8 If ngp < my for k=1,2,...,d, then

Y

¢(Fm1 ><m2><---><md)
¢(Fm1 ><m2><---><md)

(Fnl ><n2><---><nd)

<¢
é 'I,Z)(Fnl ><n2><---><nd)'

For any positive integer m and mode k where 1 < k < d, one has

¢(FTL1 ><n2><---><nd) < \/T_RQS(Fnl><---><nk,1ankxnk+1x---xnd),
w(Fnlxngx---xnd) é ﬁ¢(Fn1><~~~><TLk,1><mTLk><TLk+1X---Xnd)'

Proof. The first two bounds are trivial as F"1*"2X X" can be taken as a subset of F™M1xm2xXmd
by enlarging the dimensions with zero entries.

For any m € N, assume without loss of generality that k = 1. Let 7 € F™mXn2X X% whijch
can be partitioned into m block tensors in F™1*"2XX"d yig cuts in mode 1. Denote these block
tensors to be 71,72, ..., Tm. Let || T;|| = maxi<j<m, [|T;||. According to the bounds for the spectral
norm of subtensors [17, Theorem 3.1], one has ||7i||, < ||7||. Therefore,

2 2 2
7 1l S 17l - 17|l - P(FPaXn2Xexnq)2
ITI? = X 17502 = ml Tl = -

(F"l Xmng X Xmn,

By the generality of 7, we have ¢(F™mn1xn2x-xna)2 > d)z, which shows the third
bound. The last bound can be shown similarly as the third. O

3 Extreme ratio between spectral and Frobenius norms

In this section, we provide an almost complete picture of the tight lower bound of the extreme
ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms for nonnegative tensors. The lower bound can be
obtained by a wide class of nj’s that can tend to infinity. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 3.1 Let d positive integers ny,ny,...,ng > 2 for R <2770,

1. The extreme ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms

d
(b(Rilxngx---xnd) _ min |THU (H > ) (8)

=

TeRnlxnzx Xnd\{o} ||T||



2. The lower bound is attained if and only if szl ny s an integer that can be divided by every
ng, i.€.,

Hg:1 T

N

eNfork=1,2,....d. (9)

3. The lower bound is achieved by an unfolded identity tensor, up to slice permutation and
multiplication by a positive constant, and is attained if and only if an unfolded identity tensor
exists in R X270 XN

¥ .

We shall prove the theorem in a discussion style, starting with the lower bound in Section 3.1,
from which the condition of equality is derived. We then propose the nonnegative tensors that
obtain the lower bound under this condition, i.e., the concept of unfolded identity tensors in Sec-
tion 3.2. Finally we generalize unfolded identity tensors with an aim to fully characterize these
extreme tensors under this condition in Section 3.3.

3.1 Lower bound and necessary condition

[

Lemma 3.2 @(R}*"2*77"d) > (HZ:l nk> '

Proof. First, one has ¢(R’"*">™"7") = minj7—; || T||o and so W = max|r,=1 || 7]
Let us take a close look at the optimization problem max s 1 ||7||. Since || 7|, = 1, one obviously
has 0 < t;,4,..5, < 1 for any entry ¢;,4,..;, of 7. Moreover, as H\;—r’j_kH =1 for any 1 < k < d where

e € R™ is an all-one vector, by (6) one has

Zdl

ny  ne
e €9 €4

E E E tivig..i :< ,—®—®---®—_>§HTHU=1. (10)
\/Hk 1nk21 1io=1 e m 2 nd

This leads to

[NIES
=

1
ni na ni no 2 d 4
”T” - § E 5 tzlzg 'ld g g E t'll’lz Zd S = H nk ,
i1=112=1 ig=1 i1=112=1 tg=1 k=1

where the first inequality is due to 0 < ¢;,4,. i, < 1 and the second inequality is due to (10). This
1
shows that max 7, = [| 7] < <Hi:1 nk) ", Therefore,

I,

d
1
Rnlxngx---xnd — . - =
PR )= iz, 1T max)rj,—1 | 71| ~ <1;I )

proving the lower bound. O

Jun

From the above proof, if the lower bound (HZ:l nk>_Z is obtained at 7T, and further if we
only consider ||T]|, = 1 (if not we can scale it), then T € B™*"2X*"d where B = {0,1} since

ivio...ig- = tiyis..iy; fOr any entry t;;,.;,. Moreover, the number of nonzero entries of 7 must be

\/szl ng because (10) must be held as an equality. This obviously implies that \/szl ng is an
integer. In fact, these nonzero entries must be evenly distributed among slices.



=

Proposition 3.3 Let T € Rilxnzxmxnd with | Tl =1 and || T| = (HZ:I ”k> - One has

1. T e Bmxnzxxnd yith \/szl nk nonzero entries.

2. Any mode-k slice of T has @

number of nonzero entries for k =1,2,...,d.

Proof. From the previous discussion, it suffices to show that all mode-k slices must have the same
number of nonzero entries since the number of mode-k slices is n; and the total number of nonzero

entries is Hi_l ng. Without loss of generality, we only show this for mode-1 slices.

Let m; = le 1 ZZS x sz 1 tiinis.. iy, the number of nonzero entries of ’7;(1) (the jth mode-1

slice of T') for j =1,2,...,ny. Since ‘ \/eka =1for k=2,3,...,d, we have
1
din(mlvm%--"mnd” T xo —= < HTHU_l
\ [Te—sz 72k

where the inequality is obtained by applying Proposition 2.1 d — 1 times. As a result,

d d
Xiim® |l(maymy, e m)l| VI Te=o e Ve 35 my

ny Vi - VN1 B ny ni

where the last equality holds because the number of nonzero entries of 7 is \/szl ng. According

n n
Z]ll i2 > Zjll

ni - ni
mp=mg=--+=Mp,. O

to the generalized mean inequality , the above must hold at the equality with

For any T € R’! """ that obtains the extreme ratio (szl nk> in (8), one can certainly

LG

multiply a positive constant to make |||, = 1. Thus, Proposition 3.3 immediately implies the
necessity of condition (9) in Theorem 3.1 as the number of nonzero entries of any mode-k slice,

\ H;i:l Tk
ny,

_1
tensor that obtains the extreme ratio (HZ:l nk) * under (9).

, must be a positive integer. On the other hand, we are indeed able to construct a zero-one

3.2 Unfolded identity tensor

We study zero-one tensors that achieve the lower bound (8) in Theorem 3.1, called unfolded identity
tensors. To start with, let us consider the identity matrix I,, € B"*". Let n = [[;", px be the
prime factorization where 2 < p; < py < --- < p,,. Let Z,, € BP1XP2X""XPsn ><p1><p2>< Xpén be the
maximum folding of I,,, called the nth identity tensor. This is a tensor of order 2s,, whose standard
matricization is I, i.e.,

o (41,2, .. sn b {sn + 1,80 +2,...,28,}) = I.

It is easy to see that
IZall = [Hnll = v and 1 < || Znllo < [ Tnlle =1,

since Z, is folded by I,, by Proposition 2.3. Obviously Z, is unique for any given n.

10



Definition 3.4 Given any partition {Iy,1s,... 13} of modes {1,2,...,2s,} that satisfies
eV sn+ 3} <1 for 1<k <d and1 <5 <50, (11)
Z,(I1,1s,...,1) is called an unfolded identity tensor (UIT).

According to the definition, any mode transpose of a UIT is already included in Definition 3.4 via
permutation of the I’s. Also, Z,, itself, as well as its mode transposes, is a UIT.

A key property of a UIT is that its spectral norm is one, albeit it is unfolded from Z,, whose
spectral norm is also one. Before computing the spectral norm of a UIT, we need a technical result
that has an independent interest.

Lemma 3.5 Let integer d > 2 and X', X2, ..., X% be tensors with appropriate dimensions of order
ai,as,...,aq, respectively, satisfying that al +a2 +--+aqg=2s is even. If Iy = {jl ,j2 e ,jfjk} -
{1,2,... ,s} fork=1,2,...,d and there are exactly two I} ’s containing j for every j =1,2,...,s,

then
d
1 2 k
Z xij G101 ':U’nggz 2 ':U’L d’l d ) d H |X H7 (12)
. . 2 —

where the summand for i; (that appears exactly twice in subscripts of x’s) runs from 1 to an
appropriate value under appropriate dimensions of these X*’s for every j =1,2,...,s.

Proof. The proof is based on the induction on d. For d = 2, we simply have I} = I, = {1,2,...,s}.
The summand in (12) makes <X L x 2> under a possible mode transpose of X2, which is less than
or equal to || X!] - [|X?]| according to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

For general d > 3, let 112 = {q1,¢2,...,¢-}. Without loss of generality, we may denote

]11 = {j117j217"'7j(}17q17q27"'7q7“} and ]12 = {j%7j%7"'7j(?27q17q27 "7q7“} where bl = ay —T and

by = as—r. Let us consider a new tensor Z of order by +bs, whose (2]1,1]1, e ,Z] 2]2,1]2, e ,z'jg )th
2
: 1 2
entry is defined by > . . X T . We have
qul Jigg s+ sl 7,]%23% zjgl gy lqg---iqy 2327,]% zjgz g1 tgg---lqy
2

|2 = > > Ty
J1 7

1001 Qg lgy .- gpr1.2%.2...0.2 ig;igy---lg
G 1 e 1 02 Ggy vig el 27y T Ty TR
15015000501 52.2,0,2,5..451.2 q1:%q25--+5tq
IR Iy TITTIR T 12 "

2 2
1 2
— 1.1%,1...2.1 tgqlgo---L 1.2%.2...0.2 tgqlgy..-1
2].11 ,zj% ,...,zjgl ,zj% 1,2 ""’ng2 gy slgg seeslgr gy slgg s-eslgr
2 2
- ¥ 3 2 2.
- 1.17.1. z 1 zq zq 1.21.2...0.2 gy lgg---lq
S S ) I Iy, o S ) IL Iy gy, AR
2].11 ’Zj%"“’ljél gy stgy s--eslar ij’ljg""’ljé gy lgys--slqr
_ 12 2112
= X[,

where the inequality is due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Since q1,q2,- .. ,q- belong to both I} and I, none of them belongs to any I for £ > 3. Hence
the summand for 4,,,44,, .. . ,iq, in (12) is irrelevant to X3, X4, ... X% Thus, the summand in (12)
can be rewritten as

3 d 1 2
Z %J%zﬂg Gyt 'xijfijg...ijg Z :Eij%ij%...ijgl iqliqz...iqf.xij%ijg...ijé iqy gy -iqr

. . . . . 3113 d - . .
{7'1 7127---77'3}\{2611 D) 7"'72617'} 1q1,%q25tar



which, under a possible mode transpose of Z, is

> : !

1.32.3...0 . 1.4%.4..-1. V.1,0:1 005201 ,2.2,0.2,...,1.2

T . 3303l attag gy T IR
{Zl ,22,...715}\{%]1 s2qg 7---72qr}

This is the same type of problem for d — 1 tensors and so the above is no more than || Z|| Hi:?) | ¥
by induction assumption. Therefore, (12) is proved by combining the fact that || Z] < ||XY| - ||X?||
shown earlier. O

We provide some insights of the above result. If A € F™*"2 B € F"2*"3 and C' € F™*™ are
three matrices, then Lemma 3.5 means that

ny n2 n3

tr(ABC) =Y Y aibjpcri < ||A] - 1B - [IC].

i=1 j=1 k=1

As another example, if A € Fr1xm2xn3 B e F™"1%"2 and ¢ € F™, then Lemma 3.5 means that

ny n2 n3

Ax12Bx3e= Zzzaijkbijck < Al [|BI] - [le]l-

i=1 j=1 k=1

For both examples, the essential condition is that a same index, such as i and 7, should be appeared
in two different tensors.

Let us return to the spectral norm of a UIT. The condition (11) in Definition 3.4 implies that
any Il cannot contain both modes j and s + j of Z,, whose dimensions are both p;.

=

Proposition 3.6 If T € B >"2x X" 45 q UIT, then |T|l, =1 and | T = (szl nk) . More-

over, \/szl nk is an integer that can be divided by every ny, i.e., the condition (9).

Proof. Let T = Z,(I1,1s,...,1;) where {I},Is,... I3} is a partition of {1,2,...,2s,} such that
I (Wj,sn+ 7} < 1forany 1 <k <dand1l<j<s, Recal Z, € BP1>XP2X"XPsn XP1XP2X"XPsn
and define p,,; = p;j for j =1,2,...,s,. We have n;, = Hjel[k pj for k =1,2,...,d. Noticing that
the number of entries of 7 is same to that of Z,,, one obviously has \/szl ng=mn= Hj-il pj that
must be an integer.

As Iy, cannot include both j and s,,+7, we may define J = {1 <j <s,:j€; or s,+j €} C
{1,2,...,s,} for k = 1,2,...,d. Therefore, n, = [[;c5, pj = [[ ;e pj is a factor of [[32, p; = n,

1
i.e., n can be divided by ny. For the norms, ||T|| = ||Z,|| = vn = <HZ:1 nk) . It is obvious that
|T)ls > 1 as T is a zero-one tensor. It suffices to show that || 7|, < 1.

For every mode k = 1,2,...,d, let I = {jF, 45, ... ,jgk}, Zk € R¥i€%Pi be a tensor of order ay,
and the vectorization of Z* be z* € RIien? = Rnx. For any ||| = ||Z2¥| = 1, it is not hard to
see that

(T,w1®w2®-~®wd> = <In(H1,H2,...,Hd),ZI}1®$2®"'®wd>
=(T,,(2'®2*® - ® Z)")

_ E 1 2 d

- tlll2---125nz’i.1i.1...i.1 Z’i.gi.g...i.g ZZ ]
L . J1 95 Jay 1 I3 Jag J
11,125,225y,

12



where (Z1 RZ2R--® Zd)7r denotes a proper mode transpose of 2! @ 2?2 @ --- ® 24,

Noticing the relation between Ji and I and the fact |Ji| = |Ix|, as {11, Lo, ..., 14} is a partition of
{1,2,...,2s,}, there are exactly two Jx’s containing j for every j = 1,2,...,s,. To avoid new nota-
tions, we still denote J = {j¥, 55, ..., jgk} as that of I, but bare in mind that every element is now
the remainder divided by s,. On the other hand, as Z,, ({1,2,...,sp}, {sn + 1,80 + 2,...,25,}) =
I, tiyiy..in,, = 1if and only if i = is, 1; for all 1 < j < s, we may remove i, 11,%s,42; - - -, 2s, il
the summand of (13) and assign the value of relevant ¢;;,. s,, to one, i.e.,

1 2 dy _ 1 2 d
(T x"®---@z) = E Zi Viqein Rioig.ia % gigeig (14)
J1 J2 Jay 1195 Jag J1 J9 Jad

11,82, 508y,

where j*’s in (14) denote elements of J¥’s while j*’s in (13) denote elements of I ’s.

Now, since there are exactly two Ji’s containing j for every j = 1,2,...,s,, by applying
Lemma 3.5 to Z¥’s and J¥’s, the right hand side of (14) must be no more than Hg:1 |1 Z%|| = 1.
This shows that (T, z! @ 2? ® --- ® %) < 1 for any ||z¥| = 1, ie., | T, < 1. O

1
From Lemma 3.5, we do see that any UIT achieves the lower bound (szl nk) toof (8) in

Theorem 3.1. This is also true for any slice permutation and multiplication by a positive constant
of a UIT, according to Proposition 2.2. Mode permutation of a UIT is also a case but this is already
included in the definition of UIT. Finally, to prove that (9) is sufficient in Theorem 3.1, it suffices
to show the existence of a UIT under (9).

Proposition 3.7 If d integers ni,ns,...,ng > 2 such that \/szl ng is an integer that can be
divided by ny, for every k =1,2,...,d, then a UIT exists in B *"2X"X"d,

Proof. Let \/szl ny=mn= Hj’;l p; be its prime factorization where 2 < p; < py < --- < py,..
Define py,4+j =pj for j =1,2,...,s, and J = {1,2,...,2s,}. One obviously has

2
Sn

d
[Iei= (11| =n*=1]m- (15)
j=1 k=1

Jjel

We need to construct a UIT that is unfolded from the nth identity tensor Z,. In order to make
Zo(J1,02,...,0q) € Bmxn2xxna 5 UIT, it suffices to find a partition {J1,J2,...,Jq} of J with
[k (Wi, sn + 3 < 1forall 1 <k <dand1<j<sy,such that [[;5 pj =ng for k=1,2,....d.
In fact, J; can be defined recursively as

Jr = argmin Zj:Hpj:nk for k=1,2,....,d. (16)
ICNUE T\ jer  jer

Intuitively, we choose indices in J to form J; via a collection of p;’s whose product is n, whereas
we have multiple choices of j because the p;’s are the same we always choose the smallest available
j. The elements of J; are then removed from J and we continue this approach to form Jo, Js, ..., J4.
Obviously {J1,J2,...,Jq} is a partition of J. The feasibility of Ji’s in (16) is guaranteed by (15)

since
d

k=1j€l) Jjel
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It remains to show that I, ({j, s, +j}| <1lforall1 <k <dand1<j<s,.

Suppose on the contrary that {¢, s, +¢} € Ji for some k and 1 < ¢ < s,,. Let r be the number of
primes that are equal to p, among all the prime factors p;, pa, ..., ps, of n. Denote these primes to be
Piy Pit+1y -+« s Pidr—1 where 1 < 14 <i+r—1 ThllS, PisPi+1s -« s Pitr—1,Psp+irPsp+i+ls - -+ s Psp+itr—1
are all the primes that are equal to p, in {p; : j € J}. By the definition of Jj, in particular el J
attaining the minimum, one has {¢,...,i+r—1,s,+1,...,8,+¢} C J as both £ and s,, + ¢ belong
to J. Thus, ny = [[;¢5, p; can be divided by <H§12_1pj> <H;’:§f+i pj) = p,"t1. However, n has
only r prime factors that are equal to py, contradictory to the fact that n can be divided by nj. [

This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

3.3 Characterization of extreme tensors

The extreme property of unfolded identity tensors for RTX"ZX“'XM plays a similar role to that of

orthogonal tensors for R *"2X"*"d and unitary tensor for C™*"2**"d jp [18]. Unlike orthogonal

and unitary tensors whose existence condition cannot be explicitly characterized, the existence

condition for UITs is fully determined by the dimensions, i.e., condition (9). Under this condition,

is any extreme tensor, i.e., a tensor whose ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms attains

the lower bound of (8), a UIT under slice permutation and multiplication of a positive constant?
1

1

Unfortunately the answer is no. Consider R¥*?***2 and let J; = be a permu-

1
tation matrix, also called a slice permutation of I;. The maximum folding of J; is J; € RZ?***2

ie., J1({1,2},{3,4}) = Js. Since
1< |[Jalle < lJalle = 1 and [|Ta]] = [|Jall = 2,

J4 is an extreme tensor but is neither Zy, nor its slice permutation or mode transpose. There are
other examples as well via another slice permutation of I4. The main reason is that the number of
slice permutations of I4, 4!, is more than the number of slice permutations of Z4, which is at most
24, Any slice permutation of a folded tensor can be obtained by a certain slice permutation before
the folding, but the reverse is not always possible.

It is straightforward to generalize UITs. Let Ir(fr) € B"*™ be a permutation matrix where 7 is
a permutation of {1,2,...,n}. Let n = [];", px be the prime factorization where 2 < p; < pg <

.-+ < ps,. Denote L(LW) € BP1XP2XXPsp XP1XP2X " XPsn {5 be the maximum folding of I,(f), ie.,
) ({12, spt {sn 4+ 1osn +2,..., 25, }) = 117,

Here, we use the notation Ir(fr) instead of Z as the latter is a mode transpose of Z,, for a permutation
mof{1,2,...,2s,}. It is easy to see that T is an extreme tensor as ||I,(f)\|g =1and ||IT(L7T) | =+/n.

Definition 3.8 Given any permutation w of {1,2,...,n} and any partition {Iy,1s,...,1;} of modes
{1,2,...,2s,} that satisfies (11), IT(LF) (I, Iy, ..., 1;) is called an unfolded permutation tensor (UPT).

We state the following result that generalizes Proposition 3.6 for UITs. We skip the proof as it
involves many index notations resulted by the permutation 7 although the main idea is the same
to that of Proposition 3.6.

14
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Theorem 3.9 If T € Buxn2X X js q UPT, then ||T|, =1 and || T|| = <Hz:1 nk) . Moreover,
\/szl ny 1s an integer that can be divided by every ny.

Mode transpose of a UPT must be a UPT by Definition 3.8 via a permutation of {Iy, I, ... Iz}.
In fact, a slice permutation of a UPT is also a UPT, originated from another permutation matrix

Iy(frl), i.e., unfolded from another IT(LW,). Obviously, multiplication by a positive constant of a UPT
must be an extreme tensor as well. We conjecture that these fully characterize the extreme tensors.

Conjecture 3.10 The lower bound (8) is achieved by and only by an unfolded permutation tensor
up to multiplication by a positive constant.

With Theorem 3.1 and an affirmative answer to Conjecture 3.10, we can conclude a complete story.
Let us work toward the conjecture, albeit we cannot solve it for the time being. Suppose that

_1
T € R M7 gatisfies ””Zﬂﬁ’ = <HZ:1 nk) *. Upon multiplying a positive constant, we may
1
assume without loss of generality that || 7 ||, = 1 and || 7| = (szl nk> *. Proposition 3.3 indicates

that 7 must be a zero-one tensor. The maximum folding of 7, keeps the same Frobenius norm and
spectral norm of 7 as well since T is a zero-one tensor and folding decreases the spectral norm in
the weak sense. Therefore, it suffices to consider tensors in the same dimensions to the maximum
folding of T, in other words, every ny, is a prime. To conclude, we need to show that the maximum
folding of T is L(fr) or its mode transpose in order to show the correctness of Conjecture 3.10.

Conjecture 3.11 Let 2 < n = [[;" py be the prime factorization where 2 < py < py <--- < pg, .
If T € BPr<p2xXXPan XPLXP2XXPsn sqtisfies || T, = 1 and ||T|| = v/n, then T can be unfolded to a
permutation matriz in B™*",

Conjecture 3.11 is true when n is a prime because of Proposition 3.3. We also verified this for
n =4,6,9 with the help of a computer.

4 Related problems

With the help of the story in Section 3, in particular Theorem 3.1, we shall develop various results
on the extreme ratios in several contexts.

4.1 General nonnegative tensors

The condition (9) in Theorem 3.1 immediately implies that any n; is no more than ngkgd, kot j k-

This is because \/szl ny can be divided by any n;. On the other hand, for a tall tensor where

one dimension is very large, i.e., n; > ngkgd, Kt Tk for some j, the extreme ratio between the
spectral and Frobenius norms can be easily obtained; cf. [18, Proposition 2.3].

Proposition 4.1 If d positive integers ni,na,...,ng > 2 and n; > HlSde’k# ny for some 1 <
j <d, then
-}
e B | BT (a7
1<k<d,k#j

obtained by and only by a tensor whose mode-j matricization is a submatriz of I,(Z;) (permutation
matriz), up to multiplication by a positive constant.

15



Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.1 perfectly match in the intersection where n; = [[1 <<y z; Mk

The extreme ratio keeps the same one —— and is obtained by and only by a tensor whose mode-j

Vi
matricization is I,(Z;) up to multiplication by a positive constant. For a space other than those n;’s
required in Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.1, the extreme ratio is generally unknown. However,
Theorem 3.1 is enough to provide a general idea about the extreme ratio since it includes the case
of n X n x -+ x n tensors of order d if d is even or n is a complete square.

Corollary 4.2 Forn xn x --- x n tensors of order d and n > 2, if d is even, then

ey

qb(R:L_X”XWXTL) — n— ,

and if d is odd, then

d
2

LY

< RV <min { (V1 —1)"% 0" )

Proof. The case of even d follows immediately from Theorem 3.1, so as the lower bound of odd d.
For the first upper bound of odd d, let p> < n < (p+ 1)2 — 1 where p € N. We have that

vn+1—1 <p. By the monotonicity of the extreme ratio (Lemma 2.8),

Y
vl

BRI ™) < GRET) = ()7 < (VrT-1) 7,

where the equality follows Theorem 3.1.

For the second upper bound of odd d, again by Lemma 2.8, the extreme ratio for n xn x---xn
tensors of order d must be no more than that for n x n x --- x n tensors of order d — 1, which is
n="F" since d — 1 is even. O

The first upper bound for odd d nails down the asymptotic order of magnitude for ¢(RY™"™* "),

which is O(n_%) no matter d is even or odd. However, this upper bound for odd d can be quite
loose, especially for small n, under which case the second upper bound is able to compensate.

We remark that the order of magnitude for ¢(R7"* ™) can also be obtained via an example
of Theorem 3.1 using the norm compression inequality of tensors [19, Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 4.3 If a nonnegative tensor T € R "M satisfies ||||7;||” = «, then there exists a
nonnegative tensor T, € RTmX"QWX"'X"‘im satisfying % = a™ for any positive integer m. If T

is further symmetric, then Ty, is also symmetric.

For illustration, there is a nonnegative tensor 7~ € RY*¥ 4 of order d such that ||”T71||i’ — 41 by

Theorem 3.1. Then by Theorem 4.3 there exists a nonnegative tensor 7T, € Rflxwx'"x‘lm of order
d such that % — 4=F for any positive integer m. This provides a general upper bound O(n_%)

for ¢(RIZ™ ") if we set n = 4™, while the lower bound is obtained by Theorem 3.1. In any
case, this confirmed order of magnitude trivially beats the best known upper bound for ¢(R’*"*™),
O(n=%%%) in [19, Theorem 5.3] whereas ours is O(n~%7) for d = 3.

In fact, it is not difficult to see that the order of magnitude for general ¢(

1 R:L_lxngx---xnd) iS
O <<Hi:1 nk)_4> controlled by Theorem 4.3 with an appropriate example in Theorem 3.1, as

long as they are not tall tensors, whose ratio is provided by (17) in Proposition 4.1. In order to
get an explicit upper bound instead of an order of magnitude, we now apply Theorem 3.1 again to
estimate (R}**"2**"?) using the power of two.
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Theorem 4.4 If d positive integers ni,na,...,ng > 2 and maxj<p<qng < VHZ:l ny, then

[

4

B(RIIXnX Xy < 9T (Hm) : (18)

Proof. Let 2% < n;, < 2%7T1 where a3 € N for k = 1,2,...,d. We estimate the upper bound in
three cases below.

If R%:l X202 X2 49 9 space of tall tensors, we may without loss of generality let HZ;% 2% <
2%, By Lemma 2.7, ¢(R!* """ is upper bounded by the ratio of its mode-d matricization,

d—1
¢(Ridxnk:1 "), which is equal to \/% since ng < Hz;i ny. Therefore,

I -1 NTT -
< (ng2%)~1 < H 2%) < (nd H ;) =927 <H nk>
k=1 k=1

If R?:l X2 x 2 g ot tall and further 7, ay, is even, then by Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 3.1,
we have

o

Jun
=

(b(R:L-l ><n2><---><nk) S

3~
IS

[

d _% d _% T4

k=1 k=1

Finally, if R%:lwaz XX 2% g not tall and Eizl ay, is odd, we need to truncate the largest 2%,
R2“1 X202 x...x 2041

say 2% without loss of generality, by half in the above estimate. This is to keep
not tall while making ZZ;% ap + (ag — 1) even. We then have

=

_1 _1
n1XNg X XNy 201 %202 x ... x20d 1 1 d aj, ) 1 Nk ) a+1 d
¢(R+ )§¢(R+ )= §H2 < §H? =21 an
k=1

k=1
The desired upper bound (18) is proved by combining the three cases. ]

As an example for nonnegative tensors of order 3, one has

(nyngng) ™7 < N 2(nyngng) 1

if no ny exceeds the product of the other two.
We conclude this subsection by combining Theorem 3.1, Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.4.

Corollary 4.5 If ng is the largest among d positive integers ny,no,...,ng > 2, then

d-1 I . -1 d—1 1
<m1n {nd,an} an> < GRIPXMPHNE) < 27 (min{nd,an} an> )
k=1 k=1

4.2 Symmetric tensors

We now study the extreme ratio between the spectral and Frobenius norms in the space of symmetric
tensors. By applying homogeneous polynomial mapping discussed in Section 2.2, we can show that
for any F, ¢(FZ n? ) is no more than ¢(F™*™**™) multiplied by a constant depending only on d.

sym
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Theorem 4.6 For any F and positive integers d and n,

¢(Fdn><dn><---><dn) < (b(th}ilgl)d) < \/d!d—_d(b(F"X"X'"X") < \/a(b(Fdnxdanxdn).

Proof. The lower bound is trivial since F?;m is a subset of F"*™**" for any n € N. To show the

upper bound, let 7 € F™*"**" gych that

17l
7

(b(}FTLXnX---Xn)

Consider the multilinear form (7, 2' ® ? ® --- ® %) where each z* is a variable vector of

(dn)?

dimension n. According to Section 2.2, there is a unique symmetric tensor Z € Fgy,n such that

(Zzoe® @z =(T,z' s’ 0z,

where = ((z")T, ()T, ..., (md)T)T is a variable vector of dimension dn. Z can be partitioned

to d? block tensors in F™*™< X" and there are exactly d! nonzero blocks, each of which is equal to
% or its mode transpose. We thus have

171 _ 71

ZIIP=d-
1Z]"=d ()2 7l

On the other hand, since Z is symmetric, it follows by Banach’s classical result (Theorem 2.5) that
12 = max [(Zzoze- o)
[l>=1

= max [T, z'@z’® - @z
Sy ek )2=1

= max  [(Ta'ed’e ozl
llek|l=—, k=1,2,....d
=d max  [(T,z'@e’®-- @z’
&k |=1, k=1,2,....d
_d
=d2[|Tllo,

where the third equality is due to

ﬁu o) < lfju |2 g
s sem") T va

and the upper bound is attained only when all ||z*||’s are the same.
Therefore, we obtain

=

o _NEl. 42T, -
]Fédgl) < H _ ; —Vd\d d FanX an 19
P(Fgm ) < 21~ @) L7 V é( ) (19)

that can generate an upper bound if an asymptotic upper bound of ¢(F™"*"™**™) is available. Even
without this information, we can still obtain

qb(F(dn)d) < \/d!d—_dgb(annx---xn) < \/d'd—_d \/Edgb(Fdnxdnx---xdn) _ m¢(Fanan"'an),

sym
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where the last inequality is obtained by applying Lemma 2.8 repeatedly for d times. g

Theorem 4.6 states that the asymptotic order of magnitude for gb(Fg‘;m) is the same to that
for ¢p(F™>*™> ") for any F. For instance, it was pointed out in [6] that the order of magnitude

for @(R™>m™> X" is O(n_%) and so is for ¢(RZ While Kozhasov and Tonelli-Cueto [15]

recently obtained asymptotic upper bounds for both ¢(R Sym) and ¢(C Sym) by using sophisticated
probabilistic analysis, our approach is very simple. In fact, Theorem 4.6 can be used to improve
the constant of their estimation. Specifically, [15, Theorem 1.1] indicates that ¢(C™>*™* ") <

32\/dlndn_%. Applying Theorem 4.6, we have
$(CUM"y < Vald—dg(C™ ™M) < 32V/dIndn~ "2 - Vdld—4 = 32VdlInd (dn)" "2, (20)

a better estimate than ¢(C Sym) < 36vd Indn~ 2" stated in [15, Theorem 1.2], at least when n is a
multiple of d or tends to infinity. In any case, the asymptotic order of magnitude for both ¢(C Sydm)
and ¢(C Sym) is O(n~ ) for fixed d.

Let us turn to study ¢(R +Sym). When d is even, we know from Section 3 that there is a zero-one
tensor 7 whose standard matricization is an identity matrix and this 7 is indeed an extreme tensor.
However, T itself may not be symmetric unless d = 2. We now provide another construction that
only applies to nonnegative tensors.

sym )

Theorem 4.7 If a nonzero tensor T € RV™X" qnd S _T7™ € R, where the summand is

—+sym
taken over all permutations of {1,2,...,d}, then

12Tl /Tl
12277 = Il

As a consequence, one has

BRIy < Ry < \/agb(Rixnx---xn)' (21)

+sym
Proof. The number of different permutations of {1,2,...,d} is d!. Any entry of Y 77" is the sum
of d! entries of T. Its square must be larger than or equal to the sum of squares for these d! entries
because the square of sum is larger than or equal to the sum of squares for nonnegative numbers.
Each entry of 7 appears exactly d! times in ) _77". Therefore, by summing over all the squares
for the entries of Y77, it is easy to see that || >__77? > d!||T|>.

On the other hand, the triangle inequality implies that || Y. Tl < > _||7"|ls = d!||T || by
Proposition 2.2. Combining the two inequalities, we have

12Tl _ @7l _ Tl
1=, 770 = Vair I

It is easy to see that ) 7™ represents the generality of tensors in Rﬁ_sym Taking the minimum

over all 7 € R\ {O} leads to the upper bound of (21) while its lower bound is trivial. [J

Let us now apply Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 4.7 to get exact estimates of ¢(R +Sym)

Corollary 4.8 If d is even, then

dlzd~in~4 neN

d
n"T < QRYym) <8 dEdT(n+1-d)"T n>d
d'zn~4 n>2

—_
Ne}



and if d is odd, then

d3d=5 (Vatd— Vi) 5N
d d
nTf < GRYy) < dizdi (VaF1-vd)® n>d
da —
d!%mln{( n—i—l—l)_§ n Tl} n > 2.

Proof. Both lower bounds are obvious by Theorem 3.1 and ¢(R}"™* ") < ¢(R +Sym) We now
focus on the upper bounds.
If d is even, then by Theorem 4.6 and Corollary 4.2,

SRUM ) < Vald-agRY ™) = Vdld~dn =% = dl>d~ % (dn)"*.

“+sym

To obtain a uniform upper bound for any m > d, we let dn < m < d(n + 1) — 1, implying that
dn > m + 1 —d. By the monotonicity,

SRTS ) < ORI ) < d13d=3(dn) ™% < d!3d =5 (m +1—d) 5.

The last upper bound for even d is immediate from Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.2.
d
If d is odd, by applying the upper bound ¢(R*™**") < (y/n+1—1) 2 in Corollary 4.2,

Y

BRYN) < VAd-ag(RY™ ") < Vald— (Va1 —1)7F = dibd (Vi d - V) 2.

For any m > d, by letting dn < m < d(n + 1) — 1, one also has

SR ) < R < dtbd% (Vidn+d — Vd) T < dEdS (Vin+ 1 — V)2

Finally, the last upper bound for odd d is immediate from Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.2. O

&

The bound obtained by Theorem 4.7 that works only for R, is neat and uniform for all n compared

to the bound obtained by Theorem 4.6 that works for any F, however, with a price of d% when n
tends to infinity.

4.3 Extreme ratio between Frobenius and nuclear norms

We now study the extreme ratio between the Frobenius norm and the nuclear norm. Derksen et
al. [8] showed that

d

(FXnaxexnay — g(FrXn2xxnay and o(Fl,,) = ¢(Fy,) if F = C,R, (22)

sym

and the two extreme ratios can be obtained by the same tensor. With this fact and Theorem 4.6
for symmetric tensors, applying the best estimate of ¢(F"*"**") for F = C,R [15, Theorem 1.1],
we obtain the following estimates. The proof is similar to the discussion of (20).

Corollary 4.9 IfF =C,R, then

32V/dndn~ 7 2eN
36V d! mdn~% n > 2.

Q3

Tl_% (b(ngm) - w(F?ym) — {

However, (22) did not close the topic for nonnegative tensors. To our surprise, ¢ (R'}* "7 ")

and (R} *"2* 7"} are in general different.
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Theorem 4.10 If d positive integers ni,na,...,ng > 2, then
¢(Rn1><n2><---><nd) § w(Rilxnzx---Xnd) § ﬁw(Rnlxnzx---Xnd)’

and if n > 2, then
1/}( sym) 1/}( +sym) < \/_1/}( sym)

RTLlXNQX'“Xnd Rn1><n2><...><nd
+

Proof. The lower bound is obvious since is a subset of . For the upper
bound, let 7 € R™M*"2X" X" he an extreme tensor for the ratio ¢p(R™ *"2**"d) where ||T |, = 1
and HTH — ¢(Rn1><n2><---><nd)—l‘

Decompose T = T+ — T_ where T keeps positive entries of 7 and makes other entries zero
while —7_ keeping negative entries of 7 and makes other entries zero. Obviously, both 7, and 7_
are nonnegative tensors. Since || 7% = ||7+[/? + ||7—||?, we may assume without loss of generality
that |3 > 37T

As || T, = 1, by the dual norm property (Lemma 2.4), one has || T ||« > (T+,T) = ||T+||*>. This
implies that

gl < gl 1 V2

Rnlxngx---xnd —
VR, VSR STRE - T ST

\/7¢(Rn1><n2>< Xnd) \/iw(Rnlxanand)’
where the last equality is due to (22).

The bounds for w(Rﬁiym) can be shown in a similar way by noticing that both 75 and 7_ are
symmetric as long as 7 is symmetric. ]

Applying the estimates in the literature [18, 15] as well as Theorem 4.6 for symmetric tensors,
we are able to nail down the asymptotic order of magnitude for the extreme ratios. The following
uniform bounds are obtained using the bounds in [15], although the constant of the upper bound
for w(Rﬁiym) can be slightly improved using Theorem 4.6, such as that in Corollary 4.9.

Corollary 4.11 If d positive integers ni,ns,...,ng > 2, then

. 1 < P(RTXEX KTy . 32v2d1Ind
\/mmlﬁjéd ngkgd, kg Tk \/mmléjﬁd ngkgd, kg Tk

and if n > 2, then

< (R ) < 24V2d ndn~ 2

Compared with Corollary 4.5 for ¢(R’}**"2”"4)_the two ratios have different asymptotic order
of magnitudes for d > 3, except that for tall tensors where max;<j<qn; > minj<j<g H1<k<d7 kot Tk
(this does include the matrix case and vector case), we have

1

¢(]Fn1><n2><---><nd) — ¢(Fn1><n2><---><nd) — fOI' any IE‘ 2 B

\/minlgjgd H1§k§d7 ki#j Tk

For symmetric tensors, ¢(R +Sym) and (R +Sym) are also in different order of magnitudes for d > 3
compared with Corollary 4.8 while they do be the same in the matrix case and vector case.
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4.4 Low dimensions

While the extreme ratio for nonnegative tensors is generally understood, it is always a temptation
to look into some low dimension cases. In this part we examine ¢(R’**"2""#) for 2 < ny,ng,ng < 4
and (b(Rf’sym) for 2 <n <4.

For (b(RilX"zX"f’), it suffices to check 2 < nj; < ng < ng < 4 because of Lemma 2.6. The cases
for p(RZ**%) = 3 and PRYPN) = % are already included in Theorem 3.1, i.e., they satisfy (9).

To obtain ¢(R3X2X2), we need to use ¢(C**2*2) = 2 [7] as well as the following observation.
Proposition 4.12 ¢(Crxn2xxna) < g(RY*M2X X0y,

The main reason is that the definition of the spectral norm for nonnegative tensors remains un-
changed by extending to the complex field, i.e., if 7 € R/[* "% 7" " then

Tl = max |[(T,e'®z?® -0zl = max |[(T,z'0z?e- - 229

[|k||=1, xR |k ||=1, * eCk
With this equivalence, R}* "2 " can be taken as a subset of C™*"2%"X"d for the optimization
problem (1), leading to Proposition 4.12. Therefore, we have ¢(R3X2X2) > %

Proposition 4.12 also implies that if a nonnegative tensor achieves ¢(C™1*"2*"X"d)  then it
also achieves ]RTXMX'"XW. This is true for the space of symmetric tensors as well. In fact, there
is a tensor [19, Example 5.2] 7 € B?*2*2 whose nonzero entries are t112, t12; and to1; such that
||||7;||i’ = % Thus, ¢(R1X2X2) = % Since this 7 is symmetric, we also have gb(R?:)Sym) = %

Currently we are unable to nail down the exact values of ¢(R}**"2*"3) for other small ny’s. We
do, however, perform some extensive search over zero-one tensors and obtain the exact values of
p(B1*m2x13) for 2 < ny < ng < ng < 4. They provide currently the best known upper bounds for
(R *™2%73) which are believed to be tight. In fact, we would like to make a bold conjecture.

Conjecture 4.13 @R[} *"2%7%0d) = g(Braxn2x-xna),

We summarize exact values or bounds of ¢(R’ """ for 2 < ny < ny < ng < 4 in Table 2.

Except for ¢(R3X2X2), the lower bound is (n; ngng)_% and must not be tight unless (9) is satisfied by
Theorem 3.1. The upper bound is exactly ¢(B"™*"2%"3) whose achieved example is also provided.

ni,ng,ng | Lower bound | ¢(B"1*"2x"3) | Gap | T € B™*"2*"3 that achieves ¢(B"™ *"2%"3)
2,2,2 0.667 =2/3 0.667 =2/3 ti12,t121,t211 = 1

2,2,3 0.537 0.577 = 1/4/3 | 0.040 | t111,%210,t203 = 1

2,2,4 0.500 0.500 t111,t123, to12,t904 = 1

2.3,3 0.485 0.500 0.015 | t193, 132, to13, toz1 = 1

2,3,4 0.452 0.500 0.048 | t114,t132,t213,t900 = 1

2,4, 4 0.420 0.447 = 1/3/5 | 0.027 | t113, tio1, t1as, tora, tozr = 1

3,3,3 0.439 0.469 0.030 | t113,t121,t292,t312,1331 = 1

3,3,4 0.408 0.436 0.028 | t129,t131,t211,t224, t312,t333 = 1

3,4,4 0.380 0.408 = 1/\/6 0.028 | ti13,t124,t212,to41,1392,t331 = 1

4,4,4 0.354 = 1//8 | 0.354 = 1/V/8 1111, t123, t231, 1243, t312, €324, L432, taaq = 1

Table 2: Lower and upper bounds of ¢(R}!*"2*"3) for 2 < ny < ny < ng < 4.

For symmetric nonnegative tensors, we summarize similar bounds of (b(Rf’sym) for2<n<4in
Table 3. Except for n = 2 where an exact value is known as mentioned earlier, the lower bounds
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are the same to that of ¢(R’*"*") in Table 2 and must not be tight. All the upper bounds are
from gb(IB%?;m)

n | Lower bound ¢(IB%§;m) Gap | T e IB%;L;m that achieves ¢(IB%§;m)
2 | 0.667 =2/3 0.667 = 2/3 t112,t121,t211 = 1
3| 0.439 0.471 0.032 | t123,%132, %213, %231, 312,321 = 1
410354 =1/v/8 | 0.385 0.031 | t193, t132, t213, 231, t312, T321, t344, ta3a, taaz = 1
Table 3: Lower and upper bounds of qﬁ(Rfsym) for 2 <mn < 4.
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