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1 Introduction

Tensor, which provides a potent model for representing multi-way data, plays
an indispensable role in contemporary data science with ubiquitous applica-
tions, notably for modeling high-dimensional functions or operators. Tensor
decompositions, due to their high compression and data representation abil-
ities, have been investigated extensively and applied widely in a variety of
fields such as image and video completion, signal processing, machine learn-
ing, chemometrics, and so on; see the detailed review in [7,14]. CANDE-
COMP/PARAFAC (CP) decomposition and Tucker decomposition are the
two most well-known and traditional tensor decomposition models [7]. Never-
theless, due to the NP-hard of finding CP decomposition and the curse of di-
mensionality of Tucker decomposition, tensor network decomposition has been
proposed, with tensor train (TT) decomposition [13] and tensor ring (TR) de-
composition [24] being the most representative. TT decomposition can be seen
as a special case of TR decomposition, and the latter also possesses other ben-
efits that the former lacks, such as the relaxation of the rank constraint, which
results in more intriguing properties, e.g., improved compression capability,
better interpretability, and rotational invariance ability. So, we mainly focus
on TR decomposition in the present paper. For a tensor X ∈ R

I1×I2×···×IN , it
can be represented in the element-wise form as follows:

X(i1, · · · , iN ) = Trace (G1(i1)G2(i2) · · ·GN (iN )) = Trace

(

N
∏

n=1

Gn(in)

)

,

where Gn(in) = Gn(:, in, :) ∈ R
Rn×Rn+1 is the in-th lateral slice of the core

tensor (TR-core) Gn ∈ R
Rn×In×Rn+1 with RN+1 = R1. Note that a slice is a

2nd-order section, i.e., a matrix, of a tensor obtained by fixing all the tensor
indices but two. The sizes of TR-cores, i.e., Rk with k = 1, · · · , N , are called
TR-ranks. Additionally, we use the notation TR({Gn}

N
n=1) to denote the TR

decomposition of a tensor. The problem of fitting TR({Gn}
N
n=1) to a tensor X

can be written as the following minimization problem:

argmin
G1,··· ,GN

∥

∥TR({Gn}
N
n=1)−X

∥

∥

F
, (1.1)

where ‖ · ‖F denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix or tensor. For the above
problem, Zhao et al. [24] proposed some algorithms. They can be mainly di-
vided into two categories: one is SVD-based, and the other is the alternating
least squares (ALS). We will use TR-ALS for the latter in the following text.

Since both the storage and computational costs increase exponentially as
the tensor order grows, the processing difficulties of the aforementioned two
approaches will be insurmountable. Hence, the development of randomized
algorithms for computing TR decompositions of large-scale tensors is becom-
ing increasingly significant; see e.g., [21,2,12,11,19]. Among them, Malik and
Becker [12] proposed to use the leverage-based sampling to reduce the size
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of the ALS subproblems and devised a randomized algorithm called TR-ALS-
Sampled; Malik [11] further provided a new approach to approximate the lever-
age scores and found a more efficient algorithm; Yu and Li [19] proposed two
sketching-based randomized algorithms called TR-KSRFT-ALS and TR-TS-
ALS. Most of these algorithms build on the ideas from randomized numerical
linear algebra (RandNLA), whose origins lie in theoretical computer science.

On the other hand, stochastic optimization methods such as the stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) have also been employed to develop the algorithms
for some tensor decompositions; see e.g., [17,5,9] for CP decomposition, [8]
for Tucker decomposition, and [22] for TT decomposition. However, for TR
decomposition, there is no related work. To our best knowledge, Yuan et al.
[20] ever proposed an algorithm called tensor ring weighted optimization (TR-
WOPT) for tensor completion problems, which adopts some gradient-based
optimization methods; He and Atia [6] later considered the scaled steepest
descent method to improve convergence. However, both of the two methods
perform the gradient-based algorithms brutally for the ALS subproblems and
hence cannot avoid the formation of oversized coefficient matrices.

In this paper, inspired by [5], we try to combine the above two perspectives,
i.e., the randomized alternating minimization and stochastic gradient-based
methods, to propose a doubly randomized optimization framework for TR
decomposition, i.e., the block-randomized mini-batch SGD (BRSGD), which
can also be regarded as a sensible mix of randomized block coordinate de-
scent (RBCD) and mini-batch SGD. To improve the convergence, especially
for ill-conditioned problems, we also consider its scaled version, which borrows
the idea of scaled gradient descent (ScaledGD). It is known that ScaledGD is
especially suitable for accelerating the ill-conditioned low-rank matrix estima-
tions, which was analyzed in [15] thoroughly and later was generalized to the
low-rank tensor estimation based on Tucker decomposition [16]. To select the
right mini-batches of our methods, we propose a theoretical probability dis-
tribution with minimum variance, and consider three practical ones, i.e., the
uniform, leverage-based, and Euclidean-based probability distributions.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 mainly intro-
duces some operations and basics for TR decomposition. The main methods
and their convergence analysis, as well as four probability distributions, are
presented in Section 3. In Section 4, we discuss the numerical performance of
our methods. Finally, the concluding remarks of the whole paper are provided.
All proofs are delivered to the Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

We first introduce some definitions on tensor operations, which are necessary
later in this paper.

Definition 2.1 (Multi-index) For a positive integer I, let [I] := {1, · · · , I}.
For the indices i1 ∈ [I1], · · · , iN ∈ [IN ], a multi-index i = i1i2 · · · iN refers
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to an index which takes all possible combinations of values of the indices,
i1, i2, · · · , iN , for in = 1, 2, · · · , In with n = 1, 2, · · · , N in the following order:

i1i2 · · · iN = i1 + (i2 − 1)I1 + (i3 − 1)I1I2 + · · ·+ (iN − 1)I1 · · · IN−1.

Definition 2.2 (Mode-n Unfolding) The mode-n unfolding of a tensor
X ∈ R

I1×I2···×IN is the matrix X[n] of size In ×
∏

k 6=n Ik defined element-wise
via

X[n](in, in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1) = X(i1, · · · , iN).

Definition 2.3 (Classical Mode-n Unfolding) The classical mode-n
unfolding of a tensor X ∈ R

I1×I2···×IN is the matrix X(n) of size In×
∏

k 6=n Ik
defined element-wise via

X(n)(in, i1 · · · in−1in+1 · · · iN ) = X(i1, · · · , iN).

Definition 2.4 (Subchain Product [19]) Let A ∈ R
I1×J1×K and B ∈

R
K×J2×I2 be two 3rd-order tensors, and A(j1) and B(j2) be the j1-th and

j2-th lateral slices of A and B, respectively. The mode-2 subchain product
of A and B is a tensor of size I1 × J1J2 × I2 denoted by A⊠2 B and defined
as

(A⊠2 B)(j1j2) = A(j1)B(j2).

That is, with respect to the correspondence on indices, the lateral slices of
A⊠2 B are the classical matrix products of the lateral slices of A and B.

Definition 2.5 (Subchain Tensor) Let X = TR({Gn}
N
n=1) be the

TR decomposition of X ∈ R
I1×I2···×IN . The subchain tensor G

6=n ∈
R

Rn+1×
∏

k 6=n
Ik×Rn is the merging of all TR-cores expect the n-th one and

can be written via subchain product as

G
6=n = Gn+1 ⊠2 · · ·⊠2 GN ⊠2 G1 ⊠2 · · ·⊠2 Gn−1.

Definition 2.6 (Slices-Hadamard Product [19]) Let A ∈ R
I1×J×K and

B ∈ R
K×J×I2 be two 3rd-order tensors, and A(j) and B(j) are the j-th lateral

slices of A and B, respectively. The mode-2 slices-Hadamard product of
A and B is a tensor of size I1 × J × I2 denoted by A �2 B and defined as

(A �2 B)(j) = A(j)B(j).

That is, the j-th lateral slice of A �2 B is the classical matrix product of the
j-th lateral slices of A and B.

Next, we recall two existing methods and the related technique for comput-
ing TR decomposition, which are bases for our work. Firstly, we reformulate
the problem (1.1) using the following optimization model:

argmin
G1,··· ,GN

f(Y), (2.1)
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where Y := (G1, · · · ,GN ) and f(Y) = 1
2

∥

∥TR({Gn}
N
n=1)−X

∥

∥

2

F
. Further, ac-

cording to [24, Theorem 3.5], the above model can be rewritten as N indepen-
dent subproblems:

argmin
Gn

f(Y), n = 1, · · · , N, (2.2)

where f(Y) = 1
2

∥

∥

∥
X[n] −Gn(2)(G

6=n
[2] )

⊺

∥

∥

∥

2

F
. Thus, ALS can be used to solve

(2.2) and the specific algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 TR-ALS [24]

1: function {Gn}Nn=1= TR-ALS(X, R1, · · · , RN ) ⊲ X is the input tensor
⊲ (R1, · · · , RN ) are the TR-ranks

2: Initialize cores G2, · · · ,GN

3: repeat

4: for n = 1, · · · , N do

5: Compute G
6=n
[2]

from cores

6: Update Gn = argminZ

∥

∥

∥G
6=n
[2]

Z
⊺

(2)
−X

⊺

[n]

∥

∥

∥

F
7: end for

8: until termination criteria met
9: return G1, · · · ,GN

10: end function

Now, assume that one samples a set of rows from G6=n
[2] indexed by Fn ⊂

{1, · · · , Jn} with Jn =
∏

k 6=n Ik, which also corresponds to the indices of mode-
n fibers from X. Then, the sampled ALS subproblem of Line 6 in Algorithm 1
is:

Gn = argmin
Z

∥

∥

∥
G6=n

[2] (Fn, :)Z
⊺

(2) −X⊺

[n](Fn, :)
∥

∥

∥

F
.

With a technique on importance sampling without forming the large matrix
G6=n

[2] , Malik and Becker [12] proposed a random sampling variant of TR-ALS,

i.e., the TR-ALS-Sampled. The technique is mainly due to Definition 2.5 and
the corresponding algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

In addition, the following definition is also necessary throughout the rest
of this paper.

Definition 2.7 We say p ∈ [0, 1]N , i.e., an N dimensional vector with the

entries being in [0, 1], is a probability distribution if
∑N

i=1 pi = 1.

3 Proposed Methods

We first deduce the partial derivatives of the objective function (2.1) w.r.t.
Gn(2) as follows:

∇Gn(2)
f(Y) = Gn(2)(G

6=n
[2] )

⊺G6=n
[2] −X[n]G

6=n
[2] , n = 1, · · · , N. (3.1)
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Algorithm 2 Sampled subchain and data tensor with probabilities (SSDTP),
summarized from [12]

1: function [G 6=n(:,Fn, :), X[n](:,Fn), pFn
]= SSDTP({Gk}Nk=1,k 6=n, |Fn|, {pk}Nk=1,k 6=n)

⊲ Gk ∈ R
Rk×Ik×Rk+1

⊲ |Fn| is the sampling size
⊲ pk ∈ RIk is the probability distribution for Gk(2)

2: idxs = Zeros(|Fn|, N − 1), pFn
= Ones(|Fn|, 1)

3: for k = n+ 1, · · · , N, 1, · · · , n− 1 do

4: idxs(:, k) = Randsample(Ik, |Fn|, true,pk)
5: pFn

= pFn
∗ pk(idxs(:, k), :) ⊲ ∗ denotes the Hardmard product

6: end for

7: Set G6=n(:,Fn, :) ∈ R
Rn+1×m×Rn+1 with each lateral slice being an Rn+1 × Rn+1

identity matrix
8: for k = n+ 1, · · · , N, 1, · · · , n− 1 do

9: G6=n(:,Fn, :)← G6=n(:,Fn, :) �2 Gk(:, idxs(:, k), :)
10: end for

11: X[n](:,Fn) = Mode-n-Unfolding(X(idxs(:, 1), · · · , idxs(:, n − 1), :, idxs(:, n +
1), · · · idxs(:, N)))

12: return G 6=n(:,Fn, :), X[n](:,Fn) and pFn

13: end function

Thus, the update rule of gradient descent algorithm for TR decomposition
(TR-GD) can be given as

Gt+1
n(2) ← Gt

n(2) − αt∇Gn(2)
f(Yt), n = 1, · · · , N,

where αt is the step size. This scheme first appeared in [20, TR-WOPT]. Here,
we consider the mini-batch SGD and combine it with RBCD, i.e., a doubly
randomized computational framework, for minimizing (2.1). In a high-level,
at each iteration, we first sample a mode n from all modes of the tensor, and
then sample a set of rows of G6=n

[2] and the corresponding mode-n fibers of X

for the sampled mode to form an estimate of gradient. Finally, the mini-batch
gradient descent is implemented. The details are presented in the following
subsections.

3.1 BRSGD for TR decomposition

Assume q 6=n = [p1, · · · , pJn
]⊺ is a probability distribution for G6=n

[2] and sample

|Fn| rows of G6=n
[2] according to q

6=n. This is can be carried out efficiently by

sampling |Fn| slices from each of {Gk}
N
k=1,k 6=n independently with the proba-

bility distribution pk for Gk(2). We will revisit this fact in Section 3.2.2. Then,
with X[n](:,Fn), i.e., sampling |Fn| mode-n fibers of X using the newfound
index set Fn, we can construct an estimate of ∇Gn(2)

f(Y) as follows

gn =
1

|Fn|Jn

(

Gn(2)(G
6=n
[2] (Fn, :))

⊺DG6=n
[2] (Fn, :)−X[n](:,Fn)DG6=n

[2] (Fn, :)
)

,

(3.2)
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where D = diag

(

1
pj1

, · · · , 1
pj|Fn|

)

with j1, · · · , j|Fn| ∈ Fn. Thus, setting the

search direction of the t-th iteration ptn = −gtn, the latent variables can be
updated by

Gt+1
n(2) ← Gt

n(2) + αtptn, n = 1, · · · , N, (3.3)

Gt+1
n′(2) ← Gt

n′(2), n′ 6= n.

The proposed update is very efficient since the most resource-consuming
terms X[n]G

6=n
[2] and (G6=n

[2] )
⊺G6=n

[2] in (3.1) are avoided. Now, the corre-

sponding parts X[n](:,Fn)G
6=n
[2] (Fn, :) and (G6=n

[2] (Fn, :))
⊺G6=n

[2] (Fn, :) only cost

O (|Fn|InRnRn+1) and O
(

|Fn|R
2
nR

2
n+1

)

with |Fn| being the input parameter
under control. Combining with choosing the mode n uniformly, we summarize
the algorithm framework in Algorithm 3 and call it TR-BRSGD. For Line 6
in Algorithm 3, we will explain it in Section 3.2.2.

Algorithm 3 TR-BRSGD (Proposed Algorithm)

1: function {Gn}Nn=1= TR-BRSGD(X, |Fn|, R1, · · · , RN , {αt}t=0,1,···, {pk}Nk=1,k 6=n)

⊲ Gn ∈ R
Rn×In×Rn+1 ; X ∈ RI1×···×IN

⊲ |Fn| is the sampling size
⊲ (R1, · · · , RN ) are the TR-ranks

⊲ {αt}t=0,1,··· are step sizes
⊲ pk ∈ RIk is the probability distribution for Gk(2)

2: Initialize cores G1, · · · ,GN

3: t← 0
4: repeat

5: Uniformly sample n from {1, · · · , N}
6: [G6=n(:,Fn, :), X[n](:,Fn), pFn

]= SSDTP({Gk}Nk=1,k 6=n, |Fn|, {pk}Nk=1,k 6=n)

7: Compute the search direction ptn = −gtn via (3.2)
8: Update Gt+1

n(2)
← Gt

n(2)
+ αtptn, G

t+1
n′(2)

← Gt
n′(2)

for n′ 6= n

9: t← t+ 1
10: until some stopping criterion is reached
11: return {Gn}Nn=1
12: end function

Remark 3.1 An adaptive step size scheme that incorporates the AdaGrad can
be combined with TR-BRSGD:

[ηt
n]i,r ←

η
(

b+
∑t

t′=1[−p
t′
n ]

2
i,r

)(1/2+ǫ)
, i ∈ [In], r ∈ [RnRn+1],

Gt+1
n(2) ← Gt

n(2) + η
t
n ∗ p

t
n, n = 1, · · · , N,

Gt+1
n′(2) ← Gt

n′(2), n′ 6= n,

where η, b, ǫ > 0. Here, b, ǫ > 0 are technical conditions. In practice, setting
b = ǫ = 0 does not hurt the performance. The above update rule can tun the
step size throughout the current search direction during the running process.
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Next, we consider the convergence of TR-BRSGD. To this end, we rewrite
(2.2) as

argmin
Gn

1

Jn

Jn
∑

i=1

fi(Y),

where fi(Y) = Jn

2

∥

∥

∥
X[n](:, i)−Gn(2)(G

6=n
[2] (i, :))

⊺

∥

∥

∥

2

F
, and define ξt ∈

{1, · · · , N} and ζt ⊆ {1, · · · ,
∏

m 6=ξt Im} as the random variables (r.v.s) re-
sponsible for selecting the mode and fibers in the t-th iteration, respectively.
Thus, we first have the unbiasedness of the stochastic gradient given in (3.2).

Lemma 3.1 (Unbiased Gradient) Denote Bt as the filtration generated
by the r.v.s

{ξ0, ζ0, ξ1, ζ1, · · · , ξt−1, ζt−1}

such that the t-th iteration Y
t is determined conditioned on Bt. Then the

stochastic gradient gtn in the t-th iteration formed as in (3.2) is the unbiased
estimate of the full gradient w.r.t. Gξt(2):

Eζt

[

gtξt | B
t, ξt

]

= ∇Gξt(2)
f(Yt).

Based on Lemma 3.1, we then have the following convergence property for
TR-BRSGD.

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that the step size schedule follows the Robbins-Monro
rule:

∑∞
t=0 α

t = ∞ and
∑∞

t=0(α
t)2 < ∞, and the updates Gt

n(2) are bounded
for all n and t. Then the sequence produced by TR-BRSGD satisfies:

lim inf
t→∞

E

[

∥

∥∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

2

F

]

= 0.

3.2 Four probability distributions

Considering that the probability distribution q
6=n or pk plays an important

role in BRSGD, in this subsection, we will present a probability distribution
with minimum variance called optimal probability distribution and also discuss
three practical ones.

3.2.1 Optimal probability distribution

The optimal probability distribution can make the variance of the gradient
estimation error δtξt = gtξt − ∇Gξt(2)

f(Yt) be minimum, which in turn can
speed up the convergence rate. The results are summarized in Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 3.2 Denote Bt as the filtration generated by the r.v.s

{ξ0, ζ0, ξ1, ζ1, · · · , ξt−1, ζt−1}
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such that the t-th iteration Y
t is determined conditioned on Bt. Suppose that

q
6=ξt = [p1, · · · , pJξt

]⊺ is a probability distribution and gtξt is computed as in

(3.2). Then,

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt −∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

=
1

|Fξt |

J
ξt
∑

jf=1

1

pjf

∥

∥

∥R
t
[ξt](:, jf )

∥

∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(jf , :)

∥

∥

∥

2

2

− 1

|Fξt |

∥

∥

∥∇G
ξt(2)

f(Gξt )
∥

∥

∥

2

F
. (3.4)

Further, if q 6=ξt is as

q
6=ξt(i) =

∥

∥

∥
Rt

[ξt](:, i)
∥

∥

∥

2

∥

∥

∥
(G6=ξt

[2] )t(i, :)
∥

∥

∥

2
∑Jξt

i′=1

∥

∥

∥
Rt

[ξt](:, i)
∥

∥

∥

2

∥

∥

∥
(G6=ξt

[2] )t(i, :)
∥

∥

∥

2

, (3.5)

where Rt
[ξt] = Xt

[ξt] − X[ξt], Xt
[ξt] = Gt

ξt(2)((G
6=ξt

[2] )t)⊺, and i ∈ [Jξt ], then

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥
gt
ξt
−∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

achieves its minimum as

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt −∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

=
1

|Fξt |





J
ξt
∑

jf=1

∥

∥

∥R
t
[ξt](:, jf )

∥

∥

∥

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(jf , :)

∥

∥

∥

2





2

− 1

|Fξt |

∥

∥

∥
∇G

ξt(2)
f(Gξt )

∥

∥

∥

2

F
. (3.6)

Unfortunately, the optimal probabilities in (3.5) are unpractical since the
full matrix Rt

[ξt] needs to be formed to compute these probabilities. In the
following subsections, we consider three practical probability distributions,
which can also be combined with the sampling method in Algorithm 2.

3.2.2 Practical probability distributions

We first consider the uniform probability distribution. That is,

q
6=n =

[

1

Jn
, · · · ,

1

Jn

]⊺

∈ R
Jn .

In this case, the expression (3.2) can be simplified as follows

gn =
1

|Fn|

(

Gn(2)(G
6=n
[2] (Fn, :))

⊺G6=n
[2] (Fn, :)−X[n](:,Fn)G

6=n
[2] (Fn, :)

)

.

Next, we investigate the Leverage-based probability distribution. Two defi-
nitions are first introduced.

Definition 3.1 (Leverage Scores [4]) Let A ∈ R
m×n with m > n, and let

Q ∈ R
m×n be any orthogonal basis for the column space of A. The leverage

score of the i-th row of A is given by

ℓi(A) = ‖Q(i, :)‖22.
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Definition 3.2 (Leverage-based Probability Distribution [18]) Let
A ∈ R

m×n with m > n. We say a probability distribution q = [q1, · · · , qm]⊺ is
a leverage-based probability distribution for A on [m] if qi ≥ βpi with

pi =
ℓi(A)

n , 0 < β ≤ 1 and ∀i ∈ [m].

Since it is expensive to compute the leverage scores of G6=n
[2] ∈ R

Jn×RnRn+1

directly, which costs O
(

JnR
2
nR

2
n+1

)

, according to [12], we can estimate them
from the leverage scores related to the cores G1, · · · ,Gn−1,Gn+1, · · · ,GN .

Lemma 3.2 ([12]) For each n ∈ [N ], let pn ∈ R
In be a probability distribu-

tion on [In] defined element-wise via

pn(in) =
ℓin(Gn(2))

rank(Gn(2)))
,

p
6=n ∈ R

Jn be a probability distribution on [Jn] defined element-wise via

p
6=n(i) =

ℓi(G
6=n
[2] )

rank(G6=n
[2] )

,

q
6=n ∈ R

Jn be a vector defined element-wise via

q
6=n(in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1) =

N
∏

k=1
k 6=n

pk(ik),

and βn be a constant as in Definition 3.2 defined as

βn =
1

(

RnRn+1

∏

k/∈{n,n+1} R
2
k

) .

Then for each n ∈ [N ], q 6=n(i) ≥ βnp
6=n(i) for all i = in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1 ∈

[Jn] and hence q
6=n is the leverage-based probability distribution for G6=n

[2] on

[Jn].

Now, we consider the Euclidean-based probability distribution. A definition
is first introduced.

Definition 3.3 (Euclidean-based Probability Distribution) Let A ∈
R

R1×I×R2 . We say a probability distribution p = [p1, · · · , pI ]
⊺ is an mode-2

Euclidean-based probability distribution for A on [I] if pi ≥ β||A(:, i, :
)||2F /‖A‖

2
F with 0 < β ≤ 1 and ∀i ∈ [I].

Similar to Lemma 3.2, we also have that the Euclidean-based probability
distribution for G6=n

[2] can be estimated from the norms related to the cores

G1, · · · ,Gn−1,Gn+1, · · · ,GN .
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Lemma 3.3 For each n ∈ [N ], let pn ∈ R
In be a probability distribution on

[In] defined element-wise via

pn(in) =
‖Gn(:, in, :)‖

2
F

‖Gn‖
2
F

,

p
6=n ∈ R

Jn be a probability distribution on [Jn] defined element-wise via

p
6=n(i) =

‖G 6=n(:, i, :)‖2F
‖G6=n‖2F

,

q
6=n ∈ R

Jn be a vector defined element-wise via

q
6=n(in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1) =

N
∏

k=1
k 6=n

pk(ik),

and βn be a constant as in Definition 3.2 defined as

βn =
1

∏

k 6=n ‖Gk‖
2
F

.

Then for each n ∈ [N ], q 6=n(i) ≥ βnp
6=n(i) for all i = in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1 ∈

[Jn] and hence q
6=n is the Euclidean-based probability distribution for G6=n

[2] on

[Jn].

From the fact that 1
Jn

=
∏

k 6=n
1
Ik
, and Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, and consid-

ering Definition 2.5, we can find that sampling |Fn| rows of G6=n
[2] according

to q
6=n = [p1, · · · , pJn

]⊺ can be indeed carried out by sampling |Fn| slices
from each of {Gk}

N
k=1,k 6=n independently with the probability distribution pk

for Gk(2). The specific process can be seen in Algorithm 2, where we also
show how to form X[n](:,Fn) and pFn

efficiently. This constitutes Line 6 in
Algorithm 3.

3.3 Scaled BRSGD for TR decomposition

As done in [15,16], for the problem (2.1), the update rule of ScaledGD can be
given as

Gt+1
n(2) ← Gt

n(2)−α
t∇Gn(2)

f(Yt)
(

((G6=n
[2] )

t)⊺(G6=n
[2] )

t
)−1

, n = 1, · · · , N, (3.7)

which is equivalent to

vec(Yt+1) = vec(Yt)− αt(Ht)−1∇vec(Y)f(Y
t),

where Ht = diag
(

((G6=1
[2] )

t)⊺(G6=1
[2] )

t ⊗ II1 , · · · , ((G
6=N
[2] )t)⊺(G6=N

[2] )t ⊗ IIN

)

.

Note that the Hessian of the loss function (2.2) w.r.t Gn(2) is

∇2
vec(Gn(2)),vec(Gn(2))

f(Yt) = ((G6=n
[2] )

t)⊺(G6=n
[2] )

t ⊗ IIn , (3.8)
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which is the n-th diagonal block of the Hessian of the problem (2.1). There-
fore, as pointed out in [15,16], ScaledGD can be regarded as a quasi-Newton
method where the pre-conditioner is designed as the inverse of the diagonal
approximation of the Hessian.

Next, we consider the stochastic version of (3.7). To this end, we first
present an estimate of the Hessian in (3.8) as follows

h̃n =
1

|Fn|Jn

(

(G6=n
[2] (Hn, :))

⊺DG6=n
[2] (Hn, :)

)

⊗ IIn , (3.9)

where D is similar to the one in (3.2) and Hn ⊂ {1, · · · , Jn} contains the

indices of the rows sampled from G6=n
[2] . Additionally, Hn can be the same as

Fn. Then, the pre-conditioner in (3.7) can be designed as

(hn)
−1 =

[

1

|Fn|Jn

(

(G6=n
[2] (Hn, :))

⊺DG6=n
[2] (Hn, :)

)

]−1

.

Thus, letting the search direction of the t-th iteration

ptn = −gtn(h
t
n)

−1 (3.10)

and then the latent variables be updated by (3.3), we have TR-ScaledBRSGD
by using the algorithm framework of Algorithm 3. That is, replace Line 7 in
Algorithm 3 with ptn = −gtn(h

t
n)

−1. Furthermore, we can also use the sampling
method in Algorithm 2 to form hn, and combine TR-ScaledBRSGD with the
adaptive step size as done in Remark 3.1.

Remark 3.2 Considering that the true rank is often unknown in practice,
the target rank of the model is usually overspecified. However, this over-
parameterized regime may significantly slow down the convergence of local
search algorithms. To tackle this issue, [23] proposed an inexpensive amended
pre-conditioner for ScaledGD. For our TR-ScaledSGD, the amended pre-
conditioner is given as

(hn)
−1 =

[

1

|Fn|Jn

(

(G6=n
[2] (Hn, :))

⊺DG6=n
[2] (Hn, :)

)

+ ηtI

]−1

,

where ηt ≥ 0 is the damping parameter specific to the t-th iteration, which
can also be viewed as a parameter that allows us to interpolate between TR-
ScaledSGD (with ηt = 0) and TR-BRSGD (in the limit ηt →∞). In addition,
the above amendment can also make TR-ScaledSGD avoid inverting near-
singular matrices in iterations.

Similar to the discussion of the unbiasedness of the stochastic gradient
given in (3.2), we now establish the unbiasedness of the stochastic Hessian
given in (3.9) and the search direction given in (3.10).
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Lemma 3.4 (Unbiased Hessian) Denote Bt as the filtration generated by
the r.v.s

{ξ0, ζ0, ξ1, ζ1, · · · , ξt−1, ζt−1}

such that the t-th iteration Y
t is determined conditioned on Bt. Then the

stochastic Hessian h̃ξt formed as in (3.9) is the unbiased estimate of the full
Hessian w.r.t vec(Gξt(2)) formed as in (3.8):

Eζt

[

h̃tξt | B
t, ξt

]

= ∇2
vec(Gξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

f(Yt),

and also

Eζt

[

htξt | B
t, ξt

]

= (G6=ξt

[2] )⊺G6=ξt

[2] .

Lemma 3.5 (Approximate Unbiaseed Search Direction) Denote Bt as
the filtration generated by the r.v.s

{ξ0, ζ0, ξ1, ζ1, · · · , ξt−1, ζt−1}

such that the t-th iteration Y
t is determined conditioned on Bt, and assume

that ∇2
vec(Gξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

f(Yt) � I. Then the stochastic search direction ptn =

−gtn(h
t
n)

−1 is approximately unbiased:

Eζt

[

ptξt | B
t, ξt

]

≈ −∇Gξt(2)
f(Yt)

(

(G6=ξt

[2] )⊺G6=ξt

[2]

)−1

.

Remark 3.3 The assumption ∇2
vec(Gξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

f(Yt) � I is without loss of

generality due to scaling, and is often used in the literature for simplifying
the analysis; see e.g., [1]. Furthermore, the result really used in the analysis
is actually the spectral radius of Hessian being smaller than 1. So this weaker
condition can replace the aforementioned assumption.

Based on the above approximate unbiasedness of the stochastic search di-
rection ptn, we can obtain the convergence of TR-ScaledBRSGD.

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that the stepsize schedule follows the Robbins-Monro
rule:

∑∞
t=0 α

t = ∞ and
∑∞

t=0(α
t)2 < ∞, the updates Gt

n(2) are bounded for

all n and t, and ∇2
vec(Gξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

f(Yt) � I. Then the solution sequence

produced by TR-ScaledBRSGD satisfies:

lim inf
t→∞

E

[

∥

∥

∥
(Ht)−1/2∇f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

= 0.
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4 Numerical Experiments

We will first use synthetic data on well-conditioned and ill-conditioned tensors
and then employ real-world problems to verify the superior performance of
our approaches, particularly in computational cost. All experiments are run
by using MATLAB (Version 2022a) on a computer with an Intel Xeon W-
2255 3.7 GHz CPU and 256 GB memory, and we also use the MATLAB
Tensor Toolbox [3]. Additionally, all numerical results and plotted quantities
are averages over 10 runs.

In our experiments, the following baselines are chosen as benchmarks to
evaluate the performance.

– Traditional methods:
– TR-ALS [24]: A classical algorithm.
– TR-GD [20]: A slight variant of TR-WOPT.
– TR-ScaledGD [6]: The scaled steepest descent method.

– RandNLA methods:
– TR-ALS-Sampled [12]: A random sampling algorithm based on leverage

scores.
– TR-KSRFT-ALS [19]: A random projection algorithm based on Kro-

necker sub-sampled randomized Fourier transform.
– TR-TS-ALS [19]: A random projection algorithm based on TensorS-

ketch.

In all the methods, either random initialization or spectral initialization can
be adopted. In the specific experiments below, we use random initialization
for Experiment-I and spectral initialization for others. Meanwhile, we employ
the relative square error (RSE) defined by

RSE =

∥

∥

∥
TR

(

{Ĝn}
N
n=1

)

−Xtrue

∥

∥

∥

F

‖Xtrue‖F
,

where Ĝn is computed by various algorithms, to measure the performance in
most experiments. For image data, peak signal-to-noise (PSNR) is obtained
by:

PSNR = 10 log10(255
2/MSE),

where MSE is deduced by:

MSE =

∥

∥

∥
TR

(

{Ĝn}
N
n=1

)

−Xtrue

∥

∥

∥

F

Num(Xtrue)
,

with Num(·) denoting the number of elements of the tensor.
Furthermore, we implement three stopping criteria for all the algorithms:

the maximum iterations T , the maximum total running time MT , and the
minimum RSE tol. When one of the stopping criteria is met, the algorithm
will be terminated. A final point to be declared is the choice of parameters,
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e.g., the sketching size J for sketching-based algorithms, and the step size α
and batch sizes |Fn| and |Hn| for gradient-based algorithms. For the sake of
fairness, we select the suggested parameter settings of each algorithm; see the
references of these algorithms for guidelines for the selection of parameters.

4.1 Synthetic data

All the synthetic tensors have the same dimensions in all modes. They are
generated by creating N TR-cores of size Rtrue × I × Rtrue first, and then
formed by Xtrue = TR

(

{Gn}
N
n=1

)

. Note that the TR-cores may be generated
in different ways, which will be detailed in subsequent experiments. In addition,
we denote the target rank of all algorithms by R.

Experiment-I. The first experiment is to test our algorithms on well-
conditioned data for both convergence rate and running time. We consider
300 × 300 × 300 tensors whose TR-cores of size 10 × 300 × 10 are random
tensors with entries drawn independently from a standard normal distribu-
tion. The experiment results are shown in Figures 4.1 and 4.2. Some specific
discussions are as follows.

– For this data, all the ALS-based algorithms, i.e., TR-ALS, TR-ALS-
Sampled, TR-KSRFT-ALS, and TR-TS-ALS, exhibit better convergence
rates than the gradient-based algorithms, i.e., TR-GD, TR-ScsledGD, TR-
BRSGD1, and TR-ScaledBRSGD, as expected. However, the total running
time of the former is longer compared with the latter. This is mainly be-
cause the cost of the single-iteration in the former is expensive.

– Among the ALS-based algorithms, the three randomized ones, i.e., TR-
ALS-Sampled, TR-KSRFT-ALS, and TR-TS-ALS, are faster than TR-
ALS in both the single-iteration and total process but they spend more
total time than TR-BRSGD and TR-ScaledBRSGD. This is mainly be-
cause the sketching sizes of the former are much larger than the batch
sizes involved in the latter, resulting in the single-iteration of the former
being slower than the one in our methods. This becomes especially obvious
when the dimensionality and order of the tensor data grow.

– Among all the gradient-based algorithms, as expected, TR-BRSGD and
TR-ScaledBRSGD require much less overall running time than TR-GD
and TR-ScaledGD. Also, it can be seen that TR-ScaledBRSGD is faster
than TR-BRSGD in Figure 4.1, but the case is reversed in Figure 4.2. This
is mainly because the step size has a significant impact on the convergence
speed of the stochastic algorithms. In contrast, TR-ScaledGD and TR-GD
are less affected by the step size. In addition, it is not surprising to see that
the two deterministic methods always converges faster than our methods.

1 The suffixes U, L, and E denote the uniform, leverage-based, and Euclidean-based prob-
ability distributions used in the algorithms, respectively.
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– Since this data is very uniform and well-conditioned, there is no noticeable
difference in performance between different sampling probability distribu-
tions. Nevertheless, from the small difference, we can still find that the
algorithms based on importance sampling converge faster.
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Fig. 4.1 Results output by various algorithms with tol = 1e − 10, T = 4000, MT = inf,
and R = 10. We set the parameters as follows: TR-ALS-Sampled&TR-KSRFT-ALS&TR-
TS-ALS: J = 4500; TR-GD: α = 6e−7; TR-ScaledGD: α = 5e−1, TR-BRSGD: α = 6e−2,
|Fn| = 200; TR-ScaledBRSGD: α = 1e− 1, |Fn| = 200,|Hn| = 200.
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Fig. 4.2 Results output by various algorithms with tol = 1e − 10, T = 4000, MT = inf,
and R = 10. We set the parameters as follows: TR-ALS-Sampled&TR-KSRFT-ALS&TR-
TS-ALS: J = 4500; TR-GD: α = 6e−7; TR-ScaledGD: α = 5e−1, TR-BRSGD: α = 6e−2,
|Fn| = 200; TR-ScaledBRSGD: α = 1e− 1, |Fn| = 200,|Hn| = 400.

Experiment-II. Our second experiment considers the data with ill-conditioned
TR-cores created by

Gn(2) = UnSV
⊺,
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where Un ∈ R
In×R2

true is a random matrix with orthonormal columns,
S ∈ R

R2
true×R2

true is a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries geometrically de-
creasing such that the condition number of Gn(2) is κ, and V ∈ R

R2
true×R2

true

is an orthogonal matrix shared by all TR-cores.

By varying κ, we can have some different tensors and further obtain the
numerical results of this experiment, which are reported in Table 4.1. From
this table, it is seen that TR-ScaledBRSGD, especially with importance sam-
pling, has better performance. That is, it can achieve better accuracy in the
same time, which means that less time is needed for convergence. By contrast,
TR-GD and TR-BRSGD cannot achieve satisfactory accuracy in a short time
because of the slow convergence due to the ill-conditionedness of data. Also,
we can see that the sketching size needed for TR-ALS-Sampled/TR-KSRFT-
ALS/TR-TS-ALS in the ill-conditioned case becomes larger, which can lead
to the inefficiency of the algorithms. This may be due to the extreme sen-
sitivity and poor sample complexity brought by the data. Finally, it can be
seen that under the same time, our two methods, i.e., TR-BRSGD and TR-
ScaledBRSGD, are able to iterate more times, which further indicates that
our proposed algorithms have less single-iteration time and are therefore very
suitable for large-scale problems.

Table 4.1 Results output by various algorithms with tol = 1e − 10, T = 1e10, MT = 10,
and R = 5. We set the parameters as follows: TR-ALS-Sampled&TR-KSRFT-ALS&TR-TS-
ALS: J = 8000; TR-GD: α = 5e− 6; TR-ScaledGD: α = 8e− 1, TR-BRSGD: α = 5e − 4,
|Fn| = 200; TR-ScaledBRSGD: α = 9e− 2, |Fn| = 200, |Hn| = 1200.

κ = 1e2 κ = 1e4 κ = 1e6

Method RSE Iterations Time RSE Iterations Time RSE Iterations Time

TR-ALS 6.91e-1 1.00e0 1.55e1 7.50e-1 1.00e0 1.57e1 7,26e-1 1.00e0 1.59e1
TR-GD 4.20e2 2.00e0 1.76e1 4.43e2 2.00e0 1.75e1 4.36e2 2.00e0 1.79e1
TR-ScaledGD 8.11e-1 2.00e0 1.73e1 8.61e-1 2.00e0 1.73e1 8.37e-1 2.00e0 1.80e1

TR-ALS-Sampled 3.07e-4 1.27e1 1.03e1 1.11e-1 1.29e1 1.04e1 1.37e-1 1.27e1 1.04e1
TR-KSRFT-ALS 1.64e-1 8.00e0 1.07e1 2.82e-1 8.00e0 1.06e1 2.96e-1 8.00e0 1.06e1
TR-TS-ALS 3.13e-2 1.39e1 1.04e1 1.05e-1 1.40e1 1.04e1 8.60e-2 1.34e1 1.03e1

TR-BRSGD-U 1.63e2 1.92e3 1.00e1 1.79e3 1.90e3 1.00e1 1.91e2 1.81e3 1.00e1
TR-BRSGD-E 1.61e2 1.92e3 1.00e1 1.69e3 1.94e3 1.00e1 1.84e2 1.84e3 1.00e1
TR-BRSGD-L 1.75e2 1.81e3 1.00e1 1.80e3 1.83e3 1.00e1 1.98e2 1.75e3 1.00e1

TR-ScaledBRSGD-U 2.84e-2 1.52e3 1.00e1 5.10e-2 1.53e3 1.00e1 6.70e-2 1.42e3 1.00e1
TR-ScaledBRSGD-E 1.55e-7 1.43e3 1.00e1 5.72e-2 1.56e3 1.00e1 3.39e-6 1.47e3 1.00e1
TR-ScaledBRSGD-L 2.58e-8 1.54e3 1.00e1 2.89e-2 1.45e3 1.00e1 8.79e-2 1.36e3 1.00e1

4.2 Image experiments

In this experiment, we test our algorithms on hyperspectral images, which
are special images with two spatial coordinates and one spectral coordinate.
That is, the first two orders are the image height and width, and the third
one is the number of spectral bands. We consider three data tensors available at
http://www.ehu.eus/ccwintco/index.php/HyperspectralRemoteSensingScenes.

http://www.ehu.eus/ccwintco/index.php/Hyperspectral Remote Sensing Scenes
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Their sizes are shown in Table 4.2 along with our experimental results, where
the parameters of different algorithms are listed in Table 4.3.

Table 4.2 Results output by various algorithms for real datasets with different parameters
listed in Table 4.3.

SalinasA.(83× 86× 224) IndianP.(145 × 145 × 220) PaviaU.(610 × 340 × 103)

Method RSE PSNR Iterations Time RSE PSNR Iterations Time RSE PSNR Iterations Time

TR-ALS 4.33e-2 4.21e1 6.00e0 5.38e0 4.17e-2 3.74e1 2.00e0 1.28e1 2.83e-1 2.23e1 1.00e0 5.23e1
TR-GD 1.03e-1 3.48e1 7.00e0 5.38e0 6.91e-2 3.28e1 2.00e0 1.09e1 3.38e-1 2.01e1 1.00e0 4.77e1
TR-ScaledGD 6.54e-2 3.86e1 7.00e0 5.31e0 6.57e-2 3.32e1 2.00e0 1.10e1 3.38e-1 2.01e1 1.00e0 4.77e1

TR-ALS-Sampled 4.52e-2 4.19e1 3.13e2 5.01e0 4.64e-2 3.65e1 1.82e2 1.00e1 1.91e-1 2.78e1 1.03e2 1.01e1
TR-KSRFT-ALS 4.17e-2 4.23e1 1.63e2 5.02e0 4.53e-2 3.67e1 1.14e2 1.01e1 1.96e-1 2.71e1 4.63e1 1.01e1
TR-TS-ALS 4.94e-2 4.10e1 2.45e2 5.01e0 4.67e-2 3.64e1 1.63e2 1.00e1 2.04e-1 2.64e1 9.63e1 1.01e1

TR-BRSGD-U 1.04e-1 3.46e1 2.27e3 5.00e0 6.91e-2 3.28e1 3.15e3 1.00e1 3.42e-1 2.00e1 1.83e3 1.00e1
TR-BRSGD-E 1.03e-1 3.48e1 2.24e3 5.00e0 6.91e-2 3.28e1 3.19e3 1.00e1 3.42e-1 1.98e1 1.87e3 1.00e1
TR-BRSGD-L 1.04e-1 3.47e1 2.04e3 5.00e0 6.91e-2 3.28e1 1.92e3 1.00e1 3.43e-1 1.99e1 1.25e3 1.00e1

TR-ScaledBRSGD-U 4.34e-2 4.20e1 1.48e3 5.00e0 3.82e-2 3.82e1 1.49e3 1.00e1 1.70e-1 2.86e1 1.07e3 1.00e1
TR-ScaledBRSGD-E 4.30e-2 4.20e1 1.50e3 5.00e0 3.81e-2 3.82e1 1.52e3 1.00e1 1.70e-1 2.86e1 8.44e3 1.00e1
TR-ScaledBRSGD-L 4.32e-2 4.21e1 1.40e3 5.00e0 3.88e-2 3.80e1 1.15e3 1.00e1 1.70e-1 2.85e1 1.04e3 1.00e1

Table 4.3 Parameters of different algorithms for real datasets.

tol = 1e− 10, T = 1e10, MT = 5

Method SalinasA.(R = 5) IndianP.(R = 10) PaviaU.(R = 10)

TR-ALS-Sampled
&TR-KSRFT-ALS
&TR-TS-ALS

J = 400 J = 800 J = 1000

TR-GD α = 2e− 13 α = 2e− 16 α = 2e− 16
TR-ScaledGD α = 1e− 1 α = 1e− 1 α = 1e− 1
TR-BRSGD (|Fn| = 200) α = 2e− 9 α = 5e− 14 α = 8e− 10
TR-ScaledBRSGD (|Fn| = 200,|Hn| = 1000) α = 2e− 2 α = 4e− 3 α = 4e− 2

From Table 4.2, we can observe similar results to the ones from previous
experiments. That is, TR-ScaledBRSGD performs best under both the mea-
surements RSE and PSNR in almost the same running time, which illustrates
the very strong applicability of our algorithms to all types of data. Further-
more, from the view of the variation of parameters, the batch sizes of our two
algorithms do not grow with the increase of data size or TR-ranks compared to
TR-ALS-Sampled/TR-KSRFT-ALS/TR-TS-ALS. This means that the cost of
the single-iteration in our methods can be controlled.

5 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we develop a doubly randomized optimization framework for
large-scale TR decomposition, i.e., TR-BRSGD, and also present its scaled
variant, i.e., TR-ScaledBRSGD. They make full use of the structure of TR
decomposition and work well when suitable probability distributions are em-
ployed for selecting the mini-batch. Numerical experiments are given to illus-
trate this conclusion.
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The presentation in this paper mainly focuses on the problem without
constraints. Actually, our methods entail considerable flexibility, and many
frequent regularizers and constraints can be readily handled. In addition, the
framework can also be applied to various other high-dimensional problems,
such as tensor robust principal component analysis, tensor completion, tensor
regression, and so on. We leave them for future research.
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Appendix

A Proofs for lemmas and theorems

A.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Assume that we sample the jf -th gradient with the probability pjf , and use |Fξt | gradients
to estimate the full gradient at the t-th iteration. Further, for f = 1, · · · , |Fξt |, define

Gf =
1

|Fξt |Jξtpjf
∇G

ξt(2)
fjf (Y

t).
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Thus,

E[Gf ] =
1

|Fξt |Jξt

J
ξt
∑

jf=1

(

pjf

∇G
ξt(2)

fjf (Y
t)

pjf

)

=
1

|Fξt |
∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt).

Since gt
ξt

=
∑|F

ξt
|

f=1 Gf , we have the desired result

Eζt

[

gtξt | B
t, ξt

]

=

|F
ξt

|
∑

f=1

E[Gf ] = ∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt).

A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Considering the block-wise Lipschitz continuity, for Ŷ, Ȳ and the mode n ∈ {1, · · · , N},
there exists a constant Ln such that

f(Ŷ) ≤ f(Ȳ) +
〈

∇Gn(2)
f(Ȳ), Ĝn(2) − Ḡn(2)

〉

+
Ln

2

∥

∥

∥Ĝn(2) − Ḡn(2)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
, (A.1)

where Ŷ and Ȳ are the same except the n-th TR-core, i.e., Ĝi(2) = Ḡi(2) for i 6= n. Hence,
combining with (3.3), we have

f(Yt+1)− f(Yt) ≤ 〈∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt),Gt+1
ξt(2)

−Gt
ξt(2)〉+

L

2

∥

∥

∥G
t+1
ξt(2)

−Gt
ξt(2)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

= −αt〈∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt), gtξt 〉+
(αt)2L

2

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt

∥

∥

∥

2

F
, (A.2)

where L = maxt=0,··· ,∞ Lt
ξt
≤ ∞. Note that the updates Gt

n(2)
are bounded for all n and

t. Then
∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt

∥

∥

∥

2

F
≤M and M <∞. (A.3)

Thus, taking the expectation of the inequality (A.2) conditioned on the filtration Bt and ξt

shows that

Eζt
[

f(Yt+1) | Bt, ξt
]

− f(Yt) ≤ −αt
∥

∥

∥∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt)
∥

∥

∥

2

F
+

(αt)2L

2
Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

≤ −αt
∥

∥

∥∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt)
∥

∥

∥

2

F
+

(αt)2LM

2
.

Further, noting Eξt,ζt

[

∥

∥

∥
∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

= 1
N

∥

∥∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

2

F
and taking the total expecta-

tion of the above inequality, we get

E
[

f(Yt+1)
]

− E
[

f(Yt)
]

≤ −αt

N
E

[

∥

∥∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

2

F

]

+
(αt)2LM

2
.

Summing up the inequality from t = 0 to t = T and taking T →∞, denoting f(Y∗) as the
global optimal value, and combining with f(Y) ≥ f(Y∗), it implies that

∞
∑

t=0

αt

N
E

[

∥

∥∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

2

F

]

≤ f(Y0)− f(Y∗) +
∞
∑

t=0

(αt)2LM

2
.

Note that
∑∞

t=0(α
t)2 <∞, thus, using [10, Lemma A.5], we can get the desired result

lim inf
t→∞

E

[

∥

∥∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

2

F

]

= 0.
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A.3 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Define

Θf =
1

|Fξt |Jξtpjf
∇G

ξt(2)
fjf (Y),

where f = 1, · · · , |Fξt |. Thus,

E[Θf ] =

J
ξt
∑

jf=1

1

|Fξt |Jξtpjf
pjf∇G

ξt(2)
fjf (Y) =

1

|Fξt |
∇G

ξt(2)
f(Y),

and

V[(Θf )i,r ] = E[(Θf )
2
i,r ]− E

2[(Θf )i,r ]

=
1

|Fξt |2J2
ξt

J
ξt
∑

jf=1









[

∇G
ξt(2)

fjf (Y)
]2

i,r

pjf









− 1

|Fξt |2
[

∇G
ξt(2)

f(Y)
]2

i,r
.

Since V

[

(

gt
ξt

)

i,r

]

=
∑|F

ξt
|

f=1 V[(Θf )i,r ], we have

V

[

(

gtξt

)

i,r

]

=
1

|Fξt |J2
ξt

J
ξt
∑

jf=1









[

∇G
ξt(2)

fjf (Y)
]2

i,r

pjf









− 1

|Fξt |
[

∇G
ξt(2)

f(Y)
]2

i,r
.

On the other hand,

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt −∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

=

I
ξt
∑

i=1

R
ξt

R
ξt+1

∑

r=1

E

[

(

gtξt −∇G
ξt(2)

f(Y)
)2

i,r

]

=

I
ξt
∑

i=1

R
ξt

R
ξt+1

∑

r=1

V

[

(

gtξt

)

i,r

]

.

Therefore,

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥
gt
ξt
−∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

=
1

|Fξt |J2
ξt

J
ξt
∑
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1

pjf
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R
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[

∇G
ξt(2)
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− 1
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f(Y)
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2
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J
ξt
∑

jf=1

1

pjf
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(Rt
[ξt])

2
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[2]
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=
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1
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[ξt]
(:, jf )
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2
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)t(jf , :)
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∥
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2
− 1

|Fξt |

∥

∥

∥
∇G

ξt(2)
f(Y)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
,

where the second equality follows from the result

∇G
ξt
fjf (Y) = JξtR

t
[ξt](:, jf )(G

6=ξt

[2]
)t(:, jf ).
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To show that the probability distribution q
6=ξt given in (3.5) minimizes

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥gt
ξt
−∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

, we first define a function as

f(p1, · · · pJ
ξt
) =

J
ξt
∑

jf=1

1

pjf

∥

∥

∥R
t
[ξt](:, jf )

∥

∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(jf , :)

∥

∥

∥

2

2
,

which characterizes the dependence of the variance

Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt −∇G

ξt(2)
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

on the sampling probability distribution p = [p1, · · · , pJ
ξt
]⊺. Further, we introduce the

Lagrange multiplier λ and define the following function

g(p1, · · · pJ
ξt
) = f(p1, · · · pJ

ξt
) + λ





J
ξt
∑

i=1

pi − 1



 .

Since

0 =
∂g

∂pi
=
−1
p2i

∥

∥

∥R
t
[ξt](:, i)

∥

∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(i, :)

∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ λ,

we have

pi =

∥

∥

∥Rt
[ξt]

(:, i)
∥

∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(i, :)

∥

∥

∥

2

2√
λ
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∥

∥Rt
[ξt]
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∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
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∥
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2

2
∑Jn
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∥

∥

∥Rt
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(:, i′)
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∥

∥

2

2

∥

∥

∥(G
6=ξt

[2]
)t(i′, :)

∥

∥

∥

2

2

,

where the second equality is from the fact that
∑J

ξt

i=1 pi = 1. Note that, for the above

probabilities, ∂2g

∂p2
i

> 0. Hence, the probability distribution in (3.5) indeed minimizes the

variance. Meanwhile, substituting q
6=ξt in (3.5) into (3.4) gives (3.6). So, all the desired

results hold.

A.4 Proof of Lemma 3.3

Clearly, all q 6=n(i) are nonnegative. Moreover,

∑

in+1,··· ,iN
i1,··· ,in−1

q
6=n(in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1) =

N
∏

k=1
k 6=n

Ik
∑

ik=1

pk(ik) =
N
∏

k=1
k 6=n

1 = 1,

due to the fact that each pk is a probability distribution. So, q
6=n is also a probability

distribution. Furthermore, for each n ∈ [N ], we have

q
6=n(in+1 · · · iN i1 · · · in−1) =

N
∏

k=1
k 6=n

pk(ik) =

∏

k 6=n ‖Gk(:, ik, :)‖2F
∏

k 6=n ‖Gk‖2F

≥
‖Gn+1(:, in+1, :) · · ·GN (:, iN , :)G1(:, i1, :) · · ·Gn−1(:, in−1, :)‖2F

∏

k 6=n ‖Gk‖2F

=
‖G 6=n(:, i, :)‖2F
∏

k 6=n ‖Gk‖2F
= βn‖G 6=n(:, i, :)‖2F ≥ βnp

6=n(i)

as desired.
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A.5 Proof of Lemma 3.4

Assume that we sample the jh-th gradient with probability pjh , and use |Hξt | gradients to
estimate the full gradient at the t-th iteration. Further, for h = 1, · · · , |Hξt |, define

Hh =
1

|Fξt |Jξtpjh
∇2

vec(G
ξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

fjh (Yt).

Thus,

E[Hh] =
1

|Hξt |Jξt

J
ξt
∑

jh=1



pjh

∇2
vec(G

ξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))
fjh (Yt)

pjh





=
1

|Hξt |
∇2

vec(G
ξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))

f(Yt),

which together with h̃t
ξt

=
∑|H

ξt
|

h=1 Hh implies the desired result:

Eζt

[

h̃t
ξt
| Bt, ξt

]

=

|Hn|
∑

h=1

E[Hh] = ∇2
vec(G

ξt(2)
),vec(G

ξt(2)
)f(Y

t),

and hence

Eζt

[

htξt | B
t, ξt

]

= (G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]
. (A.4)

A.6 Proof of Lemma 3.5

From our assumption, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇2
vec(G

ξt(2)),vec(Gξt(2))
f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1, and hence
∥

∥

∥ht
ξt

∥

∥

∥ ≤ 1,

where ‖ · ‖ denotes the spectral norm of a matrix. Note that for a positive definite matrix
A satisfying ‖A‖ ≤ 1,

A−1 =
∞
∑

i=0

(I−A)i.

Then,

(ht
ξt
)−1 =

∞
∑

i=0

(I − ht
ξt
)i ≈ I+ I− ht

ξt
= 2I− ht

ξt
. (A.5)

On the other hand, using (A.4), we obtain

Eζt

[

2I − htξt | B
t, ξt

]

= 2I − (G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]
≈
(

(G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]

)−1
.

Thus, by the fact that the sampled sets Fn and Hn are independent in our algorithm and
the property of expectation, we can have the desired result.

A.7 Proof of Theorem 3.3

Combining (A.1), (3.3), and (3.10), we observe:

f(Yt+1)− f(Yt) ≤ 〈∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt),Gt+1
ξt(2)

−Gt
ξt(2)〉+

L

2

∥

∥

∥G
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ξt(2)

−Gt
ξt(2)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

= −αt〈∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt), gt
ξt
(ht

ξt
)−1〉 + (αt)2L

2

∥

∥

∥
gt
ξt
(ht

ξt
)−1
∥

∥

∥

2

F
,
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where L = maxt=0,··· ,∞ ≤ Lt
ξt

<∞. Thus, taking expectation conditioned on the filtration

Bt and the chosen mode index ξt, and considering Lemma 3.5 implies

Eζt
[

f(Yt+1) | Bt, ξt
]

− f(Yt) . −αt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt)
(

(G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]

)−1/2
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

F

+
(αt)2L

2
Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt (h

t
ξt )

−1
∥

∥

∥

2

F
| Bt, ξt

]

≤——+
(αt)2L

2
Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥g
t
ξt

∥

∥

∥

2

F

∥

∥

∥(htξt )
−1
∥

∥

∥

2
| Bt, ξt

]

≤——+
(αt)2LM

2
Eζt

[

∥

∥

∥(htξt )
−1
∥

∥

∥

2
| Bt, ξt

]

= ——+
(αt)2LM

2
Eζt





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

i=0

(I − ht
ξt
)i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

| Bt, ξt




≤ −αt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt)
(

(G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]

)−1/2
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

F

+
(αt)2LMK

2
,

(A.6)

where the third inequality is due to (A.3), the equality is based on (A.5), and the last
inequality follows from the result

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

i=0

(I − htξt )
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤





∞
∑

i=0

(

1−
√

λmin

(

(ht
ξt
)⊺ht

ξt

)

)i




2

=
1

λmin

(

(ht
ξt
)⊺ht

ξt

) ≤ K ≤ ∞.

Further, note that

Eξt,ζt

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇G
ξt(2)

f(Yt)
(

(G 6=ξt

[2]
)⊺G 6=ξt

[2]

)−1/2
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

=
1

N

∥

∥

∥(Ht)−1/2∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

∥

2

F
.

Thus, taking the total expectation on (A.6), we can get

E
[

f(Yt+1)
]

− E
[

f(Yt)
]

≤ −αt

N
E

[

∥

∥

∥(Ht)−1/2∇f(Yt)
∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

+
(αt)2LMK

2
.

Summing up the above inequality from t = 0 to t = T and taking T →∞, denoting f(Y∗)
as the global optimal value, and combining with f(Y) ≥ f(Y∗), we have

∞
∑

t=0

αt

N
E

[

∥

∥

∥
(Ht)−1/2∇f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

≤ f(Y0)− f(Y∗) +
∞
∑

t=0

(αt)2LMK

2
,

which together with the fact that
∑∞

t=0(α
t)2 <∞ and [10, Lemma A.5] implies the desired

result

lim inf
t→∞

E

[

∥

∥

∥
(Ht)−1/2∇f(Yt)

∥

∥

∥

2

F

]

= 0.
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