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Abstract

We provide new upper and lower bounds on the minimum possible ratio of the
spectral and Frobenius norms of a (partially) symmetric tensor. In the particular case
of general tensors our result recovers a known upper bound. For symmetric tensors
our upper bound unveils that the ratio of norms has the same order of magnitude
as the trivial lower bound 1/vn?=1, when the order of a tensor d is fixed and the
dimension of the underlying vector space n tends to infinity. However, when n is fixed
and d tends to infinity, our lower bound is better than 1/vnd-1.

1 Introduction

Representation of data sets in compact and simple formats is an important problem of data
science with numerous applications. Vectors, matrices and, more generally, tensors are used
to naturally model data points. It is often necessary to retain only some key properties of a
data set, that corresponds to an approximation of a tensor by another one with a simpler
structure. There are several different models, based on tensor decompositions, that are
used for this purpose, see [13, 9] and references therein. An important special case is an
approximation of a given “data”-tensor with a rank-one tensor, see [§].

For K=R or K=C let K* = K" ® ---® K" denote the K-vector space of n-tensors
with n = (nq,...,n4). A natural way to measure distance between tensors is given by
the norm associated to the Frobenius (also known as Hilbert-Schmidt) product, which is
defined by the formula

j
<T7T/> = Ztil---idtgl...idv T = (til---id)7 T = (tél...id)' (1'1)

ij=1

A tensor T = (t;,_;,) is said to be of rank one, if there exist unit vectors &/ € S(K") and
a scalar A € K such that t;, ;, = )\xill .. xgld. In this case we write T = \z' ®- - - @x?. The
problem of best rank-one approximation of a tensor T' consists in finding a closest rank-one
tensor to T, i.e.,

min [T -zt @ @z, (1.2)
AeK, xieS(K"7)
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where || - || := +/(,") is the Frobenius norm of a tensor. This problem is essentially equiv-
alent (see (L4))) to computing the spectral norm of T,
Tl == max [(T,a'®- @) (1.3)
zI eS(K"7)
and is known to be NP-hard [I0, Thm. 1.13]. If \e! ® - -- ® ¢ is a best rank-one approx-

imation of T, then (the square of) the relative best rank-one approximation error equals
(see, e.g., [19] Thm. 2.19])

IT-dale-2z> . T|%
5 - < (1.4)
I 1]

The smallest possible ratio of the spectral and the Frobenius norms

|17
Tekn  |T|

A(K®) = (1.5)

is known as the best rank-one approzimation ratio of the space K™ (see [I§] and also
[15]). Computing A(K™) is equivalent to finding the largest (worst) relative best rank-
one approximation error (L[Z). Note also that 0 < A(K™) < 1 and A(K") is just the
largest constant ¢ > 0 so that ||T||s > ¢||7']| holds for all 7" € K™. The number (3]

is an attribute of a tensor space and thus depends only on the underground field K and

dimensions nq,...,ng. On the application side, the best rank-one approximation ratio
governs the convergence rate of greedy rank-one update algorithms, see [18, 23].
A tensor T' = (t;,.;,) of format (n,...,n) is called symmetric, if tig).ioy = tir.ig holds

for any permutation on d elements o. A best rank-one approximation to a symmetric
tensor T' can be chosen among symmetric rank-one tensors Az ® - -+ ® x, see [2]. The best
rank-one approximation ratio of the space Symd(K”) of symmetric tensors is defined as

[T [loo

A(Sym?(K™)) :=
(y ( )) TeSym?(Kn) HTH

(1.6)

Computing A(Sym?(K™)) is equivalent to finding the largest (worst) relative best rank-one
approximation error (L4) among symmetric tensors in Sym¢?(K"). Also, by definition, one
has 1 > A(Sym?(K")) > A(K™) > 0 for n = (n,...,n).

Finding explicit values for (LA]) and (L6]) is a beautiful mathematical problem with
interesting connections to composition algebras [16] and Chebyshev polynomials [I]. The
exact value of A(K™) and of A(Sym?(K")) remains unknown for most n = (n1,...,ng),
d and n. One has a naive lower bound

1
AK?) > ;
\/minj:l,---,d Hi;ﬁj Lz

see, e.g., [16]. The equality holds only if so called orthogonal (K = R) or, respectively,
unitary (K = C) tensors exist in the tensor space K™ (see [16]). For example, if K = R and
for n = (n,...,n) this happens only if n = 1,2,4 or 8, which are dimensions of the four
composition R-algebras. It is known that (at least for K = R) the trivial bound (L) gives
the correct order of magnitude when d is fixed. Specifically, using probabilistic estimates
of the uniform norm of random tensors from [22], the authors of [I6] prove that the right
inequality in

(1.7)



1 <Ay < e _ CVdnd
\/minjzl,...,dni;ﬁjni HTH \/minjzl,...,dni;ﬁjni

holds with positive probability in 7', where C'is some constant and the entries of T" are
independent standard Gaussians. With similar techniques it was proven earlier [4] that

1
- < AC'2C"C") < —3\7?-

In this work we reprove these probabilistic upper bounds giving explicit values for the
constant C' and extend them to real and complex tensors of arbitrary format as well as to
their (partially) symmetric counterparts. For the space of real symmetric tensors we give
an alternative upper bound, by looking at random harmonic forms. Furthermore, using
an integral representation (4.1]) of the Frobenius norm of a symmetric tensor, we provide
lower bounds on A(Sym?(K™)), which are (when d is sufficiently large compared to n)
better than the naive bound A(Sym?(K")) > 1/v/nd-1.

We summarize our main results in the following two theorems. The first one concerns
the general case and the second one the symmetric case.

Theorem 1.1. For any d > 3 and n = (ny,...,ng) with ny,...,ng > 2 we have
1 2v/dInd
< Axm) < Vind (18)
|/ T [Tizj i min; [;; n;
Theorem 1.2. For any d > 3 and n > 2 we have
1 /d _1\ /2 1 d'lndT (%) n
max —d< o ) ) S A(Symd(Rn)) S 24 2 )
VRN nd-! 241 (d + 2)
(1.9)

N —1/2
max{<d+n 1) 1 }SA(Symd(C")) _ 36Vnlnd

-1 d—1 —
n n (n+2l 1)

In particular, we have that

1 . [dnd
1 < A(Sym®(K")) < 36 P (1.10)

and, for a fixed n and d — oo, we have
(n—l)!< <1>> (g)!lnd< <1>>
— 14+ 0| = 48\ =— 1+ O | =
dJn—1 d n_1
24d d 2dd3 d (1)

e (140(3)) = Asmien) < 072 (140(3))

where (%)' =T (% + 1) allows a better and easier comparison of the bounds.

IN

A(Sym?(R™))

IN

A




The bound (LI0) shows that A(Sym?(K")) has the same order of magnitude as the
trivial lower bound 1/vn4-1 for a fixed d and n — oo. In particular, for d = 3 and K = R
we have A(Sym?(R"™)) = O (1/n). The previously known bound

1.5

< O (n—0.584)

on this quantity was obtained in [I7, Thm. 5.3]. For a fixed n > 2 and a sufficiently large
d, the lower bounds on the minimal ratio of norms of symmetric tensors in (L9) are better
than the trivial lower bound 1/vn?=! by an exponential factor, see asymptotic formulas
(LII) and Section 4.

Acknowledgments. We thank Erik Lundberg for pointing out a reference for (£.3).
The second author is grateful to Evgenia Lagoda for moral support and Gato Suchen for
suggestions regarding the proof of Theorem [3.41

2 Preliminaries

In this section we state and recall some auxiliary results and facts, as well as define our
probabilistic models.

2.1 Symmetric tensors and homogeneous polynomials

The space Symd(K") of symmetric tensors is identified with the space Pg,, ~ KV, where

N = (d:ﬁf), of n-variate homogeneous polynomials (or forms) of degree d:

n
T eSym“K") «— f€Pyn, flx) = (L@@ - @x) = Y ti i@ iy (2.1)
ij=1
It is convenient to write the form f in the basis of monomials, f(x) = Z| al=d fax®, where,

by symmetry, fo = (g)til...z‘d and «; is the number of j = 1,...,d with i; = ¢. Under the
identification ([Z1]), the Frobenius product (1)) is the Bombieri- Weyl product of forms,

—1
@) = 5 = X (8) Tt TAL TS (22)

|or|=d

By a result of Banach [2], a best rank-one approximation to a symmetric tensor 7' can
be chosen among symmetric rank-one tensors Ax ® --- ® x. In particular, the spectral
norm (L3)) of T equals the uniform norm || f|lo of the restriction of f to the unit sphere
S(K") ={z € K" : [|#[3 = |21]* + - + |an|? = 1},

T = T,$1®...®xd — T’x®®$ = . 2.3
Tl = _ma | = | = e (23)

The best rank-one approximation ratio of the space Sym?(K") is then defined by

IThe _ . Iflle
resymiery T 1€Pan |7

A(Sym?(K")) =

where || f| := /(f, f) is the Bombieri-Weyl norm of f € P,,.

4



A common generalization of spaces K® and Sym?(K™) is the space 02 Sym® (K™)
of partially symmetric tensors or, equivalently, the space Pqn ~ ®§“:1 Pg; n; of multi-
homogeneous polynomials. An element F' of Pq,, can be written as

F(z',...,2™) = Z Fgy ()W . (gmyetm)
|a(j)=d;

where F € K, oo = (a(1),...,a(m)), |a(j)| = d;, are the coeflicients of F' in the basis of
multi-homogeneous monomials. Then the Bombieri-Weyl product and the uniform norm
can be defined via

w2 @) () () e

la(5)|=d;
F =  max |F(z',... ™), 2.5
Pl o= max, [P ) (2.5)

and the best rank-one approzimation of the space @7, Sym® (K"7) is defined by (see [7])

A és mdf(K"f) ‘= min 7HFHOO
pid Y T rePan [P

where ||F|| := \/(F, F) is given by (24]). Moreover, it is important to keep in mind that
the action via changes of variables of the product of unitary groups U(nq) x --- x U(ng) on
P4 n preserves both the inner product (Z4]) and the norm (Z5]). In the real case (K = R)
the invariance holds with respect to orthogonal changes of variables.

2.2 Harmonic polynomials
A form h € Py, is called harmonic, if it is annihilated by the Laplace operator, that is,
0%h 0%h
Ox? ox2

We denote by Hy,, € Py, the subspace consisting of real harmonic n-variate forms of
degree d. This space is an irreducible representation of the group O(n) of orthogonal
matrices, which acts on Hy,, via change of variables. By [14} Sect. 4.5] any O(n)-invariant
scalar product on Hg, is a positive multiple of the L2(S"™ 1) -product defined as

<h, hI>L2(Sn—1) = é o h(:c)h/(a:) dSnil, h, hl S Hd,n7 (26)

where dS"~! is the Riemannian volume measure on the unit sphere "~ = S(R") obtained
from its standard embedding in R"™. In particular, this is true for the Bombieri product
(Z2) restricted to Hg,. We now relate these two scalar products to each other.

Lemma 2.1. For any h,h' € Hy,, we have

2411 (d+ %)
ST T (d+1)

5

(1) = (ho B 2 (gn1y.



Proof. Tt is convenient to write the L?(S"~!)-product as

ll=l3

1 _ll=liz
(hy W) p2(sn-1y = N @+ 1) /n h(z)h'(x)e” 2 dx, h,h €Hgpno  (2.7)
2

Since orthogonally invariant scalar products on Hg,, are all proportional, we can recover
the constant of proportionality by looking at h = h’ € Hgo C Hg,, defined by

. \d Nd
h(zy,z9) = (21 + izp) —;(xl ix2) = r?cos(df), w1 =rcosb, xy=rsind.

By [1 Thm. 1.1] we have ||h|?> = (h,h) = 2971 Since h depends just on z; and z9, the
representation (Z.7)) implies that the L2(S"~!)-norm of h satisfies

e n—2
2 12+12
HhH%Q(Snfl) = \/§2d+n_7;-1‘ (d ) /Qh(xl,x2)2e i dzidxs
+ 1) JE

n—2 2d 2 n
V2 2°T 1 g r 1
= VB LD [T eoanpa = YT e
V2 T (d+12) Jo 21T (d+ )
which completes the proof. ]

The self-duality of (Hgp, (-, ) 2(sn-1)) implies that for any = € S"~1 there is a unique
harmonic form Z, € Hgy,, with

h(z) = (h,Zy)2n-1y forall he Hg,. (2.8)

The function Z, € Hg,, is called the zonal harmonic with pole x. By [2I, Cor. 2.9] the
L23(S™ Y-norm of Z, satisfies

Dd,n
HZiEH%Q(S"*U = Zm(:li) = ‘Sn_l" (2'9)

where Dy, = dimHg, and [S"71| = 2/7"/T (%) is the volume of the unit sphere.

2.3 Probabilistic models

We consider real and complex random polynomials and tensors. Recall first that a complex
random variable ¢ is called standard complex Gaussian, if its real and imaginary parts are
independent centered Gaussians with variance 1/2. Let V be a (complex) inner product
space. Then the Gaussian distribution on V is modelled via the vector v = Zfil v,
where ti,...,ty are independent standard (complex) Gaussians and v',... ;o form an
orthonormal (respectively, unitary) basis of V. A remarkable property of the Gaussian
distribution on V' is its orthogonal (respectively, unitary) invariance. This means that the
random vector Uv has Gaussian distribution for any orthogonal (unitary) transformation
UonV.

As spaces K™, Py, Pgn and Hy,, are endowed with inner products (ILI), (Z2]), (24
and (2.7) respectively, the Gaussian distribution is naturally defined for each of them. For
example, a real (respectively, complex) tensor 7 = (4, ;,) is Gaussian, if its entries t;, _;,
are independent standard (complex) Gaussians. Under the standard action of the product
of unitary groups U(n) := U(ny) x --- x U(ng) on C™ the inner product (II]) and hence



the Gaussian distribution on C™ are invariant. In particular, the inner product space
R™ of real tensors and the Gaussian distribution on it are invariant under the product
O(n) := O(n1) x -+ x O(ng) C U(n) of orthogonal groups.

The Gaussian distribution on Py, is also known as Kostlan distribution. Specifically,
an n-variate real (respectively, complex) homogeneous polynomial f(x) = >, _q fa@® of

degree d is called Kostlan, if its normalized coefficients f,/1/ (g) are independent stan-

dard (complex) Gaussians. Similarly, a multi-homogeneous polynomial F(x!,...,x™) =
Z‘a(j)‘:dj Fo ()@ ()20 of multi-degree d = (dy,...,d,,) is Kostlan (that is,

Gaussian), if its normalized coefficients Fq/ \/@ are independent standard (complex)
Gaussians. The notion of Kostlan (partially) symmetric tensor is then unambiguously de-
fined through isomorphisms Sym?(K") ~ P4, and X7y Sym% (K") =~ Pg4,. Since the
inner products on spaces Pg,, Pgn, and Hgy, are invariant with respect to orthogonal
(unitary) changes of variables, so are Gaussian distributions on each of them.

3 Upper bounds

In this section we prove upper bounds stated in main Theorems [[.1] and These are
obtained by combining Corollaries[3.6] B.8 B.9and .10l which in turn follow from Theorem
B4l We first derive some auxiliary results. In the sequel we assume that d > 3 and
n,ni,...,ng > 2. The following proposition is found in [B, Proposition 4.24], we include
its proof in the appendix for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.1. Let t € R be a random variable, C' > 1 and K > 0.

1 2
1. Iffor all even integers £ > 0, (K¢ |/*)* < KV/Z, then for allt > 0, P([t| > t) < 2¢” 547

2

2. Iffor all t > 0, P(Jt| > t) < Ce™ %7, then for all £ > 1,

@W)% < i (|3 +vEma) Ve

In the next result we estimate the tail probability of the ratio of norms of two vectors,
one of which is the image of the other under an orthogonal projection.

Proposition 3.2. Let P : RN — V be an orthogonal projection onto a k-dimensional
subspace V. C RN and let ¢ € RN be a standard Gaussian vector. Then the random

. P .
variable % satisfies

P N
P, <|| 2 > t> < 2exp <— - t2> for all t>0. (3.1)
l[xll2 4eFton

Proof. Recall that if y and 3 are independent random variables with y2-distribution with,

respectively, k and N —k degrees of freedom, then n—% has a S-distribution with parameters

k/2 and (N — k)/2. In this way, ”ﬁ!% has a [-distribution with parameters k/2 and
2

(N — k)/2, and so its density reads

1
N—k)

’ 2

5 sl (1—s) T 1, selo1.

ST



Doing a change of variables s = 2, we obtain that
2
k N—k
B (57 2 )

. Then a straightforward computation implies that for all £ > 0

i k+t Ny \
1Pell5\* _ (T(5) T 2
E 7 = . . (3.2)
¢ s r'(z) I
We fix ¢ to be a positive even integer. To bound (B.2]) we treat each fraction separately.
For the first fraction,

11— ) e o1,

Prll2

is the density of ””;”

N\/

A (;)) - T1(5 ) (D) = (2~ D0z — 1))
2 i=1
< <% + g) : (AM-GM inequality)

- (2 () e ()

Using Stirling’s approximation [3, Eq. 2.14], we bound the second fraction,
1

DY) _ N+evEm(§) it
D) 7 N o ()R
£

<eg+ﬁ 3 : 1—|—£>1
[— N . N_

Putting the obtained bounds together, we have that for all even integers ¢ > 0

1
l
(E HPPHQ) ' \/je2+61w1/ e5 TN Vi .
Z f—
e Il V2N

Hence by Proposition B.1] the desired claim follows. O

Remark 3.3. Let P : CN — V be a unitary projection onto a k-dimensional (complex)
subspace V' C C¥ (that is, (P(2),z — P(z))2 = 0 for all z € C"). Then it corresponds to
an orthogonal projection between real vector spaces,
PRLRM 5 VR
(z,y) = (R(P(z +iy)), S(P(z + iy))),
where the 2k-dimensional real subspace VF® C R*V is the realification of V. C CN. More-

over, if 3 = x4+ iy € CV is a standard complex Gaussian vector, then v/2 (r,9) e R*V is a
standard real Gaussian vector and, by Proposition B2 we obtain for ¢ > 0 that

P PR N
m(” 3l Zt) _ Pm<u (z.9)]l2 2t> . <_ 1 t2>_
1312 [z, 9)l2 2e2k+ 12w




We need this “complex” version of (3.I]) to obtain bounds on the ratio of norms in case
of complex tensors and forms.

We consider the sum-geodesic distance on ngl S~ given by

d d

distg(x,y) = Zdistg(:ck,yk) = Zarccos(a:k,yk>2
k=1 k=1

for @,y € szl Sme—1,

Theorem 3.4. Let ny,...,ng > 2 and § : Hi:l S™~1 — [0,00) be a random Lipschitz
function whose Lipschitz constant, Lip(§), satisfies for some L > 1,

Lip(§) < L max  F(=x). (3.3)

wEHZ:1 Skt
Then for all t > 0,
t
Pg max g§(x)>t| < C(L,d;ny,...,ng) max  Pg <S(ac) > —) (3.4)
ze[{_, S 1 ze[d_, s™ 2

where C(L,d;ny,...,ngq) satisfies

d d
InC(L,d;ny,...,ng) < (2+In(dL)) (Z nk> — %Zln(nk —1) — dIn(dL).
k=1 k=1

Proof. 1f max_, eMT¢_, smr! §(x) > t, then, by the Lipschitz property and our assumption
(3.3) on the Lipschitz constant, we have that

d
{a: e [[s" 13 > g} > Bs (r. (20)7),
k=1

where 1, € ngl S™~1 is the maximizer of § and Bs is the ball with respect to the sum-
geodesic distance on szl S™~1 that is centered at r, and has radius (2L)~!. In this way,
MAX, d  gog—t F(x) > t implies that for a uniformly sampled ¢ € [[{_, S™ ! we obtain

t vol Bs (rs, (20)71)
PFEHZ:1 SR <S(P) = §> = szl vol Sre—1 ’

Therefore, we have

Ps ( max  §(x) > t)
wel’[izlg"’fl
t) - vol Bs (rs, (2L)71)

< Pg <P§€HZ_1 gnp—1 (g(ﬁ) > 5 Hg_l ol a1

szl vol Sm+—1
~ vol Bs (r«, (2L)71)
szl vol St

t .
= ol B NI ;eng:}?gnwl []P’g <$(;) > 5)] (Tonelli’s theorem)

15, volS™—1 <
< S max Px [ §(x) >
ol Bs (62, (2L) ) aegh gt 0 A0

) (Implication bound)

t
IEE [PFEHZ—lgnkl (5(?) > 5)] (Markov’s inequality)

N | o+



n 1
It remains to bound % By applying orthogonal transformations to each

sphere, we can assume that r, = e := (e1,...,e1) € ngl S™~1. Consider the map
d d
10: [[rR™ ! = [[s™!
k=1 k=1

1 (1
z1 1+][z103 \ 21

Vitlzall3 \ 24
Then, by the result in the appendix [A.2] we have that

d

d
_ Ik
det DIO| = [T (1 + l2xl3) 2, z=(21,....29) € []R™ " (3.5)
k=1

Now, we do a sequence of changes of variables as follows:

vol Bs (e1, R)

d
,%
= / T (1 +12kl3) "7 dzi---dzg
=1

ZZ:1 arctan ||z ||[<R

d
_ Ik
= HVOISnk*Q / Hpnk 2 1+pz) 2> dpy---dpy
= pl?"'vpd207
Zzzl arctan pp <R
d d

= J[vors™? / [ (sinr)™ 2 dgs - - dgg
k=1

b1,00a>0, F=1

S k<R
d —d d d -2
R Shoqynk—d £k
= <—> Hvol S—2 / H —k _dt;---dty
! k=1 b, ta>0, k=14/1 = Rt

ZZ:1 arcsin(Rn~1t,)<R

where we use = IO(z) in the first line, 2, = ppfr with pr > 0 and 6, € S™ 2 in the
second line, pj, = tan ¢y, in the third line, and sin ¢, = Rn~ '), in the fourth line.

Observe that the domain of integration of the last integral is contained in [0,7]¢. In
this way, we have for each k, arcsin(Rn~'t;) < Ry~ 't;/v/1 — R?, and so the domain of
integration contains ZZZI ty < nv1— R? Since 1/4/1 — R?y=2t7 > 1, we obtain the
following lower bound:

Zd: ne—d d d
vol Bs (e1, R) > <R\/1—R2) e [ vor s> / [Tt 2at - deg
k=1 t1,tg>0, k=1
S k<1

10



where we took 7! = /1 — R2. Therefore, taking R = we obtain

ﬁ7

Zzzl ni—d
2L Hd vol Sk 1
/1 _1_ k=1 yol S"k—2
412

C(L,d; nl,...,nd) < — (3.6)
[ d g
t17"'7td207
o1 te<l

We now bound the three parts of the logarithm of the right-hand side separately.

First, we have that In \/117 < 6L2 since L > 1. Thus

T ar?
ZZ:I nk_d d
2L 1
1L2 k=1
Second, for nq,...,ng > 2, Lemma 2.25 from [3] gives
vol Smr—1 - 2mny, - 2\/m
vol S"%=2 = np—1 = /np—1
and hence J
vol S”kil 1
Third, we have that
d
In / H R Aty - dtg
tetg>0, P
22:1 tp<1
d
= —Ind +1n | d! / [Tt 2at - at
t,. tg>0, Pl
i1 th<1
> —Ind! + Z d!(ng — 2) / Intydty - --dty (Jensen’s inequality)
k=1 t,sta >0,
i1 th<1
d 1
= —Ind + Z d(ng — 2)/ (1-— tk)d_1 In ¢, di;, (Integrate over Zti <1—tg)
0

itk

—Ind! — (/ T t) <,i1nk_2d> (lnt:—i(l_lt)l>

=1

(1- t d+1— 1 d
—Ind! - (d Z / Z ng — 2d (Monotone convergence)
k=1

11



Now, Stirling’s bound [3| Eq. 2.14] gives

1 1 1
1< = Snd—d+ —.
Ind! < 21n(27r)—i—d1nd—i—21nd d+12d

Formula (3) in [12], 1.2.7], whose proof is contained in [12} 1.2.11.2], yields
d
k=1

where v 1= lim, oo (—Inn+ >}, 1/k) = 0.57721566. .. is the Euler-Mascheroni con-
stant. Thus, we have that

1
< Ind =
s n+7+2d,

x| =

d d
1
—In / [Tt a0 at| < <an> (lnd—ir'y—i—z—d)—dlnd—d, (3.9)
k=1

tyentg>0, F=1
S <1

since §In(27) — 1 < 0 and §Ind + 135 — 2vd < 0.
Finally, applying the logarithm to (8.6]) and using the inequalities (3.7), (B8] and (39,

we obtain the desired bound after noticing that v + 2—1d +1In2+ 6% <2. O

Remark 3.5. If the random function § : [[¢_, $™ 1 — [0, 00) is invariant under orthogonal
changes of variables on S™~! ... S"~! the probability Pz (S(a:) > %) does not depend

on the point & € szl S™~! and hence we can omit maximum in (34)).

We now apply Theorem 4] to give bounds on (LH) and (LG).

Corollary 3.6. Let T € K™ be a Gaussian tensor. Then

d
ETHTHOO < 32vInd % (3.10)
17 15 n;
and, in particular,
1 < AKY) < 32vdInd ‘
min; [, .; n; ming [[;_.; n;
Proof. Let us consider a random Lipschitz function
§:S(K™) x -+« x S(K") — [0,00),
T, z2' @ @z (3.11)

z=(z',.. .,z —

171

12



Its Lipschitz constant satisfies Lip(§) < maxy;cgkni) §(x) = T since

(T.2l®- o2 —ylo oy

S(x) —F§ <
()~ 3(0) .
d Teo... —1 | ayd +1 o ... d
< Z|<T,w @ e @@ -—y)oy T 00y
2 7
d . .
< (ngglﬁlé{” 5(z >Z\|m]—yj||2 < <zjg§1%1§”j)g(z)> dists(z, y)

7j=1
(3.12)
holds for any x,y € S(K"!) x --- x S(K"¢). By Theorem 3.4 we have for all ¢ > 0,

> , (3.13)

DN |

where InC(d,n) < (2+Ind) (z] kn ) 132 In(kn, — 1) — dlnd with k being either

1 (K=R)or2(K=C). Since §F(e1,...,e1) = [{(T,e1®@--Rej)e; @ - R e|l/|T],
Proposition and Remark applied to the orthogonal (unitary, if K = C) projection
T—(T,e;®--Rej)e @ - Rep give

t kny---ng t?
]PT <S(ely"' ael) > _> < 2€Xp _M_ :
2 4ek+m 4

Combining this inequality with (8.I3]) and applying Proposition BJ], we finally have

1Tl
Er
T
ket gt d
166 6kny-ng T
< T \/;Jr 2In2 4 2(2 + Ind) anj -~ jzlln(k:nj —1) —2dInd
\/ D5y
< 39vInd J 32vdInd ‘
VIl ] 17 min; [];.;
O
Remark 3.7. When all dimensions n; = -+ = ng = n are equal, one has
1 00 2v/dInd
oA < g Tl 32Vdld
nd—1 71l Vnd-1

Next we derive a bound for the expected ratio of norms in the case of symmetric
tensors. We formulate everything in the equivalent terms of homogeneous polynomials,

see Section 211

Corollary 3.8. Let f € Py, be a Kostlan form. Then

13



If]| 0o - 36vnlnd

|
E
E - (D)

(3.14)

and, in particular,

36vd!Ind
d/men

Proof. Let us consider a random Lipschitz function
§:S(K") — [0,00),
()]

x -

Il

Note that it is the restriction of the function ([B.I1I]) to the diagonally embedded sphere
S(K™) < S(K™) x --- x S(K™). By 812) and (23] the Lipschitz constant of § satisfies

: _ gl
Lip(§) < dwérgl?gn)ﬁ(w) = dHfH : (3.15)

By Theorem B.4] we have for all ¢ > 0,

N t 0.0 _t
B (M=) < cme (s 2 5) = camp (1l 1) @)

where InC(d,n) < (2 4+ Ind)kn — $In(kn — 1) — Ind with k being either 1 (K = R)

or 2 (K = C). Since f is a Kostlan form, that is, fo, = y/ (i)fa, where variables f, are
independent standard (complex) Gaussians, its Bombieri-Weyl norm satisfies

-1
12 = X (2) el = Xl
|a|=d |or|=d

We apply Proposition and Remark to the projection 7 onto the first coordinate
axcis in KV and, using ||m1 ()2 = [Furo,._| = a0, o)l obtain that

P, (!f(d,o,...,o)\ - f) < 2exp <_ kN ﬁ)
I =2, - dekten 4

This, together with inequality (BI6]) and Proposition B finally implies that

1
e _ Viera ( Na
E < —+v/2In2+2(2+1Ind)kn —In(kn — 1) — 2Ind
i iy Wzt

36vnind 36vd!Ind
< .
(n+ccilfl) o Vnd—1

14



Similarly, one can derive the following bound on the expectation of the ratio of norms
for random partially symmetric tensors. We state it in equivalent terms of multi-homoge-
neous polynomials.

Corollary 3.9. Let F € Pgqy, be a Kostlan multi-homogeneous polynomial, where n =
(n1,...,nm) and d = (dy,...,d,,). Then

m f -
A ® Sym% (K%) | < Ef |‘||]__‘||| < 36\/1n <
j=1

max d'> Z;nzl i
s J H;nzl (nj+dj71) .

n;—1

When d; = --- = d,, =1 (that is, in the case of general tensors of format (ny,...,ny,))
this bound agrees (up to a factor) with (I0), while when m = 1 (that is, in the case of
symmetric tensors) we recover (3.14]).

It is interesting to investigate the bound on A (Symd(R")) given by the expected ratio
of norms of a random harmonic polynomial.

Corollary 3.10. Let h € Hy,, be a Gaussian harmonic form. Then

1]/ d'ndT (3) n Vdind

< 24 < 24

AR < B < 2 ey = e

(3.17)

Proof. Given a Gaussian harmonic form b € Hg,,, we consider a random Lipschitz function

.S [0, 00)],

[h()]
— .
5]l
The bound (BI5) implies that the Lipschitz constant of § satisfies
Lip(§) < d max §(x) = d%.
wesn1 (il
By Theorem [3.4] we have for all ¢ > 0 that
P, <% > t) < C(d,n) max Py <3(x) > f) (3.18)
B wesn -1 2

with InC(d,n) < (24 Ind)n — $In(n — 1) — Ind. Since the inner product (Z6) of two
harmonic forms is invariant under orthogonal changes of variables and since, by Lemma2.1]
it is proportional to (Z2)), the random variables §(x) and F(«’) have the same distribution
for any x,2’ € S"1. In particular, in the right-hand side of (B.I8) we can drop the
maximum and consider any point € S"1.

The evaluation of h € Hy,, at a point & € S"~1 does not anymore correspond to an
orthogonal projection in (Hgp, (-, +)r2(sn-1)), as it was in the case of Kostlan polynomials.
However, the formula (28] implies that it is given by taking inner product with Z,. So,

P:Hy, — RZ,,
h(x) Za

h — ,
1Zall L2 (sm-1 [ 2zl L2(sm-1)

15



is an orthogonal projection on the line though Z, and Proposition gives

P, b(@)l St] < 2exp [——Ddn 2]y
| Zzl L2 (sn-1) 1Bl L2 (sn-1) ep— )7
4e d,n

This and Lemma 21l imply that for all ¢ > 0,

N =d-1
(o) (e T
’ T2 | Za | 2(sn-1) 1Bl 2 (sn-1) — 2||ZmHL2(gn71)\/I‘(d—|—1)71'"/4

Dol (d+) 2%
1+ n
i || Zs 122601y T(d + 1)V/7

Finally, combining this with ([B.18]) and applying Proposition B.1], we derive

HEH“’ < K<\/§+ 21n(20(d,n))>
K <\/§+ 202+ 1nd)n> ,

1.1
e? PPin || Zy || L2 sn-1)y/T(d + 1)m"/

VDT a+ 5)va"”

By 23) and the formula [S"~!| = 2y/7"/T' (%) for the volume of the sphere, we simplify:

K = T Vi (3)
Ve r(dg)

We combine this expression for K with (819]) and finally obtain

1,1 dir (2
EhHhHOO S 4€2+12Dd’" (\/E‘F 2(2—|—lnd)n> #
Il 2 24T (d + 1)

AP ()0 yawd
A (iry) Ve

t2

< 2exp

(3.19)

IN

where

K:

IN

24

O

Remark 3.11. When n is large compared to d, bounds (17) and (3I4]) coincide up to
a constant. Let us now study the case of a fixed n and large d. Applying the asymptotic
formula for the ratio of Gamma functions (see [6 (1)]) to BI7) we have

Asym(R") < 24y/nr (5) ngddw/gjil
n Ind
_ 48\/F<2 +1)\/72dd%‘1 <1+O <3>>.

16
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Similarly, one bounds ([3.14)) as

A(Sym?(R™)) < 36vVnlvInd (df))

w1 120(3))

This shows that the bound (3.I7) coming from random harmonic forms is better by an
exponential factor than the bound ([B.14]) obtained from Kostlan forms. Finally, comparing
(B20) with the lower bound @) on A(Sym?(R")) derived in the next section, we obtain

gﬁ:i! <1+0<$)> < A(Sym4(R™)) < 48\/F (g%—l)\/% <1+0<$>).

In particular, for a fixed n the two bounds differ by the factor C,,d7v/Ind, that grows not
faster than a polynomial in d.

(3.21)

4 Lower bounds

In the case of forms (equivalently, symmetric tensors) we provide seemingly new lower
bounds on the best rank-one approximation ratio (L)), which are (when the degree d
is large enough compared to the dimension n) better than the trivial bound (7). In
particular, this implies validity of lower bounds in Theorem For d > 2 it is shown
in [I, Cor. 1.8] that the inequality A(Sym?(R")) > 1/vnd-1 = AR™), n = (n,...,n),
is strict when n = 4 or n = 8. Beyond this result we are not aware of any general lower
bounds on A(Sym?(K")), that are different from the trivial bound (7).
The Bombieri-Weyl product (Z2]) admits an integral representation

.0 = (

where dS(C") is the normalized volume form of the sphere S(C") so that Vol(S(C")) =1
In particular, bounding under the integral sign gives

d+n— d+n—
e = (1Y) [ rerase < (TR, seru @)

This yields the following lower bound on the best rank-one approximation ratio of the

d+n—1
n—1

) [ TEFEEE), ff € Pan
s(cn)

space of complex symmetric tensors.

Proposition 4.1. For any d > 1 and n > 2

o1\ -1/2
A(Symé(CM)) > max{<d+ 1) — } (4.2)

n—1 nd_l

Remark 4.2. For a fixed n the bound ([4.2]) is better than (7)) when d is sufficiently large,

o1\ -1/2
A(Sym?(C™)) > (‘” ) Ny TN A Gl

n—1 I'(d+n)

JP( <d>> -

nd—l
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Similar bounds can be derived for real forms. A result from [20] (see also [11I, (17.5)])
asserts that the complex and the real uniform norms of f € Py, are linked by

[floec = max [f(z)] < v2' max [f@)] = V&' floom (4.3)

zeS(Cn) zeS(R™)

Combining this with (@1 gives

d d
I < (T e < 2 (T T s € Pan(R),

n —

and hence we obtain the following bound on the best rank-one approximation ratio for
real symmetric tensors.

Proposition 4.3. For any d > 1 and n > 2,

n_ 1\ /2
A(Sym(R™)) > max{ﬁcl:_ll) , nldl}. (4.4)

Remark 4.4. For a fixed n > 2 and a large d the bound (4] is still better than (L),

. 1 (d+n—1\""*  /in—1) |T(d+1)
A(sym!(R")) > W( n—1 > B V2d I'(d+mn) (4.5)

RV 1 1
= W 1+O E >> ndflj d—>OO
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Appendix

For the sake of completeness we include a proof of Proposition B.I] and of the formula
(B.5). The latter is needed in the proof of Theorem [3.41
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A.1 Proof of Proposition [3.1]

The proof follows the lines of [24, Proposition 2.5.2]. We give a more detailed proof than
the one given in [5] Proposition 4.24].
We begin with the first statement. Fix A > 0. Then Markov’s inequality implies that

P(t| >t) = P (e)‘2t2 > e)‘2t2) < e NP RNt

Now, the Taylor expansion of the exponential function, standard facts from calculus and
our assumptions yield

B _ ivpﬂ«:t% _ i(AZQpKz)p
- 1 = I :
p=0 P p=0 P

With \ = ﬁ we obtain that

Now, by direct computation, z;ozo (%—A!‘)p ~ 1.5561 ..., which proves the first assertion.

For the second statement, by [24, Lemma 1.2.1] we write
o o
E|P = / Pt > u)du — / pP 1B (] > 1) dt.
0 0

The assumptions imply that for t > K+/2In C' we have

InC t2 t2
P(jt| >t) < e"" K2 < e 2KZ, (A1)
Therefore,
Kv2InC o]
Etf = / ptPIP(J¢ Zt)dt+/ ptPIP([t > ) dt
0 KV2InC

» o t2
< KP(2InC)? +/ ptP~leTRT dt
0

p
2

< KP(2InC)% + pKP25—1T <g>

where in the first integral we estimate P(|t| > ¢) by 1 and to bound the second integral we
apply (A.J) and then extend the domain of the integration.
Using induction on p we bound p2%711‘(p/2) by (7Tp/2)g, which gives

E|ff < K? ((21n0)5+(?)%> < KP <(21n0)5+<g)§>p5.

Finally, the claim follows from the inequality comparing the £,- and ¢;-norms.
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A.2 Proof of (33)

Because of the “product”-like structure of FO it is enough to consider the case d = 1,

O R — st

. 1 1
+ [|=]3 ’
1 3 \T

and to prove

n
2

|det DLTO| = (14 =l2) "2, @eR"™, (A.2)

where D, IO is written in some orthonormal bases of TzR" ™! and T}o(w)S"*I.
We fix € # 0, as for * = 0 the claim follows by continuity. Let us consider an
orthonormal basis of ToR"~! given by

T
o 2Vl Un—2,
[[]l2
where v1,...,v,_o form a basis of the orthogonal complement of the line Rz ¢ R" L

form an orthogonal basis of TH)(w)S"_l. A direct computation shows that

T d x
D }o<—> _d }O<:c+t—>
‘ [E41P dt],_ |2

d 1 ( 1 >
dtimo | 1+ [[€l2 + 2tz + 2 \® Ty,

t=0

_ 1 1 <—Hsz>
L+ Jlzll5 /14 [z \x/llzll2/)’
d 1 1
i) - e (e )
1
_ 7(0) i= 1.2
V1 Jlzlls \vi

dt
Finally, the desired formula (A.2)) follows from the fact that in the chosen orthonormal
bases of ToR"~! and T}o(w)S”*I the differential D, FO is given by the matrix

I‘O((IZ + tvi) =

t=0 dt

t=0

N 0
1+=(3 L
1|3
0 1

V3
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