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ABSTRACT

Tensor decomposition is a fundamental method used in various areas to deal with
high-dimensional data. Among the widely recognized techniques for tensor de-
composition is the Canonical/Polyadic (CP) decomposition, which breaks down
a tensor into a combination of rank-1 components. In this paper, we specifically
focus on CP decomposition and present a novel faster robust tensor power method
(TPM) for decomposing arbitrary order tensors. Our approach overcomes the lim-
itations of existing methods that are often restricted to lower-order (< 3) tensors
or require strong assumptions about the underlying data structure. By applying the

sketching method, we achieve a running time of O(nP~!) per iteration of TPM on
a tensor of order p and dimension n. Furthermore, we provide a detailed analysis
applicable to any p-th order tensor, addressing a gap in previous works. Our pro-
posed method offers robustness and efficiency, expanding the applicability of CP
decomposition to a broader class of high-dimensional data problems.

1 INTRODUCTION

In the era of data-driven science and technology, high-dimensional data has become ubiquitous
across domains such as computational neuroscience (Bentzur et al., [2022)), image processing (Bou-
veyron et al., [2007)), and machine learning (Muja & Lowe, 2014). Higher-order (> 3) tensors
have become a powerful paradigm for handling this high-dimensional data. Unlike matrices, these
higher-order tensors provide a natural framework for representing multi-modal relationships in data,
but they can be computationally expensive and challenging to analyze. To address this issue, tensor
decomposition is introduced to reduce the dimensionality while preserving the essential structure of
the data.

Tensor decomposition has become a fundamental tool in many fields (Kolda & Bader;, [2009)), in-
cluding supervised and unsupervised learning (Anandkumar et al. 2014; Janzamin et al., [2015),
reinforcement learning (Azizzadenesheli et al., 2016), statistics, and computer vision (Shashua &
Hazan, 2005). Moreover, with the rapid outbreak of COVID-19 and the emergence of new vari-
ants driven by a large infectious population, recent research has applied tensor models to analyze
pandemic data (Dulal et al.| [2022) and used tensor decomposition to study gene expression related
to COVID-19 (Taguchi & Turkil 2021). Since gene expression is typically highly complex, ten-
sor decomposition can efficiently help researchers uncover connections between various variables,
thereby enhancing the understanding of complex systems. This, in turn, may foster advancements
in biological and medical research, ultimately benefiting public health.

A well-known decomposition method is the Candecomp/Parafac (CP) decomposition (Harshman,
19705 |Carroll & Chang, [1970). In CP decomposition, the input tensor is decomposed into a set of
rank-1 components. Although decomposing arbitrary tensors is NP-hard (Hillar & Liml| [2013)), it
becomes feasible for tensors with linearly independent components by applying a whitening proce-
dure to transform them into orthogonally decomposable tensors. The tensor power method (TPM) is
a straightforward and effective technique for decomposing an orthogonal tensor and serves as an ex-
tension of the matrix power method. To be more specific, TPM requires calculating the inner product
of two vectors: one derived from a rank-1 matrix and the other from a segment of a tensor. This
type of inner product can be estimated much more efficiently because sketch vectors have signifi-
cantly lower dimensions, making it more convenient to compute their inner product. Additionally,
sketching can be replaced with sampling to approximate inner products (Song et al.,|2016).
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When there is no noise in the data, the TPM, through random initialization followed by deflation,
can effectively recover the components correctly. However, due to the NP-hard nature of arbitrary
tensor decomposition, the perturbation analysis of this method is more complex compared to the
matrix case. When large amounts of arbitrary noise are added to an orthogonal tensor, its decom-
position becomes intractable. Previous research has demonstrated guaranteed component recovery
under bounded noise conditions (Anandkumar et al., 2014)), with further improvements outlined in
(Anandkumar et al.,|2017). More recent work (Wang & Anandkumar, |2016) has further refined the
noise requirements.

Since real-world datasets are inherently noisy and high-order, existing methods for CP decompo-
sition face significant challenges when applied to such data. Traditional approaches often rely on
restrictive assumptions about tensor structure or are limited to low-order tensors (< 3), thereby con-
straining their applicability to many real-world scenarios. Moreover, many of these methods suffer
from high computational complexity, making them impractical for large-scale or high-dimensional
datasets. These limitations underscore the pressing need for a robust and scalable solution capable
of handling tensors of arbitrary orders with efficiency and accuracy.

1.1 OUR RESULT

Motivated by these challenges, we propose an algorithm that not only relies on milder assumptions
but also is suitable for a broader range of tensor choices. Specifically, we generalize the previous
robust TPM algorithm for third-order tensors (Wang & Anandkumar, [2016) to tensors of arbitrary
orders. Our proposed algorithm, given any arbitrary-order tensor A € R™ | outputs the estimated
eigenvector/eigenvalue pair along with the deflated tensor. We present our main result as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Informal version of Theorem [D.2). There is a robust TPM (Algorithm[I)) that takes
any p-th order and dimension n tensor as input, uses O(nP) space and O(nP) time in initialization,
and in each iteration, it takes O(nP~1) time.

Notation. For any matrix A € R™*¥, we use || A|| := max,epr\ o3+ [|Az||2/[|2]|2 to denote the
spectral norm of A. We use [|z|l2 := (3, 22)!/2 to denote the ¢ norm of vector z. For two

vectors u € R™ and v € R"™, we use (u, v) to denote inner product, i.e., (u,v) =Y .| u;v;.

Let p > 1 denote some integer. We say £ € R™ " *™ (where there are p of n), if E is a

p-th order tensor and every dimension is n. For simplicity, we write £ € R™. If p = 1,
then E is a vector. If p = 2, then F € R™ " is a matrix. If p = 3, then £ € R"*"*x"
is a 3rd-order tensor. For any two unit vectors x,y, we define cosf(z,y) = (z,y). For a

3rd-order tensor £ € R™ """, we have E(a,b,c) = Y70, >0, > ) Eijraibje, € R™,
HEH = maXI:Hm‘|2:1|E(l‘,$,l‘)|, E(I,b,c)i = E?:l ZZ:l Ei,jﬁkbjck S Rn,Vi S [’I’L], and
E(I,1,¢)ij =Y 4_1 Eijrcr € R™" Vi, j € [n] X [n].

The notation of tensor for p = 3 can be generalized to any p-th order tensor for p > 3. For
a,b,ce R"and E = a®b®c € R""*" wehave E; ; , = a;bjcx,Vi € [n],j € [n],k € [n].
For E =a®a®a=a® € R"™"*" wehave E; j, = a;ajax,Vi € [n],j € [n],k € [n]. For
E=Y" uP3 wehave E(a,b,c) = Y7 (uF?(a,b,¢)) = S (uy, a)(uy, b) (us, ) € R.

For 1 € R% and ¥ € R™ ", we use N (1, %) to denote a Gaussian distribution with mean g and
covariance X. For z ~ N (u, X), we denote x as a Gaussian vector.

For all, a € R", we use max;¢[,) a; to denote a value b over sets {a1,as,- - ,ay}. For any vector
a € R", we use arg max;¢[,) a; to denote the index j such that a; = max;c[,) ;.

Roadmap. In Section 2] we present the related work. In Section[3] we introduce the techniques
used in this paper. In Section[d] we present our main result. In Section [5] we summarize this paper
and provide some future research directions in this field.
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2 RELATED WORK

Tensor decomposition. (Hitchcock, [1927)) is the first work that proposed the CP decomposi-
tion.Several works have focused on the efficient and fast decomposition of tensors (Tsourakakis,
2010; |[Phan et al., [2013}; |Choi & Vishwanathan, |2014; Huang et al., [2013} |Kang et al., [2012; Wang
et al., |2014; |Bhojanapalli & Sanghavil 2015). Later work (Wang et al.| [2015) provided a method
based on the random linear sketching technique to enable fast decomposition for orthogonal tensors.
(Robeva, [2016)) studies the properties of symmetric orthogonally decomposable tensors. (Robeva &
Seigal, 2017)) incorporate the spectral theory into these orthogonally decomposable tensors. Addi-
tionally, (Song et al.||2016) provided another approach to importance sampling, with a faster running
time. The canonical polyadic decomposition is a very famous and popular technique of decompo-
sition, which is the CANDECOMP / PARAFAC (CP) decomposition (Song et al.| 2016). In CP
decomposition, a tensor can be broken down into a combination of rank-1 tensors that add up to it
(Harshman, |[1970), and this combination is the only possible one up to some minor variations, such
as scaling and reordering of the tensors. In other words, there is only one way to decompose the
tensor, and any other arrangement of the rank-1 tensors that add up to the same tensor is not pos-
sible. This property of tensor decomposition is more restrictive than that of matrices, and it holds
for a broader range of tensors. Therefore, tensor decomposition is considered to be more rigid than
matrix decomposition. In (Wang et al.,|2015), multiple applications, including computational neuro-
science, data mining, and statistical learning, of tensor decomposition are mentioned. (Kileel et al.,
2021; Wang et al., 2025} [Kileel & Pereiral 2025)) present a power method for CP decomposition for
both symmetric and asymmetric tensors of arbitrary order. The works also guarantees SS-HOPM
converges with thorough analysis. In contrast, our work focuses on using sketching techniques to
obtain a faster TPM for arbitrary order p in the orthogonal tensor setting

Unique tensor decomposition. Previous research in algebraic statistics has already linked tensor
decompositions to the development of probabilistic models. By breaking down specific moment
tensors using low-rank decompositions, researchers could decide the extent of the identifiability
of latent variable models (Allman et al., 2009aib; Rhodes & Sullivant, 2012). The utilization of
Kruskal’s theorem in (Kruskal| [1977) was crucial in establishing the accuracy of identifying the
model parameters. Nevertheless, this method assumes that people can use an infinite number of
samples and cannot provide any information on what is the minimum sample size required to learn
the model parameters in these given error bounds. Relying solely on Kruskal’s theorem does not
suffice to determine the bounds of sample complexity, since by using it, we can only get that the low-
rank decompositions of actual moment tensors are unique, but we cannot get enough information
about the decomposition of empirical moment tensors. Considering the necessary sample size to
learn the parameters of the model, we need to get a uniqueness guarantee which is more robust.
We need this guarantee satisfying the requirement that whenever 7", which is an empirical moment
tensor, closely approximates 7', which is a moment tensor, a low-rank decomposition of 7" would
also closely resemble a low-rank decomposition of 7'

Due to space constraints, we move related works of Canonical/Polydic decomposition, Tucker de-
composition and Power Method to Appendix Sketching techniques to Appendix and Ap-

pendix [A3]
3 TECHNIQUE OVERVIEW

In this section, we present a summary of the methods used in our analysis. Since our formal proofs
presented in the appendix are very long, we use this section to present the sketch of proofs for the
important lemmas and theorems. Specifically, in paragraphs “recoverability of eigenvectors im-
plied by bounded noise” and “analysis of the recoverability”, we present the techniques for proving
Theorem 4.9] In paragraph “bounding the recovery error”, we present the techniques for proving
Lemma (or equivalently Theorem [D.I)). Finally, in the paragraph “sketching technique”, we
present how we use the sketching method to generate the (1 & €) approximation, which supports
Lemma .2

Loosened assumption. Our main breakthrough is that we generalize the robust tensor power
method to support any order tensors. It efficiently resolves the drawback of the earlier method
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in (Wang & Anandkumar, 2016) that is limited in the tensor of order below 3 and requires very strict
assumptions. Moreover, we have created a strong and adaptable algorithm that can handle a variety
of tensor data: natural language corpora, images, videos, etc. Then, we explain how we generalize
this in detail.

Recoverability of eigenvectors implied by bounded noise.  Starting from the construction of
the input tensor A = A* + E € R™ where it consists of a part of decomposable tensor A* and a
noise term F/, we show that, for u; € R™ being a unit vector and ¢y > 1 and € > 0, if the norm is
bounded, in the form of | E (I, us, -+ ,ut)||2 < 6€/co and |E(v, ug, - - ,us)| < 6€/(cor/n), where
uy is the approximate eigenvector at iteration ¢ of our algorithm (see Algorithm , v; is one of
the orthonormal eigenvectors of the original, unperturbed tensor A*. Then the compositions of A*
is able to be recovered from A (see details in Appendix [D). In this paper, we focus on symmetric
tensors. The results can be directly extended to asymmetric tensors because these tensors can first be
symmetrized using simple matrix operations (Anandkumar et al.||2012). Formally, the eigenvectors
have the following properties:

Part 1. The difference of the tangent from an eigenvector to the two unit vectors is bounded by a
term 18¢/(coA1) of the corresponding eigenvalue (see definition of tan 6 in Def. [4.3):

tan 0(vy, upyr) < 0.8tan@(vy,ur) + 18¢/(coA1).

Part 2. Tail components are bounded by the top component, in the power of p — 2:

NiloTug|P=2 < (1/4) A |y we P2
e ATul < (/0 T

Part 3. With all j being an arbitrary element in {2, - - - | k},

|vaut+1|/|vlTut+1| < O.8|vaut|/\v1Tut| + 18¢/(coA1v/n).

As these are generalized statements from previous results (Wang & Anandkumar, |2016; |/Anandku-
mar et al.,2014) from bounded order (p < 3) to general order p, the proof requires a much different
analysis. We described the details of our approach in the following paragraph.

Analysis of the recoverability. ~ To show part 1 (see the details in Appendix [C)), we have to
find the upper bound of tan 6(vy, usy1). We first turn the tangent into terms of sine and cosine,
which can be represented by the norm of the tensors. Then by simply using Cauchy-Schwarz, we
VA" (L, ue)lla+ [V By ll2
[ A*(Lug, - sue)|—|v] Eu,|
V = (vg, 0k, ,0p) € R”™*("=1) i5 an orthonormal basis and is the complement of v;. A
tensor is said to be orthogonally decomposable if in the above decomposition (v;,v;) = 0 for all

i # j. Using a property for orthogonal tensor that, for A* = 2521 )\jv]@p € R™, it holds that

can find the upper bound of the term by tan 6(vy, usy1) < , where

for any j € [k], [v] A*(I,u,--- ,u)| = Xj|v] u[P~!, we are able to upper bound tan 0(v:,u 1)

with tan 6(vy,u;) in the form of tan 6(vy, usr1) < tan(vy,uy) - i - By + By - By, where By
e

and By are two simplified terms defined as B := L and By := IV_Eull2

1= [v] Bug [/ 0] wel?—1) Afo] w1

Using the constraint on E in Theorem 4.9|and Corollary , we further show that B; < 1.1 and
By < 18¢/(coA1). Combining all these, we complete the proof of the first property.

Regarding the second part, using the property for orthogonal tensor, we lower bound the term
[CARTTEY Tolvy el
v;ut+1 - ih);rut\—ﬂ—l—loh&ru,,\ .
|vy ug|, then the proportion of the top component over other rest components can be easily lower
A1]vy uggq|P3
bounded by Mo [P =y
more comprehensive analysis than previous work (see (Wang & Anandkumar, [2016)’s Lemma C.2).
. K T P—2
We show that for all p being greater than or equal to 3, it holds that % > 4. 92P72,
ilv;
The final property is also proved in a similar way. For simplicity, we first define two terms

‘UTEu ‘
Bs = S and By = —LH—Lt—.
3 1—[0] Buy |/ vy ue [P 1) 4 Aifo) we[P1

We then divide the proof into two conditions. First, if |vaut\ <

A _ . .. .
SV 2. For the opposite condition that |v.;'—ut\ > |v) ug, we give a

Similarly, we find the upper bound
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[v] wiga] v wl 1 1

[of wegr] = o we] 4 Zp?k?”

For By, we divide it into two case: [vf u¢| < 1~ b and [v we| > 1 — 7. By a different
(0] 0

discussion, we can show that By < 18¢/(coA14/n).

B3+ B3 By. Bs can be easily bounded by a similar proof if [v] u,| > 1—

Bounding the recovery error We now step to the final technical lemma which shows the bound
of the approximation error of the output of our algorithm:

Lemma 3.1 (Informal version of Theorem . Letp >3, k>1,and A= A"+ F € R"™" be
an arbitrary tensor satisfying A* = Zle /\iv?p. Suppose that \; is the greatest values in {\;}%_;
and My, is the smallest values in {\;}*_,. The outputs obtained from the robust tensor power method
are {\;, ViR, Let E satisfy that || E|| < €/(cor/n). Then, there exists a permutation 7 : [k] — [k],
such that Vi € [k], |A\; — Xﬂ(i)| < eand ||v; — Vrgyll2 < €/ N

This Lemma is the key component of our main Theorem (Theorem [I.1). We use mathematical
induction to prove this Lemma (Section @ To show the base case, we need to bound three different

, and [0} vj.

terms, namely |v; — vy, |X1 -\

To bound [0; — v1|, we need to utilize the properties of angle and apply the definitions and Lemmas

we develop in Section@ First, we can show tan 6(ug, v1) < v/n. By using the fact that |u).v| =
1 ‘ : : T 2

1- ZR together with some respective properties of u,. and vy, we can get |lug — v1]|5 =

2/(c2p*k?). Finally, we can bound |07 — v1| using this information and recursively applying Part 1
of Theorem

For the second term |X1 — A1, we simplify it and split that into three parts, namely Bj, Bg, and By
which are defined as follows

e By = |E@1,... ,01),

L4 B@ = |)\1‘U1 61‘17 — )\1

, and
k ~
o B7 = Z]‘=2 )\j|1);»r1)1|p..

It suffices to bound these three terms. Using the properties of tensor spectral norm and various
inequalities we develop in SectionE], we prove that Bs < ¢/12, Bg < ¢/12, and By < ¢/4. By

putting these together, we get that [A\; — 1| < €/12+¢/12+¢€/4 < e. Moreover, we need to give € a
proper value. If € is too big, we might not get our desired result. On the other hand, if € is too small,
the result might be meaningless. Finally, by setting € < ikl/ (P=1) )., we get the desired result.

What is left out is the third term |7 v;]. We need to recursively apply the third part of Theorem
We show that \vaut* |/|v] ue-| < 0.8 -1/(1/4/n). In the end, by choosing proper T and t* values,
we can get our desired bound.

In the inductive case, the arrangement of the proof is just like the ones in the base case: we also need
to bound these three terms. Moreover, for ¢ being larger, we also need to consider the noise, namely

E=E+ i Ei+E€ R™" | which adds more complexity to the condition we encounter.

Sketching technique. Inspired by a recent sketching technique (Cherapanamjeri & Nelsonl2020),
we apply a similar sketching operation to develop a distance estimation data structure to apply in
our tensor power method. Our data structure uses the Randomized Hadamard Transform (RHT)

to generate the sketching matrix. The data structure stores the sketches of a set of maintained
tensors {A; }icm) € R™ ™. Let A* = Ele )\ivf@p, then A; is the order-(p — 1) slice of A*, i.e.,
Z?Zl o, jx?(p -, Now, when a query tensor of the form ¢ = u®®—1 comes, our data structure
can read {x;} e, o € R"*F 4, € R™, and return an (1 + ¢) estimated product v € R™ such it
approximates (A; — 2?21 ai,jx?(pfl), u®®=1))_ This procedure runs fast in time O(¢~2n?~! +
n%k). Applying this data structure when computing the error, we are able to achieve our final fast

TPM algorithm.
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4 ROBUST TENSOR POWER METHOD ANALYSIS FOR GENERAL ORDER
p=>3

The goal of this section is to give a sketch of the proof of our main result (see Theorem [1.1).
Comparing with Section (3] which present the techniques for proving the important components of
our main result, namely Lemma @] and Theorem @} in this section, we move on to the high level
picture where how these important components may support Theorem and Algorithm [T} In
Section we give an overview of our main algorithm and present the meaning of the important
data structures being used in this algorithm, where this main algorithm is paired with our main
theorem, Theorem In Section we analyze the properties of the p-th order tensor, where p
is an arbitrary positive integer greater than or equal to 3. These properties are generalized from the
third and the fourth order tensors. In Section[4.3] we generalize the properties of the existing robust
tensor power method from the third order to any arbitrary order greater than or equal to three.

In short, our main theorem can be proved by combining the efficient implementation of the key
operations needed in the tensor power method (Lemma [.2) and the theoretical guarantees for the
robust tensor power method (Lemma|3.1)).

4.1 AN OVERVIEW OF OUR MAIN ALGORITHM

Algorithm 1 Our main algorithm

1: procedure FASTTENSOR(A)

2 ds.INIT(A)

3: for{=1— Ldo

4: fort=1—Tdo

5: u®  ds.QUERY (u(") > Lemma
6: u® < u® /||u®,

7: end for

8: MO « ds.QUERYVALUE(u(®) > Lemma4.2]
9: end for

10: 0¥ < argmaxc(r) A

11: u* < ull?)

12: fort =1— Tdo

13: u* < ds.QUERY(u*)

14: u* = u /w2

15: end for

16: A* <~ ds.QUERY VALUE(u*)

17: return \*, u*

18: end procedure

In our main algorithm (Algorithm [I), we use ds.INIT(A) to initialize the data structure. INIT can
take n tensors, Ay, Ay, Az, ..., A, € R" . We use ds.QUERY (u(?)), which takes u() € R™ as
an input, to output a vector v* € R™, where each entry of v(*) is an approximation of (A;, u®®~1)),
for all i € [n]. Finally, ds.QUERY VALUE(u(")) is similar to ds.QUERY (u("): it takes u(¥) € R" as
an input and output a real number A(¥) € R, which is an approximation of (A, u®P).

Below, we present the efficient implementation of the data structure we need.

Definition 4.1 (Finding the top eigenvector and top-k eigenvectors). Given a collection of n tensors
Ay, Ag, -+ JA, € R"pil, the goal is to design a structure that supports the following operations

—1
« INIT (Ay,--- , A, € RY ). It takes n tensors as inputs and creates a data structure.

* QUERY (u € R7"), the goal is to output a vector v € R™ such that v; =
(A, u®P=V), Vi€ [n]

* QUERY({%;}icpr) € R™,a € R™** u € R™). the goal is to output a vector v € R™ such
that v; =~ (A; — Z‘?:l ai7ja:?(p_1),u®(p_l)>, Vi € [n]
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‘We state our data structure as follows:

Lemma 4.2 (Data Structure). Given n tensors Ay, As,--- A, € R™ " where |A:|lFr < Dy, Vi €
[n], we let ||Allp < D. Lete,§ € (0,1/2). Then, there exists a randomized data structure with the
following operations:

« INIT(Ay, -+, Ap € R"): It preprocesses n tensors, in time O(e~2nP log(1/6)).

* QUERY(u € R™). It takes a unit vector u € R™ as input. The goal is to output a vector
v € R™ such that for all i € [n], (1 —¢) - (A;,u®P~ ) —D; e < v; < (1+¢)-
(A, u®P=D) £ D, - €. This can be done in time O(e~>n(P~1 log(1/9)).

* QUERYVALUE(u € R™). The goal is to output a number v € R such that (1—¢€){A, u®P)—
D-e<v< (14 €)(A,u®P) + D -e. This can be done in time O(e>nP~ log(1/5)).

* QUERYRES({z;} e € R", o0 € R™*¥ u € R™). The goal is to output a vector v € R"
such that for all i € [n),

k
(I—e)-(4; — Zai7jm?(p71),u®(p_l)> —D;-e<uy
j=1
k
<(14€)-(A; — Z ai,jx?(p_l), u®P Y 4 Dy e
j=1

This can be done in time O(e~2n®~1) log(1/8) + n2k).

All the queries are robust to adversary type queries.

Proof. The correctness of INIT and QUERY directly follows from (Cherapanamjeri & Nelson,[2020).

For the QUERYRESIDUAL, the running time only need to pay an extra term is computing
<Z§:1 ai’jx?(pfl), u®P=1)) which is sufficient just to compute 2521 i j{zj, u)P~1. The above
step takes O(kn) time. Since there are n different indices i. So overall extra time is O(n?k). O

4.2 USEFUL FACTS

We finish presenting the efficient implementation of the key operations. Now, we move on to the
sketch of proof for the theoretical guarantees for the robust tensor power method (Lemma [3.1).
Proving this is not trivial, as we presented in the technique overview (see Section [3). We need to
first prove some important facts, where these facts are frequently used in the proof of Theorem [4.9]
and then generalize Theorem [4.9to obtain Lemma [3.1] First, we give the formal definitions of sin,
cos, and tan.

Definition 4.3. For w,v be unit vectors, we define cosf(u,v) := {(u,v), sinf(u,v) =

/1 — cos? 0(u,v) and tan O(u, v) := sin O(u, v)/ cos 6(u, v).

We use the following facts to support the analysis of recoverability.

Fact 4.4 (Informal version of Fact . Letp > 3. Let A* = Z§:1 )\jv;@p € R™ be the orthogonal
tensor. Then, for all j € [k], given a vector u € R™, we can get [v] A* (I, u,--- ,u)| = Xjlo] u[P~!.

The following fact provides the upper bound for E(u,v,--- ,v) and ||E(I,v,...,v)||2, which is
used for the norm bounding analysis (see details in Section [C|and [D).

Fact 4.5. Let E € R™ is an arbitrary orthogonal tensor and u,v € R™ are two arbitrary unit
vectors. Then, we have |E(u,v,--- ,v)| < ||E| and | E(I,v,...,v)|2 < /1| E].

Proof. Part 1 follows trivially from the definition of || E||.
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For part 2, we define a unit vector w € R" tobe (1/y/n,---,1/y/n),

n

n n
IE(,v,...,0)5="> Y By g iy Via Vi,

i1=1 \da=1  ip=1
2
n n n
=Y DY Biiaye iy Winip - 0,
i1=1 \da=1  i,=1

2

<n|E",
where the first step follows from the definition of E(I,v,...,v), the second step follows from our
definition for w, and the last step follows from n > 1. This result implies || E(I,v, - ,v)|2 <

Vil Ell.

Fact 4.6 (Informal version of Fact|B.8). Let p is greater than or equal to 3, x,y,u,v € R" be any
arbitrary unit vectors, and j € {0,1,--- | p — 2}. Then, we have

Iz @ v®P V)T, u) — [y @ o D)(Lu, - u)|le = [(w,0)P7' - flz =yl (D
and

1[0 @ 2 @ v P2 (T, u,- -, u) — [P @y @ v P 27D(T u, - w2

< [u, 0)[P72 - |z = y]2. @)

The following fact transforms the /5 norm into the form of the sum of a list of real numbers, which

helps us with simplifying ||V " A*(I, u,--- ,u)||3 to support the analysis of the recoverability (see
Section [C|for details).
Fact 4.7. Let vi,vo, -+ ,v, be an orthonormal basis. Let V. = (va, -+ ,v,) € R*(n—1),
Let A* = Zle AivEP. Let uw € R™ be a vector. Then, we have |V A*(I,u,--- ,u)|} =
Sy A2 w2,

Proof. We have

k k k
||VTA*(Iv WUy = ,U)H% = Z |’UjTA*(Ivua e 7u)‘2 = Z(/\j|v_;ru|p71)2 = Z)‘?|U;ru|2(pil)a
j=2 j=2 Jj=2

Jj=

where the first step follows from the definition of ¢, norm, the second step follows from Fact[B.7]
and the last step follows from simple algebra. O

4.3 CONVERGENCE GUARANTEE AND DEFLATION

Consequently, in this section, with the help of these technical facts, we are ready to present the
second component necessary to support our main theorem (Theorem [I.T)), specifically Lemma 3.1]
We generalize the robust tensor power method to all cases where p > 3.

Lemma 4.8. Lett € [k]. Letn € (0,1/2). In R™, U represents a set of random Gaussian vectors.
Let U] = Q(klog(1/n)). Then, there is a probability of at least 1 — 1 that there exists a vector
u € U satisfying the following condition: r[%ﬁ% }|vau\ < Yol ul and v ul > 1/y/n.

Jje t

We analyze (Wang & Anandkumar, |2016)’s Lemma C.2 and generalize it from p being equal to 3 to
any p being greater than or equal to 3.

In the following Theorem, intuitively, we treat A* as the ground-truth tensor. We treat E as the noise
tensor. In reality, we can not access the A* directly. We can only access A* with some noise which
is F. But whenever E (the noise) is small compared to ground-truth A*, then we should be able to
recover A*.
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Theorem 4.9. Let E € R" denote some tensor representing the noise. Let ¢ > 0 is an arbitrarily
small number and cy > 1. Let p be greater than or equal to 3. A = A* + E € R" isan arbitrary
tensor satisfying A* = Zle >\iU¢® P where A* is orthogonal decomposable.
Let
A g ug)
T AL )l

where u; € R™ is an unit vector.
We define Event £ to be
o] wg| <1—1/(cGp°k?).

Let(0 < e S W. LetT = Q(log()\ln/G)) Lett € [T]

Suppose
4pe, if £

Bl un)le <
Bl < {0

and (o ) < {0

Then,
1. We have
0.8 tan (v, uy) if &
<
tang(vl,qu) = {O.Stan@(vl,ut)ere)\ ow 3)
CoAl
2. We have
jel[r]g]a\){cl})\j|v;ut|p_2 < (/DM |v] u P2 4)

3. Forany j € {2,--- ,k}, we have

v, weqa {O.Sv;rut|/|vfut| if & 5)

lof wgr| ~ O.S\vaut|/|vlTut| + 18¢/(coA1y/n) ow

Because of the space limit, the formal proof is deferred to Appendix [C} Theorem [4.9] provides key
properties of the tensor power method for a single iteration. It shows how the algorithm converges
towards the dominant eigenvector and how errors are controlled in each step. Finally, using Theo-
rem |4.9) we can prove Lemma that our algorithm recovers the tensor components (eigenvectors
and eigenvalues) up to a specified error bound using mathematical induction. Combining this with
our fast sketching technique (Lemma[4.2)), we finally prove our main Theorem (Theorem I.1)).

5 CONCLUSION

We present a robust tensor power method that supports arbitrary order tensors. Our method over-
comes the limitations of existing approaches, which are often restricted to lower-order tensors or
require strong assumptions about the underlying data structure. This requires non-trivial mathemat-
ical tools to handle the added complexity. We develop new properties of higher-order tensors and
analyze the convergence and error bounds. By leveraging advanced techniques from optimization
and linear algebra, we have developed a powerful and flexible algorithm that can handle a wide range
of tensor data, from images and videos to multivariate time series and natural language corpora. We
believe that our result has some insights into various tasks, including tensor decomposition, low-
rank tensor approximation, and independent component analysis. We believe that our contribution
will significantly advance the field of tensor analysis and provide new opportunities for handling
high-dimensional data in various domains. We here propose some future directions. We encourage
extending our method to more challenging scenarios, such as noisy data analysis, and exploring its
applications in emerging areas, such as neural networks and machine learning.
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Appendix

Roadmap. In Section |Al we present our additional related works. In Section [B| we introduce
the background concepts (definitions and properties) that we use in the Appendix. In Section [Cl
we provide more details and explanations to support the properties we developed in this paper. In
Section[D] we present our important Theorems (Theorem [D.T]and Theorem [D.2)) and their proofs.

A ADDITIONAL RELATED WORKS

In Section[A.T] we introduce Canonical/Polydic decomposition and Tucker decomposition. In Sec-
tion we present some sketching techniques. In Section we show previous works about
power method.

A.1 CANONICAL/POLYDIC DECOMPOSITION AND TUCKER DECOMPOSITION

The most commonly employed techniques for breaking down tensors are CP (Canonical/Polydic)
decomposition and Tucker factorization. CP decomposes a tensor that has higher order into a collec-
tion of fixed-rank individual tensors that are summed together, while Tucker factorization reduces
a tensor that has higher order to a smaller core tensor and a matrix product of each of its modes.
Non-negative tensor factorization is the extension of non-negative matrix factorization to multiple
dimensions (Bhatt et al., [2021). Recent research in Tucker decomposition has focused on develop-
ing more efficient algorithms for computing the decomposition (Zhou et al., 2015; |[Kim & Candan,
2016; |[Fahrbach et al., [2022), improving its accuracy and robustness (Zhang & Ding| 2013 Heng
et al.| 2022)), and applying it to various new domains, such as image representation (Zhang & Ding,
2013).

A.2 SKETCHING TECHNIQUES

Sketching methods have emerged as a powerful paradigm in numerical linear algebra, serving as a
fundamental approach to dimension reduction while preserving essential mathematical properties.
These techniques, which originated from the theoretical computer science community, provide a
way to project high-dimensional data into lower-dimensional spaces while maintaining important
structural information and computational guarantees. They have become increasingly important in
machine learning, data science, and scientific computing due to their ability to reduce computational
complexity while maintaining accuracy guarantees.

It has played an important role in tensor approximation (Song et al., [2019; Mahankali et al.| 2022
Deng et al.l 2023)), matrix completion (Gu et al.| 2023)), submodular function maximization (Qin
et al., [2023), dynamic sparsifier (Deng et al., 2022a), dynamic tensor produce regression (Reddy
et al} [2022), semi-definite programming (Song et al.| 2022b), sparsification problems involving an
iterative process (Song et al., [2022a)), adversarial training (Gao et al., 2022), kernel density estima-
tion (Qin et al.,|2022)), and distance oracle problem (Deng et al., [2022b).

A.3 POWER METHOD

The power method is a popular iterative algorithm for computing the dominant eigenvector and
eigenvalue of a tensor. In recent years, there is a series of works (Chang et al., [2008} [Ng et al.,
2010;Wang et al.,[2009) that focused on this topic. The work of (Kolda & Mayol 2011)) provides the
result to compute real symmetric-tensor eigenpairs, which is closely related to the optimal rank-1
approximation of a symmetric tensor. Moreover, their method is based on the shifted symmetric
higher-order power method (SS-HOPM), which can be viewed as a generalization of the power
iteration method for matrices. (Anandkumar et al 2014) considers the relation between tensor
decomposition and learning latent variable models, where they also provide a detailed analysis of
a robust TPM. More recent work by (Anandkumar et al.| 2017)) offers a new approach to analyzing
the behavior of tensor power iterations in the overcomplete scenario, in which the tensor’s CP rank
surpasses the input dimension.

14



Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2026

B PRELIMINARY

In Section |B.1} we define several basic notations. In Section [B.2] we state several basic facts. In
Section[B.3] we present facts and tools for tensors.

B.1 NOTATIONS

In this section, we start to introduce the fundamental concepts we use.

For any function f, we use 6(]”) to denote f - poly(log f).
R denotes the set that contains all real numbers.
For a scalar a, i.e. a € R, |a| represents the absolute value of a.

For any A € R"* being a matrix and = € R* being a vector, we use ||A| :=
max, g || Az||2/||z|2 to denote the spectral norm of A.

We use [|z|2 == (31—, 22)*/2 to denote the /> norm of the vector z.

For two vectors u € R™ and v € R™, we use (u,v) to denote the inner product, i.e. (u,v) =
n

Zi:l U;V;.

Let p > 1 denote some integer. We say 2 € R™* %™ (where there are p of n), if E is a p-th order

tensor and every dimension is n. For simplicity, we write E € R™". If p = 1, then F is a vector. If
p =2, FE € R"™"isamatrix. If p = 3, then £ € R"*"*" is a 3rd order tensor.

For any two vectors x, y, we define 6(z, y) to be cos 8(z,y) = (x,y).
For a 3rd tensor £ € R"*"*" we have F(a,b,c) € R

E(a,b,c) = Z Z Z E; jraibjcy.

i=1 j=1k=1
Similarly, the definition can be generalized to p-th order tensor.

For a 3rd order tensor E € R"*"*™ we have E(I,b,c) € R,
E(I, b, C)i = Z ZEi,j,kbjck’v Vi € [n}
j=1k=1
For a 3rd order tensor £ € R™*"™*" we have E(I,I,c) € R"*"
E(I1,c)i; =Y Eijkck, Vi,j€ [n]x[n].
k=1
Leta,b,c e R". Let E = a®b® c € R""™ ™ We have
Ei,j,k = aibjck, Vi € [n],V] S [n],k S [TL}

Leta e R%1Iet E=a®a®a=a® € R""X"_ We have
Eijk = aajag, Vi€ [n],Vj € [n],k € [n]

Let £ =Y1" u®. Then we have E(a,b,c) € R

m m

E(a,b,c) = Z(u?B(a,b,c)) = Z(ui,aﬂui,b)(ui,@.

i=1 i=1

For 1 € R? and ¥ € R™*™. We use NV (i, Y) to denote a Gaussian distribution with mean g and
covariance Y. For z ~ A (u, ), we denote x as a Gaussian vector.

For any vector a € R", we use max;¢[,,] a; to denote a value b over sets {ay,a9, -+ ,a,}.
For any vector a € R"™, we use arg max;¢[y,) a; to denote the index j such that a; = max;c,) a;.

Let N denote non-negative integers.
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B.2 BAsIC FACTS

In this section, we introduce some basic facts.
Fact B.1. We have

* Part 1. Forany x € (0,1) and integer p > 1, we have |1 — (1 — z)P| < p- x.
e Part2. (a+b)P < 2P~ 1gP 4+ 2P=1pp,
Fact B.2 (Geometric series). If the following conditions hold
e Leta € R
* Letk e N
e Letr € Rand 0 <r < 1.

Then, for all k, the series which can be expressed in the form of

k

is called the geometric series.
Let aq denote the value of this series when k = 0, namely ay = ar® = a.

This series is equal to

1.
k
A=)
S = 7‘: B
& ;ar a7

when k # oo, or

b Qa
j : i 0
Sk? = a’]’l = s
; 1—r
=0

when k = oc.
Fact B.3. If the following conditions hold

» Let Y | by be a series.
* Letk € N
e Leta e R
e Letr € Rand 0 <r < 1.

e Let Zf:o ar’ be a geometric series.
& )
* Suppose 3257 1 bn < 32 gart.

Then, Zle b, is convergent and is bounded by
ao

1—7

Proof. By Fact[B.2] we get that the geometric series is convergent, for all k € N.

Then, ZZO:I b, is convergent by the comparison test.
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We have
(I—7r") ao
< 6
o 1—-r —1-—r ©)

because for all 0 < r < 1, we have (1 — ") < 1.

Therefore, we get

where the first step follows from the assumption in the Fact statement and the second step follows
from Eq. (6).
O

Fact B.4. If the following conditions hold
e u,v,w € R" are three arbitrary unit vectors.
* Forall x satisfying 0 < z < 1.
* Suppose 1 — x < {u,w).

* Suppose (v, w) = 0.
Then (u,v) <2z — z2.

Proof. First, we want to show that
|sin 6(u, w)| = /1 — cos? O(u, w)
N Tk
< VT, )
where the first step follows from the definition of sin #(u, w) (see Definition , the second step

follows from the definition of cos 6(u,w) (see Definition , and the last step follows from the
assumption of this fact.

Then, we have
(u,v) = cosb(u,v)

= | cos §(u, w) cos f(v, w) — sin O(u, w) sin (v, w)|

)
)
< | cosO(u, w) cos O(v,w)| + | sin O(u, w) sin 6(v, w)|
=0+ |sinf(u,w) sin (v, w)|

< | sinO(u, w)| - |sin (v, w)|

< | sin 6(u, w)]

<V1-(1-—2)2

=2z — 22,

where the first step follows from the definition of cosf(u,v) (see Definition [4.3), the second
step follows from cos(a+b) = cos(a)cos(b) — sin(a)sin (b), the third step follows from
simple algebra, the fourth step follows from the triangle inequality, the fifth step follows from
cos 0(v,w) = 0, the sixth step follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the seventh step fol-
lows from | sin §(w,v)| < 1, the eighth step follows from Eq. (7), and the last step follows from
simple algebra. O

Fact B.5. If the following conditions hold

< |cosf(u,w) cos O(v, w) + sin O(u, w) sin O(v, w)|
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s Let E € R™.
e Let u,v € R™ be two vectors.
Then
o |E(v,u, - ,u)| = [vT E(Lu,-- ,u)l
T B, L u,- - u)w| = |E(v,w,u,--u)

Proof. Tt follows

n n n
T
v E(Lu, - u)| = Z Uiy - Z T Z By iy iy Wiy - U,
i1=1 ia=1  ip=1
n n n
= Z Z Z Biy g, iy Viy Uiy * Ui
i1=1liz=1  ip=1
=|E(v,u,- - ,u),
where the first step follows from the definition of E(I,u,--- ,u), the second step follows from the
property of summation, and the last step follows from the definition of E(v,u, -+ ,u). O

Fact B.6. If the following conditions hold

* u, v are two arbitrary unit vectors.
* Suppose 0(u,v) is in the interval (0,7/2).

Then ||u — v||2 < tan 8(u,v).

Proof. Suppose 0(u, v) is in the interval (0, 7/2), so we have
cos 0(u,v)
is in the interval (0,1).
Let x = (u,v).
Therefore, by the definition of cos 6(u, v) (see Definition , we have
cos O(u,v) = (u,v)
=u. ®)
Accordingly, we have
sin @(u,v) = /1 — cos? 0(u,v)

= \/1—372, (9)

where the first step follows from the definition of sin 6(u, v) (see Deﬁnition and the second step
follows from Eq. (8). Moreover,

lu—ll3 = l[ull + vz — 2{u, v)
=14+1-2z
=2 -2z, (10)

where the first step follows from simple algebra, the second step follows from the fact that  and v
are unit vectors, and the last step follows from simple algebra. We want to show

lu —v||3 < tan® O(u, v).

It suffices to show

2 — 2z < tan” O(u, )

18
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= sin” O(u, v)/ cos? O(u, v)
<(1-2%)/a%, (1)

where the first step follows from Eq. (T0), the second step follows from the definition of tan 6(u, v)
(see Definition[d.3), and the last step follows from combining Eq. (8) and Eq. (9).

Therefore, it suffices to show
(1—2%)/z* - (2—22)>0
when z € (0,1).
Let f : (0,00) — R be defined as
fl@)=(1~2?)/2* - (2 - 22).

Then, the derivative of f(z) is denoted as f’(x), which is as follows

3
oy =222
Therefore, when « = 1, we have f’'(x) = 0.
The second derivative of f is
F(w) =
Therefore,
f"(1)=6>0.

Thus, f(1) is a local minimum. In other words, when z € (0, 1),
f@) = (1—a?)/a® ~ (2 - 2) > (1) =0,
so Eq. (TT)) is shown to be true.
Thus, we complete the proof. O

B.3 MORE TENSOR FACTS

In this section, we present more tensor properties.
Fact B.7 (Formal version of Fact[d-4). If the following conditions hold

* Let p be greater than or equal to 3.
o Let A* = 2?21 )\jv?p € R™ be an orthogonal tensor:
* Let u € R™ be a vector.
» Letj € [k].
Then, we can get
\UJTA*(I, ey u)| = )\j|UjTu|p_1.

Proof. For any j € [k], we have

|v;A*(I,u,~-~ ,u)| = Zvj,iA*(I,u7~-~ LU
i=1

n n n

*
E :”J’,i § § Ay iy Wiz " Ui,

i=1 dia=1  ip=1

19
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n n n

= E UHE E 5 AV, Vi * Vg iy Vi - U,

io=1 ip=1 ¢=1

k n n n
= E )\é E Vj,iVe,i E § Veyig " U2 Jip uzz te uip
1= 19=1 ip=1
= (A g g (Vjjig =" Vg, Wiy - Ui,
io=1 ip=1
— .| g1
= )\j|vj ulP7,

where the first step follows from the definition of vector norm, the second step follows from the
decomposition of A* by its definition, the third step follows from the definition of A*, the fourth
step follows from reordering the summations, the fifth step follows from taking summations over ¢,
and the sixth step follows from simple algebra. O

Fact B.8 (Formal version of Fact[d.6). If the following conditions hold
e Letp > 3.
* z,y,u,v € R"™ are four arbitrary unit vectors.
o Letj € {0,1,--- ,p—2}.
Then, we can get
Iz @@V u, - u) = [y @ v PV (Lu, - u)llo = [(w, o) P e =yl (12)
and
H[U®(1+j) Rr® v®(1”—2—j)](17u, ) — [U®(1+j) QY U®(p—2—j)]([’ u, - w2
< [(w,0) P77 -l = yll2. (13)

Proof. To show Eq. (I2), let’s analyze the i-th entry of the vector
[z ® v®® DT, u, - ,u) € R",
which can be written as

n n n n
‘/'CZ' E “ee E ,Uiz".fvipuigl.'uip :xi E /l)’izuiz"' E vipuip

ia=1  ip=1 ig=1 ip=1
—1
= z;(v,u)P™, (14)

where the first step follows from the property of summation and the second step follows from the
definition of the inner product.

In this part, for simplicity, we define
LHS := |[[z ® v®P V) (L, u) = [y @ o® D)L, - u).
By Eq. (T4), we have
LHS = ||z (v, u)P ™! — y; (v, u)P 7|

Thus, we get

LHS2 _ Z(mi@’uy)—l _ yi<v,u>p_1)2

i=1

= Z (v,u)?™1))?

20
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= [lz —yl3 - [{o,u) PV,

where the first step follows from the definition of || - ||2, the second step follows from simple algebra,
the third step follows from simple algebra, the fourth step follows from the fact that 7 is not contained

in (v, u)2(®=1) and the last step follows from the definition of || - 5.

To show Eq. (13), first, we want to show

[z =y, w)| <z = yllallull2
<z = yll2, (15)

where the first step follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the second step follows from
the fact that u is a unit vector so that ||ul|2 = 1.

Then, we analyze the ¢-th entry of the vector
[v®(1+j) R ® U®(1)—2—j)](1’ (TR ’u) c R”7
which is equivalent to

v, u) - (v, u)P 2. (16)

In this part, we define
LHS := ||[v®M*) @ 2 @ v2P~2D|(Lu, - - ,u) — 020 @ y @ v®P=27D) (L, - )|z
Therefore, based on Eq. (I6), we get

LHS = [lvi{z,u) - (0, u)" ™2 = v;(y, u) - (v, 1) 2|2

Thus, we have

LHS? = ) “(vi(z, u) - (v,u)?"% = vi(y,u) - (v,u)?~?)?

M-

o
Il
N

((vilw,u) —vily, w)) - (v,u)P~?)?

M-

©
I
—

(vil, u) = vily, w))? - (v,0)*P7%)

I

«
Il
-

n

= (007 3 (sl = i)
= (0,020 3 (il ) - (g )
= (0,273 (vl = y.w)?

= (0,02 3D (= )

= (@ =y (o) Y (02

= <'7; _y’u>2 : <U7u>
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< HLC - yH% . <U7u>2(p_2),

where the first step follows from the definition of || - ||2, the second step follows from simple algebra,
the third step follows from (ab)? = a?b?, the fourth step follows from the fact that i is not contained

in (v, u)?(P=2), the fifth step follows from simple algebra, the sixth step follows from the linearity
property of the inner product, the seventh step follows from (ab)? = a?b?, the eighth step follows
from the fact that 7 is not contained in (x — y, u)?, the ninth step follows from the fact that v is a unit
vector, and the last step follows from Eq. (15). [

C MORE ANALYSIS

In Section[C.1] we give the proof to the first part of Theorem[4.9] In Section we give the proof
to the second part of Theorem[4.9] In Section|C.3] we give the proof to the third part of Theorem4.9]
In Section[C.4] we prove that a few terms are upper-bounded.

C.1 PART 1 OF THEOREM [4.0]

In this section, we present the proof of the first part of Theorem 4.9
For convenient, we first create some definitions for this section
Definition C.1. We define B, € R and By € R as follows
. 1
UL ol B/ O] )

We define
VTE,
By IV Bule
Aifoy wefP~!

Lemma C.2 (Part 1 of Theorem[d.9). If the following conditions hold

* Let everything be defined as in Theorem[d.9}
* Suppose that all of the assumptions in Theorem[d.9 hold.

Then, Eq. (B) hold.

Proof. Proof of Part 1.
V= (vo, + ,Vk, " ,05) € R™*("=1) i5 an orthonormal basis and is the complement of v;.
Also, Eut =E(L,u, - ,u) € R™.
tan 6(v1, usy1)’s upper bound is provided as follows:
AL g, yuy) )

TAU )
= tan@(vy, AL, ug, -+ ,up))
= tan@(vy, A" (I, ug, -+ ,up) + E(I,ut, cee s uy))
= tan@(vy, A" (I, ug, -+ ,up) + Eut)

sinO(vy, A* (L, ug, -+ ,u) + Eut)

cosO(vy, A* (I, ug, -+ ,up) + Eut)
_IWVTA - w) + Bl
T A ) + B
WA )|l + IIVTNEutllz

[l A*(L g, - ue)| = [vf By, |

tan 8(vy, uppr1) = tand (vl,

; a7)

22
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where the first step follows from the definition of u¢1, the second step follows from the definition
of angle, the third step follows from A = A* + E e RV , the fourth step follows from Eu =

E(I JUg, -+, up) € R™, the fifth step follows from the deﬁnmon of tan 0, the sixth step follows
from sin and cos, and the seventh step follows from the triangle inequality.

Using Fact[d.7] we can get

k
IVTA L, un)ll3 = Y Nlof w [P0

IA

k
( max |\ ]2 |v g 2P~ 2))- Z|U;ut|2 ; (18)

jelk{1) =

where the second step follows from ) . a;b; < (max;a;) - >, b; forall a,b € RY,
Putting it all together, we have

IVTA* (L, udllz + VT B, ll2

tan (v, upp1) <

|UTA (I Ugy =+ 7ut)| - ‘UIEutl
TA*(] TEu T
oty UV Al IV B /11 Tl
[og A* (L wg, -+ s ue) |/ oy we| = vy By, |/|vg we
max A 0T w2 + [V By, ll2/ 1V Tuel2
< tanB(0r ) - BN . ; i
ol A% (L g, u)|/ o we| = o] By, |/ o]
by p—2 VTEu vT
jemae Ay gl ug P2+ | AR/IV 7 w2

IN

tan 6(vy, uy) - 2
7 o] ueP=2 = [o] By, | /|o] w]

(L/AM[of wi?~2 + [V B, llz/ |V e
Adlof uelp=2 = [of By |/|of u|
1
1— [0 By, |/Ofo] uep—1)
By
1 CVTE,|I2
L— [o] By, |/ o] uglp=1) Arfog wgP!
B B2
= tan@(vy,uy) - (1/4) - By + By - Bo,

IN

tan 6(vq, uy) -

IN

tan (v, ug) - (1/4) -

where the 1st step comes from Eq. (I7)), the 2nd step is by tan 6(vy, us) = %, the 3rd step is

because of Equation (T8)), the 4th step follows from Fact[B.7] the 5th step follows from Part 2 of The-
orem [£.9] the 6th step follows from simple algebra, and the 7th step follows from the definition of
B 1 and BQ.

We show
Claim C.3. Foranyt € [T], we have
|01 ol < o] uel.

Proof. Based on the assumption from the induction hypothesis, we consider the existence of a suf-
ficiently small constant c being greater than 0 satisfying

tan (v, u;) < 0.8tan (v, ur—1) + c. (19)

Therefore, we can get
tan 0(vy,u) < 0.8 (0.8tanO(vy,us_1) +¢) +c
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t—1

<0.8" - tand(vy, ug) + cZO.8j
j=0

< 0.8" - tan @(vy, up) + 5e

< tanf(vy,up),

where the first step follows from applying Eq. (I9) recursively twice, the second step follows from
applying Eq. (T9) recursively for ¢ + 1 times, the third step follows from Z;‘;O 0.87 < 5, and the

last step follows from tan 0(vy,ug) = Q(1).
This result shows

9('01, ut) S 9(’017 u0>7
SO

|v] ws| = cos B(vy,ug) > cos (v, ug) = |v] uol.

Therefore, B; and By has upper bounds.

Claim C.4. B is smaller than or equal to 1.1.

Proof. Let’s consider

‘E(vﬁuta"' 7ut)| = |U;E(Ivuta"' ,Ut)‘

= |v;-rEut|.

Since

‘E(Uﬁuta o aut)‘ S 46/\/H
< ey /nP—1/2
< de|v] uglP71,
where the first step follows from the constraint on Ein Theorem the second step follows from

€ < A1 /nP=2)/2 and the third step follows from |v] ug| > 1//n.
1

Correspondingly, if ¢ can be chosen to be small enough, i.e., ¢ is smaller than 5, using
o] Bu,| < Axlo] uolP~1/10
and
|01 wo| < [vf g,
then
o] Eu,| < Mfvf uolP~" /10
< A1]v] wg|P71/10. (20)
As aresult,
1
B <——=1.1.
"= 1o1/11
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Next, we bound Bs. Let’s consider two different cases. The first one is

1
Tu <1 — ——
vy | < c%p2k2
and the other is
1
T
>1— —5——.
vy ] Cgpzkz
If
I p—
- c2p?k?
we have
_ VT Ew 2

By =
2 Ap|o ug[P—1

VI wf? VT Eu,l2
v ] A |o] ug[P=24/1 — [v] w2

VTE,
= tanf(vy, us) - H 2
Ap o] ug[P=24/1 — v w2
E
< tanf(vy, ut) - 1B l2
Atfvy ue P2 /1 = o) |2
Copk Eu, 2

< tanf(vy, ut) - Mol w2’

where the first step comes from the definition of By (see Definition [C.I)), the second step follows

_ /= fvf w?

from splitting the term, the third step follows from tan 6(vy,us) = Tl the fourth step
follows that ||V T E,, ||2 < || Ew, |2, and the last step follows from 1/+/1 — [v] w|? < copk.
We need to bound

copk|| Eu, |2

o] ugfp=2
Here, we can get

Alo] w72 > Ay /(nP=2)/2),
On the other hand, utilizing Part 1 of Lemma and the given assumptions about £ and E, we
obtain || Ey, ||2
copk|| Eu, |2 < copk - 4pe.

Consequently, whenever we have small enough e satisfying

€ <A/ (nP7D/2 .40 - cop®k),

then

By < 0.1tan6(vy,uy).
If

1
T
>1— 55—,

|U1 ut| Cgkgpg

then we have
5, = IV Eull:

Mo Pt
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H‘/Ti:jut”2
D Y G — T

c2p2k?

<3|V Ey,ll2/M
< 3||Eu,ll2/M

where the first step follows from the definition of By, the second step follows from |v] us| > 1 —
C%%kz, the third step follows from
-0

1/(1 P <3, Vp >3,k >1,¢>1,

- 2p2k?
and the last step follows from ||V T E,, ||z < || Ey, ||2-

By Part 1 of Corollary| C.12| we have ||£A7ut l2 < 4€/co. By what we have assumed on E and F,
1By, ll2 < €/co and || Ey, ||2 < €/co, which completes the proof of By < 18¢/(co1).

O
C.2  PART 2 OF THEOREM [£.9]
In this section, we present the proof of the second part of Theorem 4.9}
Lemma C.5 (Part 2 of Theorem[.9). If the following conditions hold
o Let everything be defined as in Theorem[#.9}
* Suppose that all of the assumptions in Theorem[@.9 hold.
Then, Eq. @) hold.
Proof. Proof of Part 2.
Let j be an arbitrary element in [£]\{1}.
.
Then, there exists an lower bound for [ %t+1l
[v) weqal
|v;—ut+1‘ — |UI[A*(I’ U, - 7ut) + va‘utH
|’UJ'Tut+1‘ |UJT[A*(I’UM"' 7Ut)+EUtH
o A* (L, w)| = o] B, |
T o] AL u)| + o] By
Mfof w [Pt = o] By, |
TNl wiP 4 o] By,
Aol P — g A o] wg P
- )\j\vautV’_l + %)\1|U1Tut|p—1
o] ug P71 — Fohq o] wg[P
- i)\l\vfut|p—2|v;ut| + %/\ﬂvfut\fﬂ—l
_ ol @1

110 uel + 5 lv) w

where the first step follows from the definition of u;y; (see the statement in Theorem @), the
second step follows from the triangle inequality, the third step follows from Fact[B.7] the fourth step
follows from Eq. (20), the fifth step follows from Part 1 \; \v‘;'—ut [P=2 < I |v{ w,[P~2, and the last
step follows from simple algebra.

If

v we| < o) gl (22)
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then

Mo w72 M
Al wealp=2 A

p—2
> A1 %|U;—ut|
=\ LT NS
] 4|Uj ut‘ + 1()|U1 ut'

9, T p=2

S M 16/v) il
=z T 1T

Aj Z|Uj ut\+1—0|vj u|

9 p—2

_ M 1w )
= T, 1

Ai\i+ 1

A
> Myt (23)

where the first step follows from Z—: = (%)ﬂE the second step follows from Eq. (21)), the third step
follows from Eq. (22), the fourth step follows from simple algebra, the last step follows from simple
algebra.

The final step is a consequence of the fact that p is greater than or equal to 4. For the case of p
being equal to 3, we utilize a better analysis which is similar to the proof of (Wang & Anandkumar,
2016)’s Lemma C.2. Therefore, this approach is applicable for any p > 3.

If
o] wel > o] wl, 24)
then
p—2
Ar vy wgga [P ! 1501 wel
NoloTwaqlP=2 = X \ LT ol
j|vj ’U,t+1| j 4|Uj ut| + 10|Ul utl
_ A %\UIU:&HUTUH |vf wl
A\ (qlv] wel + g5lof wel) o) |“ “t|
:ﬁ 1—0\@1 utij Ut ARTS
A\ Glof el + folof wel) o] e %—T Utl
— Al
Y

p—2 p—2
16 /v il o) wil
1lv] uel + 1510w o]

p—2
S M iglv) el |01 wl
= %|v]—rut| + %|v}rut| \vaut|

p—2
< A o] ug|P—2 ' 1510wl
DY |v;ut\i’*2 i|v;ut\ + 11—0|v;'_ut\

. 9p—2

where the first step follows from the second step of Eq. (23)), the second step follows from simple
algebra, the third step follows from (ab)? = a?b?, the fourth step follows from simple algebra, the

a

fifth step follows from Eq. . the sixth step follows from a4 %=, the seventh step follows
from the relationship between the third step and the last step of Eq ([7_%]) and the last step follows
from Part 1.

O
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C.3 PART 3 OF THEOREM [4.9]

In this section, we present the proof of the third part of Theorem 4.9
Definition C.6. We define B3 € R and B4 € R as follows
1

3 = =
1= [v) Eu, |/(Aafo] wel=1)

and

.|

|v]—'—f’7u
Ba=
Aoy w [P

Lemma C.7 (Part 3 of Theorem[d.9). If the following conditions hold:

* Let everything be defined as in Theorem 4.9}
* Suppose that all of the assumptions in Theorem[d.9 hold.

Then, Eq. (B) hold.

Proof. Proof of Part 3.

.
Just like Eq. and Part 2, 21 can also be upper bounded,

> o wiga

|U;Ut+1|
vy i
< Ajlof P~ + |UJ'TE:W|
T vl wlpt = o B,
oyl Aglof w4 o] Bl /o] u
ol nfeT wlr=2 = o] Bu, /o] il
o]l Ajlo] P2 o] B,

ol uel - Mfo wlp=2 — o By, |/Jo] wl Aol uep=t = o] By, |

of ] Ajlv] ue P2 1 ] B,
el Mol w2 = ol By l/lof il 1= [of Bu, |/ Oalol uelp=1) - Aol wlp=
|UJ-Tut| 1 Ap v ug P2 1 . |UJTEu,|
T lolwl 4 Mol w2 = ol By l/lofw] 1= o] By l/Qalol uelp=1) AdlofufPt
ol 1 1 . 1 o] B
o wd 41— Jo] Ey,|/Oufo] wlp=t) L= [o] Eu,|/Oafo] up=t) AslofwP~V
Bs Bs By

where the first step follows from the relationship between the first step and the third step of
Eq. (1), the second step follows from simple algebra, the third step follows from simple algebra,
the fourth step follows from simple algebra, and the fifth step follows from Part 1 ); |vau,5|p_2 <

$A1]v{ ug[P72, and the last step follows from simple algebra.
Similar to Part 1, we can show B3 < 1.1 if

1

T
vy U > 1 — 5——=.
| 1 | C%p2k2

Then, we consider the bound for Bj.

There are two different situations, namely,
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e Case 1. |UIUt| S 1-— ng%kz

1

e Case 2. |'UirUt| >1-— (,(2)])72162

If

1
Tu < (1= ——
|Ul ut| — ( Cgpgkg)v

we have

.|

|vaEu
By= 51
At vy we|P

_ VI ol w]? |v] Eu,|

olful Mol w21 = o] w]?
0] Eu|

Arfvf ueP=2 /1 = Jvf uef?

copk|vaEut\

Afof ug P2

= tanf(v1, uy) -

< tanf(vy, uy) -
where the st step is from the definition of By, the 2nd step comes from simple algebra, the 3rd step
is due to the definition of tan §(vy,u;), and the last step follows from 1/4/1 — |v] u|? < copk.
We want to find the bound for
copk|| B, |2
o] ugfp=2
We can get that
Afo) w P72 > Ay /(nP=2/2),
Additionally, based on Part 2 of Lemma and what we assumed about F and F,
copk|v;Eut| < copk - 4e/+/n.
Therefore, whenever there is a small enough e satisfying

€ < Mvn/(nP=2/2 .40 - copk),

then
By <0.1tan6(vy,uy).
If
1
T
>1— 5,
|U1 Utl C%k2p2
then we have
|v;—E‘Ut|
B, = ST TR
Aoy ug[P—1
‘/U‘;FEUJ

(- Cgp%]#)p—l
< 3|U;EUt‘/>‘la

where the first step follows from the definition of By, the second step follows from |vlT ug| > 1 —
W, the third step follows from Vp > 3,k > 1,¢o > 1, we have
€0

1

1/(1 - —— )1 <3
/0= )
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By Part 1 of Corollary [C.12] we have
0] Ey,| < 4e/(cov/n).

Based on what we have assumed about F and E,

0] Bu,| < €/(cov/n)
and

0] Bu,| < ¢/(cov/n).

Therefore, the proof of By < 18¢/(coA1+/n) is completed. O

C.4 ¢-CLOSE

In this section, we upper bound some terms.
Definition C.8. For any € > 0, we say {XZ, Ui ¥ is e-close to {\;,v; }E_| iffor all i € [k],

~

2. ||@1 — Ui”Q S tan 0(@1,’07‘) S min(ﬂ, 6/()\1))

3 570yl < e/ (VX)) € K\l
Definition C.9 (A; and B;). We define

Ai = )\iafflvi — )\i(aici + ||i}\7;J'H2bi)p_lci
and

Bi := Ai(aici + 07 [|200)P 155" -

Assumption C.10. We assume that € is a real number that satisfies

Ak
<1075 2%,
€ ka_

Lemma C.11. If the following conditions hold
e Forallic [k), E; = AivsP — Xﬁ?p € R,
e Lete > 0.
. {X,—,@}le is e-close to {\;,v; }¥_,.
o Letr € [k].
* Let u € R™ be an unit vector.

Then, we have

< 2per'/? + 2¢e.
2

T ~
By, )
i=1

-/E\i(I7u7"’ ,U)

M=

i=1

2. For all [k]\[i], < (2ke + ge)//n.

where
k=2) |u'v]? (25)
=1
and
¢ = 2k(e/ )P . (26)
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Proof. Proof of Part 1.

Let i be an arbitrary element in [r].
We have that Ei is the error and it satisfies
Ei(Tu,- - u) = N(uv)P Mo = N (u0;)P 715, 27)
which is in the span of {v;, v; }.
Also, the span of {v;,;} is identical to the span of {v;, ;- }, where
ot =0 — (v )i

is the projection of v; onto the subspace orthogonal to v;.

Note
[0 = oll3 = 2(1 — v %) (28)
For convenient, we define
ci = (05, 0;).
‘We can rewrite ¢; as follows
C; = U;i}\i
=1—[[o; — will5/2
>0, (29)

the first step follows from definition of ¢;, the second step follows from Eq. (28)), and the last step is
because of the assumption that ||7; — v;]|2 < v/2, and it implies that 0 < ¢; < 1.

We can also get

T3 =1~¢
< [9: = will3, (30)
which follows from Eq. and the Pythagorean theorem.
For all p being greater than or equal to 3, the following bound can be obtained:

1= =[1— (1~ [ —vil3/2)"|
P~

< 5l - vill3,

where the 1st step is due to Eq. (29) and the 2nd step is supported by Fact[B.1]

We present the definition of a; € R™ and b; € R™:
-

a; =u' v;
and
bi = u' (0 /57" ||2)-
EZ—(I ,u, -+ ,u) can be expressed by the coordinate system of ¥;- and v;:
Ei(l,u,~~~ 7u)

= \i(u'v;)P~ —\i (u'0;)P 10

:Aiaf—lvi—m iCi 4 [07bill2)? (civs + 07)

= (\al o = Ag(aies + 5711200 i) v = Nalaies + 157 [12b)P 157 |12 0/ [5 |2

A; B;
=A; - vi = Bi - (0 /[[57 ||2), (31)
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where the first step follows from Eq. (27), the second step follows from the definition of a; and b;,
the third step follows from simple algebra, and the last step follows from the definition of A; and B;
(see Definition [C.9).

We can express the overall error by:

r t 2
ZAiUi - ZBz(@J'/H@J'Hﬁ
i=1 i=1 2

2

+ 2

r 2
> Bi@H /|19t |12)
i=1 2

T T 2
szZA?H(ZlBil) : (32)
i=1 i=1

where the first step follows from Eq. (31), the second step follows from triangle inequality, and the
third step comes from the definition of the 5 norm.

We have

105113 < 11i = vill3
<€/, (33)
where the first step follows from Eq. (30) and the second step follows from Definition [C.8]
By using
i — il <e, (34)
we first try to bound A; for |b;| being smaller than 1 and ¢; € [0, 1],

~

| 4] = Nia? ™" = Nilaie; + [[T7-[)20:)P el

p—1
— kY — 3 -1 D ‘
< [Nab Tt = NicPal T+ ZAz'Ci((pj )) laici| P~V 512

j=1

= [Na? Tt = NFaP T 4 NPT = Nal |+Z/\cz< _1)|ac|(p V=315 13
< hiad = Nl 7+ [Nial T = Xikal 1|+Z“Z< P )lacl” D951
< il ™t = Rl ™ 11— )Rl 1+Zm( - a0
< ha?h = X (1= ) Nal ™ 1+ZM( B >|a1 P (/)

< a7 + (e//\) Nl 1+Z/\< ; ))|a ((P=D=d (/)7 (35)

where the first step follows from the definition of A; (see Definition @) the second step follows
from binomial theorem and |b;| < 1, the third step follows from adding and subtracting the same
thing, the fourth step follows from triangle inequality, the fifth step follows from simple algebra, the
sixth step follows from Eq. (33)), and the last step follows from Eq. (34).

Note that the second term of Eq. (35) can be bounded as

(G/A) NilasP~t < g(e/&)Q(IXi—AiI+|Ai|)\ai|”_1
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(e/ M) hi = Aallaal? =+ Z(e/ 2 il

IN

(e/Ai)elasl” ™" + Ge/ M)l

IN
M\BI\D\’BI\D\’B
[y

(e/A0)Pelad"™" + F(e/A0) - elasf™

< |p—1
< Toor €l (36)

where the first step follows from triangle inequality, the second step follows from simple algebra,
the third step follows from Eq. (34), the fourth step follows from Eq. (33)), and the last step follows
from Assumption [C.10]

We can separate the third term of Eq. (33)) into two components

l.je{l,---,(p—1)/2} and
2.je{lp-1)/2,-- . (p— 1}

Consider the first component:

(p—1)/2

(@D 1 0-0i /)i
> (W)l
(p—1)/2
=Xi(p — DlasP2e/x; + Z Xi(p — 1)7]a;| P02 (e/\;)?

(p— 1/2

< 2(p — Vel + Z Xi(p = 1 lai] =02 (e/Ni)?

(p—1)/2
=2(p — Ve’ + Xlag| 77027 (0= 1) (/)

Jj=

2
~ o0 1 7
<2(p — VelasP 2 + Xlas P7D/2 Y <2>

j=0
Ly~ e(p—1)? -

< 2(p — 1)ea;|P 2 4 )"36()\72) .9 |a7;|(P /2

< 2(p — 1ela;|P~2 + €la;|P~V/2,

100k

where the first step is by expanding the summation term, the second step is because of the fact that
)\ < 2\, the third step is supported by > . ca; = ¢}, a;, the fourth step follows from the fact that

each term of Z(p D/2(p — 1)i(e/\;)? is bounded by the corresponding term of Z] o (3 )j, the
fifth step follows from Fact the sixth step follows from Assumptlon and )\1 < 2),.

Similarly, we can bound the second component,

—1)/2
Z ( )| DT (e/2,)7
(p—1)/2
— N 11 (e/N)P 1 L (=1 a:|@=D=3 (/). )i
R 11 (/AP g Az( j )|1| (e/2)

(pfl)/2/\ ( 71) ) ]
=21 NTE Y )\i<pj )|ai|(p1)](e//\i)j
Jj=p
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(p—1)/2
<21/ 4 ( ) > Ml
2 (p— 1) N ( )/ Ll
< 2¢P~1 /\f_ + < ))\1 a; p=1)/2 €/ J
P (o Mal S )
(r—1)/2
1 (p 1) 1 i
< p—1)/2 \J
< et (7))l TR
P =1) \5 | o-1)2 oz N2 (p-1)/2
< - . |(P— N\ (p— Ni—(p—1
< gt (7)o Mlad ) > e
1 (r—1) \= (p—1 p—
< - .| (P—1)/2 N(p—1)/2
< 100k€+2((p1)/2))\l|a1| (e/X\i)
< e a P N\ 02 ) o002
= 100k (p—1)/2

SRS

— 100k 100k
where the first step comes from expanding the summation term, the second step can be gotten from
Ai < 2\, the third step can be supported by max;{(” ;1))} ( (p— )1}2) the fourth step follows
from ). ca; = ¢, a;, the fifth step follows from Assumption | the sixth step follows from

simple algebra, the seventh step follows from the Fact the eighth step follows from XZ < 2),
and the last step follows from Assumption [C.10}

€la;|

Thus, putting it all together, we get

Ai < ) 7 7
A < dla + poelal + (0~ Dela] + 1o
which implies that
1 1
A < 2 (o) + (qgpelas? + (0~ Vel + (e a7
Next, we need to find the bound of B;,
5.1 = Rl (o + 15
~ —1 IR .
é&-nwz—lngz ((p )i
< Rle/M) Z( a1 (e/ny
7=0
S (-1
= Nie/AaiPH + Ni(e/N) D < ’ J )|Qi|p1j(€/>\z’)j7 (38)

j=1

where the first step follows from the definition of B; (see Deﬁnltlon@ the second step follows
from binomial theorem and |b;| < 1, the third step follows from ||0;-||2 < €/\;, and the last step
follows from extracting the first term from the summation.

Note that the first term of Eq. (38) is
Ae/ Al

which can be bounded as

Xi(e/ )P~ < (e + Ni)(e/Xi) ;P
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=ela;[P~" + (/X)) ai P

< o + Pt

6|ai

100k
where the first step follows from simple algebra, and the second step follows from Eq. (36).

The second term of Eq. (38) is

j=1
We can separate this into two components

Lje{l, -, (p—1)/2} and
2.5e{lp—1)/2,--- . (p— D}

The first component is:

b-1/2 o o
(6/)\1) Z i <(p j 1)) |al|(P*1)*J(e/)\l)J

j=1
(p—1)/2

= (/M) Nip — Dlas|P~2e/ N + (¢/As) Z Ni(p — 1)7]a;| P~ D/2(e/\;)?

< |p—2 p—1)/2
< Toop €l + 10015'6“|

where the first step comes from expanding the summation term and the second step is by Assump-

tion |C. 10|

The second component is:

(p—1)/2
(e/ ) Z Xi((P;U)W(p—l)—j(e/)\i)j

Jj=(p-1)

N (p—1)/2
= (e/X)Ni - 1-1-(e/M)P~1 + (e/\) Z A( )la P~ (/A

©

1
<5 To0gclel
where the first step follows from expanding the summation term, and the second step follows from
¢ = 2k(e/\,)P~! and Assumption|C.10)

Putting it all together, we have

B < ail? + o gelail + Oe

1
1002
Taking the summation over all the r terms on both sides, we obtain

T

t
1
B;| < ; .
Z| Z‘—€K/+100k26i=21|a1|+¢6

i=1

Using
(z+y+2)° <3(2* +9° + 27,
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we have

§]B|S ( 1mk§]%| )

<3 ((EH)Q + (1010k€)2l£k + (¢>6)2) , (39)

where the last step follows from (3°!_, |a;])? < kk.
Recall that

t
K= Z la;|* < 1.
i=1
In general, we can get

2 r s
=23 A +2(3 |Bi))?
=1 =1

2

§4<62.n+(1(1)k )26+ (p 1)262,‘@+(1001\/E6)2>

20D |1Bi))?
i=1

1
g4G?n+(

Tor) K (=17 R + (

1
2 2 2
+4 ((em) + (lOOkG) kk + (ge) )
< AP’k + 4922

where the first step follows from Eq. (32)), the second step follows from Eq. (37), the third step
follows from Eq. (39), and the last step follows from simple algebra.

The desired bound is given by this equation.
Proof of Part 2.
Let j be an arbitrary element of [k]\ [¢].

Now, we can get

for the 1st step, we use the triangle inequality, for the 2nd step, we utilize the fact that (v;,v;) =
0, Vi # j, and for the last step, we employ the third part of the definition of e-close.

Now, we analyze the bound for Y7, 3¢[3; u[P~*:

Z B! < Z; o ul + (05 = ) Tul)?

i=1 1 i=1

<5

i=1

>

%
‘>/>

~(v ul + [lv; = B|2)P

>

7
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Zl—t—e/)\ (Jo] ul + €/A;)P~
<23 (T ul + /)

T
<23 22 ulupr 4272 e/ A

=1

<23 2 uf? + (2e/20!
i=1

<2 2w ul® + 2k(2¢/ AP

i=1

=2k + ¢.

where the first step follows from the triangle inequality, the second step follows from Cauchy-
Scharwz inequality and ||u||2 < 1, the third step follows from Eq. (33)), the fourth step follows from
€/A; < 2, the fifth step follows from Fact 1} the sixth step follows from |v;/u| < 1/4 and p > 3,
the seventh step follows from A\; < \;, and the last step follows from the definition of ¢ and « (see

Eq. (26) and Eq. (Z3)).

Then, we complete the proof with the desired bound (2x + ¢)e/+/n.

Corollary C.12. If the following conditions hold:

Foralli € [k], let E, = /\ivl@p — Xi@;@p e R,
Let cg > 1.

Let r € [k].

Let € < A/ (2¢ok).

Suppose that {X\;, 0; }Y*_, is e-close to {\;i, v; }E_,.
u € R™ is an unit vector.

Suppose [uT v,y 1| > 1 — - p2k

T
Letrk = > |u'v;|2
i=1

Let ¢ = 2k(e/ )P~ 1

< 2per'/? 4 20 < 4e/co.
2

r ~
ZE ('Uja )t ,’LL)
=1

< (2r€ + g€)//n < e/ (cov/n).

Proof. Based on Fact we can get that for any arbitrary ¢ in [r],

K= Z|uTvi|2
</€ 1/(0010 k)
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=1/c3p?,

where the first step follows from definition of «, the second step follows from r» < k and
max; |u'v;|? < 1/(c3p?k), and the last step follows from simple algebra.

This implies
2pev/k < 2/co.
We can also bound ¢,
¢ = 2k(e/ )P
< 2k(1/2cok)P1
< 2k(1/(2cok))”
<1/cp.

where the 1st step can be gotten from the definition of ¢, the 2nd step is because of € < A /(2¢ok)
(from Corollary statement), the 3rd step is due to p > 2, and the 4th step can be seen from 2k > 1.

Therefore, we complete our proof. O

D COMBINE

In this section, we present Theorem [D.T|and Theorem [D.2]and prove them.

Theorem D.1 (Arbitrary order robust tensor power method, formal version of Lemma [3.1). If the
following conditions hold

* Let p be greater than or equal to 3.
e Let k be greater than or equal to 1.
e Let \; > 0.

o Withn >k, {v1,...,vx} C R™ is an orthonormal basis vectors.

o Let A= A* + E € R™ be an arbitrary tensor satisfying A* = Zle /\Z-vi@p.
* Suppose that \, is the greatest values in {\; }¥_,.
* Suppose that \y, is the smallest values in {\;}%_,.

« The outputs obtained from the robust tensor power method are {\;, ; }*_,.
* E satisfies that | E|| < €/(coy/n).
o T = Q(log(A1n/e)).
o L =Q(klog(k)).
e cg>100andc >0
s For all e satisfying ¢ € (0, cAg/(cop®kn(P=2)/2),
Then, with probability at least 9/10, there exists a permutation  : [k] — [k], such that Vi € [k],

X =Ae] S e o = Bagall2 < €/ N “0)

Proof. Let E € R™ be the original noise.
Let

E;, = )\i’UZ@p — )\ﬂ)\?p € Rnp
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be the deflation noise.

E € R™ represents the sketch noise.
E represents the “true” noise, including all the original, deflation and sketch noises.

As aresult, for the ¢ + 1 step, we analyze A* + E, which is a tensor satisfying
t
E=E+) E+E.
i=1

There is no need for us to consider E, the sketch noise. However, to prove a stronger statement, we
do not regard E to be equal to 0, but only assume that it is bounded, namely

IE]l < €/ (cov/n). (1)
We use mathematical induction to proof this.
Base case.
Leti=1.

For the 1st step, we have that Xl € Rand 77 € R™.
As Part 2 of Definition [C.8] we show
[01 = v1]l2
is bounded.
Then, as Part 1 of Definition [C.8] we show
A= Al
is bounded.
At the end, as Part 3 of Definition [C.8] we show
[ vj]
is bounded.
Bounding [0; — v1].
‘We have

tan 6 (ug, v1) = sinf(ug,v1)/ cos O(ug, v1)

= /1 — (ug,v1)2/(ug, v1)
_ L= fuo,v)?
<’LL0,’()1>2

{uo,v1)?

1
(uo, v1)?
1
(uo, v1)
< Vn, (42)
where the first step follows from Definition the second step follows from Definition the
third step follows from simple algebra, the fourth step follows from simple algebra, the fifth step

follows from simple algebra, the sixth step follows from simple algebra, and the last step follows
from Lemma 48]

<
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t* represents the condition for
1

S - 43
C8p2 k'2 ( )

lulvi| =1

‘We know

[uge = o1]l3 = us= 1[5 + [[o1]13 = 2(us-, v1)
=141 2(up,v1)

=2 —2u.v|
1
-2 91— -
- G
= 2/(c5p’k?),

where the first step follows from simple algebra, the second step follows from the fact that wu;+ and
v1 are unit vectors, the third step is because the inner product is positive, the fourth step follows
from Eq. (@3), and the last step follows from simple algebra.

We can upper bound

lues — v1|l2 < tan O(us, vy)
< 0.8tan O(ug—_1,v1)

N

< 0.8 tan 0(uo,v1)

<0.8" /n,

where the first step is due to Fact[B.6] the second can be seen from Part 1 of Theorem[d.9] the second
last step can be gotten from Part 1 of Theorem 4.9 and the last step follows from Eq. .

After that, we let
t* = Qlog(nkpcy)) = Q(log(con)).

For ||ug — v1]|2, we can show

lur —vill2 < 0.8tanf(ur,v1) + 18¢/(coA1)
< .

< 0.877 tan(ug,v1) + 5 - 18¢/(coM),

where the first step follows from Part 1 of Theorem .9] and the last step follows from recursively
applying Part 1 of Theorem[4.9]

To guarantee

lur —vill2 < €/A1,
we let

T —t"=Q(n\/e)
and ¢y > 100.
Therefore, we achieve the intended property as outlined in Part 2 of Definition [C.8]
Bounding |X1 — A1
It remains to bound |X1 — A1l

A= M| =[A"+ E|(@y, -+ ,51) — A
<|E@1, -, 01)] 4 [AT (0, -+, 01) — A
k

Z)\iv?p‘| (6% T 761) - )\1
i=1

= |E(vy,---,01)| +

40



Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2026

k
< |E@y, -+, 00)|+ Mol 8P = M+ ) Ao 57, (44)
j=2

Bs Bsg

B

where the first step follows from the definition of A1, the second step follows from the triangle
inequality, the third step follows from

k
_ § : ®p
A* = )\Z’Ul s
i=1

and the last step follows from the triangle inequality.
For the term Bs, we have
B5 = ‘E(%\b e aij\l)|
S ‘E(ij\lv e 561)| + |E(i}\la e aal)l
<|Ell+ [E(@1,-- 01

< ¢/(covn) +¢/(cov/n)
<e/12, (45)

where the first step follows from the definition of Bj (see Eq. (@4)), the second step follows from
triangle inequality, the third step follows from the definition of tensor spectral norm, the fourth step
follows from Eq. (4T)), and the last step follows from ¢y > 100 and n is greater than or equal to 1.

We still need to find the upper bound of Bg and Bj.
BG = |A1 . |’U;ri}\1|p — )\1|

1 ~
=1 =M1 = Sl - i3

1 A
< A1p§||v1 — 013

< pe?/(2A1)
<€/12, (46)

where the first step follows from the definition of Bg (see Eq. @), the second step follows from
v{ Uy =1 — |lvy — 013, the third step comes from ||v; — 013 < 1, the fourth step is because of
[lvy — 1|2 < €/A1, and the last step follows from pe/(2A;) < 1/12.

For By, we have

k
B7 = Z/\j|v;r5}\1|p
j=2
k
<Y N/ (V)
j=2

k
=ey (/v
j=2

<e/4, (47)

where the first step follows from the definition of By (see Eq. (@4)), the second step follows from
Part 3 of Definition [C.8] the third step follows from simple algebra, and the last step is due to
(€/Ae)P~H < 1/(4k).

Let

1
€< Zkl/@—luk.
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Finally, combining everything together, we can get

|X1—)\1| < Bs + Bs + By
<e/12+€/12+€/4

€,

IN

where the first step follows from Eq. (@4)), the second step follows from combining Eq. @3)), Eq. {@6),
and Eq. (47), and the last step follows from simple algebra.

Bounding [0} v;|.
Let j be an arbitrary element in {2, - - , k}.
Let t* be the least integer satisfying

1
.
vy ue=| 21— 6(2)1)72]{:27
which implies
1
.

Vi Ups | < .

o5 - | < copk
By Part 3 of Theorem[4.9] we have

|vaut* /\vlTut* < O.8|v;ut*_1\/|vfut*_1|

<08 - |UJTU0\/|U1TU0\
<0.8" - |o] uo|/(1/v/n)
<0.8" -1/(1/vn),

where the third step follows from recursively applying Part 3 of Theorem[4.9] the fourth step follows
from Lemma and the last step follows from the fact that |va ug| is at most 1.

Let
t* = Q(log con).

When T > t*, we have
J|v] u | + 5 - 18€¢/(coAiv/n).

|vauT|/\v1TuT\ < O.ST_t*\vaut*
Let
T = Q(log(n\1/¢))
and ¢y > 100 to ensure

v ur| < e/(AMv/n).

Inductive case.
Leti =r+1.
Suppose the first  cases holds.

To show the r + 1 case also hold, we first consider the “true” noise, which is

E=E+) E+EeR".
i=1
We explain how to bound

Hi)\rJrl — Ur41 ||2>
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(for Definition [C.8] Part 2).
Then, we show how to bound
|Xr+1 - /\T+1|
as Part 1 of Definition[C.§]
In the end, we show how to bound
’U:Jrl ’Uj

as Part 3 of Definition[C.8]
Bounding ||U, 1 — v, 41]|2.

Except for letting

T = Q(log(nAit1/e€)),
other parts of the proof are the same as the ones in the base case.
Bounding |X7.+1 — At
Let A* and E be

k
_ § ®p
A = )\i’l)i
i=t+1

and

t
E=E+E+)» Ei.
=1

Therefore, we have

|>\t+1 - At-‘,—l|
satisfying
|)‘r+1 - >‘T+1| = HA* + E]@\th c Upg) — )‘T+1‘
S |E(6r+17 e aij\r+l)| + |A*(@\r+1; e aar-&-l) - A7‘—i-l|
k
== |E(6r+17 e 76r+1)| + Z )\iv?p‘| (67“—&-17 T 767’4-1) - )\T+1
1=r—+1
_ k
< B Gt ee) | Pt P = At + S0 Aglo] B
B8 Bg j:T+2

B

where the first step follows from the definition of Xr+1’ the second step follows from triangle in-

equality, the third step follows from A* = Zk

imri1 )\Z—vf@ P_and the last step follows from the triangle
inequality.

We need to analyze Bsg,

Bs = |E(@ys1,  Opp1))]
,
= E@r41,- - > Opg1)| + [E@rg1s -+ Opp1)| + | ZEi(@H,“' s Upg1)|

< e/(cov/m) + €/ (cov'm) + 4e (co/) :

< ¢/12,
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where the first step follows from the definition of Bg, the second step follows from the triangle
inequality, the third step follows from Eq. (@T)), the last step follows from ¢y > 100,n > 1.

By and Bj can be bounded in a similar way as the base case.
Bounding (7", ,v;].
Let j be an arbitrary element in {r + 2, - - - , k}. Then, the proof is the same as the base case. O

Theorem D.2 (Fast Tensor Power Method via Sketching, formal version of Theorem @ If the
following conditions hold

o Let A= A* + E € R™ be an arbitrary tensor satisfying A* = Zle )\Z-vi@p.

* Suppose that \, is the greatest values in {\; }¥_,.

o Suppose that \y, is the smallest values in {\;}%_,.

o The outputs obtained from the robust tensor power method are {X,, itk
E satisfies that | E|| < €/(coy/n).

T = Q(log(A1n/e)).

L = Q(klog(k)).

e ¢cg>100andc >0

s For all e satisfying ¢ € (0, cAg/(cop®kn(P=2)/2),

Then, our algorithm uses O(nP) spaces, runs in O(TL) iteration, and in each iteration it takes

O(nP~1) time and then with probability at least 1 — §, there exists a permutation
™ : [k] — [K],
such that Vi € [k],

i = Aniy] <€ i = Brgayll2 < €/ i

Proof. 1t follows by combining Theorem [D.T]and Lemma[4.2] O

LLM USAGE DISCLOSURE

LLMs were used only to polish language, such as grammar and wording. These models did not
contribute to idea creation or writing, and the authors take full responsibility for this paper’s content.
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