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Abstract

We study deterministic constructions of graphs for which the unique completion of
low rank matrices is generically possible regardless of the values of the entries. We
relate the completability to the presence of some patterns (particular unions of self-
avoiding walks) in the subgraph of the lattice graph generated from the support of the
bi-adjacency matrix. The construction makes it possible to design infinite families of
graphs on which exact and stable completion is possible for every fixed rank matrix
through the sum-of-squares hierarchy.

1 Introduction

Given a matrixX0 ∈ M(m×n, r) ⊂ Rm×n, whereM(m×n; r) denotes the manifold of rank-r
matrices, the completion problem consists in recovering X0 given a subset Ω ⊂ E = [m]× [n]
of its entries. The known and missing entries of the matrix are usually represented through
the bipartite graph G = (V,W,E) with V = [m],W = [n] corresponding to the row and
column indices of X0. In its general form, the low rank matrix completion problem finds
numerous applications from collaborative filtering [1] to vision and control [2], including
genomic data integration [3].

In the particular case of Gram (i.e. positive semidefinite matrices) of the form X = PP ⊺, the
columns of P can be regarded as points in Rr and the matrix X can be regarded as specifying
a subset of pairwise distances between points in Rr. The problem then consists in recovering
the positions of all the points. Applications of this geometric formulation sometimes known as
graph realization can be found in sensor localization [4, 5], structural biology (i.e. molecular
conformation, NMR spectroscopy and the molecule problem) [6].
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There exist a large body of work on the number of measurements and/or structure of the
graph garanteeing the unique (and stable) recovery of the matrix. Those can be roughly
separated into two main categories which are discussed in more details in sections 3.1 and 3.2.

• Random or pseudo-random (i.e. expander based) sampling and/or incoherence assump-
tions. The combination of random sampling and incoherence appears in classical com-
pressed sensing references such as [7, 8, 9] as well as [10, 11] or even [12, 13, 14, 15, 16]
(Ramanujan + incoherence)

• Deterministic/algebraic constructions and matroid/rigidity theory. The classical ref-
erences on deterministic sampling patterns include [17], [18] and [19] as well as the
litterature on rigidity theory and (see e.g. [20] and the additional references discussed
in section 3.2 below)

2 Main contributions

What motivates this work is the following Theorem from [17]

Theorem 1. Let E ⊂ [m]× [n] be a subset of positions, (k, ℓ) ∈ [m]× [n]\E be arbitrary and
let X0 ∈ Rm×n be a generic (m×n) matrix of rank r. Whether the entry (X0)k,ℓ at a position
(k, ℓ) is uniquely completable from the (X0)ij, (i, j) ∈ E, depends only on the position (k, ℓ),
the true rank r, and the observed positions E (and not on the value of the entries themselves)

Given this theorem, and in particular the result that was derived in [21] it seems natural to
wonder whether the incoherence assumptions in [12] or [7] or the use of the γ2-norm in the
estimate from [22] are really needed. In view of [21] it seems as though a convex recovery
result free of any assumption on the distribution of the singular vectors could be achieved by
only a slightly more complex semidefinite program. In this paper we rely on the support of
the bi-adjacency matrix to derive a completion result based on the existence of a sequence
of subgraphs (K0)

−
2,2 → (K1)

2−
2,2 → . . . (Kℓ)

2−
2,2 where (Kk−

ℓ ) denote complete bipartite graphs
with k edges missing. Building on this idea, one should reasonably expect to be able to
derive a similar result for arbitrary rank matrices. In particular, we can expect the existence
of unique tractable rank-2 completion on the bi-adjacency matrices of graphs exhibiting a
chains of the form {

(Ka)
−
3,3

}
a
→

{
(Ka)

2−
3,3

}
a
→ . . . →

{
(K3,3)

9−
a

}
a

(1)

such that every set of Kℓ−
3,3 graphs can be completed from the knowledge of the previously

completed Km−
3,3 with m < ℓ. In this note we give a simple sufficient condition on the

adjacency matrix for such paths to exist within the graph. The condition is related to the
existence of self-avoiding walks/cycles inside the subgraph of the lattice graph generated by
the support of the bi-adjacency matrix.

2



2.1 Main results

2.1.1 Mathematical Preliminaries

In order to state the main results, we will need a few notions related to self-avoiding walks.
We will also very briefly recall the key ideas behind the sum-of-squares hierarchy (see [23]
for details). We will then start by addressing the rank 2 case (section 2.1.3) and finally we
will discuss an extension to the general low rank completion setting in section 2.1.4.

Definition 1 (see e.g. [24, 25], also [26]). Let Zd denote the hypercubic lattice. A n-step self-
avoiding walk ∂Ω ⊂ Zd is a sequence ω of distinct points ω(0), ω(1), . . . , ω(n) in Zd such that
each point is a nearest neighbor of its predecessor, i.e. ω(k+1)−ω(k) ∈

{
x ∈ Zd : ∥x∥1 = 1

}
.

If the end point of a self-avoiding walk, ω(n) is adjacent to the origin ω(0) (i.e. ω(n) ∼ ω(0)),
an additional step joining the end-point to the origin will produce a self-avoiding circuit.

Given a path ω, we will use the notation ω[v, w] to denote the subwalk from time v to w.

Consider the bi-adjacency matrix A associated to the graph G([m], [n], E), i.e. A ∈ {0, 1}m×n.
We define the sub-region of the square lattice

Λm,n =
{
(i, j) ∈ Z2 | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n

}
(2)

and we define the support

S = {(i, j) ∈ Λm,n | Aij = 1} (3)

We consider the subgraph G of the lattice graph generated from S.

2.1.2 Sums-of-squares

Given the system of polynomial equations

S = {Xij − (X0)ij}ij∈E ∪
{
det(X̃)EI,J(X)

}
|I|,|J |=r

(4)

where det(X̃)I,J(X) denotes the set of polynomial equations (in the entries of XEc) generated
from the minors associated to the matrix X̃ = (X0)E + (X − XE) where we have replaced
the entries in E by their value in X0, we use I to denote the ideal associated to the system,
i.e.

I =

{∑
j

hj(X)pj(X) | pj(X) ∈ R[X], hj(X) ∈ S

}
(5)

It is known (see for example [21]) that as soon as one can show that the system (4) has a
unique solution, a stability estimate can be derived by means of a semidefinite program of
size O((mn)t) provided that one can show

Xij − (X0)ij ∈ It (6)
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where It is the truncation of I to degree t, that is to say to polynomials pj(X) with
deg(pj(X)) ≤ t − max(deg(hj(X))). The semidefinite program corresponds to the mini-
mization of the Trace norm over the set of (truncated) moments matrices (We will not go
into the details of those ideas here and refer the interested reader to the monograph [23]). In
this work we focus on showing that, under particular patterns in the subgraph of the lattice
graph associated to E = supp(X0), it is possible to show that the system (4) admits a single
solution and by relying on the ideas developed in [21] that all the monomials Xij − (X0)ij
can be expressed from the ideal It for an appropriate choice of t.

2.1.3 Rank 2 case

Definition 2 (rectangle). Given a path ω = (ω(0), . . . , ω(n)) ⊂ Z2 on the two-dimensional
lattice, we say that a subpath of ω forms a rectangle if there exist indices i1 < i2 < i3 < i4 < i5
and integers a < b, c < d such that

ω(i1) = (a, c)

ω(i2) = (b, c)

ω(i3) = (b, d)

ω(i4) = (a, d)

ω(i5) = (a, c)

and each segment ω[ij, ij+1] is a straight horizontal and vertical lattice path.

Definition 3 (1-removable vertex). Given a self avoiding circuit C0, for any concave/reflex
vertex ω(v), we consider the intersection between each of the two edges making up the vertex
and the part of the cycle facing those edges ω ± (Lx, 0) and ω(v) ± (0, Ly) we denote those
intersections as ω(vx) and ω(vy). We call the vertex 1-removable if at least of the following
conditions is satisfied

• ω[v, vx] ∪ {ω(v), ω(v) + (1, 0), . . . ω(v) + (Lx, 0)} forms a rectangle
and {ω(v) + (0, K), . . . , ω(v) + (Lx, K)} ⊂ Ω for some K ∈ Z

• ω[vx, v] ∪ {ω(v), ω(v) + (1, 0), . . . ω(v) + (Lx, 0)} forms a rectangle
and {ω(v) + (0, K), . . . , ω(v) + (Lx, K)} ⊂ Ω for some K ∈ Z

• ω[v, vy] ∪ {ω(v), ω(v) + (0, 1), . . . ω(v) + (0, Ly)} forms a rectangle
and {ω(v) + (K, 0), . . . , ω(v) + (K,Ly)} ⊂ Ω for some K ∈ Z

• ω[vy, v] ∪ {ω(v), ω(v) + (0, 1), . . . ω(v) + (0, Ly)} forms a rectangle
and {ω(v) + (K, 0), . . . , ω(v) + (K,Ly)} ⊂ Ω for some K ∈ Z

Definition 4 (L-removable vertex). Let us denote as C1 the cycle obained by “removing”
all 1-removable reflex vertices from C0 and closing the correspondig subcycles. Then we
call 2-removable with respect to C0 the 1 removable reflex vertices of C1. Similarly, if we
denote as Cℓ the cycle obtained after ℓ steps corresponding to successively removing each
of the removable vertices, then a reflex vertex is called L-removable with respect to C0 if it
1-removable with respect to CL−1.
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Proposition 1 (Rank 2 case). Let G = ([m], [n], E) denote any bipartite graph isomorphic to
a graph G∗ for which the associated subgraph G∗ ⊂ Λm,n of the lattice graph contains a cycle
in which the reflex vertices are at most L-removable as shown in Fig. 3. Then the associated
rank-2 matrix can be completed exactly and stably through the level O(L ∨ Nr) where Nr is
the total number of reflex vertices of the cycle of the sum-of-squares hierarchy

Proof. Given the self-avoiding cycle ω, we define the embedded polygonal curve Γ as

Γ =

L1⋃
t=0

[ω(t), ω(t+ 1)] (7)

By the Jordan curve theorem Z2 \Γ has exactly two components, one bounded (the interior)
and one unbounded (the exterior). We use Int(ω) to denote the closure of the bounded
component of Z2 \ Γ and accordingly Ext(ω) = Λm,n \ Int(ω). We start by considering the
interior. For every 1-removable vetex, we consider any of the four rectangles described in
Definition 3. Let us take any position (i, j) inside this rectangle. From Definition 3, there
exist K1, K2 and M1,M2 such that (i, j−K1), (i, j +K2), (i+M1, j), (i+M2, j), (i+K1, j +
M1), (i + K2, j + M1), (i + K1, j + M2), (i + K2, j + M2) ∈ ω. Let I = (i, i + K1, i + K2)

and J = (j, j +M1, j +M2) and let us use (X0)
(i,j)
I,J to denote the submatrix of X0 where we

replace the entry at position (i, j) by the variable x and the monomial Xij − (X0)ij belongs
to the ideal generated by the minors obtained after substitution of the known entries, i.e.
Xij−(X0)ij ∈ IM . Then the equation det(X0)

(i,j)
I,J (x) = 0 generically has a single solution that

corresponds to the value of x. Proceeding like this, one can “close the rectangle” and uniquely
determine the values of all the entries in this rectangle. Once all the 1-removable vertices
have been “closed”, we proceed with the 2-removable vertices and so on. For 2-removable
vertices, one can again apply the procedure to any position (k, ℓ) located inside the rectangle
with the minor (X0)I,J having at most two missing entries. If there is a single missing entry,
we apply the same procedure as for 1-removable vertices. In the case where there 2 missing
entries, consider the polynomial det(X0)

(i,j)(k,ℓ)
I,J (x1, x2) = 0. Since this polynomial vanishes

at x1 = (x0)1 one can always write it as

det(X0)
(i,j)(k,ℓ)
I,J (x1, x2) = (x1 − (x0)1)p(x2) (8)

where p(x2) is of the form p(x2) = αx2 + β. In particular one can always eliminate the x1x2

and x1 terms from det(X0)
(i,j)(k,ℓ)
I,J (x1, x2) to express a polynomial q(x2) = α′x2 + β′ as

α′x2 + β′ = det(X0)
(i,j)(k,ℓ)
I,J (x1, x2)− C1(x1 − (x0)1)x2 − C2(x1 − (x0)1) (9)

for appropriate constants C1, C2. Since both det(X0)
(i,j)(k,ℓ)
I,J (x1, x2) and (x1 − (x0)1) are in

IM , so is α′x2 + β′. We can proceed like this for all the remaining vertices obtaining a
decomposition for Xij − (X0)ij of degree at most L from elements of IM . For all the missing

entries inside the cycle we can thus write Xij − (X0)ij ∈ I
(L)
M where I

(L)
M is the truncation of

the ideal generated by the degree 3 minors to degree L. Combined with the results of [21] this
implies that the interior of the cycle can be completed exactly and stably from the level-L of
the sos hierarchy combined with the trace norm.

For the exterior of the rectilinear polygon, since the cycle spans the whole set of row and
column indices, either it is given by the boundary of Λm,n or we can iteratively complete each
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Figure 1: An example of a polyomino type cycle covering the full set of column and row
indices and the corresponding first step (degree 3) of the completion of the exterior. The
(white) cells are assumed to be of size 3 at least. The same idea carries over to the tensor
setting replacing the notion of bipartite graphs by the more general notion of hypergraphs
illustrated in Fig. 2.

v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6

v7

v8

v9

e1

e2

e3

e4

1

1 1

1 0
0

0
0

0

0 0 0

0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

0 0 0
0 0 0

0

Figure 2: An example of a 3-partite hypergraph and the associated tensor mask.

of the rectangles whose sides are defined by the subpaths located between two turns as shown
in Fig, 1. For any position (i, j) on the exterior and inside those rectangles, since the cycle
is self-avoiding, there must exist K1, K2 and M1,M2 such that (i+K1, j), (i+K2, j), (i, j +
M1), (i, j +M2), (i+K1, j +K1), (i+K1, j +K2), (i+K2, j +K1), (i+K2, j +K2) ∈ Int(ω).
As before we can then express the corresponding monomials Xij − (X0)ij from the ideal
generated by the rank-2 minors.

Figure 3: Examples of removable and non removable vertices (see Definition 3)
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Figure 4: Example of nested structure required for exact completion. The condition states
that there should exist and ordering of the self avoiding walks so that the steps of walk ω(t+1)

are enclosed in the steps of walk ω(t).

2.1.4 General case

In a first time, we will only consider almost self avoiding walks that consist of sequences
of the form F k1RF k2LF k3RF k4 where F,R and L respectively denote “forward”, “right” or
“left” moves. For simplicity we let all the path start at position (0,0) and we assume that
the overlap is minimal. In this case we have a staircase structure similar to the one shown
in Fig. 5. In the general low rank setting, as expected, we will need additional path (all of
them spanning the whole range of column and row indices). As a result, we will have to
consider the extension from walks to lattice trees and the non overlapping condition that we
had in rank-2 will turn into a condition of minimal overlap and of non occlusion when such
an overlap is unavoidable. We start by clarifying those ideas below.

Condition 1 (Non occlusion). For a collection of lattice trees
{
T (0), . . . , T (r)

}
on Λm,n ⊂ Z2,

we say that the trees are non occluding if when there is an overlap between two trees T (i) and
T (j), the set of row/column indices that is spanned by the intersection of the two trees has
to be covered by another subtree from either T (i) or T (j) that does not lie in the intersection.
Mathematically, let P =

{
T (i) ∩ T (j)

}
and let

S1(T
(i) ∩ T (j)) =

{
k ∈ Λm,n | ∃ω = (ω1, ω2) ∈ T (i) ∩ T (j) with ω1 = k

}
(10)

S2(T
(i) ∩ T (j)) =

{
ℓ ∈ Λm,n | ∃ω = (ω1, ω2) ∈ T (i) ∩ T (j) with ω2 = ℓ

}
(11)

For every k ∈ S1(T
(i)∩T (j)) ℓ ∈ S2

(
T (i) ∩ T (j))

)
there must exist T ′ ⊂ T (i)∪T (j)\(T (i)∩T (j))

with k ∈ S1(T
′) and ℓ ∈ S2(T

′).

Condition 2 (Nested steps). Let ω, ω′ denote two self avoiding paths that span the whole
set of row and column indices in Λm,n. Further let ω(j) denote any position in the path such
that either ω2(j) = m or ω(j) − ω(j − 1) = e1 and ω(j + 1) − ω(j) = e2. Let us use j′

such that j′ = max {k|⟨ω − ω(j), e1⟩ = 0 for all ω ∈ [ω(j), ω(k)]} and let us label j′′ the index

7



Figure 5: An example of a C-graph for r = 3 . For the conditions in Proposition 2 to be
satisfied we assume that every white cell is of size at least 3

Figure 6: Completion of the exterior

Figure 7: The completion of the inner path region after removing the nested steps. We
assume that every (white) cell includes at least 3 entries from the adjacency matrix.
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Figure 8: The completion of the inner path region after removing the nested steps. We
assume that every (white) cell includes at least 3 entries from the adjacency matrix. The red
segments correspond to the walks ω̃(j) that are added to satisfy the non occlusion condition
(see Condition 1 as well as Proposition 2)

j′′ = max {ℓ|⟨ω(j′)− ω, e2⟩ ̸= 0 for all ω ∈ [ω(j′), ω(ℓ)]}. Then the sequence (j, j′, j′′) must
be such that for all ℓ′

x′
j = max

{
x such that [x, ω

(ℓ)
2 (j)] ∈ ω(ℓ′)

}
(12)

y′j = max
{
y such that [ω

(ℓ)
1 (j′′), y] ∈ ω(ℓ′)

}
(13)

y = min
{
y|(x′

jy) ∈ ω(ℓ′)for some x ∈ Z
}

(14)

x = min
{
x|(x, y′j) ∈ ω(ℓ′)for some y ∈ Z

}
(15)

We say that the paths ω(ℓ) and ω(ℓ′) satisfy a nested step structure if y ≤ y and x ≤ x.

We say that a set of paths
{
ω(ℓ)

}
satisfy a nested step structure if there exist an ordering of

the paths ω(0), . . . , ω(r) such that every pair ω(ℓ′), ω(ℓ) for every ℓ′ < ℓ satisfy the nested step
condition 2.

Condition 2 garantees the existence of a sequence of nested steps in the adjacency matrix
which in turn makes it possible to iteratively complete the entries as shown in the proof of
Proposition 2

Condition 3 (Connection condition). For every sequence (j, j′, j′′) of left-right-left turns in
ω(ℓ) that does not satisfy the nested step condition 2, we require that there exist a sequence of
turns (k1, k2, k3, k4) in ω(ℓ′) such that ω

(ℓ−1)
2 (k1) = ω

(ℓ)
2 (j), ω

(ℓ−1)
1 (k3) = ω

(ℓ)
1 (j), ω

(ℓ−1)
1 (k4) =

ω
(ℓ)
1 (j) and ω

(ℓ−1)
1 (k5) = ω

(ℓ)
1 (j′′) as well as

• for any ω ∈ [ω(ℓ−1)(k1), ω
(ℓ−1)(k2)], we have ⟨ω − ω(ℓ−1)(k1), e1⟩ = 0

• for any ω ∈ [ω(ℓ−1)(k2), ω
(ℓ−1)(k3)], we have ⟨ω − ω(ℓ−1)(k2), e2⟩ = 0

9



• for any ω ∈ [ω(ℓ−1)(k3), ω
(ℓ−1)(k4)], we have ⟨ω − ω(ℓ−1)(k3), e1⟩ = 0

• for any ω ∈ [ω(ℓ−1)(k4), ω
(ℓ−1)(k5)], we have ⟨ω − ω(ℓ−1)(k4), e2⟩ = 0

The connection condition ensures that when a step from walk ω(ℓ) is not nested entirely
nested in a single step of the walk ω(ℓ−1), this step never spans more than two steps from
ω(ℓ−1) as shown in Fig. 5.

Definition 5 (C-graph). A graph G is a C-graph for some r > 1 if the subgraph G of the
lattice graph generated from supp(AG) where AG is the bi-adjacency matrix of G is of the
form G = ∪r

i=1ω
(r)∪s

j=1 ω̃
(j) where

{
ω(ℓ)

}r

ℓ=1
are self avoiding walks that obey the nested steps

and connection conditions 2, 3 and ω̃s are walks that are added to satisfy the non occlusion
condition 1. Moreover we require

min
t,t′

{|ω(t)− ω′(t′)|} > r (16)

We are now ready to state the extension of Proposition 1 to the general low rank completion
setting.

Proposition 2. Let r be fixed and let G = ([m], [n], E) be any bipartite graph that is isomor-
phic to a C(r)-graph G∗. Then any rank-r matrix X0 can be recovered uniquely and stably
from the knowledge of (X0)G through the level O(κ) of the sos hierarchy where κ is the num-
ber of steps in the subgraph of the lattice graph defined from the support of the bi-adjacency
matrix of G∗.

Proof. The difficulty is to complete the interior. Once the interior has been completed, since
there are at least r paths, since the paths are distant by at least 3 cells each and since
the polyomino spans the whole set of row and columns indices, the exterior can always be
completed as shown in Fig. 5

For each step of the trajectory, either the step spans a vertical wall and a horizontal wall
that are intersecting (blue squares in Fig. 5) or the step spans a vertical wall and a horizontal
wall that are not intersecting (red square in Fig. 5). We discuss each of the situations below.

• For any blue square, relying on the nested step condition 2, we can complete the
interior of the square as follows. We let (j, j′, j′′) the indices associated to the limit

of the step. For any (m,n) ∈ Z2 with ω
(ℓ)
1 (j) < m < ω

(ℓ)
1 (j′), ω2(j

′′) < n < ω2(j
′)

by assumption we always have K(ℓ−r+1), . . . K(ℓ−1) as well as M (ℓ−r+1), . . .M (ℓ−1) such
that (Kj, n) ∪ (m,Mℓ) ∪ (Kj,Mℓ) belong to the subgraph G of the lattice graph For
each of those step, following the proof of Proposition 1, one can express the monomial
Xij − (X0)ij from the truncated ideal ILM generated by the minors and the completion
constraints.

• After removing all the nested steps, we are left with two parallel staircases such as
shown in Fig. 7 which can be completed by relying on the pattern (either vertical or
horizontal) shown in that same figure.

10



After the subregion located between the first two staircases (i.e. the ones with the smallest
steps) has been completed, one can proceed recursively with the larger staircases, by filling
the rectangles located below each step (relying on the region completed at the previous step)
until we are again left with parallel staircases. If the subregion corresponds to indices (either
row or column) that were shared by several walks, we make use of the additional subpaths
ω̃ (see Fig. 8).

3 Connections with existing work

3.1 (Pseudo-)random sampling and incoherence

The combination of random sampling and random or sufficiently incoherent singular vectors
makes it possible to rely on classical convex optimization tools such as the nuclear norm.
or semidefinite programming as well as spectral (projection) techniques. In [8] the authors
guarantee the recovery of the unknown matrix through nuclear norm minimization, as soon
as m ≥ Cn6/5r log n for random singular vectors and m ≥ Cµrn log(n) where µ depends on
the incoherence of the singular vectors. The result was later improved in [7] and [9]. In both
of those results, the row and column subspaces are requried to be sufficiently incoherent.
Namely if we let Uk (resp. V k) to denote the kth row of U (resp. V ) in column format, those
results require

∥Uk∥2 ≤ µ0r

m
, ∀k, ∥V k∥2 ≤ µ0r

n
, ∀k. (17)

as well as ∣∣∣⟨ea, UU⊺, eb⟩ −
r

m
1a=b

∣∣∣ ≤ µ1

√
r

m
, ∀1 ≤ a, b ≤ m.∣∣∣⟨ea, V V ⊺, eb⟩ −

r

n
1a=b

∣∣∣ ≤ µ1

√
r

n
, ∀1 ≤ a, b ≤ m.

(18)

In [10, 11] the authors suggest to start from the estimate (X0)Ω and then apply the following
steps: (i) trim the estimate by setting to zero all the columns that contain more than 2|Ω|/n
entries and all the rows that contain more than 2|Ω|/m entries (ii) project the resulting
estimate on the manifold of rank r matrices by only retaining the largest r singular values
and (iii) clean the residual error by minimizing the discrepancy

min
S∈Rr×r

1

2

∑
(i,j)∈Ω

((X0)ij − (XSY ⊺)ij)
2 (19)

where XSY ⊺ is the result of the projection on the rank-r manifold. The main result of
the paper requires the set Ω to be sampled uniformly at random and the convergence of the
scheme holds with high probability under incoherence conditions equivalent to the ones in (17)
and (18) and as soon as |Ω| ≥ nr(σmax/σmin)

2µ′ where µ′ depends on the (in)coherences of
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the singular vectors. The result is extended to the noisy setting in [11] where a stability
estimate is derived.

A natural extension of the results discussed above consists in studying the completion of
matrices defined on deterministic graphs that closely mimics randomness. A family of such
graphs is the family of expander graphs which are sparse despite having strong connectivity
and mixing properties. Expander graphs guarantee random like properties that make them
useful in compressed sensing. In [12], the authors replace the uniform sampling assumption
by a sampling scheme generated from the edge distribution of sufficiently strong expanders
known as Ramanujan graphs. Ramanujan graphs are associated with the largest possible
spectral gap among expanders (i.e. d-regular bipartite graph with σ2(G) ≤

√
d− 1). This

can in turn be used with the nuclear norm to provide stable recovery guarantees under an
incoherence assumption on the singular vectors of the unknown matrix. In [12] the authors
certify stable recovery of the matrix X0 as soon as d ≥ Cµ2

0r
2 and |Ω| ≥ Cµ2

0r
2max {m,n}.

Following this first connection between expander graphs and matrix completion, a number
of corrections and improvements were made including [13] where the authors reduce the
minimum number of measurements per row/column. The result still requires singular vectors
to be sufficiently incoherent (i.e the scalings still involving the incoherence µ0 defined in (17)).

In [22], the authors suggest to recover the matrix through the minimization of the γ2-norm
defined as

γ2(X) = min
UV ⊺=X

∥U∥ℓ2→ℓm∞∥V ∥ℓn1→ℓ2 (20)

The norm can be computed in polynomial time using convex programming. When the
observation are generated from the edges of a d-regular graph with second eigenvalue bounded
by λ, for a square n× n matrix, the following estimate can be derived

1

n2

∑
i,j

((X0)ij − X̂ij)
2 ≤ cγ2

2(X0)
λ

d
(21)

The result does not require the usual incoherence assumptions on the matrix but the de-
pendence on the γ2-norm that appears in (21) is somewhat equivalent in the sense that this
estimate depends on the magnitude of the entries (see the discussion in section 3.2) without
providing intuition on the sampling patterns or graphs for which exact completion is possible.
Moreover, this type of recovery estimate does not make it possible to certify exact recovery
except in the asymptotic regime when λ = o(d) (e.g. Ramanujan) and for γ2(X) that does
not grow with d. The authors extend their result by providing an error estimate in the case
of a general probability distribution P on the entries. In this case the derive a bound of the
form ∑

(i,j)

pij((X0)ij − X̂ij)
2 ≤ cγ2(X0)/

√
d. (22)

Finally in [27] the authors show that nuclear norm minimization can be used to complete
arbitrary rank r matrices from O(rn log2(n)) entries provided that the sampling is propor-
tionnal to local row and column coherences. None of the above results really shed light on
the characterization of sampling schemes for which exact completion can be guaranteed. By
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being unable to certify exact completion outside asymptotic regimes, they implicitely seem
to suggest that sampling schemes based on regular graphs or generated uniformly at random
might not be the keys to understand and characterize completable sampling patterns.

3.2 Deterministic/algebraic constructions

As explained above, despite clear theoretical interests (in particular when combined with
convex optimization) the incoherence assumptions and/or γ2-norm do not provide intuition
on what “drives” the completability of low rank matrices. I.e. what makes the difference
between the patterns that can be completed and those that cannot, and among the patterns
that can be completed in theory, the difference between those that can be completed effi-
ciently and those for which the exact completion, while possible in theory, remains out of
reach in practice. Around Theorem 1, a number of approaches have attempted to character-
ize successful sampling patterns per se, that is to say with respect to the structure itself and
without the need for additional assumptions on the unknown matrix. Those approaches can
roughly be organized into two groups: the first group (which includes [17]) relies on combi-
natorics and matroid theory, notions from algebraic geometry such as the characterization of
the determinantal variety and the Jacobian of the map A : U, V 7→ A = UV ⊺ and/or the
Grassmanian. The second relies on rigidity theory and the distance geometry problem (a.k.a.
graph realization problem).

Both approaches usually make the distinction between finite completability (or local com-
pletability in rigidity theory) and unique completability (or global completability in rigidity
theory). The terms finite or unique completability are used to denote settings in which com-
pleting the matrix uniquely given the pattern is not possible but the number of completion
remains finite. Conversely the authors use the terms global or unique completability when
the low rank completion is guaranteed to be unique. The classical references along those two
directions can be summarized as follows.

For finite completion, the authors in [19] require r+1 entries to be observed in each column
and they require the existence of a m×r(m−r) submatrix M̃ of the mask M such that every
matrix formed by a subset of columns of M̃ has a number of non zero rows that is larger than
n/r+ r. Similarly, for unique completion, they require the existence of a partition of M into
two disjoint submatrices M̃1 and M̃2 of respective sizes m× r(m− r) and m× (m− r) such
that the first mask M̃1 satisfies the finite completability condition and for every submatrix
formed by a subset of the columns of M̃2 has a number of non zero rows that is at least n+r.

A classical series of papers is [28, 29, 17]. The closest to this work in [17] which derives several
general finite and unique completability results based on matroid theory and the analysis of
the Jacobian map A : U, V 7→ A = UV ⊺. We recall some of the most useful ideas in
section ??. Among the main contributions of the paper, one must mention Theorems 10
and 17 which formalize the idea that completability solely depend on the structure of the
measurements and not on the unknown matrix itself. Additional key contributions of the
paper include Algorithms 1 and 2 which compute the notions of rank r finitely completable
closure (Algorithm 1) and generic stress rank (Algorithm 2) that are key in certifying finite or
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unique completability. Despite the value of the tools derived in the paper, the characterization
of completable graph remains relatively limited and the completability conditions relatively
general. The most relevant to this paper can be derived from Proposition 36 and Corollary
39 and says that if a pattern Ω is finitely completable in rank r, it is necessarily r-edge
connected and has degree at least r. This is in accordance with the patterns that are derived
in this paper.

In the context of rigidity theory based approaches, the authors usually start by connecting the
graph rigidity/distance geometry problems to the completion of Gram (positive semidefinite)
matrices. Such an approach is followed in [18] as well as [30] and [31]. The results from this
second line of work usually rely on the notion of infinitesimal motion. I.e when considering
samples from the distance matrix dij = ∥pi − pj∥, we can consider the smooth motions
p(t) = [p1(t), . . . , pn(t)] that preserve the pairwise distances, i.e. such that d

dt
∥pi − pj∥2 = 0

for all (i, j) ∈ E. Such a definition thus implies the well known relations

⟨pi − pj, ṗi − ṗj⟩ = 0, for all (i, j) ∈ E. (23)

This system of equations can then be written as RG(p)ṗ = 0, where RG(p) is known as the
rigidity matrix and is of size m × dn. One can then study the configuration for which no
infinitesimal deformation is possible. It is important to note that for every skew-symmetric
d×d matrix A (with A⊺ = −A), and for every b ∈ Rd, we have ṗi = Api+b is an infiniteseimal
motion that satisfies the system (23). In the setting of graph rigidity, A represents an
orthogonal transformation and b is the translation vector. Combining the d degrees of freedom
of the translation to the d(d − 1)/2 degrees of freedom of the orthogonal transformation, a
configuration is called infinitesimally rigid if dim null(RG(p)) = d(d + 1)/2. The authors
of [18] use the similarity between the graph rigidity problem and the completion problem to
derive a number of general local and global completion results, the stronger ones being derived
for the rank-1 completion of Gram matrices. The most related to this paper are probably
Propositions 5.1. and 5.2. which imply that every locally completable matrix contains a
graph that spans the whole set of vertices and that is (d, d−1

2
) sparse which means that every

subset of n′ ≤ n spans at most dn′ − d−1
2

edges. The paper also provides algorihtms to test
local and global completion.

A number of other papers address this connection between the graph rigidity problem and
matrix completion, starting with the completion of positive semidefinite Gram matrices. One
of the most relevant to us are [30] and [31] in which a number of guarantees are derived. The
most related to this paper include [30], Theorem 3.1., where the authors show that if a
configuration is globally rigid for a generic configuration, then the graph must be (d+1)-
connected (which means that it remains connected after removing d + 1 vertices) (also see
Theorem 1.2.1 in [20] and the discussions that follow for details). As indicated in [18], it is
important to keep in mind that the global rigidity problem is different from the uniqueness
in matrix completion (the problems are in fact known to be equivalent only at the local level
and when the diagonal entries of the Gram matrix are all known, or equivalently, when all the
vertices in the graph contain a loop). The results can nonetheless be used to develop some
intuition as we try to do below. Another interesting line of result can be found in [31]. Among
the most meaningful results of this paper, one should mention Theorems 13 and 14 (see also
Theorem 12 for the weaker notion of local completability). The latter of those statements in
particular show that the cluster graph induced by a general multigraph G = (V,E) with |V |
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and |E| larger than 2 is globally completable in Rd if and only if the graph H is highly
(
d
2

)
tree-connected. A graph is called

(
d
2

)
-tree connected if for all partitions P = {X1, X2, . . . , Xt}

of V , if eH(P) denotes the number of edges of H connecting distinct members of P , we have
eH(P) ≥

(
d
2

)
(t − 1). More interestingly, Results by Nash-Williams and Tutte [32, 33] show

equivalence between the notion m-tree connectivity and the existence of m disjoint spanning
trees in the graph H. Although the catch here is that the

(
d
2

)
-tree connectivity condition is

enforced on H while the completability is guaranteed on the cluster graph which is obtained
from H as follows: One first replaces each vertex v ∈ V by the (complete) graph K◦

d(v) on d(v)

vertices to which a loop is added on every vertex. One then repalce each edge (s, t) ∈ E by an
edge between the clusters Cs and Ct in such a way that no two edges share a common vertex
(i.e. the edges are pairwise disjoint). The catch here is that the (high)

(
d
2

)
-tree connectivity

of H is needed to guarantee the global completability of G◦
H and not H itself. Nonetheless,

the connection between unique completion and the existence of a sufficient number of non
overlapping trees is an interesting hint and seems to be corroborated by the results presented
in this paper.
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