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In [1], [2], [3], we have proposed a new approach to linear
signal processing (henceforth just referred to as signed pr
cessing or SP), called algebaric signal processing th&bw.

11 approach argues that the assumptions underlying SP provide
11 Structure that includes but goes beyond vector spaces and
12 linear algebra and places SP more naturally into the context
12 of the theory of algebras and modules, or tepresentation

13 theoryof algebras.

In recognizing this structure, we have introduced a general
axiomatic approach to SP that starts from the concept of a
signal model. Given a signal model, all major SP ingredients
can be derived from it, including signals, filters, convolu-
tion, associated Z-transform,” spectrum, Fourier transform,
and frequency response, among others. These concepts take
different forms for different models, as shown in Table I,
which is explained in detail later in Section Il. For example
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discrete infinite and finite (finite number of samples) 1-Daimwill be the subject of a future paper.

are signal models with associateetransform and finitez- Goal of this paper. This paper has two main goals: First,
transform (defined in [1]) and the DTFT and DFT as associatéal explain how and why algorithms arise and how they can
Fourier transforms, respectively. Further, we developgdas be derived in a reproducible way. Second, this paper can
models for infinite and finite 1-D space (where space is in tlserve as a reference for readers whose interest is solely in
sense of an undirected graph versus directed graph for tirttee algorithms, for example, for their implementation. Fos

and not as 2-D versus 1-D) and showed that for the latieason, all algorithms are presented in tables and in a form
there are 16 reasonable alternatives corresponding to it® fifirom which they can be easily retrieved.

C-transforms (defined in [2]) and showed that the 16 discretePrevious work. The approach taken in this paper to derive
cosine and sine transform (DCTs and DSTSs) are the associafgbrithms using polynomial algebras builds on and extends
Fourier transforms. First results on higher-dimensiorialage early work on DFT algorithms. The known interpretation of
also already available [4], [5], [6], [7], [8]. the DF'T,, in terms of the polynomial algebrf@[z]/ (2™ — 1)

The algebraic theory provides a methodology for the comas used to derive and explain the (radix-2) Cooley-Tukey
struction of finite signal models and clarifies the role pthyeFFT by Auslander, Feig, and Winograd [20] using the Chi-
by boundary conditions and their relation to signal extemsi nese remainder theorem (CRT). Equivalently, Nicholsorj [21
In particular, we showed that any finite shift-invariantreiy) explains DFT and FFT using group theory; so does Beth [22],
model is described by a polynomial algebra, which capturedich generalized the approach to more general groups.-\Wino
all the necessary information about the model. We deriveiad’s DFT algorithms [23], [24], [25], [26] and his results
and discussed in detail the polynomial algebras for the DAM, complexity theory make heavy use of polynomial algebras
DCTs, DSTs, and most other known, as well as some newmd the CRT. So do extensions of the above work by Burrus
trigonometric transforms [2]. et al. [27], [28]. Nussbaumer [29], [30], [31] uses polynaini

Algebraic theory of transform algorithms. In this paper, algebras and the CRT to derive efficient 2-D FFTs that save
we apply the algebraic approach to the derivation and discawultiplications compared to the row-column method.
ery of Fourier transform algorithms. Here, the term Fourier For the DFT it turns out that to derive the most important
transform is meant in the general sense of the algebraicythed-FTs, it is not necessary to work with polynomial algebras,
i.e., including DFT, DFTs, DSTs, and other trigonometrieli but sufficient to work with index arithmetic module. This
transforms. In other words, we apply the algebraic SP thecapproach is used in [31], [32] to provide a consistent apgroa
to derive fast transform algorithms. The paper extends th@FFTs. However, this approach provides no insight into how
preliminary results shown in [9], [10]. to approach other transforms, whereas the polynomial sdgeb

There is a large body of literature on fast transform akpproach does, as we show in this paper. Further, this agiproa
gorithms. With very few exceptions (for example DFT algofits naturally with the algebraic SP theory, since polyndmia
rithms, discussed below) these algorithms are deriveddwecl algebras are a natural structure from an SP point of view as
and often lengthy manipulation of the transform coefficgentexplained in [1].

This is hard to grasp, and provides no insight into the stinect ~ The only (implicit) use of polynomial algebras for the DCTs
or the derivation of the algorithm. Further, without an appr or DSTs we found in the literature is the derivation of a DCT,
priate theory, it is hard to determine if all relevant classdype 3, algorithm by Steidl [33], [34]. These papers prodide
of algorithms have been found. This is not just an academigportant hints for developing the work in this paper.
problem as the variety of different implementation platier ~ Organization of the paper. Section Il provides a brief
and application requirements makes a thorough knowledgeiiroduction to the algebraic signal processing theorysMo
the algorithm space crucial. relevant are the signal models, or polynomial algebrag-ass

Our derivation of the fast algorithms is algebraic: we masiated with the DFT and DTTs. Section Il introduces notatio
nipulate the signal model (or polynomial algebra) undexyi to represent algorithms as products of structured matrives
a transform rather than the transform itself. We present tvatgebraic methods to derive algorithms from a polynomial
generic theorems for polynomial algebras that generaliee t@algebra are explained in Section IV using the DFT as an
Cooley-Tukey FFT [11]. Application to the 16 DCTs ancexample. Then we apply these methods to derive numerous
DSTs yields a large set of Cooley-Tukey type algorithms,tmogooley-Tukey type algorithms for the DTTs in Sections V-
of which have not been found with previous methods. The a& A visual organization of the most important ones can be
gorithm derivation is concise (no tedious index manipolag) found in Figure 2 in Section VI. Finally, we offer conclus®n
and greatly simplified as there is a clear methodology. Vil Section XI.
draw attention to the large number of algorithms in this pape
However, we do not considall existing classes of algorithms. !l BACKGROUND: ALGEBRAIC SIGNAL PROCESSING
In particular, all our algorithms are non-orthogonal,,iteey THEORY
are not built from rotations. More precisely, in this papee The algebraic signal processing theory recognizes that the
will not consider orthogonal algorithms (e.g., [12]), aldloms structure available inlinear signal processing (heretofore,
that compute DFTs via the DCTs/DSTs [13], [14], primesimply sighal processing or SP) goes beyond vector spaces
factor type algorithms [15], Rader-type algorithms [16]7], (or linear spaces) and is actually describedabyebrasand
[18], or algorithms that do not reduced the operations coussociatednodules which places SP in the context of (ab-
[19]. The algebraic principles behind some of these algorit stract) algebra. The algebraic theory provides a congistah



TABLE |
1-D DISCRETE INFINITE AND FINITE TIME AND SPACE SIGNAL PROCESHNG AS FOUR INSTANTIATIONS OF THE GENERAL ALGEBRAIC SIGNAL
PROCESSING THEORY

infinite time finite time infinite space finite space generic teory

series inz~—"™  polynomials inz—"  series inTy, polynomials inT, A (algebra of filters)
series inz~—"™  polynomials inz—"  series inCY, polynomials inCh, M (A-module of signals)
z-transform finitez-transform(s) C-transform(s) finiteC-transform(s) P (“z-transform”)

DTFT DFTs DSFTs DCTs/DSTs F (Fourier transform)

generic framework for SP whose instantiations lead to madgfinition 1 (Signal modellLet V < C! be a discrete vector

known, as well as new, ways of doing SP. space. A signal model fdr is a triple (A, M, ®), whereA is
The key concept in the algebraic theory is the signal modah algebraM is an associatedl-module, andp is a bijective

(A, M, ®). Before we define it, we introduce two algebraidinear mapping

terms: algebra and associated module, which model the space

of filters and signals, respectively. o: VoM, s—seM.

. Algebra_= Spacelof fiItersAn. algebra i; gveptorspace thaWe call a signal modelegular if M — A.

is also a ring, i.e., it has a defined multiplication of eletsen

include C (complex numbers) an€[z] (set of polynomials jnfinjte discrete-time signal processing. Namelyjs defined

with complex coefficients). - ~asin (1),M as in (2), andd is the z-transform
The crucial observation is that the set of filters in a given

signal processing scenario (e.g., infinite discrete tinmge) i P: s s5= anz*” € M.

usually assumed to be an algebra. Namely, the multiplicatio nez

is the concatenation of filters. For example, in infinite diée

. . o
time, the set of filters (in the-domain) is the algebra (A, M, ®) is a signal model fol" = (*(Z).

The purpose of the signal model is to assign a proper notion
A={h(z"1) = Z Bz "}, (1) offiltering to a discrete sequensewhich, taken by itself, does
nel not specify how this should be done. Once a signal model is
Where for  example the coefficient sequencesseleCted.’ all main cpncepts for SP can t_)e derived: filtering o
(. .7h,_1,h0,h1, e él(’Z), i.e., are absolutely summable convolution (operation ofA on M), associated “z-transform”

Module = Space of signals.Assume an algebrad is (@), spectrum, frequency response, Fourier transform, and

chosen. Then ad-moduleM is a vector space that permits anOtherS' . . . .
The question now is, which signal models are used or make

operation of elements aft on M through linear mappings. sense in SP. A partial answer was provided in [1], [2]: if

This operation is the algebraic analogue of filtering in SP~. . . . .
Formally, if h € A, then there is an operation (written a§h|ft-|nvarlance is requiredd _has to be commutatn_/e. Fyrther,
multiplication) we have shoyvn how t_o _d_erlve models_ from basic prl_n(_:lples,
through a suitable definition of the shift operator. Using th

h: M= M, m—h-m, method, we presented in [2] a theory of 1spaceSP.

The algebraic theory provides a comprehensive theory for
finite signal models, i.e., models for finite sequensesC™.
In particular, it identifies for all trigonometric transfos T

the associated signal models, i.e., those that ffags Fourier

which is linear, i.e.h(s+s') = hs+ hs’, andh(as) = a(hs)
for s,s’ € M anda € C.
An example of and-module isM = A itself with the
pperation being the multiplication isl. When M = A, M transform, and explain how they are obtained.
is called aregular mo‘?'“'e In particular, all signal models associated to the trigoabm
The above properties capture exactly the structure of th transforms are finite, shift-invariant, and most of thare
signal space: every filter is a linear mapping on the sign gular, i.e. A — M. Thé only way to (;btain such models is

space. Thed-module usually chosen along with in (1) in throughpolynomial algebrass we explain next.
infinite discrete-time signal processing is

—1 —-n
M={s=s(z"") = Z snz ", (2) " A. Finite Shift-Invariant Regular 1-D Signal Models
nez
o ) . If (A4, M,®) is a shift-invariant signal model for finite

where the coefficient sequences are/#fZ), i.e., of finite 1 p sequences = (so,...,sn_1), then, necessarilyd —
energy. _ o ~ Cl[z]/p(x) is apolynomial algebrawith a suitable polynomial

Signal model. We start with the formal definition con3|d-p(x) It is defined as

. . . . . . . . I .
ering infinite and finite discrete complex signals C* over

some index domaid. Examples includes € CZ or s € C™. Clz]/p(z) = {q(z) | deg(q) < deg(p)}-



In words, giverp(x), C[z]/p(z) is the set of all polynomials of ~ Other Fourier transforms for the same model arise through
degree smaller thamwith addition and multiplication modulo the degrees of freedom in choosing the bases in the spectral
p. If deg(p) = n, thendim(C[z]/p(x)) = n. componentsClz]/(z — ayx). In the most general case, we

In this paper, we restrict ourselves to regular models, i.ehoose a basi§3;2°) in each component, which yields the
models with M = A = C[z]/p(x). With this restriction, a generic Fourier transform.
signal model forV = C™ is uniquely characterized by(z)

and by a chosen basis= (p,...,p,—1) of M. Namely,® F = diag(1/Bo, .-, 1/Bn-1)Ph.a- ©)
is given by Returning to our previous examplé = M = C[z]/(z" —
O: Vs Clal/p(x), S s— Z sepe. 3) 1) and ® given in (4), we compute
0sé<n Clal/(a" = 1) = P Cla]/(x - w}),
By construction® is bijective. Conversely, every finite shift- 0<k<n

invariant regular 1-D signal model can be expressed this Wihherew, = e~27/", and thus

Filtering in these models is equivalent to multiplying two

polynomials (signal and filter) modulo the fixed polynomial Poa = [wEo<k,e<n = DFT,
p(z). Note that (3) clarifies the role of thetransform in SP:

the equation shows that the bijective mbpwhich generalizes
the z-transform, is simply an artifact to fix the basis of th

is the discrete Fourier transform, which also motivates the
ename finitez-transform for (4).

signal moduleM. )
Example: finite z-transform. As an example considerB- Signal Models for DFTs and DTTs
the modelA = M = C[z]/(z™ — 1) with basisb = In this section we provide the signal models for 4 types

(2°,...,2" 1) in M and thus, fos = (sg,...,s,-1)7 € C®, of DFTs, the 16 DCTs and DSTs. We refer to the DCTs and
L N DSTs collectively as DTTs (discrete trigonometric tramsfe)
®:srs=s@)= Y sa* €Cll/(@"~1) (@) gyen though this class is actually larger (e.g., includiisgrete

Osk<n Hartley transform and real discrete Fourier transformsiy- F
is thefinite z-transform After applying the model, filtering is ther, we define 4 types of skew DTTs, which were introduced
defined, forh = h(z) € A ands = s(z) € M as in [2], and which are necessary to derive a complete set of

algorithms.

Each of these transforms is a Fourier transform for a finite
which is equivalent to computing the circular convolutidn oshift-invariant regular 1-D signal model. As said beforede
the coefficient sequencésands (e.g., [31]). models are uniquely determined ky(x) (defining A =

Fourier transform. The Fourier transform for signal mod- M = C[z]/p(x)) and the basi$ (defining ®). The model
els of the form(C|x]/p(x), Clx]/p(z), ®) is obtained from in turn uniquely determines the associapadynomialFourier
the well-known Chinese remainder theorem (or CRT, seensformpP, .. To characterize aarbitrary Fourier transform,
Appendix ). We assume that the zerosdfc) are pairwise we need to specify in addition the diagonal matrix in (6). We
distinct, given byer = (o, . .., an—1). Then the CRT provides do this in the following by providing a functiorf such that

h(zx)s(x) mod (=™ — 1),

the decomposition the diagonal matrix is given by
Fi Clzl/p(x) = Docren Clal/ (@ — o), (5) Dy = diagy<o<n (f (o)),
S(SC) = (S(ao)v"'vs(anfl))'

] . ) : whereq, are, as before, the zeros pfz).
The mappingF is theFourier transformfor the signal model,  pe to lack of space, we will not provide in the paper
and Clz]/(z — o), 0 < k < n, are the spectral componentgyetailed derivations of the signal models; we refer the eead
of M = Clz]/p(z). , to [1], [2] for detalls.

To obtain a matrix representation df, we choose bases. ppTs The DFTs are Fourier transforms for finite time
The basisb = (po,...,pn—1) Of M is provided by the n,qeis \We distinguish 4 types, DFT type 1-4. Type 1 and 3
model (namely byp). In each spectral component, which hag ¢ special cases of AFT(a), a € C\{0}, all of which are
dimension 1, we choose the bagi$). The standard procedurepo|ynomia| transforms.

to derive the matrix representation téris applyF to the base = g4, example, the signal model associatedtBT(a) is

vectorsp,, determine the coordinate vectors of the images, a@ﬂ/en byA = M = Clz]/(z" —a) and® : s s
place them in the columns of a matrix. By abuse of notatioi(Kk spz®. The zeros ofz™ — a are then nth roots of
. . <k<n )
we denote this matrix also by. Because a and thus straightforward computation yields
Pe(w) = pe(oe) mod (2 — o), DFT(a) = Py o = DFT, dingocren(Va),  (7)
we obtain

where {/a = |a|'/™e"I/™ for a = |ale”.

DTTs. The 16 DTTs are Fourier transforms for finite space
We call P, a polynomial transform It is uniquely deter- models, which are defined in Table Ill. In contrast to the time
mined by the signal model. This definition is different frommodels, the basis polynomials are now Chebyshev polynsmial
Nussbaumer’s in [29], [31]. of the first (I%), second U}), third (%), or fourth (7) kind.

F =Pva = [pe(ar)]o<k,e<n-



TABLE Il TABLE IV
SIGNAL MODELS ASSOCIATED TO THEDFTS. 8 TYPES OFDCTS AND DSTS OF SI1ZEn. THE ENTRY AT ROW k AND
COLUMN Z IS GIVEN FOR0O < k, £ < n.

F plz) b f=f(0)
DFT-2 av—1 2k ol 1 coskl.™; sin(k +1)(¢ + 1) ;7
DFT-3 a®+1 ak 1 2 cosk(t+ )= sin(k +1)(£+ 1) =
DFT-4 an+1 2k ayf? 3 cos(k+ )z sin(k + 1)+ )=
1 Llym i 1 lym
DFT(a) " —a Z‘k 1 4 COS(k—i— 2)(Z+ 2)n S}n(k"" 2)(Z+ Q)n
5  coskl{—T+ sin(k +1)(£ + 1) :1
n—3 n+3
TABLE Il 6 cosk(f+ %)n—f%— sin(k + 1)(€ + %)#%—
SIGNAL MODELS ASSOCIATED TO THE16 DTTs (DCTS AND DSTS). 7 cos(k+ )¢ nf% sin(k 4+ 2)(£+1) n:%
8 COS(k+%)(Z+%)ﬁ sin(k—i—%)(f—i—%)nf%
F p=p(x) b f=F(0), cost =0y
o DCT-3 T, Te 1
3 DST-3 T, Uk sin(0) TABLE V
g DCT-4 T, Vi Cos(9/2) 4 TYPES OF SKEWDTTS AND ASSOCIATED SIGNAL MODELS THE
DST-4 Ty Wi sin(€/2) PARAMETERT ISINO <r < 1. FORr = 1/2 THEY REDUCE TO THE
T-GROUPDTTS.
g DCT-1 (22 — )Up—2 Tk 1
S DST-1 Uy Uy sin(6)
F = b = f(0), cosf =
FDCT2 (@- DU Vi cos(8/2) p=r(® I =10), cosf= s
DST-2 (x4 1)Up—1 Wi sin(0/2) DCT-3(r) Tn —cosrm Ty 1
DOT-7 v T 1 DST-3(r) Tn —cosrm Uy sin(0)
% DST-7 (@ +V) n-l Uk (0 DCT-4(r) Tn —cosrm Vi cos(0/2)
> ) " k sin(6) DST-4(r) Tn —cosrm Wy sin(6/2)
. DCT-8 | Vi cos(0/2)
DST-8 (z+1)Vp—1 Wi sin(0/2)
2 DCT-5  (z—1)Wno1 Tk 1
S DST-5 Wh, Uk sin(6) For the DCTs of types 1,3,5,7, the scaling function is 1 (Ta-
s DCT-6 (z-1)Wn1 Vi cos(6/2) ble 1) and thus they are equal to their polynomial coundetp
DST-6 W, Wi sin(0/2) We will later see that in some cases, the polynomial DTTs

have a lower arithmetic cost than the corresponding DTTs,
which makes them suitable choices in application, where the
See Appendix Il for their definition and properties that wdl witransform output is scaled.
use in this paper. We divide the DTTs into 4 groups, calléd-, U-, V-, and
As an example consider the most commonly ub€dl'-2,,.  W-group depending op as shown in Table . Within each
The associated model is given from Table Ill By= M = group, the algebra and module are (almost) the same. This
Clz]/(z — 1)Up—1. The zeros of(z — 1)U,—; are given l|eads to sparse relationships between DTTs in one group as we
by ap = cos(km/n), 0 < k < n (see Table XXIIl in have shown in [2]; examples we will use are in Appendix IlI.
Appendix Il). Thus the unique polynomial Fourier transform pyriher, within a group, DTTs are pairwisgual (they

for the model is given by have flipped associated boundary conditions [2]), whichneea

cos HUE1/2)m that they can be translated into each other without addition
Po.a = [Velaw)]o<k,t<n = lTﬂ/r‘))”l (8) arithmetic operations (see (105) in Appendix IlI).
COs 5, 0<k,b<n Skew DTTs. We introduced the skew DTTs in [3] since
Multiplying .., from the left by the scaling diagonal their associated S|gnal models are also reasona_ble space
’ models, but, more importantly, because they are important
diagy <<, (cos(acos(ay)/2)) building blocks of Cooley-Tukey type algorithms as we will
a _ show in this paper. There are 4 types of skew DTTs, each
cancels the denominator to yield parameterized by) < r < 1. They generalize the fouf-

group DTTs (DCT/DST of type 3/4) and have the same scaling
functions as these do. The models that define these transform
which identifiesDCT-2 as a Fourier transform for the speci&re shown in Table V. The corresponding polynomial versions
fied signal model. are again denoted using a bar asD@'T-3,(r).

The definitions of all 16 DTTs are given in Table IV. Types To obtain the exact form of these transforms, we need the
1, 4, 5, 8 are symmetric; types 2, 3 and 6, 7 are transposegefos of the polynomial’, — cosrm and choose an order of
each other, respectively. these zeros. This is done in the following lemma.

EveryDTT has a polynomial transform counterpart, which
we write asDTT. For exampleDCT-2,, is the matrix in (8).

DCT-2,, = [cos M]ng,é<na




Lemma 1Let 0 < r < 1. We have the factorization In the algebraic signal processing theory, we adopt the
, second approach for two reasons. First, transforms (in @ ver
T, — cosrm = 2" H (= cos =52 ), ©) general spepnse) arise in the theory as matrices, n(amyély as
decompositions of signal models (which includes a chosen
which determines the zeros 6§, — cos rw. We order the zeros basis) into its spectral components by base changes. More
asa = (cosrom,...,cosr,_17), such that0 < r, < 1, importantly, transform algorithms are derived in the algéb
andr; < r; for i < j. The list of ther, is given by the theory through a decomposition of the model in steps, where

0<i<n

concatenation the steps correspond to sparse base changes or sparsesatric
B 42 242 Second, we will argue below that there are many advan-

(re)ose<n = U (= =) tages of the matrix representation from an algorithmic and

0si<n/2 implementation point of view.
for n even, and by Notation. As mentioned above, we represent transform
2 ri2i 1 algorithms as sparse structured matrix factorizationses€h
(re)o<e<n = ( U (== =% )) U (=) are built from basic matrices and operators.
0<i< iyt As basic matrices, we use thex n identity matrixI,,, the

opposite identity matrixJ,, (I, with the columns in reversed

for n odd. In the particular case ef = 1/2 or cosrm = 0, .
P / . order), and the butterfly matrix

we thus havey = (cos(£+1/2)w/n)o<e<r as in Table XXIII
in Appendix II. - {1 1 ]
2 = .

For example, thédCT-3,,(r) is given by the matrix b=l

Further, we use permutation matrices; most importantly the
n X n stride permutation matrix, which can be defined for

where ther, are provided by Lemma 1. m|n by
Relationships between the skew DTTs and skew and non-,, . . . . . .
. . : n < n < .
skew DTTs are shown in Appendix III. Wi gyt imtiy, 0Sh < E, 0<i < 78_2)

DCT-3,,(r) = [cos kr¢T|o<k,e<n,

This definition shows thal.;;, transposes &- x m matrix
I1l. BACKGROUND: FAST TRANSFORMALGORITHMS stored in row-major order. Alternatively, we can write
In this section, we explain the notation that we use to _,, .
represent and manipulate transform algorithms followed by "
a brief discussion on the quality of algorithms.

t—immodn—1, for0<i<n-—1,
n—1—n-—1.

Since the last point — 1 is fixed, we can define anddstride
permutationl, for m | n + 1 as the restriction of.”."! to the

A. Representation of Algorithms y .
first n points,

We discuss two representations for transforraad their . i im modn (13)
algorithms. Traditionally, transforms in SP are written as me '
summation like Analogous to the stride permutatiofi,,)~! = ﬁ?nﬂ)/m,

Yk = Z i eSe, (10) and
0<e<n L =T el.
— T j i i

where s = T(SO’ oosSn=1) 1S the input signal,y Other permutation matrices may be defined by their corre-
(Yo,---,yn—1)" the output signal, and;, the transform <ponding bermutation
coefficients. This representation is usually adopted eal” ap
these transforms are thought of as truncated versions oftifi P: i f(i), 0<i<n,

series expansions. Correspondingly, algorithms are enritts _ _ _
sequences of such summations, cleverly organized to redudich means that the matri® has in rowi the entry 1 at

the operations count. position f(z) and O else. In this paper, matrix indices start
A different approach, equivalent in content, represemtssy With 0.
forms as matrix-vector products Diagonal matrices are written aSag(ao, . .., ap—1).
Other matrices that serve as building blocks will be defined
y=Ts, whereT = [tk7g]0§k7g<n. (11) as needed.

The transform matrix isT’, and transform algorithms corre- Further we use matrix operators, like the product of matri-
spond to factorizations df into a product of sparse structurec€S, the direct sum

matrices. This approach was adopted for the DFT in [35],,[32] A

but also for other transforms in various research paperasin f A®B = [ B] g

transform algorithms.
and the Kronecker or tensor product

1By “transforms,” we mean here those computing some sort etspm
of finite length discrete signals like the DFT or DTTs. A® B = [ak¢Blke, for A= lae]



Often, we will also construct a larger matrix as a matrix of Clz]/p(x)
matrices, e.g.,

5 4]
B A |’ partial decomposition

Transposition and Inversion. If an algorithm for a trans- F
form is given as a product of sparse matrices built from
the constructs above, then an algorithm for the transposed
or inverse of the transform can be readily derived using
mathematical properties including

P Clal/(z — )
(AB)Y = BTAT, (AB)"'=B"'A"!,
(A o B)T — AT P BT, (A @ B)fl — A1 D Bfl’ Fig. 1. Basic idea behind the algebraic derivation of Codlekey type

algorithms for a Fourier transfornf.
(AeB)T=AT®B", (A@B)'=A"1B .

Permutation matrices are orthogonal, i.87 = P~!. The

" . , ! . i ) In many SP publications the term complexity is used for the
transposition or inversion of diagonal matrices is obvidiste

hat i | the i ¢ 2 operations count or arithmetic cost . In a strict sense #his i
that in general the inverse of a sparse matrix Is Not Sparsep i ¢orrect, since complexity is a property of a probleme(lik

Advantages of representationWe believe the structured .omputing a DFT), not of an algorithm (like a specific FFT).
representation of matrices to be advantageous because of{ih ;s we will use the term cost.

following reasons: 1) The representation is more visual and
thus easier to grasp by human readers than nested sums
with many indices. 2) Algorithms can be easier manipulated, IV. ALGEBRAIC DERIVATION OF FAST TRANSFORM

e.g., transposed or inverted, using mathematical preaserti ALGORITHMS FOR1-D POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS

3) Properties of the algorithm, e.g., orthogonality, or evhi  In this section, we start with our algebraic theory of Fourie
parts can be computed in parallel, can be readily identifielansform algorithms, where the term “Fourier transfors” i
4) Finally, the sparse matrix product representation can bwant in the general sense of the algebraic signal proggssin
automatically translated into programs using SPIRAL [36}heory (e.g., including the DCTs, DSTs, and other trigonbme
[37]. ric transforms). As mentioned before, we consider only dinit

Even though our approach simplifies the derivation @hift-invariant regular signal models, i.e., models of them
algorithms, the sheer number of matrices and cost formalasA = M = C[z]/p(z) and
the remainder of the paper makes it hard to assure correctnes n
We solved this problem using two computer algebra systems. o C =M, s Z Sepe,

Firstly, we used SPIRAL, which includes a modified version 0st<n
of GAP/AREP [38], [39], and provides infrastructure fowhereb = (po,...,p,—1) is a basis forM. Further, we
working with structured matrices as shown here. This wagssume thap has pairwise different zeros, which causes the
all formulas in the paper were formally verified (for severadpectrum to consist of distinct one-dimensional submadule
problem sizes). Secondly, we used Maple [40] to solve tiéhe Fourier transform in these cases is given by the CRT (5)
numerous recurrences in our cost analysis. and is viewed as a matrix (6).

Quality of algorithms. There are many different factors Assume a transfornf is given as a matrix. The algebraic
that determine the quality of a given transform algorithmapproach derives algorithms by manipulating the assatiate
the relative importance of these factors is determined ly thignal model (A, M, ®), not by manipulating the matrix
chosen implementation platform and the specific requirésnerntries of 7. Fig. 1 visualizes this approach fot = M =
of the application context. While traditionally the aritetit C[z]/p(z). We saw in (6) that7 decomposes[z]/p(z)
cost of transform algorithms is the focus of analysis, thato one-dimensional polynomial algebras: its spectruastF
characteristics of modern platforms make the algorithmalgorithms arise, as we will show, by performing this decom-
structure an equally important feature. Further, the nicakr position in steps using an intermediate submodule and iassoc
stability of an algorithm is important to ensure the accyraated subalgebra. This technique naturally leads to raeursi
of the output, in particular for fixed-point implementationalgorithms, i.e., algorithms that decompose transfornts in
Because of this, the knowledge of the entire algorithm spaaeproduct of sparse matrices including smaller transforfns o
for a transform is not just of academic interest. the same or a different type. The advantage of the algebraic

Arithmetic cost. We will analyze the number of operationgerivation is that it identifies a few general principlesttha
of the algorithms presented below; we will use the notaticaccount for many different algorithms when instantiated fo
of a triple (a, m, m2), wherea is the number of additions or different transforms. Further, the derivation is often ajie
subtractionsyns the number of multiplications by a 2-powersimplified, as we hope it will become clear, since the only
not equal to 1, andh the number of remaining multiplicationstask required is reading of base change matrices.
by constants not equal tel. The total operations count is then In this paper, we focus on explaining and deriving, as we
given by f = a +m + ma. will call them, “Cooley-Tukey type” algorithms. As the name



suggests, these algorithms will include, as well as geizeral basesc andd, and P is the permutation matrix mapping the
the equally named algorithms for the DFT. The latter wilMger concatenatiori, ) to the list of zerosxy in (16).

as examples in this section. Our main focus in the remainfder o
this paper will then be the derivation of analogous algongh

for the DCTs and DSTs, most of which have not been report%a
in the literature. All these new algorithms are non-orthuao
i.e., are not constructed exclusively from butterflies and2

Note that the factorization b, , in Theorem 1 is useful

a fast algorithm, i.e., reduces the arithmetic cost, dnly
is sparse or can be multiplied with efficiently. Referring to
Fig. 1, the “partial decomposition” is step (14).
. : . . We consider next two examples: the DFT, which will justi
rotations. Orthogonal algorithms do exist and will be cagpdu why we refer to algorithms bapsed on Theorem 1 as “é:oolfgy-

alg_ebralcally in a future paper. Also Raq_er type algm Tukey type,” and then the more general case of a Vandermonde
which apply when the above decomposition methods fal (f%atrix which is a (polynomial) Fourier transform for the
the DFT in the case of a prime size), will be explained in Seneri,c finite time model
future paper. . Example: DFT. The DFT is a (polynomial) Fourier trans-
The existence and usefulness of algorithms for one of tlf'CJerm for the regular signal model given byl — M —
above signal models relies on baotf) and b. Specifically, Clz]/(z" — 1) vg\}/ith bas%sb _— 9 n,l)_ For trTe
algorithms may arise from two different basic principleséxzm a;e we assume — 2 _andvﬁjs.é .tvhxe de(.:om osition
which manifest themselves as a propertypof pie, - am P

" —1 = (2™ — 1)(z™ + 1). Applying Theorem 1 yields
1) Cooley-Tukey type (factorizatianp(z) = q(z) - 7(z) e foIIowin(g deco%(posi;_on)stessy g y
factorizes; and
2) Cooley-Tukey type (decompositiop)z) = q(r(x)) de- Clz]/ (2" - 1)
composes. = Clz]/(™ = 1) Clz]/(z™ 4+ 1) a7)
Clearly, 1) is always possible (if we consider the basef&ld 2 20t
but 2) is a special property @f In each of these cases, as we - @ Cll/le ) & @ Clel/ (@ = i 48)
will show, we obtain a matrix factorization of; its usefulness ‘
as a fast algorithm, however, dependsbon - @ Clal/ (@ —wn). (19)
In the remainder of this section, we derive the general form Osé<n
of two types of recursive algorithms based on the above. 8 bases in the smaller moduleS[z]/(z™ — 1) and
each case the algorithm is derived by a stepwise decompositC[z]/(z™ + 1), we choosec = d = (1,z,...,z™!). We
of M = Cl[z]/p(x) with basis b. We focus on Fourier note that from this point on the derivation of the algorithsn i
transforms that are polynomial transfori# = P, . Since entirely mechanical.
general Fourier transforms have the foifn= D diag P, First, we derive the base change matrigorresponding to

D a diagonal matrix, the results can be readily extended. (17). To do so, we have to express the base eleménts b
in the basis(c, d) (concatenation); the coordinate vectors are

0<i<m 0<i<m

A. Cooley-Tukey Type Algorithms: Factorization the columns ofB. For 0 < k < m, z* is actually contained
A simple way to decomposg|[z]|/p(x) in steps is to use a in ¢ andd, so the firstm columns of 5 are

factorizationp(z) = q(z)-r(z) of p. Formally, letk = deg(q) B [Im *}

andm = deg(r), then Ly x|’

where the entries are determined next. For the base elements

C
lz)/p() ™k 0 < k < m, we have
—  Cla]/q(x) ® Clz]/r(x) (14)
— @ C[I]/(I—ﬂ)@ @ C[I]/(I—V-) (15) ™tk = ¥ mod (xm _1),
0<i<k ' 0<i<m ’ ™k = —zF mod (2™ + 1),
= P Clal/(@— a). (16) which yields the final result
0<t<n B I, I, DFT .
Here thep; are the zeros of and they; are the zeros of, N |:Im _Im:| B 28 0m

i.e., both are a subset of the zergsof p. Both steps (14) and Next, we consider step (18F[z]/(z™ — 1) is decomposed
(15) use the Chinese remainder theorem, whereas (16) is jlb‘?"a DFT,, and C[z]/(z™ + 1) by a DFT-3,, (Table IlI).

a reordering of the speqrum. The cprrespondin_g factaoizat Finally, the permutation in step (19) is the perfect shuiffg,

of the Fourier transform is provided in the following thewre \yhich interleaves the even and odd spectral componenta (eve

d odd ts of,,). The algorithm obtained i
Theorem 1 (Cooley-Tukey Type Algorithm by Factorization)an odd exponents af,) € algorthm obtained 15

Let p(z) = q(z) - r(z), andc andd be a basis of[z]/q(x) DFT,, = Ly, (DFT,, ®DFT-3,,)(DF T2 ®1,).
and Clz]/r(x), respectively. Further, denote By and~y the 14 optain a better known form, we apply the fact that
lists of zeros ofg andr, respectively. Then DFT-3,, = DFT,, -D,,, where D,, = diagy;_,,(w) to

Pb,a = P(Pc”@ D ,Pdry)Bv get

In particular, the matrixB corresponds to the base change in PFT» = Ly (DFTy, ® DFTy, Dy )(DFT2 @ L)
(14) mapping the basis to the concatenatioifc, d) of the = L} (I,®DFT,,)(I,, ®D,,)(DFT, ®1,,)



The last expression is a radix-2 decimation-in-frequencylLet 8 = (5o, ..., Bk—1) be the zeros ofy and leta) =

Cooley-Tukey FFT; the corresponding decimation-in-tiree-v (o o, ..., «; ,, ) be the zeros of(x) — 3;, 0 < i < k. Then
sion is obtained by transposition using that the DFT is sythme
ric. The entries of the diagonal matry, & D,,, are commonly p(z) = H (r(z) — Bi)
calledtwiddle factors 0<i<k
Example: Vandermonde matrix. As a second example, - H H (z — o).
we consider now the general case of a separable polynomial 0<i<k 0<j<m ’
p(x) with zerosag, 0 < k < n, but keep the basi$ = _ )
(1,z,...,2""1) of C[z]/p(z). The associated regular signai” particular, eachy; ; is a zeroa, of p. Now we decompose

model is the generic case of a finite time model, the “timd-[z]/p(z) in the following steps:
ness” being due to the chosen basis, see [1]. The correspmpndi

(polynomial) Fourier transform is given by the Vandermonde Clel/pl) = Clel/g(r(z)) (21)
matrix - P Cll/(r(x) - B8) (22)
F = [o}Jo<k,e<n- Osi<k
. | - @D @ Chl/e—a;) (23)
To derive a fast algorithm foiF, we assume that = 2m. 0<i<k 0<j<m
We choose an arbitrary factorizatiiiz) = ¢(z) - r(x) with _
deg(q) = deg(r) = m and use Theorem 1 to obtain a - 092 Clel/(w = o). (24)

factorization of the form
Steps (22) and (23) use the Chinese remainder theorem.

F = P(F1© F2)B, (20) To derive the corresponding factorization B, into four
where F1, F, are \_/andermonde matrices f@x]/q(x) and Z;lnc(;ofrcs)} LVSC&ET%S/?r?x?a?Z) (ﬁ«?’('z'éj Cﬂ'ﬁelggfnrecég]sﬁgyl
Clz]/r(x), respectively, and3 has the form (ro,...,"m—1) - Then, in the first step (21), we do not change

I, A A but only make a base change.ih from the given basi$

B= [ I, A } to the new basis
It can be shown thatd and A’ are both a product of two o= (roqo(r),-- -, rm-190(r),

Toeplitz matrices [41] and can thus be multiplied with using (25)
O(nlog(n)) operations. Ifn is a 2-power, then recursive "0k-1(r); - Tm-10k-1(r)),

application of (20) hence yields af(nlog®(n)) algorithm which is a product of the “coarse” basis of the subalgebra
for F. B < A with the “fine” common basis of th€[z]/(r(x) — ;).

Remarks. Theorem 1 is well-known, as it is the CRTWe call B the base change matrix fér— b'.
for polynomials expressed in matrix form. The above DFT Next, we compute the base change mabixcorresponding
example is equivalent to the derivation in [20]. Theorem 1 i§ the coarse decomposition (22) with respect to the bdsis
also used as the first step in the derivation of Winograd DRf C[z]/p(x) and the basigl in each summand on the right

algorithms [26]. There, the polynomiat* — 1 is completely hand side. Lety(x)q;(r(z)) € b'. Then
factored over the rational numbers, and the DFT decomposed ‘

accordingly. re(2)q; (r(x)) = re(2)q; (i) mod (r(z) — i),
The algorithm derivation method in Theorem 1 is always, . . . . .

applicable if the basefield i€, but in general the base "NiCh IS ¢;(f:) times thefth base vector,(z) in d. Thus we

change matrixB will be dense and without useful structure?

Otherwise, every polynomial transform would have a fast M = [g;(Bi) - Im]o<i,j<k = Pe,g @ I .

algorithm, which by the current state of knowledge is not the - -
case. The subsequent methods are different in that respg: The third step (23) decomposes the summands in (22) by

they require a special property pfz). and only this property Stuner transformsP, ., respectively. The final step (24)

leads to the tvpical Coolev-Tukev FET structure f rﬁjorders the one-dimensional summands by a suitable per-
rZ?iijeso € typical Looley-Tukey structure Tor genergy \tation . We summarize the resulting factorization in the

following theorem.

B. Cooley-Tukey Type Algorithms: Decomposition Theorem 2 (Cooley-Tukey Type Algorithms by Decomposition)

A more interesting factorization of = P, can be derived Let p(z) = q(r()). Using previous notation,

if p(x) decomposeito two polynomials,p(z) = q(r(z)).

If deg(q) = k anddeg(r) = m, thendeg(p) = n = km,
i.e., the degree gb is necessarily composite. In this case, the
polynomialr(x) generates a subalgebBaof A = Clz]/p(x) whereB is the base change matrix mappitgp ', and P is
consisting of all polynomials im(z). Settingy = r(z) makes the permutation matrix mapping the concatenation of dhe
the structure of3 evident: B = C[y]/q(y). onto « in (24).

Poa=P( @D Paa;)(Pes @1n)B,

0<i<k
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As in Theorem 1, the usefulness of the factorization as fastRemarks. Theorem 2 makes use of the CRT (in (22)
algorithm depends on the base change mawiReferring to and (23)), but it is the decomposition property @f — 1
Fig. 1, the “partial decomposition” is step (22). that produced the typical structure. The previous work on
Note that the intermediate decomposition step in (22) htee algebraic derivation of this FFT did not make use of
k summands, whereas the intermediate step in (14) has odgcompositions. As we briefly discuss next, the decompuwsiti
2 summands. However, this difference is not the point, &a special case of a more general algebraic principle.
Theorem 1 could be easily extended to more than 2 sum-
mands. It is the decomposition _property;nifr) that creates @ ~ rRamarks on Algebraic Principles
subalgebra generated byx), which ensures that the conquer ) _ _ . )
step is sparse and has the Kronecker product stru@tupes The_ algorlthms denved_ in this section are bas_ed on the
I,., which intuitively is a “coarse” polynomial transform forfactorization or decomposition of the polynomial) in the
Cla] /p(2). signal modc—_zl prowdeq _b)C[x]/p(:_c) (and b§3|sb): This is
As an example we consider again the DFT. pleasantly s_|m_ple, but it is also of mtere;t to identify {heore
Example: DFT. Let A = M = C[z]/(z" — 1) with basis gene_ral) prlr_10|ple from _th(_a r_epresentanon theory_ of atgsb
b=(1,z,...,2"") be the regular signal model associated iihat lies behind that. This is important, as other s_lgnal emd _
the DFT,,. Further, assume that = km, which is necessary may nOF be regular or represgnteq b_y a polynomlal algebra in
for decomposition. one variable, but the algebraic _p_r|nC|pIe may still apply.
The polynomialp(z) = z" — 1 then decomposes We focus on the decompos.mon_property wfr) gnd be
brief, assuming some familiarity with representation tiyeo
" —1=(z™)* -1, (26) The key concept underlying Theorem Znsluctionas implicit
in step (21). Namely,r(z) generates a subalgebid =

e, p(z) = g(r(z)) with g(z) = o* — 1 andr(z) = o™ (r(x)) < A, which is isomorphic (setting/ = 7(z)) to

Thus Theorem 2 is applicable. The zeros;0f) are3; = wi,

0 < i < k. Using this theorem’s notation, we choose= g[y]/q(yl !:urther,d :.(TO":"T’”‘l) is a transversal of
1 . 1 in A, which means4 is a direct sum of the vector spaces
(1L,z,...,2" 1) as basis iC[z]/q(z), d = (1, z,..., 2™ 1) B
as basis in the module8[z]/(z™ — wi). We find thaty =b "~ _
in (25), which impliesB = I,,. A=rB®.. . &rm1B. (28)
Thus, the matrdDFT), ® I,, performs the following coarse This shows that the regulad-module is an induction of the
decomposition corresponding to (22): regularB-module with transversal: A = B 14 A. The natural
n m i basis of this induction i9’ in (25), which has a structure
Clal/(" —1) = @ Cla]/(@™ — wh)- corresponding to (28). The purpose of step (21) is to malee thi

0si<k induction explicit, and Theorem 2 is a decomposition theore

The modulesC|[z]/(z™ — w}) are decomposed, respectivelyfor inductions of (regular modules of) polynomial algebras
by (7), which takes the form This is a satisfying insight since in prior work [42], [43] we
derived the corresponding theorem for inductions of (meslul

iy _ Cyiaom—1¢ ij
DFT,, (wi) = DFT,y, - diagiZy (wy?), of) group algebras, which has a very similar form [42, Th. 2

n

namely as in the appendix]. Further, we have shown (also in [42]) that
, o at least some of therthogonalDTT algorithms are based on
Clz]/(z™ —wy) = @ Clz]/(x — wff). it. Further, we have used already a different generalinadio
0=j<m Theorem 2, namely to polynomial algebrastimo variables

At this point, corresponding to (23%;[z]/p(z) is completely (which provide two-dimensional signal models) to derive a
decomposed, but the spectrum is ordered according tei, Cooley-Tukey type algorithm in [5] for the new transform
0<i<m,0<j<k(jruns faster). The desired order igntroduced in [4].
im + j. Thus, we need to apply the permutation

V. COOLEY-TUKEY TYPEDTT ALGORITHMS

Jk 41— im + j, (FACTORIZATION)

which is exactly the stride permutatidrf, in (12). In this section, we derive recursive DTT algorithms by
In summary, we obtain the Cooley-Tukey decimation-irapplying Theorem 1, i.e., by factorizing the polynomyain
frequency FFT with arbitrary radix: the moduleC[z]/p(z) associated to a giveRTT,,. To do so,
we will use the followingrational factorizations of Chebyshev

L;;( D DFTm-diagﬁgl(wjg))(DFTke;Im)
0<i<k

= Lo ®@DFTy) Ty, (DFT, ® L), (27)  Lemma 2The following factorizations hold for the Chebyshev
where the matrixT”, is diagonal and usually called thePolynomialsT,U,V, W:
twiddle matrix Transposition of (27) yields the corresponding i) T3 = z(422 — 3)
decimation-in-time version. i) Uspo1 =20, 1T,.

Again, we note that after recognizing the decompositioii) Us, = V,W,.

property (26), the derivation is completely mechanical. V) Vant1 =2V (Tont1 — 1/2).

polynomials.
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V) Wapp1 = 2W, (Tapt1 + 1/2). B. U-Group DTT Algorithms

£ Foll ¢ he closed f fth | il We use Lemma 2, ii) and iii), to derive a complete set
) P_rooT. bFIO )?;/(vﬁl ron(; the close _°r_’2 of the polynomialSyt recyrsive algorithms for DTTs that are in tlé-group,
given in fable and trigonometric identities. i.e., for all DTTs of type 1 and 2. As an example, we

The factorizations in Lemma 2 give rise to size 3 algorithms;nsider theDCT-2. n — 2m. with associated module
for DTTs in theT-group and recursive algorithms for DTTs in,, _ Clz]/(x — 1)Unn,’1(a:) and V’-basisb = (Vo Vio1).

theU-, V-, andW-groups. These are derived in the followinggom Table XXIll, the zeros ofz — 1)
We will not provide a cost analysis in this section, sincBy ap = coskr/n, 0 < k < n. Using Lemma 2, ii) we
most of the following algorithms are special cases of MO composeM in steps_as

general Cooley-Tukey algorithms to be introduced starting

U,-1(z) are given

from Section VI. Clz]/(x — 1)Up—1
— Clz]/(z = 1)Up—1 @ Clx] /Ty, (32)
A. T-Group DTT Algorithms for Size 3 — P Clal/ (@ — as) & P Cla]/(x — azr1)  (33)
We derive algorithms based on Lemma 2, i), i.e., for DTTs — @D Clz]/(2 — o). (34)

in the T-group (DTTs of type 3 and 4) of size 3. As an o )
example, we consideraCT-4;. We start with the polynomial VW& @so choose &/-basist’ = (V,...,Vy,—1) in both
versionDCT-4;, which is a polynomial transform fo€[]/T5 smaller algebras in (32); thus we know they are decomposed
with V-basis (Vp, Vi,V5) = (1,22 — 1,422 — 22 — 1). The by DCT-2,, and DCT-4,,, respectively. To determine the
zeros of Ty are (v/3/2,0, —v/3/2). The factorizationT; — base change matri® for b — (¥',0) we neeq to compute
x(42% — 3) yields the stepwise decomposition Vi mod (z — 1)Up,—1 and V; mod T, for 0 < i < 2m. For

0 <1i < m this is trivial,

Cla]/T5 Vi=V; mod (z — \)Up_1, Vi=V; modT,.
— Clz]/z ®Clz]/(2® — 2) (29) A o I f
For m < i < 2m this is precisely the signal extension o
_ V3 V3
= Clal/z @ (Clal/(z - %) © Clal/(z + %)) B0)  tne two smaller algebras in (32) (see [2]). Since the signal
= Clz]/(x — @) & Clz]/z & Clz]/(z + ‘/75). (31) extension is monomial3 is sparse. The equations are
We start with the base change in (29) and choose in all three  Vint; = Vi—j—1 mod(z — 1)Up,—1, and
algebras a/-basis. The base change mattix is computed Vindj = —Vin—j—1 modTy,.

by mapping(Vp, V1, V2) and expressing it in the basis on the o
right side of (29). The coordinate vectors are the columddus. the base change matrix is given by
of B. The first column is(1,1,0)?. Because ofl; = 2z —

Im  Jm
= —1 modz, the second column is—1,0,1)”. The last Bam = [Im _Jm:| = (DFT2 @ L) (I ©Jm).  (35)
column is obtained from, = 422 — 2z — 1 = —1 modx
and4z? — 2z —1 = —22+2 = —V; + Vp mod4z? — 3 The two summands in (32) are decomposed recursively by

as(—1,1,—1)T. Step (30) requires polynomial transforms foPCT-2,, and byDCT-4,,, respectively, to yield (33). Finally,
C[z]/z and C[z]/(z® — 3/4) with V-bases, which are givenWwe obtain (34) by the permutation matrix," (see (12)),
by which interleaves the even and odg. As a result, we obtain
the well-known recursive algorithm [12]:
Vo(v3/2) Vi(v3/2) | _ [1 v3-1
[1] and [ }_[17ﬁ71}

Vo(—Vv3/2) Vi(—V3/2) DCT-2, = L2"(DCT-2,, ® DCT-4,,) Ba,.

respectively. Finally we have to exchange the first two spéct Analogous computations for all transforms in thegroup

components in (31). The result is yield the full set of recursive algorithms due to Lemma 2,
10 o L1 which are shown in Table VI(a). The formulas use the follow-
DCT-45 = {%8} [0 1 V3-1 ] {1 0 1 } ) ing building blocks. The base change matrides,, in (35)
001 01 —v3-1 01 -1 and
L, 0 Jn

The corresponding algorithm f@CT-43 is obtained by scal-

ing from left with diag(cos(r/12), cos(37/12), cos(57/12)) Bomi1 = 10 (1) g : (36)
to get m Tem
Ny o o Further, they use the stride permutation matricgg, and the
~2m+1
DCT-45 — [(1) 5 8} 0 cos(r/12) if3 s —11} ~ odd stride permutation matricég.n:1 defined in (13), which
0ol 0 cos(5m/12) —\/1/2 01— reorder the one-dimensional summands into the proper.order

Note that the base change matricBg,, and Bs,,.1 are
Similarly we get algorithms for the other DTTs of size 3 irsparse in the last: columns (see (35) and (36)) because of the
the T-group. Those, which are among the best known onemspnomial signal extension characteristic for the DTTs.sThi
are collected in Table VIII in Section VII. provides another motivation for considering these extarssi
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These four algorithms appeared first in the literature (§9,...,3m + 1} and is given by
our best knowledge) in [44], [45], [12], and [46], respeetiv

Combining Table VI(a) with the many ways of translating 2ia, for iy = 0;
DTTs into each other given by duality or base change (se‘éim+2 = 41 +3ig— qia+2m+1, fori; =1;
Appendix Ill) gives a large number of different recursions, 29 + 1, for i, = 2;
many of them, however, with suboptimal arithmetic cost. Apa I

from the references above, special cases have been damived i —  [3m+2 e I (szﬂ o1 )
[47], [48], [49]. m+1 T R mt):

Table VI(a) is complemented by the decompositions in
Table VI(b) which are due to Lemma 2, iii). We did not findTo give a visual impression of the structure we shBy as
these in the literature. an example:

As one application, we can use Table VI(b) to obtain DTT 1T 0 00 0O 0O O 0 0 07
algorithms for small sizes, where the smaller DTTs of type 6000 0O0O0CT1O0O00® 0
5-8 are base cases. As a simple example, we get o -0 00000000

0o 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O

3 o0 0 0 0 0 0 O0 1 00

DCT-23 = L,(DCT-6; & DCT-8;)B3 P'=10 0 01000000 0

:[58?}([1 1}@ﬁ_1)[395} (37) 0000 1000UO0TUO0 0

010 1/2 ~1 2 ) To-] 00 0O0O0O0OU OO OUOT10

0o 0 0 0 01 0 0 0 0O

Transposition yields &CT-3; algorithm, equivalent to the 00 0O0O0O0T1O0O0O00O0
one obtained in Section V-A. L0 0 00000000 1]

The permutationP>™*2 leaves the last point fixed. By

. restrictingP3™+2 to the set{0, ..., 3m}, we obtain and define
C. V-Group DTT Algorithms the permutatiorﬁ3m+l'

In this section, we derive algorithms from Lemma 2, iv), for
all DTTs in theV-group, i.e., for all DTTs of type 7 and 8.D. W-Group DTT Algorithms
Since the second factor in this factorizatiodls, ;1 —1/2, the
skew DTTs (see Section 1I-B) introduced in [2] come into pla¥it
We usel/2 = cos /3. We do not give the detailed derivation,

The correspondin@l/-group (DTTs of type 5 and 6) algo-
hms are given in Table VI(d) with

which is analogous to the one in the previous section, but onl 1 1
state the result in Table VI(c) using the following base d&n Im Im | P
matrices and permutations. Bégszz = -1/2
I2771-!—1 - Im
- - - Jm
v L, —dm oI
I2m+1 Im m  — Jdm 0 m
cn  _
By = —Jm BéfnSJ)rl = — L
1 -1 I2771-&—1 Jm
I L, —Jn -1, L 00
[ I, [ L, JIm ‘ I,
Tom11 Im 1 1
57
Bém-?—l = 0--0 Bégﬁﬁz = -1,
o _ Tom+1 -2
L Im Jm 0‘ Im i _ Jm
i (1L, ¢ a1
Iy 00 m —Jdm | Im
(cs) 0
By = —Jm Bésﬁﬁll _ —1,
IQ 1 00
L, —Jm ‘ -1 m+
- L I
I,
Lot ) and Q3+2 operates of0,...,3m + 1} as
By, = J
3m+2 : 5 fIn 19, for i1 = 0;
" 1 m‘ " “1 Q32 = 4+ 3ip—> < 2ia+m+1, forip =1;

222—|—m—|—2, for 12:2

] 300 ).

To give the permutation, we decompose the inderto Fami2
the radix-3 formati; + 3i. Then P3™*2 operates on the set Ym0
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TABLE VI
DTT ALGORITHMS BASED ON FACTORIZATION PROPERTIES OF THEHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS. TRANSPOSITION YIELDS A DIFFERENT SET OF
ALGORITHMS. REPLACING EACH TRANSFORM BY ITS POLYNOMIAL COUNTERPART YIEDS ALGORITHMS FOR THE POLYNOMIALDTTS.

(@) U-group: Based o/2,—1 = 2U,—1T5, (b) U-group: Based o)z, = V,,IWW,
DOT-omi1 = Lot (DOT-Lys1 @ DCT-3,) Bamss DCT-1o = L2™(DCT-5,, & DCT-7,) Bam
DST-lzp-1 = Ly, (DST-3 & DST-Ln—1)Bam—1 DST-1om = Li" (DST-71n ® DST-511) Bom

DCT-23n = L2™(DCT-2,, ® DCT-4,,) Banm, DOT-20m41 = Lot (DCT-6,41 @ DCT-8,) Bam1
DST-2 = Li" (DST-4p, & DST-2,) Barm DST-23ms1 = Lot (DST-8ms1 @& DST-6,) Bams
(c) V-group: Based oVsn 1 = 2(Ton+1 — 1/2)V; (d) W-group: Based 03,41 = 2Wp (T2n+1 + 1/2)

DCT-73p12 = P ?(DCT-32m+1
DST-73ms1 = P2 (DST-32m 41
DCT-83m 11 = P2 (DCT-4,m 41
DST-83m 12 = P 2(DST-42m 11

@ DCT-Tins1)BSo )y DCT-Bsmyn = Q2 3(DCT-5n41 & DCOT-32im41(2)) Bl

@ DST-7,)BS) DST-53n41 = Q™ (DST-5, ® DST-320m41(2)) BSo)

@ DCT-8,,) B, DCT-63m+2 = Qo T2 (DCT-6n41 ® DCT-420n41(2)) BLSY,
( )

1
®DST-8s1)BEY,  DST-6smsr = Q2" (DST-6,1 ® DST-doms1(2)) BEE)

(5
(5
(3
(5

— L —

The permutationQ?™+2 leaves the first point O fixed. By rational factorization of the Chebyshev polynomigls U,, for
restricting Q3 +2 to the pointsl < i < 3m + 1 we obtain arbitraryn is given in [50]. The rational factorization df,
and define the permutatlo@3er1 If we rename the index and W,, can be derived using [50] and Lemma 2, iii). These

set into{0,...,3m}, we have factorizations can be used to decompose a DTT, but the amalle
transforms obtained are in general no DTTs or skew DTTs.
2ip +m, for iy = 0; All algorithms in Table VI can be manipulated in numerous
Q¥ = iy 4 3iy > { 2is+m—+1, fori;=1; ways using the identities in Appendix Il or transpositian t

o, for i, = 2. obtain different algorithms.

. .'I_'he usefulnesg of the above algoriyhms depequ on the v/ COOLEY-TUKEY TYPEDTT ALGORITHMS

initial transform size and on the availability of algoriterfor (DECOMPOSITION

the occurring skew DTTs. These algorithms will be introdlice

In this section, we give a first overview on DTT algorithms
that are based on Theorem 2, i.e., on a decompogi(ioh=
, q(r(x)) of the polynomial in the associated algebtdz]/p.
E. Polynomial DTTs T(hése algorithms are, structural and in a precise gt&{eahati
Every DTT in Table VI is decomposed into two DTTs thatense, the equivalent of the Cooley-Tukey FFT (27), which we
have the same base polynomials. Thus they have the sameeived based on the decompositionadf — 1 = (z)* — 1.
scaling function (see Table Il and f are connected), which  We will see that all 16 DTTs possess such algorithms,
is the reason why we see no scaling factors in the equatians.ad that in many cases there are several reasonable variants
an important consequence, we get algorithms corresponaingvith different characteristics to choose from. Some of ¢hes
Table VI for the polynomial transformBTT. algorithms generalize the ones we introduced in Section V.
As an example, we derive the polynomial equivalent of (37): Each of these “Cooley-Tukey-like” DTT algorithms exhibits
- 100 1 the same flexible recursion and regular and versatile streict
DCT-2 = {8 ? (1)] (H ] @Il) {05 0 } ’ (38) that has been the success of the FFT. As a consequence, all
FFT variants optimized for, e.g., parallel or vector conapion
will have counterparts for the 16 DTTs. See [32] for more
Yetails on FFT variants.
Only very few special cases of these algorithms have been
] found before. Again, our algebraic methods show their power
F. Final Remarks the derivation using Theorem 2 is comparatively easy, since
The algorithms given in this section are based on Lemmadhly base changes have to be computed; in contrast, a deriva-
which provides factorizations of the Chebyshev polynosiation based on matrix entries becomes hopelessly compticate
T,U,V,W. Since all these polynomial factorizations are raand, furthermore, does not provide a guideline to whichyentr
tional, the associated matrix factorizations are alsonati. In and how manipulations should be performed to obtain an
Lemma 2, ii) and iii), the factors are again Chebyshev polglgorithm.
nomials, and thus the smaller transforms in the decompasiti Decomposition of Chebyshev polynomialsThe DTT al-
are again DTTs. In Lemma 2, iv) and v), the second factgorithms are based on the following lemma, which provides
Ton+1—1/2 leads to skew DTTs (see Table V). The completéecomposition properties of the Chebyshev polynomials.

later.

where DCT-2; = diag(1, \{, 1) - DCT-2;3. The algorithm

requires 4 additions and 1 multiplication and is thus 1 mult],
plication cheaper than its non-polynomial equivalent (37)
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Lemma 3The Chebyshev polynomial$, U, V, W have the A. Simultaneous Derivation

following decomposition properties: We start with a fixed DTT in th&d-group with associated

) Tim = Tk(Tm); Tem —a = Ti(Ty) — a, a € C. algebraCl[z]/T;, and C-basisb = (Cy,...,C,_1), Where
i) Ukm—1 =Um-1-Uk—1(Tm). C € {T,U,V,W} depends on the chosen DTT. We assume
i) Vie—1y/240m = Vi - Viee1y2(Toms1).- n = km, and use the decompositidhi, = T (7,,). The
V) Wie—1)/240m = Wi * Wik—1)2(Tom1). decomposmon steps (21)—(24) leading to Theorem 2 take the
V) Tiemsmyz = Tmy2 - Va(Tm)- form
Proof: Straightforward using the closed form @f, from — @ Cla] /(T — cos 27)  (40)
Table XXIII. In particular i) is well-known in the literater 0<i<
(e.g., [51)). u — @ @ (x —cosr; jm) (41)
Inspecting the identities in Lemma 3, we observe that only 0<i<k 0<j<m
i) provides a pure decomposition; the other identities are - Cl]/(x — cos ”}1/%), (42)

a decomposition up to a factor. Thus, in these cases, the
algorithms derivation requires us to first apply Theoremd an
then Theorem 2. where ther; ; are determined by Lemma 1.

Also, we observe that Lemma 3 provides decomposition of In the first step (39), we change bases Gfw]/7T,, =
all four typesof Chebyshev polynomials. Thus we can exped[z]/Tx(T..), from the givenC-basisb to the basi®’ given in
Cooley-Tukey type algorithms for all 16 DTTs. Looking ai25). The question arises, which basis to choose in the eoars
Lemma 3, Theorem 2, and its derivation in (21)—(24), we sedgebraClz]/T,, and which common basis to choose in the

0

IA

i<n

that the algebras in (22), will all have the form “skew” algebrasC|xz]/(T}, — cos(i + 1/2)7/k). In the latter
ones, we always choose the saffiebasis as in the original
Clx)/(T), — cosrn), algebra. For the coarse algebra, it turns out that we have two

reasonable choices:B-basis or a/-basis. We consider both
and thus the decomposition (23) will require skew DTTsases, starting with th&-basis.
which motivates their introduction in [2]. Of course, thisges U-basis. We choose, independently af, a U-basis in
the question how to further decompose the skew DTTs for napfz]/Ty. Note, that the corresponding DTT is BST-3,,

trivial sizes. This question is answered by the second igent(Table I). The basig’ in (25) is then given by
in Lemma 3, i):7;, — a decomposes exactly %, does, which

establishes a one-to-one correspondence between aigerith 0 = (CoUo(Tim), - - -, Cra—1Uo(Tim),
for the DTTs in theT-group and their skew counterparts.
) ) ) . : (43)
Fig. 2 gives an overview on the algorithms that we will C’on 1(Tm)s - Cm—1Uk—1(Tn))
derive from Lemma 3. We first organize the algorithms into = (CUi(T) |0 < < m, 0<j<k).

the groups of DTTs (see also Table IIl) they apply to. InThe . ) L
andU-group, we have two types of decomposition propertle\%\/e order double indices always lexicographicallyj) =

For algorithms based ofi, = Tx(7.,), we have three further 0,0),(0,1), ...

degrees of freedom as will be explained later. In summary, We denote ”;e corresponding base change matrix b’

each leaf of the tree in Fig. 2 represents one class corgistin in (39) with Bn »- Here, and in the following, the«® in the

four algorithms for each of the DTTs in the respective grougUperscript means that the matrix depends on the DTT. It will
None of these algorithms is orthogonal, i.e., they do néter be replaced by € {C3, 53,4, 54} when the precise

decompose the DTTs into rotations (and butterflies). Orthogefinitions are derived.

onal Cooley-Tukey type algorithms are the subject of a futur After the base change, the decomposition is straightfatwar
paper. following steps (40)—(42) and Theorem 2. The coarse decom-

position in step (40) is obtained with the matidT-3; ®1,,,,
since Theorem 2 requires us to choose a polynomial transform
VIl. T-GROUPDTT ALGORITHMS for the coarse decomposition. For step (41), we need a direct
sum of skew DTTstD, ., DTT,.((i +1/2)/k). These are
In this section we derive the four classes of Cooley-Tukeyf the same type as the DTT we started with, since they have
type algorithms for the four DTTs in th&-group shown in the sameC-basis as the DTT to be decomposed.
Fig. 2. We focus mainly on those algorithms basedign= Finally, we order the one-dimensional summands in
Ty (Tn).- step (42) using a permutation. This permutation does not
First, we simultaneously derive the algorithms for all foudlepend on the basis, but only on the zerosIpfand T;,.
DTTs to emphasize their common structure and their diffeThus it is the same in all four cases of DTTs in tRegroup,
ences. The exact form of the algorithms, i.e., all occurringnhd, using Lemma 1, takes the form
matrices, will be derived afterwards, including a discossi
and cost analysis in each case. Kl =(IxdJprolydJrd...)L,
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Cooley-Tukey type DTT algorithms (by decomposition)

T-group U-group V-group W-group

/\ Vi Vik—1)/2(Toem+1) Wi Wie—1y/2(Tom+1)

Tk(Tm) Tm/2vk(Tm) Umflkal(Tm) Um/Z—IWk(Tm)

N

U/-basis T-basis T-group: DCT-3,DST-3,DCT-4,DST-4
U-group: DCT-1,DST-1, DCT-2, DST-2
/\ V-group: DCT-7,DST-7,DCT-8, DST-8

as is inverse_transpose W—group: DCT'S, DST'S, DCT'G, DST-6

Fig. 2. Overview of Cooley-Tukey type algorithms due to daposition properties of the Chebyshev polynomials.

This permutation is the equivalent of the stride permutatio The remaining task is to compute the exact fornﬁﬁ:;
Ly, occurring in the Cooley-Tukey FFT, for the DTTs in then the four cases. We will do this in Section VII-B and only

T-group. mention at this point that in each cade, , has a very sparse
In summary, we obtain and regular structure.
Next, we derive the analogue of the above algorithms, if a
DTT, = T-basis, instead of &-basis is chosen in the coarse module
Ki (@ DITw(H2))(DST3 @ 1,)B, . (a4) Clal/Te o _
" ngk (S5 ¥ VB (44) T-basis. In distinction with the above, we choose this

time, independently of”, a T-basis inC[z]/T}. Thus, the

The question that remains is how to decompose the Sma%rrresponding DTT is ®CT-3,,. The basig/ in (25) is now
transforms: the skeWDTT,,’s and the polynomiaDST-3;. given by "

However, this poses no problem. Since for amye C, ,
T, — a decomposes exactly &s,, we derive in a completely v = (CoTo(Tm), s Cn—1To(Tm),
analogous way the “skew version” of (44) as

CoTi—1(Tr)s -, Crn1Th—1(Tm))

DTTn(T‘): = (sz73/2+01m+3/2|O§z<m,0§j<k)(216)
n AT 3 (%)
Km( @ DTTm(”z‘)) (DST-3k(r) ® Ln) By, (45)  using (104) in Appendix Il. We denote the base change matrix
0gi<k for b — &/ by BY").
which is a generalization of (44), which arises for= 1/2. The coarse decomposition in step (40) is now performed by

The numbers:; are computed from using Lemma (1). The the matrixDCT-3;, ® I,,, (note thatDCT-3 is a polynomial
matrix K neither depends on the type of DTT, nor grthe transform). The remaining steps (41) and (42) are equal to

i

matrix Fn*zc does depend on the type of DTT, but not gn What we had before.
since the bases and b’ are independent of. As a result, we obtain
For k = n, (45) translates a DTT in th&-group into a DT

DST-3, which is a special case of the translation by base " 1 (%)
change in Appendix IlI. KZ( T DTT, (“3 ))(DCT-3k ®1n)B, ., (47)
Further, since DTTs and skew DTTs have the same scaling 0<i<k

function (Tables Ill and V), we obtain corresponding algoand its generalization to the skew DTTs
rithms for the polynomial version of the transforms by just
replacing each DTT by its polynomial counterpart: n(r) =
n , . ()
DT, - K2, (O@k DTT,(r) ) (DCT-34(r) © 1,0) B ). (48)

K5 @ PTT(42) BT, o 1L

Again, Br(l*,)g only depends on the type of DTT, and not on

i<k The polynomial version is again given by simply replacing
and all DTTs by their polynomial counterparts:
DTT,(r) = DTT,(r) =
K”m( D DTTm(ri))(DST-B:k(r) 2 L,) By K”m( D DTTm(ri)) (DCT-3,(r) © 1,,)B().  (49)

0<i<k 0<i<k



We mentioned above that choosindg/abasis in the coarse
moduleC|[z]/T}, leads to base change matricBs ;, that are
sparse (which will be shown in detail below). For thebasis,
this is somewhat different. In fact, inspecting (46) shotnest t
the inverse base changé— b, i.e., B;}g is sparse (with at
most two entries in each column). For this reason, we will
also consider the inverse of (47) and (48).

T-basis inverted. To express the inverse, we need the
inverse skew DTTs (Appendix Ill). The inverse of (48) will
take, after minor simplifications, in each case the generahf

iDTT,(r) = (CS) ' (iDCT-3(r) ® T,)
(€ DTT6a)) M, (50)
0<i<k
where
p= )T :L"(Ik@Jk@Ik@Jk@...)

andC k is closely related ta3* k (50) provides algorithms
for the DTTs of type 2 and 4 (the inverses of the DTTs in the
T-group).

Variants. The algorithms derived above can be further

manipulated to obtain variants. We saw already an example:

the inversion of (48) to obtain (50). One obvious manipolati

is transposition, which turns ea@kgroup DTT algorithm into

an algorithm for a DCT or DST of type 2 or 4 (the transposes
of the T-group DTTS).

More interestingly, each of the above algorithms has a cor-
responding “twiddle version,” which is obtained by tratisig
skew DTTs into their non-skew counterparts using (108)3j11
in Appendix Ill. For example, the twiddle version of (47) is
given by

DTT,, =

TABLE VI

BASE CASES FOR NORMAL AND SKEWI'-GROUPDTTS OF SIZE2.

DCT-3; = Fa - diag(1,1/v/2)
DST-3; = Fs - diag(1,v/2)
DCT-42 = Fy -

DST-4; = Fa -

1-1
()f
()f

DCT-3; = DCT-3,
DST-3; = Fo - diag(1/v/2,1)
DCT-4, = diag(cos 3,

DST-45 = diag(sin %, cos %) -Fo-

sin g) - Fa

1-1

“lovz
11

0V2

DCT-32(r) = Fa - diag(1, cos ~ 57)
DST-33(r) = F -diag(1, 2cos =)
DCT42():F [02005—]
DST-45(r) = Fa [0 2005 ]
DCT-35(r) = DOT-3(r)
DST-32(r) = F2 - diag(sin 7, sinrm)
1 -1
DCT-42(r) = diag(cos f,sin 7F ) - Fa - [0 2 cos %]
101
DST-42(r) = diag(sin =, cos 7)) - Fa - [0 2cos 1T ]
iDCT-3;(r) = diag(1, ﬁ Fa,
iDST-32(r) = lag(ﬁ, <L) Fy
1
; _ 1 e di 1 1
1DCT42( - |: @} F2 dlag(2cos%’2sin%)
-1
iDCT-4y(r { 0,1t = } Fa- dlag(—T T %)

TABLE VI

BASE CASES FOR NORMAL AND SKEWI'-GROUPDTTS OF SIZE3.

16

K" (Ik ® DTTm) Dy (DOT-3; ® 1,) By, (51)

= @ X7(l*)(z+1/2

0<i<k

where

is a direct sum of the x-shaped matrices in (108)- (111)—

(Appendix 111).

The twiddle version seems more appealing; however, wehcr-3; =

will later see that at least in the 2-power case= 2" they

1
. . . . . T-3: 0
incur a higher arithmetic cost. The reason is that skew anc]i) > [1
non-skew DTTs can be computed with the same cost in thi®cT-45 = [é
case. For other sizes, the twiddle version may not incur any, !

T4 = 3

penalty. Most state of the art software implementationg, [52

10 1 10 1/2
DCT-3; = [01 0 ] 1o 71}
10 -1 O\f/Q 0
01 1 1 -1
DST-33:[100] 1 0 2
01*}/ 0v3 0
01 V3-1 1-1-1
DCT-43 =10 o {10 1}
01—-y3-1] [0 1 —1
01 3+ 11 -1
10 0 [101]
01—v3+1] L01 1
DCT-33
01 1/2 1
10]{ 71}
0-1 0 f/20
—-107[1 0 101
v 1] |01 =1|dia \/E,\/I,\/I [,101]
(10] {07 -1 g(y'3 2) 010
1071 10 1
0 1][0 ]dlag[[,[ [1071]
1 0llo 010

[36] fuse the twiddle factors with the subsequent loop inedir
by the tensor product anyway to achieve better locality.

Base casesWe provide the base cases for the aboveDST-3;(r) =
DCT-43(r) =

algorithms for sizen = 2 in Table VII and for sizen = 3 in

DCT-33(r) =

1—r 1427

2
9
1
(Il |:cos( +7'7\') cos(1 27'7r):|)

cos( ) cos( )

L) cos

cos( 1?;
2 (1=r
cos(=3

HEE
e ol
o=

= -

o | on

= -
|_‘_, N RO
~/~

—

=

by definition

Table VIII. The size 2 cases follow from the definition; mobt 0 DST-25(+) = by definition

==y re
) cos(%w) )[8

oro
—om

the size 3 cases were derived in Section V-A. An exception i
DCT-4, for which the algorithm was generated by AREP [42], |

HCT-35(r) = DOT3s(r)

L. DST-33(r) = diag(sin £, sin 25
[39], and which is a “Rader-type” algorithm (see [10]; also a . s (r

3

)= 3
) = by definition
) =

future paper will discuss the algebraic origin of the Raderpsr.a;(r) = by definition

Y DST-35(r)

algorithm in detail). TheDST-45 algorithm follows then by
duality (105) (in Appendix III).
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The remaining task is to derive the exact form of theFor example, all rows with an index that is a multiplesaf
base change matrices, which are the only parts of the abare determined by (52) and thus contain the numbges
algorithms that depend on the DTT. We will do this in the Using

remainder of this section including a cost analysis for thosim
important cases and sizes.

B. Details: T-Group andU-Basis

In this section, we compute the exact form Fé:,)n for
x € {03,53,04,54}. We derive B\

k,m

as an example in

detail. The others are derived analogously and only thetresu

will be presented.

Derivation of base change matricesWe consideDCT-3.
The matrixF,(:zn — B
C[z]/T, from aT-basis to the basig in (43) with C = T.
To computeﬁé_c,i) we have to express every elemédntin b
as a linear combination itf. To do this, we first writeh as

b= (Tim+; |0<i<m, 0<j<k).

We did not change, but only decomposed the index into

a radix+n representation. The double indices are ordered
usual lexicographically(i,j) = (0,0),(0,1).... Similarly,
we write b’ as a special case of (43)

W = (T;U;(Tr) | 0< i <m, 0<j<k).

First, we consider the cage= 0. From Table XXIV, we know
thatTi = (Ul — Ui_g)/Q and thus

Tim = Ti(Tin) = 3Ui(T) — 3Ui—2(Tin) (52)
is the desired representationih
Now, letj £ 0, i.e.,1 < j < m. We claim that
Timtj = TjUi(Trm) — Ton—jUi—1(Tin). (53)

To prove it, we define the recursion

po = Tm—j=T_myy,
p1 = Tj
piv1 = 20,17, —T; 1.

First, because of (104) (Appendix Ill), we see that

DPit1 = Tim+j,

which is the left hand side of (53). On the other hand, usi
(103) (Appendix II) withT,,, as variablep; is precisely the
right hand side of (53), as desired.

The equations (52) and (53) define the columns of the b
change matrix, which is thus given by

r _% -
Imfl - Jmfl

1 i —
3 .

[SIE

Bin = (54)

- Jmfl

=

Imfl _Jmfl

SIS

L Imf 11

in (44) performs a base change in -

Cim+j = C;Ui(T) — Cj—nUi—1(Tin),

which generalizes (53), yields the base change matricdin t
other three cases:

I Im 7771
L., Zm
B =
Im 7771
L Im
L, —Jn.
I, —Jm
By, =
L, —Jn.
L Im
L, Jm
as < L, Jm
Ly Jm
L,

Exact forms of algorithms. Table IX summarizes the exact
form of all algorithms based on (45). Each algorithm has a
polynomial counterpart obtained by replacing th&'Ts by
DTTs.

C. Details: T-Group andT-Basis

In this section, we derive the exact base change matrices
for the algorithms in (47), (48), and (50).

Derivation of base change matricesAgain, we use the
DCT-3,, as detailed example. The matrB,(:,)n = B,(C,Cf;) in
(47) performs a base change@iz|/T;, from aT-basis to the

basis
V' = (Tim—3/2+ Tim+5/210<i<m, 0<j<k), (59)

a special case of (46). It is not straightforward to deteamin

B,(C_Cnf). However, theinversebase change is easy to compute

due to the form oft’: (59) already expresses the elements

of &/ as a linear combination of the elements tofFurther

simplification in (59) is obtained for the special cases 0
hich determines the first block of length), namely

Tim—j/2 4 Tim+;/2 =T-;/2+T;/2 = Ty,

3 for the special case= 0 (which determines everyith

column), namely
T'ifnfj/2 + nm+j/2 = Tllm
Hence we get

(3(03))—1 _ b

k,m -
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TABLE IX
COOLEY-TUKEY TYPE ALGORITHMS FORDTTS IN THE T-GROUR BASED ON THE DECOMPOSITION 1y, = Tk (T ) AND A U-BASIS CHOSEN IN THE
COARSE SIGNAL MODEL THE POLYNOMIAL VERSIONS ARE OBTAINED BY REPLACING ALL TRANSFORMS BY THEIR POLYNOMIAL COUNTERPART
TRANSPOSITION YIELDS ALGORITHMS FORDCT AND DSTTYPE 2 AND 4.

DCT-3, = DCT-3,(1/2), DCT-34 (r) = K2, ( @D DCT-31n(ri)) DST34(r) ® L) By (55)
0<i<k
DST-3,, = DST-3,(1/2), DST-3(r) = K2 ( @D DST-35 (1)) (DST34(r) @ L) By (56)
0<i<k
DCT-4, = DCT-4,(1/2), DCT-4y, (r) = Ko, ( €D DCT-4,,(r;)) DST-34(r) ® Im)BkC,f} (57)
0<i<k
n T (S4)
DST-4,, = DST-4,(1/2), DST-4, (1) = K ( @ DST-4p,(ri)) (DST-34(r) © L) By, e (58)
0<i<k
with with a suitable permutatioty,, ,, (the precise form is not of
0 importance here). Inversion yields
. 0 1 ;L
Zm = R R Im =20 Im,1 . 0(703) (Ik @( 1 ®SI€_1))QHJC. (63)
0 1
All the multiplications in (60) can be pulled out to the rightMultiplication with the inverse ofSy, i.e., (o, ..., yn—1)" =
and we get S; ' (zo,...,2n—1)" can be done with thé: — 1 recursive
subtractlons
C3)\—1 C3)\—1 C3)\—1
(Bio) = (@5 (D)
with Yn—1 = Tn—-1, Yn—2 = Tn—2 — Yn—1,..-,Y0 = To — Y1,
L. Zmn C3
L Zm i.e., the critical path of5; !, and thus the one otE' ) has
(C3)\-1 ) . length k£ — 1. Hence,k should be small to yield an efﬂment
(Com) = S (61)
_ algorithm. For example, fok = 2,
Im I 7 —1
(cs)y . —1 [tm m
and the diagonal matrix By’ = (lm@©diag(1,1/2,...,1/2)) { Im:|

(DI = L (11 @ diag(1,1/2,...,1/2)).

(I, & diag(1,2,...,2)) [Im ‘Iim] . (64)

To determlnerl P %, we first analyze the block structure.
Investigation shows that (61) consists bfblocks of size 1 g the other handC 1 in (61) has a very short critical
at positionsjm, 0 < j < k, andm — 1 blocks of sizek path of length 1. This explains the motivation to invert (47)

corresponding to the index sets in Section VII-A to obtain (50). Doing so for th®CT-3
{Om+i,2m=+idm=+i,...(k—1)m=i} (kodd), considered here, it turns out that all scaling factors cemaee
{Om—+i,2m+idm=+i,...km—i} (keven, and we obtain the beautifully simple form

for 0 < ¢ < m. These index sets (and thus the corresponding ©3)

blocks) are obtained by starting at entiyi), 0 < i < m, of  iDCT-3,(r) = (C, ")~ (iDCT-3x(r) @ L)

(61) and collecting non-zero entries in a zigzag pattermgoi . : . n
alternately to the right and down. Each of these- 1 blocks @ iDCT-3n( )) b (69)

i<k
has the form =<

where

S =
— =
—

Sk

- (62) = (K) T =L O DT D).
1
Equation (65) gives a class of algorithms fBxCT-2, =
Using the block structure, we can now wrt[e;i as iDCT-3,,(1/2), and, by transposition, we obtain again an

algorithm forDCT-3,,.

The base change matrices for the other tiiregroup DTTs
(I ®Im—1 ®Sk))Q"”<, are obtained analogously. We only give the result.

(0(03))*1 _ (Ik @Sk D...0 Sk)Qn,k7

k,m
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The algorithms are for DTTs in th&-group and it turns
o1 —Jme 7 out that theU-basis is the best choice for the coarse module
Clx]/Vi(z). Thus, a simultaneous derivation yields, for=
km +m/2,

[
|
=

Imfl - Jmfl
DTT, = Q) (DT, /0 & (D DTTon(r))
—Jm (66) (DST-7, ® L)) By"),. (77)

()=

k,m

N[
|
N[

Ln—1 Note thatDST-7 is the polynomial transform fo€[x]/ Vi (x)
L 1] with U-basis (Table Il1).
(CCOY T =B Next, we determine the best choice of sizénspecting (77)
(CEN T =B shows that, ideally; = 2° is a 2-power andt = (3 —1)/2 is
the natural size for th®ST-7 (explained later in Section IX).
L, Zm Thusn = 3!2°~!, which is a size that is well handled by
{ 2Im] the algorithms in Section VII. For this reason, we omit the

and
Bs, =
(1) L, —J, exact forms of the algorithms and only note that the base
Bym’ = 2Im:| (67) change matriceB,(:T)n have structure similar to the structures
(54) L, Jn in Sections IX and X.
By, = 2Im:| DCT, type 3 and 2, size 5.Above we established that

) ideally & = (3" — 1)/2, the ideal size for »ST-7. However,
Exact forms of algorithms. Tables X and XI show the it 1 is small enough, namely = 2, the algorithm (77) is

final algorithms, which are special cases of (48) and (SQkjj yseful. In particular, ifm = 2, then it yields algorithms
respectively. _ _ for sizesn = 5. We useDCT-3 as an example. It turns out
Replacing all transforms by their polynomial counterparig,y trial and error) that in this case H-basis is slightly
gives the corresponding algorithms for the polynomial DTT%uperior in C[z]/V3, and, after a minor manipulation, we
Further, each algorithm in Tables X and Xl has a correspor@ét the algorithm in Table XII. The cost can be read off as

ing twiddle version as shown in (51). . (12,6,1). Transposition yields an algorithm f&¥CT-2; with
Special casesWe briefly discuss the special case (68) fofjentical cost, which is only slightly worse than ths, 5, 0)
k = 2. (64) incurs multiplications by 2, which can be fuse%\lgorithm in [53].

with the multiplications incurred by the adjacdd€T-3(r).
Namely, usingdCT-3;(r) = F3 - diag(1, cos g7) (Table VII),

we can manipulate (68) to take the form E. Ana_ly5|s ] _ _
In this section we analyze the algorithms in Tables IX, X,
DCT-3,(r) = K;,,(DCT-3,,(5) ® DCT-3m(2§T ) and XI with respect to arithmetic cost and other charadtesis
(Fy @1L)Esm, (76) We also review special cases that have been known in the
' literature.
where Cost analysis.Each of the algorithms in Tables IX, X, and

I —Zm,

rr(l 21, 1) XI provides reasonable algorithms with regular structiitee
cos 57 (11 me1)-

cost difference between any two of tliegroup algorithms is
We also briefly consider the case= 3 in (68). In this case, O(n) wheren is the transform size. We determine the cost in
Lz I gr?:ater o|2etail for thﬁ most rglevanthcases only: . . f
C3 . m m m or a 2-powem, the costs in each case are independent o
Bévm) = (I &(I> ® diag(1,2, ..., 2))) In = Zm |, the chosen recursive split strategy. The best achieved aost
T recorded in Table XIIl. Note that the best costs for the skew
where I/, = diag(0,1,...,1). Note that this matrix, as (and inverse skew) and non-skew versions are equal singe the
mentioned before, requires onB(m — 1) additions, since have the same recursioasd the base cases have equal cost
m — 1 additions are duplicated (row 1, columns 2/3, and rofable VII). This is different for other sizes; in generakth
2, columns 2/3). However, the critical path Bécnf) has then skew DTTs are more expensive (see also Appendix Ill). Also
length 2. Again, the multiplications can be fused with thgote that the polynomial DTTs save multiplications (except

E2,m =

adjacentDCT-3;(r). We omit the details. for the DCT-3 = DCT-3). _
Similarly, the multiplications by 2 in (67) can be fused in For a 3-power, the skew DTTs are more expensive. Also,
(69)—(71). the stated costs in Table XllI in this case are not the best

possible with the algorithms in this paper. For example, we
can slightly improve abCT-3 of 3-power sizen using the

D. Altgrnat|v§ Decomp.osmon ) ) transpose of Table VI(b) to get a cost of
In this section, we discuss briefly algorithms based on the

decomposition (8nlogs(n) — 2n + 2, 4nlogs(n) — In + Llogg(n) + %,
Thmsm/2 = Tz Vi(Ton)- in+ $logy(n) — §) = dnlogs(n) — Sn + logs(n) + 3
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COOLEY-TUKEY TYPE ALGORITHMS FORDTTS IN THE T-GROUR BASED ON THE DECOMPOSITION )., = Tk (T ) AND A T-BASIS CHOSEN IN THE
COARSE SIGNAL MODEL THE POLYNOMIAL VERSIONS ARE OBTAINED BY REPLACING ALL TRANSFORMS BY THEIR POLYNOMIAL COUNTERPART
TRANSPOSITION YIELDS ALGORITHMS FORDCT AND DSTTYPE 2 AND 4.

DCT-3,, = DCT-3,(1/2), DCT-34, (r) = K2 ( @) DCT-3m(r:)) DCT-34(r) ® 1) B (68)
0<i<k

DST-3,, = DST-3,(1/2), DST-34m (r) = K2 ( @D DST-3m (1)) (DCT 34 (r) @ Im) By (69)
0<i<k

DCT-4,, = DCT-4,(1/2), DCT-84, (r) = K2 ( @) DCT-4p,(r:)) DCT 35, (r) ® L) BL ) (70)
0<i<k

DST-4,, = DST-4,(1/2), DST 44 (1) = K2 (@D DST4 (1)) (DCT 35,(r) @ L) B (71)
0<i<k

TABLE XI

MANIPULATED INVERSE OF TABLE X: COOLEY-TUKEY TYPE ALGORITHMS FOR THE TRANSPOSES OF THBTTS IN THE 7-GROUR BASED ON THE
DECOMPOSITIONT ., = Tk(Tm) AND A T'-BASIS CHOSEN IN THE COARSE SIGNAL MODELTRANSPOSITION YIELDS ALGORITHMS FOR THEDTTS IN

THE T-GROUR

DCT-2,, = iDCT-3,(1/2),

DST-2,, = iDST-3,(1/2),

DCT-4,, = iDCT-4,(1/2),

DST-4, = iDST-4,(1/2),

iDCT-34n (r) = (CLG2) " (IDCT-34(r) @ L) ( @D IDCT-3m (1)) M.

TABLE XII
ALGORITHM FORDCT-35 WITH COST(12, 6, 1). TRANSPOSITION YIELDS ADCT-25 ALGORITHM OF EQUAL COST.

OO OO
OO OO
OO OoOo
[=NeNol ]
OO OO

(Il ® (F2 diag(1, cos %) ® Fa diag(1, cos 3Tﬂ))

(72)
0<i<k

iDST-3), (1) = (céfi))*l(iDST-3k(r)®1m)( a5 iDCT-3m(m)> M7 (73)
0<i<k

IDCT-4n (r) = (CL72) 1 ((DCT-44,(r) ®Im)< P iDCT-Sm(ri)> M7 (74)
0<i<k

iDST-4y,,,, (1) = (c,fi))*l(iDSTAk(r)®Im)< [an iDCT-Sm(ri)> M7 (75)

0<i<k

1 0 -1 0 1
Iz diag(cos T,2cos T) 1 0 1/2 0 0
I, diag(cos 3, 2cos 37y| ) [0 L 0 00
2 g 5 7 5 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 1 0

while sacrificing some regularity in structure. For exampl¢han a translation by duality (105) (Appendix IIl). For 3vper

for n = 9, Table Xl yields (32,12,4)

48 and the sizesn, all algorithms, except those f@&¥CT-3,, in Tables IX,

above(32,11,3) = 46. The same costs apply tolaCT-2 X, and Xl incur an %nlogg,(n) higher cost compared to
by transposing the algorithms. Reference [53] provides &manslating these DTTs into RCT-3 usingO(n) operations
(34,8,2) = 44 algorithm (proven optimal w.r.t. non-rational(see Appendix IlI).

Further comments.

multiplications), with no obvious structure. Using (10@)05),
(106), and (107), this also yields better algorithms forvske
and non-skewDCT-4 andDST-4.

For an arbitraryp-powern, we can computé&-group DTTs
using the twiddle versions of th&-group algorithms (e.g.,
(51)). For example, CT-2,; computed with (72) requires,
independently of the split strate@logp(n) DCT-2,’s, and

1
2(1 — —)nlog,(n) —2n + 2
p

additions and multiplications, respectively. For a given
DCT-2, kernel (e.g., the transpose of Table XIlI or [53] for
p =5,7), it is now easy to compute a cost. The otliegroup
DTTs are analogous.

Note that for a 2-power size, the algorithms (56), (69)
and transposed (73), fdpST-3 have anO(n) higher cost

The algorithms in Table X have the appealing feature that
all multiplications occur in parallel with additions on the
same operands. Further, they are a good choice if the
output is to be pruned, i.e., only, say, the first half of
the output matters. This was used in [54] DICT-2.
However, for largek, the critical path is potentially
prohibitive.

The cost of theél'-group algorithms is independent of the
chosen split.

The algorithms in Table XI involve constants that are
inverse cosines (from the base cases of iflh@Ts in
Table VII). This may cause numerical instability.
Transposition yields algorithms for the transposed DTTs
with equal cost. The reason is that all occurring matrices



21

have this property. The DTTs in the U-group have associated modules
« If a non-skew DTT is decomposed using any of fie Clz]/p(x) with mutually distinct polynomial®, namely for
group algorithms, then (the middle) one of the occurrindCT-1, DST-1, DCT-2, DST-2, respectively (see Table III)

skew DTTs in the direct sum has= 1/2, i.e., is non- )
skew. p(I) = (.CC _1)Un72a Una (I_I)Unfla (x+1)Un71- (79)

* AnyR%dlg_l:SiZ.thcf[T of typ e2or 3t_can b5egtranslated int‘?hus, the decompositions are slightly different and carsot
an i without incufring operations [ ] . stated in a precise unified way as for tiegroup in (VII).
« Again we note that the algorithms in this section arBrom (79), it is clear that in order to apply (78) far= km,

not all available ones. In particular, there are orthogonal, | - .« 15 considddC'T-2 andDST-2 of sizen. but DCT-1
algorithms, which are due to other algebraic principle& sizen + 1 and DST-1 of sizen — 1. This r,notivates the

[42]. . . following definition, which we will use in the derivation.
« All the algorithms have, for a 2-power sizeg a total cost

of 2nlog,(n) + O(n). This can be improved by roughly n+1, for DCT-1,;

5% with the recent paper [55] téznlogQ(n) +0(n), at n =3n—1. for DST-1..:

the expense of some regularity.
Literature. Algorithm (68) for 2-power size an& = 2
was derived in [56] and in [33]; the latter also considered
3-powers andk = 3. For arbitraryp-powers f prime) and A. Simultaneous Derivation

k = p, the derivation is in [34]. The above references also used| ¢t DTT , pe one of the DTTs in th&'-group with module
Chebyshev polynomials in their derivation, but they do re#tu , , _ (C[x]/npn/ and C-basis. where is one of . U. V. W.

the algebraic framework, and they present the algorithms il assume, — km. In the first step, we decompogé using
an iterative form only, which avoids the definition of skewpq factorization (78) and Theoren; 1 as

DTTs. For software implementations, it is crucial to have a
recursive form as presented here. Further, the derivaton f Clz]/pns — Clz]/pms ® Clz]/Ug—1(Th). (80)

p > 2 produced suboptimal cost compared to Table XIIlI. ) o
Special cases of (68) with the reverse split, i:e.= pt, In the first summand, we choose(abasis (i.e., equal to the

k = pt—', are not practical because of the long criticaPn€ inM); in the second summand, we choose the bélsis

path for computingC,, .. Their discovery, however, is more(see (25)) given by
straightforward, since they do not require large skew DCTS, ;o
which are unexpected without knowing the underlying algebr b= (Golo(Tm), -, Cm1Uo(Tm)
The casep = 2 was reported in [57]p = 3,6 in [58], the case e
of a generap in [59] with examplegp = 3,5, 7, 9. CoUi—2(Ti), -, Cone1Ug—2(Ti)),
Algorithms (69), its transpose, and the transpose of (71) ) _ -
were found, also for 2-powers arid= 2 in [60]. The only W ich is requwe_d for the furthe_r _decc_)mposmon _of
special case of (70) we found in the literature was derivéd®]/Us—1(Tin) using Theorem 2. This implies the choice
implicitly in [56], where the DCT-4 is called “odd DCT” ©f @ U-basis in the coarse modulg[z]/Uy—, in all four
and decomposed as part of a f&E'T-2 algorithm that first CaSes. Any other choice of basis would lead to a transform
recurses using Table Vi(a). that is not a DTT (see Table Ill: only one DTT has=
Architecture regular versions (i.e., the equivalent to tHg, namelyDST-1). Also, it tumns out that the base change
Pease FFT [61]) of the algorithms in Table X, againfos 2, matrices become more complicated for any other choice, and,
can be found in [62], [63]. in contrast to Section VII, the inversion of algorithms to
The only case of (72) we found in the literatureris= 2°, improve their structure does not work th_i; time.
m = 2, in which case the skew DCTs become trivial [4].  Based on (80), we get the decomposition
All other algorithms for thel’-group DTTs are to our best X X
knowledge novel. DTT = P’Svgl(A(k*”m @ DTTW')B’(%}?%’

n, for DCT-2,,,DST-2,.

(81)

where A(;_1),,, is a Fourier transform foC[z]/Uy—1(T},)
V”I_' U-GROUPDTT ALGORITH'_VIS with basist’, and(-)(*) signifies dependency on the DTT; the
We now derive Cooley-Tukey type algorithms for all fouleyact form of these matrices will be provided below. Note
DTTs in the U-group, based on the decomposition properghat we can exchange the order of the summands in (81), if
(Lemma 3, ii)): we properly permute the columns and rows, respectively, of
Urm—1 = Up—1(Ton)Up—1. (78) Prm and Bi,m. In two of the four cases, we will do this to

SinceU does not decompose directly, the derivation invoIveosbtain permutation?,gjzl of a simpler structure.
. . " To apply Theorem 2 for further decomposition&f;, _1y,,.,
a first additional step to factoW,,—1 into Uy_1(7T,,) and PPl P k1)

) . we need the zeros df,_, which are given byos &, 0 <
Un—1 using Theorem 1. In the special case bf= 2, . & (TableXXIIl in A dix Il d k
e L , th
the decomposition in (78) becomes trivial and (78) becomles< (Table in Appendix 1), and thus

Lemma 2, ii). Thus, the algorithms in Table Vi(a) become a  C[z]/U;,_{(T},) — @ Cl]/(Tp — cos ix) (82)
special case of the algorithms derived below. o<ich
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ARITHMETIC COSTS ACHIEVABLE FOR THEDTTS IN THE 7-GROUP WITH THE ALGORITHMS IN THIS PAPER FOR-POWER AND3-POWER SIZEn. ALL

is decomposed b¥ST-1;_; (note that Theorem 2 requires

2-power n

3-power n.

THE 3-POWER SIZE COSTS CAN BE SLIGHTLY IMPROVED UPOKSEESECTION VII-E).

Transform Cost (adds, mults, 2-power mults) and total Achieed by

DCT-3, (2nlogy(n) —n+1, Inlogy(n), 0) (68) (see also (76)f72)", Table Vi(a)’
total: 2nlogy(n) —n+1

DST-3, same aDCT-3 duality (105) Table Vi(a)"

DCT-4,, (%nlogQ( ), 2n10g2(n) +n, 0) (57), (70), (74), (106), and their transposes
total: 2nlogy(n) +n poly: —n

DST-4, same aDCT-4 (58), (71), (75), duality (105)

DCT-3,(r) same aDCT-3 (68)

DST-3,(r) (%nlogQ (n) —n+1, %nlogQ (n) + %n, 0) (56)
total: 2nlogy(n) — gn+1  poly: —in

DCT-4,(r) same aDCT-4 (57), (70)

DST-4,(r) same aDCT-4 (58), (71)

DCT-3, (3nlogz(n) — 2n +2, 2nlogz(n) — 3n, In—1) (68), (72)T, see also cheaper version
total: 4nlogs(n) —3n + 3 in Section VII-E

DST-3,, same aDCT-3 duality (105)

DCT-4, (%nlogg(n) -n+1, %nlogg(n) - %n, %n — %) (106)
total: 4nlogg(n) —n + 2

DST-4, same aDCT-4 duality (105)

DCT-3,(r) (%nlog;;(n) —n+1, %nlog;;(n), 0) (68)
total: 4nlogg(n) —n+1

DST-3,(r) (%nlogg(n)—n+1, %nlogg(n)—i- %n—l— %, %n— (107)
total: 4nlogs(n) + 1

DCT-4,(r) (%nlogg(n)7 inlogS(n) + %n — %, %n — %) (112)
total: 4nlogs(n) +n

DST-4,(r) same aDCT-4 equivalent to (112)

In the following four sections, we will give the special

us to choose a polynomial transform). The smaller modulesstructure of the matricesP( ) and B, ) in all four cases.

(82) are decomposed, respectively, by skew DTTs as
Clx]/ (T, — cos %) — ®O§j<m('r

(83)

— COST; jT),

m

They are shown in Table XIV We will analyze the arithmetic
cost for 2-power sizes = 2°. In all cases it turns out that,
in contrast to thel'-group algorithms derived above, the cost

where ther; ; and their order are computed by Lemma Igoes depend on the chosen split, with the minimum obtained
The type of the skew DTT is determined by thebasis. For for the casek = 2, which is equivalent to Table VI(a).

example, forDTT = DCT-1, C = T and thus (83) is de- Fuyrther, the structure of the algorithm (86) shows that the
composed by HCT-3 (see Table Ill). The final factorization polynomial version of the DTT requires a smaller number of

of A(x—1)m IS given by

Ap—1ym =

In summary, we obtain the following algorithm fol®I'T’,

00 (D DITL(H) (DSTL @ L),

0<i<k

in the U-group:

DTT,, = P(*) (DTTm’ DA kil)m)B(*)

f(@ DTT,,

k 1)m —

0<i<k

multiplications than the DTT if this holds for the base case

(84)

(85)

k,m>

) (DST-Tp_1 ® L),

B. Details

where we fused the permutatiorlfsg*) in (81) anko*

(84) to a permutatior?,,
the occurring DTTs are replaced by their polynomial versmrb

to yield

DIT, = P.") (DT T &A—1ym)B

Ak=1)m

(*)

. Equation 85 remains valid when
(%)
k,m

(86)

(
k,m?

= (€ DIT,.(4))DSTLk 1 @ 1),

0<i<k

and permutatlonsP( )

B _ (€D | pen

k,m k,m k,m >

n = 2, which is easy to check. The result is that only DCT and
DST of type 2 yield savings. For the occurring skew DTTSs,
we use the algorithms and the arithmetic cost provided in the
previous sections.

We provide the exact form of the base change matrices
using the mnemonic names
x € {C1,51,C2,52} to denote the 4 DTTs in th&-group.
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TABLE XIV
COOLEY-TUKEY TYPE ALGORITHMS FORDTTS IN THE U-GROUR BASED ON THE DECOMPOSITION iy, —1 = Upm—1 - Ug—1(Tm ). THE POLYNOMIAL
VERSIONS ARE OBTAINED BY REPLACING ALL TRANSFORMS BY THEIR PLYNOMIAL COUNTERPART.

DCT-Ymyr = PGV <DCT-1m+1 ® ( @ DCT-3,,(1))(DSTT;-1 ® Im)) BV (87)
0<i<k
DST-Lgm—1 = PEV(( €D DST-3m(1))(DSTLis ®Im)@DST-1m,1)B,§f;L) (88)
0<i<k
DCT-2 = PSY (DCT-zm@( P DCT-4pn (1)) (DSTI)y ®Im)) B (89)
o<i<k
DST-2, = P52 (( D DST-4mn (1)) (DST-Lj—1 ® L) @ DST-2m) B2 (90)
0<i<k
(1) i TABLE XV
WhereCk»’n is given by BASE CASES FOR/-GROUPDTTS.
rl 1 o 7
L1 Jm—aa L1 ) . DCT-1; = Fa DCT-13 = DCT-1,
1 1 DST-1; =13 DST-1; =1
1 -1 DCT-2; = diag(1, %) -Fa DCT-2; = Fy
Im—1 . Jm—1 . DST-2, = diag( 4., 1) - F DST2, = Fs
Imfl - Jmfl ’
1 -1 PO =L@k @) @ L ®(Jeo1 @h) @ ... ) L.
- Jmfl
1 -2 . . )
i L1 —Jdmo1 Base casesk-or 2-power size, the recursions in Table XIV

and DY = L1 ®(Le1 ©(1/2 B Ln—1)).
Note that the first block row ofB,(fnP represents the form for k = 2, in which case they coincide with Table VI(a).

need as base cases Table XV and the skew DTTs in Table VII.
Special casesThe recursions in Table XIV take the simplest

signal extension of the signal model fBiCT—lmH (namely
T, modT,,t1, k> m+1, see [2]) . Similar statements hold

for the matrices below.

C. Alternative decomposition

We do not discuss algorithms based on Lemma 3, vi).

L 1 Im- Similar statements as in Section VII-D hold.
Imfl Jmfl
1
B;E,S,i): D. Analysis
Ln—1 Jm-1 We analyze the algorithms in Table XIV.
1 Arithmetic cost. We only consider a 2-power size. In
Im,l?—Jmﬂ?Imfl contrast to theT-group algorithms in Section VII, the cost
T JO I JO : of the algorithms does depend on the split. The minimum is
L =71 obtained fork = 2, in which case the algorithms coincide with
B _ Lo —Jom Table VI(a). The cost in these cases is shown in Table XVI.
Fom Literature. Except for the casé = 2 (see Section V-B),
' I o 3 we did not find any of these algorithms in the literature.
I Jm
L Jm IX. V-GROUPDTT ALGORITHMS
BY = .
’ Im' I In this section, we present algorithms for all DTTs in the
O o e S—— V-group, i.e., the DCT and DST of type 7 and 8, based on

P,E,C;,i) =Ld((Jr—10h) L ®(Ji—1011) B Ik . ..

k,m

=_n

PP =M @di1) @ L@ @Jio1) @ ... )L,

)Lk—l

n—1

PEY = @ ®@Jim) @ L0 Jy1) @ ... )L,

Lemma 3, iii):
Vik=1)/24km = Vin - Vie—1)/2(T2m+1)-

Since the derivation is analogous to the previous sectioas,
will only state the results without a detailed derivation.
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TABLE XVI
ARITHMETIC COSTS FORDTTS IN THE U-GROUP ACHIEVABLE WITH THE RECURSIONS INTABLE XIV. THE SIZE OFDCT-11Sn = 2F + 1, THE SIZE OF
DST-1i1sn = 2% — 1, AND THE SIZES OFDCT-2 AND DST-2 s n = 2k

Transform  Cost (adds, mults, 2-power mults) and total Achiged by

DCT-1,  (3nlogy(n—1) —2n — Llogy(n — 1) +6, Table VI(@) = (87) fork = 2
%nlogQ(n -1)—n-— %logQ(n —-1)4+2, 0)
total: 2nlogy(n — 1) — 3n —logy(n — 1) +8
DST-1, (3nlogy(n+1) — 2n+ 2 logy(n + 1) + 2, Table VI(a) = (88) for k = 2
%nlogQ(n +1)—n+ % logy(n + 1), 0)
total: 2nlogy(n + 1) —3n+ 3logy(n+1) +2

DCT-2, (%nlog2(n) —n+1, %nlogQ(n)7 0) Table Vi(a) = (89) fork = 2,
total: 2nlogy(n) —n+1, 0)  poly: —(n—1) (68)T (see also (76)), (72)
DST-2, same aDCT-2 Table VI(a) = (90) for k = 2, duality (105}
A. Simultaneous Derivation We obtain the corresponding algorithm for the polynomial

For the DTTs in thé/-group (see Table I11) with associated?T T»' by replacing all DTTs by their polynomial counter-
modulesC|z]/p, the polynomiap takes (up to a constant) two parts. Transposition of (92) yields a different set of aitjons.

different forms:(z+1)V,,_; for DCT-7,, andDST-8,, andV,
for DST-7,, and DCT-8,,. To derive all four decompositions

simultaneously, we thus define B. Details
o — Jnt+ 1, for DCT-7,, DST-8,; In this section, we record the exact form of all four classes
n, for DST-7,,,DCT-8,,. of decompositions based on (92). We need the following base

. . . . h trices.
Now we consideDTT,, in the V-group with aC-basis,C € change matrices

{7,0,V, W} and assume that = i+ (k — 1)/2 = (2m+ _ FOrDCT-7n andDST-8, we requiren = km +(k +1)/2.
1)(k—1)/2+ m. Necessarilyk is odd. Using Theorem 1, we en,
first decompose BN _ DlgCnZ) 0@

k,m k,m
Clx]/pn = (C[x]/V% (Tem+1) ® Clz]/ppmr. (91)

In the second summand, we choose& aasis. In the first

summand, we choose 2 -1
I2m - J2m

vy = (C()VO(Tm), ceey Cm,1V0(Tm) 1 —1

I2m —J 2m

with

CoVik-1y/2-1(Tm), - -+, Crne1 Vig—1y/2-1(Tm)), oen _ E 1 - - 1
km T

as required by Theorem 2. This implied/abasis in the coarse Lom = Jom
module C[z]/V(;—1),2 and aC-basis in the skew modules.
We denote the base change matrix for (91) \Aﬁiﬁ; where T2m —Im
x € {C7,57,C8,58}. The exact form will be shown below. 1 -1 1

Next we decompose the second summand in (91) by
DTT,, , and the first summand using Theorem 2. The oc- ] )
curring skew DTTs have the sam@-basis as the given and the diagonal matrix
DTT,, for exampleDCT-7 has aT-basis and hence the
associated skew DTT iBCT-3. We denote that skew DTT D,(fn? = (Lg=1)/2@(1/2 @ I21n)) @ Liny1,
with DTT’. The subalgebre&[z]/V{;_1)/» with V-basis is,
in all four cases, decomposed by the polynomial transform

Im —Jm —Im Jm J

DST-7(;—1)/2. The final result is the decomposition [omt1 Jamia T
Iomt1 Jom+1
DTT, = Py (Agminyk-1y/2 © DTTw)BY) . (92) o
B = Lomt1 Jom+1
W|th k,m m+ m4 N
Tom+1 52
Ami1)(k-1)/2 = m Jm —Im  —Jm .
L 1 —1 .

@B DTTh, i (35)) (DST7 1)z @ Lomsa).
0si<(k=1)/2 ForDST-7 andDCT-8, we requirer = km+(k—1)/2. Then



TABLE XVIII
BASE CASES FORV-GROUPDTTS.

DOT-7; = [} /2]
DST-71 = I
DCT-8; = 31,

DST-8; = [ 12 |

DCT-72 = DCT-7
DST-71 =1,
DCT-8; =15
DOT8, = [} 2]

25

For m = 1, the decompositions in Table XVII are trivial,
thus we obtain upon decomposition skew DTTs of odd size
larger than 1. Hence, the best outcome is that+ 1 is a
3-power, to allow at least a decomposition of the occurring
skew DTTs into3 x 3 transforms using Table X or IX.
Further, we want to be able to further decompose the ocaurrin
DST-7;,_1)/2, Which requires thatk — 1)/2 has again the

form km + (k — 1)/2 (with a differentk). Inspection shows
that these conditions are satisfied foe= (3* —1)/2. Namely,

_Izml J2m . 1 for0<s<t
Tom Jom (3t —1)/2=3°(3"°—1)/2+ (3° — 1)/2,
1 1 which matches, = (2m+1)(k—1)/2+mform = (3°—1)/2
BT _ Tom Jom andk = 3'7*. In summary, the best decomposable sizes are
kom 1 ’ thusn’ = n+1 = (3! + 1)/2 for DCT-7 andDST-8, and
L, | n’ =n = (3'—1)/2 for DST-7 andDCT-8. This also implies
Im that the base sizes are 2 and 1, respectively.

- - - ! Using the arithmetic cost of the skew DTTs of 3-power
[l G} =T —Jm T I ' | size in Table Xlll, we get Table XIX. Note that the costs

. for DCT-8,DST-8 are not achieved using Table VI(c) but
only by duality (105). The reason is that Table VI(c) yields
for these DTTs the same recurrence as f€T-7 and

M o1 —Jompr
I2m+1 - J2m+1

RBC®) _ I o J DST-7, respectively, but with more expensive skew base cases
k,m T 2m+1 2m+1 .
Tomst |0 o (Tat_>|e VIII). . _ _ _
—Jm Literature. We did not find any of the algorithms in

0 0 0

Ly i —Jo — Loy & o L & =T Table XVII in the literature.

Correspondingly, we need two closely related types of
permutations. Lek, m be fixed. For a given to be mapped,
we decompose into the radixk representation = iy + sk,
with 4y = i mod k andiy = i div k. Then P = P{*%) s

a permutation on the séb), ..., km + (k —1)/2} defined by

X. W-GROUPDTT ALGORITHMS

We present algorithms for the DTTs in thE-group based
on the decomposition in Lemma 3, iv):

Wik—1)/24km = Wi - Wi—1)/2(Tom+1)-

The derivation and discussion is very similar to Section 1X,

so we will be brief.

PD = P = i +igk
for 0 < iy < 52,
k—1

Zl(2m+1)—|—212,
i1(2m 4 1) + ia, for i; = k=1
(k—1—1d1)(2m+1)+2i+1, for &L <y < k.

This permutation leaves the last point fixed. By omitting e define for the DTTs in thél’-group

A. Simultaneous derivation

this point, i.e., by restricting the permutation tc(> t)he set n+1. for DCT-5,,. DCT-6,,:

: S7) I ) n’, n’

;O(,C.é).,km+(k—1)/2—1},we get the permutatiort,”) " = n {n’ for DST-5,. DST-6,.
km *

Base casesThe base cases for the DCTs and DSTs of typehe definition is motivated by the associated polynomiéai
7 and 8 are shown in Table XVIII. The sizes are motivated[z]/p, namelyp(z) = (z —1)W,_; for DCT-5 andDCT-6
below in the cost analysis. and W, for DST-5 andDST-6.

Special cases.The recursions in Table XVII take the Now letDTT,, be in theW-group withC-basis. Then the
simplest form fork = 3 (note thatk has to be odd), in which first decomposition step yields

case they coincide with the algorithms in Table VI(c). Clz]/pw = Clz]/Wir (Toms1) @ Clee]/p 97)
n’ — %1 m+ m’ -

In the second summand we chooseCabasis. In the first

C. Analysis
. . , . summand we choose
To analyze the arithmetic cost of the algorithms in Ta-
(CoWo(Trm), - - -

ble XVII, the first question is which sizes are best decomd’ =
posable or “natural” for these DTTs. For example, for all
DTTs of type 1-4 the best decomposable siz&tiswith the CoW, T oW T
exception of DCT-1, which has2t + 1, and DST-1, which oWie—1)/2-1(Tm)s - O Wiy /21 (Tom))s
has2! — 1. These sizes allow a complete decomposition intas required by Theorem 2. This implie$la-basis in the coarse
2 x 2 transforms. module C[z]/W;_1),2 and aC-basis in the skew modules.

) Cm—IWO(Tm)
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TABLE XVII
COOLEY-TUKEY TYPE ALGORITHMS FORDTTS IN THE VV-GROUR BASED ON THE DECOMPOSITION/(,_1) /21 km = Vin - Vik—1)/2(T2m+1); k 1S
ODD.THE POLYNOMIAL VERSIONS ARE OBTAINED BY REPLACING ALL TRANSFORMS BY THEIR POLYNOMIAL COUNTERPART

DOT-Tj i (hs1y2 = éf?( DCT-32m41(352)) (OSTT it © Laynin) & DCT-7m+1)B,§,C,Z) (93)
O<z<—

DST-Tkmy(k—1)/2 = ﬁ?( DSTK’QmH(%))(DSTJ% ® Iom+1) ® DST'7m) Bﬁ? (©4)
0< L< ==

DCT-8kmi(k—1)/2 = ;EC:? (( @ DCT- 42m+1(21+1 ))(DSTJ% ® Iomy1) ® DCT-Bm)Bﬁi) (95)
O<z<

DST-8ms (k1) = Pio ( DST A4 1(2551)) (DST-7 Th_1 @ lamy1) © DST- 8m+1)B(58) (96)
0< L< ==

TABLE XIX

ARITHMETIC COSTS FORDTTS IN THE V-GROUP ACHIEVABLE WITH THE RECURSIONS INTABLE XVII. T HE S1ZE FORDCT-7 AND DST-8 IS
n = (3% +1)/2, FORDST-7 AND DCT-81sn = (3F — 1)/2.

Transform  Cost (adds, mults, 2-power mults) and total Achiged by

DCT-7,  (§nlogz(2n —1) —3n — log3(2n —1)+3, Table VI(c) = (93) fork =3
%nlog3(2n —-1) - 2n — £ log3(2n — 1)+ 2, logz(2n — 1))
total: 4nlogz(2n — 1) — 5n + 5 poly: same
DST-7,, (%nlog3(2n +1)—3n+ % logs(2n + 1), Table VI(c) = (94) fork =3
%nlog3(2n+l)— %n-{— %10g3(2n+1) %n— —log3(2n+l))
total: 4nlogs(2n + 1) — 4n +logz(2n + 1)
DCT-8, same adDST-7 duality (105)
DST-8, same aDCT-7 duality (105)

The corresponding base change matanI,%,) , Wherex €  and the diagonal matrix
{C5,55,C6,56}. The exact form will be shown below.
The full decomposition becomes

C5
DTT,, = P]ETT)R(A(Qerl)(kfl)/Q ® DTTW’)B;(CT;a (98) Dfmg = L1 ®I—1)2 ®(1/2 & Iom))
with

Ami)(k-1)/2 =
P DI, (%

0<i<(k—1)/2

1)) (DST B 1)/2 @ Lo 1):

0 0 0
Im —Jm iIlm —Jm | Lp —Jm
0 0
B. Details Iom ' Jom }
The base change matrices and permutations in (98) are as Iom Jom
follows. 569 _
c5 cs C5 kom —
B = el 0 - 1 1
IZm J2m
rl 1 1 1 1
Im Jm Im Jm I 7Im
2 -1 2m .
IZm - J2m L 1 .
1 I _J _1 -Im Jm Im Jm " L T
C(Cs) _ 2m 2m 1 1
o ’ - . Iomy1 —Jomy1
1 —1 B(CG) — I2m+1 - J27n+1
I2m _J2m km
1 —1 )
_1 Lom+1 — J2m+1 :

L I2m —Jm L I2m+1 :]: *2_
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TABLE XXI

algorithms of similar structure. Thus, we could explain pnan
BASE CASES FORW -GROUPDTTS. g p m

existing algorithms, but discovered an even larger numiber o
new algorithms that could not be found with previous methods
The principle behind Cooley-Tukey type algorithms is poly-

DOT-5; = [} _15] DCT-5, = DCT-5,

5 — V3 DST-5; — . " 2. e - .
DST-51 111 L DST-51 111 ) nomial decomposition for finite regular shift-invariantDL-
DCT-6; = fl/z —1] DCT-62 = 1 1] signal models (or, equivalently, polynomial algebras) noore
DST-61 = 3> I DCT-61 =1, generally, induction as briefly discussed in Section IV-C.

We hope to have achieved several things with this paper.

The paper is a first step to obtaining a comprehensive theory
of fast transform algorithms: a theory that classifies atgors,
provides insight to why they exist, illuminates their sture,
and enables their concise, systematic derivation.

Second, the theory of algorithms in this paper is a natural
application of the algebraic SP theory. In [1], [2] the coptosf
signal model (as in Definition 1) was motivated as the natural
structure underlying SP. In this paper, it becomes the key
to derive, discover, and understand algorithms. The afdebr
approach ties together SP theory and transform algorithm
theory.

Third, the paper reinforces the case for representing algo-
rithms as structured matrices, an approach that was already
successfully employed for the DFT in [35], [32] and occa-
sionally in research papers (e.g., a early as [21] and more
systematically developed and exploited in [65]).

Fourth, by summarizing many existing and deriving many
new algorithms, this paper can be a reference paper on

_ . _ L algorithms that is useful for application developers tha a
This permutation leaves the first point fixed. The correspongmy interested in their application

'ng permutation folr the DST(sCt%pe > anfj ,6 operates on onegyre papers will derive and explain other algorithms
point less and arises fron#, | © by omitting row 0 and 4y4iaple for trigonometric transforms, including real BF

column 0. The definition is orthogonal DTT algorithms, and generalized Rader type-algo
rithms.

0 0 0

Im E*J7n Im E*J7n Im (E)*Jrn

0
I2m+1

J2m+1

omy1r Jomta

B =

Tom+y1 Jomy1

—Im
I2m+1 0 -0

Jm

To state the permutations, we decompose the indexbe
mapped as before into= i; +ixk. Then the permutations for
for DCT-5 andDCT-6 operate o € {0, ..., km+(k—1)/2}
and are given by

PV = PO =iy + sk

19, for i, = 0;

11(2m + 1) + 2i5 — m, for0 < iy < %;
(k—i1)2m+1)+2ip —m+1, for Bl <iy <k —1.

P = piY
i1(2m + 1) + 2iy + m, for iy < &5
(k—i)(2m+1)+2is —3m—1, for 5L <iy <k —1;

=11 + i2k —
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APPENDIX | conditionsCy, C1, we have
CHINESE REMAINDER THEOREM
Cpn =CiUp_1 — CoUp—o. (103)
Let Clz]/p(z) be a polynomial algebra (see Section II-A)
and assume thai(z) = q(z)r(z) factors into two coprime 2) For any sequence of Chebyshev polynom@)s
polynomials, i.e.gcd(q, ) = 1. Then the Chinese remainder
theorem (for polynomials) states that T.Crn = (Criei + Cryr) /2. (104)

¢: Clz]/p(x) — Clz]/q(z) ® Clz]/r(x) 3) The identities in Table XXIV hold. They are based on

s(z) — (s(z) modg(z),s(z) modr(z)) trigonometric identities.
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IDENTITIES AMONG THE FOUR SERIES OFCHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS;
C', HAS TO BE REPLACED BYTy,, Un,, Vi, Wy, TO OBTAIN ROWS1, 2, 3,4,

%

iDCT-4,(r)

(2n—2,2n—1)

DCT-3,

n—1,2n—1) (n—1,n)
(n—1,2n—2

iDCT-3,,(r) DCT-4,, DCT-3,,(r)
n—1,2n—2) (n—1,n)
% (n—%\
DCT-2, DCT-4,(r)

TABLE XXIV

RESPECTIVELY

(2n—2,2n—1)

Number of additions and multiplicatiorfadds mults) required to translate DCTs of types 2—4 into each other fak siden.
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Here,X,(l*)(r) depends on the DTT and takes the following
forms, indicated by € {C3, S3,C4, 54}.

1 0 0
Cn Cn — C7L72 Cn — Cnfl Cn + Cnfl 0 “ Sn—1
Tp 22— OUp-n (- DWao1 (24 1Vey X () (108)
Un 2T, Vi Whn :
Vi 2@ —1)Wno1  2(z — 1)Un—1 2T, :
Wn 20z + 1)Vis 2T, 2z + 1)Up—1 L0 s Cn—1
[« —Sp_1
APPENDIX I XS0y = (109)
RELATIONSHIPSBETWEENDTTS
_ e 0
We use in this paper the following relationships between 51 Cn=1 c
DTTs. The explanation for their existence and proofs can be i , "
found in [2]. o Sn—1
Duality. Two DTTs DTT,,,DTT/, which have flipped
" " Xy = (110)
boundary conditions are calletlial to each other. They are n o
necessarily in the same group. The duality property is ret vi . ' ' .
ible from Table Il since we omitted the boundary conditions L So Cn—1
Thus we just state the pair®CT-3/DST-3, DCT-4/DST-4, [ < —sh_1
the DTTs in theU-group are all self-dualbCT-7/DST-8,
DST-7/DCT-8, DCT-5/DCT-6, DST-5/DST-6. X5V = (111)
The following relationship holds for dual DTTs:
—50 Ch1

diagy<je, ((-1)*) - DTT,, - J,, = DTT, . (105) -

; .. In these equations;, = cos(1/2 — r)émw/n, s; = sin(1/2 —
As a consequence ayTT algorithm can be converted into
) T alg r)m/n, ¢ = cos(1/2—r)(2¢+1)n/(2n), ands), = sin(1/2—

aDTT’ algorithm without incurring additional operations. / .

Base changeTwo DTTs (or skew DTTS) in the same groupr)(% +1)m/(2n). Where the diagonals cross in (108)-(111),
(e.g., T-group) have (at least almost) the same associattg'& elemepts are add.ed. ,
algebra. As a consequence they can be translated into each®mPining (107) with (106) gives, for example
other using a suitable base change and Table XXIV.

Examples include: DCT-4,(r) = S, DCT-2, - 1D, (1/2)71- X7V (r). (112)

DCT-4, =
iDCT-4,(r) =

Sp - DCT-2, - 3D, (1/2)~*
Sy, -iDCT-3,,(r) - Dy (r) =1

(106) The diagonal matrix can be fused with the x-shaped matrix to
save multiplications.
Inversion of (107) gives the corresponding identities fox t

where S, is defined in (62) and D,(r) = iDTT(r)s:

diagy<j,(cos ). The r, are computed fromr using
Lemma 1.

Skew and non-skew DTTs.Every skewDTT(r) can be
translated into its non-skew counterpaTT:

(113)

n

iDTT,(r) = (X()(r)) - DTTY .

The matrices(X,(f)(r)f1 have the same x-shaped structure

and the same arithmetic complexity @é,(l*)(r) and can
be readily computed because of their block structure. For

DTT, -X\”(r), and

DTT, X\ (r).

DTT,(r) =

BT, (1) (107)



example:

(X)) " =

n 0 e e 0
0 Cn—1 —Sn—1
1
cos(1/2 —r)w
O —S1 C1

The above identities show that the complexity of the skew
DTTs differ from the complexity of the DTTs b@(n).

Figure 3 displays the cost, as a pair (additions, multiplica
tions), of translating skew and non-skew DCTs of types 2-4
into each other for odd size.
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