arXiv:2212.14318v1 [math.RA] 29 Dec 2022

Block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices and the fast calculation for T-product of quaternion tensors^∗

Meng-Meng Zheng,^† and Guyan Ni^‡

Abstract

With the great success of the T-product based real tensor methods in the color image and gray video processing, the establishment of T-product based quaternion tensor methods in the color video processing has encountered a challenge, which is the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices. In this paper, we show that the discrete Fourier matrix Fp cannot diagonalize p × p circulant quaternion matrices, nor can the unitary quaternion matrices Fpj and Fp(1 + j)/ √ 2 with j being an imaginary unit of quaternion algebra, due to 1c = c1 but jc = c̄j for any complex number c. Further, we establish sufficient and necessary conditions for a unitary quaternion matrix being a diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices, which shows that achieving the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain is too hard. Noting that lq = q̄l holds for any quaternion q with l being an imaginary unit of octonion algebra, we turn to the octonion domain for achieving the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices. We obtain several special multiplication cases between special octonions and quaternions. Based on that, the unitary octonion matrix Fpp with p = l, il or (l + il)/ √ 2 can diagonalize a circulant quaternion matrix of size p × p, at the cost of O(p log p) via the fast Fourier transform (FFT); and unitary matrices Fpp ⊗ Im and Fpp ⊗ In can block diagonalize a block circulant quaternion matrix of size mp × np, at the cost of O(mnp log p) via the FFT. As a result, we propose a fast algorithm to calculate the T-product between m×n×p and n×s×p third-order quaternion tensors via FFTs, at the cost of O(mnsp), which is almost 1/p of the computational magnitude of computing T-product by its definition. Numerical calculations verify the correctness of the complexity analysis.

Key words: block circulant quaternion matrix, block diagonalization, fast Fourier transform, quaternion tensor, tensor-tensor product.

Mathematics Subject Classifications (2010): 15A69, 15B05, 15B33.

1 Introduction

It is well-known that block circulant real matrices has been widely applied in various fields, such as code theory [34], vibration analysis [28], structural calculation [3,4,9,12,31], tensor decomposition [7,19,20,40] and image processing [14, 18, 35, 39], etc. The wide application of block circulant real matrices greatly thanks to the important property that a block circulant real matrix of size mp × np can be fast block diagonalization by the discrete Fourier matrix at a cost of O(mnp log p) via the fast Fourier transform (FFT) [9,31], which brings great convenience for numerical calculations of block circulant real matrices.

∗This document is the results of the research project funded by National Natural Science Foundations of China (Grant No.11871472), the Natural Science Foundation of Hunan Province, China (Grant No.2022JJ40543) and China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (Grant No.2021MD703978).

†Department of Mathematics, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha, Hunan 410073, China. Email: mengmeng zheng@163.com.

‡Corresponding Author. Department of Mathematics, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha, Hunan 410073, China. Email: guyan-ni@163.com.

One of important applications of block circulant real matrices is the fast calculation of the tensortensor product (T-product) between third-order real tensors and T-product based methods for the image and grey video processing. The T-product, proposed by Kilmer and Martin [19], is a closed multiplication operation between third-order tensors, which provides familiar tools of linear algebra for third-order real tensors through a bridge between third-order real tensors and block circulant real matrices [17]. Moreover, with the help of fast block diagonalization of block circulant real matrices via FFTs, the T-product between third-order real tensors is further transformed into block diagonal matrix multiplication in the discrete Fourier domain, which makes tensor factorizations based on the T-product for third-order real tensors can be fast computed and promotes the remarkable success of numerous real tensor methods based on the T-product in the color image and gray video processing [1, 14, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 32, 37–39]. However, for real-life problems which are described by fourth-order real tensor models, such as the color video processing, the T-product based method for third-order real tensors is not suitable.

Recently, the quaternion has been found as a powerful tool in the color image and color video processing [5, 10, 13, 15, 16, 27, 29, 30, 33]. Proposed by Hamilton in 1843 [11], a quaternion q is often given by: q = a + bi + cj + dk, where a, b, c, d ∈ R, i, j and k are three imaginary units which satisfy: { i^2 = j^2 = k^2 = ijk = −1, ij = −ji = k, jk = −kj = i, ki = −ik = j.

It is shown in literatures that the quaternion based expression approach treats three color channel pixels of color images and color videos holistically as a vector field, via encoding the red, green and blue channel pixel values on the three imaginary parts of quaternion matrices or quaternion tensors. As a result, the color structure of color images and color videos can be better maintained in quaternion based methods, compared with the real tensor based methods [15, 27, 29]. Besides, it should be noted that by the quaternion based expression approach, a color image or color video can be described by tensor data which has a lower dimension than the corresponding real tensor data. For example, a color video is described by a fourth-order real tensor, while a color video is described by a third-order quaternion tensor [15,27,29]. This observation, together with the good performances of quaternion based methods and T-product based third-order real tensor methods in the color image processing, generates a natural thought, that is, to establish the T-product based third-order quaternion tensor methods for the color video processing.

Analogue to the T-product based third-order real tensor methods, the achievement of the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices is a key and inevitable issue in the establishment of T-product based third-order quaternion tensor methods, which aims to find a p × p unitary matrix P such that for any block circulant quaternion matrix A = bcirc(A_1, A_2, . . . , A_p) of size mp × np,

(P ⊗ I_m) A (P ⊗ I_n)^∗ = Diag(Â_1, Â_2, . . . , Â_p), (1.1)

where Diag(Â_1, Â_2, . . . , Â_p) means the block diagonal matrix with each Â_i being its diagonal block entry. For a block circulant real matrix A = bcirc(A_1, A_2, . . . , A_p) with each A_i ∈ R^{m×n} , it has been shown that A can be block diagonalized by the unitary complex matrices F_p ⊗ I_m and F_p ⊗ I_n, that is the unitary matrix P in (1.1) can be chosen as the DFT matrix F_p when A is real. In [30], it was shown that a type of special block structure quaternion matrices of size mp × np can block diagonalized by F_p ⊗ I_m and F_p ⊗ I_n. But for block circulant quaternion matrices, it is not the case. Take the 4 × 4 circulant quaternion matrix A = bcirc(j, 2j, 3j, 4j) for instance. It is easy to deduce

F_4AF^∗_4 = 40 −8 − 8k −8 −8 + 8k

, (1.2)

which implies that unlike the real case, the unitary complex matrices F_p ⊗ I_m and F_p ⊗ I_n cannot transform any block circulant quaternion matrices of size mp × np into block diagonal form. To our best knowledge, the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices has not been solved ever before, due to that the quaternion field is a noncommutative division algebra [36].

Motivated by the above, we aim to find unitary matrix P such that (1.1) holds. More importantly, inspired by the fast way via FFTs to calculte the result block diagonal matrix of the mp × np block circulant real matrix achieved with the help of the DFT matrix F_p, we intend to find such unitary matrices that enables us to inherit the calculation convenience of FFTs to quickly obtain the result block diagonal matrices of block circulant quaternion matrices. The main contributions of this work are as follows:

• We show that for any p × p circulant quaternion matrix A, there exist P, Q ∈ C^{p×p} such that

(F_pp)A(F_pp)^∗ = (F_pPF^∗_p) + (F_pQF_p)j, (1.3)

where p = 1, j or (1+j)/ √ 2, since 1c = c1 but jc = c̄j for any complex number c. This means that F_pp with p = 1, j or (1+j)/ √ 2 cannot be diagonalization matrix of A, since the part of (F_pQF_p) is not diagonal in general as shown in (1.2). Then we prove that to find the unitary quaternion diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices is equivalent to solve eight diagonalization problem of real circulant quaternion matrices, which is hard to achieve.

• We provide several special cases of the multiplication between special octonions and quaternions to avoid the “F_pQF_p” part in (1.3), observing that lq = q̄l and (pl)(ql) is a quaternion for any p, q being quaternions. With the help of that, we show that for any p × p circulant quaternion matrix with the unique CayleyâDickson (CD) form A = A_1 + A_2j where A_1, A_2 ∈ C^{p×p} ,

(F_pp)A(F_pp)^∗ = (F_pA_1F^∗_p) − (F_pA_2F^∗_p)j,

where p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2. That means, F_pp with p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2 is a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant quaternion matrix, thus we obtain a fast way to compute the result diagonal matrix of p × p circulant quaternion matrices via FFTs at the cost of O(p log p). Furthermore, we prove that each mp × np block circulant quaternion matrix can be transformed into block diagonal quaternion matrix by F_pp⊗I_m and F_pp⊗I_n via FFTs at the cost of O(mnp log p).

• We establish a relationship between T-product of third-order quaternion tensors and the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices, and provide a way to compute the Tproduct of two third-order quaternion tensors of size m × n × p and n × s × p via FFTs at the cost of O(mnsp). For third-order quaternion tensors A of size m × n × p and B of size n × s × p, the T-product C = A ∗ B can be obtained by the following procedure:

– First, compute Â = fft(A, [ ], 3) and B̂ = fft(B, [ ], 3), denoted by the CD forms Â = Â_1 +Â_2j and B̂ = B̂_1 + B̂_2j ;

– Second, let Â(:, :, p + 1) := Â(:, :, 1) and B̂(:, :, p + 1) := B̂(:, :, 1), compute

Ĉ_1(:, :, i) = Â_1(:, :, p + 2 − i)B̂_1(:, :, p + 2 − i) − Â_2(:, :, i)B̂_2(:, :, p + 2 − i),

Ĉ_2(:, :, i) = Â_1(:, :, p + 2 − i)B̂_2(:, :, i) + Â_2(:, :, i)B̂_1(:, :, i);

– Last, compute C = ifft(Ĉ, [ ], 3) where Ĉ = Ĉ_1 + Ĉ_2j.

Numerical experiments demonstrate that the proposed algorithm speeds up p times of the calculation of the T-product of two third-order quaternion tensors with p frontal slices.

• The achieved block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion opens up a way to extend the greatly successful T-product based real tensor methods to the quaternion case, meanwhile this paper provides a new vein for generalizing more matrix theory in the complex domain to the quaternion domain through the participation of octonion matrices.

The organization of this paper is divided into six sections. In Section 2, we introduce preliminary knowledge, including some notations, octonions, the block diagonalization of block circulant complex matrices, and T-product of third-order tensors. In Section 3, we study the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain. We show that F_pp with p = 1, j or (1 + j)/ √ 2 is not diagonalization matrix of p×p circulant quaternion matrices and give sufficient and necessary conditions for a quaternion matrix being a quaternion diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices. In Section 4, we study the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the octonion domain. We provide several special cases of the non-commutative and non-associative octonion multiplication. Then, we prove that F_pp with p = l, jl or (l+jl)/ √ 2 is unitary and is a diagonalization matrix of p×p circulant quaternion matrix. Finally, we achieve the block diagonalization of mp × np block circulant quaternion matrices with octonion matrices F_pp ⊗ I_m and F_pp ⊗ I_n, where p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2. In Section 5, we give an algorithm to fast compute the T-product of quaternion tensors by applying the fast block diagonalization way of block circulant quaternion matrices via FFTs. Last, the concluding remarks are made in Section 6.

2 Preliminary

2.1 Notation

Throughout this paper, we use small letters a, b, . . . for scalars, small bold letters a, b, . . . for vectors, bold capital letters A, B, . . . for matrices, and calligraphic letters A, B, . . . for tensors. For any positive integer n, denote [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. Denote the set of all real numbers, complex numbers, quaternions and octonions as R, C , Q and O, respectively. In the following, we use F to represent R, C , Q or O, respectively, unless otherwise specified. Denote F^{m×n} by the collection of all m × n matrices with entries in F. When n = 1, we simplify F^{m×n} as F^m . In addition, we use I_m to represent the m × m identity matrix. For any X := (x_{ij} ) ∈ F^{m×n} , let X := (x_{ij} ) and X^∗ := (x_{ij} )^⊤ represent the conjugate and conjugate transpose of the matrix X, respectively. For any x := (x_r) ∈ F^n , Diag(x) means the diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are x_r, respectively. For any X_r ∈ F^{m×n} with r ∈ [p], Diag(X_1, X_2, . . . , X_p) := Diag(X_r : r ∈ [p]) means the block diagonal matrix whose diagonal block entries are X_r, respectively. For any matrices A and B of appropriate sizes, A · B denotes the product between A and B, and sometimes · is omitted. For any third-order tensors A and B of appropriate sizes, A ∗ B denotes the T-product between A and B.

2.2 Octonions and quaternions

Octonions were first discovered by John Graves, and later independently introduced by Cayley in 1845 [2]. An octonion o ∈ O is often given by: o = a+bi+cj+dk+el+fil+gjl+hkl, where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ R, i, j, k, l, il, jl and kl are square roots of −1, which satisfy the following multiplication stable:

O 1 i j k l il jl kl 1 1 i j k l il jl kl i i -1 k -j il -l -kl jl j j -k -1 i jl kl -l -il k k j -i -1 kl -jl il -l l l -il -jl -kl -1 i j k il il l -kl jl -i -1 -k j jl jl kl l -il -j k -1 -i kl kl -jl il l -k -j i -1

Table 1: Octonion Multiplication Rule Table

For any given two octonions o_1 = a_1 + b_1i + c_1j + d_1k + e_1l + f_1il + g_1jl + h_1kl, o_2 = a_2 + b_2i + c_2j + d_2k + e_2l + f_2il + g_2jl + h_2kl ∈ O, the sum is defined as:

o_1 + o_2 := (a_1 + a_2) + (b_1 + b_2)i + (c_1 + c_2)j + (d_1 + d_2)k +(e_1 + e_2)l + (f_1 + f_2)il + (g_1 + g_2)jl + (h_1 + h_2)kl,

and the multiplication of o_1 and o_2 is defined as:

o_1o_2 := (a_1a_2 − b_1b_2 − c_1c_2 − d_1d_2 − e_1e_2 − f_1f_2 − g_1g_2 − h_1h_2) + (a_1b_2 + b_1a_2 + c_1d_2 − d_1c_2 + e_1f_2 − f_1e_2 + h_1g_2 − g_1h_2) i + (a_1c_2 + c_1a_2 + d_1b_2 − b_1d_2 + e_1g_2 − g_1e_2 + f_1h_2 − h_1f_2) j + (a_1d_2 + d_1a_2 + b_1c_2 − c_1b_2 + e_1h_2 − h_1e_2 + g_1f_2 − f_1g_2) k + (a_1e_2 + e_1a_2 + f_1b_2 − b_1f_2 + g_1c_2 − c_1g_2 + h_1d_2 − d_1h_2) l + (a_1f_2 + f_1a_2 + b_1e_2 − e_1b_2 + h_1c_2 − c_1h_2 + d_1g_2 − g_1d_2) il + (a_1g_2 + g_1a_2 + b_1h_2 − h_1b_2 + c_1e_2 − e_1c_2 + f_1d_2 − d_1f_2) jl + (a_1h_2 + h_1a_2 + g_1b_2 − b_1g_2 + c_1f_2 − f_1c_2 + d_1e_2 − e_1d_2) kl,

by Table 1. For any o ∈ O, its conjugate ō and modulus |o| are, respectively, defined as:

ō := a − bi − cj − dk − el − fil − gjl − hkl, (2.4) |o| := √ ōo = √ a^2 + b^2 + c^2 + d^2 + e^2 + f^2 + g^2 + h^2.

When e, f, g, h are zeros, the octonion o = a + bi + cj + dk + el+fil+ gjl+ hkl becomes a quaternion. Obviously, each octonion o = a + bi + cj + dk + el + fil + gjl + hkl has a uniquely quaternionic form as o = q_1 + q_2l, where q_1 = a + bi + cj + dk ∈ Q and q_2 = e + fi + gj + hk ∈ Q. Similarly, each quaternion q = a + bi + cj + dk can be uniquely expressed by the CD form, i.e., the complex form q = p_1 + p_2j, where p_1 = a + bi ∈ C and p_2 = c + di ∈ C . It is easy to deduce that for quaternions, the associative law holds, but the commutative law does not hold, and for octonions, both the associative law and commutative law do not hold, i.e.,

q_1(q_2q_3) = (q_1q_2)q_3, q_1q_2 ≠ q_2q_1, for general q_1, q_2, q_3 ∈ Q, o_1(o_2o_3) ≠ (o_1o_2)o_3, o_1o_2 ≠ o_2o_1, for general o_1, o_2, o_3 ∈ O.

Besides, an m × n matrix A is said a quaternion (or octonion, respectively) matrix if its entries are quaternions (or octonion, respectively), i.e., A_{ij} ∈ Q (or A_{ij} ∈ O, respectively) for all i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n]. A square n × n quaternion (or octonion, respectively) matrix A is said to be inversible if there exists some quaternion (or octonion, respectively) matrix B such that AB = BA = I_n. Then the matrix B is called an inverse of A, denoted by A^{−1}. In addition, a quaternion (or octonion, respectively) matrix A is called unitary if AA^∗ = A^∗A = I_n.

2.3 Block diagonalization of block circulant complex matrices

In this subsection, we recall the block diagonalization of block circulant complex matrices. Let F = R, C , Q or O be a number field. A matrix A ∈ F^{mp×np} is called a block circulant matrix if it has the following form [8]:

A = A_1 A_p · · · A_3 A_2 A_2 A_1 · · · A_4 A_3 . . . . .. . . . . . A_p A_{p−1} · · · A_2 A_1

(2.5)

where A_r ∈ F^{m×n} for all r ∈ [p]. For simplicity, A is often written as A = bcirc(A_1, A_2, . . . , A_p). In particular, A as in (2.5) is called a circulant matrix if m = n = 1 and denoted by A = circ(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p).

In the theory of diagonalization of circulant matrices, the diagonalization matrix plays an important role, which is a unitary matrix defined as follow.

Definition 2.1 (Diagonalization matrix) Let F ∈ F^{p×p} be a unitary matrix. If FAF^∗ is a diagonal matrix for any p × p circulant matrix A, then F is called a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant matrices.

Denote F_p as the p × p normalized discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix [9], i.e.,

F_p = 1 √ p

1 1 1 . . . 1 1 ω ω^2 . . . ω^{p−1} 1 ω^2 ω^4 . . . ω^{2(p−1)} . . . . . . .. . . . 1 ω^{p−1} ω^{2(p−1)} . . . ω^{(p−1)(p−1)} (2.6)

where ω = e^{− 2πip} ∈ C . It is deduced that

F_pF_p = F^∗_pF^∗_p = P_p, (2.7)

where P_p is a permutation matrix defined by { P_{11} = P_{ij} = 1, if i + j = p + 2, i, j = 2, 3, . . . , p;

P_{ij} = 0, otherwise. (2.8)

Recall that the Kronecker product A ⊗ B, of a matrix A ∈ F^{m×n} and a matrix B ∈ F^{s×t} is an ms × nt block matrix defined by

A ⊗ B = a_{11}B a_{11}B . . . a_{1n}B a_{21}B a_{22}B . . . a_{2n}B . . . . .. . . . a_{m1}B a_{m2}B · · · a_{mn}B

. (2.9)

For positive integers p and m, it is deduced directly that

(F_p ⊗ I_m)^∗ = F^∗_p ⊗ I_m. (2.10)

It is known that any circulant complex matrix A = circ(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p) ∈ C^{p×p} can be diagonalized by the p × p DFT matrix F_p at the cost of O(p log p) flops, see ref. [9], i.e.,

F_pAF^∗_p = F_p[circ(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p)]F^∗_p = Diag(d_1, d_2, . . . , d_p) ∈ C^{p×p} . (2.11)

That is to say, F_p is a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant complex matrices. Besides, the diagonal entries d_1, d_2, . . . , d_p of the diagonal matrix in (2.11) and the generators a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p of the circulant matrix A in (2.11) satisfy the following relations:

(d_1, d_2, . . . , d_p)^⊤ = √ pF_p(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p)^⊤.

Thus, the vector d = (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_p)^⊤ can be computed by applying the fast fourier transform (FFT for short) to the vector a = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p)^⊤, i.e., d = fft(a).

Furthermore, any block circulant complex matrix A ∈ C^{mp×np} defined as in (2.5) can be block diagonalized by F_p ⊗ I_m ∈ C^{mp×mp} and F_p ⊗ I_n ∈ C^{np×np} as

(F_p ⊗ I_m)A(F^∗_p ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Â_1, Â_2, . . . , Â_p) ∈ C^{mp×np} ,

where Â_r ∈ C^{m×n} for any r ∈ [p].

Then, the following questions naturally arise.

Question 1: Can the unitary complex matrices F_p ⊗ I_m and F_p ⊗ I_n block diagonalize an arbitrary block circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{mp×np} ? And can the unitary quaternion matrices (F_pp) ⊗ I_m and (F_pp) ⊗ I_n with p = j or (1 + j)/ √ 2 block diagonalize an arbitrary block circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{mp×np} ? Question 2: If the answer to Question 1 is negative, then what kind of unitary quaternion matrices P ⊗ I_m ∈ Q^{mp×mp} and P ⊗ I_n ∈ Q^{np×np} can diagonalize an arbitrary block circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{mp×np} ? i.e., (P ⊗ I_m)A(P ⊗ I_n)^∗ = Diag(Â_1, Â_2, . . . , Â_p).

These questions above are answered in Section 3. We give negative answers to Question 1 and prove sufficient and necessary conditions for a unitary quaternion matrix being a quaternion diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices.

2.4 T-product of third-order tensors

Here, we recall some preliminaries for the definition of T-product between third-order tensors and show that how T-product between third-order real tensors can be fast calculated with the help of the block diagonalization way of block circulant real matrices.

A third-order tensor A ∈ F^{m×n×p} can be treated as a stack of frontal slices. The r-th frontal slice is denoted as A^{(r)} ∈ F^{m×n} for any r ∈ [p], i.e., A^{(r)} = A(:, :, r). A third-order tensor A is closely related to a block circulant matrix and a block column vector by the “bcirc” and “unfold” operators, respectively, which are defined as:

bcirc(A) := A^{(1)} A^{(p)} . . . A^{(2)} A^{(2)} A^{(1)} . . . A^{(3)} . . . . . . . . . A^{(p)} A^{(p−1)} · · · A^{(1)} , unfold(A) := A^{(1)} A^{(2)} . . A^{(p)}

, (2.12)

and their inverse “bcirc^{−1}” and “fold” are defined as: bcirc^{−1}(bcirc(A)) := A, fold(unfold(A)) := A. When F = R, an important multiplication between third-order tensors whose entries belong to F was shown in [17, 19], named T-product. Here, we apply the same definition of multiplication between third-order tensors for the case of F = C , Q or O.

Definition 2.2 (T-product) Let A ∈ F^{m×n×p} , B ∈ F^{n×s×p} . Then the T-product A ∗ B is defined as: A ∗ B := fold(bcirc(A) · unfold(B)) ∈ F^{m×s×p} . For the convenience of description, we introduce the following operator:

Diag(A) :=

A^{(1)} A^{(2)} . . . A^{(p)}

, (2.13)

where A is a tensor in F^{m×n×p} .

As shown in the literatures [1, 17, 19, 20], for a third-order real tensor, the following results hold.

Proposition 2.1 [19] Let A ∈ F^{m×n×p} , where F = R. Then the block circulant matrix bcirc(A) can be block diagonalized by F_p ⊗ I_m ∈ C^{mp×mp} and F_p ⊗ I_n ∈ C^{np×np} , that is

(F_p ⊗ I_m) bcirc(A) (F^∗_p ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Â) and Â and A satisfy: unfold(Â) = √ p(F_p ⊗ I_m)unfold(A). That means, the tensor Â can be computed at the cost of O(mnp log p), by applying FFT along the third dimension of A, i.e., Â = fft(A, [ ], 3).

By the block diagonalization of block circulant complex matrices shown in Proposition 2.1, a fast way to calculate the T-product of two third-order real tensors was given as follow [19]:

Algorithm 2.1: Computing the T-product of real tensors via FFTs Input: A ∈ R^{m×n×p} and B ∈ R^{n×s×p} . Output: C ∈ R^{m×s×p} : C = A ∗ B. Step 1: Compute Â = fft(A, [ ], 3) and B̂ = fft(B, [ ], 3). Step 2: For r = 1 : p, compute r-th frontal slice of Ĉ by Ĉ(:, :, r) = Â(:, :, r)B̂(:, :, r), end for.

Step 3: Compute C = ifft(Ĉ, [ ], 3).

Then, the following question arises:

Question 3: When F = Q, can a similar way as Algorithm 2.1 be given to accelerate the computation of the T-product of third-order quaternion tensors defined by Definition 2.2?

It is achieved by studies in Section 4 and Section 5. In Section 4, we show how to obtain the result block diagonal quaternion matrix of an arbitrary mp × np block circulant quaternion matrix via FFTs, which is block diagonalized by unitary octonion matrices F_pp with p = l, il or (l + il)/ √ 2. Then through establishing the relationship between the T-product of third-order quaternion tensors and the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices, we provide a similar way as Algorithm 2.1 for the calculation of the T-product of third-order quaternion tensors with p frontal slices in Section 5, which speed up almost p times compared with the T-product computation by its definition.

3 Diagonalization matrices in the quaternion domain

When all entries of a circulant matrix defined by (2.5) are quaternions, it is called a circulant quaternion matrix. To answer Question 1 and Question 2, in this section we study the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain, which is to find a unitary quaternion matrix F ∈ Q^{p×p} such that FAF^∗ is a diagonal matrix for all A = circ(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p) ∈ Q^{p×p} , and the unitary quaternion matrix F is called a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant quaternion matrices.

First, we answer Question 1 by the following example, which shows that F_pp with p = 1, j or (1+j)/ √ 2 cannot diagonalize an arbitrary circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{p×p} . Therefore, (F_pp)⊗I_m and (F_pp)⊗I_n with p = j or (1+j)/ √ 2 cannot block diagonalize an arbitrary block circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{mp×np} .

Example 3.1 Let F_p be the p × p DFT matrix defined by (2.6) and A be an arbitrary circulant quaternion matrix A ∈ Q^{p×p} with its unique CD form being A = A_1 + A_2j, where A_1, A_2 ∈ C^{p×p} .

♣ First, we show that A cannot be diagonalized by the DFT matrix F_p, i.e., F_pAF^∗_p is not a diagonal matrix.

Since jc = c̄j for any complex number c, it follows that jF^∗_p = F_pj. Thus, it is deduced that

F_pAF^∗_p = F_p(A_1 + A_2j)F^∗_p = F_pA_1F^∗_p + (F_pA_2F_p)j.

As shown in Section 2.3, the first item “F_pA_1F^∗_p” is a complex diagonal matrix. However, the second item “F_pA_2F_p” is not diagonal in general, as (1.2) shows. Thereby, F_pAF^∗_p is not diagonal in general.

♣ Second, we show that A cannot be diagonalized by two unitary quaternion matrices:

F_pj and (F_p + F_pj)/ √ 2, respectively. That is to say, neither (F_pj)A(F_pj)^∗ nor^1_2 (F_p + F_pj)A(F_p + F_pj)^∗ is a diagonal matrix.

– Since (F_pj)(F_pj)^∗ = (F_pj)(−F_pj) = I_p, we have that F_pj is unitary. Further, it is deduced

(F_pj)A(F_pj)^∗ = (F_pj)(A_1 + A_2j)(−F_pj) = F_pA_1F^∗_p + (F_pA_2F_p)j,

thereby, F_pjA(F_pj)^∗ is not diagonal in general.

– Since (F_p+F_pj)(F_p+F_pj)^∗ = (F_p+F_pj)(F^∗_p−F_pj) = F_pF^∗_p−F_pF_pj+F_pF_pj+F_pF^∗_p = 2I_p, it follows that (F_p + F_pj)/ √ 2 is unitary. Further, it is deduced

[^{1√}_2 (F_p + F_pj)]A[^{1√}_2 (F_p + F_pj)]^∗ =^1_2 (F_p + F_pj)(A_1 + A_2j)(F^∗_p − F_pj) =^1_2 [F_p(A_1 + A_1 + A_2 − A_2)F^∗_p + F_p(A_1 − A_1 + A_2 + A_2)F_pj].

thereby, [^{1√}_2 (F_p + F_pj)]A[^{1√}_2 (F_p + F_pj)]^∗ is not diagonal in general.

In a word, neither unitary complex matrix F_p, nor unitary quaternion matrices F_pj and^{1√}_2 (F_p + F_pj) is a diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices A ∈ Q^{p×p} .

Example 3.1 gives negative answers to Question 1. Then Question 2 naturally arises. That is, what kind of unitary quaternion matrices can diagonalize an arbitrary block circulant quaternion matrix? To answer this question, we give the following theorem, which provides sufficient and necessary conditions on unitary quaternion matrix F ∈ Q^{p×p} being a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant quaternion matrices. If F ∈ Q^{p×p} is a diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant quaternion matrices, then it can be proved by a similar way as Theorem 4.3 that any given block circulant quaternion matrix of size mp × np can be block diagonalized by F ⊗ I_m ∈ Q^{mp×mp} and F ⊗ I_n ∈ Q^{np×np} .

Theorem 3.1 Let F ∈ Q^{p×p} be a unitary matrix with the CD form F = F_1+F_2j, where F_1, F_2 ∈ C^{p×p} . Then F is a diagonalization matrix of p×p circulant quaternion matrices if and only if all these matrices

F_1ÂF^∗_1, F_1ÂF^⊤_1 , F_1ÂF^⊤_2 , F_1ÂF^∗_2, F_2ÂF^∗_1, F_2ÂF^⊤_1 , F_2ÂF^⊤_2 , F_2ÂF^∗_2, (3.14)

are diagonal for any given real circulant matrices Â = circ(â_1, â_2, . . . , â_p) ∈ R^{p×p} .

Proof. For any circulant quaternion matrix A = circ(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_p) ∈ Q^{p×p} , rewrite it by the CD form A = A_1 + A_2j with A_1, A_2 ∈ C^{p×p} . Since F^∗ = (F^∗_1) − (F^⊤_2 )j from (2.4), it can be deduced

FAF^∗ = (F_1 + F_2j)(A_1 + A_2j)(F^∗_1 − F^⊤_2 j) = (F_1A_1F^∗_1 − F_2A_2F^∗_1 + F_2A_1F^∗_2 + F_1A_2F^∗_2)

−(F_1A_1F^⊤_2 + F_2A_2F^⊤_2 + F_2A_1F^⊤_1 − F_1A_2F^⊤_1 )j

(3.15)

Hence, the sufficiency is obvious. Below, we prove the necessity.

Assume that Â = circ(â_1, â_2, . . . , â_p) is an any given circulant real matrix in R^{p×p} and FAF^∗ is a diagonal matrix for any circulant quaternion matrix A. Then we take A as the following special cases and substitute it into (3.15) to deduce the following results:

• Take A_1 = A_2 = Â. Then from (3.15) and FAF^∗ being diagonal, it follows that { F_1ÂF^∗_1 − F_2ÂF^∗_1 − F_2Â(−F^∗_2) − F_1Â(−F^∗_2) is diagonal; F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_2ÂF^⊤_1 − F_1ÂF^⊤_1 is diagonal.

(3.16)

• Take A_1 = Âi and A_2 = −Â. Then from (3.15) and FAF^∗ being diagonal, it follows that { [F_1ÂF^∗_1 + F_2Â(−F^∗_2)]i + [F_2ÂF^∗_1 + F_1Â(−F^∗_2)] is diagonal; [F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_2ÂF^⊤_1 ]i + [F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_1ÂF^⊤_1 ] is diagonal,

which, together with (3.16), imply that { [F_1ÂF^∗_1 − F_2Â(−F^∗_2)] + [F_1ÂF^∗_1 + F_2Â(−F^∗_2)]i is diagonal; [F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_2ÂF^⊤_1 ] + [F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_2ÂF^⊤_1 ]i is diagonal.

(3.17)

• Take A_2 = 0 and A_1 = Â. Then from (3.15) and FAF^∗ being diagonal, it follows that { F_1ÂF^∗_1 − F_2Â(−F^∗_2) is diagonal; F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_2ÂF^⊤_1 is diagonal,

(3.18)

which together with (3.17) imply that { F_1ÂF^∗_1 + F_2Â(−F^∗_2) is diagonal; F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_2ÂF^⊤_1 is diagonal.

(3.19)

By equations (3.18) and (3.19), it further follows that

F_1ÂF^∗_1, F_2ÂF^∗_2, F_1ÂF^⊤_2 and F_2ÂF^⊤_1 , are diagonal. (3.20)

• Take A_2 = Âi and A_1 = −Â. Then from (3.15) and FAF^∗ being diagonal, it follows that { [F_2ÂF^∗_1 − F_1Â(−F^∗_2)]i + [−F_1ÂF^∗_1 + F_2Â(−F^∗_2)] is diagonal; [F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_1ÂF^⊤_1 ]i + [−F_1Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_2Â(F_1)^⊤] is diagonal,

which, together with (3.16), imply that { [F_2ÂF^∗_1 − F_1Â(−F^∗_2)]i − [F_2ÂF^∗_1 + F_1Â(−F^∗_2)] is diagonal; [F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_1ÂF^⊤_1 ]i − [F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_1ÂF^⊤_1 ] is diagonal.

(3.21)

• Take A_1 = 0 and A_2 = Â. Then from (3.15) and FAF^∗ being diagonal, it follows that { F_2ÂF^∗_1 + F_1Â(−F^∗_2) is diagonal; F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) + F_1ÂF^⊤_1 is diagonal,

(3.22)

which, together with (3.21), imply that { F_2ÂF^∗_1 − F_1Â(−F^∗_2) is diagonal; F_2Â(−F^⊤_2 ) − F_1ÂF^⊤_1 is diagonal,

(3.23)

By equations (3.22) and (3.23), it further follows that

F_2ÂF^∗_1, F_1ÂF^∗_2, F_2ÂF^⊤_2 and F_1ÂF^⊤_1 , are diagonal. (3.24)

By combining equations (3.20) and (3.24), the necessity is obtained. The proof is completed. □

Remark 3.1 (i) Theorem 3.1 provides an alternative way to find unitary quaternion diagonalization matrix F = F_1 + F_2j for circulant quaternion matrix, that is to find complex matrices F_1 and F_2 such that F is unitary and all these matrices in (3.14) are diagonal for any given real circulant matrix Â. However, to find such complex matrices F_1 and F_2 is too hard. In addition, Example 3.1 has demonstrated that both F_1 and F_2 in Theorem 3.1 cannot be the DFT matrix, which implies that even if such complex matrices F_1 and F_2 that satisfy conditions in Theorem 3.1 are found, we cannot make use of the fast computation way by performing FFT on complex vectors to obtain the corresponding result diagonal matrix, which is not what we want. Hence, we are no longer committed to finding unitary diagonalization matrices of circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain.

(ii) To establish a way to fast obtain the result diagonal quaternion matrix of a circulant quaternion matrix by making use of the calculation convenience of FFTs, we should turn to a larger domain than the quaternion domain to achieve the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices. From the discussion of Example 3.1, it can be seen that the appearance of this part “F_pÂF_p” where Â is a complex matrix, is the main reason that leads to that (F_pp)A(F_pp)^∗ with p = 1, j or (1 + j)/ √ 2 cannot be diagonal for any given circulant quaternion matrix A. The appearance of this part “F_pÂF_p” is due to the special commutative cases of the quaternion algebra that 1c = c1 but jc = c̄j for any complex number c. Thus, noting that lq = q̄l for any quaternion q, which helps to avoid inconsistent commutative cases of 1c = c1 and jc = c̄j, we study the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices and further the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices in the octonion domain, in the next section.

4 Diagonalization matrices in the octonion domain

In this section, we aim to find a unitary octonion matrix O ∈ O^{p×p} such that

(O ⊗ I_m)Q(O ⊗ I_n)^∗ = Diag(Q̂_1, Q̂_2, . . . , Q̂_p) ∈ Q^{mp×np}

for any block circulant quaternion matrix Q = bcirc(Q_1, Q_2, . . . , Q_p) ∈ Q^{p×p} . The octonion algebra has some wonderful properties what we want, for instance, lq = q̄l for any quaternion number q and (sl)(tl) ∈ Q for any s, t ∈ Q, but at the same time the octonion algebra bring some undesirable facts, that is the octonion algebra is neither commutative nor associative. Therefore, in Subsection 4.1 we give several special cases of the octonion multiplication, based on which we achieve the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices and the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices in Subsection 4.2 and Subsection 4.3, respectively.

4.1 Several special cases of the octonion multiplication

From Table 1, it can be easily seen that the octonion multiplication is non-commutative and nonassociative, for example: ij ≠ ji, and i(jl) ≠ (ij)l.

This undesirable nature makes the octonion multiplication very complex and difficult to use. For the follow-up study, we give the following two propositions on special commutative cases and associative cases of the octonion multiplication, respectively.

Proposition 4.1 Let p = a + bi, q = c + di, r = e + fi and s = g + hi with a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ R. Then

(i) (p + qj) · [(r + sj)l] = [(r + sj)l] · (p + qj),

(ii) (pl) · q · (rl) = −pq̄r̄ = [p(jl)] · q · [r(jl)],

(iii) (pl) · (qj) · (rl) = pqr̄j = [p(jl)] · (qj) · [r(jl)],

(iv) (pl) · q · [r(jl)] = p̄qr̄j = −[p(jl)] · q · (rl),

(v) (pl) · (qj) · [r(jl)] = p̄q̄r̄ = −[p(jl)] · (qj) · (rl).

Proof. (i) From the octonion multiplication rules in Table 1, it can be seen that if u ∈ {l, il, jl, kl}, then (p + qj)u = u(p + qj) = u(p̄ − qj). Thus, it can be deduced (p + qj) · [(r + sj)l] = [(r + sj)l] · (p + qj).

(ii) From the octonion multiplication rules in Table 1, it follows that (pl) · q · (rl) = (al + bil)(c + di)(el + fil) = −ace − bcei + adei − bde + acfi − bcf + adf + bdfi = −(a + bi)(c − di)(e − fi) = −pq̄r̄, [p(jl)] · q · [r(jl)] = (ajl + bkl)(c + di)(ejl + fkl) = −ace − bcei + adei − bde + acfi − bcf + adf + bdfi = −(a + bi)(c − di)(e − fi) = −pq̄r̄. Thus, it can be deduced (pl) · q · (rl) = −pq̄r̄ = [p(jl)] · q · [r(jl)].

(iii) Similar to the proof of (ii), from Table 1, we can obtain that

(pl) · (qj) · (rl) = (al + bil)(cj + dk)(el + fil) = acej + bcek + adek − bdej − acfk + bcfj + adfj + bdfk = (a + bi)(c + di)(e − fi)j = pqr̄j, [p(jl)] · (qj) · [r(jl)] = (ajl + bkl)(cj + dk)(ejl + fkl) = acej + bcek + adek − bdej − acfk + bcfj + adfj + bdfk = (a + bi)(c + di)(e − fi)j = pqr̄j, thus, it follows that (pl) · (qj) · (rl) = pqr̄j = [p(jl)] · (qj) · [r(jl)].

(iv) Similarly, from Table 1, we can obtain that

(pl) · q · [r(jl)] = (al + bil)(c + di)(ejl + fkl) = (acej − bcek + adek + bdej − acfk − bcfj + adfj − bdfk = (a − bi)(c + di)(e − fi)j = p̄qr̄j, [p(jl)] · q · (rl) = (ajl + bkl)(c + di)(el + fil) = (acej − bcek + adek + bdej − acfk − bcfj + adfj − bdfk = (a − bi)(c + di)(e − fi)j = p̄qr̄j, thus, it follows that (pl) · q · [r(jl)] = p̄qr̄j = −[p(jl)] · q · (rl).

(v) Similarly, from Table 1, we can obtain that (pl) · (qj) · [r(jl)] = (al + bil)(cj + dk)(ejl + fkl) = ace − bcei − adei − bde − acfi − bcf − adf + bdfi = (a − bi)(c − di)(e − fi) = p̄q̄r̄, [p(jl)] · (qj) · (rl) = (ajl + bkl)(cj + dk)(el + fil) = ace − bcei − adei − bde − acfi − bcf − adf + bdfi = (a − bi)(c − di)(e − fi) = p̄q̄r̄, thus, it follows that (pl) · (qj) · [r(jl)] = p̄q̄r̄ = −[p(jl)] · (qj) · (rl). □

Remark 4.1 (i) From Proposition 4.1, it can be seen that for any two quaternions p and q, pq ≠ qp in general, but they satisfy a special commutative rule, i.e., p(ql) = (ql)p̄. In addition, it should be noticed that p(ql) ≠ (ql)p in general.

(ii) Let p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2. By (ii), (iii), (iv) and (v) of Proposition 4.1, it follows that for any p, q, r, s ∈ C , (pp) · (q + rj) · (sp) = −pq̄s̄ + prs̄j. (4.1) This fact will be frequently used in the follow-up discussion.

The next proposition is about special associative cases of the octonion multiplication. Proposition 4.2 Let p = a + bi, q = c + di, r = e + fi, s = g + hi and t = m + ni with a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, m, n ∈ R. Then (i) p[(ql)r(sl)] = p(ql)r(sl), p[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = p(ql)(rj)(sl). (ii) (pj)[(ql)r(sl)] = (pj)(q̄l)r(s̄l), (pj)[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = (pj)(q̄l)(rj)(s̄l). (iii) (pl)[(ql)r(sl)](tl) = [(pl)(ql)]r[(sl)(tl)], (pl)[qrs](tl) = [(pl)q]r[s(tl)]. (iv) (pl)[(ql)(rj)(sl)](tl) = [(pl)(q̄l)](rj)[(sl)(t̄l)], (pl)[c(rj)d](sl) = [(pl)c](rj)[d(sl)]. (v) (pl)(ql)(rl) = (pl)[(ql)(rl)], (pjl)(ql)(rl) = (pjl)[(q̄l)(r̄l)]. (vi) (tl)(p + qj)(r + sj) = (tl)[pr − q̄s + (p̄s + qr)j].

Proof. (i) From Proposition 4.1, it follows that p[(ql)r(sl)] = p(−qr̄s̄), p(ql)r(sl) = (ql)p̄r(sl) = −qpr̄s̄, p[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = p(qrs̄j), p(ql)(rj)(sl) = (ql)p̄(rj)(sl) = qprs̄j.

Noting that p, q, r, s ∈ C , thus we have that p[(ql)r(sl)] = p(ql)r(sl) and p[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = p(ql)(rj)(sl).

(ii) From Proposition 4.1 (i) and (ii), it follows that (pj)[(ql)r(sl)] = −pq̄rsj. By the octonion multiplication rules shown in Table 1, we can obtain that (pj)(ql)(rj)(sl) = (aj + bk)(cl + dil)(ej + fk)(gl + hil) = −acegj − bcegk − adegk + bdegj − acfgk + bcfgj + adfgj + bdfgk +acehk − bcehj − adehj − bdehk − acfhj − bcfhk − adfhk + bdfhj = −pqrs̄j From Proposition 4.1 (i) and (iii), it follows that (pj)[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = (pj)(qrs̄j) = −pq̄r̄s.

By the octonion multiplication rules shown in Table 1, we can obtain that (pj)(ql)(rj)(sl) = (aj + bk)(cl + dil)(ej + fk)(gl + hil) = −aceg − bcegi − adegi + bdeg + acfgi − bcfg − adfg − bdfgi +acehi − bceh − adeh − bdehi + acfh + bcfhi + adfhi − bdfh = −pqr̄s̄. Hence, it follows that (pj)[(ql)r(sl)] = (pj)(q̄l)r(s̄l) and (pj)[(ql)(rj)(sl)] = (pj)(q̄l)(rj(s̄l).

In addition, by the octonion multiplication rules shown in Table 1, it is similar to obtain that (iii), (iv), (v) and (vi) hold. □

Remark 4.2 It should be noticed from Proposition 4.2 that for any p, q, r, s, t ∈ C , (pl)(ql)(rj) ≠ (pl)[(ql)(rj)], (pj)(ql)(rl) ≠ (pj)[(ql)(rl)], (pjl)(ql)(rl) ≠ (pjl)[(ql)(rl)], (tl)(p + qj)(r + sj) ≠ (tl)[(p + qj)(r + sj)].

4.2 Diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices

In this section, we achieve the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the octonion domain by making use of Proposition 4.1 established in Section 4.1.

First, we show that octonion matrices F_pl, F_p(jl) and F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2 are unitary.

Theorem 4.1 Let F_p be a p × p DFT matrix defined by (2.6). Then octonion matrices F_pl, F_p(jl) and F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2 are unitary.

Proof. Let p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2, and O = F_pp. We show that OO^∗ = I_p.

Obviously, (F_pl)^∗ = −F_pl, [F_p(jl)]^∗ = −F_p(jl) and [F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2]^∗ = −F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2. By the multiplication rule shown in (4.1), it is easy to derive OO^∗ = −OO = −(F_pp)(F_pp) = F_pF^∗_p = I_p.

Hence, octonion matrices F_pl, F_p(jl) and F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2 are unitary. □ Second, we prove that unitary octonion matrices F_pl, F_p(jl) and F_p(l+jl)/ √ 2 are all diagonalization matrices of any given p × p circulant quaternion matrix. Theorem 4.2 Let p = l, jl or (l+jl)/ √ 2, and O = F_pp. Then O is a diagonalization matrices of p×p circulant quaternion matrix, i.e., for any circulant quaternion matrix Q = circ(q_1, q_2, . . . , q_p) ∈ Q^{p×p} , OQO^∗ = Diag(q̂_1, q̂_2, . . . , q̂_p) ∈ Q^{p×p} .

Further, let q̂ := (q̂_1, q̂_2, . . . , q̂_p)^⊤ and q := (q_1, q_2, . . . , q_p)^⊤, then q̂ and q satisfy: q̂ = √ pF_pq̄. (4.2)

Proof. Rewrite the circulant quaternion matrix Q = circ(q_1, q_2, . . . , q_p) by the CD from Q = Q_1 + Q_2j, where Q_1 and Q_2 are circulant complex matrices. Denote Q_1 = circ(q^1 , q^1_2 , . . . , q^1_p), Q_2 = circ(q^2_1 , q^2 , . . . , q^2_p), where q^j_s ∈ C for every s ∈ [p] and j = 1, 2. Then q_s = q^1_s + q^2_s j.

By the multiplication rule shown in (4.1), it is deduced

OQO^∗ = −(F_pp)Q(F_pp) = −(F_pp)(Q_1 + Q_2j)(F_pp) = F_pQ_1F_p^∗ − F_pQ_2F_p^∗j. (4.3) Since Q_1 and Q_2 are circulant complex matrices and F_p is the diagonalization matrix of p × p circulant complex matrix, it follows that F_pQ_1F^∗_p and F_pQ_2F^∗_p are diagonal complex matrices. Thus, we have that OQO^∗ is diagonal, denote by Diag(q̂_1, q̂_2, . . . , q̂_p). Denote Diag(q̂^1 , q̂^1_2 , . . . , q̂^1_p) = F_pQ_1F^∗_p, Diag(q̂^2_1 , q̂^2 , . . . , q̂^2_p ) = F_pQ_2F^∗_p. (4.4) Then it follows that

q̂^1_s = p∑ m=1 ω^{(s−1)(m−1)}q^1_m and q̂^2_s = p∑ m=1 ω^{(s−1)(m−1)}q^2_m, (4.5) for all s ∈ [p]. Further, from (4.3), (4.4) and (4.6), we have that for all s ∈ [p],

q̂_s = q̂^1_s − q̂^2_s j = p∑ m=1 ω^{(s−1)(m−1)}q_m, (4.6)

which implies that (4.2) holds. This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.3 (i) Recall that if two complex vector a, b ∈ C^p satisfy that a = F_pb, then a can be obtained by applying the FFT to b, denoted by a = fft(b). Therefore, we can compute q̂ in (4.2) by applying the FFT to q̄ = q_1 − q_2j with q_1, q_2 ∈ C^p , i.e., q̂ = fft(q_1) − fft(q_2)j, (4.7) denoted by q̂ = fft(q̄).

(ii) For any q ∈ C^p , the cost of the operation fft(q) is O(p log p) [9], thus from (4.7), the cost of diagonalization of any p × p circulant quaternion matrix is O(p log p) by the way given in Theorem 4.2.

(iii) Let p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2, and O = F^∗_pp. By a similar process as in Theorem 4.2, it can be proved that for any q̂ = (q̂_1, q̂_2, . . . , q̂_p)^⊤ ∈ Q^p and q = (q_1, q_2, . . . , q_p)^⊤ ∈ Q^p , if circ(q_1, q_2, . . . , q_p) = ODiag(q̂_1, q̂_2, . . . , q̂_p)O^∗, then q̂ and q satisfy: q =^1√_p F^∗_p^̄q, which means q can be computed by applying the inverse FFT (ifft) to ^̄q = q̂_1 − q̂_2j with q̂_1, q̂_2 ∈ C^p , i.e., q = ifft(q̂_1) − ifft(q̂_2)j, denoted by q = ifft(^̄q).

4.3 Block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices

It has been shown in Subsection 2.3 that for any block circulant matrix A = bcirc(A_1, A_2, . . . , A_p) ∈ C^{mp×np} , it can be block diagonalized by unitary matrices F_p ⊗ I_m ∈ C^{mp×mp} and F_p ⊗ I_n ∈ C^{np×np} as (F_p ⊗ I_m)A(F^∗_p ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Â_1, Â_2, . . . , Â_p) ∈ C^{mp×np} , (4.8) where for all s ∈ [p], Â_s = p∑ r=1 ω^{(s−1)(r−1)}A_r. (4.9)

Here, we prove that any block circulant quaternion matrix Q ∈ Q^{mp×np} can be block diagonalized by unitary matrices F_pp ⊗ I_m ∈ O^{mp×mp} and F_pp ⊗ I_n ∈ O^{np×np} , where p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2. Theorem 4.3 Let p = l, jl or (l+jl)/ √ 2, and O = F_pp. Then O⊗I_m is a unitary octonion matrix and for any block circulant quaternion matrix Q = bcirc(Q_1, Q_2, . . . , Q_p) ∈ Q^{mp×np} with each Q_r ∈ Q^{m×n} , (O ⊗ I_m)Q(O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Q̂_1, Q̂_2, . . . , Q̂_p) ∈ Q^{mp×np} , (4.10) where each Q̂_s = p∑ r=1 ω^{(s−1)(r−1)}Q_r ∈ Q^{m×n} . (4.11)

Proof. First, by the definion of the Kronecker product “⊗” in (2.9), we have that

(O ⊗ I_m)^∗ = O^∗ ⊗ I_m.

Further, from Theorem 4.1 and the property of that “(A ⊗ B)(C ⊗ D) = AC ⊗ BD”, it follows that

(O ⊗ I_m)(O ⊗ I_m)^∗ = (OO^∗) ⊗ (I_mI_m) = I_{mp},

which means that O ⊗ I_m is unitary.

Second, we prove that (4.10) and (4.11) hold. Denote the entry in the i-th row, j-th column of Q_r as q^r_{ij} for all i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n] and r ∈ [p], then it follows that

Q = bcirc(Q_1, Q_2, . . . , Q_p) = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 [circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} )] ⊗ E_{ij},

where E_{ij} means the matrix whose entries are zeros except the (i, j)-th entry being one. Thus, it is deduced that

(O ⊗ I_m)Q(O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = (O ⊗ I_m) m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 [circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} )] ⊗ E_{ij}

(O^∗ ⊗ I_n)

= m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ( O[circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ]O^∗ ) ⊗ (I_mE_{ij}I_n)

= m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ( O[circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ]O^∗ ) ⊗ E_{ij}. (4.12)

In Theorem 4.2, it is shown that each circulant quaternion matrix circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ) can be diagonalized by O and O^∗. That is to say, each O[circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ]O^∗ is a diagonal quaternion matrix. Thus, by the Kronecker product “⊗” shown in (2.9), it follows (O ⊗ I_m)Q(O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ( O[circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ]O^∗ ) ⊗ E_{ij} is a block diagonal quatenion matrix.

Furthermore, let (O ⊗ I_m)Q(O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Q̂_1, Q̂_2, . . . , Q̂_p) as defined in (4.10), and denote the entry in the i-th row, j-th column of Q̂_r as q̂^r_{ij} for all i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n] and r ∈ [p]. Then it follows that

[Q̂^⊤_1 , Q̂^⊤_2 , . . . , Q̂^⊤_p ]^⊤ = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 [q̂^1_{ij} , q̂^2_{ij} , . . . , q̂^p_{ij} ]^⊤ ⊗ E_{ij},

which implies that these q̂^1_{ij} , q̂^2_{ij} , . . . , q̂^p_{ij} are exact the diagonal entries of O[circ(q^1_{ij} , q^2_{ij} , . . . , q^p_{ij} ]O^∗ by (4.12). From Theorem 4.2, we can obtain that for any i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n] and s ∈ [p], each

q̂^s_{ij} = p∑ r=1 ω^{(s−1)(r−1)}q^r_{ij} . Noting that for every s ∈ [p],

Q̂_s = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 q̂^s_{ij} ⊗ E_{ij}, and Q_s = m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 q^s_{ij} ⊗ E_{ij},

thus, we obtain that

Q̂_s = p∑ r=1 ω^{(s−1)(r−1)}Q_r, i.e., (4.11) holds. This completes the proof. □

Recall that it is shown in Subsection 2.4 that block circulant matrices have a one-by-one correspondence with third-order tensors, by the operator “bcirc”. Hence, we can immediately obtain the following tensor version of Theorem 4.3.

Theorem 4.4 Let Q = Q_1 + Q_2j ∈ Q^{m×n×p} with Q_1, Q_2 ∈ C^{m×n×p} , p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2, and O = F_pp. Then the block circulant matrix bcirc(Q) ∈ Q^{mp×np} can be block diagonalized by O ⊗ I_m ∈ O^{mp×mp} and O^∗ ⊗ I_n ∈ O^{np×np} , that is

(O ⊗ I_m) bcirc(Q) (O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Q̂) ∈ Q^{mp×np} (4.13)

where Q̂ and Q satisfy: unfold(Q̂) = √ p(F_p ⊗ I_m)unfold(Q). (4.14)

That means, the quaternion tensor Q̂ can be computed by applying the fast fourier transform to Q = Q_1 − Q_2j along the third dimension as:

Q̂ = fft(Q, [ ], 3) := fft(Q_1, [ ], 3) − fft(Q_2, [ ], 3)j. (4.15)

Proof. From (4.10) and (4.11) in Theorem 4.3, it follows that (4.13) and (4.14) hold immediately. By the Kronecker product “⊗” defined in (2.9) and the “unfold” operator defined in (2.12), we can further obtain that for any i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [n],

[(Q̂^{(1)})_{ij} , (Q̂^{(2)})_{ij} , . . . , (Q̂^{(p)})_{ij} ]^⊤ = √ pF_p[(Q^{(1)})_{ij} , (Q^{(2)})_{ij} , . . . , (Q^{(p)})_{ij} ]^⊤.

This implies that the quaternion tensor Q̂ can be computed by (4.15). □

Remark 4.4 (i) From Theorems 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, it can be seen that although the diagonalization of the circulant quaternion matrix or the block diagonalization of the block circulant quaternion matrix is achieved by unitary octonion matrices, the result diagonal matrix or block diagonal matrix remains in the quaternion domain.

(ii) The cost of the method that achieves the block diagonalization of any mp × np block circulant quaternion matrix Q via fft(Q, [ ], 3) as defined by (4.15) is O(mnp log p), since for any Q ∈ C^{m×n×p} , the cost of the operation fft(Q, [ ], 3) is O(mnp log p) [19].

(iii) Let p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2. Suppose that Q̂, Q ∈ Q^{m×n×p} satisfy

(F_pp ⊗ I_m)bcirc(Q)(−F_pp ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Q̂).

It should be noted that different from the case of Q ∈ C^{m×n×p} , it is deduced that

Diag(Q̂) ≠ (F^∗_pp ⊗ I_m)bcirc(Q)(−F^∗_pp ⊗ I_n)

in general, due to the non-associativity of octonion algebra. Actually, from Proposition 4.2 (iii) and (iv), it follows that bcirc(Q) = (−F_pp ⊗ I_m)Diag(Q̂_1)(F_pp ⊗ I_n) + (−F^∗_pp ⊗ I_m)[Diag(Q̂_2)j](F^∗_pp ⊗ I_n) = (−F^∗_pp ⊗ I_m)[(P_p ⊗ I_m)Diag(Q̂_1)(P_p ⊗ I_n) + Diag(Q̂_2)j](F^∗_pp ⊗ I_n),

(4.16)

where P_p = F_pF_p = F^∗_pF^∗_p ∈ R^{p×p} is a permutation matrix defined by (2.8).

(iv) Let p = l, jl or (l + jl)/ √ 2, and O = F^∗_pp. With Remark 4.3, by a similar process as in Theorems 4.3 and 4.4, it can be also proved that for third-order tensors Q̂ and Q, if

bcirc(Q) = (O ⊗ I_m) Diag(Q̂) (O^∗ ⊗ I_n), then Q̂ and Q satisfy: unfold(Q) = 1 √ p (F^∗_p ⊗ I_m)unfold(Q̂), which means Q can be computed by applying the inverse fast fourier transform to Q̂ = Q_1 − Q_2j along the third dimension as:

Q = ifft(Q̂, [ ], 3) := ifft(Q̂_1, [ ], 3) − ifft(Q̂_2, [ ], 3)j.

5 The T-product of third-order quaternion tensors

In this section, we apply the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices achieved in Subsection 4.3 to calculate the T-product between quaternion tensors and give a positive answer to Question 3. By Theorem 4.4, for every third-order quaternion tensor Q ∈ Q^{m×n×p} , (O ⊗ I_m) bcirc(Q) (O^∗ ⊗ I_n) = Diag(Q̂) ∈ Q^{mp×np} where O = F_pl, F_p(jl) or F_p(l + jl)/ √ 2. Here, we choose the case of O = F_pl to finish the following discussion. The complex form of the quaternion tensor A (i.e., A = A_1 + A_2j with A_1, A_2 being complex) plays an important role in the following discussions. In the rest of paper, for simplicity, we use the notation A_1 and A_2 to represent the complex tensors A_1 and A_2 in the complex form of the quaternion tensor A, unless otherwise specified.

Theorem 5.1 Let A ∈ Q^{m×n×p} , B ∈ Q^{n×s×p} , fft(A, [ ], 3) and fft(B, [ ], 3) be defined by (4.15). Denote Â = Â_1 + Â_2j = fft(A, [ ], 3), and B̂ = B̂_1 + B̂_2j = fft(B, [ ], 3). (5.1) Then the T-product C = A ∗ B can be obtained by C = bcirc^{−1}[(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)Diag(Ĉ)(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)], (5.2) where Diag(Ĉ) = Diag(Ĉ_1) + Diag(Ĉ_2)j, Diag(Ĉ_1) = (P_p ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)Diag(B̂_1)(P_p ⊗ I_s) (5.3) −Diag(Â_2)[(P_p ⊗ I_n)Diag(B̂_2)(P_p ⊗ I_s)], Diag(Ĉ_2) = [(P_p ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)(P_p ⊗ I_n)]Diag(B̂_2) (5.4) +Diag(Â_2)Diag(B̂_1), and P_p ∈ R^{p×p} is a permutation matrix defined by (2.8).

Proof. To show that (5.2) holds, we only need to prove that bcirc(C) = (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)[Diag(Ĉ_1) + Diag(Ĉ_2)j](−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s). (5.5) From Theorem 4.4 and (5.1), it follows that Diag(Â) = Diag(Â_1) + Diag(Â_2)j = (F_pl ⊗ I_m)bcirc(A)(−F_pl ⊗ I_n), (5.6) Diag(B̂) = Diag(B̂_1) + Diag(B̂_2)j = (F_pl ⊗ I_m)bcirc(B)(−F_pl ⊗ I_n). (5.7) Then by Proposition 4.2 (iii), (iv) and (5.6), it follows that

bcirc(A) = (−F_pl ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_n) + (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)[Diag(Â_2)j](F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n). (5.8)

By Proposition 4.2 (iii), (iv) and (5.7), it follows that

bcirc(B) = (−F_pl ⊗ I_n)Diag(B̂_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_s) + (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)[Diag(B̂_2)j](F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s). (5.9)

By a similar proof as [21, Lemma 2.3], we can obtain that the following property holds for quaternion tensors A and B, that is: bcirc(A ∗ B) = bcirc(A) · bcirc(B). (5.10) Thereby, from (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10), it is deduced that bcirc(C) = bcirc(A ∗ B) = bcirc(A) · bcirc(B) = [(−F_pl ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F_pl ⊗ I_n)Diag(B̂_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_s)] + [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)(Diag(Â_2)j)(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)(Diag(B̂_2)j)(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] + [(−F_pl ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)(Diag(B̂_2)j)(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] + [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)(Diag(Â_2)j)(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F_pl ⊗ I_n)Diag(B̂_1)(F_pl ⊗ I_s)].

(5.11)

By (4.1) and (2.7), it is easy to see P_p = F_pF_p = F^∗_pF^∗_p = −(F_pl)(F^∗_pl) = −(F^∗_pl)(F_pl) ∈ R^{p×p} and

P_p ⊗ I_m = −(F_pl ⊗ I_m)(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) = −(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m)(F_pl ⊗ I_m). (5.12)

Denote Â_1 = Diag(Â_1), Â_2 = Diag(Â_2), B̂_1 = Diag(B̂_1), and B̂_2 = Diag(B̂_2). Then, from Proposition 4.2 (i), (v), (vi) and (5.12), it follows

[(−F_pl ⊗ I_m) Diag(Â_1) (F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F_pl ⊗ I_n) Diag(B̂_1) (F_pl ⊗ I_s)] = (−F_pl ⊗ I_m) Â_1 (F_pl ⊗ I_n)(−F_pl ⊗ I_n) B̂_1 (F_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F_pl ⊗ I_m) Â_1 [(F_pl ⊗ I_n) (−F_pl ⊗ I_n)] B̂_1 (F_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F_pl ⊗ I_m) Â_1 B̂_1 (F_pl ⊗ I_s) = [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (P_p ⊗ I_m)] · Â_1 B̂_1 · [(P_p ⊗ I_s) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Â_1 B̂_1 (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Diag(Â_1) Diag(B̂_1) (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s).

(5.13)

From Proposition 4.2 (ii), (v), (vi) and (5.12), it follows

[(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Diag(Â_2)j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) (Diag(B̂_2)j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] = [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Â_2j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · {(−F_pl ⊗ I_n) [(P_p ⊗ I_n) (B̂_2j) (P_p ⊗ I_s)] (F_pl ⊗ I_s)} = [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Â_2j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) · [(P_p ⊗ I_n) (B̂_2j) (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Â_2j) · [(F_pl ⊗ I_n) (−F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(P_p ⊗ I_n) (B̂_2j) (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [−Â_2 (P_p ⊗ I_n) B̂_2 (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [−Diag(Â_2) (P_p ⊗ I_n) Diag(B̂_2) (P_p ⊗ I_s)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s).

(5.14)

From Proposition 4.2 (i), (v), (vi) and (5.12), it follows

[(−F_pl ⊗ I_m) Diag(Â_1) (F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) (Diag(B̂_2)j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] = {(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Â_1 (P_p ⊗ I_n)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)} · [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) (B̂_2j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s)] = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Â_1 (P_p ⊗ I_n)] · [(F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · (B̂_2j) · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Â_1 (P_p ⊗ I_n) (B̂_2j)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [(P_p ⊗ I_m) Diag(Â_1) (P_p ⊗ I_n) (Diag(B̂_2)j)] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s). (5.15) From Proposition 4.2 (ii), (v) and (vi), it follows

[(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Diag(Â_2)j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · [(−F_pl ⊗ I_n) Diag(B̂_1) (F_pl ⊗ I_s)] = [(−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) (Diag(Â_2)j) (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n)] · (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_n) · Diag(B̂_1) · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · (Diag(Â_2)j) · [(F_pl ⊗ I_n) (−F_pl ⊗ I_n)] · Diag(B̂_1) · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s) = (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) · [Diag(Â_2)Diag(B̂_1)j] · (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s).

(5.16)

Thus, by (5.11), (5.13), (5.14), (5.15), (5.16), (5.6) and (5.7), we obtain that

bcirc(C) = (F^∗_pl ⊗ I_m) [Diag(Ĉ_1) + Diag(Ĉ_2)j] (−F^∗_pl ⊗ I_s),

i.e., (5.5) holds. □

Remark 5.1 It is easy to see that (5.3) and (5.4) are equivalent to

Ĉ_1(:, :, i) = Â_1(:, :, p + 2 − i) B̂_1(:, :, p + 2 − i) − Â_2(:, :, i) B̂_2(:, :, p + 2 − i), (5.17) Ĉ_2(:, :, i) = Â_1(:, :, p + 2 − i) B̂_2(:, :, i) + Â_2(:, :, i) B̂_1(:, :, i), (5.18)

where Â(:, :, p + 1) := Â(:, :, 1) and B̂(:, :, p + 1) := B̂(:, :, 1).

Let Ĉ = Ĉ_1 + Ĉ_2j. Then from (5.5) and Remark 4.4, we can obtained that C can be computed by applying the inverse fast Fourier transform to Ĉ = Ĉ_1 −Ĉ_2j along the third dimension, i.e., implementing

C = ifft(Ĉ_1, [ ] , 3) − ifft(Ĉ_2, [ ] , 3)j := ifft(Ĉ, [ ] , 3). (5.19)

With Theorem 5.1, we give a way to calculate the T-product between two quaternion tensors via FFTs, which is shown in Algorithm 5.1.

Algorithm 5.1: Computing the T-product of quaternion tensors via FFTs Input: A ∈ Q^{m×n×p} and B ∈ Q^{n×s×p} . Output: C ∈ Q^{m×s×p} : C = A ∗ B. Step 1: Compute Â = fft(A, [ ] , 3) and B̂ = fft(B, [ ] , 3) as in (5.1). Step 2: Let Â(:, :, p + 1) := Â(:, :, 1) and B̂(:, :, p + 1) := B̂(:, :, 1).

For i = 1 : p, compute

Ĉ_1(:, :, i) and Ĉ_2(:, :, i) as in (5.17) and (5.18), respectively, end for.

Step 3: Compute C = ifft(Ĉ, [ ] , 3) as in (5.19).

In the following, we show that the computational magnitude of calculating A ∗ B by Algorithm 5.1 is 1 p of the one of direct calculating A ∗ B by Definition 2.2, which can be seen from the proof of Theorem 5.2 and calculations of Example 5.2.

Theorem 5.2 Let A ∈ Q^{m×n×p} and B ∈ Q^{n×s×p} . Then the computational magnitude of calculating A ∗ B by Algorithm 5.1 is O(mnsp), and the computational magnitude of direct calculating A ∗ B by Definition 2.2 is O(mnsp^2).

Proof. First, we analyze the computational magnitude of calculating A ∗ B by Algorithm 5.1. For the computation of the fft and ifft in Step 1 and Step 3, as shown in [9,19], the computational magnitudes of fft of an m × n × p complex tensor is O(mnp log p). Noting that the fft of a quaternion tensor requires two times ffts of the corresponding complex tensor, thus the computational magnitude of fft of A and fft of B in Step 1 of Algorithm 5.1 are O(2mnp log p) and O(2nsp log p), respectively. Similarly, the computational magnitude of ifft of Ĉ in Step 3 of Algorithm 5.1 is O(2msp log p).

For the computation of the multiplication of complex matrices in Step 2, the main cost of Step 2 in Algorithm 5.1 is to compute multiplications of complex matrices Diag(Â_1) and Diag(B̂_1), Diag(Â_2) and [(P_p ⊗ I_n)Diag(B̂_2)(P_p ⊗ I_s)] , Diag(B̂_2) and [(P_p ⊗ I_m)Diag(Â_1)(P_p ⊗ I_n)] , Diag(Â_2) and Diag(B̂_1). Note that Diag(Â_1), Diag(Â_2), Diag(Â_1), Diag(Â_2) are block diagonal matrices with p blocks of m × n, and Diag(B̂_1), Diag(B̂_2), Diag(B̂_1), Diag(B̂_2) are block diagonal matrices with p blocks of n × s, and [(P_p ⊗I_n)Diag(B̂_2)(P_p ⊗I_s)] ([(P_p ⊗I_m)Diag(Â_1)(P_p ⊗I_n)] ) is achieved by permutating the r-th block and the (p + 2 − r)-th block for all r = 2, 3, . . . , p. Thus, the calculations in Step 2 of Algorithm 5.1 requires 4p multiplications between an m×n complex matrix and an n×s complex matrix. Noting that one multiplication between two complex numbers requires 4 real multiplications and 2 real additions, and one addition between two complex numbers requires 2 real additions, thus the computation of Step 2 of Algorithm 5.1 requires 16mnsp real multiplications and 8m(n − 1)sp + 8mnsp real additions in total. Hence, the computational magnitude of Step 2 of Algorithm 5.1 is O(16mnsp).

So, the computational magnitude of calculating A ∗ B by Algorithm 5.1 is O(mnsp).

Second, we show the computational magnitude of direct calculating A ∗ B by its definition. The computational magnitude of direct calculating A ∗ B is obtained by multiplying the mp × np circulant matrix bcirc(A) and the np × s block column vector unfold(B). Thus, direct calculating A ∗ B requires mnsp^2 multiplications and mps(np − 1) additions between quaternions. Noting that one multiplication between two quaternions requires 16 real multiplications and 12 real additions, and one addition between two quaternions requires 4 real additions. Hence, the T-product between an m×n×p quaternion tensor and an n × s × p quaternion tensor requires 16mnsp^2 real multiplications and 4mps(np − 1) + 12mnsp^2 real additions in total.

So, the computational magnitude of direct calculating A ∗ B by Definition 2.2 is O(mnsp^2). □

From the complexity analysis in Theorem 5.2, it can be seen that Algorithm 5.1 can speed up almost p times of the calculation of A ∗ B with p frontal slices, which is verified by Example 5.2.

Example 5.2 Let A ∈ Q^{m×n×p} and B ∈ Q^{n×s×p} be random generated third-order quaternion tensors. We test the effectiveness of Algorithm 5.1 to calculate A ∗ B. The numerical results are shown in Table 2, where in each pair “(m, n, s)”, m × n is the size of each frontal slice of A and n × s is the size of each frontal slice of B; “p” is the number of frontal slices of A (B); “Time Algo 5.1” means the time in seconds spent for calculating A ∗ B by applying Algorithm 5.1; “Time Direct” means the time in seconds spent for calculating A ∗ B directly according to its definition; “error” means the relative error between calculation results of A ∗ B by applying Algorithm 5.1 and directly calculating by Definition 2.2. The computation is performed on a HP Laptop with CPU of 2.6 GHz and RAM of 8.0 GB.

(m, n, s) p Time Algo 5.1(s) Time Direct(s) error

(50,50,50) 10 0.0197 0.0623 5.7413e^{−17} (50,50,50) 50 0.0531 1.1554 1.0763e^{−16} (50,50,50) 100 0.1064 4.7656 1.4844e^{−16} (50,50,50) 200 0.3801 71.4014 2.0711e^{−16} (100,100,100) 10 0.0609 0.3176 4.8256e^{−17} (100,100,100) 50 0.2928 8.6356 4.2408e^{−17} (100,100,100) 100 0.8533 78.9583 4.3087e^{−17}

Table 2: Comparisons of computing A ∗ B by Algorithm 5.1 and by Definition 2.2

It can be seen from Table 2:

• for the calculation of A ∗ B with A, B ∈ Q^{50×50×200} , applying Algorithm 5.1 only takes 0.3801 seconds, almost^1_{200} of the time taken by directly calculating by Definition 2.2, which takes 71.4014 seconds, and the relative error between two results reaches 10^{−16};

• for the calculation of A ∗ B with A, B ∈ Q^{100×100×100} , applying Algorithm 5.1 only takes 0.8533 seconds, almost^1_{100} of the time taken by directly calculating by Definition 2.2, which takes 78.9583 seconds, and the relative error between two results reaches 10^{−17}.

6 Concluding remarks

Since T-product based third-order real tensors methods based on the block diagonalization of block circulant real matrices via FFTs have achieved great success in the color image and gray video processing, our goal was to achieve the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices with the calculation convenience of FFTs in this paper. We first studied the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain. We showed that a circulant quaternion matrix of size p × p cannot be diagonalized by the unitary DFT matrix F_p, nor by the unitary quaternion matrices F_pj and (F_p + F_pj)/ √ 2. After that, we proved sufficient and necessary conditions for a unitary quaternion matrix being a diagonalization matrix of circulant quaternion matrices. These studies in the quaternion domain showed that it was a hard work to find unitary quaternion matrices to achieve the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain, and FFTs cannot be applied to obtain result block diagonal matrices of block circulant quaternion matrices in the quaternion domain even if such unitary quaternion matrices were found. Owing to that, we then studied the diagonalization of circulant quaternion matrices in the octonion domain. We proved that a circulant (respectively, block circulant) quaternion matrix of size p × p (respectively, of size mp × mp) can be transformed into a diagonal (respectively, block diagonal) quaternion matrix by unitary octonion matrices, at a cost of O(p log p) (respectively, O(mnp log p)) via FFTs. Further, an algorithm to fast calculate the T-product of third-order quaternion tensors via FFTs was proposed by establishing the relationship between the T-product calculation and the block diagonalization of block circulant matrices. Numerical calculations demonstrated that the proposed method speeds up almost p times for computing the T-product between third-order quaternion tensors with p frontal slices.

With the block diagonalization of block circulant quaternion matrices achieved in the octonion domain and the fast calculation of T-product between third-order quaternion tensors, T-product based third-order quaternion tensors methods are possible now. Then how to extend these efficent T-product based third-order real tensors methods [1,14,17,19,20,22,23,32,37–39] to the quaternion case to apply for various problems, such as the color videos processing? It is worthwhile to further study.

Besides, it is known that a lot of matrix theory that holds for complex matrices cannot be extended to the quaternion case, due to the non-commutativity of quaternion algebra. But analogue to the discussion in Section 3, with the help of the special rule of the multiplication between special octonions and quaternions as shown in (4.1), it is not difficult to deduce that for any P and Q being complex matrices and A being a quaternion matrix:

(Pl) A (Ql) = (Pjl) A (Qjl) = [P(l + jl)/ √ 2] A [Q(l + jl)/ √ 2] = −P A_1 Q + (P A_2 Q) j,

which means that if complex matrices P and Q can transform special structured complex matrices into diagonal complex matrices, then octonion matrices Pl (or Pjl, P(l + jl)/ √ 2, respectively) and Ql (or Qjl, Q(l + jl)/ √ 2, respectively) can transform quaternion matrices with same special structures into diagonal quaternion matrices. This encourages us to raise an issue: whether can more matrix theory be extended from the complex domain to the quaternion domain through the participation of octonion matrices? It is also deserve to further study.

References

[1] K. Braman, Third-order tensors as linear operators on a space of matrices, Linear Algebra Appl., (2010), 1241-1253.

[2] A. Cayley, On Jacobi’s elliptic functions, in reply to the Rev. B. Bronwin; and on quaternions, Philos. Mag. 26 (1845), 208-211.

[3] R. H. Chan, M. K. Ng, Conjugate gradient methods for Toeplitz systems, SIAM Rev., 38 (1996), 427-482.

[4] W. Cheung, M. K. Ng, Block-circulant preconditioners for systems arising from discretization of the three-dimensional convection-diffusion equation, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 140 (2002), 143-158.

[5] Y. Chen, X. Xiao, Y. Zhou, Low-rank quaternion approximation for color image processing, IEEE Trans. Image Process., 29 (2020), 1426-1439.

[6] P. J. Davis, Circulant Matrices, AMS Chelsea Publishing, 1994.

[7] H. Derksen, On the nuclear norm and the singular value decomposition of tensors, Found.

Comput. Math., 16 (2016), 779-811.

[8] G. M. Dixon, Division Algebras: Octonions, Quaternions, Complex Numbers and the Algebraic Design of Physics, Kluwer, Dordrecht, 1994.

[9] G. H. Golub, C. F. Van Loan, Matrix Computations, 4th edition, Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, 2013.

[10] S. Gai, G. Yang, M. Wan, L. Wang, Denoising color images by reduced quaternion matrix singular value decomposition, Multidim. Syst. Sign. Process. 26 (1) (2015), 307-320.

[11] W. R. Hamilton, Elements of quaternions, Longmans Green, London, U.K., 1866.

[12] T. Huckle, Circulant and Skew Circulant Matrices for Solving Toeplitz Matrix Problems, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 13 (1992), 767-777.

[13] K. M. Hosny, M. M. Darwish, New set of multi-channel orthogonal moments for color image representation and recognition, Pattern Recogn., 88 (2019), 153-173.

[14] N. Hao, M. E. Kilmer, Tensor-svd with applications in image processing. for abstract, http://www.siam.org/meetings/an10/An10abstracts.pdf, page 58. Invited Minisymposium Presentation, 2010, SIAM Annual Meeting (MS35).

[15] Z. G. Jia, M. K. Ng, G. J. Song, Robust quaternion matrix completion with applications to image inpainting, Numer Linear Algebra Appl., 26 (2019), e2245.

[16] Z. G. Jia, M. K. Ng, G. J. Song, Lanczos method for large-scale quaternion singular value decomposition, Numer. Algorithm, 82 (2019), 699-717.

[17] M. E. Kilmer, K. Braman, N. Hao, R. C. Hoover, Third-order tensors as operators on matrices: a theoretical and computational framework with applications in imaging, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 34 (2013), 148-172.

[18] M. E. Kilmer, L. Horesh, H. Avron, E. Newman, Tensor-tensor algebra for optimal representation and compression of multiway data, in Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118, 2021, https://www.pnas.org/content/118/28/ e2015851118.

[19] M. E. Kilmer, C. D. Martin, Factorization strategies for third-order tensors, Linear Algebra Appl., 435 (2011), 641-658.

[20] M. E. Kilmer, C. D. Martin, L. Perrone, A third-order generalization of the matrix svd as a product of third-order tensors, Tech. Report TR-2008-4, Tufts University, Computer Science Department, 2008.

[21] K. Lund, The tensor t-function: a definition for functions of third-order tensors, Numer Linear Algebra Appl. 27 (2020), e2288.

[22] C. Lu, J. Feng, Y. Chen, W. Liu, Z. Lin, S. Yan, Tensor robust principal component analysis:

Exact recovery of corrupted lowrank tensors via convex optimization, CVPR, 2016, pp, 5249–5257.

[23] C. Lu, X. Peng, Y. Wei, Lowrank tensor completion with a new tensor nuclear norm induced by invertible linear transforms, CVPR, 2019, pp, 5996–6004.

[24] Z. Long, Y. Liu, L. Chen, C. Zhu, Low rank tensor completion for multiway visual data, Signal Process. 155 (2019) 301-316.

[25] Y. Miao, L. Qi, Y. Wei, T-Jordan canonical form and T-Drazin inverse based on the Tproduct, Commun. Appl. Math. Comput. 3(2) (2021) 201-220.

[26] Y. Miao, L. Qi, Y. Wei, Generalized tensor function via the tensor singular value decomposition based on the T-product, Linear Algebra Appl. 590 (2020) 258-303.

[27] J. F. Miao, K. I. Kou, W.K. Liu, Low-rank quaternion tensor completion for recovering color videos and images, Pattern Recogn. 107 (2020), 107505.

[28] B.J. Olson, S.W. Shaw, C. Shi, C. Pierre, R.G. Parker. Circulant matrices and their application to vibration analysis, Appl. Mech. Rev., 2014.

[29] L. Qi, Z. Luo, Q. W. Wang, X. Zhang, Quaternion matrix optimization: Motivation and analysis. J. Optim. Theory Appl. (2021) https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-021-01906-y.

[30] Z. Z. Qin, Z. Y. Ming, L. P. Zhang, Singular value decomposition of third order quaternion tensors, Appl. Math. Lett., 123 (2022), 107597.

[31] M. Rezghi, L. Eldèn, Diagonalization of tensors with circulant structure, Linear Algebra Appl., 435 (2011), 422-447.

[32] G. J. Song, M. K. Ng, X. J. Zhang, Robust tensor completion using transformed tensor singular value decomposition, Numer. Linear Algebra Appl., 27 (2020), e2299.

[33] J. Shi, X. Zheng, J. Wu, B. Gong, Q. Zhang, S. Ying, Quaternion Grassmann average network for learning representation of histopathological image, Pattern Recogn., 89 (2019), 67-76.

[34] R. M. Tanner, D. Sridhara, A. Sridharan, T. E. Fuja, D. J. Costello, Jr. LDPC block and convolutional codes based on circulant matrices, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 50 (2004), 2966-2984.

[35] W. Yin, S. P. Morgan, J. Yang, and Y. Zhang, Practical compressive sensing with Toeplitz and circulant matrices, in Proceedings of Visual Communications and Image Processing (VCIP), SPIE, San Jose, CA, 2010.

[36] F. Zhang, Quaternions and matrices of quaternions, Linear Algebra Appl. 251 (1997), 21-57.

[37] X. Zhao, M. Bai, M. K. Ng, Nonconvex Optimization for Robust Tensor Completion from Grossly Sparse Observations, J. Sci. Comput., 85 (2020), https://doi.org/10.1007/s10915- 020-01356-0.

[38] Z. Zhang, S. Aeron, Exact tensor completion using t-SVD, IEEE Trans. Signal Process., 65 (2017), 1511-1526.

[39] Z. Zhang, G. Ely, S. Aeron, N. Hao, M. Kilmer, Novel methods for multilinear data completion and de-noising based on tensor-svd, in Proceedings of the 2014 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, ser. CVPR, 2014, pp. 3842-3849.

[40] J. Zhang, A. K. Saibaba, M. E. Kilmer, S. Aeron, A randomized tensor singular value decomposition based on the t-product, Numer. Linear Algebra Appl. 25(5) (2018) e2179.