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ABSTRACT

We establish a lower bound for the complexity of multiplying
two skew polynomials. The lower bound coincides with the
upper bound conjectured by Caruso and Borgne in 2017, up to
a log factor. We present algorithms for three special cases, indi-
cating that the aforementioned lower bound is quasi-optimal.
In fact, our lower bound is quasi-optimal in the sense of bilin-
ear complexity. In addition, we discuss the average bilinear
complexity of simultaneous multiplication of skew polynomi-
als and the complexity of skew polynomial multiplication in
the case of towers of extensions.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The skew polynomial ring is a non-commutative analogue
of the usual polynomial ring. It is the special case of the Ore
algebra first studied in [14]. Because of its highly non-trivial
algebraic and computational properties, the ring of skew poly-
nomials plays a crucial role in diverse fields of mathematics.
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For instance, quaternion algebras and cyclic algebras are quo-
tients of skew polynomial rings [10, 12]; the connection be-
tween matrix algebras and skew polynomial rings can be used
to design fast algorithms for matrix multiplication [11]; it is
just realized in recent years that skew polynomial rings over
finite fields provide us new models in coding theory [2, 3, 17].
Due to aforementionedi applications in complexity theory and
coding theory, various operations of skew polynomials are
extensively studied in the literature as well, including multi-
plication [5, 8, 9], factorization [6, 8], Grébner bases [13] and
interpolation [15, 16].

As an algebra, the most important and fundamental opera-
tion on skew polynomial rings is the multiplication. We recall
that given a £-algebra A of dimension r and a £-linear auto-
morphism o of A, the skew polynomial ring A [x, o] consists
of polynomials with coefficients in A, whose multiplication
is skewed by o, i.e., xa = o(a)x, a € A. We denote by Cg (114)
the number of arithmetic operations over £ required to com-
pute the product of two degree d skew polynomials in A [x, o].
The first fast algorithm of skew polynomial multiplication is
proposed in [8], which has complexity Cy (ug) = O(dr? + d?r).
Algorithms presented in [15, 16] improve the upper bound
to 5(d(“’+1)/2r), where o denotes the exponent of matrix
multiplication. Based on the quasi-optimal bound [1] for the
multiplication of linear differential operators, it is conjectured
in [5] that Cg (ug) = 5(d min(d, r)®~2r) . An upper bound is
also obtained in [5]:

odre™Y), dxr

—~ R 1
0(d®7%r?), d<r 9

Cr(pa) = {

which coincides with the conjectured upper bound when
d > r. As far as we aware, it is the best upper bound
in the literature when d > r?/(5-©) However, if d <
r2/(5-©) ' the bound O(d®*1)/2r) in [15, 16] is better. By
exploiting the mod-r sparsity R < r of the support of the
product, [9] proposes a Las Vegas algorithm of complexity
O(max(d, r)rR®~2), which outperforms existing algorithms if
d > min(r?/ 5-©) 2/ (0+1) p2o-4)/(0+1)) Lastly, we remark
that although the upper bound of skew polynomial multipli-
cation has been studied extensively in the past two decades,
the lower bound is still far from being understood.
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Contributions
This paper is concerned with the computational complexity of
skew polynomial multiplication. The primary goal is twofold:
(1) we establish a lower bound of Cy; (114) in Theorem 12,
which coincides with the conjectured upper bound
5(d min(d, r)°~2r) in [5], up to a log factor;
(2) we present in Section 5 fast algorithms for low degree
(d < r) skew polynomial multiplication in several spe-
cial cases, which cost O(d®~!r) arithmetic operations.
This indicates that our lower bound is quasi-optimal.

In particular, our lower bound together with the algorithm
presented in [5] implies that if d > r, then Cg (14) is completely
determined (up to a log factor):

C (pa) = O(dr®™1) = Q(dr“ ™).

Additionally, in Proposition 16, we establish an upper bound of
the average bilinear complexity of simultaneously multiplying
several pairs of low degree skew polynomials.

2 PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we record some notations, definitions and basic
facts from complexity theory and algebra, which are necessary
for the rest of this paper.

2.1 Notations for complexity
Given functions f,g : N — N, we denote f(n) = O(g(n)) if
there exists some constant C > 0 such that

f(m) < Cyln)
for sufficiently large n. We denote f(n) = 5(g(n)) if there
exists some constant C, 7 > 0 such that

f(n) < C(log(n))"g(n)

for sufficiently large n. Moreover, we write f(n) = Q(g(n)) if
there exists some constant C > 0 such that

f(n) = Cg(n)

for sufficiently large n.

2.2 Bilinear complexity

For convenience, we collect some basic facts about the bilinear
complexity. The standard reference for this subsection is [4].

Definition 1. Let (R be a commutative ring and let U, V, W be
finitely generated free (R-modules. The bilinear complexity (or
rank) of a R-bilinear map f : UXV — W, denote by rankg (f),
is the smallest positive integer r to ensure the existence of
aj € Hom(U,R), B; € Hom(V,R) and w; € W,1 < j <r,
such that

f(u,0) = Zaj(u)ﬁj(v)wj, (u,0) e UX V.
=1

J

We denote by C (f) the total number of arithmetic opera-
tions required to compute f over R. In the literature, Ci (f)
is called the total complexity of f.It is obvious that

rankg (f) < Cr(f). @
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Let & be a commutative ring containing R as a sub-ring. For
each free R-module U, we denote U =U ®gr §. Similarly,
if f: UxV — W isa R-bilinear map, then we denote
by ¢ : US x V¥ — W9 the §-bilinear map obtained by
extending f naturally. By definition, we have

rankg () < rankg (f). 3)
If there exist finitely generated free R-modules U’, V/, W’,
R-bilinear map f” : U’ x V! — W’ and R-linear maps ¢ :
U—->U,p:V—> Vand g3 : W — W such that f =
@3 o f" o (g1 X @2), then we say that f is a restriction of f’,
denoted by f < f’. Clearly, f < f’ implies

rankg (f) < rankg (f”). (4)

2.3 Exponent of matrix multiplication

Let R be a commutative ring. We denote by (m,n, p)r the
R-bilinear map of multiplying an m X n matrix with an n X p
matrix over R. The exponent of matrix multiplication over R
is
w(R) = inf{r e R: Cx({n,n,n)g) = O(n")}.
The same proof of Corollary 15.18 in [4] leads to:
LEMMA 2. For any commutative f-algebra R, w(R) = w (k).

Because of Lemma 2, we simply abbreviate w(R) by w. The
proof of Theorem 15.11 in [4] can be extended to show:

THEOREM 3. If there exist positive integers ej, hj, lj, 1 < i < s,

S S
such that rankg ( {ej, hi, li)!R) < 1, then ), (eihili)w/3 <
= i=1

i=1

2.4 Etale algebra and Galois algebra

Let % be a field and let A be a finite étale £-algebra, ie., A is
a finite product of finite separable field extensions of 4.

THEOREM 4 (PRIMITIVE ELEMENT THEOREM). [7, Proposi-
tion 4.1] If £ is an infinite field and A is a finite étale /i -algebra,
then there exists a € A such that A = k[a].

Assume further that ¢ is an automorphism of A such that
A° = £ and the cyclic group (o) generated by ¢ has order
r = dimy A > 1. We say that A is a (o)-Galois algebra [12,
Section 18. B]. Examples of (o)-Galois algebras include:

e totally split £-algebra: A = £" and o is defined by
the cyclic left shift (a1, ..., ar-1,a,) — (az,...,ar,a1).

e Kummer extension: A = fi(a) and o is defined by
a — {a, where { € £ is a primitive r-th root of unity
and a” € A.

e Artin extension: A = f(a) and o is defined by a —
a+ 1, where char(£) =rand a” —a € &.

2.5 Skew polynomial ring

Let A be a (o)-Galois algebra. The skew polynomial ring
A [x, o] is the ring whose underlying group is A [x] and the
multiplication is defined by xx¢ = x%x = x4 xa = o(a)x
ford € N,a € A. Since r > 1, A [x, o] is a non-commutative
graded £-algebra. We denote by A [x, o] 4 (resp. A [x, o] ) the
subspace consisting of polynomials of degree d (resp. at most
d). For ease of reference, we record two basic properties of

A [x, o] below.
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LemMMA 5. [5, Lemma 1.4] The map ¢ : A [x, 0] — Endy (A)
sending ¥; aix' to ; ajo’ is a surjective homomorphism of k-
algebras whose kernel is (x" — 1).

LEMMA 6. [5, Proposition 2.7] Let p1, ..., pm € R[x] be pair-
wise coprime and let p = ]_[;":1 pj- The natural map:

Alx,0l/p(x") = Alx,0l/p1(x") X - - Alx,01/pm(x")
is a k-algebra isomorphism.

Let A" be the algebra of r X r matrices over 4. The follow-
ing is a direct consequence of [12, Proposition 30.6].

LEmMA 7. Ifk is algebraically closed, then A [x,o]/(x" —
¢) = A" for any nonzeroc € A.

3 LOWER BOUND

Since A [x, o] is a f-algebra, the multiplication map p on
A[x,0] is A-bilinear. For each d € N, we denote by i the
restriction of ;1 on polynomials of degree at most d. According
to (2), we have ranky (1) < Cg (1g)- The goal of this section
is to prove that rankg (uz) = Q(min(d, r)~2dr), which also
provides a lower bound for Cg (14).

LEmMA 8. If d > r and R is algebraically closed, then
rankg (ug) > dr@™ L.

Proor. Without loss of generality, we may assume that r|d
and char(£) 1 (r/d). Let { € £ be a primitive d/r-th root of
unity. We denote R = A[x, 6]/(x4 = 1). Lemmas 6 and 7
applied to p(x) = x4/" —1 and pj(x) =x- ¢/, 1< j<d/r
implies that

d/r d/r

R =P Alx 0] /(" =) = A"
J=1 =1

Assume p is the multiplication map on R. Let ¢1 : R —
A[x,0]¢ be the map defined by thol ajxj +(x?1-1) >
Z?:_Ol a jxj and let ¢y be the restriction to A [x, o] 2d of the
quotient map A [x, 0] — R.Then we have iz = pz0pz0(p1X
¢1). By (4) and Theorem 3, we may conclude that dr®~1 <
rankg (pg). O

LEMMA 9. If £ is an infinite field, then there exist g,p €
k[t] of degrees r and r — 1 respectively, such that A [x, o] =
R(A, X)/I as k-algebras, where k (A, X) is the non-commutative
polynomial ring in variables A, X over k and I is the two-sided
ideal generated by g(A) and XA — p(A)X.

Proor. By Theorem 4, there exists a € A such that A =
£ [a]. Thus one can find p € £[t] of degree at most (r—1) such
that p(a) = o(a). Let g € £[t] be the minimal polynomial of
a. We claim that g and p are the desired polynomials. Indeed,
the £-linear map q : £(A,X) — A[x, 0] induced by A’ —
al, XJ — xJ is surjective since A = £[a].Itis obvious that I C
ker(y’) thus p descends to /' : £{A,X)/I — A[x,c]. Next
we define ¢ : A[x, 0] — A(A,X)/I by £-linearly extending
¥(a') = Al y(x/) = XJ . 1t is straightforward to verify that i/
is a £-algebra homomorphism and it is the inverse of ¥’. O

LEMMA 10. If £ is an infinite field and d < r/3, then
rankg (pg) > d°~1r.
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PRroOF. By the isomorphism ¢ in the proof of Lemma 9, we
have rankg (ug) = ranky (Ty), where Ty is the restriction to
Y(A[x,0]%) = spang {A/XF :0< j<r-1,0<k<d}C
k(A,X)/I of the multiplication on £ (A, X)/I.

Since £ is a field, the functor ®; A is exact. Therefore we
have a short exact sequence of free A-modules:

0— I 5 KA XY = A(AX) - (KA X)/ DT = 0.
This induces an A-module isomorphism (BAX)/ DA =
A(A, X) /T, which is in fact an A -algebra isomorphism.

Next we consider the A -linear map p : A(A, X))/ >
A" induced by A" — a!, X/ — B/ where 0 < i <r—1and
j € N, where a = diag(a, o(a),...,0" " !(a)) and

6 1.0 --- 0
6 0 1 --- 0
p=1i ] ©)
0 0 1
1 0 0

We notice that 7 is the ideal of (A, X) generated by g(A)
and XA — p(A)X, where g,p € £[t] are polynomials as in
Lemma 9. Moreover, matrices a, f satisty g(a) = pa—p(a)p =
0. Thus p is a A -algebra homomorphism. Moreover, p is an
A-module isomorphism from ((.A [x, ol to ATXT. We
denote the inverse of this isomorphism by p’ : A™" —
Y (Alx, 0] ).

By construction, {r, r,r) 7 coincides with p o Tdﬂ o(p'xp’)
on U9 x U4 where U9 = p ((lﬁ(ﬂ [x, O']d))'ﬂ). By a direct cal-
culation, U? consists of P = (Pjk) € A" such that Py = 0if
eitherk—j > d-lor—-1>k—j > d—r—l,HenceUdﬂ_[d/z] =
p14/21y consists of Q = (Qjk) € A™ such that Q. = 0if
eitherk—j > [d/2] or —[d/2] = k—j > [d/2] —r — 1. In par-
ticular, U4p~14/21 = B ~[4/21yd contains all block diagonal
matrices where each block is of size [d/4] X [d/4]. Moreover,
we observe that PQ = pgl4/21(p=Td/21p)(gp-Td/2T)pld/2],
Thus we obtain

(Td/41,1d/41, 1d/a1)°H 4 < (rrr) 7l payya < T

Theorem 3 and (3) imply d“~!r < rank z (Tdﬂ) < rankg (Ty).
O

We notice that if d = Cr for some 1 > C > 1/3, then we
clearly have
1
ranky (1g) > rankg (1 ,/3)) = Lr/3]°71r > gdwflr.
This leads to the corollary that follows.

CoRroOLLARY 11. If £ is an infinite field and d < r, then
rankg (ug) = Q(d®~1r).

Finally, we are ready to establish the lower bound for the
complexity of skew polynomial multiplication over an arbi-
trary field £.

THEOREM 12. Let /i be a field (not necessarily algebraically
closed) and let A be a (o)-Galois algebra. We have

Cp (pg) = rankg (ug) = Q(dmin{d,r}w_zr)’
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where g is the bilinear map of multiplying degree-d skew poly-
nomials and Cg (pg) is the total complexity of 4.

ProoF. The inequality follows from (2). Let £ be the alge-
braic closure of 4. Then A [x, O']E = ﬂﬁ[x, O'E] is the skew
polynomial ring defined by the (GE)—Galois algebra A % More-
over, by (3) we have rankg (pg) > rankz(pg). Lastly, Lemma 8

and Corollary 11 imply rank/j,(yg) = Q(dmin{d,r}*?r). O

As a consequence of Theorem 12 and the upper bound (1),
we may conclude that when d > r, both ranky (4) and Cg (1g)
are completely determined, up to a log factor.

COROLLARY 13. Ifd > r, then there exist constant numbers
C1,Cy, T > 0 such that

C1dr®™1 < ranky (ug) < Cp(ug) < Cod(logd)™re™ L.

4 AVERAGE BILINEAR COMPLEXITY

In this section, we discuss the average bilinear complexity
of simultaneously multiplying skew polynomials. Let N be
a positive integer. We recall that the bilinear map of multi-
plying skew polynomials of degree at most d is denoted by
fig- Thus the bilinear map that simultaneously multiplies N
pairs of skew polynomials of degree at most d is pffN . We de-
fine the average bilinear complexity of ,u?N by A-ranky (N) =
rankg (u3N)/N.

For each integer 2 — r < k < r, the k—th diagonal of P =

(Pij) € A" is the sequence P(K) := (Pi,,-+k_1);ii;g(’{r;;:ﬁ.

LEMMA 14. Letm > 0 and 2 —r < ki, kz < r —m be fixed
integers. Suppose P1, Py are r X r matrices such that Pi(s) =0
whenevers < k; ors > k; +m, i = 1,2. Then one can compute
P1Py by O(m®~1r) arithmetic operations. Moreover, the bilinear
complexity of multiplying such matrices is also O(m®~1r).

ProoF. Let f € A7*" the the permutation matrix defined
in (5). On the one hand, there are integers nj, nz such that
p™Py and P, ™ are of the form Q + Q’, where Q is [m/2]-
banded and Q' = g g for some E € A[m/21x[m/2] 1
is clear that we can multiply such matrices by O(m®~!r)
arithmetic operations. On the other hand, we have P1P; =
ﬁ:"l [(p™Py)(Pyf™2)] p~™2. Thus P; P, can be computed by
O(m®~1r) operations as well. The upper bound for bilinear
complexity can be obtained similarly. O

According to the proof of Lemma 10, yf is also the restric-
tion of the multiplication of matrices of the same form as those
in Lemma 14. Thus we obtain the following corollary.

COROLLARY 15. rank gz (,udﬂ) =0(d®~1r).

PROPOSITION 16. Let £ be an infinite field and let A be anr-
dimensional (c)-Galois algebra over . Ford < r and N = Q(r),
we have A-rankg (N) = O(d®~1r).

ProoF. Since A = fla] = £[t]/(g(t)), where g is the
minimal polynomial of a. By [4, Exercise 15.6], we have

([r/21) < pa < (2r-1),
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where p 7 is the multiplication on A and (m) denotes the
component-wise multiplication on ™, m € N. Thus we have

([r/21) ®k pa < pa ®k pa

as A-bilinear maps. Let s = rank 7 (/,z;f). Then ,uf < ()
as A-bilinear maps. We recall [4, Subsection 15.3] that for
any f-bilinear map T, T = T ®; A and as £-bilinear maps.
Moreover, for any A -bilinear maps S < §, it also holds that
S < §’ as £-bilinear maps. Therefore, we obtain

uEI PPV = (v j2)@gpa < pa®ipa < pa®s(s) < (s(2r-1)

as f-bilinear maps, from which the desired upper bound of
A-rankg (N) follows from Corollary 15. ]

5 OQUASI-OPTIMAL ALGORITHMS

In this section, we present quasi-optimal algorithms to com-
pute the product of degree d < r skew polynomials, for {o)-
Galois algebras listed in Subsection 2.4. As before, we assume
without loss of generality that d < r/3. Moreover, as discussed
in [9, Subsection 2.1.2], we may assume that |£| > 3r.

5.1 Totally split algebra

Let A = k" and let o be the cyclic left shift as in Subsec-
tion 2.4. We denote by {e;}_; the canonical basis of £”. The
map ¢ in Lemma 5 can be viewed as a surjective /-algebra
homomorphism

¢ Alx,0] — AT (6)

induced by e; — «@; and x — f, where «; is the matrix whose
elements are all zero, except the (i, i)-th one, which is one and
B is the matrix defined in (5). We remark that given P € A"
and m € Z, both P and P™ are obtained by re-arranging
elements of P. We observe that there is a £-linear map ¢ :
R — A|x, 0] such that 0 ¢ = id 74 ;|1 Where ¢ is the
map in (6).

Algorithm 1: low degree skew polynomial multipli-
cation for totally split algebra

Input: fi, o € A[x,0]¢
Output: fi f>
1 Compute P; = ¢(fi) and Pz = ¢(f2);
2 Compute P = P1Py;
3 Compute f = y/(P);
4 Return f.

PROPOSITION 17. Let & be a field and let A = k" be a to-
tally split extension of k. Ford < r/3, Algorithm 1 computes
the multiplication of elements in A [ x, ik by 5(d“’_1r) arith-
metic operations, where o is the automorphism of A induced by
(a1,...,ar-1,ar) > (ag,...,ar,a1).

ProoF. Since ¢ is a £-algebra homomorphism, we have

Y(e(fi)e(f2)) =y o e(fif2) = fife. Thus Algorithm 1 indeed

computes fi f2. As for the cost of Algorithm 1, we notice that for
r—1 d X

fx)= % X cx) € Alx, ol4, computing ¢(f) costs O(dr)
i=0 j=0
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operations. Next ¢(f) is an r X r matrix of the same form as
those in Lemma 14, thus the multiplication of such matrices
costs O(d“~1r) operations. Lastly, given P = (P;;) € &7,
y(P) = 21:01(2;;& P,-jei)xj_i (mod r) by definition. Thus
Y(P) costs no arithmetic operations and Algorithm 1 costs
O(d®~1r) operations. O

5.2 Kummer extension

Let A = £(a) be a degree-r Kummer extension of £ and let
o be defined as in Subsection 2.4. By definition, there exists
some ¢ € £ such that the minimal polynomial of a is t" — c. We
also pick and fix a r-th primitive root of unity {. We denote by
I, I, the two-sided ideals of £(X, A) generated by XA — {AX
and A" — ¢, respectively. By the same argument as in the proof
of Lemma 9, there is a £-algebra isomorphism

Y Alx, 0] = KX, A) /(I +12) ™
defined by x — X and a — A.

LEMMA 18. Let I3 be the two-sided ideal of £ (X, A) generated
byX"—1and A" -L Thef/i—l.inear map ¢ : KX, A/ (H+]3) —
R™T induced by A' — o', X7 v B/ is a k-algebra isomorphism.
He(re)a = diag(gvk)lrc;é and f is the permutation matrix defined
in (5).

PRrOOF. A direct computation implies that af = {fa, o’ =
I, and " = I,. Hence ¢ is well-defined and is a £-algebra
homomorphism. It is surjective since {a’B/ : 0 < i,j < r — 1}
is a A-basis of #7%". Moreover, {AIX/ : 0 <i,j<r—1}isa
k-basis of £(X, A)/(I; + I3), thus ¢ is injective. O

Since 1 = (XA — {AX) is homogeneous, £(X,A)/l;
is bi-graded. We denote degy (F) (resp. degy,(F)) the de-
gree of X (resp. A) in f € A(X,A). We say that F has
bi-degree (degy (F),deg,(F)). Given d,e € N, we denote
(K(X,A)/;)%¢ := span; {X'A/ : 0 < i <d,0 < j < e} Let
3 the natural quotient map £(X, A)/I; — (X, A)/(I; + ).

Algorithm 2: multiplication on (£(X, A) /1) %e
Input: Fi,F, € (A(X,A)/I;)%¢
Output: F1 F>
Compute di = degy (F1), e1 = degy, (F1),

dy = degx (F2), ez = degy (F2);
Compute G; = m3(F1) and Gy = n3(F2);
Compute M; = ¢(G1) and Mz = ¢(G2);
Compute M = M Ma;
Compute G = ¢~ 1(M);
Find F € (A(X, A)/I;)%1*dzer+e: quch that 73(F) = G;
Return F.

[

)

©w

'S

«

o

=

LEMMA 19. Let £ be a field containing a primitive r-th root
of unity and let d,e < r/3 be positive integers. Algorithm 2
computes the multiplication of two elements in (£(X, A) /Il)d’e
by O(d“~1r) arithmetic operations.
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ProoF. We first prove that F = F;F,. By definition,
F1F, has bi-degree (dj + da, e1 + e2). Since 73 and ¢ are £-
algebra homomorphisms and ¢ is an isomorphism, 73 (F; F) =
0 Y(p(m3(F1))@(n3(F2))) = G. Hence FiF, is a solution
for Step 6 in Algorithm 2. Thus it suffices to prove that it
is also unique. Indeed, if n3(F’) = m3(F) = G for some
FF e (B(X, A)/L)4*derte: then P/ — F € (I + B)/L.
Since a nonzero element in (I; + I3)/I; has bi degree (I, m)
where min{l, m} > r > max{3d, 3e} > max{d; + da,e1 + €2},
we obtain F’ = F.

Next we analyze the complexity. Clearly, the cost of the
first three steps of Algorithm 2 is O(dr). Since Fi,F, €
(R(X, A)/Il)d”_l, we may deduce from the definition of ¢
in Lemma 18 that matrices My, My in Step 4 are of the same
form as those in Lemma 14. Thus M = M; M3 can be computed
by O(d®“~1r) arithmetic operations. Step 5 is equivalent to
determining p;; € £ such that M = Zf 225; yijajﬂi, where a

i=0 j=0
and f are matrices given in Lemma 18. By definition of & and
B, it is sufficient to find polynomials fi, ..., foge1 € A[t] of
degree at most 2e such that

fol@) =My 0<I<r-11<k<2d+1. (8)

Here [ +k is understood as [+k—rif [+k > r.Since 2e+1 < r,
the interpolation problem (8) in general has no solution. How-
ever, the correctness of Algorithm 2 ensures that (8) is solvable.
Hence we can compute f;’s by polynomial interpolation at
2e+1points {,0 < i < 2e. Each interpolation can be done by a
fast Fourier transform, which costs O (e) arithmetic operations
[4, Theorem 2.6]. Thus, the cost of of Step 5 is O(de) arith-
metic operations. It is obvious that Step 6 only costs O(dr)

operations.
Lastly, since d, e < r, the above analysis implies that the
total cost of Algorithm 2 is O(d“~1r). O

Let mp be the natural quotient map A(X,A)/I; —
R(X,A)/L1 + I,. We denote

Ax, )% = spang{x'a’ :0<i<d0<j<e}
In particular, we have A [x, o] dr-1 = 7[x,o]%.

PRrOPOSITION 20. Let /i be a field containing a primitive r-th
root of unity { and let A = £(a) be a degree-r Kummer extension
of k. Ford < r/3, Algorithm 3 computes the multiplication of
elements in A [x, o]¢ by O(d®~r) arithmetic operations, where
o is the automorphism of A induced by a — {a.

Proor. The correctness of Algorithm 3 follows from the
facts that 7 is a £-algebra homomorphism and that ¢ is a
k-algebra isomorphism. It is obvious that the cost of Step 5 in
Algorithm 3 is O(d®~1r), while the total cost of other steps
is O(dr). Thus Algorithm 3 costs O(d®~1r) arithmetic opera-
tions. m]

5.3 Artin extension

Assume that £ is a field of characteristic r > 0. Let A = £(a)
be a degree-r Artin extension of £ and let o be defined as in
Subsection 2.4. By definition, the minimal polynomial of a
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Algorithm 3: low degree skew polynomial multipli-
cation for Kummer extension

Input: fi, 2 € £[x,0]¢

Output: fi f>

Compute Hy = ¥(f1) and Hz = ¢(f2);

2 Find Fi, F; € (K[X, A]/I1)% ! such that 2 (F;) = H;
and m2(F2) = Hy;

s Find Fiq, Fia, Fi3 € (K[X, A]/I1)%L7/3) such that
Fy = Fiy + A1y + A2T31Fy 5

4 Find Fay, Fag, Fa3 € (K[X, A]/I;)®1773] such that
Fg = F21 +A|-r/3-|F22 +A2rr/3]F23;

5 For 1 < i, j < 3, compute G;; = F1;F2j » Algorithm 2;

-

¢ Compute F = 3 3 AG-DI7/31G, AU-DI7/31,
i=1j=1

Compute f = ¢~ (m2(F)) ;

8 Return f.

N}

ist" —t — ¢ € k[t] for some ¢ € K. Suppose that Ji, J» are
the two-sided ideals of £(X, A) generated by XA — (A + 1)X
and A" — A — ¢ respectively. Similar to the case of Kummer
extension discussed in Subsection 5.2, we have a f-algebra
isomorphism

¥ Alx, 0] = KX, A) /(1 + J2) ©
defined by x — X and a +— A. As in Subsection 5.2, given
d, e € N, we use A [x,0]%, A[x,0]%€ and (/i(X,A)/]l)d’e to
denote the £-subspaces spanned by low degree elements.

LEMMA 21. Let J3 be the two-sided ideal generated by X" — 1
and A" — A. The map ¢ : K{X,A)/(J1 +J3) — A"™*" defined
by Al — o, X) — BJ is a k-algebra isomorphism, where
a= diag(k)lz;é and [ is the permutation matrix defined in (5).

ProOF. A direct computation shows that fa = (a + 1)p,
p" =1, and @" = a. This implies that ¢ is a well-defined £-
algebra homomorphism. Moreover, ¢ is bijective since {X*A/ :
0<ij<r—1}and {fia/ : 0 <i,j <r—1} are k-bases of
A(X,A) and k¥, respectively. ]

Let 13 : A(X,A)/1 — K(X,A)Y/(J1 + J3) be the nat-
ural quotient map. Given F € £(X,A)/J;, we denote by
(degy (F),deg,(F)) the bi-degree of F. By the same proof
as that for Lemma 19, we obtain the lemma that follows.

LEMMA 22. Let £ be a field of characteristicr > 0 and let
d, e < r/3 be positive integers. Algorithm 4 computes the multi-
plication of two elements in (R (X, A)/]l)d’e by O(d®~1r) arith-
metic operations.

Next we discuss the cost of rewriting Z;—io Z;;& AijX iA) in
(B(X,A)/J1)% =1 in the form Zflzo Z;;& pijAT X', We remark
that in the case of Kummer extension discussed in Subsec-
tion 5.2, it is easy to see that rewriting 2?20 Z;;& Aij XAl €
(B(X,AY /1%L as 2?:0 Z;;& pijAin costs O(dr) arith-
metic operations, since yjj = 4;;{* by XA = AX. However,
the rewriting procedure becomes more complicated in the case
of Artin extension, since XA = AX + X in £(X, A)/ 1.

Algorithm 4: multiplication on (£(X, A)/ J1)%e

Input: Fy, Fy € (A(X, A)/J;)%¢

Output: F1F>

Compute d; = degy (F1), e1 = degy (F2),
dy = degx (F2), ez = degy (F2);

Compute G = 713 (Fl) and Gy = 7T3(F2);

Compute M; = ¢(G1) and My = ¢(Gz);

Compute M = M My;

Compute G = ¢~ 1(M);

Find F € (A(X, A)/J;)%+d€1*€2 guch that
m3(F) = ¢~ 1(G);

Return F.

[

)

w

'

@

o

N

Algorithm 5: Exchange X and A in (£(X, A) /)41
Input: F = 34 5720 4 X AT € (R(X, A) /)%
Output: y;; € £ such that F = Zid:() Z;;g yijAin

1 Compute M = ¢(m3(F)) v fast polynomial evaluation;

2 Compute y;; from M » fast polynomial interpolation;
3 Return pj.

LEMMA 23. Given F = Z?’:O Z;;& i XA in R(X,A) /T,
Algorithm 5 computes pjj € £,0 <i <d,0<j<r~—1such
that F = Z;—io Z;;& ,uijAin by O(dr) arithmetic operations.
Similarly, if F = Y&, 3720 wijzly' € (A(X,A)/ ]l)d»’:l is
given, then one can rewrite F as Z?:o Z;;Ol Aijy'z’ by O(rd)
arithmetic operations as well.

ProoF. By symmetry, it is sufficient to prove the first
Sl Zjm XAl =
Z?:o Xi(zg;g AijAj). Thus, nonzero elements in M =
@ ((3(E)) are simply evaluations of polynomials fp, ..., fz €
£[t] at points 0,1...,r — 1. Here f;(t) = Z;;& Aijt!, 0 <i<d.
By [4, Corollary 3.20], evaluations of each f; can be completed
by O(r) operations. Hence the cost of Step 1 is O(dr).

By Lemma 21, ¢ is an isomorphism, thus y;;’s can be de-

part. We observe that F =

termined by solving M = Z?:o Z;;l pijajﬂi, where a, f§ are
matrices defined in Lemma 21. Therefore, y;;’s can be obtained
by interpolating d + 1 polynomials of degree at most r — 1 at
points 0, ..., r — 1. According to [4, Corollary 3.22], each poly-
nomial interpolation can be done by o(dr) operations. The

cost of Step 2 is O(dr) and this completes the proof. O

Let m2 : A(X,A)/J1 — K(X,A)/(J1 + J2) be the natural
projection . By the same argument as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 20, we obtain the counterpart of Proposition 20 for Artin
extensions.

PROPOSITION 24. Let £ be a field of characteristic r and
let A = k(a) be an Artin extension of k. Ford < r/3, Algo-
rithm 6 computes the multiplication of elements in A [x, o] by
O(d®~1r) arithmetic operations, where o is the automorphism
of A induced bya— a+ 1.
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Algorithm 6: low degree skew polynomial multipli-
cation for Artin extension
Input: fi, fo € A[x,0]¢
Output: fi f>
Compute G; = ¢(f1) and G2 = ¥(f2);
Find F; and F; in (A(X, A)/J1)%"~! such that

m2(F1) = Gy and 7 (F2) = Ga;
Find Fi1, Fig, Fi3 € (A(X, A)/J1)%L7/3] such that

Fy = Fiy +Al"31Fy + A2I731F5 o Algorithm 5;
Find Fa1, Fap, Fas € (A(X, A)/J1)%L"/3] such that

Fy = Fy1 + Al"/31Fyy + A2I731Fy & Algorithm 5;
5 For 1 < i,j < 3, compute G;j=Fy;F2; > Algorithm 4;
6 For1 <i,j < 3, rewrite A(’-’l)r’/ﬂGU- as

-

)

©w

'

d

Z Z gstXSAt

s=0 t ) )
Compute F = Z?:l Z?:l A(l_l) [r/ﬂGijA(J_l) [r/3];
Compute f = ¢~ (72 (F));
Return f.

> Algorithm 5;

=

®

©

5.4 Tower of Galois algebras

This subsection is devoted to generalize Propositions 17, 20
and 24. Namely, we prove that the lower bound established in
Section 3 is quasi-optimal for a (o)-Galois algebra A3 over £,
if there exists a tower £ C A; C A» such that either A7 /A or
Ay [ A4 is one the three types discussed in Subsections 5.1-5.3.

Let £ C A; C Aj be a tower of finite dimensional étale
k-algebras. We denote r; = dimg A; and rz = dimg A>.
Assume further that o is an automorphism of A such that
ol 7, is also an automorphism of 4 and that both A; and
Ay are (o)-Galois algebra.

For i = 1,2, we denote by y‘(ii) the £-bilinear map of multi-

plying two elements in ;[x, 0]¢. Moreover, we notice that
¢’ is an automorphism of A3 and ¢"|z, = idz,. Thus
A x, O'rl]d is an algebra over A;. We denote the A;-bilinear
map of multiplying two elements in As[x, 6"1]4 by ,u{(il’z).

Moreover, we assume that each automorphism of A can
be computed by O(r) arithmetic operations in A. This is a
direct consequence of the availability assumption for repre-
sentational data in [9, Assumption H].

LEmMA 25. Letk, A1, A, o, ,u;l),yl(l,z) andyl(l,l’z) be as above.

Then we have C[é([l((f)) = 5(rfcﬂl (/1(1’2) )) If more-

[d/r]
over Ay = Aila] for some a € Ay, then cﬁ(ul(iz)) -
n\ e,
0 (r—l) Crpy )
ProoF. Given fi, f; € Az[x,0]%, we re-write
ri-1 ri—1
fi= Y g, o= Y b
k=0 1=0

for some go,...,gr, -1, h0,...,hr,—1 € A2[x, arl]rd/’l]. Ac-
cording to our assumption, one can find g;’s and h;’s by O(dry)
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arithmetic operations, since the re-writing can be done by re-
arranging terms and computing automorphisms.

We notice that fify = Z,rcl:_ol Z;lzglxkgk(xrl)hl(xrl)xl-

Since fi,g9; € Az[x, o114/l it costs Ca, ('quli/zr) ]) arith-
1
metic operations in A; to compute fi.g;. Each operation in
A1 has complexity O(ry) over £, thus the total complexity of
: (3 (1,2)
computing fi fz is O (rl Ca, (I’lfd/rﬂ))'
For the second part, we may re-write

ry/ri—1 ry/ri—1
fi= Y dg, f= > md
k=0 1=0
for some go,...,9r,/r—1h0s -  Hpyyr 21 € A4 [x, 0] By

the same argument as before, this re-writing again only
costs O(rad/ri1) operations in £. We observe that each
fi(x)g;(x) is a product of two elements in Ai[x,c]%.
Thus it costs Cg (,usl)) arithmetic operations in £. Since

fifo is the sum of a¥gp(x)h;(x)a’, computing fifs costs
2
1)
o((%) Cr ) O

PROPOSITION 26. Assume that A is a field and d = Q(ry).
If A2/ A4 is a totally split algebra (resp. Kummer extension or

Artin extension), then Cy (/1[(12)) =0 (d“’_lrgrf_w).

ProOF. A direct application of Propositions 17, 20 and 24
to Lemma 25 leads to the desired conclusion. ]

Similarly, we also have the proposition that follows.

ProrosITION 27. If A1/R is a totally split algebra (resp.
Kummer extension or Artin extension) and d = O(ry), then

Ci(py") = O(d =1 1r2).

CONCLUSION
In this paper, we establish the inequality

rankg (yi7) > d min{d, r}*~2r,

where ranky (y14) is the bilinear complexity of multiplying two
skew polynomials in A [x, o] of degree at most d and A is a
(o)-Galois algebra over £ of dimension r. More importantly,
this provides us a lower bound for the total complexity Cy (p17)
of skew polynomial multiplication since Cg; (ug) > rankg (ug).
We prove the quasi-optimality of this lower bound by pre-
senting algorithms for special cases, including totally split
algebras, Kummer extensions, Artin extensions and towers of
these algebras. The complexity of our algorithms coincides
with the conjectured upper bound in [5], which equals to our
lower bound up to a log factor. We also prove that

A-rankg (N) = 0(d®~1r).

Here A-rankg (N) denotes the average of the bilinear complex-
ity of simultaneously multiplying N = Q(r) pairs of skew
polynomials in A [x, o] of degree at most d < r.

For the future work, although our quasi-optimal lower
bound together with the algorithm in [5] completely deter-
mines (up to a log factor) Cg (yg) for d > r, the upper bound
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of degree d < r skew polynomial multiplication is still un-
known in general. Namely, we do not know if there exists an
algorithm of complexity O(d®~!r) that computes the multipli-
cation of elements in A [x, ¢]% (d < r) for any r-dimensional
(o)-Galois algebra A. Moreover, results in this paper imply
that if d < r, then

A-rankg (N) = 0(d®~'r), d®'r < rankg (y1g).

By definition, we also have A-ranky (N) < rankg (p;). How-
ever, it is unknown whether the equality holds.

IA
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