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Abstract

The theory and computation of tensors with different tensor products play increasingly important
roles in scientific computing and machine learning. Different products aim to preserve different
algebraic properties from the matrix algebra, and the choice of tensor product determines the
algorithms that can be directly applied. This study introduced a novel full-rank decomposition
and M-ODR decomposition for third-order tensors based on M-product. Then, we designed
algorithms for computing these two decompositions along with the Moore—Penrose inverse, and
outer inverse of the tensors. In support of these theoretical results, a few numerical examples
were discussed. In addition, we derive exact expressions for the outer inverses of tensors using
symbolic tensor (tensors with polynomial entries) computation. We designed efficient algorithms
to compute the Moore-Penrose inverse of symbolic tensors. The prowess of the proposed M-QDR
decomposition for third-order tensors is applied to compress lossy color images.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Most researchers have encountered phrase tensor computations and applications [16, 17, 20, 21]. It
is a higher-dimensional generalization of a matrix and vector that has become extremely popular in
many advanced mathematical and scientific fields (e.g., such as numerical multilinear algebra [20],
image processing [19, 27], computer vision [8, 9], face recognition [14], and robust tensor Principal
Component Analysis (PCA) [18]). The field of tensor computations has grown significantly, with
many powerful software tools (e.g., MATLAB, TensorFlow, PyTorch and NumPy) available in the
public domain. These tools have significantly accelerated research and applications in the afore-
mentioned scientific fields, including machine learning [26] and scientific computing [21, 31], where
tensor techniques are increasingly important. In recent years, a rapidly growing body of literature
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has focused on tensor computations, particularly in the context of different tensor products, in-
cluding ¢-product [4, 14, 19], M-product [13], Einstein products [7, 5, 10, 11], n-mode products [1],
cosine transform products (c—product [13]), and Shao’s general product [24].

In contrast, tensor decomposition provides a robust framework for extracting meaningful infor-
mation from complex datasets, often revealing patterns and relationships that are not apparent in
traditional matrix-based analyses [16]. Following foundational work on different tensor products,
the decomposition of third-order tensors has emerged as a significant area of research in multilinear
algebra and its applications. Verity of tensor decomposition (e.g., @R decomposition [14, 22], sin-
gular value decomposition [15, 2, 5], CUR decomposition [31], URV decomposition [6] is discussed
[8, 30] based on t-product and the Einstein product. Additionally, each decomposition has its own
strengths and is suited to different types of problems. The choice between them often depends on
the specific requirements of the application, such as computational efficiency, interpretability, or
accuracy of the approximation.

The main aim of this study was to discuss QDR decomposition based on the M-product. M-
product is a family of tensor-tensor products with given fixed invertible linear transforms, which
generalize the previously established ¢-product [15] and c-product [13]. Following the M-Product
structure, we introduce two important tensor decompositions: full-rank decomposition and M-
ODR decomposition. Following these two decompositions, we designed effective algorithms for
Moore-Penrose inverses and outer inverses of tensors.

It is well known that computations involving square-root entries are challenging for algebraic
computations and symbolic polynomial computation of tensors. Therefore, scientists prefer to de-
sign algorithms; such as such as polynomial rings or algebraic extensions of rational numbers, where
square roots are avoided or carefully managed. It is well known that the square root of some tensor
polynomials often occurs when generating tensor QR-factorization. Generating expressions that
include square roots can be avoided using tensor QDR-decomposition. In addition, our proposed
decomposition in symbolic computation offers several advantages, including the fact that symbolic
QDR decomposition provides exact factorization of tensors without numerical approximations and
preserves the algebraic structure. At the same time, it avoids the numerical errors associated
with floating-point arithmetic. Specifically, it is helpful for ill-conditioned tensors where numerical
methods may fail. In contrast, symbolic QDR decomposition is more efficient for tensors with
many zero or symbolic zero entries. This avoids unnecessary computations on the zero elements.
This decomposition is efficiently implemented in Mathematica, Maple, or SymPy systems.

The volume of visual data generated daily continues to surge exponentially, driven by high-
resolution cameras, advanced medical imaging, satellite observations, and the ubiquity of multi-
media content. Thus, the substantial data requirements for high-quality digital images present
challenges in terms of the transmission speed and storage costs. Consequently, there is a pressing
need for efficient data compression techniques to reduce the file size of these images while maintain-
ing their visual integrity. We used the M-product-based QDR decomposition algorithm for lossy
image compression. Lossy image compression is a technique for reducing digital image file sizes by
intentionally discarding image data. This technique balances the trade-off between image quality
and file size, thereby achieving significant reductions in storage space and transmission bandwidth
at the cost of image fidelity. The main contributions of the manuscript are as follows:

(1) We introduce full-rank decomposition (FRD) and M-QDR decomposition based on M-
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product, along with powerful algorithms for computation.

(2) We compute the generalized inverses of the tensors based on the FRD in the framework of
the M-product.

(3) We designed an effective algorithm for Moore-Penrose inverses using the FRD and the outer
inverse of the tensors.

(4) We discuss the application of tensor-based QDR decomposition for lossy image compression.

(5) We compute the outer inverses of the tensors based on M-QDR decomposition via symbolic
computation based on the M-product.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 1.1, we present some notations
and definitions of third-order tensors [14, 15, 19, 28], which help prove the main results. Section
2 presents the FRD of a tensor in the framework of M-product. In addition to this, we designed
an algorithm for computing FRD and the generalized inverse of a tensor. In Section 3, we propose
M-QDR decomposition of a tensor via M-product with the help of the FRD for computing the
outer inverse of tensors. We demonstrate the application of this decomposition to color lossy image
compression. In Section 4 we present the computation of outer inverses via symbolic computation.
Finally, we discuss concluding remarks in Section 5.

1.1. Preliminaries

We denote the frontal slices of the tensor A € C"*™*P a5 A®) = A(:, 1) for i =1,2,-++ p. Similarly,
the tube fibers of A are denoted as A(i,7,:), A(4,:, k), and A(:, j, k).

Definition 1.1. [16] The 3-mode product between a tensor A € C™™P and a matriz U € CTP is
denoted by Ax3 U and is defined as

p
(AxzU)(i1,i2,k) = > A(i1,i2,i3)B(k,iz) where ke{l,....q}.

i3=1
Let A e C"™™P and B e C"*9P  then the face-wise product [13], denoted by AAB, is defined as
(AAB)(i) = AD B
Based on 3-mode and face-wise product, Kernfeld et al. [13] introduced the M-product for tensors.

Definition 1.2. [13] Let A, B e C"™™P. Consider an invertible matriz M e CP*P. Then the
M -product of A and B is denoted by A*p B, and is defined as

Asx B = (AAB) x3 M, where A= Axg M and B = B x3 M.

Notice that from here, we will consider the matrix M to be invertible and the tilde (7) notation
when multiplied by M, that is (7) = (.) x3 M. Note that the M-product is identical to the t-product
[15] when considering M as the unnormalized DFT matrix. Further, the M-product is identical
to the c—product [13] when considering the discrete cosine transform (DCT) matrix. See [23] for
more details about the matrix constructions.

The following result immediately follows from the definition of 3-mode product, M-product,

and face-wise product.



Proposition 1.3. Let A, B e C™"™? and M € CP*P. Then

(i) (AxpB) x3 M = AAB = (A x3 M)A(Bx3 M).

(ii) (A)* = A* = A* xg M.

(iii) A+B=A+B.

(iv) (AaB)™ = (B) A4

(v) (AspB) ™ =B ey AL

Let A®) = A(:,:, k) denotes the k' frontal slice of A and the rank of k*'-frontal slice AK)

be 7;. Then the ordered p-tuple (ri,rs,...,7rp), is known as the multirank of A [28] and we

denote it by rankp;(A). For A € C™"P we further denote ranky;(A) =r = (r,r,...,7) and
rank(A) = {nax{n-}, called the tubal rank of A. If the frontal slices of a tensor A, are identity
<i<p

matrices, then the respective tensor A € C™ P ig called an identity tensor with respect M-product
and is denoted by Z,,. Similarly, a tensor A € C""*P is invertible if all frontal slices of A are
invertible. A third-order tensor A is called an upper triangular if the frontal slices of A are upper
triangular matrices. Similarly, we can define lower triangular tensors and diagonal tensors. In
addition, C(x)™"™P denotes the set of tensors over the field of rational fractions C(x). The range
space of A is denoted by Z(A) and the null space of A is denoted by .4 (A). Now we define:
Next, we recall the following result, which was proven in [23].

Lemma 1.4. [23, Proposition 2.10] Let M € CP*P and A, B e C™"*P. Then #(A) < Z(B) if and
only if A= BxpyT for some T € CV™P,

If Z satisfies Zx Ax Z = Z Z(X) = Z(B), and A (X) = A (C) then Z is called the outer
inverse of A (with a given null and range space), and denoted by A(;,()B) ) We now recall the
definition of the Moore-Penrose inverse of tensors based on M-product

Definition 1.5. [12] For any tensor A e C™"™P consider the following equations in Z € C™"™P :
(D) AxZ+x A=A, (2) ZxAxZ=2, (3) (A*Z)TZA*Z, (4) (Z*A)TZZ*.A.
Then Z is called the Moore-Penrose inverse of A if it satisfies all four conditions, which is denoted
by A
The multi-index and tubal index of a tensor are defined below.

Definition 1.6. The multi index of A € C™ "™ P jinduced by M € CP*P is denote by Indp(A)
and is defined as Indpr(A) = (ki,...,kp) where k; = ind(A(,:,4)), i = 1,2,...,p. The standard
notation ind(A) represents the minimal non-negative integer k determining rank-invariant powers
rank(A¥) = rank(A**Y). The tubal index k is defined as k := maxicicp k;.

Definition 1.7. [23] Let M € CP*P and A € C™"™P with a tubal index k. If a tensor Z satisfying
The Drazin inverse AP of A is defined as a unique tensor Z € C™ ™ P satisfying

Z*MA*MZ = Z, A*MZ = Z*MA and Z*MAkJrl = Ak,
the Z is called the Drazin inverse A and is denoted by AP
4



2. Full-rank decomposition based on M-product

Definition 2.1. Let M € CP*P and A € C"™*™P with rank;(A) = r. If there exist tensors S € C"™*"™P
and T € C™™P such that rank,(S) = r = rank,(7) and A = S*pT then we call A = S*pyT is a
FRD of A.

The following algorithm is proposed to compute the FRD for any tensor A e C™*™*P,

Algorithm 1 FRD of A e C™*™*P
1: Input A e C™™P and M ¢ RP*P
2: Compute A=Ax3 M and r = rank;(A)
3: fori=1:pdo
4 [F,G]=FRD(A(,:,1))
Compute 7 = rank(A(:,:,1))
if 1 =r then
S(,:i) = F and T(:,:,4) =G
else
3(37:72‘) = [F Om,r—rl];

10: 7'(:,:,2‘):[0(; ]

r—T1,n

11: end if

12: end for

13: Compute S=Sx3 ML and T =T x3 M~!
14: return S, 7.

Example 2.2. Let A e C***2 with frontal slices

010 1 0 1 1 -1
A(:,:,l):(o ) 1),A(:,:,2):(O 1 1),zaLndZM:(O 1).

We can compute rank;(A) = 2 = max{1,2} and by Algorithm 1, we obtain S € C?*?*2 and T € R2*%<2
with the respective frontal slices are given by

0.3855  0.7071 -0.9306 0.7071
S(""l)‘(—o.9306 —0.7071)’S(""Q)_(—0.9306 —0.7071)’

T(1) = -1.2971 0.2226 -1.8344 T(2) = -0.5373 -0.5373 -1.0746
7772707071 -0.7071 -0.0000) 7 © 27T L 0.7071 —0.7071  —0.0000 )
Moreover, STy, S e R*>*?2 and Ty T € R¥*?*2 with respective frontal slices are

3.4641 0 1.7321 0

ST*MS(:,:,l) = ( 0 1) = ’T*M’TT(;,:,l), ST*MS(:,:,Q) = ( 0 1) = ’T*M'TT(:,:,Q).

Clearly both ST#);S and T*3,T " are not invertible with respect to the matrix M since

1.7321 0

(8T ew) o )G t) = (M2 D)< LT Ty s MG )

which are not invertible.



Remark 2.3. In Ezample 2.2, we observe that when we perform a FRD of a third-order tensor
A =8 x1 T, the matrices STS and TTT are not invertible under the M -product. However, this
invertibility property holds for the matrix FRD.

In light of Remark 2.3, the following question naturally arises:

e Question: Is there any third-order tensor A with FRD A = S%,7 such that ST x,S and
Ty T are invertible?

Absolutely, the answer is positive, and we categorize such tensors in the following result.

Lemma 2.4. Let M € CP*P and A € C™"P with ranky;(A) =r. If A=8x*yT is a FRD of A,
then S** S and T*pT* are invertible.

Proof. Let ranky;(A) = r. Then rank(A(:,:,k)) = r = rank(S(:,:,k)) = rank(7 (:,:,k)) for each k
where k= 1,2,...,p. From rank(S*(:,:,k)S(:,:,k)) = rank(S(:,:, k)) = r, it follows that S*(:,:, k)S(:
.4, k) is invertible for each k, k =1,2,...,p. Thus by Proposition 1.3 (i), S;?]\_/[/S(:, 5, k) is invertible
for each k. Hence S*« /S is invertible. Similarly, we can show the invertibility of 7,7~ . O

2.1. Computation of generalized inverses via FRD

In this subsection, we discuss the computation of the Moore-Penrose inverse and, in a more general
setting, the outer inverse via FRD.

Theorem 2.5. Let M € CP*P and A e C™™P with ranky(A) =r. If A=Sx*yT is a FRD of A
then AT = T*sp (S s Ay T*) e S*.

Proof. Let rankys(A) =r and A =Sx*)/T is a FRD of A. Then by Proposition 1.3 (v) and Lemma
2.4, we obtain S* %y A* /T ™ is invertible and

(S* *MA*MT*)_l _ (T*MT*)_l *M(S**MS)_l-

Let Z = Ty (TnT ") P (S*#0sS) 4y S*. Then, through simplification, we can verify the
following;:

A Zapp A=A, ZaypAsy Z = Z, (Axpr 2)T = Ax 2 and (243, A)T = ZxprA.
|

In the following Algorithm 2, we propose an alternative algorithm to compute the Moore-
Penrose of a tensor when the ranks of the frontal slices of A are different.

Algorithm 2 Computation of the A" based on FRD
1: Input A e C"™"™P and M e CP*P;
2. Compute A=A x3M:;
3: fori=1:pdo
1. [F,G] =FRD(A(,:1));
5: X(:,:0) = G (F*AG*) ' F*;
6
7
8

: end for
X=X xg ML
. return Af = X.




The following numerical example is worked out to illustrate Algorithm 2 for computing the
Moore-Penrose inverse.

Example 2.6. Let A e C¥*3*3 with frontal slices are

0 10 1 1 1 1 21 1 -1 1
A1) =1-1 0 1], AG52)=11 1 2|, A:53)=]12 1 1],and M=]0 1 1
-1 0 1 -1 0 -1 1 11 0 0 1

Clearly rank;(A) = (2,2,3). Using Algorithm 2, we obtain X = A" with frontal slices are given by

-0.1553 -1.7632 1.9421 -0.1053 -0.7632 0.8421
X(::1) =] -1.1053 -0.2632 2.3421 |, X(:,:2) =|-0.6053 -0.2632 1.3421 [,
1.7447  2.2368 -5.8579 0.8947  1.2368 -3.1579
0 1 -1
and X(:,:1,3) =1 1 0 -1|. We can further evaluate the errors associated with the Penrose
-1 -1 3

equations as follows.
| A% s X5 0 A - Al p = 4.8074e™, | X% pp A%y X — X | p = 2.4401e 717,
| A3 X = (A )T |7 = 5.3314e™5, | Xspp A = (Xx 0 A)T | = 2.0244e715.

Remark 2.7. Algorithm 2 is very useful to compute the Moore-Penrose inverse of a tensor when
rankys(A) = (r1,72,...,1p) with r; # r; for some i # j. However, the drawback is that it can not
produce S and T explicitly due to incompatibility in all the frontal slices dimensions.

Lemma 2.8. Let M € CP*P/ § € C™""P and T € C™"P. [f ranky (S) = r = ranky (7), then
Proof. Let S =8 x3 M and T =T x3 M. To show Z(S*yT) = Z(S) it is sufficient to show that
(S k)T (k) = Z(S(,, k) for k=1,...,p. Since Z(S(:,:, k)T (5,5, k) € Z(S(:,:, k)), so the
hypothesis multi-rank(S) = r implies Z(S(:,:, k)T (;,1,k)) = Z(S(:,:, k)). Therefore, Z(S*pT) =
Z(8S). Similarly, it can be shown that A (Sx*pyT) = A4 (T). O

Lemma 2.8 establishes the link between the FRD of a tensor with the null space and range
space.

Corollary 2.9. Let M € CP*P and A € C™™P with ranky(A) =r. If A=S*yT is a FRD of A,
then Z(A) = Z(S) and N (A) = N (T).

Using the definition of the Moore-Penrose 1.5, Drazin inverse 1.7, and the Lemma 1.4, we can
show the following result under M-product.

Theorem 2.10. Let Let M € CP*P, A e C™™P and B e C™"™P with tubal index k. Then

; _ 1)
A=Ay, Ay



) C(2)
(ii) BP _B%’(Bk),e/V(Bk)'

The representation of an outer inverse based on a FRD is presented in the next result.

Theorem 2.11. Let M e CPP A e C™"™P with ranky(A) = r and W € CV"™P such that
RW) =T and N (W) =S, where T(:,1,k) is a subspace of C" of dimension | <r, and S(:,1,k)
is a subspace of C™ of dimension m —1 for each k=1,2,...,p. If W=8x%yT is a FRD of A and
Ag?s exists, then

(i) T*aAxyS is invertible.
(ii) AP = Swnr(Topr AxpsS) Ly T = A2
T.S M EMAEM M #(8), N (T

Proof. (i) Let A= Axs M, W =Wx3M, S=8x3M and T =T x3 M. By Corollary 2.9, we
also have Z(S) =T, A/ (T) =S. To show T*p A+yS is an invertible tensor, it is sufficient to
show that 7(:,:, k)AC,:, k)S(,:, k) is invertible for all k, k =1,...,p. Since rank(A(:,:,k)) = r and
W =8 T is FRD of W, so by Proposition 1.3 (i), we have W(:,:,k) = S(:,5, k)T (3,1, k) is a FRD
for all k, k =1,...,p. Further, from Z(W) = T and .4 (W) = S, we obtain RONV(:,,k)) = T (:,1,k)
and NOW(:,:, k)) = S(:,1,k). Hence by the Theorem 3.1 of [25], we get T(:,:, k)A(:,:, k)S(:,:, k) is
invertible for all k.

(i) Let X = S#pr(T*aA*nS) t# T Then

Xoapr Aspyg X = Swpg(TorprAspgS) g TAS* 0 (T Ax 0 S) L T
S*M(T*MA*MS)&*MTZ X.

From Lemma 2.8 we get Z(X) =T, A4 (X) =8 and hence completes the proof. O
In view of the Theorem 2.10 and Theorem 2.11, we obtain the following result as corollary.

Corollary 2.12. Let M € CP*P; A e C™"P with ranky;(A) = and B € C"™"*P with tubal index
k.

(i) If A* = SwpyT is a FRD of A* then AT = Ssp (T % A% S) 0 T
(ii) If BX = S* T is a FRD of B* then BP = Sxpr(T*pBxpyS) LanT.

Remark 2.13. In corollary 2.12, if we assume ranky(A) = (r1,72,...,7p) with r; # 15 for some
i # j and multi indez for the tensor B ( while computing the Moore-Penrose inverse or Drazin
inverse) still the result is true as presented in Algorithm 3.

In support of the Remark 2.13, the following algorithms is developed to compute the outer
inverse (specifically for the Moore-Penrose and Drazin inverse) of A, when the rank or index of the
frontal slices of A are not necessarily the same.



Algorithm 3 Computation of A = Ag()A*) ary O BP = Bg()A) (A

: Input M € CP*P| A e C™"™P or B e C™ P
. Compute A=Ax3M or B=Bxs M
for k=1:pdo
Compute r=rank(A(:,:, k) or [ = ind(B(:,:, k)
[F,G] =FRD(AC(:,:, k) or (B(:,:k))"
X(:,5,k) = F(GAF)™'G or Y(:,:,k) = F(GBF)™'G@
end for
X=XxsMlorY=Yxs M1
- return AT =X or AP =Yy

R B A S o o

The following examples are worked out to demonstrate the above Algorithm 3.

Example 2.14. Let A e C*3*3 with frontal slices are given by

1 0 0 2 00 010 1 0 1
A1) =13 3 -1, A(;52)=|0 0 1}, A(;,3)=]0 0 1|, and M=|0 1 0.
00 0 0 00 000 001

We can compute ind(A(:,:,1)) = 1, ind(A(:,3,2)) = 2 and ind(A(:,:,3)) = 3. Using Algorithm 3, we
evaluate ) := AP, where

0.0625 0.0625 0 05 0 0 00 0
V(1) =10.1875 0.1875 0|, ¥(¢,52)=l 0 0 of, Y::3)=|0 0 0
0 0 0 0 00 000

Also, we find the errors
| V5 ar A" = AP e = 31470, |VrardsnrY = Ve = 1557, [Vrar A= Aspd|p = 1.35¢71C.

Example 2.15. Let M be as defined in Example 2.14 and A € C***3 with frontal slices are given
by

-1 2 3 0 11 1 0 2 -2 -2 0
AGL1)=-1 1 =3 2|, AG52)=]0 0 -1 0], AG53)=]0 -1 2 -2
0 2 2 -2 11 0 0 2 -2 0 2

We can find that rankys(A) = {1,2,3} and by applying Algorithm 3, we have Z := Af, where

AL _6r 8 L1 1 S 2 9

1) =1 43 13 13 ..9)=]6 6 3 .93y =| 43 "43 43
Z('v'vl) - 187 151 7 P 2(772) -1 _2 _1p 2(773) -] _12 9 19
516 516 129 3 3 3 43 4 86

19 S 12 0 0 0 9 12

86 43 43 86 43 43

Also, we find the errors
| A% Z5ar A— Allp = 7.8505e7 16, | Zxp A% Z - Z|p = 2.2559¢ 716,

|A%3Z = (A% 2)T |7 = 3.6189¢71, | Zxpr A= (2520 A)T |7 = 4.5097e71C.
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3. M-QDR decomposition based on M-product

In this section we introduce the notion of M-ODR decomposition for third order tensors under
M-product structure. The computation of outer inverses and specifically the Moore-Penrose and
Drazin inverse based on M-QDTR decomposition are discussed. First, we define M-ODR decom-
position as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let A e C(z)™"™P and rank,(A) =r. The decomposition
A=0O+yDxyR, (1)

is called the M-QDR decomposition of A if Q€ C(x)™ P, DeC(x)™P and R € C(x)"”"™P are

satisfies
Q(:,7,:) #0, R(i,:,:) #0, D(i,:,:) #0 and D(;,5,:) #0 fori=1,2,...,r and j=1,2,...,r

Following this, we present an algorithm designed to compute M-QDR decomposition of A €
(C(x)mxnxp.

Algorithm 4 M-QDR decomposition of a tensor A
1: Input A e C(z)™"™P M e C(x)P*P
2: Compute A=Ax3 M and r = rank;(A)
3: fori=1:pdo
4: Compute 7| = rank(A(:,:,7));

6: if s <r then
7 e aZ) Q Om,r 7’1]
D _
8: , Tl’r ™ :|;
) [Or 7’1,7’1 r r1,r-T1
9: Z) = [ ]
7" r1,n
10: else
11: Q1) = Q,D(:,:,4) = D, R(:,:,4) = R;
12: end if
13: end for

14: Q= Qx?,M’l,D:ﬁX3M’1,R:7~QX3M’1;
15: return Q,D,R.

One numerical example is presented below to illustrate Algorithm 4 for a tensor over C.

Example 3.2. Let M be as defined in Example 2.14 and A € C¥***3 with

4 2 -2 -1 1 -2 3 2 -2 -2 0 -1
A1) =14 2 -4 0|, AG52)=12 -2 4 2|, A(:,53)=]-2 -2 2 -2
2 3 -2 1 2 -2 4 2 -1 -3 1 -2

10



Clear rank;(A) = 3 since ranky;(A) = {1,2,3}. Applying Algorithm 4, we compute Q, D and R
with respective frontal slices are given by

4 -4/9 1 1 -8/9 0 —2 49 -1
QG,1) =4 -4/9 -1, oG:»2)=|2 2/9 of, e¢.3)=|-2 49 1],
2 16/9 0 2 2/9 0 -1 -16/9 0
0 0 0 19 0 0 19 0 0
D(:1)=|0 -9/32 0 |,D(2)=| 0 9/8 0 [, D:x3)=[0 932 o0 [,
0 0 -1/2 0 0 0 0 0 1/2
0 -11 -4 -17 9 -10 19 10 9 11 -5 8
ReD={o -2 8 B Reio-fo 8 8 S| Reay-{o 2 og ow
0 0 -2 1 0 0 0 0 00 2 -1

Moreover, rankys(Q) = {1,2,3} =ranky/(R) and | A - Q*pD*pyR|r = 8.3081e — 16.

The Computation of outer inverses using M-QDR decomposition are discussed in the next
result.

Theorem 3.3. Let M € C(z)P*P, A € C(z)™™P and W € C(x)™"P, rankp(A) = r and
ranky; (W) = s with s < r. Consider W = QxDxyR be M-QDR decomposition of W, where
Q € R™®P D ¢ R and R € R™™P. If rankys(RsprAsarQ) = ranky (W) and AP eaists,
then
(2) _ -1 )
Asgomyrowy = Lm(Roap Ax i Q)R = Ag o)y () (2)

Proof. Let W = QD+ R be the M-QDR decomposition W. Then by the Algorithm 4, we have
WG, k) = QDG k)R(;, 5 k) is FRD of W(;,:, k) for all k, k=1,2,... p. Thus the invertibility
of R*pr A% pr Q=D is obtained by Theorem 2.11. From the Algorithm 4, it is easily seen that the
tensor D is invertible. Hence (R A%y Q% D)L = D lwpr(Rxp A%y Q)7L Using Lemma 2.8,
we can conclude that Z(W) = Z(Q). Hence by Theorem 2.11.

AGowyrowy = QoM Daar (Rxas Axar QenrD) HenR = Qenr (Rea Aeir @)™ ewR = AQYo) 1y
O

Remark 3.4. In the equation (2) of the Theorem 3.3, we can replace the term (R#pp A* Q) 1+ R
by the solution of the multilinear system (R*pr AxpQ)*aZ =R since the computation of inverse
18 more computationally expensive.

Remark 3.5. In Theorem 3.3, if we assume rankys(A) = (r1,72,...,7rp) with r; #r; for some i # j
and rankyr (W) = (81,52,...,8p) with s; # sj for some i+ j and s; <r; for alli=1,2,...p then we
can still compute the outer inverse without explicitly knowing the tensor Q, D and R.

In view of the above two remarks, we have designed the following algorithm for computing
outer inverses of third order tensors with multirank stucture.
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Algorithm 5 Computation of A;()W),JV(W) based on M-QDR decomposition
1: Input M ¢ CPP, Ae C(z)™ P
2: Compute ranky(A) = {ri,rs,...,7p}
3: Choose W € C(x)™™ P such that ranky (W) = {s1,52,...,5p} and s; <7y
4: Compute A=Ax3 M and W=W x3 M
5. for k=1:p do
6: [Q, D, R] = QDR decomposition(W(:,:,k)) > Apply Algorithm 2.1 [29]
7: if rank(R(:,:, k)AG,: k)OG5 k) =WC(,:, k) then
8: Solve (R(:,:, k)AG, - k)OG5 k)X = R(:,: k)
9: end if

10: Z( k) = 9%, k)X

11: end for

12: Compute Z = Z x3 M 7!

13: return A(GJ?()W),,/V(W) =Z.

From corollary 2.12 and Theorem 3.3, we obtain the following result as a corollary.
Corollary 3.6. Let M € CP*P A e C"™"™P with ranky;(A) =t and B € C™"™P with tubal indez k.
(i) If A* = Q% pyD* R is a M-QDR decomposition of A* then AT = Q#pr(Rxp Axpr Q) 14y R.
(ii) If B¥ = QupDx /R is a M-QDR decomposition of BF then BP = Qxpr (R prBrprQ) Ly R.
Remark 3.7. The Corollary 3.6 can be applied for multirank and multi index as explained for FRD

in Remark 2.13 and Algorithm 3. Algorithm 5 can be directly used for computing the Moore-Penrose
and Drazin inverse when the tensor has multirank or multi index.

3.1. Numerical Examples

The notations used to denote errors associated with different matrix and tensor equations in this
section.

Table 1: Errors corresponding with matrix and tensor equations

EM = |A- Ax Xy Al E =X - Xupy Ax X | £ = [AxpX = (Axp X)T |1
giM:HX*MA—(X*MA)T”F 5¥=||A*MX—X*AHF glk:HX*Ak_AkHF
By =|A-AXA|F Ey=|X -XAX|F B3 = [AX - (AX)"|r
Ey=|XA-(XA)T|p Es=|AX - XA|p B = | XA - AF|

Example 3.8. Consider M e C'°°*1% he any random matrix and A € C"*1% where the frontal
slices are chosen the default MATLAB test matrix cycol (gallery(‘cycol’n)) of order n. The
comparison analysis of errors and mean CPT time (MT*" used for tensor computations and MT"%
is used for matrix computations) for computing the Moore-Penrose inverse with keeping the same
number of elements for both tensors and matrices of different sizes, are presented in Table 2 and
Figure 1 (a).
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Table 2: Comparison of errors and computational time for computing the Moore-Penrose inverse tensors and matrices
by using QDR decomposition for Example 3.8

Size of A Size of A MTt» MT™e Errorte® Errormat

EM=595¢711  E) =36le?
E=251le*  Fy=59e17
EM=849e712  E3=45271°
EN=281e12 B =527
EM=6.18¢711 F; =383
EN=181le™* FEy=3.99e17
EM=6.49¢712  E3=4.24¢71
EN=228¢712 B =471
EM=521e!! Ej=511e?
EN=1.10e1®  Ey=4.01e7'7
EM =551l E3=4.77e1°
EM =168t E;=535e71°

200 x 200 x 100 2000 x 2000  2.02 15.47

300 x 300 x 100 3000 x 3000  5.14 62.71

400 x 400 x 100 4000 x 4000  9.86 155.32

Example 3.9. Consider M e C'°°*1% be any random matrix and A € C"*1% where the frontal
slices are chosen the default matlab test matrix chow (gallery(‘chow’,n)) of order n. The similar
comparison analysis like example 3.8, we have presented in Table 3 and Figure 1 (b).

Table 3: Comparison of errors and computational time for computing the Moore-Penrose inverse tensors and matrices
by using QDR decomposition for Example 3.9

Size of A Size of A MT® MT™at Errorte® Error™at

EM =242 B =6.45¢7%
EN=1.25e710  Fy=4.52e710
EM=3.909¢710  E3=3.34e710
EM=6.41e71"  FEy=4.05e710
EM=6.79¢ By =3.13¢8
EN=4.60e!t By =6.50e710
EM=1.54e710  F3=4.87¢710
EN=225e10  FE;=694¢710

300 x 300 x 100 3000 x 3000 28.10  414.29

400 x 400 x 100 4000 x 4000 66.98  1019.62

Note that the presented errors (Error*® and Error™*') and mean CPU times (MT'" and
MT™a%) for different sizes of A and A verifies the effectiveness of the algorithm in achieving accurate
and efficient computations. The consistency in errors across different tensor and matrix dimensions
demonstrates the robustness and reliability of the proposed approach.
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Figure 1: Comparison of mean CPU time for computing the Moore-Penrose inverse of tensors and matrices

10°

» w
< <
= o
Qo Q
3 3
12} 12}
g E]
g g
e E
) )
100¢ 3
—»— Tensor Stuctured Computations —»— Tensor Stuctured Computations
—o—Matrix Stuctured Computations —— Matrix Stuctured Computations
10 10
100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
n (tensor size n x n x 100, matrix size 10n x 10n) n (tensor size n x n x 100, matrix size 10n x 10n)
(a) Slices of tensors and matrices chosen as matlab (b) Slices of tensors and matrices chosen as matlab
test matrix cycol test matrix gearmat

Figure 2: Comparison of mean CPU time for computing the Drazin inverse of tensors and matrices

3.2. Lossy Image Compression

Image compression is essential in our increasingly data-driven world. The direct relationship be-
tween compressed image size and storage costs is significant. Further, compressed images require
less bandwidth for transmission, which has several benefits, including reduced network congestion,
lower energy consumption, and faster loading times for web pages and applications. Thus, the goal
of compression is to minimize the number of bits needed to represent an image while maintaining
acceptable quality. The challenge is finding the optimal balance between compression ratio and
image quality. This subsection discusses lossy image compression based on QDR decomposition.
This decomposition represents an interesting approach to lossy compression that balances spatial
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and frequency domain considerations. Applications of lossy image compression are important in
specific domains where its adaptive nature is particular’> »~m~f-ial

(a) fruit and vegetable (b) baboon

Figure 3: Original images of size: (a) 512 x 512 x 3; (b) 256 x 256 x 3

Figure 4: Compressed images of Figure 3 (a) with different value of k

QDR decomposition of tensor often provides an attractive algebraic properties, i.e., a good
balance between compression ratio and image quality. The color lossy image compression of a
tensor A € R”™3 can be written in the form of QDR decomposition.

A= Q*MD*MRv

where D € R™™3 is the diagonal tensor, and R € R™™3 is the upper triangular tensor. Here, the
diagonal elements of D(:,:,7) decay rapidly, where ¢ = 1,2,3. Further, di1 > dag > - > dgg > =+ > dyp.
QDR approximates this structure efficiently, concentrating most of the image information in the

15



(c) k=75 (d) k =100 (e) k=125

(f) k=150 () k 175 (h) k=200 (i) k=225 (j) k=250

Figure 5: Compressed images of Figure 3 (b) with different value of k

first k columns or rows. The choice of k determines the trade-off, i.e., larger k represents better
quality of image and lower compression, whereas smaller k gives lower image quality with higher

compression.
Table 4: Comparison of PSNR and SSIM values for different choices of k
Figure 4 Figure 5
k PSNR Value SSIM Value | k PSNR Value SSIM Value
50 10.15 0.6207 25 14.87 0.4089
100 12.84 0.7124 50 16.57 0.5567
150 17.21 0.8213 75 20.68 0.7573
200 21.65 0.8979 100 24.07 0.8512
150 26.84 0.9514 125 26.65 0.8972
300 30.27 0.9763 150 28.62 0.9250
350 33.65 0.9885 175 30.62 0.9445
400 37.95 0.9944 200 34.56 0.9720
450 45.08 0.9977 225 40.42 0.9908
500 61.62 0.9999 250 53.85 0.9994

We present peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) values in the Table 4 to assess image quality
quantitatively for Figure 3. This calculation effectively compares the size of the error (represented
by MSE) relative to the peak value of the signal max. Specifically, for color image of size n xn x 3
is computed using the following

2
PSNR = 10 x logy (%)
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Here maz is the maximum possible pixel value of the image (e.g., 255 for 8-bit images). Further,
MSE is the Mean Squared Error between the original and the processed images. See [3] for more
detail. It is worth mentioning that the higher PSNR values correlate with superior image quality.
PSNR is typically expressed in decibel units (dB). The values between 30-50 dB generally indicate
acceptable to good image quality. However, PSNR exceeding 40 dB is considered to signify high-
quality images where distortion is minimally perceptible to the human eye. In addition to this we
also present another efficient tool for measuring image quality assessment for Figure 3 in the Table
4 i.e., structural similarity index (SSIM). SSIM is a perceptual metric that quantifies image quality
degradation caused by processing such as data compression or by losses in data transmission. SSIM
values range from —1 to 1, where 1 indicates perfect similarity between the original and processed
images. See [3] for computational detail.

4. Computation of outer inverses via symbolic computation

Example 4.1. Let A e C(2)?>*? with frontal slices are given by

l+z 1+zx

A(:,:,l):(2+x 1_x),andA(:,:,2):(§ i)

Applying algorithm 4, we can compute the M-ODR decomposition of tensor A, where Q €
C(z)?*?*2, D e C(x)?*?*? and R € C(z)**2 with respective frontal slices are given by

3623 + 7222 + 47z + 10 423 + 822 + 3z
1+x T _—
4022 + 60x + 25 4022 + 60z + 25
Q(:a:al) = 9 Q(:,:,Q) = 9
2823 + 4622 + 26z + 5 1222 + 1422 + 4z
2+x - x -
4022 + 60x + 25 4022 + 60x + 25
422 +62+5 0 ___4x%462 0
1022 +60z+25 1022 +602+25
D(:7 :71) = 7 D(:7 :7 2) = b
0 _ 1422 +162+5 0 622 +4x
1622 +32x3+24x2+8zx+1 16x2+3223+24x2+8x+1
422 + 62 +5 202 +x+3 422 + 6x 222 +5
R(:,:1) = s R(:,5,2) =
0 562 +12023 +9822 +362+5 0 24z* +4023 +222% +4x
4022 +60z+25 4022 +602+25

Next, we will discuss the computation of the outer inverse of tensors whose entries are either
polynomial in single variable or rational functions, based on symbolic M-ODR decomposition.
Consider A € C(x)™"™P with elements are

da
> Qi igsin @
... d=0
A(ZI,Z2,Z3) = d—’
ay

d
> Qi iy iz, iz T
d=0

17



where d 4 is the maximal degrees of the numerators and and d 4 is the maximal degrees denominators
of A. Let the entries of @ and R are in the following form

ZZQ ad' . gjd
Y =0 1d,11,12,% . . .
Q(iy,ig,i3) = i 102,88 = 1<i1<m,1<i9<8,1<43<p, (3)
20 Ly inis
dr = d
. a0 Td,in in,is T . o .
R(i1,i9,05) = =920 SWBBT ] <4 <84y <dp <m, 1<z <p, (4)

d
deo Ld,iy io ,isxd
Variables with an overbar represent the coefficients of the numerator, while variables with an
underline represent the coefficients of the denominator, which can be followed subsequently. The
representation of outer inverse of tensors over the field of rational functions is presented in the
below theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let M € CP*P | A € C(z)™™P and W € C(z)™"™P where ranky;(A) = r, ranky (W) =
s with s <r. Let W = Qs Dx R be a M-QDR decomposition of W, where the entries of Q and
R respectively are of the form (3) and (4). Consider ranky; (W) = ranky (R*pr A%y Q) = s, and
denote the arbitrary (iy,i2,i3)" element of N = (R + A% Q)™ by

~ .. ST Ty g i 27
N (i1,i9,13) = Z%‘O — e (5)

d=0Ld iy in,is T

Y entries of A®

Then the arbitrary (i1,1i2,13 #(Q). N (R)

is given by
() oy o Plinizis)
(Ao rmy) (rsizei) = Pi1 iz, i3)’

where

P —a,+0y (min{ig St s

d
P(ilai2yi3) = Z Z Z adﬂf,k@u,il,ig,ig,l,de—tl,il,ig,i;g xda (6)
d=0 k=1 ¢=1t1=0

gq B‘I
. . k — — d
P(i1,i2,13) = Polynomial LCM { Z Q kv insisem® | M =1min{ig, s}, =151 = Z Pyt inis T
k=0 d=0

4l — _ @2, =, K _ — k k-t = — -
with Qg = /8 +n+ 57 gq = é + Q + é7 at,k,u,h,ig,ig,l,m Zt:O (ZU:O Qt,il,Z,ignkftfu,f,ig,ig) Tu,m,io,iz»

k (k-t
Q4 ki iasiz,lm = 28 z:ogml7£7i3@k—t—u7£,i2,i3 Toi,mia,iz
t= u=

B(ily i2a 13)

a , m=1,min{is, s}, =1,s.
Zk:O gt7k7u7i17i27i3vlvmx

P(t7k7u71171272‘37lam) =

Proof. From the given assumption in equation (5), we obtain
N (Gyiviz) = (R(is) - Ay d3) - Q(yis)) ™ = (Wi ias is))
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where 1 <iq,i9 < 5,1 <43 <p. Thus,

(QC,5i3) - N (:,103)) (i1, i2,3) i@ (i1, £,i3)N (£ iz, i3)

S

_ Z Z OQk 1,0, 233: Zk; 0”19[12713

Zk =0k iy 005" ZE=0 D 0,i9,i5T

_ zS: ZB-H? (Z] Oaj 1,4, 23nk 1522713)wk

k
=1 Z (Z] Oqj 11Z13—k' ]£127Z3)x

)

and

(Q(:a :ai3) 'N(:,:,i3) '7%(:,:,2.3)) (ilyi2ai3)
min{iz,s}

= Zl (Q(!, !,1'3) './\7(:,:7ig))(il,m,ig)ﬁ(m,ig,ig)

min{i2,s E n k = = . . k 5 = k
_ {2.5} zS: k= o( j= oqj,il,e,z‘gnk—g,é,m,m)x 2k=0Tk,m,iz,iz T
- é n

- k Eoye gk
m=1 k:O (Z] Oﬂjil,e mﬂk—jvf,m,is)x Zk=0£k7mﬂ2ﬂsx

+T+0 k
_mln{l278} 5 Zﬁ K (Zt O(Zu OQt Ji1,0,13 Mgt uﬁzg,zg)rumm,z?,)x
ﬁ+n+6

- k-
m=1 Zk =0 (Zt O(Zu Oqt 1 ZZg_k t— uézz,z;a,)fumlg,lg)x

)" element of AC as follows:

Applying equation (2), we obtain the (i1, 12,13 Q(Q) H(R)

~(2) o, minfins) s quo_tkuil,ig,ig,l,m k
(Ailoynam) (rizin) = X Ph: o (7)

=1 Zk =0 &t ku,in yio,iz,l,mT

where oy = f+7+ 0, Q, = ﬁ +n+ 0y Ot k iy in,is,lym = Zt 0 (Z =0 tir 35 Th—t-u. ZNB') Tumizis: A
s i Zt . (Zu 0,0 et uug,zg)fumm i5- Simplifying the expression in equation
(7), we get
~(2) Lo P(ilyi2yi3)
(A( )(11722723):f7
R(Q),N(R) P(iy,i2,13)
where
a, —_— =
P(iy,i2,i3) = PolynomialLCM { >° Xt ke usin, z* |m=1,min{ia,s},£=T,51 = deilvi”?’xd’
& d=0

i27i37€7m

min{iz2,s} s

P(ir,ig,iz) = . D | P(t,k,u,i1,is,i3,1,m) Zatkuzl,zg,zg,l,mxk ;
m=1 (=1

and
P(iy,i2,13) Fo

Z Vd,i1,i2,izL

P(t,kz,u,il,iQ,ig,l,m) =

k=0 S,k u,i1 iz, i3 ,l,mx
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Therefore,

P -a,+%q (min{iz,s} s

d
P(iy,ig,i3) = > > Z S @t kewsin insis ym Pt v inis | %

d=0 k=1 ¢=1t1=0
and completes the proof. O
In a special case, we can obtain the following representation for the Moore-Penrose inverse of
tensors over the field of rational functions based on the M-QDR decomposition.

Theorem 4.3. Let M € C(z)P*P and A e C(x)™™P with entries are of the form

d
Zd Qd,i x
0 Yd,i1,i2,i3 . . .
A(iy,i9,13) = d,lSuSm,lSZzSn,lélgﬁp.

d 0 d,i1 i,is T
Consider rankps(A) = s and A = Q *pr D »pr R be the M-QDR decomposition of A, where the
respective entries of Q € C(z)"™***P and R € C(x)%*™ P, are of the form

d
Z qd,i r . . .
(11,22,13)— do 41,428 = 1<ip<m,1<iy<8,1<i3<p,

d—O iy inis™

d
Z Tdyi x . . o .
R(iy, iz, i5) = =20 MY ) <y < 5,1 <y <nyiy < 1,1 < i3 < .

xd

d—O Ldi1i2,i3

Assume that the entries of N = (QT s A *pp 7?,T)71 € C(z)%***P be of the form

d
Z N i in,i5 T
N(Zl,ZQ,Z;J,)— dNO d. (8)
d=0Ld,i1 ia,is T

Consider 0 = dp +dp +dg and§=ER+EN+EQ. Fork=1,s and { =1,n assume that

t t-11

— T - _T
at7i7k7l7j = Z Z Ttlykyintitl *tQ,k,lthJ',l? O S t
t1=0t2=0

IN
<l

t t-11

B T
Qikti= 20 O Toy killity—to k) lqt2 G 0<t<o,
t1=0t2=0

[
(z) = Polynomial LCM Zad“ wm}ﬂux |k=1,5,=1,n

—Zl 12,13

with degree dp. Then entries of Al are given by
ﬁh,imis (z)

Al (iy,i9,i3) =
4751 inis (z)

where

_ n s QP—Q"'E d
Piy iy is (z) = Z Z (Zat,il,i27i37k745d—t,i17i27i3,k7f) xd’

... — —1,%2,%3 — —
Py igis k() = =5 = for each k=1,5,£=1,n.
Zd:ogd,il,ig,ig,k,lx




Since meromorphic functions are fractions of holomorphic functions, they can be extended as
a nonzero polynomial in complex variables. We will compute Af(z) from a random tensor A(z)
whose entries are meromorphic functions, like e*, sin(z), sinh(z), cos(z), cosh(z) where z € C.
More generally, when A(z) does not contain a holomorphic function, we can use Laurent formal
power series to expand it as a truncated polynomial and can find the outer inverse of A(z).

Example 4.4. Consider two tensors A€ C(2)>*2 and W € C(2)>*? with frontal slices

2sin zsinh z
— 0 0 0 1+z 0 00
1) = 50,2) = : 0 l) = 5,0,2) =
A(?’) 602 07A(77) 2Z 07W(77) 0 07W(77) z 0
. . _ 1 2 ) _ .
and an invertible matriz M = 1 1) Approximate the tensor A using the Laurent expansion up
to four-degree terms.
z
—Z%— 0
A1) = Lozt 5 +5 and A(:,:,2) = 00
0 0 2z 0

Then, rankps(A) = (1,1) and ranky (W) = (1,1). Then following Algorithm 5 one can compute
A(TQ?S as the following:

3,9.2
) 2432246246 9 0 0
'A'(T)S(:’:’l) = 6z 7“4’(7’)3(:7:72) | 23432246246
: 0 0 ’ 6246 0

We compute A as a special case in the following example.

Example 4.5. Consider A, W, and M as given in Example 4.4. Using Algorithm 5 and Corollary
3.6(i) we compute the Moore-penrose inverse of A, where the entrees of A’ are given by

2129 +1892% + 94527 + 321320 + 79382° + 1474224 + 204392° + 2049322 + 137702 + 4698

Al 8213 + 96212 + 624211 + 2784210 + 928829 + 2419228 + 5020227 + 8348426 + 11075425 + 11491224 + 8942423 + 4795222 + 13770z
Al21) - 3212 + 3621 + 234210 + 10442° + 348325 + 907227 + 187922° +311042° + 408242* + 4147223 + 3110422 + 155522 + 3888

4213 + 48212 + 312211 + 1392210 + 464429 + 1209628 + 2510127 + 4174226 + 5537725 + 5745624 + 4471223 + 2397622 + 68852
AT(L12) - , -92° - 812% - 40527 - 13772° - 340225 - 63182* —l874823 - 874822 - 5832z — 1944 ,

8213 + 96212 + 624211 + 2784210 + 928829 + 2419228 + 5020227 + 8348426 + 11075425 + 11491224 + 8942423 + 4795222 + 137702
Al(L22) = -22'% - 24211 - 156210 - 69629 - 232228 - 604827 - 1251926 - 2068225 -270272% - 272162% - 2008822 - 97202 - 2268

8213 + 96212 + 624211 + 2784210 + 928829 + 2419228 + 5020227 + 8348426 + 11075425 + 11491224 + 8942423 + 4795222 + 137702
Al(2,1,1) = Af(2,2,1) = Af(2,2,1) = Af(2,1,2) = AT(2,1,2) = 0

5. Conclusion

The tensor forms of the FRD and M-ODR-decomposition were developed based on the M-product
with powerful algorithms for their computations. The proposed M-QDR-decomposition calculates
the M-Moore-Penrose inverse and outer inverse of a given third-order tensor whose entries are either
symbolic (polynomial in a single variable) or rational. The proposed M-QDR-decomposition is
demonstrated by solving a few examples and applied to investigate lossy color image compression.
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