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Abstract

Higher-order singular value decomposition (HOSVD) is one of the most celebrated
tensor decompositions that generalizes matrix SVD to higher-order tensors. It was
recently extended to the quaternion domain [17] (we refer to it as L-QHOSVD in
this work). However, due to the non-commutativity of quaternion multiplications,
L-QHOSVD is inconsistent with matrix SVD when the order of the quaternion tensor
collapses to 2; moreover, theoretical guaranteed truncated L-QHOSVD was not investi-
gated. The first contribution of this work is a more natural higher-order generalization
of the quaternion matrix SVD. To this end, we first utilize the feature that left and
right multiplications of quaternions are inconsistent to define left and right quaternion
tensor unfoldings and mode-k products. Then, by using these basic tools, we propose a
two-sided quaternion higher-order singular value decomposition (TS-QHOSVD), which
has the following two main features: 1) it computes two factor matrices at a time from
SVDs of left and right unfoldings, inheriting certain parallel properties of the original
HOSVD; 2) it is consistent with matrix SVD when the order of the tensor is 2. The
ordering and orthogonality properties of TS-QHOSVD are studied. Correspondingly,
quaternion HOSVD based on right products (R-QHOSVD) is also briefly introduced.
Our second contribution is to propose truncated versions of TS-, L-, and R-QHOSVD
and establish their error bounds measured by the tail energy. What makes these results
nontrivial is that the error bound analysis is quite different from their real or complex
counterparts, again due to the non-commutativity of quaternion multiplications. In
addition, via counterexamples, we point out that the reconstructed tensor may not be
a v/ N-suboptimal solution, and may not be of low rank in all modes. Finally, we pro-
vide numerical examples to illustrate the derived properties of TS-QHOSVD and the
efficacy of truncated QHOSVDs.
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singular value decomposition, error bound
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1 Introduction

Tensor decomposition and approximation have become more and more important in the big-
data era. Encoding multi-dimensional and multi-modal data into a tensor-based format allows
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us to exploit fully their inherent features. Many different tensor decompositions have been
proposed to facilitate analysis and compression of tensor data. The most common ones are
the canonical polyadic decomposition, Tucker decomposition [14], block term decomposition
[4], tensor ring [31], tensor-train [21], and tensor SVD [13]; see also the nice surveys in tensor
decompositions and applications [2, 3, 14, 25]. The celebrated multilinear singular value
decomposition [5] (HOSVD) is a special case of Tucker decomposition that factorizes the
unfolding matrices of the data tensor along each mode independently using matrix SVD.
To speed up HOSVD, the sequential HOSVD was proposed in [26], which generates factor
matrices sequentially from a tensor that is given by the products of the data tensor and the
previously computed factor matrices—a tensor with possible a smaller and smaller size.

Quaternions generalize complex numbers to four dimensions. A main difference be-
tween quaternions and the real or complex numbers is that quaternion multiplication is
non-commutative, i.e., pqg # qp for general quaternions p,q. As will be seen in this work,
such a property causes several troubles. Nevertheless, owing to its ability to represent 3D and
4D vectors as single quaternion scalars, the study of quaternions has become more and more
popular, especially in image and video processing, such as image fusion and denoising [17],
face recognition [33, 34], color video approximation [16, 18, 23], and inpainting [1, 8, 11, 15].
Quaternion matrix optimization also draws much attention [22, 28, 29]. A very recent com-
prehensive survey of applications in signal and image processing can be referred to [20]. The
success of quaternions in applications lies in the successful generalization of several matrix
decompositions and computations to the quaternion domain [9, 10, 12, 24, 27, 30], albeit its
non-commutativity. As a color video can be represented by a third-order quaternion tensor,
many tensor algebras have also been studied and extended to the quaternion case. Exam-
ples include QT-product [16, 23, 32], quaternion tensor-train decomposition [19], quaternion
mode-k product [17, 18], and Einstein product [6]. Based on the left and right products
of quaternions, possible extensions of Tucker decomposition and CP decomposition to the
quaternion domain were studied [7]; it should be noted that the left and right products
defined in [7] are different from those to be defined in this work, which will be compared
later.

In [17], Miao et al. extended the sequential HOSVD [26] to the quaternion domain. They
proved the existence of such a decomposition and the ordering property of subtensors of the
core tensor. The authors then applied the quaternion HOSVD to color image fusion and
denoising. Essentially, their quaternion HOSVD is based on left multiplications (and due to
this reason, we term it as L-QHOSVD), namely, the quaternion data tensor is decomposed as
a core tensor left multiplied by factor matrices along each mode, where the factor matrices are
computed sequentially. However, unlike the real or complex cases, quaternion tensor-matrix
products have some ambiguities in that left and right quaternion products are inconsistent,
due to that quaternion multiplications are non-commutative. As a consequence, L-QHOSVD
may not consistent with quaternion matrix SVD when the order of the tensor is 2; this will
be proved in Sect. 4.

In practice, an approximation instead of an exact decomposition may be more preferred
for dimension reduction, data compression, or denoising, because the real-world data may
approximately lie in a low-dimensional subspace. To this end, truncated tensor decomposition
models are important. Truncated HOSVDs [5, 26] discard the entries of the core tensor
and columns of factor matrices corresponding to the discarded singular values, where the
error is bounded by the tail energy, namely, the sum of squares of the discarded singular
values. Alternatively, [17] truncated the core tensor using hard thresholding. Although [17]
showed that this strategy also performs well in image denoising, it seems hard to establish a



theoretical error bound and estimate the compressed ratio for this type of truncation.

In view of the above understandings of L-QHOSVD, the first contribution in this work
is an alternative version of quaternion HOSVD. Our starting point still mainly follows the
sequential HOSVD [26]. However, by taking account of the non-commutativity of multipli-
cations of quaternions, at each round of the computation, we prefer to compute two factor
matrices (simultaneously) from the SVDs of what we call the left and right unfoldings of the
tensor, respectively. Therefore, our HOSVD inherits part of the parallel property of the orig-
inal HOSVD [5]. This is also an advantage over L-QHOSVD. For preparing the next round
of computation, the tensor is then multiplied from left and right by the two computed factor
matrices, respectively. Since our HOSVD computes factor matrices from both sides, we call
it two-sided quaternion HOSVD (TS-QHOSVD). TS-QHOSVD is a more natural generaliza-
tion of the matrix SVD, as it is consistent with SVD when the order of the tensor collapses
to 2. We show that the core tensor also admits the ordering and orthogonality properties; in
particular, the orthogonality only holds at the first and the last modes, while for all modes,
weak orthogonality still holds—the latter was not investigated in L-QHOSVD. Correspond-
ingly, we also briefly introduce the QHOSVD based on right products (R-QHOSVD) and its
properties.

Our second contribution is the truncated TS-QHOSVD (and also L-QHOSVD and R-
QHOSVD) and its error bound analysis. Following the line of truncated HOSVDs [5, 26], we
propose the truncated QHOSVDs by truncating the subspaces corresponding to the discarded
singular values. Similar error bounds measured by the tail energy as those in [5, 26] are
established. However, establishing the error bound is quite nontrivial: in the real or complex
cases, key to the error analysis is that the reconstructed tensor can be expressed as

T =T 1 (GUT) - xy (UNU,

which is the multi-projection of the original data tensor onto multilinear subspaces spanned
by the non-discarded singular vectors. While, due to the non-commutativity, such a nice
structure is no longer valid in the quaternion domain, resulting in a different analysis; see the
analysis in Sect. 5. In addition, via counterexamples, we point out that the reconstructed
tensor may not be a y/N-suboptimal solution, and may not be of low rank in all modes.
These two points are quite different from their real or complex counterparts.

In summary, our contributions in this work are mainly on new models and their theoretical
analysis: the TS-QHOSVD and its properties; the truncated TS-, L-, and R-QHOSVD and
their error bounds analysis, along with some new notions of unfolding and tensor-matrix
products.

The rest is organized as follows. Sect. 2 prepares notations and preliminaries on quater-
nion algebra. In Sect. 3, we introduce necessary computations concerning quaternion tensors,
including left and right mode-k unfolding, left and right mode-k products, and some prop-
erties. Sect. 4 presents TS-QHOSVD and its properties; correspondingly, L-QHOSVD and
R-QHOSVD are also discussed. Then, the truncated QHOSVDs with their error bounds are
investigated in Sect. 5. Numerical examples are provided in Sect. 6. Finally, some conclusions
are drawn in Sect. 7.

2 Preliminaries

Notations R, C and H respectively denote the real, complex, and quaternion space. Hf1*/2x~

represents the N-th order quaternion tensor space. A scalar, vector, matrix, and tensor are

N



written as a, a, A, and A, respectively. (-), ()7, and (-)¥ respectively represent the con-
jugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose. | - |r is the Frobenius norm. & denotes the
Kronecker product. ¢r(-) represents the trace of a matrix.

We remark that in this work, the (¢,j)-th entry of a matrix A is written as a;;, and
the (i1,...,ix)-th entry of a tensor A is written as a;,..;,. However, in some contexts, it is
more convenient to use the MATLAB notations A (i, j) and A(iy, ..., Iy) to denote the same
entries. Correspondingly, the MATLAB notations A(i,:) and A(:, j) respectively represent
the i-th row and the j-th column of A.

A four-dimensional non-commutative division algebra H is defined over the real numbers
R with canonical basis {1,1, j, k}. Here i, j, k are imaginary units satisfying

iZ=j2=k*=ijk=—-1
and
ij=—ji=k,jk=—-kj=1iki=—ik =j.
Any quaternion g € H can be written as
q=qo+ @i+ q2j + g3k,

where qo, ¢1, g2, g3 € R are the components of g. The real and imaginary parts of ¢ are denoted
as Re(q) = qo and Im(q) = q1i + ¢2j + gsk respectively. Non-commutativity of quaternion
multiplications implies that for any p, ¢ € H, one has pg # gp in general. § = qo—q1i—q2j—q3k
is denoted as the quaternion conjugate of ¢, and it holds that pqg = gp. For ¢ € H, its modulus

is defined as || = /97 = /3 = V@ + G + & + ¢

Proposition 2.1 (c.f. [30]). For given two quaternion matrices P € HM*N and Q €
HN*M Then

e (PQ) =Q"PH; (PQ)T # QTPT in general; PQ # PQ in general.

Although (PQ)T # QTPT for two general quaternion matrices, if one of them is real,
then as real numbers and quaternions commute, this relation is still valid:

Proposition 2.2. Assume that P € RM*N gnd Q e HY*M | or P e HM*VN gnd Q e RV*M |
Then (PQ)T = QTPT.

It is also easy to see that:
Proposition 2.3. For any A € HM*Y and B e HV*M | we have Re(AB) = Re(AB).
For unitary matrices, it is not difficult to verify the following:

Proposition 2.4. Let U,V be two unitary quaternion matrices. Then their Kronecker prod-
uct U® 'V s still unitary.

Unlike the real or complex cases, if U is a unitary quaternion matrix, then its transpose
U” may not be. Such a phenomenon causes troubles in the analysis in Sect. 4 and 5.
Singular value decomposition of a quaternion matrix is also valid:

Theorem 2.1 (Quaternion SVD [30]). Let T € H**!2 be of rank r. Then, there exist two
unitary quaternion matrices U € HIV gnd V e H2*!2 such that

H _ _Ero
U TV—Z—[O NE

where 3, = diag(oy, ..., 0,) is a real diagonal matriz with r positive entries oy, (k=1,...,r)
on its diagonal, which are positive singular values of the quaternion matrix T.
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Quaternion tensors are defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Quaternion tensors). An N-th order tensor is called a quaternion tensor if
its entries are quaternions, 1.e.,

T = (tiliz---izv) € HIlXIQXMXIN = 76 + 7'11 + 7'2.] + 773.1{
with T; € RIvI2x=xIn i = (. 3. T is a pure tensor if Ty is zero.

We present the definitions of inner product, orthogonality, and Frobenius norm for quater-
nion tensors.

Definition 2.2 (Inner product). The left and right inner products of two quaternion tensors
A, B e HIv<I2xxIn qre respectively defined as

I I In

(A, B)r = Z Z Z Qiyigein Diyig-win;
11=1142=1 in=1
I I In

ABr=3 3 S b
i1=1142=1 in=1

Here, the right inner product coincides with the (standard) quaternion matrix inner prod-
uct; see, e.g., [1, 22], and its conjugation coincides with the quaternion vector inner product
[24]. On the other hand, it is easy to see that (A, B); = (B, Ay, and (A, B)gr = (B, A)g.

Definition 2.3 (Orthogonality). For A,B e HIv2xxIn i (A By, = 0, then we say
that they are left orthogonal; if (A,B)r = 0, then we say that they are right orthogonal; if
Re(A,B), = Re{A,By)r = 0, then we say that they are weakly orthogonal.

The right orthogonality coincides with the notion of orthogonality of two quaternion
vectors [24]. On the other hand, one always has for any A, B of the same order, Re(A, B); =
Re(A,B)r = Re{B, A);, = Re(BB, A)R.

The Frobenius norm of quaternion tensors is given by

JAlE = (A, Ar = (A, A

3 Left and Right Computations

In this section, we introduce left/right mode-k unfoldings, left/right mode-k products, and
their necessary properties for later use.

3.1 Left and right mode-%£ unfoldings

Definition 3.1 (Left mode-k unfolding). For an N-th order quaternion tensor T € HIt*f2xxIn
its left mode-k unfolding is denoted as Tﬁ;] and arranges the mode-k fibers to the columns of
the resulting quaternion matriz, i.e.,

Tﬁc] c ka xIiIp_1lgp1IN

The (1,12, ... ,in)-th entry of T maps to the (iy, j)-th entry of Tﬁc], where
-1

. N . .
j=1+ Zf;i(Zl —1)J; with — J; = m-1

I,.



The above definition is analogous to the real or complex tensor unfoldings [14]. In the
quaternion case, it was first given in [18] without the adjective “left”. We call it left unfolding
to distinguish it from the right unfolding to be defined immediately:

Definition 3.2 (Right mode-k unfolding). For an N-th order quaternion tensor T € HIvf2x->xIn

its right mode-k unfolding is denoted as Tﬁ] and arranges the mode-k fibers to be the rows

of the quaternion matriz, i.e.,

Tﬁ] e HIv Ik—1dkr1-Inxdg

The (iq, 19, ...,in)-th entry of T maps to the (j,iy)-th entry of sz], where
-1

. N . .
j=1+ Zfzi(” —1)J with J = m-1 L,

Although it holds that Tﬁ:] = (sz])T, it is convenient to distinguish left and right un-

foldings in our later analysis.
3.2 Left and right mode-k products

Recall that for a real tensor 7 € R %I~ and a real matrix U € R/*/# the mode-k product
of T and U is given by YV = T x; U, with entries

Iy I
Yivig_1fing1in = Z bivig-in Ugiy, = Z Wjigivig- i -

ir=1 in=1

The second equation holds because of the commutativity of real multiplications. However,
things change if 7 and U are both quaternions: due to the non-commutativity, in general

Iy I,
Z ti1i2.~-iNujik 7 Z ujiktiliQ---iN-
ip=1 ip=1

Therefore, this leads to an ambiguity: When we talk about quaternion tensor-matrix prod-
ucts, which definition should we use?

To resolve this problem, it is natural to define left and right mode-k products respectively,
depending on the multiplication of the matrix from left or right.

Definition 3.3 (Left mode-k product). The left mode-k product of a quaternion tensor
T e Wi I2xxIN ith o quaternion matriz U € H/*!* is denoted as

y =U Xé TE Hllx"'xlkfl><J><Ik+1><...><]N

with entries

Iy,
Yiyomp_1jngsrin = Z Wi Ligigemin -
ip—=1



Definition 3.4 (Right mode-k product). The right mode-k product of a quaternion tensor
T e HIv2xxIN yith a quaternion matriz V € H** is denoted as

y _ T XkRV c Hh><-~~><Ik_1><J><Ik+1><--~><IN
with entries

Yirvigp_1jingrin = E ti1i2~~~i1\7vikj'

=1

Note that different from the mode-k£ product in the real case, the above definition sums
the entries of ¢;,4,..i,vi,; by running over all the row indices of v;, ; instead of its column
indices.

Some more remarks of left and right mode-k products are in order.

Remark 1. 1. Left and right mode-k products are natural generalizations of matriz products:
Given U e H'*/ S e H/*X, V e HX*E | one has

U xlsxfv=USVv.

2. The left mode-k product was defined in [19] without the adjective “left” ([19] used the
conventional notation xj, instead of x1).

3. [7] also introduced the notions of left and right mode-k products very recently. Specifi-
cally, the authors of [7] defined three types of products:

o left mode-1 product: (T x L U) = Z“ L Wiir Civigiy for U € HT ¥

jizein

e right mode-N product: (’T x]% U = ZZN iy i giy for Ue H*In

)il“'iN—U

e mode-d (2 < d < N—1) product of a real matriz: (T x4 U)“.__j___m = sz L bigevigeein Wity
for U e R/*1a,

Comparing our definitions of left and right products with those in [7], we can see that they
are quite different:

e the left product of [7] is only defined for mode-1, while ours can be for any mode;
e the right product of [7] is only defined for mode-N, while ours can be for any mode;

e for mode-d (2 < d < N — 1) products, [7] requires a real matriz U, while ours can be
quaternion; this point is the main difference;

e For mode-d (2 < d < N) product, [7] sums the entries by running over the column
indices of U, while ours runs over its row indices.

Therefore, our definitions are more flexible and general.
The following basic properties of left products were summarized in [19]:

Lemma 3.1. 1. Left mode-k product can be expressed in terms of its left unfolding:

Y=UxyT <Y} =UT}.



2. Left multiplied several quaternion matrices of proper sizes on the same mode of a quater-
nion tensor is given by

U2 X£U1 XéTZ (UzUl) XﬁT

3. If a quaternion tensor is multiplied by several quaternion matrices on different modes,
then the order of the multiplications is vitally important, i.e., if k1 # ko, in general

UkQ Xég Uk’l X£1 T 7& Ukl Xill UkQ Xl?g T
Correspondingly, right products admit similar properties, which can be checked directly
and the proof is omitted.

Lemma 3.2. 1. Right mode-k product can be expressed in terms of its right unfolding:

Y=TxiVeYli=THV.

2. Right multiplied several quaternion matrices of proper sizes on the same mode of a
quaternion tensor is given by

T xf Vi xg2 Vo =T xF (V1 Vy).

3. If a quaternion tensor is multiplied by several quaternion matrices on different modes,
then the order of the multiplications is vitally important, i.e., if k1 # ko, in general

R R R R
TXkl Vk1 X ko Vk2 #* TXk2 VkQ Xy Vkl'

Remark 2. In the real or complex cases, one has
Txkl Uk‘l Xk‘z Ukz :Txk‘g Uk‘z Xkl Uk17 (31)

i.€., the order of the multiplications can be arbitrarily changed, provided that ki # ko. Losing
this property prevents the construction of products of projection matrices when analyzing the
error bounds of TS-QHOSVD (which is important for the analysis in the real case), as will
be seen later in Sect. 5.

Somewhat fortunately, if considering left and right products together, the order of the
multiplications can be changed, thanks to the associative law of quaternions:

Lemma 3.3. Let 7 € HIv2xxIn U, e H* k| and Vy, € H/%*% | where ky # ky. The
following property is satisfied:

Uk1 Xé (T XkRz Vk2) = <Uk1 Xé’l T) Xl]jz Vk?'

Before ending this section, we present two lemmas conerning unfoldings of mode-£ prod-
ucts by means of the Kronecker product, whose proof will be given in Sect. A.



Lemma 3.4. If Y = U, xEU,_y x| ..Uy xF T, where N > k, then for any N > j > k
we have

T

Y[Lj] = ((IN®"'®Ij+1®Ij—1®"-®Ik+1®Uk®“'®U1)(T[Lj])T) :

Specifically, when j = k we have

Y[Lj] =U; ((IN QL OU; 1 ®: - ®U1)(T§]>T)T

k-1 "ig_q 1

More generally, if ¥ = U, x} U
then for any N = j > i, we have

L . . .
xi T, where N > i > ip_y > -+ > 1y,

R T
Yy = (H(T[)")
where
H=Iy® L ®L1® - ®L,10U, L, 1 ®: -
L,  +1®U;, L, .1 ®--R®L, 10U, QL1 ®--- 1.

Lemma 3.5. If Y =T x& Vy .- xBV, where k > 1 then for any k > j > 1 we have

Y = (TR (Vy @ @ Vi®L1 @@L ®L1 @ - ®L)) .

Specifically, when j = k we have
YS] - (<T§]>T<VN ®  Q®V;n®L1® - ® Il))TVj~

More generally, if Y =T xiRk Vi, - xﬁ V.., where i, > ip_1 > --- > 143 > 1, then for any
11 > 7 = 1 we have
L _ RATE\ T
Yi; = ((Tf) H)"

where

H=Iy®  ®L,;:1®V,,®L,1® L, , 11®V,;, L, .1®- -
L;1®V, QL 1 ® QL L 1 ® -1y

4 Two-Sided Quaternion Higher-Order Singular Value
Decomposition

In this section, we first recall the quaternion HOSVD proposed in [17] (L-QHOSVD). Then,
to obtain a more natural generalization of the quaternion matrix SVD, we propose our TS-
QHOSVD based on both left and right multiplications. Finally, quaternion HOSVD based
on right multiplications (R-QHOSVD) will also be briefly introduced.

4.1 L-QHOSVD

According to [17], given T € Hv >IN for k = N : —1 : 1, L-QHOSVD computes the
factor matrix U, € H/** from the left singular vector matrix of the SVD of (Tkﬂ)ﬁ;],
which is the left mode-k unfolding of 7.1, where the tensors 7,’s are defined recursively as
Ti = UH <L Ty with Ty, := T. Finally, the core tensor S = 7.

9



Theorem 4.1 (L-QHOSVD [17]). Let T € HI'*2X*IN phe an N-th order quaternion tensor
and let the unitary matrices Uy, € Hx*I (k. = N : —1 : 1) and S be generated as above.
Then, T can be decomposed as

T =Upy x5 ... Uy x5 U, xt' S, (4.1)

which we refer to as the left quaternion higher-order singular value decomposition (L-QHOSVD)
of T. S € HIv¥I2xxIN qdmits the following properties:

i) Ordering:
[Sic=1lr = (o1)® = [Siallr = (03)" = - = |Siprlr = (7)) = 0

forany k =1,2,... N, where S;,_, is the (N —1)-th order tensor obtained by fixing the
k-th index of S to be a, and (oF)*)’s are the singular values of (Tkﬂ)fk], arranged in a
descending order.

it) Orthogonality: The left orthogonality is satisfied only in mode-1, i.e.

(Siy=a»Siy=p)r. =0 when o # p.

Remark 3. 1. Essentially, the strategy of computing the factor matrices of L-QHOSVD
coincides with that of the sequential HOSVD [206], i.e., the factor matrices are computed
sequentially, where the current factor matrix is generated from the data tensor left multiplied
by previously computed factor matrices.

2. The order of generating U;’s is arbitrary, where Theorem 4.1 takesk = N : —1:1 as

an example. However, to recover T, the multiplications must be in a reverse order, namely,
=1:N. This is because

Uy x5 ... Uy xb U, xES
=Upn x5 .. Uy xk U, xF U <EUl <L U <5 T
=Upy x5 ... Uy x5 (U U <2 UY <L U XL T
=Upy x5 ... (UUY) x& ... UL x5 T
= (UNUE) <A T =T,

namely, although the order of multiplications cannot be changed, every adjacent pair of U;
and U forms an identity matriz and is canceled out.

3. Comparing with real HOSVD, the ordering property is preserved, while the all-orthogonality
1s only satisfied in mode-1, or, more generally, the mode of the last computed Uy. This s

rooted in that the transpose of a unitary quaternion matrix is no longer unitary; for more
detailed explanations, see [17, Remark 3].

4.2 TS-QHOSVD

Although L-QHOSVD generalizes HOSVD to the quaternion domain, from (4.1), we can
observe that when N = 2, L-QHOSVD gives

T = U, x} U, xI'S, (4.2)
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which is not equivalent to
U,SUY nor U,SU,, (4.3)

namely, (4.2) is inconsistent with the form of SVD when N = 2. To see this, it suffices to
show that:

Proposition 4.1. Let S, Uy, Uy be generated by L-QHOSVD applied to a second order
quaternion tensor T e H''*2. Then S may be quaternionic.

Proof. According to the description above Theorem 4.1, we first denote T3 := T. Then,
write (Tg)[LQ] as the mode-2 unfolding of T3, which, according to its definition, is (Tg)[LZ] =
(T3)" = T". By L-QHOSVD, we first compute the SVD of (T3)f = T" = Uy%, V{' with
U, the required mode-2 factor matrix and 3 a real matrix. Then we have Ty = U x£T3 =
Ul xL'T, which is
Ig 12
2 )iria = . g)izjz (T)i1j2 = o (Uéq)izjz (TT)j2il = (USITT)ZQ@'U
(T ) Z]2—1<U— jo=1
and so

Ty, = (UITHT = (2, vINT = vyl

where the second equality follows from the SVD expression of T7T, and the last one uses
Proposition 2.2. Here V3 is the conjugation of V, which may not be unitary. we then compute
the SVD of (Tg)ﬁ] = TQ = U121V{—I, and ﬁnally, S = U{I Xf Tg = U{ITQ = U{IVQEg,

which may still be quaternionic as V5 is not unitary in general. O

As S may be quaternionic, the non-commutativity of quaternion multiplications prevents
the consistency of (4.2) and (4.3). In view of this, our consideration is a more natural
generalization of (4.3) to the higher-order case:

_ L L R ~x/H R H
T=U,xy - U xySxy V- xom Vi,

i.e., we employ both left and right products. Here the number of factor matrices m: 1 <
m < N — 1 on the left side can be arbitrary; however, from a parallel computing viewpoint,
we prefer to balance the number of modes on both sides, i.e., we may take m = % This
will be seen in the sequel.

Now, we are in the position to formally propose our two-sided QHOSVD. For convenience,
we assume the order of the tensor is N = 2m, while for tensors of odd order, the algorithm
and the results are similar.

For a quaternion tensor 7 € H' XN we first compute U,, € H™*Im and V,,,; €
Him+1*Im+1 from the SVDs of the left mode-m unfolding T[Lm] e H/m*T1i%m I and right mode-
(m + 1) unfolding Tffnﬂ] & HITiZm IoxImer of T respectively, i.e.,

Tfy = UnXh VI and Tf,, = UpnaX Vi
Then, we define the quaternion tensors 7;’s, k = m : —1 : 1 recursively as follows:
T = Up 5, T Xy Vit

L H L R
Ton—1 = U1 X1 T Ximio Vinso
L H L R
T = U, xi Tr+1 X N4+1—k VN_k+1

T = U <7 xR vy,
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where the unitary matrices U, € H/**% and Vy_j,1 € H/N-k+1%IN-k+1 gre respectively taken
from the SVDs of the left mode-k unfolding (Tk+1)ﬁ€] and right mode-(N — k + 1) unfolding
(Tk+1)ﬁv,k+1] of Tr1:

(Tk+1)ﬁc] = U2 Vil and (Tk+1)5V—k+1] = UN—k+1Zﬁ—k+1VJI\§—k+1 (4.5)

for the order of k = m : —1: 1. Finally, let S = 7; be the core tensor.
The computation of TS-QHOSVD is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Computation of Two-Sided QHOSVD

Input: Quaternion tensor 7 € HIt*/2x*IN for convenient assume the order of
tensor is N = 2m. Let T4 = T.
Output: S, {Uy,--- .U, Vi1, -, V.
1 fork=m:-1:1do

2 Uy, < left singular vectors of (Tk+1)ﬁ;]

3 V n_gy1 < right singular vectors of (Tk-i-l)ﬁ\fkarl]
4 Tr < UkH ><£ Tes1 X%_kﬂ VN ki1

5 end

6 S—T

Theorem 4.2 (Two-sided QHOSVD). Let T € H*2x*IN be an N-th order quaternion

tensor. Let the unitary matrices Uy, € HIx*Ik Vi 0y € HIN-w+1X Nkt (b =m 1 —1 : 1),
and the core tensor S be generated by Algorithm 1. Then, T can be factorized as
T=U,xk U x{SxRVN---xE  vI . (4.6)

We call (4.6) a two-sided quaternion higher-order singular value decomposition (TS-QHOSVD)
of T.

The core tensor S € HIV*12xxIN qdmits the following properties:

i) Ordering:
|Si,=1lF = (61)P) = |S;, =2 = (05)P) = [Siy-p,lr = (0f)® = 0;

L
1
1Si1llr = (@)D = [Siy2llr = (@) V = - = [Si=p, | = (07)' > 0.

\%

for any order p=1,....m and ¢ = m+1,...,N, where S;, —_, is the (N — 1)-th order
subtensor obtained by fiving the k-th index of S to be a (k = 1,2,...,N). (cX)®)’s are
the singular values of (Tp+1)[Lp]; arranged in a descending order, and (cF)@’s are the

singular values of (TN—q+2)fZ], arranged in a descending order.

i1) Orthogonality: In mode-1, the left orthogonality is satisfied; on the contrary, in mode-N,
the right orthogonality is satisfied, i.e.,

(Siy=a»Siy=p)r. =0 when o # f,
(Sin=asSin=p)r =0 when o # f.

iti) Weak orthogonality: In all modes, the real parts of the left and right inner products of
the subtensors are all zeros, i.e., fork =1,..., N,

Re(Si,—a,Siy—pyr = Re(Si,—0,Si,—py)r =0 when «a # .

12



Before proving Theorem 4.2, some remarks are presented first.

Remark 4. 1. In lines 2 and 3 of Algorithm 1, we can see that computing Uy and Vy_pi1
is independent, and may be done in parallel. This is similar to the original HOSVD [5] that
every factor matrix can be computed independently. Therefore, we prefer to set m = [—];J, S0
that at each time, Uy and Vy_gr1 can be computed simultaneously (if one is in a parallel
environment).

2. On the other hand, following the line of [17, 26], computing U,,, ..., Uy and V,11,..., VN
are still sequentially. One may ask whether all the factor matrices can be computed indepen-
dently (or in parallel), as the original HOSVD [5]? The answer is yes, but the core tensor
will enjoy fewer properties. This is still caused by the non-commutativity of quaternion mul-
tiplications. To be more focused, we will not study this type of QHOSVD in detail in the
current work, but may present the results in another short note.

3. In fact, TS-QHOSVD 1is even new for real tensors, as it combines the features of both
HOSVD [5] and sequential HOSVD [26].

4. As L-QHOSVD, the order of computing Uy ’s and V. ’s is arbitrary, while to reconstruct
T, the multiplications must be executed in a reverse order.

5. Besides the orthogonality in mode-1 and mode-N, we have also proved the weak or-
thogonality in all modes; this was not investigated in [17]. In particular, when the tensor is
real, the weak orthogonality property boils down exactly to the all-orthogonality property of
HOSVD [5, Theorem 2J.

From Theorem 4.2 and Algorithm 1, one easily finds that:
Proposition 4.2. When N =2, TS-QHOSVD reduces exactly to quaternion matrix SVD.

Now we prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Recall the definitions of T;’s, Uy’s, and Vy_g41’s in (4.4) and (4.5).
Then S =T = U xl - UL xL T xB 'V, 1 xZVy, and so we obtain

T =Un Ui xy XXV xiy Vi
Then, for any 1 < k < m, Tg41 can be rewritten as the following form:

_yTH L H _L R R
Tirr =Up o xp Uy X T X Vi Xy Vv

_ L L Ry H R H
=Up xp ... U xySxy Vi X N+1-k VN ki1

Using Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.4 together, we can left unfold 7z, along mode-k and right
unfold it along mode-(N — k + 1) respectively as

(77€+1)ﬁ€] =Up(Ugr xpy - Up xP ST V- Xﬁ-‘rl—k V]I;I/—k-i-l)[[;c]
T T
U | A1 (S <R VI < V)|
T
=U; (A4(S XN VN XN Vﬁ—kﬂ)ﬁc]) (4.7)

UL [ (st
=Ux(A1(S{yA2)")",
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and
(77f+1)5\/—k+1] =(Ug Xﬁ Uy Xf S Xﬁ Vﬁ T Xﬁn—k fo—kﬁ)ﬁ\/—kﬂ]vﬁ—kﬂ

T T
= [((Uk X£ U Xf S)ﬁ\f—k+l]) Bl] V]}\g—k-&-l

T
(U xf . U xE S)y_pyB1) VE (4.8)

. T
[(32(Sﬁv—k+1])) Bl] Vi ki
:((B2S[]J%V—k+1] )TBl)TVg—k+1 )

where

A =Iy® L1 QU1 ® - ®U;

Ay:=Vi® @V 1 ®Iy ;1 ® QL QL1 ® L
B :=Vi® - QVy ;1 n®Iy ;@ - QI

By =In® @Iy 412@In 4 ® - QL1 QU ®---®Uy.

(4.9)

Since Uy’s and V}’s are unitary, it follows from Proposition 2.4 that A;, Ay, By, B, are all
unitary.
Comparing (4.5) and (4.7), we have

T

SeVE = (A1(S{pA)") .
Taking transpose on both sides and using the unitarity of Ay, we obtain

AT (Z V)T = (SiAL)"
Taking transpose again on both sides and using the unitarity of Ay, we arrive at

T

Sfiy = (AT (= VE)T)” A7,

which, together with Proposition 2.2 and the fact that 3, is a real matrix gives
Sty =(AT (VIS ALY = S (ATVE)TAY, (4.10)

where the second equality also uses the relation (V)T = V.
Similarly, comparing (4.5) and (4.8), we can show that

Sﬁ\ffkqtl] = B£{(U%7k+1B{{)TzN—k+l- (4.11)

Note that (A#V;)T and (U%_, . ,B)T are no longer unitary matrices, but the F-norm
of each row/column vector is still unity, and also note that

1Si=allr = ISy (e, )r = [Sfg (). k=1,2,...,N.

Thus, it is not hard to check that the following properties hold:

1Si,=1lr = (1) = |Si,2|lp = (05)®) = -+ = |Si,=p, |r = (01.)" = 0;
V=0

|Si=1lF = (61)@ 2 [Si,2llr = (03) = -+ = [Sip=p, | = (07)@

where p=1,...,mand ¢ =m + 1,..., N. This proves the ordering property.
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Next, from the relation between 7; and 75 in (4.4) and that S = T, we have

To=U xF T xBVE =0, xF S xE VI

Left and right unfolding the above equation along mode-1 and mode-N respectively yields
(T2)fi; = UiS{HA and  (T2){k; = BS{iy V¥,
where
A=VEiQIy.1® - ®I, and B:=Iy_;® --®L®U,.
These in connection with (4.5) lead to
UiS{A = U By VY and BS{{Vy = UySVy.

Thus, we have

Sty =S VI'AT and  S{y; = BYUNER.

Note that VEAH and B# Uy are unitary matrices. Taking into account the definition of
left and right inner products in Definition 2.2, we can not hard to check that

(Siy=a»Siy=p)r. =0 and Re(S;,—a,Si,—p)r =0 when « # [,
<SiN=aaSiN=B>R =0 and R6<SiN=aaSiN=ﬁ>L =0 when « #* /6

This proves the orthogonality property.
Finally, from (4.10) and Proposition 2.3 we obtain that

Re(Siy—a, Sip=p)1 = Re(Sﬁf](a, :)(Sﬁc] (B,:)")
= Re(Xx(a, ) (AT V)T AL (Z0(8, ) (AT Vi) TAT)T)
= Re(Zx(a, ) (AT Vi) AT A (A{TV) (Zk(8,:))T)
= (e, ) Re((AT V)T (AT VL)SE( B)
TR S(an ) Re((AT V)T (ATV))EL(, B)
= Yi(a, ) Re(VIALAEV)ST(:, B)
= Yo, ) Re(VEVZE(:, B)
PR 23 5 (o, ) Re(VEV ST, B)

= Y(a, :)ZZ(:, B)
~0,

a:)

for any k£ = 1,...,m. Similarly, Re(S; —a,Si,=p)r = Re(Sﬁ](:,a)H(Sﬁ](:,ﬁ)) = 0 for any
k = m+1,...,N. These together with the fact that Re(A,B);, = Re{(A,B)g for any

quaternion tensors A, B of the same size prove the weak-orthogonality property.
O
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4.3 R-QHOSVD

Correspondingly, we can define the right quaternion higher-order tensor singular value de-
composition (R-QHOSVD) based on right products. Given 7 € H/** IV for k =1,..., N,
R-QHOSVD computes the factor matrix V;, € H’**/ from the right singular vector matrix
of the SVD of (Tk_l)fz], which is the right mode-k unfolding of 7;_;, where the tensors 7’s

are defined recursively as Ty, := Tr_1 x% V, with Ty := 7. Finally, the core tensor S = Ty.

Theorem 4.3 (R-QHOSVD). Let T € HItv*Ex*Ix " Let the unitary matrices Vy, € HIx*Ix
(k =1:N) and the core tensor S be generated as above. Then T can be decomposed as

_ R~/H _R H R~/H
T=8xyVyxy_ VN %1V,

which we refer to as the right quaternion higher-order singular value decomposition (R-
QHOSVD) of T. The core tensor S € HIv*22x*In qdmits the following properties:

i) Ordering:
|Si=illr = (6™ =[S, 2p = (6)P) = - = S, —plr = (6])*F =0

forany k =1,2,..., N, where (cI)*)’s are the singular values of (Tk,l)fz], arranged in

a descending order.
it) The right orthogonality is satisfied only in mode-N, i.e.

(Siy=a>Sin=p)r =0 when o #p.

Connections between L-QHOSVD and R-QHOSVD In fact, L-QHOSVD and R-
QHOSVD have close relationships with each other.

Proposition 4.3. For an N-order quaternion tensor T € HIV2xxIN “its [-QHOSVD and
R-QHOSVD can be converted to each other by conjugating the tensor T, i.e.

T=8Sx,L VI xBEVEEVE o T=V, xFVy,xL...VyxkS.

Proof. Recalling the_deﬁnitions of T’s in this subsection, we have Tj, := Tr_; ka V,, with
To = T. Note that (Tx)j; = (Te)fj;)"; then

(ﬁ)ﬁc] = ((ﬂc)ﬁ])H = ((ﬁ—l kaVk)fi])H = ((ﬂc—l)ﬁg]v)f = Vf(ﬁ—l)ﬁ])H = Vf(ﬁ—l)fk],

and so ( k)ﬁﬂ] = Vf(ﬁ_l)ﬁ] = (VI xL 77@—1)@]- Thus, we can denote T := VH xL T,
with 7o := 7. Continuing this vein, we have

SzVﬁ x%---Vf fo{I xfT
and finally, B )

T =V, xkvyxk...vy xk S.

Similarly, due to 7 is also conjugate to 7, we can prove the sufficiency.
m

Remark 5. When the tensor is real or complex, L-QHOSVD and R-QHOSVD both coincide
with the sequential HOSVD [26].

16



5 Truncated Quaternion HOSVDs and Error Bound
Analysis

In practice, it is more convenient to use a truncated tensor model for dimension reduction,
approximation, compression, and denoising. HOSVDs [5, 26] truncate the factor matrices
by discarding the columns corresponding to the small singular values, while [17] instead
truncated the core tensor using hard thresholding. In this section, we follow the line of
[5, 26] to develop the truncated versions of T'S-, L-, and R-QHOSVD. We also establish their
error bounds but with different analysis. At last, we present two points that differ truncated
QHOSVDs from their real counterparts.

5.1 Truncated TS-QHOSVD

The algorithm of truncated TS-QHOSVD is depicted in Algorithm 2. For convenience, we
still assume that the order of the tensor is N = 2m. The only difference with Algorithm 1
is that the factor matrices consist of the first leading I; singular vectors instead of the full
unitary singular vector matrices.

Algorithm 2: Truncated TS-QHOSVD

Input: Quaternion tensor 7~ € H*/2**I¥ and truncated parameters
{11, 15, ..., Iy}. For convenience assume that N = 2m. Denote Ty, 11 = T.

Output: S e HV>*Iv (U, ... Uy, Vst ..., Vil
1 fork=m:-1:1do

2 U, < Left leading I; singular vectors of (Tml)ﬁﬂ

3 Vv_ri1 < Right leading I, singular vectors of (’i‘kﬂ)ﬁv_kﬂ]
4 72 — kaH Xﬁ 77c+1 X%—k+1 VkaH

5 end

6 S —T

To analyze the error bound, we first present some notations in the sequel. From Algo-
rithm 2, in this section we denote:

~

._TTH _L R ¥ I XLy xI1 XTI xx Iy
T = Uy X0, T %04 Vi € H m=1 X m X
> - = > e / e / e
Tt 1= U8y ) T X8y Vg € BV Ineax Xl

(5.1)

~

SH LA R I x I xx 1}
Ti:=Uy xy To xy Viy € HPH2 07w,

Now
)
8 TA TH L IA]'H L T R ‘Ar R ‘Ar
S = 1_U1 Xy U X Xm+1 Ym+1" " XNy VN.

Recall that the left mode-k and right mode-(N — k + 1) unfoldings of Tri1 are respectively
written as (Tkﬂ)ﬁc] and (Tkﬂ)ﬁv_kH]. Then for any k = 1,2, --- ,m, we write the SVDs of
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(Tkﬂ)ﬁﬂ and (T’f‘i'l)ﬁ\/—k-i-l] as:

(Tk+1) =UpSp vy

= [0, Uy F}L] v e g1l =1 TGS DAL N g1 1),
Y Ek 5

T R
(TkJrl)[N—kH Un- kHEN k+1VN k+1

?

vi Eog
= Uniat [BR 1, SR g [v%_kﬂ] e {Ti=1 UG5 DAL N gy 1) XNk
N—k+1

(5.2)

where for the first equality, U, = [Uy, Ug] € H**x U, e H**%k is the generated fac-
tor matrix, and U, e H&*UT—1) represents the orthogonal complement. For the sec-
ond equality, Vy_j41 = [VN i1, Vv 1] € HI=*Ik is partitioned sumlarly Correspond-

L k—1
ingly, we also partition 3f and X2 as ©f = lgﬁ] e H Mot DAL DALZN -1 1)

A~ ~ k X / % ~
and D8, =[98, 58 ) e mllima WU DUy ppa TxIvorn ety SE and

& .. represents the matrices corresponding to the discarded singular values.
To prove the error bound of truncated TS-QHOSVD, we first need some lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. For the quaternion tensors Ty as defined in (5.1), for any k =1,2,...,

m, we
have the following two relations:
Up x5 Tr XN_per Ve = Tron — & — UkUk XK EN—1s
or
‘LA R CrH > R L _R ¥ O H
Ui X3 T XNopet Veksr = Tosr = EN_p1 — € XNoppr VN-kt1 VNkt1s
where EF and EX_, ., represent the residual tensors such that
INL 1 SN H.
(5k )[k] = Up2y Vi (5 3)

(&G—kﬂ)ﬁ\/—kﬂ] Un- k+12N k+1VN k+1-

Proof. From (5.2) we have
(OO < Teaniig
=0 U (Te)fy
—U, UfUu,nkvi

L
—U, U0, U] lz } A\
Ek

=U 0 (0 + U SH VY
—U, kv
=U S Vi - Ui vy,

which, together with (5.2) and the definition of & in (5.3) yields
ﬂkﬂkH ><£ 7A7<:+1 = 77<;+1 - gkL-
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In the same vein, we can also prove that
> R 3 CrH > R
Tes1 XN_ks1 YN-b41 VN1 = Thr1 — EN_pp1-
The above two equalities combining with the relation between 75 and Tx4; in (5.1) lead to
ot UL A4 UR O H
U i Te XNoki1 VN-kt1
T YTH UL A R 3 rH
=UrUy %} Tesr Xn—p1 VN-k+1 VN1
T YTH L (A R 3 rH
=UUy xp (Tit ><N k+1 VN k1 VN _p11)
_UkUk Xk (77c+1 k:+1)
R
=U U Toyr — Uk‘Uk XK EN—k1
R
=77¢+1 - 5k - UkUk Xk EN—ks1-

Similarly, we can prove another case:

A~

L4 UR rH 5 R L _R 3 o H
Ui X3 Te XN-ps1 YNkr1 = Thrt —En i1 — & XNops1 YN-k1 VN ki1
O

. e bay ’ . / . !
Lemma 5.2. For any quaternion tensor T € HV>Iv S e Hi**In U, e H** % and
o) / . .
V., € Hx*k are constructed as in Algorithm 2, we have

[k x5 Sl = S]r, 1O x§ Tle < |Tr;

I8 xE VI |p = [Sle, 1T xEVile < T

Proof. Here we only prove the left product case, while for the right product, the proof is
analogous:

|Gk i SI% = 1UsS{yl17 = tr((Sfip) " O OSfy) = tr((Sfi) " Si) = ISl = 1S ]
In addition, we have
IO & TlE = 1UFThylE = 1T 1F - 10 ThlE < 1THIE = 1713

where U} is the orthogonal complement of U . O

Let (of)®) and (off

YL (or (Tk+1)[ ) and X5 _, ., (or (Tk+1)f§v,k+1]) given in (5.2). Now we establish the error
bound of truncated TS-QHOSVD.

o k+1)(N —k+1) respectively denote the i,-th largest singular value of

Theorem 5.1 (Error bound of truncated TS-QHOSVD). For a quaternion tensor T €
HIv>In et T be a (17,1, ..., I%) truncated two-sided sequential QHOSVD of T. That
18

T=Upxp Ui x} SxyVy - m+1VZ+1>
where S,ﬁl, e ,ﬂm,vm+1, e ,VN are as constructed in Algorithm 2, i.e., S and T can
be respectively written as

S=UlxE UL <L TxE V. xEVy.
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and

A

T =U,xl U xPUE XL UEXETXE Vo xBEVyxBVE B VE(5.4)

m+1 Y m+1

Then we have the following error bound:

|7 = TI% =IE0E+- -+ |\5LH + UG o EnalB + -+ U <7 EXJE
=[&F xX Valh + - + [ x m+1 Vil + € li + -+ [1E5IE
Iy
< D (@) -t Z o)) ,
’Ll:I{*i’l 74m—1/ +1
Im+1 IN
+ D (@ ) e > (o))
’im+1:I;n+1+1 iN:If\,-i-].

where EF and EF are the residual tensors defined in (5.3).

Remark 6. The theorem shows that the error is upper bounded by the sum of squares of the
discarded singular values, i.e., the tail energy. This bound is meaningful in practice, which is
confirmed by our numerical experiments on color video approzimation; see Tables 3 and 4.

Proof. From the definitions of 7;’s in (5.1) and using the first relation in Lemma 5.1, we
obtain that

T=U,xp, U xfﬁxﬁVﬁ---XﬁHViH
=U,, Xﬁ- U, Xé: (ﬂl Xfﬁ xﬁ{fﬁ) Xﬁfl le\il o m+1 Vm+1
ten 5Alfjm XyLn‘ ‘ﬂz Xé (75 - 51L - IjlﬂH XL gR) Xﬁ—1 ng e m+1 Vm+1
:ﬂm XyLn‘ 'ﬂ2 XL% Xﬁ—l vﬁ—l o m+1 Vm+1
_Ijm 7Ln ﬂ LgL XR 1‘71}5—1“ m+1Vm+1
—Ijm ,Ln Ij X9 UlU fgﬁ Xﬁq VN—1" m+1 Vm+1a
and then
Ijm xﬁl- ~Ij2 ><§7A’2 xﬁ_l\?ﬁ_l-- erlVerl
:ﬂm Xan' 'ﬂS X?f (Ij2 Xé T Xff—l VN—l) XN—Z Vﬁ—2 o m+1 Vm+1
Lem:'alﬂm Xan' '63 X:? (72—3 _52L - ﬂZﬂH XLEJI\? 1) xﬁ—z vif[—z e m+1 Vm+1
:ﬂm Xan' 'IAJS X?? 75 XJI\%f—Q V]I\j;—Q" m+1 Vm+1
- me ern' 'GS Xz)%gzL X]I\%Z—Z V]I\j;—2" m+1 Vm+1
- me ern' 'GS X?% ﬂ2ﬂ12q xgg]@_l XN—Q VN 2 m+l Vm+1

Continuing the above procedure, in the final round we have the following equation:

L4~ _R <X L 71 T1H
U, %o T Xmi1 Vi1 =T =&, — U, U, m€m+1
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To sum up, we have

T=T-& -0, Ul xL ek U, xLek |
_ﬂmeUm 1U 1Xm 1‘5‘R

m+2 ><m—',-1 Vm+1

m+1 Vm+1

- U, Xﬁz e 'U—kﬂ Xéﬂ 5kL Xﬁ—k vﬁ—k m+1 Vm+1
- IAjm Xﬁm e 'U—kﬂ Xéﬂ U—kﬂg Xég]}\kkﬂ XN—k VN—k"' Xﬁﬂ Vgﬂ
—me ><7Ln"'ﬂ2 nglL X]}\%f—l vﬁ—l“ m+1 Vm+1
_fjm ><7Ln U, x5 U U{ x 511\? XN-1 VN 1 XnRH-l vg+17
namely,
HT* 72“%’ :Hgﬁz + ﬂ fjH 5R+1 + U 5L m+1 v5+1
+ Ijm XmUm 1U -1 Xm 1 gn}3+2 ><m-i—l Vm+1
+ﬂm Xﬁl "ﬂ2 XLSL ><N 1VN 1° m+1 Vm+1
+ Uy xb Uy xE UL UY <L EF xR, VI Xp VH+1||F~

Left unfolding the above formula in mode-m yields:

I(T = T 17
=€)y + Un U (ER ) + Uy ¥t VI
+Um(Um lUm 1 Xan 151§+2 ><m+1 Vm+1>[L]
4o
JFﬂm(ﬂm—l X —1“'Ij2 Xy EF X 1VH m+1 Vm+1)[ ]

L
m

. L LT T 2

+ Un(Uner x5y Uy xF OO <P EF B VI Xp a1 Vm+1) -

From (5.3) we have (£7)f 1 = — U,2LVH where U, is the orthogonal complement of U,,
Meanwhile, using Lemma 5 2 together, we have

|(T = T l7

=€) Gl E + 10U ER Doy + UmlEy ¥t Vi)

+ Un(Upn U X0 ER L, X Vm+1)[L ]

4.

+ IAjm(ﬂmfl quvlzfl Uy X% 51L Xﬁfl Vﬁ, m+1 Verl) [m]

+ Up(Upoy B Uy B OO b R xR VR B VE D%

Dl IO ER Do + Ent o Vi)

+ (Ut Uy by 5£+2 X1 Vm+1)[L 1t

+ Uy by Ua x5 &8 x B VI, X Vm+1) [m]

+ (U Xy - U x5 U O <P ER xR VI - X1 Vm+1) ]||§,
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We rewrite it in the tensor norm:

17— T1%
:”5751”% + HﬂH “m g’r]i-‘r 5L m+1 Vg-&-l
+ U Ul <l ER X A
N (5.5)
¢ R VI,

L 2 L el R 7 H

+ U1 Xpq - Ua X &Y Xy Vg
L 7 <L U, O <L gR vH VH
m—1 - U2 x5 UiUy xg SNXNA N-1""" % m+1 +1HF

Denote

LY = (Iy® @Iy 2 ®Iv 4 @@L QUL QL ® - ®L);

then from Lemma 3.4 we have (U xF EN— ) [Nhr] = Ly MR )N gy Similarly,

right unfolding the tensors in (5.5) along mode m + 1 yields:

(T = T
=& + 1L (Emt ) fnery + (Emet)fons) Vi

m+1
+ (ﬂm—lﬂg—l €R+2) m+1]Vm+1
_l’_ .
+ (ﬂmfl X g U, x5 EF XNy ngl T m+2 ng) m+1] Vngl
+ (Ijm—l Xﬁl_1 T Ijz X% ﬂlﬂ{{ ><1L 5R ><N 1 VN 1° m+2 Vm+2)[m+1]VH+1||F

From (5.3) we have (1))}, 1) = U, 122, VE | where V,,,, is the orthogonal comple-

ment of Vm+1. Meanwhile, using Lemma 5.2 together, we have
(T =T |7
=€l + 1L (Ema ) ey I
+ H( ) [m+1] VH+1 + (UmflUg—l an—l €R+2) v 1

m m+1] ¥ m+
+ ...

+ (U1 Xan—l - Uy Xé glL Xﬁ—l Vﬁ—l o m+2 ng) m—+1] Van+1
+ (Upey xE Uy xEUUT PR SR VI
Lem. 5.2
CENER T+ L ER D F

+ H(gan—Jfan] + (U Ul xh 5n}3+2)f3n+1]

: Xﬁ+2 Vrli+2) m+1] VH+1HF

2 L t UL oL R XrH H
+ (U g U x5 & Xy Viyg oo m+2 Vm+2) [m—+1]

2 L o LTT.Y1H oL eR _R H \R 2
+ (U1 Xppq - Ug xy U Uy xy Ey X4 VN—l T Xm+2 Vm+2)[m+1]HF'

Continuing the above procedure, finally we arrive at

|7 =T = &% + -+ 1E€a] + 105 i Enali + -+ [UT <y EX
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On the other hand, if one uses the second relation of Lemma 5.1 (ﬂk xE T xR

VI o =T — ER o — EF xR Vv 1 UR . )) at the beginning of the proof, then
finally one gets

IT=TIE = 1&F <8 Vil + - + 165 xmir Vil + 1Em [+ + IEN]E-

In any of the above two cases, using Lemma 5.2 and (5.3), we have

~ Lem. 5.2
IT =T < 1&F + - + 1€l + 1€l T + - + IENIE

Eq. (5.3) ¢ & ~ ~ ~ SR
POV 4+ [URSE VI (U S0 Vi[5 + -+ [UNER VR
=[20F + -+ Bl E + 12 lE -+ 2R
I Inm,
= Z ((Ui)(l)y 4o q Z (((,Z,Lm)(m))2
i1=I]+1 im=1I,+1
[m+1 IN
Y (R )R Y (o))
im+1=I:ﬂ+1+1 iN:[§V+1

]

Remark 7. Although the bound is analogous to its real counterparts [5, 26], comparing the
proof of Theorem 5.1 with that in [5, 26], we can see that the proof here is more complicated.
This is because different from the representation 0f7: in (5.4), in real or complez cases, T
can be written as

T=8x,U;-xyUy
:Txlfjf--‘ xNIAJ% x1ﬁ1~~- xNﬁN
— T x1 (U, U . 5y (UNUD,
which s a multilinear projection of T along each mode. With this representation, one can
bound |T = T|% by S | T — T xi (U UD) |2 and then obtain the error bound. However,

this multilinear projection representation is no longer valid in the quaternion case, as having
been pointed out in Remark 2, which leads to a much more complicated analysis.

5.2 Truncated L-QHOSVD and R-QHOSVD

We provide the algorithms and error bounds for truncated L-QHOSVD and R-QHOSVD in
this subsection. The error bound analysis is analogous to that of Theorem 5.1 and is omitted.

Theorem 5.2 (Error bound of truncated L-QHOSVD). For a quaternion tensor T € HI1>*>In
let T be a (I, I}, ..., 1) truncated L-QHOSVD of T. That is

= 11 L W LYT LS
T =Upnx,,... Uy x5 Uy x1' S,

where S’, Ijl, e ,IjN are constructed in Algorithm 3. Then we have
. 11 12 IN
IT=TIE= >, ()" + D, (L)) +-+ > ((6h)™),
=T +1 io=T}+1 iN=I+1

where (o)™ is the ij-th largest singular value of (Tk-t,-l)ﬁc]-
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Algorithm 3: Truncated L-QHOSVD

Input: Quaternion tensor 7~ € H*/2**I¥ and truncated parameters
{11, 15, ..., Iy} Let Ty =T.
Output: S, {ﬂl,ﬂg, e ,fIN}.
1fork=N:—-1:1do

2 U, < Left leading I .. singular vectors of (Tk+1)fk]
3 7A7c — ﬂkH X£ 7A7c+1

4 end

5 S — T

Algorithm 4: Truncated R-QHOSVD

Input: Quaternion tensor 7 € H'*/2* %I and truncated parameters
(I, 1. I}, Let Ty = T

A

Output: S, {Vy, -+, Vyl.
for k=1:N do

=

2 V. < Right leading I} singular vectors of (Tk—l)ﬁi]
3 | Th—Tea xE Vi

4 end

5 STy

Theorem 5.3 (Error bound of truncated R-QHOSVD). For a quaternion tensorT € > I
let T be a (I, 15, ..., I\ ) truncated R-QHOSVD of T. That is

- & _R~sH R~X7H
T=8xyVy- x*'V{,

where 3, ‘71, e ,VN are constructed in Algorithm 4. Then we have
. 11 [2 IN
IT=TIE= >, (@D + D, (@D +-+ > (@)™,
7;1:1'{-"-1 i2:1é+1 iN:]§V+1

where (of)® is the ij-th largest singular value of (qu)fz]-

5.3 Different things

In the previous subsections, we have seen that the reconstructed error can be bounded by
the tail energy, as their real counterparts. Here we point out two things that may not hold
in the quaternion case.

Observation 1. [t is known that in the real case, the error is a v/ N-suboptimal solution,
1.€.,

|7 =Tlr < VNIT = T*|p,
where T* = §* x; Uy -+ xn Uy, with §*, U} the optimal solution to

min T —8 x1 Uy xy Un|r.

AN / /
SR IN UL eR Tk UT U, =1

Howewver, this may not be true for quaternion tensors, as illustrated in the following example:
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Consider the tensor T € H2*2*2%2 wjith its left mode-1 unfolding being
L :[1+j 1+k 1+j 1-k 1—-j —1+k 1-j —1—k]'
[1] i+k i—j i+k i+j i—-k —-i—-j i—-k —-i+]
Let T be a (1,2,2,2) truncated TS-QHOSVD of T. That is
T =1, x%ﬂl fo’ xBviIxEviI=U, xgﬂlﬂf xE Uy xI T

note that in the second expression, Vs and V4 are canceled out as they are full unitary
matrices. The error is X
T —T|r = 1.6263.

Meanwhile, it is easy to see that rank(T[L]) = 1, and so the optimal solution to the
following problem (with (I7,...,I}) = (1,2,2,2))

min J|T U, U xy SR VR xE VI ls,
SEH11><IQ>< Iy U, EHIpxIpV cHla*1g
s.t. UlU, =L VIV, =1, p=1,....m, g=m+1,...,N.

is given by T* = U*(U)T xL T where U* € H>? is the first leading left singular vector of
T (note that U3 = U3 = Uj = 1). It follows that
IT = T*|r = Tf; = (T lr = 0.
Therefore we cannot find a constant o that holds the following relation
I T = Tle <a|T = T%p (5.6)

For the same example, similarly one can check that truncated L-QHOSVD cannot also
find an « such that (5.6) holds. Similar examples can be constructed for R-QHOSVD.

Observation 2. In the real case, if T = S x4 Ijl -xx Uy, where S € R *Ixv gnd Uk €
Rk =1,..., N, then the multilinear rank of T satisfies ranky, (T) = (rank(T ] ,T[N]) <
(I1,...,Iy), due to that

A~

Ty = UiS(Un® - U1 @U@ @ Uy (5.7)

In the quaternion case, however, for T giwven by truncated TS-QHOSVD applied to a general
quaternion tensor of order N = 2m, it can be checked that one only has

rank(T[ )< I

m?

rank(TmH])éI;nH, andrank(T ) =1, rank(T )= 1. p#m, g #m+l,

i.e., it is only low rank in the m-th and (m + 1)-th modes (the first k in the for loop of
Algorithm 2). Similarly, for T given by truncated L-QHOSVD applied to a general quaternion
tensor, one only has

rank(’fﬁ([]) < I}y, and rank(ﬁﬁ]) > I, k# N;
for R-QHOSVD, X R
rank(T[ﬁ) < Ij, and rank(ﬁ,ﬁ) =1, k#1.
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These are not surprising, as (5.7) only holds in the m-th and (m + 1)-th modes for TS-
QHOSVD (for L-QHOSVD, it only holds in mode-N, and for R-QHOSVD, it only holds in
mode-1; see Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5).

In fact, even in the rank-1 quaternion matrix case, one has a similar phenomenon: As-
sume that A = ab” with a € H' and b € H2; then rank(A) = 1, while rank(AT) may be
strictly larger than one.

This also leads to an ambiguity: considering that even the ranks of a matriz and its trans-
pose are inconsistent, which definition of multilinear rank of a quaternion tensor T is more
suitable, (rank(Tfy),. .., rank(T{y,)), or (vank(T{), ... rank(T{},)), or a combination of

both, or none of them? This still needs further research.

6 Numerical Examples

We only conduct preliminary experiments in this section, as the main focus of this paper is on
the derivation and providing a theoretical analysis of the models. We remark that although
TS-QHOSVD can be run in parallel (every pair of Uy and Vy_x;1 can be computed in
parallel), due to the limitations of parallel environments, we still implement it sequentially.
All the examples are conducted on an Intel i7 CPU laptop computer with 8GB of RAM. The
supporting software is MATLAB 2023a.

Example 1. We first illustrate the properties of TS-QHOSVD (Theorem 4.2) via a small
example. Consider the tensor 7 € H3*3*3*3 randomly generated by the normal distribution,
which is provided in Appendix B. Applying TS-QHOSVD to 7, we obtain S € H?*3*3*3 and

U,,U,, V3, V, e B33 | These data are also displayed in Appendix B.
The ordering property of S is illustrated as

ISi =17 = 12.4550 > |S;, —o| & = 10.8534 > |S;, 3] = 9.0081;
1Si,-1|lp = 12.3954 > | Si, ol p = 11.0461 = |Si, _5]» = 8.8549;
|Siyct|lF = 12.2781 > [Siy—2|F = 10.6921 > [Siy_s]» = 9.4339;
ISi,—1] P = 12.7434 > ||S;, | p = 10.4284 > |S;,_5]r = 9.1063.

We then show the orthogonality of §. From Definition 2.2, in mode-1,

(Siy=1,Si=2)L = Sm(L )(Sfip) " (2,:) = 0;
(Siy=1,Si=3)r = S{i1(1,:)(Sfi) " (3,:) = 0;
(8iy=2,8iy=3)L = S[11(27 )(Sfip) " (3,:) = 0;
(Siy=1,8i,=2)r = (S{ij (1)) S} (:,2) = 7.018i + 16.71j — 15.71k;
(Siy=1,8i,=3)r = (S{i1(:,1)78}) (-, 3) = 16.21 — 5.406j + 9.241k;
(Siy=2,Si,=3yr = (S{ij(:,2))" S} (:,2) = 5.47i + 9.006] + 0.4044k.
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In mode-2

(Sir=1,Si=2)r = S{y(1,:)(Sfy) " (2,:) = 8.939i + 6.52j — 23.13k;
(Sir=1,8i,=3yr, = S{3y(1,:)(Sfy) " (3,:) = 5.701i — 12.55j + 11.03k;
(Sir=2,Sin=3)r = S{3(2,:)(Sfy)" (3,:) = 3.3036i — 4.878j + 8.623k;
(Sir=1,8i,=2)r = (Sf3 (::1))"S{§(:,2) = —11.93i — 2.038] — 13.68k;
(Sir=1,8i,=3)r = (S5 (5, 1))"S{3 (-, 3) = 3.362i — 15.1j — 6.201k;
(Sir=2,Si=3)r = (Sf3(:,2))" S} (-, 3) = 10.8i + 0.7439j — 6.862k.
In mode-3,
(Sig=1,Sis=2)r = S{51(1,)(S{z) " (2,:) = —1.8231 + 23.94j + 9.284k;
(Sig=1,Siz=3yr = S{(1,:)(Sf5)" (3,:) = —6.529i — 6.912j + 5.433k;
(Siz=2,Siz=3yr = S{3(2,:)(Sf5) " (3,:) = —12.05i + 3.777j — 3.913k;
(Sig=1,Siz=2)r = (S{5(:: 1)) "S5 (:,2) = 2.717i — 8.606] + 0.8131k;
(Sis=1,Siz=3yr = (Sf5(:,1)) " S{§(:, 3) = 4.386i + 2.482] + 0.8396k;
(Siy=2,Sis=3)r = (S5 (5,2))"S{5 (-, 3) = —4.507i + 10.22] + 10.68k.
In mode-4,
(Siy=1,Sis=2)L = 8[4 (1,:)(S8{i) " (2,:) = 7.134i — 21.43j — 16.76k;
(Sis=1,Si=3)r = S{yy(1,:)(S{3) " (3,:) = 8.4851 + 7.39j + 7.492k;
(Siy=2,Siy=3)1 = S[4](2, )(Sfiy) ™ (3,:) = 8.112i — 4.891j — 0.2633k;
(Sis=1,Si=2)0r = (S{ (-, 1))'S{4(:,2) = 0;
(Sis=1,Si=3)r = (S{i(:, 1) S{}(:,3) = 0;
(Siy=2,Si=3yr = (S5 (,2))"S{§(:,3) = 0.

The above shows that in mode-1, the subtensors are left orthogonal, in mode-4, the subten-
sors are right orthogonal, while in all modes, the subtensors are weakly orthogonal (as the
real counterparts of all the inner products are zeros), confirming the results of Theorem 4.2.

Example 2. This example illustrates the error bound of truncated TS-QHOSVD (Theorem
5.1). The data tensor is the same as that in Example 1. We set (I],...,I}) = (2,2,2,2).

Let 7 € H2%2%2%2 he the reconstructed tensor and £, 2L $2 B2 the compact singular value
matrices defined in (5.2) (discarding their zero parts), which are respectively listed as follows:

»L = diag(10.2693,8.1665,5.7675), L& = diag(12.3954, 11.0461, 8.8549),
v = diag(12.2781,10.6921,9.4339), S = diag(10.0645, 8.3069, 5.9257).

The error bound is bounded as
1T = T2 = 209.7183 < (X)) + ((65)Y2)2 + ((6F)D)? + ((eF)D)? = 235.7860,

confirming Theorem 5.1.

Example 3. We test truncated TS-, L-, and R-QHOSVD on color video compression in this
example. The tested video “akiyo” was downloaded from http://trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/index.html.
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The original video consists of 300 frames, each of size 288 x 352. We use 300 frames, resulting
into a pure quaternion tensor in HB300%288x352 " and for truncated TS-QHOSVD we use the
model T ~ Uy x* S xBVE x BV We set different truncated ratios for the three truncated
models to approximate the original data. On the other hand, We use truncated HOSVD
[5] (T-HOSVD for short) and sequentially truncated HOSVD (ST-HOSVD for short) [26]
as baselines; for them, the data is treated as a real tensor in R300%288x352x3 " The truncated
ratios of T-HOSVD and ST-HOSVD are the same as the counterparts, except that we do not
truncate the fourth mode of both T-HOSVD and ST-HOSVD. We evaluate the reconstruc-
tion error Re.Err = ||T — 7A-HF/H7-HF and the elapsed time, where 7 is the data tensor and
T is reconstructed by different models. The results are presented in Tab. 1, which are taken
from an average of ten instances for each case. Some reconstructed frames by TS-QHOSVD
are illustrated in Fig. 6.1.

TS-QHOSVD L-QHOSVD R-QHOSVD T-HOSVD ST-HOSVD
Re.Err Time Re.Err Time ReErr Time ReErr Time ReErr Time

0.5 0.5 0.5] 0.0140 13.05 0.0141 1437 0.0141 13.15 0.01561 20.30 0.0151 12.73
0.3 0.3 0.3] 0.0332 9.86 0.0335 11.19 0.0332 10.16 0.0349 19.80 0.0352 10.68
]

Truncated ratio

0.20.20.2 0.0495 8.58 0.0500 9.54 0.0496 8.45 0.0521 19.05 0.0526 10.04
0.1 0.1 0.1] 0.0751 7.74 0.0759 864 0.0751 7.17 0.0796 19.81 0.0806  9.28
[0.05 0.05 0.05] 0.1005 7.03 0.1010 &.11 0.1005 6.54 0.1067 19.71 0.1082  9.01

Boldface means that the error and time are the lowest among all the compared methods

Table 1: Comparisons of truncated TS-, L-, R-QHOSVD, T-HOSVD, and ST-HOSVD on

color video “akiyo” compression

Then, we test another color video “carphone”, which was also downloaded from the same
website. The video has 382 frames, each of size 144 x 176, which results into a pure quaternion
tensor in H382x144x176 - The setting is the same as above. The results are presented in Tab. 2.
Some reconstructed frames by TS-QHOSVD are illustrated in Fig. 6.2.

TS-QHOSVD L-QHOSVD R-QHOSVD T-HOSVD ST-HOSVD
Re.Err Time Re.Err Time ReErr Time ReErr Time Re.Err Time

[ ] 0.0459 3.86 0.0460 3.48 0.0460 3.88 0.0466 5.00 0.0469 3.10
[0.3 0.3 0.3] 0.0747 3.12 0.0748 2.65 0.0747 3.13 0.0757 490 0.0765 2.56
[0.2 0.2 0.2] 0.0983 2.80 0.0984 237 0.0984 289 0.0995 4.85 0.1006 2.36
[0.1 0.1 0.1] 0.1440 2.55 0.1443 1.85 0.1445 251 0.1461 4.82 0.1476 2.21
[0.050.050.05] 0.1958 245 0.1954 1.66 0.1959 2.39 0.1991 4.80 0.2013 2.14

Truncated ratio

0.50.50.5

Table 2: Comparisons of truncated TS-, L-, R-QHOSVD, T-HOSVD, and ST-HOSVD on

color video “carphone” compression.

From the tables, we observe that concerning the reconstruction error, the three truncated
QHOSVDs seem to be comparable, where TS-QHOSVD is slightly better. They are all
better than T-HOSVD and ST-HOSVD. This is not surprising, as with the same truncated
ratios, the quaternion models consist of more parameters. Concerning the elapsed time, T'S-
QHOSVD, L-QHOSVD, and R-QHOSVD are comparable; however, if in a suitable parallel
computer, we expect that TS-QHOSVD can be speeded up.

At the same time, we compare the absolute error |7 — 7'|] r and the tail energy, i.e., the
sum of squares of discarded singular values of reconstructed results in the same color videos
“akiyo” and “carphone”, which are illustrated in Tab. 3 and Tab. 4, respectively. We see

28



R

Figure 6.1: Reconstructed results by TS-QHOSVD with different truncated ratios in color
video “akiyo”. The first row: the original frames. The second-to-last rows: frames recon-

structed by truncated TS-QHOSVD.
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Figure 6.2: Reconstructed results by TS-QHOSVD with different truncated ratios in color
video “carphone”. The first row: the original frames. The second-to-last rows: frame recon-

structed by truncated TS-QHOSVD




that the tail energy is not far away from the error, showing the meaningfulness of it as an
upper bound. In particular, For L- and R-QHOSVD, the tail energy is exactly the error,
confirming the results of Theorems 5.2 and 5.3.

TS-QHOSVD L-QHOSVD R-QHOSVD
Err Tail Err Tail Err Tail

[0.5 0.5 0.5] 60.8320  61.8069  61.2242  61.2242  60.9824  60.9824
[0.3 0.3 0.3] 144.1173 147.2666 145.3070 145.3070 144.1373 144.1373
[ }

[

Truncated ratio

0.20.20.2 214.9181 220.9655 216.8263 216.8263 215.1406 215.1406
0.10.10.1] 326.4334 338.9030 329.4762 329.4762 325.9099 325.9099
[0.05 0.05 0.05] 435.9235 455.4647 438.4096 438.4096 436.2796 436.2796

Table 3: Error and tail energy of reconstructed results by TS-, L- , and R-QHOSVD with
different truncated ratios in color video “akiyo” .

TS-QHOSVD L-QHOSVD R-QHOSVD
Err Tail Err Tail Err Tail

[0.5 0.5 0.5] 107.0193 111.0685 107.2097 107.2097 107.2300 107.2300
[0.3 0.3 0.3] 174.2949 185.3623 174.5917 174.5917 174.3866 174.3866
[ }
[

Truncated ratio

0.20.20.2 229.2004 245.9943 229.6513 229.6513 229.5991 229.5991
0.1 0.1 0.1] 335.8326  363.3138 336.5949 336.5949 337.0896 337.0896
[0.05 0.05 0.05] 456.8577 495.0210 455.9724 455.9724 456.9492  456.9492

Table 4: Error and tail energy of reconstructed results by TS-, L- , and R-QHOSVD with
different truncated ratios in color video “carphone”.

7 Conclusions

HOSVD [5, 26] is one of the most popular tensor decompositions. Very recently, it was
generalized to the quaternion domain [19], which is referred to as L-QHOSVD in this work.
L-QHOSVD decomposes the quaternion data tensor as a core tensor left multiplied by fac-
tor matrices along each mode, which, due to the non-commutativity of multiplications of
quaternions, is not consistent with quaternion matrix SVD when the order of the tensor is
2. Instead, we proposed a two-sided quaternion HOSVD (TS-QHOSVD) in this work, which
is a more natural generalization of the matrix SVD. This is achieved by left and right mul-
tiplying the core tensor by factor matrices. TS-QHOSVD admits certain parallel features
as the original HOSVD [5]. The ordering and orthogonality properties of the core tensor
generated by TS-QHOSVD are investigated. Correspondingly, QHOSVD based on right
multiplications (R-QHOSVD) was also introduced. We then studied the truncated TS-, L-,
and R-QHOSVD and established their error bounds measured by the tail energy. Due to
the non-commutativity, the analysis is nontrivial, which is more complicated than their real
or complex counterparts. We also pointed out that the reconstructed tensor may not be a
v/N-suboptimal solution, and may not be of low rank in all modes. Finally, we provided
preliminary numerical examples to show the properties of TS-QHOSVD and the efficacy of
truncated QHOSVDs.

What makes QHOSVDs different from their real counterparts, what makes TS-, L-, and
R-QHOSVD different from each other, and what makes the analysis more difficult? In
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our understanding, there are three basic reasons: 1) the non-commutativity of quaternion
multiplications; 2) the transpose of a unitary quaternion matrix is no longer unitary; 3) a
quaternion matrix and its transpose do not share the same SVD and the same rank, and in
fact, the last two points are rooted in the first one. How to design a QHOSVD model that
maintains more properties from the real counterparts, and how to properly define multilinear
rank for quaternion tensors? These still need further research.
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A Proof of Lemma 3.5

We only present the proof of Lemma 3.5, while that for Lemma 3.4 is analogous.
Let 7 e Hv*IN and V,,, e H/m>*Jm(m =1,2,..., k). Denote

G=Vy® - QVi®L 1® QL1 ®;1® - ®I.

Our goal is to show that every entry [T xﬁf Vy--- ka Vk]i1~~~ik—1jk-~~jN is the same as the entry

T
<(T§.])TG> (r,ix). From Definition 3.4, we have

I In
R R — L o
[T xN V- %y Vk]il---ik—1jk---jN - Z T Z tivig.inVinjn =" Vigjn-
i1=1 in=1

On the other hand, we have

;
(X)) (rik) =(Tf) (1 )G ) = Y Tf (0, i) Gl v), (A1)

p=1
where

P=1Iy-Ip1lg1---I1;

N -1
p=1+3 (ii—1)P,  with B =[] I
2z Ly

k—1 N
r=1+>Y (G -DR+ Y (i—1R  with
=1 I=k+1

[T, I, <k
Ry =< T4 1, I=k+1
(T I Ty o) 1>k +1.

From the definition of Kronecker product we have
G(p,r) = VN (in,jn) -+ Vi(ik, Ji)1(ik—1, k1) - - - 1(i1,i1) = VN (in, jin) - - - Vi(in, Jr)-
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Note that Tﬁ] (p,ik) = tiyiy..ix and V(ig, jr) = vj,j,. Thus, we can rewrite (Al) as
RA\T ). < S
((T[j]) G) (ryie) = D+ D) bivininVinidn - Vigge

i1=1 ZN=1

And when j =k, Y xf V,Ij =T xﬁ Vy--- XE—1 Vi_1. Therefore we have

T
Yfl%c]vllc{: ((Tf}])T(VN®"'®Vj+1 ®ij1®"'®11)> ,

namely,

T
Yi = (TR (VN ® @V ®L 1@ - ®h)) Vi
From the above, consider the special case of V, = I,(¢ # i). Then its right mode-j unfolding is

Yi = ((Tf?])THy’

where

H=Iy®  -®L+1®V,;, L, _1® L, +1®V;, L, 1®: -
RLy1®Vy®L, 1®--- L1 QL1 ®---®14.

B Tensors in Example 1

The original tensor T is

T(Z, 0 ]_, ]_) = 1.8339+0.1978:+2.52605+0.1825k 0.3188+40.6966:—1.2571j+1.6039k 0.3426+0.2157+40.79145—0.7342k
| —2.2577+1.5877i+1.65555—1.5651k —1.3077+0.8351i—0.86555+0.0983k 3.5784—1.16587—1.33205—0.0308k

[ —0.3034+1.7119i—0.0679;/+0.3271k 0.8884—0.8396i—0.3031—0.6509k  —0.8095+0.9610i+0.8261j—1.3218k
T(::,1,2) = | 0.2939-0.1941i—0.1952j+1.0826k —1.1471+1.3546i+0.02305+0.2571k —2.9443+0.1240i+1.5270;+0.9248k | ;
| —0.7873—2.1384i—0.2176;+1.0061k —1.0689—1.0722+0.0513;/—0.9444k 1.4384+1.4367i+0.4669;+4.9849¢—05k

[ —0.0068+0.0335i—0.19225+0.5812k 0.3714+0.3502i—0.24905+0.0799k 1.08910.2620i+1.2347j+0.6770k]

[ 0.5377+0.2916i—1.1201—0.0290k  0.8622—0.8045i+0.30755—0.0845k —0.4336—0.24371’—01765j+0.414k:|

T(:,:1,3) = | 1.5326-1.3337:—0.2741—2.1924k —0.2256—0.2991i—1.0642;—0.9485k 0.0326—1.7502i—0.2296;+0.8577k
| —0.7697+1.1275i+1.5301j—2.3193k 1.1174+0.0229i+1.6035j+0.4115k  0.5525—0.2857i—1.5062j—0.6912k

[ 2.7694—1.1480i—2.3299;+0.2323k  0.7254+2.5855i+0.39145—0.2365k —0.2050—0.0825i+0.1837;j+2.2294k
T(::,2,1) = | —1.3499+0.1049i—1.4491;+0.4264k —0.0631—0.6669i+0.45175+2.0237k —0.1241—1.9330i—0.04762;+0.3376k | ;
| 3.0349-+0.7223i+0.3335j—0.3728k  0.7147+0.1837i—0.13035—2.2584k  1.4897—0.4390i+0.8620;+1.0001k

[ 0.3252—1.9609i—0.20975—0.0549%k —1.711542.9080i—1.02985+0.3502k 0.3192—1.0582i+0.13525+0.2398k
7-(:, 5 27 2) = | —0.7549—-0.1977i+0.62525+0.9111k —0.1022+0.825214+0.9492;5+1.2503k 0.3129—0.4686%+0.51525—0.6904k
| 1.3703—1.20787+0.18325+0.5946k —0.2414+1.3790i+0.30715+0.9298k —0.8649—0.2725i+0.26145—0.6516k

[ 1.1006—0.83147—0.44463+0.4494k —1.4916—0.5336i—0.26125+0.5362k 2.3505+0.5201i—1.2507§—0.1472k
T(:, 0 2, 3) = | 1.5442-0.9792¢—0.15595+0.1006k —0.7423—2.0026¢+0.44345+0.8979k —0.6156—0.0200:—0.94805+1.0078k | ;
| 0.0859—1.1564:+0.27615+0.8261k —1.0616+0.9642i+0.39195—0.1319k 0.7481—0.0348:—0.7411j—2.1238k

[ 1.4090—1.7947i—1.3617;j—1.6642k —1.2075+0.1001i—0.33495—0.4227k 0.4889—0.6003i—1.1176;j—1.2128k
T(::3,1) = | 1.4172+0.8404i+0.4550—0.5900k 0.7172—0.5445i+0.5528;j—1.6702k 1.0347+0.4900i+1.2607+0.0662k | ;
| 0.6715—0.8880i—0.8487j—0.2781k 1.6302+0.3035i+1.03915+0.4716k 0.7269+0.7394i+0.66015+0.6524k

[ —0.030141.0984i—0.9415;+1.1921k 1.0933—2.0518i—0.5320;—1.9488k 0.0774—1.5771i—0.48385+0.0012k
T(::,3,2) = | —0.1649-0.2779i—0.1623j—1.6118k 1.1093—0.3538i+1.6821;j+1.0205k —1.2141+0.5080i—0.7120j—0.0708k | ;
| 0.6277+0.7015i—0.14615—0.0245k —0.8637—0.8236i—0.87575+0.8617 —1.1135+0.2820i—1.1742j—2.4863k

[ —0.1924—0.7982i—0.50785—0.5046k —1.4023—0.7145i—3.02925+0.6487k —0.1774—0.5890i—1.06675+0.6487k
7-(:7 5 37 3) = 0.8886+1.01877—0.32065—1.2706k —1.4224+41.35147—0.45705+0.8257k —0.1961—0.29387+0.9337540.1370k | .
| —0.7648—0.1332i+0.01255—0.3826k 0.4882—0.2248i+1.24245—1.0149k 1.4193-0.8479i+0.35035—0.2919k
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Applying TS-QHOSVD to T, the factor matrices are

U,

U,

V3

V4

| —0.1692+0.5742i+0.28455+0.3521k 0.2197—0.2700i+0.07895+0.0491k —0.1532+0.5174i+0.10015+0.0884k

| 0.42955—0.0048k

—0.5993 0.15235—0.5458k 0.5654
0.1969—0.19977—0.02295—0.0205k 0.5241—0.1718i—0.25195—0.4259k —0.1346+0.1462¢—0.0489—0.5740k

|
|

0.57145—0.2928k —0.07455—0.6417k 0.20623540.3577k
—0.4038+4-0.12777—0.06575+0.2431k 0.2835+40.5351—0.36175+0.0491k —0.0918+0.3075¢—0.10655+0.3781k

—0.0281-0.3679i—0.1627j—0.4271k 0.0330+0.0608:+0.21355+0.1798%k 0.5833+0.0925i—0.23255+0.4115k
—0.6752 0.5114—0.04717+0.28385—0.3166k —0.0513—0.22577+0.03055+0.2128k

0.5994;5—0.0105k

core tensor S is

[ 1.7081-3.5317i+2.35325+0.0446k
—2.6019+4-0.3027i—0.69535—0.4676k
| 0.2443-0.9830¢+1.12935+1.4397k

[ —2.5860—0.2759i—0.86165—0.3308k
—0.6324+40.17817—1.27025—0.6573k
| —0.8903—-0.2137i+1.11235—0.5548k

[ —0.6866—0.0981i—1.2687j—1.6193k
—1.1016—0.918174-0.9518—0.0598k
| 0.9637+0.0746i—0.03715+0.4866k

[ 1.7941+3.6683i+0.16025—1.3770k
—1.5855+2.9859¢4-0.6551—0.2816k
| 0.9913-0.7520:+0.12305—0.8184k

[ 0.3924+0.23867+0.39205+0.7215k
—3.1245+40.32787—0.62325—1.8169k
| 0.3591+1.1232¢—1.24385—1.2502k

[ —1.9728-0.7386i—1.60275—0.8238k
0.598340.95137—0.9909;5+0.6030k
0.22664-0.27957—0.0132;5+0.8986k

—0.0909—1.2885i4-0.59195—0.2144k
—1.7391—1.02387—1.31445—0.8129k
| —0.7938+1.3105i—0.84405+0.0815k

[ —2.2683—-2.0462i+0.19895+2.1435k
0.7398—-0.97307+1.43795=0.5570K
| 0.3966+0.7416:—0.38805—0.8873k

0.2107—0.26877—0.2686;540.2648k

—0.2351—-0.0446:40.54125—0.0057k —0.4799+40.2295i+0.06595—0.0559k
| —0.39875j—0.1605k —0.0505+0.4426i—0.01945—0.0820k —0.5720—0.2582:+0.32235—0.3347k

[ —0.2329;+0.8308k —0.1488—0.0865i+0.31405+0.1322k —0.0845+0.0620i—0.17075+0.2642k
—0.2667j—0.0031k 0.2033+0.11257—0.2918;5—0.6755k 0.1561+4-0.18427—0.216654-0.4777k
—0.0676—0.01587—0.73325+40.1194k

—1.1102—-3.18167—1.50915—0.6175k
—1.4555—0.22977—0.26255 —0.0222k
—1.7384—0.9887i4+0.9757j—1.6732k

0.8777+04209i+0.2807;5+0.0630k
—2.47004-0.72137—0.95735+1.8586k
0.9992—-2.2155i+0.78755+0.3975k

—0.3959—1.94937—0.22695 —1.5476k
—0.2174+41.87197—1.6428;—0.3110k
0.9154+41.51617—0.99825—0.2489k

0.6149—-1.6978:i+-0.7166—0.2762k
—0.2745+40.111174+-0.91955 —1.3344k
—1.6733—1.0918:i40.43415+0.1745k

—0.8570—0.98687—0.59285+0.4893k
0.477240.50013+1.22405—0.2122k
—1.6865—0.6055:—0.57175+40.5051k

0.5102+41.0492i+0.26515+0.1651k
—0.163740.4230%4+0.81255—0.9651k
—0.8485+42.05767—0.09495+1.1471k

0.961340.36027+2.76055 —0.8544k
—0.922740.7464i4-0.53855—0.0288k
—0.5404+4-0.09547—1.16405+0.7876k

—0.1576—1.3004¢—1.23205 —2.3784k
—0.2262+40.4788¢—0.1488;+0.3944k
—1.0336+-0.5844i+0.60765 —0.8540k

|
].

1.4489—1.2615:4-0.72345+2.1912k
1.1954+4-0.45027—0.59305+1.9834k | ;
0.2000+1.4965i4-0.1288;5+0.914k

—1.0578+08603i—0.52965+0.3823k |
0.1192—1.5597i+0.63925+0.1053k
—0.8117—1.16767i+0.31255+0.6657k |

—1.2495+40.1875i—1.715854+0.1577k |
0.7502—0.3142i+1.85095+0.8731k
0.2718-0.0757i+1.29105—0.7688k |

—0.9569—1.1475i—0.7704j—0.2525k |
0.8033—0.0622¢—0.50055—0.5929k
1.6396—1.8814i+0.28025+1.1155k |

—0.3009—1.2083i+1.14965—0.3629F |
0.0582+0.49817+0.71005+0.8256k
—0.5729—0.4912{—0.52385+0.5424k |

—1.0522—0.4281i—0.65175—0.1413Fk |
—1.3644—0.10767+0.69875—0.4524k

0.6144+0.8572i+0.05915+0.5176k |

—0.8568+4-0.42857—0.53965+0.4078k
1.1027+1.7074:—0.23255—0.2929k
—1.2313—-0.4745i4-0.122305+0.6916k

0.5365+0.3068i+0.0604j—0.6186k |
—1.4164—1.5279i+0.51215+0.0930k

0.4865+0.0907i—0.47445—0.1661k |

[ 0.4157—0.3102i+0.9778;+0.6745k 0.8750+0.4594i—0.5408;+0.1177k  0.5977+0.6328i—0.0953; —1.3262k
1.3408—-0.6202¢—0.5694540.2075k 0.2980+1.3948:+41.86975+0.4938k 0.76144-0.7278i4+0.91635—0.1965k
| 0.0114+0.1545:+0.11615+0.9844k —0.0074+0.6996i+0.38345+1.0026k —0.1529+0.6077i+0.23445+0.1759k
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