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Abstract
The concept of balancedly splittable orthogonal designs is introduced
along with a recursive construction. As an application, equiangular tight
frames over the real, complex, and quaternions meeting the Delsarte-
Goethals-Seidel upper bound are obtained.

1 Introduction

A Hadamard matriz is a square matrix H,, of order n, with entries in the
set {1, —1}, such that H, H! = nl,. These structures, along with their more
general counterpart weighing matrices, have proved to be useful in a variety
of settings, from theoretical applications in finite geometry and combinatorial
designs, to applied applications in statistics and optics (see [6] and the references
cited therein). Despite the growing interest in these objects, insight into their
existence and properties has proven difficult. One must draw on several branches
of mathematics to answer even the simplest of questions.

Nevertheless, researchers have continued to find new and interesting appli-
cations for these elusive objects. A recent development in [5] has been to split
the matrix into two parts. A Hadamard matrix is said to be balancedly splittable
if it is permutation equivalent to a matrix that has an ¢ x n submatrix H; such
that HiH, = (I, + aA + bA, where A is the adjacency matrix of some sim-
ple (no loops) undirected graph and A its compliment. The aim in this paper
is twofold; first, it generalizes and extends the existing results on balancedly
splittable Hadamard matrices to larger classes. Second, it introduces variables
in the structures to help open the concept for further research. A connection
with a recent result of Shayne Waldron [7] is discussed and examples are given.
Due to the variety of applications of equiangular tight frames in areas such as
error-correcting codes, signal reconstruction, and other practical applications,
see [I] for details, the attempt here is to add more useful tools to study them.

Preliminary materials are covered in Section 2. The study of splittable or-
thogonal designs is divided to the faithful and wunfaithful parts in Section 3.
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Section 4 is devoted to the construction of unfaithful case, and Section 5 to
the faithful case. The connection to unbiased orthogonal designs is discussed in
Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Quaternionic and Butson Hadamard matrices

The constructions in Section 4 and 5 apply to real, quaternary, Butson, and
Quaternionic Hadamard matrices. As a reminder, the Butson and Quaternionic
Hadamard matrices are defined next.

A Butson Hadamard matriz H, is a square matrix of order n, with en-
tries from the set of complex m™ roots of unity, such that H, H; = nl,, where
(.)* is the usual conjugate transpose. Such a matrix will be shown by BH(n,m).

Let H be the non-commutative associative R-algebra of quaternions:

where i? = j2 = k? = ijk = —1.
A quaternionic Hadamard matrixz of order n is a square matrix H,, of order
n, with entries in the set {£1, 44, +j, £k}, such that H,H} = nl,.

2.2 Orthogonal designs

There are many generalizations of Hadamard and weighing matrices. For the
purposes at hand, we will focus on one such generalization, that is, orthogonal
designs.

Definition 1. Let x1,x2,...,x, be real indeterminates. Then an orthogonal
design of order n and in variables 1, xa, ..., 2y, denoted OD(n;s1, Sa, ..., Su),
is a square matrix X, of order n, with entries from the set {0, +x1,..., £z, },

such that X, X! = o1, where o0 = Y_,_, sp}.

By replacing each indeterminate with unity, one obtains a weighing matrix
of weight Y, s¢; and if Y, s, = n, then one has a Hadamard matrix.

By changing the base field, the orthogonal designs may be extended to com-
plex orthogonal designs or quaternionic orthogonal designs as follows.

Definition 2. Let x1,29,...,2z, be complex indeterminates. Then a complex
orthogonal design of order n and in variables 1, xa, . . ., x,, denoted COD(n; s1, S2, . . . , S4.),
is a square matrix X,, of order n, with entries from the set {0, te,xy, Feor) |

1 <¢<wu,e; €{1,i}} such that XX* = o1, where 0 = >, s¢|z|*.

Definition 3. Let x1,x2,...,x, be complex indeterminates. A (restricted)
quaternionic orthogonal design is a square matrix X,, of order n, with entries
from the set {0, £egxy, £epx) | 1 < € < wu,ep € {1,4,7,k}} such that X, X =
ol,, and o = ,_, s¢|ze|>. One then writes X,, is a QOD(n; s1, S2, .. ., Sy).

Remark. Note that if the coefficients of the variables of a QOD are in {41, +i},
then it is a COD; and that if the coefficients of the variables in a COD are in
{#£1}, and if the variables are restricted to be real, then it is an OD.



A (real, complex, or quaternionic) orthogonal design of order n is said to be
Jull if Y7, se=n.

Historically, there have been two main approaches to the subject, namely,
the algebraic and the combinatorial methods. The former has successfully been
completed for many cases by obtaining necessary conditions for the existence

(see [0]).

2.3 Equiangular tight frames

A frame for H? is a sequence of vectors {v;}j—; such that there are some
constants A, B > 0 (frame constants) such that

Alll[ <D 1w, 0)* < Bllol?
(=1

for any v € HY. A frame is said to be tight if A = B holds. By [T, Proposition

2.2,V = [vl vy - vn} is a tight frame with the frame constant A if and
only if P = LV*V satisfies that P? = P.
A tight frame {v;}7_, is said to be equiangular if V.= [v1 vy -+ vy

satisfies that the off-diagonal entries of V*V have all the same absolute value.

3 Balancedly splittable orthogonal designs

As a generalization of the case of Hadamard matrices, we define balancedly
splittable orthogonal designs as follows.

Definition 4. Let X, be a full QOD(n; s1,...,s,). The orthogonal design X,
is said to be balancedly splittable if X, contains an m X n submatrix X; where
one of the following three conditions holds: for some «, 5 € H,

(i) the off diagonal entries of X{X; are in the set
{Fecalt - alp (@) (@))% | 6,0 € Zso,e € {1,0,5,k}, c € {a, 0", B, 8°}},

(ii) the off diagonal entries of XjX; are in the set

u u
{me? |ti€Z>0,Ztim} (1)
i=1 i=1
or
{Fecal - ale (@) - (x5)0% | 6,0, € Lo, € {1,i,],k},c € {a,a*, B, B*}}
and there is some off-diagonal entry belonging to the set (),

(iii) the off diagonal entries of XX are in the set

where o = Y, selze]*.



In the first case, we say that the split is unstable; and in the second case, the
split is unfaithful unstable; while in the last, the split is stable.

We will use faithful for both the first and third cases.
Remark. Note that the diagonal entries of X7 X; are in the set ().

We shall see that a design may have both possibilities in (ii) simultaneously.
Moreover, the special case in which |«| = || will be of particular interest to us,
at which point X is an equiangular tight frame.

Proposition 5. Let X = {?1] be a faithful balancedly splittable quartenionic
2

orthogonal design QOD(n;s1,...,s,) with >,_, s, = n and |a| = |8]. Then
the column vectors of the m x n submatrix X; form an equiangular tight frame
with frame constant n that is parametrized by the complex variables x1, ..., x,,
provided that |z1] = -+ = |2, | = 1.

4 Construction: unfaithful case

In this section, a construction method for real or complex orthogonal designs
with the property of being unfaithful is shown.

First a construction for orthogonal designs OD(¢™(q + 1); ¢™, ¢™T1). Let ¢
be the order of a skew symmetric core () of a skew symmetric conference matrix
S, that is, @ is defined as

.
DSD{O 1]

-1 Q
where D is some diagonal matrix with diagonal entries in {1, —1} and 1 denotes

the all-ones vector. Define the following matrices recursively for each nonnega-
tive integer m.

jélq) _ aJy » %f m = 0, AS,‘? _ bJy " " %f m = 0,
Jg® A, ifm>1, I, T, 1 +Q@ A" | ifm>1,
(2)

where a and b are variables and J, is the n x n all-ones matrix. We write
Tm = j,%q) and A, = A%). The following is similarly shown as [2], Section 3].

Lemma 6. The following hold.
(i) TImAL, = AnJL.
(i) TmTh + qAmAL, = (¢™a® 4+ ¢ 10 Igm.
(iii) JfT = qa®Jy, AL AL = a®1, + b (qly, — J,), AT = JEAL = abd,.
We are ready for the case of real orthogonal designs.

Theorem 7. Let X\ = I,;1 © 750 + 5@ AY.

(i) The matrix X7 is an orthogonal design OD(¢™(q + 1); ¢™, ¢™+1).



(ii) The matrix X 1('1) is an unfaithful balancedly splittable orthogonal design
OD(q(q + 1); ¢, ¢%).

Proof. Write X,,, = X\?. The matrix X,, has entries in {£a,£b} and

X Xpy = (Igs1 © Tm) g1 ® Tim)" + (Ig41 © Tn) (S ® Ay
+ (S @A) g1 @ Tm)' + (S @A) (S @ A’
=Ip11 @ InTm' + 8" @ T AL, + S @ ATl + SS" @ A, AL,
=Ip11 @ TnJh + (S + 8" @ T AL, + qlgi1 ® A AL,
=lg41® (jmjrtn + quAin)
= Igt1 ® (¢"a+ ¢ ) Igm
= (¢"a® + ¢ (g 1ygm-
Therefore X, is an orthogonal design.
Take X' = [Jl Ay - Al} as the submatrix of X; whose rows are in
the first ¢ rows of Xl(q). Then we calculate (X’)! X’ as follows:

(Tt A - THA
(X)X AL ALA o ALA
AL ATA - ATA
[qa?J, abJ, e abJ,
ably @l +0%(qly = Jg) - a’ly+ b7 (qly — )
LabJy @Iy +b%(qly — Jg) o @I+ 0%(qly — Jy)
Thus, X; is an unfaithful balancedly splittable orthogonal design. [l

m

Next, we construct a complex orthogonal design COD(¢™ (g +1); ¢™, ¢™*1).
Let g be the order of a symmetric core ( of a symmetric conference matrix
S. Define the following matrices recursively for each nonnegative integer m.

C’r(‘g) _ ajl - if m = 07 D’Sg) _ le - b - if m = 07
Jo®D,,_; ifm>1, I, ®C, 1 +1Q®D,, ., ifm>1,

(3)

where a and b are variables. We write C,,, = C,(,g) and D,, = D,(g). Then it is
similarly shown as the case J,,, A, that:

Lemma 8. The following hold.
(i) CD}, = DyC,.
(ii) CnCi, + gD D}, = (¢™a® + g™ 0?) I ym.
(iii) C;D1 = qa®J,, DiD1 = a*1, + b*(qly, — J,),DiCy = C; Dy = abJ,.

Theorem 9. Let Y,T(Lq) =ilg1 ® ng) +S® D,(g).



(i) The matrix Y\ is a complex orthogonal design COD(q™(q+1); g™, g™+1).
(ii) Yl(q) is an unfaithful balancedly splittable complex orthogonal design.
Proof. Write Y, = Y,\?. The matrix Y;, has entries in {<a, ib} and
Yo Yy =141 ®CpCr, +i5™ @ Cp Dy, — i8S @ DinCrr, + SS™ @ Dy, D},
= fg+1 02y (Cmcjn + quD:n)
— Iy ® (¢t ")y
= (¢™a® + ¢ ) (g 1ygm-

Therefore Y, is a complex orthogonal design.
Take Y/ = [iCl Dy .- Dl] as the submatrix of Y7 whose rows are in

the first ¢ rows of Yl(Q). Then we calculate (Y)Y as follows:

[CiC,  —iCiDy - —iCiDy
- iDiC, DDy .- DiDy
iDic;, DDy - DiDy
[qa?J, —iabJ, e —iabJ,
iabJ, a*I, +b*(qly —J,) -+ a*I, +b%(qly — J,)
LiabJ,  a*ly +b%(qly — Jq) oo @I+ 0% (qly — Jy)

Thus, Y; is an unfaithful balancedly splittable complex orthogonal design. O

5 Construction: faithful case

5.1 A recursive method

It is the field’s characteristic to use existing designs by replacing the variables
with suitable plug-in matrices. By far, the most successful plug-in matrices are
the circulant-type matrices. We will again find these helpful in our construction,
and so we need the following modification of Barker sequences and Golay pairs.

A Barker sequence is a sequence C' = (Ci)?z_ol C H"™ such that the aperiodic
autocorrelations satisfy N (k) = Z?:_Ok_l CiyrCFf =0, forall0 < k <n—1.
Note that we do not distinguish between this definition and the case when the
C; are matrices over H satisfying the same conditions. We need one further
idea.

Let A = (A;)!2) and B = (B;)!Z; be two sequences such that N(k) +
Np(k) = 0, for every 0 < k < n — 1; then A and B are said to be a com-
plementary Golay pair. If (A, B) denotes the concatination of the sequences
A and B, then it can be shown that (A4, B) and (A, —B) are also a Golay
pair, where —B = (fBi)?;Ol. IfC = (Ci)?;ol is some Barker sequence, then
(Co, Cl, ey Cn—l; Cn—h ceey Cl) and (Co, Cl, ey Cn—l, _Cn—h ceey —Cl) is a
Golay pair. We are now ready to proceed with the construction.

Let X, be a QOD(n; s1, 82, ...,5y), such that .7 | s; =n, and let H, be a
quaternionic Hadamard matrix of order n. Furthermore, take Hy,, = [{ 1 |®@ H,



and Xon, = [ 1] ® Xp; and index the rows of Hy,, Hap, Xp, and Xon by hy,

hj, r;, and 7;, respectively, for 0 <i <n,0 < j < 2n.
The so-called auziliary matrices ¢; = hih; of H, were introduced in [3] for
the case of a real Hadamard matrix H,, and satisfy the following.

Lemma 10. Let H, be a quaternion Hadamard matrix of order n, and let
¢; = hih;, where h; is the i*® row of H,,. Then:

(i) Z?;ol ¢;i =nl,, and
(ii) eic; =0 whenever i # j.

Following [4], we may extend this result to include orthogonal designs by
defining C; = h}r;. Recall that o = > ,_, sewz}.

Lemma 11. (i) Y. C;CF = onl,,
(ii) C;Cf = o¢; for any i, and
(iii) CiC} = 0 whenever i # j.

Moreover, the sequence (Ci)?z_ol is a Barker sequence, so the sequences
(Co, Cl, ey Cn—l, Cn—h ey Cl) and (Co, Cl, ey Cn—h —Cn_l, ey —Cl) form
a Golay pair.

Define

A= CiI‘C(Co, Cl, .. .,Cnfl, Cnfl, ey Cl), and
B= CiI‘C(Co, Cl, .. -7Cn—1; _Cn—h ey —Cl).

Take £* = [E‘i< B 'E;nfl]* and F = [Fl B 'Fanl], where Ez = hgfz and Fz =
iz;fro. Finally, take G = ﬁgfo, and define

G F —F
Xpm2=|E A B|. (4)
-E B A

As a first result, we have the following.
Theorem 12. Let X,,,2 be asin @). Then Xy,,> is a QOD(4n?;4nsy,4nsa, ..., 4ns,).

Proof. The proof follows by a tedious checking of the block entries of Xy,,2 X}

4n2:
First, we show that the off-diagonal blocks of the product resolve to zero.

We have that
GE; = (hiro)(hif:)* = hiy(ioif)ho = 0,

so that GE* = 0. Similarly, EG* = 0. Then F;C7 = (ﬁfro)(h;rj)* =
ﬁf(ror;)hj = 8, 00hth; = 6;00hho; whence,

FA* = FB* = oF ® hhg (5)

so that FA* — FB* = AF* — BF* = 0.



Now, we show that the product between the second and third block rows
resolves to zero. Observe that

E;E; = (hiti)(hoty)* = ho (i )ho = 206 jhiho.
Hence, EE* = 2015,_1 ® hgho. Next, we have that

AB* = ocirc(hgho, cn—1, —C1,Cn—2, . - -, Cn—1), (6)
BA* = ocirc(hiho, —Cn—1,¢1, —Cn—2, - ., —Cn—1); (7)

so that AB* + BA* = 20l5,_1 ® hijhg. Thus, —EE* + AB* + BA* = 0.
It remains to consider the block diagonal entries of the product. We have
GG* = 20h{ho and

2n—1 2n—1
FF*=Y FF'=o <Z hih; — izgizo> = o(2nla, — hiho);

=1 1=0

whence, GG* + 2F F* = 4nol,,. Next, since A and B are complementary, it
follows that

n—1
AA* 4+ BB = Ipn 1 @2(CoCh+2 Y CiCf) = 20Ipn 1 ® (201, — hiho).

i=1

Therefore, EE* + AA* + BB* = 4nols,2_,,.
This completes the proof that Xy,,> is a QOD(4n?;4nsy,4nsa, ..., 4ns,). O

We now illustrate the construction with several examples. In the following
examples, — stands for —1, the overline of variable denotes the negation and
upper asterisk denotes the conjugate of the variable.

To explain the above construction, we show all the steps one by one in
following example.

Ezample 1. We begin with the OD(2;1,1) given by X, = [¢ 2], where a and b
are commuting real indeterminants. If Hy = [1 1], then form Hy; = Hy ® Ho
and X4 = Hy ® X5. Forming the auxiliary matrices of X5, we then construct A
and B as in the Theorem.

ab@d@d abé}d[)a
ablbalba ablbalba
balablba balablba
A= balablba b= balablba
Iz@lz@ab Iz@baab
balbalab balbalab

In a similar way, we construct the remaining block matrices.

baba
abab baba a@aba@
abab abab ablablab
G= abab E= abab = aédéd@
abab b&@a ablablab
baba



Putting these together as in (), we obtain a balancedly splittable OD(16; 8, 8).

[abablabababla
abablabababla
abablabababla
abablababablababab
babalabbab
babalabbabalabbaba
abablbaabbalbaabba
abablbaabbalbaabba
babalbabaablbabaab
babalbabaablbabaab
babalabbabalabbaba
babalabbabalabbaba
abablbaabbalbaabba
abablbaabbalbaabba

babababaablbabaab

_babdgab@abgagaaq

Ql
Q
o>
>
S
o>
Q

Ezample 2. Consider the COD(2;1,1) given by

a b

bt a*

Using the construction, we have the following COD(16;8, 8)

abablabababdblababadb
abablabababdblababadbd
abablabababdblababadbd
abablababablababadb
b*a*b*a*la b b*a*b*a*|a b b*a*b*a*
b*a*b*a*la b b*a*b*a*la b b*a*b*a*
abablp*a*a bbb a*b*a* a bbb a*
aba blp*a* a bbb a*lb*a* a b b*a*
b* a* b* a*|b*a* b*a* a b|b*a*b*a* a b
b a*b*a*b*a*b*a* a bp*atb*a* a b
b*a*bv*a*la b b*a*b*a*|a b b*a*b*a*
b*a*b*a*la b b*a*b*a*la b b*a* b*a*
abablp*a*a bbd a*b*a a b b a*
aba blb*a* a bbb atb*a a b b*a*
b*a* b*a*b* a*b*a* a b a*b*a* a b
_b*&*B*a*b*d*B*a*a bib*a*b*a* a b |

Ezample 3. The following is a QOD(2;1,1)

a bi
bj ak|’



where a and b are real variables. We then arrive at the following QOD(16;8, 8)

i bi bi
bi @b
bi a bi

bi a bi a

bi

a a bi a
bi a
a

Iziabid
bi a bi a bi
bi a bi a bi

Ql
=
. S,
S

=
~
ISIEES IS

i
bi

N

QI

Q Q2
L QI

o 2 T o 22

bj ak bj ak
bj ak bj ak

IS
™
&
IS
=~
Ql

ak bjak|a

bt bj ak bj ak
bi bj ak bj ak
ak @ bi bj ak
i|bj ak a bi bj ak
bjakbjak a bi
bjakbjak a bi

a bi bj ak bj ak
a bi bjakbj ak
bjak a bi bj ak
bj ak a bi bjak
bjakbjak a bi
bjakbjak a bi

bj ak bj ak
bj ak bj ak
a bi a bi
a bi a bi
bj ak bj ak
| bj ak bj ak

a bi bj akbj ak
a bi bjakbjak
bjak a bi bjak
bjak a bi bjak
bjakbjak a bi
bjakbjak a bi

a bi bjakbjak
a bi bjakbjak
bj ak a bi bjak
bjak a bi bjak
bjakbjak a bi
bjakbjak a bi |

Two quaternion matrices A and B are said to be amicable if AB* = BA*.
If A and B are amicable quaternionic orthogonal designs of order n and types
(s1,82,.-.,84) and (t1,ta,...,t,), respectively, then we say that (A4, B) is an
amicable quarternionic orthogonal design, and we write (A, B) is an
AQOD(n; (s1,82, -+, Su); (t1,t2,...,ty)). It is an interesting consequence of the
construction that amicability is preserved.

Corollary 13. If (X,,Y;,) is an AQOD(n; (s1, 82, ..., 84); (t1,t2,. ..

if Xy,2 and Yy,,2 are given by [@), then (Xy4,2, Yy,2) is an
AQOD(4n?; (4nsy,4nss, . .., 4ns,); (4nty, dnta, . . ., 4nt,)).

,1y)), and

5.2 Balancedly splitted matrices
We next show that the constructed designs are balancedly splittable.

Theorem 14. Let Xy,2 be as in (), then it is balancedly splittable. In par-
ticular:

(i) The submatrices [E A B] and [-E B A] induce an unstable split with o =
—p =n.
(ii) The submatrices [ F* a* B*]|" and [-F* B* 4*]" induce a stable split with
a=-F=1.
Proof. The proof proceeds as in Theorem [[2] Note that it suffices to prove the
result for H =[E A B] and V* = [F* a* B*]".
Towards proving (i), define

S = {*enzrey, tenzoxy, Tenajxy, |1 <00 <wuye € {1,4,5,k}}.

First note that

E*E E*A E*B
H*H = |A*E A*A A*B (8)
B*E B*A B*B

10



We have that

2n—1 2n—1

E*'E = Z (hiia)* (hiP) =n > Fifi = n(20Tan — 770). (9)
i=1

The off-diagonal entries of E*E are then from the set S, which is sufficient.
Now,

E;Cj = (hoti)* (hjrj) = ndjof;ry;
whence, the entries of E*A, A*E, E*B, and B*E are in S. Further,

* . * * * * *
A*A = ncire(201, — riro, 7y _1Tn—1,T1T1,Tp_oTn—2, ..y Tm_1Tn—1),  (10)

r'n

and B*B is similar. Thus, the off-diagonal entries of A*A and B*B are also in
S. The cases A*B and B* A are handled analogously. It now follows that H*H
has all off-diagonal entries in .S. This completes part (i).

Over the course of proving Theorem [I2] it follows that

FF' FA' FB'| [0l —Jon) oF ®hthy oF @ htho
VV* = |AFt AA' AB'| = | o(F @ hiho)t AAt ABt |,
BFt BA' BB! o(F @ hthg)t BA BB

where letting P = circ(010- - -0),

n—1

AA* = 0‘(2711(2",1)" —Iop_1 ® Jp + Z(PQz + szi) ®C_z)a
=1

p— nil . .

BB* = O'(QTLI(gn_l)n — Iy 1 ®J, — Z(P% + P—QZ) ®C_z)

i=1
In view of (@) and (), the off-diagonal entries of VV* are shown to be +o. Part

(ii), therefore, has been shown to be true. O

Remark. (i) If the complex variables x; run over the set {¢ € C | |¢| = 1},
then the matrix (1/(2n? — n))H*H is the Gram matrix of a quaternion
equiangular tight frame whose off diagonal entries belong to the set

Fexpry Eewpxy iexeacé/
n—1" 2n—1" 2n—

|1 <00 <u,e€{l,i j,k}}.
Thus, we obtain infinitely many quaternion ETFs parameterized by u
variables.

(ii) If the quaternion variables z; run over the set {h € H | |h| = 1}, then
matrix (1/(2n? —n))VV* is the Gram matrix of a quaternion equiangular
tight frame whose off diagonal entries belong to the set

€0 .
{iQn—l |€€{1,z,j,k}}.

Thus, we obtain infinitely many quaternion ETFs parameterized by u
variables, but all isomorphic.

11



Ezample 4. Continuing the above example for the splittable QOD(16;8,8), and
using the first vertical frame V* = [ F* 4* B*]", we have that (1/0)VV* is given
by

(3———111111111111
3 ——11—-———-11-—
——3-11-—-——-11-————
=3 ————11-——-11
1-1-3-1-1-111--1

1-1--3-1-111-11-

117-—-1-3-1--1111 -
117-—-—=-1-3-11-11-1
1--11-1-3-1--111
1--1-1-1-3-11-11
1-1-11-11-3--1-1
1-1-111--1-31-1-—
117-—-1-11-1-13--1
117—-—-1111-1--31-—

l-—1-11-11-1-13-
1-—11--1111-1--3]

Similarly, using the first horizontal frame H = [ E A B], we have that (1/n)H*H
is given by

¢ abi —a? abi —abj —b’k a® —abi —abj —b%*k —abj —b%k a? —abi —abj —b%k1
—abi d —abi —b? a’k —abj abi b> a’k —abj o’k —abj abi b> a’k —abj
—a? abi ¢ abi —abj —b*k —a® abi abj b’k —abj —b%*k —a® abi abj bk
—abi —b? —abi d a’k —abj —abi —b> —a’k abj o’k —abj —abi —b> —a’k abj
abj —a’k abj —a’k ¢ abi b2 abi b>  abi a? —abi —b> —abi b>  abi
b2k abj b’k abj —abi d —abi a® —abi a®> abi b> abi —a? —abi a?

a® —abi —a® abi b? abi c abi b? abi b? abi  a® —abi —b> —abi
abi b2 —abi —b> —abi a® —abi d —abi a®> —abi a? abi  b? abi —a?
abj —a’k —abj o’k b>  abi b> abi ¢ abi —b®> —abi b> abi a® —abi|’
b2k abj —b%k —abj —abi a? —abi a®> —abi d abi —a® —abi a? abi b>

abj —a’k abj —a’k a® —abi b2 abi —b> —abi ¢ abi —b%> —abi —b> —abi
b2k abj b’k abj abi b> —abi a® abi —a® —abi d abi —a? abi —a?

a? —abi —a? abi —b> —abi a® —abi b2 abi —b%> —abi ¢ abi —b> —abi
abi  b%>  —abi —b%> abi —a® abi b> —abi a® abi —a® —abi d abi —a?
abj —a’k —abj o’k b>  abi —b®> —abi a® —abi —b?> —abi —b%> —abi ¢  abi

L 8%k abj —b’k —abj —abi a®> abi —a® abi b abi —a® abi —a® —abi d

where ¢ = a? + 2b% and d = 242 + V2.

Remark. The cases where no variable is shown indicate an orthogonal design in
one variable. Any kind of Hadamard matrix can be thought of as an orthogonal
design in one variable.

Ezample 5. Let ¢ = ¢”5, and consider the Butson Hadamard matrix B(3,3)

1 1 1
H=|1 ¢ ¢
1 ¢ ¢
Using the logarithm matrix of H

o OO
N = O
_= N O



in the construction and obtain the logarithm matrix of a BG(36,6) given by

(000000
000000
000000
000000
000000
000000

000000000000000
222111000222111
111222000111222

111222000111222

012012
012012
012012
021021
021021
021021
000000
000000
000000
012012
012012
012012
021021
021021
021021

000012021021012
000201102102201
000120210210120
012000012021021
201000201102102
120000120210210
021012000012021
102201000201102
210120000120210
021021012000012
102102201000201
210210120000120
012021021012000
201102102201000
120210210120000

000120210210120
012000012021021
201000201102102
120000120210210

120210210120000

021021
000000
000000
000000
012012
012012
012012
021
021

021

=1

2
2
2

Ol O

000120210210120
012000012021021
201000201102102
120000120210210

120210210120000

000012021021012
000201102102201
000120210210120
012000012021021
201000201102102
120000120210210
021012000012021
102201000201102
210120000120210
021021012000012
102102201000201
210210120000120
012021021012000
201102102201000
120210210120000 |

where a corresponds to —(%, a € {0,1,2}.

5.3 A relation between quaternion ETFs and complex ETFs

For ¢ = z + wj € H where z,w € C, define

Define [-]c

where z,w € C%.

Co1(z + wj) = z,

cHY — C?? by

Coa(z + wj) =w.

[Z+Udk<;)
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In [7, Theorem 3.2] it is shown that a tight frame V = (vy,...,v,) for H?
corresponds to a tight frame for C2? if and only if it satisfies

Y [Cor((uj )l = D |Cox({vg,u)) . (11)

jk=1 jik=1

Ezample 6. Counsider the first horizontal frame H of the splittable QOD(16;8;8)
constructed above. Upon setting a = b = 1, we find that (1/2)H*H becomes

3i—ijk1ijkjklijk
i13i—kjilkjkjilkyj
—i3ijk—ijkjk—ijk
i—13kji—-kjkiji—kj
jkjik3ililili—q1Gi
kjkji3ililili—il
li—il1i3ililili—q
ili—31333i131dili-—
jkjk1l1ili3i—i1ilsi
Ejkjilili3i—ilil
jkjk1l1ili—143i—1i—1
kjkjilili—i3i—i-—
li—i—i1lili—143i—1
ili—di—ili1ldi—143;i-—
jkjikli—1143—47—13%i
kjkjili—ili—i—i3|

It follows that 320 = Z;,de |Cor ((vj,vk))|* # kazl |Coa((vj,vk))|*> = 64;
whence, the quaternion frame associated with the horizontal frame H is not
given by a complex frame.

Ezample 7. Beginning with the restricted QOD(6;1;5) given by

ab b bbb
b a bk bk bk bk
bbk a bk bk bk
bbk bk a bk bk |’
b bk bk bk a bk
b bk bk bk bk a

we use a complex Hadamard matrix of order six in order to construct a restricted
splittable QOD(144;24,120). Again, taking H to be the first horizontal frame,
we find that for (1/6)H*H it follows that 29056 = 2;4,:1:1 |Cor ((vj,vi))|* #
2;51;:1 |Coa((vj,vk))|*> = 8960. We then have a further quaternion frame not
obtained from a complex frame.

Problem 15. Is it possible to construct an infinite class of QOD Xy4,2 such

that the equation (1) does not hold?

6 Unbiased orthogonal designs
Two Hadamard matrices H,, and K, of order n are said to be unbiased if

(1/y/n)H,K! is an Hadamard matrix. In this case, we can see that n must be
a square. The following was shown in [5].

14



Theorem 16. Let H = [H} a:]" be a Hadamard matrix such that H!H, =
LI, + aA — aA. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) K :=(1/2a)(H!H, — HLH,) is an Hadamard matrix, and
(ii) £=(n=++/n)/2 and a = /n/2.

Let X4,2 be as in {@). Then Xy ,2 becomes an Hadamard matrix upon
replacing each indeterminate with unity. Moreover, the matrix is balancedly
splittable with b = —a = n and ¢ = 2n? —n. We have, therefore, that condition
(ii) is satisfied, and we can construct an unbiased pair of Hadamard matrices.
Since the vertical frames of X,,,2 induce a stable split, however, we can in fact
obtain more general result than this as follows.

In [4] unbiased orthogonal designs were introduced and are defined thus.

Definition 17. Let X,, and Y,, each be an OD(n; s, 82,...,8,). If X,)Y,! =
(o/+/a)W, for some weighing matrix W and some real number «, then X,, and
Y,, are said to be unbiased.

Extending this, unbiasedness is defined for quaternionic orthogonal designs.

Definition 18. Let X,, and Y}, each be a QOD(n; s1,s2,...,8,). If X,,)Y* =
(o/+/a)W, for some weighing matrix W and some real number «, then X,, and
Y,, are said to be unbiased.

It is at this point that the stability of the vertical frames of the design
becomes important, for the next result is a consequence of this property.

Theorem 19. Let X,,2 be as in [{@]), and let

_F G F
v=|B|, U=|E A
A E B

so that X,z = [U V]. Take Yy,2 = [U —V]. Then Yy,2 is a QOD(4n?; 4nsy,4nss, . .., 4ns,)

and is unbiased to Xy,>. In particular, Xy4,2Y} » = 20Ky,2, where Ky, is an

Hadamard matrix.
Proof. Clearly, Yy,2 is a QOD(4n?;4nsy,4ns,, ..., 4ns,). Then X,,2Y) ; =
(UUt — VV?). Take Kyp2 = (1/20)(UUt — VV?). We claim that Ky,2 is
Hadamard. Indeed, Kj,2 is a (1, —1)-matrix, and

1

K2 K2 = K2 = F(UUtUUt +VVIVVY)
o
= DUt + vvt) = 421y,
o

where we have used the fact that since the off-diagonal entries of VV?t are +o,
the off-diagonal entries of UU* must correspondingly be Fo. O

Remark. The resulting real Hadamard martrix K,2 is not the Hadamard matrix
obtained from X,,2 by replacing each indetermiante with unity, because Xjy,,2
is not necessarily a real orthogonal design.
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Ezample 8. Using the balancedly splittable OD(16; 8, 8), we obtain the Hadamard
matrix

(1111111111111111]
1111 —-11—-———11--
111111 ————11-——~
1111 -———11-——-11
1-1-111-1-111--1
1-1-11-1-111-11-
11-—1-111--1111-
11-——111-11-11-1
l-—11-1-111--111
l--1-1-111-11-11
1-1-11-11-11-1-1
1-1-111--1111-1-
11——1-11-1-111-1
11-—-1111-1-111-
1--1-11-11-1-111
1--11--1111-1-11

Example 9. Take the BH(36,6) in Example 4, whose form is X = [U* V'] by
taking the horizontal frames, and let Y = [U* — V*|'. Then (1/n)XY™* is a

16



Butson B(36,6) Hadamard matrix K = (U'U — V'V given by

7

(ii) The constructed orthogonal designs in the above are balancedly splittable
(Theorem [I4]).

(iii) Balancedly splittable QODs yield quaternionic equiangular tight frames
(Proposition Bl) and the constructed QOD of small orders 16,144 yields
quaternionic ETFs not obtainable from complex ETFs (Examples [GI[T])

[000000000000000000000000000000000000]
000000222111000222111222111000222111
000000111222000111222111222000111222

000000111222000111222111222000111222
012012000021012012021000021012012021

012012000102201201102000102201201102

012012000210120120210000210120120210

021021021000021012012021000021012012

021021102000102201201102000102201201

000000120210000210120120210000210120

012012012012021000021012012021000021

1021021210120120210000210120120210000 |

Concluding remarks

As a summary, we have obtained the following results in the paper.

(i) A recursive method to obtain a quaternionic full orthogonal design of order
4n? from a quaternion full orthogonal design of order n (Theorem [IZ).
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(iv) It is shown in [5] that there is no balancedly splittable Hadamard matrix
of order 4n?, n odd. Therefore, there is no full, balancedly splittable or-
thogonal design of order 4n2, n odd. The existence of balancedly splittable
real orthogonal designs of order 4n? is shown here for any n, which is the
order of a full orthogonal design. The existence of balancedly splittable
full orthogonal designs of order 16n?, n odd remains open for the real case.
The first open case in the real case is n = 144.
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