arXiv:2401.15381v1 [cs.IT] 27 Jan 2024

Golay Complementary Sequences of Arbitrary Length and Asymptotic Existence of Hadamard Matrices

Cheng Du, Student Member, IEEE, Yi Jiang, Member, IEEE,

Abstract

In this work, we construct 4-phase Golay complementary sequence (GCS) set of cardinality 2^{3+⌈log2 r⌉} with arbitrary sequence length n, where the 10^{13}-base expansion of n has r nonzero digits. Specifically, the GCS octets (eight sequences) cover all the lengths no greater than 10^{13}. Besides, based on the representation theory of signed symmetric group, we construct Hadamard matrices from some special GCS to improve their asymptotic existence: there exist Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm for any odd number m, where t = 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 m⌋ + 10.

Index Terms

Golay complementary sequence set, signed symmetric group, perfect sequences, Hadamard matrices

I. INTRODUCTION The Golay complementary sequence (GCS) set is a set of L sequences whose respective aperiodic autocorrelations add to be a scaled δ-function [1]. This time-domain property has been utilized in radar ranging [2] and channel estimation [3]. In the frequency domain, their power spectrums add to be flat everywhere, which is useful for reducing the peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) of OFDM system [4] [5] and the omnidirectional precoding in massive MIMO scenarios [6] [7].

An important research direction of GCS for engineering purposes is to improve the answers to the following two questions: given L the cadinality of GCS set, what lengths can be covered? for covering

The work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China Grant No. 61771005. (Corresponding author: Yi Jiang) C. Du and Y. Jiang are Key Laboratory for Information Science of Electromagnetic Waves (MoE), Department of Communication Science and Engineering, School of Information Science and Technology, Fudan University, Shanghai, China (E-mails: cdu15@fudan.edu.cn, yijiang@fudan.edu.cn).

arbitrary length, how large should the cadinality be? For example, flexible lengths would accommodate for flexible antenna array sizes in omnidirectional beamforming [6] and flexible numbers of subcarriers in OFDM [8], and small cardinality facilitates the adoption of the orthogonal space time block code in omnidirectional beamforming [6] and the PAPR reduction of OFDM signals [4].

GCS pairs may be the most important family of GCS. For 2-phase GCS pairs with entries {1, −1} [9], the known lengths (referred to as 2-phase Golay numbers) are of form 2^a10^b26^c where a, b, c ∈ Z^+ ∪ {0} [10], [11]; for 4-phase GCS pairs with entries {1, −1, i, −i}, where i is a primitive 4-th root, the known lengths (referred to as 4-phase Golay numbers) are of form 2^{a+u}3^b5^c11^d13^e where a, b, c, d, e, u ∈ Z^+∪{0}, b + c + d + e ≤ a + 2u + 1, u ≤ c + e [12]. These lengths are exponentially sparse.

The rareness of the GCS pairs is due to their multiplicative construction: the lengths are the products of some integers. In comparison, [12] proposed an additive construction of 4-phase GCS quad (i.e., L = 4): the lengths can be the summation of two 4-phase Golay numbers to cover 827 integers no greater than 1000 [12]. The additive construction was rediscovered in [13], [14]. Furthermore, it was generalized to a multiplicative and additive method in [15] to cover more lengths of GCS quads. But none of these recursive constructions can cover arbitrary length to the best knowledge of us.

Interestingly, some direct constructions can produce GCS (and its variants) of arbitrary length [8], [16]. Using the generalized Boolean function, [8] constructed a GCS set of cardinality 2^{k+1} to cover arbitrary length n = 2^{m−1} + ∑_{k−1} α=1 d_α2^{π(m−k+α)−1} + d_02^v where k < m, 0 ≤ v ≤ m − k, d_a ∈ {0, 1} and π is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , m} satisfying some constraints. [16] constructed the complete complementary codes (CCC) from the multivariable function, which can degenerate into a GCS with sequence length n = ∏_λ i=1 n^{mi}_i where n_i is prime and m_i ≥ 0, and the cardinality is ∏_λ i=1 n_i.

Another motivation for studying GCS comes from the construction of Hadamard matrices. The 2-phase GCS quads with sequence length n can be used to construct Hadamard matrices of order 4n [17], and if the length of these sequences can be arbitrary, then the celebrated Hadamard conjecture would be proved [18]. Besides, the 4-phase GCS pairs and some special GCS quads can be utilized to improve the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices [19]–[21], which states that there exist Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm for any odd number m and t increases logarithmically with respect to m [18]. The first asymptotic result of t = ⌊2 log_2(m − 3)⌋ + 1, m > 3 was established in 1976 [22], then t = 4⌊^1_6 log_2^{m−1}_2 ⌋ + 6 in 1995 [19], t = 4⌊^1_{10} log_2(m − 1)⌋ + 6 in 1997 [20], and t = 6⌊^1_{26} log_2^{m−1}_2 ⌋ + 11 in 2012 [21].^1

1Another result of t = 6⌊^1_{30} log_2^{m−1}_2 ⌋ + 13 in [21] is problematic since it relies on [23, Theorem 4], which is incorrect.

In this paper, we focus on the construction of 4-phase GCS sets and Hadamard matrices. Our contributions are two-fold. First, we propose a multiplicative and additive construction of GCS set, which can cover arbitrary lengths with much smaller cardinality than the direct constructions. Specifically, the 4-phase GCS octet (i.e., L = 8) covers all the lengths no greater than 10^{13}. Second, by using the matrix representation of signed symmetric group [19], we propose a new construction of Hadamard matrices from 4-phase GCS pairs and some special 4-phase GCS quads, which leads to an improved asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices: there exist Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm for any odd number m, where t = 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 m⌋ + 10.

Notations: for a sequence, (·)^∗ represents flipping and conjugating the sequence, (·) and (·) represent negating and conjugating the sequence, respectively; for a complex value, (·) represents the complex conjugate. ⊗ represents the Kronecker product, | represents concatenating two sequences, and ⊗ has higher precedence than |. For two sets of integers S and T , S + T ≜ {s + t | s ∈ S, t ∈ T }, S · T ≜ {st | s ∈ S, t ∈ T } and S^2 = S · S. The number of elements in a set S is denoted by |S|. ⌊·⌋ represents taking the floor of a number. Z_n ≜ {0, 1, · · · , n − 1}. C is the field of complex numbers. lcm(a, b, · · · ) stands for the least common multiple of integers a, b, c, . . . .

II. PRELIMINARIES In this section, we first introduce the background of the GCS set in Section II-A, which is prepared for the construction of GCS set of arbitrary length in Section III; we then explain the concept of perfect sequences over a signed symmetric group in Section II-B, which is helpful for improving the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices in Section IV.

A. Golay Complementary Sequence Set

For two complex-valued sequences a = [a_0, a_1, · · · , a_{n−1}] and b = [b_0, b_1, · · · , b_{n−1}], their aperiodic cross-correlation is defined as R_{ab}(τ) = ∑ i a_ib_{i−τ} , 1 − n ≤ τ ≤ n − 1, (1) where a_i = b_i = 0 if i < 0 or i ≥ n, and the overbar represents the complex conjugation. When a = b, R_{ab}(τ) is abbreviated as the aperiodic auotcorrelation R_a(τ).

Similarly, the periodic autocorrelation of a is defined as:

C_a(τ) = n−1∑ i=0 a_{(i)}a_{(i−τ )}, τ ∈ Z_n (2)

where the subscript (·) represents the index modulo n. C_a(τ) is related to R_a(τ) by the following equation:

C_a(τ) = R_a(τ) + R_a(τ − n). (3)

Denote by a^∗ the flipped and conjugate version of a, i.e., a^∗ = [a_{n−1}, · · · , a_1, a_0]. Then by the commutativity of multiplication of complex numbers, we have

R_a∗ (τ) = R_a(τ). (4)

For a complex sequence a of length n, define the polynomials a(z) ≜ n−1∑ i=0 a_iz^i, a^∗(z) ≜ n−1∑ i=0 a_{n−1−i}z^i, (5)

R_a(z) ≜ n−1∑ τ =1−n R_a(τ)z^τ . (6)

It is straightforward to verify that a(z)a^∗(z) = R_a(z)z^{n−1}. (7)

Definition 1. Define the weight of a sequence a of length n as w(a) ≜ ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_ia_i. A set of sequences {a_1, a_2, · · · , a_L} with unimodular or zero entries and of lengths n_1, n_2, · · · , n_L is called a Golay complementary sequence (GCS) set of cardinality L if L∑ l=1 R_{al} (τ) = ∑_L l=1 w(a_l), τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (8)

Let n ≜ max {n_1, n_2, · · · , n_L}, and append zeroes to the sequences a_1, a_2, · · · , a_L to obtain a^′_1, a^′_2, · · · , a^′_L of equal length n, respectively. Then (8) is equivalent to L∑ l=1 a^′_l(z)a^′_l^∗(z) = L∑ l=1 w(a_l)z^{n−1}. (9)

Particularly, the GCS sets of cardinalities L = 2, 4, 8 are referred to as GCS pair, GCS quad, and

GCS octet, respectively. A sequence with entries restricted to the M-th unit roots is referred to as an M-phase sequence. For example, a 2-phase sequence has entries {1, −1} and a 4-phase sequence has entries {1, −1, i, −i} where i = √ −1. A polyphase GCS pair must have equal sequence length, while for polyphase GCS sets of cardinality greater than 2, the sequence lengths may be different.

The following examples of GCS pairs are taken from [9], [12], where the superscripts represent the sequence lengths.:

a^{(2)}_1 = [1, 1], a^{(2)}_2 = [1, −1]; (10) a^{(10)}_1 = [1, −1, −1, 1, −1, 1, −1, −1, −1, 1], a^{(10)}_2 = [1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1, 1, 1, −1];

(11)

a^{(26)}_1 =[−1, 1, −1, −1, 1, 1, −1, 1, 1, 1, 1, −1, −1, −1, − 1, −1, −1, −1, 1, 1, −1, −1, −1, 1, −1, 1], a^{(26)}_2 =[−1, 1, −1, −1, 1, 1, −1, 1, 1, 1, 1, −1, 1, − 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, −1, −1, 1, 1, 1, −1, 1, −1];

(12)

a^{(3)}_1 = [1, 1, −1], a^{(3)}_2 = [1, i, 1]; (13)

a^{(5)}_1 = [i, i, 1, −1, 1], a^{(5)}_2 = [i, 1, 1, i, −1]; (14) a^{(11)}_1 = [1, i, −1, 1, −1, i, −i, −1, i, i, 1], a^{(11)}_2 = [1, 1, −i, −i, −i, 1, 1, i, −1, 1, −1]; (15)

a^{(13)}_1 = [1, 1, 1, i, −1, 1, 1, −i, 1, −1, 1, −i, i], a^{(13)}_2 = [1, i, −1, −1, −1, i, −1, 1, 1, −i, −1, 1, −i]; (16)

Note that {a^{(1)}_1 = 1, a^{(1)}_2 = 1} is also a GCS pair. It is referred to as the trivial GCS pair while the others are referred to as the nontrivial GCS pairs.

The following recursive construction of polyphase GCS pair was due to Craigen [12]. Proposition 1 [12]. Given a nontrivial 2-phase GCS pair {a, b} with sequence length s, two polyphase

GCS pairs {c, d} and {e, f} with sequence lengths t and u respectively, and the recursive compositions p = 1 4 [a + b + (b^∗ − a^∗)], q = 1 4 [a + b − (b^∗ − a^∗)], x = p ⊗ c + q ⊗ d, y = q^∗ ⊗ c − p^∗ ⊗ d, g = x ⊗ e + y ⊗ f, h = y^∗ ⊗ e − x^∗ ⊗ f,

(17)

the so-obtained {g, h} is a polyphase GCS pair of length stu.

The lengths of 2-phase (4-phase) GCS pairs are referred to as 2-phase (4-phase) Golay numbers. Proposition 1 essentially states that if s is a non-trivial 2-phase Golay number and t, u are two 4-phase Golay numbers, then stu is also a 4-phase Golay number, which leads to the following existence of 4-phase GCS pairs:

Corollary 1 [12]. There exist 4-phase GCS pairs if the sequence length n ∈ G_{4p} ≜ { 2^{a+u}3^b5^c11^d13^e|a, b, c, d, e, u ∈ Z^+ ∪ {0}, b + c + d + e ≤ a + 2u + 1, u ≤ c + e} . (18)

We refer to G_{4p} as the set of 4-phase Golay numbers in this paper. The following corollary is easy to validate based on Corollary 1.

Corollary 2. The product of k 4-phase Golay numbers is of form 2^{a+u}3^b5^c11^d13^e, where a, b, c, d, e, u ∈ Z^+ ∪ {0}, b + c + d + e ≤ a + 2u + k, u ≤ c + e. Remark 1. Corollary 2 states that the constraints upon the exponents of the products of 4-phase Golay numbers are more relaxed than those of a 4-phase Golay number. In other words, G_{4p} ⊊ G_{4p} · G_{4p} ⊊ G_{4p} · G_{4p} · G_{4p} ⊊ . . .. For example, although 9 is not a 4-phase Golay number, we have 9 = 3 × 3 as a product of two 4-phase Golay number. This observation would result in more flexible lengths in this work. Definition 2. A 4-phase GCS quad {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4}, with a_1, a_2 of length n_1 = n_2 = s_1 and a_3, a_4 of length n_3 = n_4 = s_2 (s_1 and s_2 may be different), is referred to as a complex base sequence (CBS) and is denoted by CBS(s_1, s_2).

Obviously, {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4} is a CBS if {a_1, a_2} and {a_3, a_4} are two 4-phase GCS pairs. There also exist CBS(s_2 + 1, s_2) if [12], [24]

2s_2 + 1 ∈ B ≜ {2b + 1 | 1 ≤ b ≤ 38} ∪ ({2} · S_1 + {1}) , (19) where S_1 ≜ {0} ∪ G_{4p}. (20)

E.g., the following {a^{(8)}_1 , a^{(8)}_2 , a^{(7)}_3 , a^{(7)}_4 } is a CBS(8, 7):

a^{(8)}_1 = [−1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, −1, 1], a^{(8)}_2 = [1, 1, 1, −1, −1, 1, −1, 1], a^{(7)}_3 = [−1, 1, 1, −1, 1, 1, 1], a^{(7)}_4 = [1, −1, 1, 1, 1, −1, −1],

(21)

and {a|1, a| − 1, b, b} is a CBS(g + 1, g) if {a, b} is a 4-phase GCS pair of length g.

B. Perfect Sequences over Signed Symmetric Group

The notion of signed symmetric group was introduced in [19] to improve the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices.

Definition 3. A signed symmetric group denoted by SP_v is a group of order 2^vv!, isomorphic to the multiplicative group of all v × v signed permutation matrices, which have exactly one nonzero entry ±1 in each row and each column.

For example, SP_2 = ⟨i, j|i^2 = −1, j^2 = 1, ij = −ji⟩ = {±1, ±i, ±j, ±ij} is a signed symmetric group of order 8, identified with the group of all 2 × 2 signed permutation matrices by the following isomorphism: 1 → 1 0 0 1 , i → 0 −1 1 0 , j → 1 0 0 −1 . (22)

Note that S_C ≜ ⟨i|i^2 = −1⟩ = {±1, ±i} is an abelian subgroup of SP_2, and the field of complex numbers C can be viewed as a group ring R[S_C ] ≜ {x_1 · 1 + x_2 · −1 + x_3 · i + x_4 · −i | x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4 ∈ R} with the complex conjugation identified with the transpose of the 2 × 2 matrix representation, i.e.,

i = −i → 0 −1 1 0 T = 0 1 −1 0 . (23)

Based on this observation, for sequences with entries in the signed symmetric group ring R[SP_v ], it is natural to define their correlations and polynomials as in (1), (2), (5) and (6), with the complex conjugation generalized to the matrix transpose, e.g., in SP_2, i = −i and j = j.

One may verify that for sequences over R[SP_v ] the properties (3) and (7) still hold. But (4) may fail, since R_a(τ) = ∑ i a_ia_{i−τ} and R_a∗ (τ) = ∑ i a_{i−τ} a_i but a_ia_{i−τ} ≠ a_{i−τ} a_i in general because the multiplication of two signed permutation matrices is not necessarily commutative.

Define the support of a sequence a of length n as supp(a) ≜ {i | a_i ≠ 0, i ∈ Z_n}. A series of sequences are referred to be disjoint if the supports of any two sequences are disjoint, and to be supplementary if they are disjoint and the union of their supports is Z_n, e.g., a = [1, 0, −1, 0], b = [0, i, 0, 0] and c = [0, 0, 0, j] are supplementary. A sequence a is referred to be quasi-symmetric if its support is symmetric, i.e., i ∈ supp(a) ⇔ n − 1 − i ∈ supp(a), e.g., a = [1, 0, 0, i, 0, 0, j] is quasi-symmetric.

For a, b ∈ R[SP_v ], we can use them to construct an element in R[SP_{2v} ] denoted by ±a 0 0 ±b or 0 ±a ±b 0 , (24)

which is identified with the matrix of order 2v obtained by replacing a, b with their matrix representations and replacing 0 with a v × v zero matrix, e.g.,

i 0 0 −j → 0 −1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 1

. (25)

And we can embed R[SP_v ] into R[SP_{2v} ] by the following identification: a 0 0 a = a 1 0 0 1 = a, with a ∈ SP_v, a 0 0 a ∈ SP_{2v}, (26)

which is important and would be used extensively in Section IV.

Finally, we give the definition of perfect sequence with entries in a signed symmetric group. Definition 4. A sequence a = [a_0, a_1, · · · , a_{n−1}] with entries in SP_v is called a perfect sequence over SP_v if its periodic autocorrelation is a scaled delta function, i.e.,

C_a(τ) = n, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (27)

This definition turns out to be important for the construction of block-circulant Hadamard matrices in Section IV.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF GCS OF ARBITRARY LENGTH In this section, we present a new construction of 4-phase GCS sets of cardinality 2^{3+⌈log2 r⌉} with arbitrary sequence length n, where r is the number of nonzero digits of the 10^{13}-base expansion of n.

The construction is based on the following theorem, which obtains new GCS sets via multiplying and adding up the lengths of some known GCS sets.

Theorem 1. Given a polyphase GCS set {a_1, a_2, · · · , a_{2L}} where the length of each sequence is s, and a polyphase GCS set {b_1, b_2, · · · , b_{2M} } where the length of b_{2m−1} is t while the length of b_{2m} is u for m = 1, 2, · · · , M. Suppose b^′_{2m−1} = b_{2m−1} | 0^{(u)}, b^′_{2m} = 0^{(t)} | b_{2m}, (28)

where | represents concatenating two sequences and 0^{(u)} (0^{(t)}) represents the zero sequence of length u (t). For 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ M, let

c_{l,m} = a_{2l−1} ⊗ b^′_{2m−1} + a_{2l} ⊗ b^′_{2m}, d_{l,m} = a^∗_{2l} ⊗ b^′_{2m−1} − a^∗_{2l−1} ⊗ b^′_{2m}.

(29)

then {c_{l,m}, d_{l,m} | 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ M} is a polyphase GCS set of cardinality 2LM, and the length of each sequence is s(t + u).

To prove Theorem 1 we need to recall the following lemma established in [15]. Lemma 1. [15, Lemma 4] Given a commutative ring R with an involution *, and a_1, · · · a_{2L}, b_1, · · · , b_{2M} ∈ R. For 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ M, suppose c_{l,m} ≜ a_{2l−1}b_{2m−1} + a_{2l}b_{2m}, d_{l,m} ≜ a^∗_{2l}b_{2m−1} − a^∗_{2l−1}b_{2m}, (30)

then_L ∑ l=1 M∑ m=1 c_{l,m}c^∗_{l,m} + d_{l,m}d^∗_{l,m} = 2L∑ l=1 a_la^∗_l 2M∑ m=1 b_mb^∗_m. (31)

Proof of Theorem 1. From (29), we have

c_{l,m}(z) = a_{2l−1}(z^{t+u})b^′_{2m−1}(z) + a_{2l}(z^{t+u})b^′_{2m}(z), d_{l,m}(z) = a^∗_{2l}(z^{t+u})b^′_{2m−1}(z) − a^∗_{2l−1}(z^{t+u})b^′_{2m}(z).

(32)

Note that the polynomials of complex sequences constitute a commutative ring, and the map from a(z) to a^∗(z) is an involution. Hence (30) in Lemma 1 is identified with (32) with a_l = a_l(z^{t+u}) for 1 ≤ l ≤ 2L, b_m = b^′_m(z) for 1 ≤ m ≤ 2M and c_{l,m} = c_{l,m}(z), d_{l,m} = d_{l,m}(z) for 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ 2M. Then we have the following complementarity of autocorrelations: L∑ l=1 M∑ m=1 c_{l,m}(z)c^∗_{l,m}(z) + d_{l,m}(z)d^∗_{l,m}(z) (1) = 2L∑ l=1 a_l(z^{t+u})a^∗_l (z^{t+u}) 2M∑ m=1 b^′_m(z)b^{′∗}_m(z) (2) = 2L∑ l=1 w(a_l)z^{(s−1)(t+u)} 2M∑ m=1 w(b_m)z^{t+u−1} = 2LMs(t + u)z^{s(t+u)−1},

(33)

where^{(1)}= follows from (31) and^{(2)}= holds since {a_1, · · · , a_{2L}} and {b_1, · · · , b_{2M} } are two GCS sets. Hence it follows from Definition 1 that {c_{l,m}, d_{l,m} | 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ M} is a GCS set. It is obvious that the GCS set has length s(t + u) and is of cardinality 2LM. Besides, owing to the disjoint structure of b^′_{2m−1} and b^′_{2m}, all the entries of c_{l,m}, d_{l,m} are polyphase. ■ Remark 2. Theorem 1 still holds even if {b_{2m−1} | m = 1, 2, · · · , M} or {b_{2m} | m = 1, 2, · · · , M} consists of empty sequences, which means either t or u can be zero.

Remark 3. Two kinds of ingredients can be fed into Theorem 1: the 4-phase GCS pairs and the CBS, as shown in Section III-A and Section III-B, respectively. Note that two GCS pairs can be grouped into a special CBS, although a CBS needs not be a combination of two GCS pairs.

A. Feasible Lengths of GCS Sets Constructed from GCS pairs Corollary 3. Define S_k ≜ S_1 · (S_{k−1} + S_{k−1}), k ≥ 2. Using Theorem 1 we can construct 4-phase GCS sets of cardinality 2^k where each sequence has the same length n ∈ S_k.

Proof. First, for k = 2: In Theorem 1, let L = 1 and M = 2, and {a_1, a_2}, {b_1, b_3} and {b_2, b_4} are 4-phase GCS pairs with sequence lengths s, t and u respectively. Then {c_{1,1}, d_{1,1}, c_{1,2}, d_{1,2}} is a 4-phase

GCS quad, and the length of each sequence is s(t + u) ∈ S_1 · (S_1 + S_1) = S_2.

Suppose we have constructed two 4-phase GCS sets A_1 and A_2 of cardinality 2^k with sequence lengths in S_k. Next apply Theorem 1 again: let L = 1 and M = 2^k, and {b_1, b_3, · · · , b_2k+1_{−1}} = A_1, {b_2, b_4, · · · , b_2k+1 } = A_2, and {a_1, a_2} is a 4-phase GCS pair. Then {c_{1,m}, d_{1,m} | 1 ≤ m ≤ 2^k} is a GCS set of cardinality 2^{k+1}, and each sequence has the same length n ∈ S_1 · (S_k + S_k) = S_{k+1}. By induction, we have completed the proof. ■ As an application example of Theorem 1, we can construct a GCS quad with length 87, since 87 = 3 × (3 + 26). Indeed, from (12)(13) we can construct (⊗ has higher precedence than |)

c_{1,1} = a^{(3)}_1 ⊗ a^{(3)}_1 | | a^{(3)}_2 ⊗ a^{(26)}_1 c_{1,2} = a^{(3)}_1 ⊗ a^{(3)}_2 | | a^{(3)}_2 ⊗ a^{(26)}_2 d_{1,1} = ( a^{(3)}_2 )_∗ ⊗ a^{(3)}_1 | | | | ( a^{(3)}_1 )_∗ ⊗ a^{(26)}_1

d_{1,2} = ( a^{(3)}_2 )_∗ ⊗ a^{(3)}_2 | | | | ( a^{(3)}_1 )_∗ ⊗ a^{(26)}_2 .

(34)

When k = 2, Theorem 1 degenerates into the construction of GCS quad in [15, Theorem 5]. Hence the example given above is not new. But for k = 3, the GCS octets constructed by Theorem 1 have more possible lengths, e.g., 127, 199, 281, 283, · · · , which cannot be covered by the GCS quads. A more comprehensive comparison of their possible lengths are given below.

Let ρ_k(n) ≜ |{s_k | s_k ∈ S_k, 1 ≤ s_k ≤ n}|, and define the density of the GCS set as D_k(n) ≜^{ρk(n)}_n , which is a measure of the richness of the lengths of the constructed GCS sets. By computational verifications, the densities of GCS pairs, GCS quads and GCS octets obtained from Corollary 3 for 1 ≤ n ≤ 10^{10} are plotted by the solid lines with different markers in Fig. 1. The densities of GCS sets of larger cardinalities decrease slower. In particular, D_3(10^{10}) is very closed to 1, which means that almost all the lengths no greater than 10^{10} can be covered by the GCS octets obtained by Corollary 3 (the first length that cannot be covered is 5,433,479,347).

From Fig 1, it is tempting to conjecture that the GCS octets in Corollary 3 can cover almost all the positive integers. However, the following property shows that this is impossible. Property 1. For the GCS sets of finite cardinality 2^k in Corollary 3, lim_{n→0} D_k(n) = 0. Proof. Let S̃_1 ≜ {0} ∪ {2^a3^b5^c11^d13^e | a, b, c, d, e ≥ 0} and define S̃_k ≜ S̃_{k−1} + S̃_{k−1}, k ≥ 2. Obviously S_k ⊆ S̃_k for k ≥ 1. Let ρ̃_k(n) ≜ | |{s̃_k | s̃_k ∈ S̃_k, 0 ≤ s̃_k ≤ n} | |. Then we only need to prove that

Fig. 1. Densities of 4-phase GCS sets.

lim_{n→∞}^{ρ̃k(n)}_n = 0. Note that ρ̃_k(n) ≤ ρ̃^2_{k−1}(n) and ρ̃_1(n) ≤ 1 + ∏ i∈{2,3,5,11,13} (⌊logi n⌋ + 1), hence

ρ̃_k(n) = O ( (log_2 n)^{5·2k−1} ) . Then we have lim_{n→∞}^{ρ̃k(n)}_n = 0 for any finite k. ■

B. Denser Existence from Complex Base Sequences

Note that in the proof of Corollary 3, two GCS pairs {b_1, b_3} and {b_2, b_4} are combined as a CBS to feed into Theorem 1 for k = 2. But as noted in Remark 3, a CBS needs not be a combination of two GCS pairs. Hence the CBS(s_2 + 1, s_2) in Section II-A with 2s_2 + 1 ∈ B [c.f. (19)], can also be fed into Theorem 1 for k = 2 to obtain new lengths.

Besides, [15, Theorem 3] constructed 4-phase GCS quads of equal length (a special case of CBS) by using Yang’s multiplicative construction [25], as reformulated in the following proposition with a slight modification that {a, b, c, d} ∈ CBS(s_1, s_2) but {a, b} and {c, d} are not necessarily two GCS pairs, so that the construction can still proceed recursively.

Proposition 2. Given {a, b, c, d} ∈ CBS(s_1, s_2), and two GCS pairs {i, j} and {k, l} with sequence lengths t_1 and t_2, respectively. Construct a GCS quad {e, f, g, h} as follows: 1) e = a ⊗ i|0^{(t2s2)}|0^{(t2s2)}|b ⊗ j g = b^∗ ⊗ i|0^{(t2s2)}|0^{(t2s2)}|a^∗ ⊗ j f = 0^{(t1s1)}|c ⊗ k|d ⊗ l|0^{(t1s1)} h = 0^{(t1s1)}|d^∗ ⊗ k|c^∗ ⊗ l|0^{(t1s1)},

(35)

where t_1 must equal t_2 if {a, b} and {c, d} are not two GCS pairs;

2) if s_1 = s_2 + 1, we can also have

e = a/0^{(s2)}, g = b/0^{(s2)}, f = 0^{(s1)}/c, h = 0^{(s1)}/d,

(36)

where / represents interleaving two sequences.

Suppose {e_1, f_1, g_1, h_1} and {e_2, f_2, g_2, h_2} are two GCS quads from (35) or (36), then the following {p, q, r, s} is a 4-phase GCS quad with equal sequence length:

p = e_1 ⊗ f^∗_2 − g^∗_1 ⊗ e_2 + f_1 ⊗ g_2 + h_1 ⊗ h_2 q = e^∗_1 ⊗ e_2 + g_1 ⊗ f^∗_2 − f_1 ⊗ h^∗_2 + h_1 ⊗ g^∗_2 r = f^∗_1 ⊗ e_2 − h_1 ⊗ f_2 + e_1 ⊗ h^∗_2 + g_1 ⊗ g_2 s = −f_1 ⊗ f_2 − h^∗_1 ⊗ e_2 + e_1 ⊗ g^∗_2 − g_1 ⊗ h_2,

(37)

Proof. The proof of Proposition 2 is the same as that in [15], except for the following reason why t_1 must equal t_2 if {a, b} and {c, d} in (35) are not two GCS pairs. Similar to [15, Proposition IV.2], one may prove that R_e(z) + R_g(z) = ( R_a(z^{t1} ) + R_b(z^{t1} ) ) (R_i(z) + R_j (z)) = 2t_1 ( R_a(z^{t1} ) + R_b(z^{t1} )

) (38) and R_f (z) + R_h(z) = ( R_c(z^{t2} ) + R_d(z^{t2} ) ) (R_k(z) + R_l(z)) = 2t_2 ( R_c(z^{t2} ) + R_d(z^{t2} ) ) . (39)

If {a, b} and {c, d} are two GCS pairs, then we have

R_e(z) + R_g(z) = 4s_1t_1, R_f (z) + R_h(z) = 4s_2t_2, (40)

which is sufficient for the autocorrelations of {e, f, g, h} being complementary; otherwise, the condition t_1 = t_2 is necessary so that

R_e(z) + R_g(z) + R_f (z) + R_h(z) =2t_1 ( R_a(z^{t1} ) + R_b(z^{t1} ) + R_c(z^{t2} ) + R_d(z^{t2} ) ) =4t_1(s_1 + s_2).

(41)

■

Feeding into Proposition 2 the CBS(s_1, s_2) with s_1 = s_2 + 1 and the 4-phase GCS pairs in Section II-A, we can construct CBS(s, s) with s ∈ F ≜ E^2, where E ≜ B ∪ ({2} · S_1 · B) ∪ ({2} · (S^2_1 + S^2_1 )) is the set of feasible lengths of {e, f, g, h} in Proposition 2:

• Because {a, b, c, d} in (36) ∈ CBS(s_2 + 1, s_2), B ⊂ E.

• If {a, b, c, d} in (35) ∈ CBS(s_2 + 1, s_2) and {i, j} and {k, l} are two GCS pairs with sequence lengths t_1 = t_2 ∈ S_1 then {2} · S_1 · B ⊂ E.

• If {a, b}, {c, d}, {i, j} and {k, l} in (35) are four GCS pairs, then {2} · (S^2_1 + S^2_1 ) ⊂ E. The constructed CBS(s, s) can be fed recursively into Proposition 2 to update F_{new} ≜ E^2_{new} with E_{new} ≜ E ∪ ({4} · S_1 · F): If {a, b, c, d} in (35) ∈ CBS(s, s) with s ∈ F and {i, j} and {k, l} are two GCS pairs with sequence lengths t_1 = t_2 ∈ S_1, then {4} · S_1 · F ⊂ E_{new}. Note that p, q, r and s have equal length, hence S_2 is directly enlarged without resorting to Theorem 1.

After enlarging S_2, we proceed to the steps k = 3, 4, · · · in the proof of Corollary 3. Denote by S^D_k the enlarged set for k ≥ 2 (the superscript D stands for "denser"). By computational verifications, the density of S^D_2 is plotted as the dashed line in Fig. 1. Computer searches also verify that S^D_3 covers all the lengths no greater than 10^{13}, which is a great improvement over S_3 covering all the lengths less than 5,433,479,347. The C++ codes for verifying the densities of S^D_2 and S^D_3 are available online: https://github.com/csrlab-fudan/gcs_hadamard.

C. Construction of 4-phase GCS of Arbitrary Length

Next, we show how to construct 4-phase GCS of arbitrary equal length, with much smaller cardinality than the known results in the literatures.

Theorem 2. Suppose S^D_k covers all the lengths no greater than N for some k. Define a set of integers S ~ ≜ {2, 10, 26} · S_1. (42) Let P ≜ max{p | p ∈ S ~ , p ≤ N + 1}. The P -base expansion of any integer n is

n = n_0 + n_1P + · · · + n_qP^q, (43)

where q = ⌊log_P n⌋ and 0 ≤ n_0, n_1, · · · , n_q < P . Define I ≜ {i | n_i ≠ 0, i = 0, 1, · · · , q} and r ≜ |I|. Then there exists a GCS set of cardinality 2^{k+⌈log2 r⌉}, where all the sequences are of length n.

· · ·A1A2· · ·Aη−1Aη· · ·

Fig. 2. Hierarchical applications of Theorem 1 in ⌈log_2 r⌉ levels.

To prove Theorem 2, we need to first establish the following proposition, which is a natural extension of Proposition 1.

Proposition 3. Given two polyphase GCS sets {a_1, · · · , a_{2L}} and {b_1, · · · , b_{2M} } with sequence lengths s and t respectively, and a nontrivial 2-phase GCS pair {e, f} with sequence length u. Suppose p = 1 4 [e + f + (f^∗ − e^∗)], q = 1 4 [e + f − (f^∗ − e^∗)], b^′_{2m−1} = p ⊗ b_{2m−1} + q ⊗ b_{2m}, b^′_{2m} = q^∗ ⊗ b_{2m−1} − p^∗ ⊗ b_{2m}, c_{l,m} = a_{2l−1} ⊗ b^′_{2m−1} + a_{2l} ⊗ b^′_{2m}, d_{l,m} = a^∗_{2l} ⊗ b^′_{2m−1} − a^∗_{2l−1} ⊗ b^′_{2m}.

(44)

Then {c_{l,m}, d_{l,m} | 1 ≤ l ≤ L, 1 ≤ m ≤ M} is a polyphase GCS set of cardinality 2LM, and the length of each sequence is stu.

In Proposition 3, if let L = 1, {a_1, a_2} be a 4-phase GCS pair with sequence length s ∈ S_1 and u ∈ {2, 10, 26}, then with the same cardinality 2M, the sequence length of {c_{1,m}, d_{1,m} | 1 ≤ m ≤ M} is enlarged by a factor of su ∈ S ~ [c.f. (42)] compared with that of {b_1, · · · , b_{2M} }. Hence the corollary follows in the below.

Corollary 4. For a GCS set with sequences of equal length, the length can be enlarged by a factor of s ~ ∈ S ~ without enlarging the cardinality.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Because 0 < n_i < P for ∀ i ∈ I and P ≤ N + 1, we have 0 < n_i ≤ N for ∀ i ∈ I, which can be covered by S^D_k by assumption. By recursively applying Corollary 4, the sequence length n_i can be multiplied with P^i without enlarging the cardinality.

TABLE I PARAMETERS OF GCS SET OF ARBITRARY LENGTH

Construction Sequence length Cardinality Number of phases [16] n = ∏_λ i=1 n^{mi}_i , n_i is prime, m_i ≥ 0 ∏_λ i=1 n_i lcm(n_1, n_2, · · · , n_λ) [8] n = 2^{m−1} + ∑_{k−1} α=1 d_α2^{π(m−k+α)−1} + d_02^v,^1 k < m, 0 ≤ v ≤ m − k, d_a ∈ {0, 1} 2^{k+1} any even number Theorem 2 n = ∑_q i=0 n_iP^i, P = 10^{13}, n_i ∈ Z_P 2^{3+⌈log2 r⌉}, r = |{i | n_i > 0}| 4 1 π is a permutation of {1, 2, · · · , M} satisfying some constraints [8].

Now we have obtained r GCS sets of cardinality 2^k denoted by A_1, · · · , A_r, where the sequence length in each set is n_iP^i, i ∈ I. If r is not a power of 2, then append η − r sets of 2^k empty sequences denoted by A_{r+1}, · · · , A_η with η ≜ 2^{⌈log2 r⌉}. Next we add up the lengths n_iP^i by using Theorem 1 hierarchically in ⌈log_2 r⌉ levels, as illustrated by Fig. 2, where a parent node is the result of applying Theorem 1 to two child nodes to add up their lengths (let L = 1 and a_1 = a_2 = 1). Then we obtain a GCS set of cardinality 2^{k+⌈log2 r⌉}, where the length of each sequence is n = n_0 + n_1P + · · · + n_qP^q. ■ As we have computationally verified that all the positive integers no greater than N = 10^{13} can be covered by S^D_3 , we set P ≜ max{p | p ∈ S ~ , p ≤ N + 1} = 10^{13}, and we can construct a GCS set of cardinality 2^{3+⌈log2 r⌉} with arbitrary sequence length n, where r is the number of non-zero digits of the 10^{13}-base expansion of n.

Some direct constructions of GCS sets can also cover arbitrary length [8], [16]^2. As shown in Table I, the cardinality of the GCS set constructed in [16] may increase linearly with respective to n, e.g., if n is a prime number. The cardinality in [8] increases logarithmically to the base 2, while the cardinality in this work increases logarithmically to the base 10^{13}.

IV. CONSTRUCTION OF HADAMARD MATRICES FROM GCS An n×n matrix H with entries in {1, −1} is a Hadamard matrix of order n if HH^T = nI. The celebrated Hadamard conjecture states that there may exist Hadamard matrices of order 4n for any positive integer n. Many efforts have been devoted to the Hadamard conjecture, see [18] and the references therein for this topic. Here we are only interested in the constructions of Hadamard matrices from some GCS sets.

In [12], a Hadamard matrix of order 8n was constructed from a 4-phase GCS quad with sequence length n, using a modification of the Goethal-Seidel array [17]. The construction is reproduced in the below for ease of reference.

2 [16] constructed 2D Golay complementary array (GCA), a multi-dimensional generalization of GCS. By applying [15, Theorem 2] to the sequences we construct here, high-dimensional GCAs of arbitrary array size can also be constructed at the cost of enlarging the cardinality.

Proposition 4 [12]. First construct four circulant matrices A, B, C and D from a 4-phase GCS quad {a, b, c, d} with sequence length n. Then construct a matrix H̃ over SP_2 of order 4n as follows:

H̃ = A −BRj −CRj −DRj BRj A −D^∗Rj C^∗Rj CRj D^∗Rj A −B^∗Rj DRj −C^∗Rj B^∗Rj A

, (45)

where

R = 0 · · · , 0 1 0 · · · , 1 0 . .

...

. . . . 1 · · · , 0 0

. (46)

Finally replace the entries of H̃ with the following 2 × 2 matrices to obtain a Hadamard matrix H of order 8n: ± 1 → ± 1 1 1 −1 , ±i → ± −1 1 1 1 ,

± j → ± 1 1 −1 1 , ±ij → ± 1 −1 1 1 . (47)

Based on this construction and the GCS quads constructed in Section III, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5. There exists Hadamard matrices of order 8n for any n ∈ S^D_2 .

Similar to the sparsity of S_2 in Property 1, one may prove the sparsity of S^D_2 (numerically illustrated by the dashed line in Fig. 1). Hence the existence of Hadamard matrices in Corollary 5 is far from the Hadamard conjecture.

Note that the 4-phase GCS sets constructed in Section III have arbitrary length, one may expect to utilize them to construct more Hadamard matrices. However, it is unknown whether a Hadamard matrix of order 2Ln can be constructed from a 4-phase GCS set of cardinality L > 4 with sequence length n.

Alternatively, we follow the path of [19] to construct Hadamard matrices by using the representation theory of signed symmetric group, and propose a construction different from the original method in [19]. In doing so, we improve the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices, as summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 3. There exist block-circulant Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm with block size 2^{t−2} for any odd number m, where t = 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 m⌋ + 10.

In comparison, the best known result was t = 6⌊^1_{26} log_2^{m−1}_2 ⌋+11 [21]. The asymptotic results ignoring the floor function are compared in Fig. 3. Note that the yellow line with t = 2 corresponds with the Hadamard conjecture: if t = 2 for any odd number m, then there exist Hadamard matrices H of order 4m for any odd number m, and by Sylwester’s construction [18] a Hadamard matrix of order 4 · (2m) can be constructed as H H H −H , (48)

thus there exist Hadamard matrices of order 4n for any positive integer n.

Fig. 3. Asymptotic Existence of Hadamard Matrices. (Note that m is odd.)

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3. In Section IV-A, we introduce a connection between a block-circulant Hadamard matrix and a perfect sequence over a signed symmetric group; In Section IV-B, we propose a method to combine two sequences into one sequence and preserve the autocorrelation property; In Section IV-C we construct a series of periodic complementary sequences with specific structure; In Section IV-D we collect the results in Section IV-A, Section IV-B and Section IV-C to complete the proof of Theorem 3.

A. Hadamard Matrix from Perfect Sequence

[19, Theorem 5] built a connection between a perfect sequence over a signed symmetric group and a block-circulant Hadamard matrix, as reformulated in the following lemma.

Lemma 2 [19]. If there exists a perfect sequence c over SP_v of length n and v is a known order of Hadamard matrices, then there exists a block-circulant Hadamard matrix of order vn with block size v. Sketch of proof. According to the method in [19], we can construct a circulant matrix C over SP_v of order n from c; then substitute the entries of C with their representations of signed permutation matrices of order v to obtain a {0, ±1}-matrix D of order vn; finally let H = D (I_n ⊗ H_v) where H_v is a known Hadamard matrix of order v, and we obtain H as a Hadamard matrix of order vn. ■ Motivated by this connection, we aim at constructing perfect sequences over SP_v of flexible lengths n — of course v should be as small as possible.

B. Sequences Combining

First, we construct a sequence c over {0} ∪ SP_{2v} from two sequences a and b over {0} ∪ SP_v, so that R_c(τ) = R_c∗ (τ) = R_a(τ) + R_b(τ).

Theorem 4. Suppose a and b are two disjoint and quasi-symmetric sequences over {0} ∪ SP_v of length n, and R_a(τ) = R_a∗ (τ), R_b(τ) = R_b∗ (τ); (49) a_ib_j = b_j a_i, ∀ i, j ∈ Z_n. (50) Construct two sequences x and y of length n as follows:

x_i = a_i 0 0 a_{n−i−1} , y_i = 0 b_i −b_{n−i−1} 0 , i ∈ Z_n. (51)

Let c = x + y, then c is a quasi-symmetric sequence over {0} ∪ SP_{2v} with supp(c) = supp(a) ∪ supp(b), and R_c(τ) = R_c∗ (τ) = R_a(τ) + R_b(τ). (52)

An example of Theorem 4: let a = [0, −i, 0, −1, 0], b = [1, 0, 0, 0, −i], then

c_0 =

0 b_0 −b_4 0 = 0 1 −i 0 = 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 0

, (53) c_1 = a_1 0 0 a_3 = −i 0 0 −1 = 0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 −1

, (54)

c_2 = a_2 0 0 a_2 = 0 0 0 0 = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, (55)

c_3 = a_3 0 0 a_1 = −1 0 0 i = −1 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 1 0

, (56)

c_4 =

0 b_4 −b_0 0 = 0 −i −1 0 = 0 0 0 1 0 0 −1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0

. (57)

Obviously, c is a quasi-symmetric sequence over {0} ∪ SP_4 with supp(c) = supp(a) ∪ supp(b). Besides, direct calculations show that R_a(τ) + R_b(τ) = [i, 0, i, 0, 4, 0, −i, 0, −i] (58) and

R_c(τ) = R^∗_c (τ) =

M_1, τ = 0 M_2, τ = −1, −3 M_3, τ = −2, −4 −R_c(τ), 1 ≤ τ ≤ 4

, (59) where

M_1 = 4

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

, M_2 =

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,

M_3 =

0 −1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 1 0 .

(60)

According to the isomorphism in (22) and the embedding in (26), (58) is equal to (59).

The following lemma is crucial for proving Theorem 4.

Lemma 3. Given a, b two elements in a ring satisfying ab = ba, aa^∗ = a^∗a and bb^∗ = b^∗b where ∗ is an anti-involution. Let C = a b −b^∗ a^∗ . (61)

Then C is an orthogonal 2 × 2 matrix, i.e.,

CC^∗ = a b −b^∗ a^∗ a^∗ −b b^∗ a = (aa^∗ + bb^∗) 1 0 0 1 ,

C^∗C = a^∗ −b b^∗ a a b −b^∗ a^∗ = (aa^∗ + bb^∗) 1 0 0 1 . (62)

Proof of Theorem 4. Because a is quasi-symmetric, a_i = a_{n−i−1} = 0 or a_i ≠ 0, a_{n−i−1} ≠ 0. Hence x_i ∈ {0} ∪ SP_{2v}. Similarly y_i ∈ {0} ∪ SP_{2v}. Note that supp(x) = supp(a) and supp(y) = supp(b). Hence x and y are quasi-symmetric and disjoint as a and b. Then c = x + y is a quasi-symmetric sequence over {0} ∪ SP_{2v} and supp(c) = supp(a) ∪ supp(b).

Next we prove that R_c(τ) = R_c∗ (τ) = R_a(τ)+R_b(τ) by specifying the ring in Lemma 3 as a polynomial ring with coefficients over a signed symmetric group ring, and the anti-involution as the map from a(z) to a^∗(z). Note that c(z) = a(z) b(z) −b^∗(z) a^∗(z) , (63) and we have a(z)b(z) = b(z)a(z) by (50), a(z)a^∗(z) = a^∗(z)a(z) and b(z)b^∗(z) = b^∗(z)b(z) by (7) and (49). In Lemma 3, let a = a(z), b = b(z), C = c(z), then we have

c(z)c^∗(z) = c^∗(z)c(z) = (a(z)a^∗(z) + b(z)b^∗(z)) 1 0 0 1 . (64)

By the embedding in (26), (64) is equivalent to

c(z)c^∗(z) = c^∗(z)c(z) = a(z)a^∗(z) + b(z)b^∗(z), (65)

i.e., R_c(τ) = R_c∗ (τ) = R_a(τ) + R_b(τ). ■ Remark 4. The original construction in [19, Lemma 2] was presented in the language of matrices, while ours is presented in the language of sequences. Both constructions are based on the 2 × 2 orthogonal matrix in Lemma 3. In [19, Lemma 2], the ring is specified as a matrix ring and the anti-involution transposes and conjugates a matrix, while our method specifies the ring as a polynomial ring and the anti-involution flips and conjugates a sequence. This leads to different definitions of "quasi-symmetric": in the context of [19, Lemma 2], a sequence composing a circulant matrix is quasi-symmetric if the support of the remaining sequence is symmetric after deleting the first element, e.g., a = [1, 0, 1, 1, 0] is quasi-symmetric; while in the context of this work, a sequence is quasi-symmetric if the support of the sequence is symmetric, e.g., a = [0, 1, 1, 0] is quasi-symmetric. Besides, [19, Lemma 2] focuses on the periodic property while Theorem 4 focuses on the aperiodic property, which is more general according to (3).

C. Periodic Complementary Sequences with Quasi-symmetric and Supplementary Structure Next, we construct a series of sequences over {0} ∪ S_C from 4-phase GCS pairs and CBS, so that they can be fed sequentially into Theorem 4 to obtain a perfect sequence over a signed symmetric group. Theorem 5. Given 4k + 8d sequences e_i, f_i, g_i, h_i, i = 1, 2, · · · k + 2d, satisfying 1) {e_i, f_i} is a 4-phase GCS pair with sequence length l_i for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and {e_{k+2i−1}, f_{k+2i−1}, e_{k+2i}, f_{k+2i}} ∈ CBS(s_{2i−1}, s_{2i}) for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ d. 2) {g_i, h_i} is a 4-phase GCS pair for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 2d, where the length of g_i, h_i is m_i for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and g_{k+2i−1}, h_{k+2i−1}, g_{k+2i}, h_{k+2i} must have the same length t_i for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

Let n ≜ 4 k∑ i=1 l_im_i + 4 d∑ i=1 (s_{2i−1} + s_{2i}) t_i, (66)

λ_i ≜ i−1∑ j=1 l_jm_j , 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 λ_{k+1} +^{i−k−1} ∑ j=1 s_jt_{⌈j/2⌉}, k + 2 ≤ i ≤ k + 2d + 1 . (67)

Construct a_i = 0^{(λi)} | e_i ⊗ g_i | 0^{(n−2λi+1)} | f_i ⊗ h_i | 0^{(λi)}, b_i = 0^{( n2 −λi+1)} | e^∗_i ⊗ h_i | 0^{(2λi)} | f^∗_i ⊗ g_i | 0^{( n2 −λi+1)}.

(68)

Then a_1, b_1, · · · , a_{k+2d}, b_{k+2d} are quasi-symmetric and supplementary sequences of length n over {0}∪S_C , and k+2d∑

i=1 C_{ai} (τ) + C_{bi} (τ) = n, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (69)

Proof. It is obvious from (68) that a_1, b_1, · · · , a_{k+2d}, b_{k+2d} are quasi-symmetric and supplementary.

For i = 1, 2, · · · , k + 2d, let b^′_i = 0^{(λi)} | f^∗_i ⊗ g_i | 0^{(n−2λi+1)} | e^∗_i ⊗ h_i | 0^{(λi)}. (70) Similar to the proof of Proposition 2, we have

R_{ai} (τ) + R_b′_i (τ) =

4l_im_i, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ k, (71)

R_{ak+2i−1} (τ) + R_b′_{k+2i−1} (τ) + R_{ak+2i} (τ) + R_b′_{k+2i} (τ)

= 4 (s_{2i−1} + s_{2i}) t_i, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ d, (72)

Combining (3), (66), (71) and (72), we have k+2d∑

i=1 C_{ai} (τ) + C_b′_i (τ) = n, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (73)

Because b_i is a cyclic shift of b^′_i, C_{bi} (τ) = C_b′_i (τ). Therefore, k+2d∑

i=1 C_{ai} (τ) + C_{bi} (τ) = n, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (74)

■ An example of Theorem 5: let K = d = 1, {e_1, f_1} and {g_i, h_i}, i = 1, 2, 3, are 4-phase GCS pairs of length 3 [c.f. (13)], and {e_2, f_2, e_3, f_3} ∈ CBS(8, 7) [c.f. (21)], then n = 4 × 3 × 3 + 4 × (8 + 7) × 3 = 216, λ_1 = 0, λ_2 = 9, λ_3 = 33, λ_4 = 54, and a_1 = e_1 ⊗ g_1 | 0^{(198)} | f_1 ⊗ h_1, a_2 = 0^{(9)} | e_2 ⊗ g_2 | 0^{(150)} | f_2 ⊗ h_2 | 0^{(9)}, a_3 = 0^{(33)} | e_3 ⊗ g_3 | 0^{(108)} | f_3 ⊗ h_3 | 0^{(33)}, b_1 = 0^{(99)} | e^∗_1 ⊗ h_1 | f^∗_1 ⊗ g_1 | 0^{(99)}, b_2 = 0^{(75)} | e^∗_2 ⊗ h_2 | 0^{(18)} | f^∗_2 ⊗ g_2 | 0^{(75)}, b_3 = 0^{(54)} | e^∗_3 ⊗ h_3 | 0^{(66)} | f^∗_3 ⊗ g_3 | 0^{(54)},

(75)

which are quasi-symmetric and supplementary sequences over {0} ∪ S_C , and 3∑ i=1 C_{ai} (τ) + C_{bi} (τ) =

216, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (76)

Remark 5. [19, Section 5] also constructed some periodic complementary sequences, adding up the lengths of a series of aperiodic complementary sequences. Our construction differs from that in the following two aspects.

1) As mentioned in Remark 4, the definitions of "quasi-symmetric" are different. Consequently, here we do not need the two trivial sequences composed of one 1 and multiple zeros in [19].

2) Instead of directly adding up the lengths of the GCS pairs and the CBS, we first multiply the lengths with 4-phase Golay numbers, and then add up the products. By Lemma 2, the total length n in (66) would be more flexible.

D. Asymptotic Existence of Hadamard Matrices

Now we are ready to collect the results in Section IV-A, Section IV-B and Section IV-C to prove Theorem 3.

First, we sequentially feed into Theorem 4 the sequences constructed by Lemma 5 for 2k + 4d − 1 times:

1) In the first iteration, we can feed a_1, b_1 into Theorem 4 to construct a sequence c over {0} ∪ SP_4, because the conditions of (49) and (50) are satisfied automatically for complex sequences;

2) In the t-th iteration of applying Theorem 4, the sequence c over {0} ∪ SP_2t constructed in the last iteration can be regarded as a, and one of the unused sequences constructed by Lemma 5 can be regarded as b. The reasons are as follows. The condition (49) holds because R_c(τ) = R_c∗ (τ) in the last iteration and a complex sequence always satisfies (49). The condition (50) is also satisfied: a_i ∈ {0} ∪ SP_2t can be represented by a complex matrix of order 2^{t−1} and b_j ∈ {0} ∪ S_C can be represented by a scalar complex matrix of order 2^{t−1} by embedding, and their multiplication is commutative.

Now we have obtained a sequence c over SP_22k+4d with non-zero entries since a_1, b_1, · · · , a_{k+2d}, b_{k+2d} are supplementary, and

C_c(τ) = R_c(τ) + R_c(τ − n) = k+2d∑

i=1 R_{ai} (τ) + R_{bi} (τ) + R_{ai} (τ − n) + R_{bi} (τ − n)

= k+2d∑

i=1 C_{ai} (τ) + C_{bi} (τ) = n, τ = 0 0, τ ≠ 0 . (77)

Hence c is a perfect sequence over SP_22k+4d of length n [c.f. 66]. Because there exist Sylvester-type Hadamard matrices of order H_2t , ∀ t ∈ Z^+ [18], the perfect sequence c can be used in Lemma 2 to construct a Hadamard matrix, leading to the following corollary. Corollary 6. There exist block-circulant Hadamard matrices of order 2^{2k+4d+2} (∑_k i=1 l_im_i + ∑_d i=1 (s_{2i−1} + s_{2i}) t_i ) with block size 2^{2k+4d}, where l_1, m_1, · · · , l_k, m_k, t_1, · · · , t_d are 4-phase Golay numbers and s_{2i−1}, s_{2i} are the lengths of a CBS for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

Remark 6. Owing to the differences mentioned in Remark 4 and Remark 5, the results in Corollary 6 is

TABLE II RESULTS OBTAINED FROM SEQUENCES IN THEOREM 5

γ b^{(0)}γ b^{(1)}γ b^{(2)}γ b^{(3)}γ b^{(4)}γ 4 546 1030 1030 1030 1030 6 436,146 161,926,498 11,736,430,180 313,523,649,186 ≥ 2^{40} 8 ≥ 2^{44} ≥ 2^{43} ≥ 2^{42} ≥ 2^{41} ≥ 2^{40}

different from those in [19] [21, Theorem 3.11], where the order is 2^{2k+4d+3} ( 1 + 2 ∑_k i=1 l_i + 2 ∑_{2d} i=1 s_i ) and the block size is 2^{2k+4d+2}.

Our Matlab^{TM} codes that can generate Hadamard matrices from 4-phase GCS pairs are available online: https://github.com/csrlab-fudan/gcs_hadamard.

Finally we give a crude lower bound of γ(N) ≜ 2k + 4d, for which ∑_k i=1 l_im_i + ∑_d i=1 (s_{2i−1} + s_{2i}) t_i can cover ∀ N ∈ Z^+.

Given κ ∈ S ~ , suppose ∑_k i=1 l_im_i + ∑_d i=1 (s_{2i−1} + s_{2i}) t_i covers all the lengths of form κ^ib for any 1 ≤ b ≤ b^{(i)}γ with given integers γ and i. Let b^{(i0)}γ_0 ≜ max{b^{(i)}γ |γ = 4, 6, 0 ≤ i ≤ i_{max}}, ξ ≜ ⌊log_κ min{b^{(i0 )}γ_0 , b^{(0)}_8 }⌋ and P ≜ κ^ξ (i_{max} is a proper integer such that i_0 ≤ ξ). Expand N to the base P as N = ∑_q i=0 N_iP^i, where q = ⌊log_P N⌋ and 0 ≤ N_i < P . Define I ≜ {i | N_i ≠ 0, i = 1, · · · , q} and r ≜ |I|. For given i ∈ I, we have N_iP^i = N_iκ^{i0} κ^{iξ−i0} . Because N_i < P ≤ b^{(i0 )}γ_0 , by assumption N_iκ^{i0} can be covered if γ = γ_0. Besides, the lengths of g_1, h_1, · · · , g_{k+2d}, h_{k+2d} in Theorem 5 can be enlarged by a factor of κ^{iξ−i0} by Proposition 1. Hence N_iP^i for given i ∈ I can be covered if γ = γ_0. For N_0 ≠ 0, because N_0 < P ≤ b^{(0)}_8 , N_0 can be covered if γ = 8. Hence ∀ N ∈ Z^+ can be covered if

γ(N) = γ_0r, N_0 = 0 8 + γ_0r, N_0 ≠ 0

. (78)

For example, let N_{max} = 2^{44}, i_{max} = 4, κ = 2, b^{(i)}γ obtained by computational verification are listed in Table II, where b^{(0)}_8 ≥ 2^{44} and b^{(i0)}γ_0 = b^{(4)}_6 ≥ 2^{40}. Then we have ξ ≥ 40 > i_0, P ≥ 2^{40}, and r ≤ q ≤ ⌊^1_{40} log_2 N⌋. Hence ∀ N ∈ Z^+ can be covered if γ(N) = 8 + 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 N⌋. The C++ codes for the above verification are also available online: https://github.com/csrlab-fudan/gcs_hadamard.

Combining the above lower bound and Corollary 6 leads to the conclusion in Theorem 3: there exist block-circulant Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm with block size 2^{t−2} for any odd number m, where t = 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 m⌋ + 10.

V. CONCLUSIONS In this paper, we construct 4-phase Golay complementary sequence (GCS) set of cardinality 2^{3+⌈log2 r⌉} with arbitrary sequence length n, where the 10^{13}-base expansion of n has r nonzero digits. We also obtain an improved asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices: there exist Hadamard matrices of order 2^tm for any odd number m, where t = 6⌊^1_{40} log_2 m⌋ + 10.

A promising way to further improve the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices is to find a construction of Hadamard matrices of order 2^tn from a 4-phase GCS set of cardinality 2^{t−1} with arbitrary length n, which can be seen as a generalization of Proposition 4. If found, combined with the results in Section III, t only needs to increase in a log log rate, a much slower rate than a logarithmic one that we currently have.

REFERENCES

[1] C.-C. Tseng and C. Liu, “Complementary sets of sequences,” IEEE Transactions on Information theory, vol. 18, no. 5, pp. 644–652, 1972.

[2] A. Pezeshki, A. R. Calderbank, W. Moran, and S. D. Howard, “Doppler resilient Golay complementary waveforms,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 54, no. 9, pp. 4254–4266, 2008.

[3] P. Spasojevic and C. N. Georghiades, “Complementary sequences for ISI channel estimation,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 1145–1152, 2001.

[4] J. A. Davis and J. Jedwab, “Peak-to-mean power control in OFDM, Golay complementary sequences, and Reed-Muller codes,” IEEE Transactions on information theory, vol. 45, no. 7, pp. 2397–2417, 1999.

[5] C.-Y. Pai and C.-Y. Chen, “Two-dimensional Golay complementary array pairs/sets with bounded row and column sequence paprs,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, 2022.

[6] F. Li, Y. Jiang, C. Du, and X. Wang, “Construction of Golay complementary matrices and its applications to MIMO omnidirectional transmission,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 69, pp. 2100–2113, 2021.

[7] M. A. Girnyk and S. O. Petersson, “Efficient cell-specific beamforming for large antenna arrays,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 12, pp. 8429–8442, 2021.

[8] C.-Y. Chen, “A novel construction of complementary sets with flexible lengths based on Boolean functions,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 260–263, 2017.

[9] M. Golay, “Complementary series,” IRE transactions on information theory, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 82–87, 1961. [10] R. J. Turyn, “Hadamard matrices, Baumert-Hall units, four-symbol sequences, pulse compression, and surface wave encodings,” Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 313–333, 1974.

[11] P. Borwein and R. Ferguson, “A complete description of Golay pairs for lengths up to 100,” Mathematics of computation, vol. 73, no.

246, pp. 967–985, 2004.

[12] R. Craigen, W. Holzmann, and H. Kharaghani, “Complex Golay sequences: structure and applications,” Discrete mathematics, vol. 252, no. 1-3, pp. 73–89, 2002.

[13] Z. Wang, E. Xue, and J. Chai, “A method to construct complementary sets of non-power-of-two length by concatenation,” in 2017 Eighth International Workshop on Signal Design and Its Applications in Communications (IWSDA). IEEE, 2017, pp. 24–28.

[14] G. Wang, A. R. Adhikary, Z. Zhou, and Y. Yang, “Generalized constructions of complementary sets of sequences of lengths non-power-of-two,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 27, pp. 136–140, 2019.

[15] C. Du and Y. Jiang, “Polyphase Golay complementary arrays: The possible sizes and new constructions,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 2023.

[16] G. Ghosh, S. Majhi, and A. K. Upadhyay, “A direct construction of 2D-CCC with arbitrary array size and flexible set size using multivariable function,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.13395, 2022.

[17] J. Goethals and J. Seidel, “A skew Hadamard matrix of order 36,” Journal of the Australian Mathematical Society, vol. 11, no. 3, pp.

343–344, 1970.

[18] J. Seberry and M. Yamada, Hadamard Matrices: Constructions using number theory and linear algebra. John Wiley & Sons, 2020. [19] R. Craigen, “Signed groups, sequences, and the asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices,” Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, vol. 71, no. 2, pp. 241–254, 1995.

[20] R. Craigen, W. H. Holzmann, and H. Kharaghani, “On the asymptotic existence of complex Hadamard matrices,” Journal of Combinatorial Designs, vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 319–327, 1997.

[21] I. Livinskyi, Asymptotic existence of Hadamard matrices. University of Manitoba (Canada), 2012. [22] J. S. Wallis, “On the existence of Hadamard matrices,” Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 188–195, 1976. [23] C. Koukouvinos and J. Seberry, “Addendum to further results on base sequences, disjoint complementary sequences, OD (4t; t, t, t, t) and the excess of Hadamard matrices,” Congressus Numerantium, vol. 82, pp. 97–103, 1991.

[24] D. Ž. Ðoković, “On the base sequence conjecture,” Discrete Mathematics, vol. 310, no. 13-14, pp. 1956–1964, 2010. [25] C. Yang, “On composition of four-symbol δ-codes and Hadamard matrices,” Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, vol.

107, no. 3, pp. 763–776, 1989.