
1

Octonion Phase Retrieval
Roman Jacome, Kumar Vijay Mishra, Brian M. Sadler and Henry Arguello

Abstract—Signal processing over hypercomplex numbers arises
in many optical imaging applications. In particular, spectral image
or color stereo data are often processed using octonion algebra.
Recently, the eight-band multispectral image phase recovery has
gained salience, wherein it is desired to recover the eight bands
from the phaseless measurements. In this paper, we tackle this
hitherto unaddressed hypercomplex variant of the popular phase
retrieval (PR) problem. We propose octonion Wirtinger flow
(OWF) to recover an octonion signal from its intensity-only
observation. However, contrary to the complex-valued Wirtinger
flow, the non-associative nature of octonion algebra and the
consequent lack of octonion derivatives make the extension to
OWF non-trivial. We resolve this using the pseudo-real-matrix
representation of octonion to perform the derivatives in each
OWF update. We demonstrate that our approach recovers the
octonion signal up to a right-octonion phase factor. Numerical
experiments validate OWF-based PR with high accuracy under
both noiseless and noisy measurements.

Index Terms—Hypercomplex signal processing, phase retrieval,
optical imaging, octonion, quaternion.

I. INTRODUCTION

In several engineering problems pertaining to imaging [1],
array processing [2, 3], wireless communications [4–6], filtering
[7], and neural networks [8, 9], the signals of interest are
hypercomplex, that is, they are elements of some algebras
over the field of real numbers [10]. Unlike vector spaces that
only allow addition and scalar multiplication, algebras admit
both addition and multiplication between the elements of the
algebra [11]. Some common examples of hypercomplex signals
include quaternions [12], coquaternions or split-quaternions
[13], biquaternions [14], and octonions [15]. Instead of tackling
each dimension independently, hypercomplex signal processing
exploits the corresponding algebra to process all signal dimen-
sions jointly. The quaternion approaches have been successfully
applied to color image processing [16] where the color channels
are mutually correlated via quaternion algebra. Quaternion
signal processing tools have also been extended to Fourier
transform [17], neural networks [18], and adaptive filtering [19].
Applying the Cayley-Dickson construction [11] to quaternions
for higher dimensions yields an octonion representation [20].
In this paper, we focus on octonion-valued signals.
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A recent application of octonions is multispectral image
processing [21], wherein each pixel 7-color channel image has a
vector-valued representation such that each channel corresponds
to different complex-variable dimensions. Octonions have also
been exploited for color-stereo image analysis [22], where two
3-color channel images are represented in a different imaginary
dimension. The mutual processing along the color channels
and two stereo images has been shown to improve the analysis.
Recently, there has been broad interest in the recovery of the
phase of a multispectral image, which is represented using
octonion-valued signals, from its phaseless measurements [23].

Conventional phase retrieval (PR) is a long-standing signal
processing problem, where we want to recover a complex-
valued signal x ∈ Cn given its phaseless measurements
y ∈ Cm as y = |Ax|2, where the known measurement
matrix A ∈ Cm×n is also complex-valued. This problem
arises in several areas such as diffractive imaging [24], X-
ray crystallography [25], astronomy [26], and radar waveform
design [27]. A plethora of algorithms have been proposed
for precise PR solutions and the literature is too expansive
to summarize here (see, e.g., [28] for recent surveys, and
references therein). Broadly, the PR algorithms follow two
approaches: either exploit prior knowledge of the signal
structure or make additional measurements of the magnitude
via, for example, the Fourier transform.

In the context of hypercomplex signals, recently quaternion
PR (QPR) was proposed for vision applications in [29],
where the signal and the measurement matrix were quaternion-
and real-valued, respectively. This was later extended to
a quaternion-valued sensing matrix in [30], a quaternion
Wirtinger flow (QWF) algorithm was proposed to solve the
QPR problem. The QWF is an extension of its popular complex-
valued PR algorithm in [31]. Another QPR application has been
reported in multiple image encryption that employs quaternion
gyrator transform [32]. In this work, we focus on the hitherto
unaddressed octonion PR (OPR) problem that is encountered
in the reconstruction of multispectral images.

However, unlike QWF, it is not straightforward to extend
Wirtinger flow (WF) [31] to octonions because octonion algebra
lacks associative property. Hence, unlike quaternions, deriving
Wirtinger-like derivatives for octonion-valued variables is very
challenging [33, 34]. We address this problem by employing a
pseudo-real-matrix representation [35] of the octonion variables
to formulate our octonion WF (OWF). We identify trivial
ambiguities in OPR and derive the recovery guarantees. Our
numerical experiments with synthetic as well as eight-channel
multispectral image real data show accurate OPR with the
proposed OWF under noiseless and noisy scenarios.

Throughout this paper, we reserve boldface lowercase, bold-
face uppercase, and calligraphic letters for vectors, matrices,
and index sets, respectively. The set of octonion numbers
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is denoted as O. We denote the transpose, conjugate, and
Hermitian by (·)T , (·)∗, and (·)H , respectively. The identity
matrix of size N ×N is IN . || · ||p is the ℓp norm. We denote
| · | as the cardinality of a set, E [·] is the statistical expectation
function, and P denotes the probability. The functions max and
min output their arguments’ maximum and minimum values,
respectively. The sign function is defined as sign(c) = c

|c| .

II. DESIDERATA FOR OCTONION ALGEBRA

We begin with the theoretical desiderata. An octonion number
x is defined as x = x0 +

∑7
i=1 xiei, where xi are real-valued

coefficients and ei are the octonion units such that e2i = −1 for
i = 1, . . . , 7. The conjugate is x∗ = x0 −

∑7
1 xiei. The ‘real

part’ of x is x0. Octonions are obtained from Cayley Dickson’s
construction of quaternions. Octonion algebra is non-associative
and non-commutative, that is, for given three octonion numbers
x, y, z ∈ O, we have (x · y) · z ̸= x · (y · z) and x · y ̸=
y · x. The ‘purely imaginary’ part of the octonion is Imx =∑7

i=1 xiei. The magnitude of an octonion number is |x| =√∑7
i=0 x

2
i . The norm of an octonion vector x ∈ On is ∥x∥ =√∑n

k=1 |xk|2. For a real-valued vector t ∈ Rn, its ℓ2 norm is
∥t∥2 =

√∑n
k=1 t

2
k. The octonion-valued Gaussian distribution

is represented by NO which is defined as NO = N (0, 1) +∑7
i=1 N (0, 1)ei, where N (0, 1) is standard normal distribution.

The octonion Gaussian distribution of a n-dimensional octonion
random variable is Nn

O, where each vector element is drawn
from NO. For further details on octonion algebra, we refer the
interested reader to [15].

It follows from the non-associative octonion algebra that,
unlike in quaternion algebra, a real-matrix representation of
an octonion number does not exist. However, [35] proposed a
pseudo-real matrix representation that has been successfully
employed by many octonion-valued signal applications [21].
To obtain this representation, define the real representation of
the octonion number x ∈ O as ℵ(x) = [x0, x1, . . . , x7]

T ∈ R8.
Then, the injective mapping ג : O → R8×8 is the real matrix
representation of an octonion number [35]:

(x)ג =


x0 −x1 −x2 −x3 −x4 −x5 −x6 −x7
x1 x0 x3 −x2 x5 −x4 −x7 x6
x2 −x3 x0 x1 x6 x7 −x4 −x5
x3 x2 −x1 x0 x7 −x6 x5 −x4
x4 −x5 −x6 −x7 x0 x1 x2 x3
x5 x4 −x7 x6 −x1 x0 −x3 x2
x6 x7 x4 −x5 −x2 x3 x0 −x1
x7 −x6 x5 x4 −x3 −x2 x1 x0

.
Both representations ℵ and ג are also easily extended to
vector/matrix octonion variables i.e., given A ∈ Om×n,
we have ℵ(A) ∈ R8n×m and (A)ג ∈ R8m×8n. Consider
x ∈ On and A ∈ Om×n, it holds ℵ(Ax) = ℵ(x)(A)ג and
∥x∥2 = ∥ℵ(x)∥2. This allows us to convert the octonion
product into a real-valued matrix/vector multiplication that
obeys the octonion product rules. We later employ this
representation for gradient-based algorithms for OPR.

III. OPR AND TRIVIAL AMBIGUITY

Consider the octonion-valued signal x ∈ On and its
phaseless measurements y = |Ax|2 ∈ Rm

+ where A ∈ Om×n

is the octonion-valued sensing matrix. Our goal is to recover
the octonion-valued signal x from its phaseless measurements
y. Traditional WF for high dimensional signals would require
concatenating all signal components thereby discarding any

interaction between them. It is, therefore, desired to devise
OPR recovery that also obeys octonion algebra.

As in conventional PR problems, there also exists an intrinsic
trivial ambiguity in OPR as explained below.
Trivial Ambiguity: Given a unit octonion q, |q| = 1, the
signal x scaled by a global right octonion factor i.e., q is
right-multiplied to all the elements of signal x leads to the
same measurements, i.e., |Axq|2 = |Ax|2. However, since
the octonion algebra is non-commutative, we have |Aqx|2 ̸=
|Ax|2. Our goal is to recover x up to a trivial ambiguity of
only on the right octonion phase factor.

To this end, first define x = yq. We show that |aHℓ x|2 =
|aHℓ y|2 for all ℓ = 1, . . . , n holds with high probability. We
have |aHℓ x|2 − |aHℓ y|2 = ⟨xxH − yyH ,aℓa

H
ℓ ⟩R. Further,

m∑
ℓ=1

(
|aH

ℓ x|2 − |aH
ℓ y|2

)2

≥

〈
xxH − yyH ,

m∑
ℓ=1

aℓa
H
ℓ

〉
R

. (1)

To lower bound the left-hand side term – a quadratic stochastic
process – we, therefore, employ the small ball method [36].
Recall the following Proposition 1:

Proposition 1 (Lower bound on quadratic stochastic process).
[36, Theorem 2.1] Assume βℓ where ℓ = 1, . . . ,m to be

independent copies of β. Denote a family of functions that
satisfy a uniform small-ball estimation by F . For a constant
τ > 0, we have QF (τ) = inff∈F P [|f | ≥ τ ] > 0 and
based on the expectation of Rademacher process Rm(F) =
E
[
supf∈F

∣∣ 1
m

∑m
ℓ=1 εℓf(βℓ)

∣∣], where {εℓ}nℓ=1 are indepen-
dent, symmetric, binary-valued random variables εℓ ∈ {−1, 1}.
Then, for probability at least 1− e−2t2 for constant t > 0,

inf
f∈F

∣∣∣∣∣
m∑
ℓ=1

εℓf(βℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ τ2

(
QF (2τ)− 4

τ
RmF − t√

n

)
. (2)

Due to the randomness of the sensing matrix A and
assuming that the octonion signal follows an octonion Gaussian
distribution, we employ Proposition 1 to establish the following
result about the trivial ambiguity of OPR.

Theorem 2 (Trivial ambiguity of right-octonion phase factor).
Consider the octonion variables y and x = yq, where y ∼ Nn

O
with q ∈ O. Define the sensing matrix A ∼ Nm×n

O with
rows aℓ ∈ On for ℓ = 1, . . . ,m. Then, with a probability 1−
e−

1
2 c̃

2m for some positive constant c̃,
∑m

ℓ=1(|aHℓ x|−|aHℓ y|) ≥
c̃m∥xxH − yyH∥2F , with c̃ > 0.

Proof: See Appendix.

IV. RECOVERY ALGORITHM

Our proposed OWF algorithm performs Wirtinger-like iter-
ations. These are similar to a gradient descent approach but
also take into account the octonion algebra. However, the non-
convexity of the OPR problem implies that we also suitably
initialize the algorithm. To this end, we employ a spectral
initialization approach.
OWF Algorithm: The octonion algebra is non-associative and,
hence, lacks a clear definition of derivatives for octonion-valued
variables [37] including chain rule, high-dimensional gradients,
and gradient-based methods such as the WF. Optimization-
based methods that employ octonion representation, as in
singular value decomposition (SVD) [21] or deep octonion
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neural networks [38], usually resort to the pseudo-real-matrix
representation to perform optimization over the real-valued
variable. Inspired by this approach, we propose using this
representation to solve the following OPR optimization:

x∗ = argmin
x̃∈On

m∑
ℓ=1

(
|aH

ℓ x̃|2 − yℓ

)2

. (3)

Employing the real matrix representation, the problem of
recovery of the octonion signal becomes

x∗ = ℵ−1

argmin
x̃∈R8n

f(x̃)︷ ︸︸ ︷
m∑
ℓ=1

(
ג∥

(
aH
ℓ

)
ℵ(x̃)∥22 − yℓ

)2

 (4)

where the ℓ2 norm comes from the observation that the norm
of an octonion variable is the norm of its real representation.

Then, (4) is solved by gradient descent steps. Here, the
key difference with respect to the traditional complex-valued
approach lies in the gradient computation. In the complex-
valued case, wherein the measurements are y = |Ax|2 with
the signal x ∈ C8n and sensing matrix A ∈ Cm×8n. Here, the
gradient update is ∇x

(
|a∗ℓx|2 − yℓ

)2
= (∥a∗ℓx∥2−yℓ)(aℓa

∗
ℓ )x.

However, the octonion real-matrix representation in the OWF
considers the interaction among all signal components, which
is desired for multispectral we imaging. The OWF gradient
of the cost function is ∇x̃f(x̃) =

∑m
ℓ=1(∥ג

(
aHℓ

)
ℵ(x̃)∥22 −

yℓ)ג
(
aHℓ

)T ג
(
aHℓ

)
ℵ(x̃). Then, the OWF update process in the

i-th iteration, where i ∈ {1, . . . , I} such that I is the maximum
number of iterations, becomes x̃(i) = x̃(i−1) − α∇f(x̃(i−1)),
where α is a suitable selected gradient step size. From inverse
real representation of x̃, the octonion signal is x∗ = ℵ−1(x̃(I)).
Initialization: A key step in most nonconvex PR approaches
is the initialization of the algorithm because spurious points
in the cost function can lead to local minima. Here, we
employ the popular spectral initialization [39], wherein our
goal is to obtain the initial estimate of the true signal by
computing the leading eigenvector of the octonion-valued
matrix Y = 1

m

∑m
ℓ=1 yℓaℓa

H
ℓ ∈ On×n. This may be achieved

by solving an octonionic right eigenvalue decomposition. In
[40], this was solved for small octonion-valued matrices
(n < 4). However, [40] cannot be extended to larger matrices.
Therefore, we propose to adapt the power method for the
right quaternion eigenvalue decomposition [41] to compute
the leading eigenvalue of Y. This method employs power
iterations over the real matrix representation and computes
the inverse real representation operator ℵ−1(·) to yield the
equivalent octonion leading eigenvalue.

To measure the error between the estimated octonion signal
x∗ and its true value x, define the distance d(x,x∗) =
minz ∥x∗ − xz∥ where z ∈ {z ∈ O||z| = 1} is only-
phase octonion factor. We represent this distance in terms
of the pseudo-real-matrix representation of octonions as
d(x∗,x) = minz ∥ℵ(x∗) − ,∥ℵ(z)((x)ג using the prop-
erty ∥x∥ = ∥ℵ(x)∥. After some simple algebra, we
get d(x,x∗) = ∥ℵ(x∗) − ,∥g(x∗)((x)ג where g(x∗) =

sign
((

Tℵ(x∗)(x)ג
) (

T(x)ג x)ג
)−1

)
.

a b

Figure 1. (a) Success rate of OWF and concatenated WF for different value
of sampling complexity m/n with n = 100. (b) Convergence rate of OWF
for m/n = 20 for 2000 iterations.

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We validated our OWF algorithm through various numerical
experiments using the quaternion and octonion toolbox for
MATLAB [42]. Unless otherwise noted, the sensing matrix was
drawn from an octonion Gaussian distribution i.e., A∼Nm×n

O .
The maximum OWF iterations were set to I = 2000. We
set α = 5m∑m

ℓ=1 yℓ
[30].

Synthetic Data: We experimented with synthetic data, wherein
the signal x ∈ On×1 was generated as x ∼ Nn

O, where
we normalized the signal such that ∥x∥ = 1 and the signal
dimension n = 100. Over 100 Monte Carlo simulations, we
declare signal recovery a “success” when d(x,x∗) ≤ 1e−5.
Figure 1 (a) shows the success rate (the mean success of
the 100 experiments) for varying sample complexity m/n.
We also compared OWF with the traditional WF (using
PhasePack library [43]), wherein the signal is concatenation of
all eight components, i.e., x = [xT

0 , . . . ,x
T
7 ]

T ∈ C8n with a
random complex-valued sensing matrix A ∈ Cm×8n. We used
d(x,x∗) = ∥x∗ − x sign(xHx)∥ to assess reconstruction qual-
ity. The OWF achieved almost perfect recovery for m/n > 10
while traditional WF required m/n > 20. Figure 1(b) plots
the distance function d(x,x∗) for each iteration for m/n = 20
showing linear convergence of the OWF algorithm. Next, we
tested the OWF algorithm for measurements corrupted by
additive Gaussian noise i.e., y = |Ax|2+ω where ω ∈ Rm is
sampled from ω ∼ N

(
0,

∥y∥2
2

10
SNR
10

Im

)
. We employed the same

number of iterations and n = 100. We varied the sample
complexity m/n and the signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) from 0
to 30 dB in steps of 5 dB. Figure 2 demonstrates that OWF
recovers the octonion signal with high accuracy with m/n > 17
and SNR> 20 dB. The absence of a distinct phase transition
in both Figures 1 and 2 can be attributed to the utilization of a
pseudo-real matrix representation in the algorithm, as precise
octonion calculus tools are unavailable.
Real Data: We also validated OWF-based OPR with real
data. We used a spectral image (Figure 3a) from the CAVE
multispectral image dataset [44]. We employ a central crop
of 32× 32 pixel and select 8 equispaced spectral bands from
the 31 original spectral bands ranging from 400 to 700 nm.
Each band was vectorized and selected as a dimension of the
octonion signal, thus, in this case, the octonion signal dimension
was n = 1024. We compared OWF reconstruction with the
gradient descent (GD) algorithm [45]. We concatenated all
color channels to form the signal xr ∈ R8n, the sensing matrix
Ar ∈ Rm×8n and, hence, the measurements yr = |Arxr|2.
Note that, unlike (4), this method doesn’t use the real-matrix
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Figure 2. Success rate of OWF for different values of sampling complexity
m/n with n = 30 with measurements under additive Gaussian noise

Figure 3. Reconstruction with real data. (a) Statistical performance for 64
images of the spectral image dataset. (b) RGB representation of the 8-channel
spectral image and its individual 8 components on the right panel. (c) OWF-
reconstructed image and its components; recovered image’s PSNR = 39.01
dB (d) GD-reconstructed image and its components; recovered image’s PSNR
= 24.16 dB. (e) Recovered spectral signature.

representation for the product between the rows of Ar (arℓ ) and
the signal xr. We employed the Lanzcos algorithm [46] with
100 power iterations for initialization. Figure 3a depicts the
success rate (d(x, x̂) < 10−3) for 64 images of the dataset with
varying sample complexity m/n = {1, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30}.
Similar to synthetic data, the OWF (concatenation method) for
real data shows perfect recovery for m/n > 10 (m/n > 20).

We examined spectral image recovery with m/n = 15 and
conducted OWF for I = 2000 iterations using the sensing
matrix A generated as in previous experiments. Figures 3b, c,
and d depict the ground-truth image, OWF reconstruction,
and reconstruction via concatenation, respectively. Quality
assessment utilized the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR)
= 20 log

(
max(x,x∗)

1
8n

∑n
i=1 |xi−x∗

i |2

)
[47]. Validation involved exam-

ining the recovery of spectral signatures, specifically vectors
with eight octonion components at predefined pixel coordinates.
Figure 3e demonstrates superior recovery performance with
OWF over the real-valued approach with GD at coordinate
(10,10) in the reference and reconstructed images.

VI. SUMMARY

We introduced an OPR algorithm for recovering 8-
dimensional signals from phaseless measurements. The pro-
posed OWF algorithm, derived from the pseudo-real-matrix
representation of octonions, was validated through diverse ex-
periments across different scenarios, sample sizes, noise levels,
and real signals with multispectral images. This contributes to
the advancement of hypercomplex PR applications [48].

APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 2
From equation (1), we have f(·) = | · |. First, we find the

small-ball estimate bound of QF (τ). Define W = xxH −yy∗.
Using Paley-Zygmund inequality [49, Lemma 8.26], we get

QF (τ) = inf
W

P[|⟨W,aℓa
H
ℓ ⟩R|2 ≤ τ ]

≤ inf
W

E
[
|⟨W,aℓa

H
ℓ ⟩R|2

]
− τ2

E [|⟨W,aℓaH
ℓ ⟩R|4]

, 0 < τ < 1. (5)

Then, we need to upper (lower) bound the denominator
(numerator). Since W is a rank-2 matrix, we have W =
λ1hh

H + λ2bb
H , where λ1 + λ2 = 1 and ∥h∥ =

∥b∥ = 1 are normalized eigenvalues and eigenvectors, re-
spectively. Then,⟨W,aℓa

H
ℓ ⟩R = λ1|hHaℓ|2 + λ2|bHaℓ|2.

Since A ∼ Nm×n
O and x ∼ Nn

O, then following the
rotation invariance property of octonion product, hHaℓ and
bHaℓ are independent copies of the octonion Gaussian dis-
tribution. We observe that |hHaℓ|2 and |b∗aℓ|2 conform
to the χ2 distribution with 8 degrees of freedom. Lever-
aging computations of high-order moments [50] for the
χ2 distribution and after some algebraic manipulations, we
get E

[
|⟨W,aℓa

H
ℓ ⟩R|4

]
≤ 1

44E
[
8|hHaℓ|2 + 8|b∗aℓ|2

]
=

24Γ(16)
44Γ(8)

:= c0. On the other hand, E
[
|⟨W,aℓa

H
ℓ ⟩R|2

]
≥

1
16

(
E
[
8|hHaℓ|2

]
− E

[
8|b∗aℓ|2

])
= 1

4
:= c1. Define

the constant c = c1
c0

. Using the property |⟨P,D⟩| ≤√
rank(P)∥P∥F ∥D∥2 from the real-matrix representation of

octonion numbers, we have

Rm = E

[
sup
W

1

m

m∑
ℓ=1

εℓ⟨W,aℓa
H
ℓ ⟩

]
≤

√
2

n
E

[∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
ℓ=1

εℓaℓa
H
ℓ

∥∥∥∥∥
]
.

We can decompose the octonion variables following the
Carley-Dickson octonion construction: aℓ = (αℓ + βℓe2) +
(γℓ + ηℓe2)e4. After some tedious algebra on (6) using the
aforementioned octonion representation, we obtain∥∥∥∥∥

m∑
ℓ=1

εℓaℓa
H
ℓ

∥∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
ℓ=1

εℓ((αℓ + βℓe2) + (γℓ + ηℓe2)e4)·

((αℓ + βℓe2) + (γℓ + ηℓe2)e4)
∗∥ . (6)

Re-arranging the terms yields∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
ℓ=1

εℓaℓa
H
ℓ

∥∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
ℓ=1

εℓ(αℓα
∗
ℓ + βℓβ

∗
ℓ + γℓγ

∗
ℓ + ηℓη

∗
ℓ+

2βℓα
H
ℓ + 2ηℓγ

H
ℓ )

∥∥∥ . (7)

From random matrix theory, we have an upper bound on
the Rademacher Gaussian series. Using [51, Theorem 4.1.1]
in (6) gives E [∥

∑m
ℓ=1 εℓαℓα

∗
ℓ ] ≤

√
2
∑

ℓ ∥αℓα∗
ℓ∥ log n. Up-

per bounding the spectral norm [52] yields
∑

ℓ ∥αℓα
∗
ℓ∥ ≤

O(log log n). Then, for universal constant C, we have
Rm(F) ≤ C2n logm.

Putting all terms together, we have that with a probability
at least 1− e−

1
2 c

2m, we obtain

inf
W

1

m

m∑
ℓ=1

|⟨W,aℓa
H
ℓ ⟩R| ≥

1

16
c− C logm− c

32
√
m

≥ c

64
m.

This leads to
∑m

ℓ=1(|aHℓ x| − |aHℓ y|) ≥ c̃m∥xx∗−yy∗∥2F , for
a constant c̃ > 0. This proves that for sufficiently small c̃, the
only trivial ambiguity is the right-octonion factor.
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