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CONVERGENCE ON GAUSS-SEIDEL ITERATIVE METHODS FOR
LINEAR SYSTEMS WITH GENERAL H-MATRICES*

CHENG-YI ZHANG', DAN YE!, CONG-LEI ZHONG$, AND SHUANGHUA LUOY

Abstract. It is well known that as a famous type of iterative methods in numerical linear
algebra, Gauss-Seidel iterative methods are convergent for linear systems with strictly or irreducibly
diagonally dominant matrices, invertible H—matrices (generalized strictly diagonally dominant ma-
trices) and Hermitian positive definite matrices. But, the same is not necessarily true for linear
systems with nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices and general H —matrices. This paper firstly
proposes some necessary and sufficient conditions for convergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative methods
to establish several new theoretical results on linear systems with nonstrictly diagonally dominant
matrices and general H—matrices. Then, the convergence results on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel
(PGS) iterative methods for general H—matrices are presented. Finally, some numerical examples
are given to demonstrate the results obtained in this paper.

Key words. Gauss-Seidel iterative methods; Convergence; Nonstrictly diagonally dominant
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1. Introduction. In this paper we consider the solution methods for the system
of n linear equations

(1.1) Az =0,

where A = (a;;) € C"*" and is nonsingular, b,z € C” and = unknown. Let us recall
the standard decomposition of the coefficient matrix A € C*"*",

where Dy = diag(ai1,a99, - ,any,) is a diagonal matrix, L4 and Ua are strictly
lower and strictly upper triangular matrices, respectively. If a;; # 0 for all i € (n) =
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{1,2,---,n}, the Jacobi iteration matrix associated with the coefficient matrix A is
(1.3) Hy =D, (La+Ua);

the forward, backward and symmetric Gauss-Seidel (FGS-, BGS- and SGS-) iteration
matrices associated with the coefficient matrix A are

(1.4) Hrpgs = (Da — La) 'Ua,
(1.5) Hpgs = (Da—Ua) 'La,
and

(1.6) Hsgs = HpgsHras

= (Da—Ua)'La(Ds—Ua)"'La,

respectively. Then, the Jacobi, FGS, BGS and SGS iterative method can be denoted
the following iterative scheme:

(1.7) 20D = gz 4 £ i=0,1,2,--

where H denotes iteration matrices Hy, Hrgs, Hpas and Hggs, respectively,
correspondingly, f is equal to Db, (Da — La)~'b, (Da — Ua)~'b and (Da —
Ua) tDa(Da — La)~ b, respectively. It is well-known that (7)) converges for any
given (¥ if and only if p(H) < 1 (see [27]), where p(H) denotes the spectral radius of
the iteration matrix H. Thus, to establish the convergence results of iterative scheme
(7)), we mainly study the spectral radius of the iteration matrix in the iterative

scheme (7).

As is well known in some classical textbooks and monographs, see [27], Jacobli
and Guass-Seidel iterative methods for linear systems with Hermitian positive def-
inite matrices, strictly or irreducibly diagonally dominant matrices and invertible
H—matrices(generalized strictly diagonally dominant matrices) are convergent. Re-
cently, the class of strictly or irreducibly diagonally dominant matrices and invertible
H —matrices has been extended to encompass a wider set, known as the set of gen-
eral H—matrices. In a recent paper, Ref. [3, [4 5], a partition of the n x n general
H —matrix set, H,, into three mutually exclusive classes was obtained: the Invertible
class, H., where the comparison matrices of all general H—matrices are nonsingular,
the Singular class, H?, formed only by singular H—matrices, and the Mixed class,
HM in which singular and nonsingular H—matrices coexist. Lately, Zhang in [34]
proposed some necessary and sufficient conditions for convergence on Jacobli iterative
methods for linear systems with general H—matrices.
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A problem has to be proposed, i.e., whether Guass-Seidel iterative methods for
linear systems with nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices and general H —matrices
are convergent or not. Let us investigate the following examples.

EXAMPLE 1.1. Assume that either A or B is the coefficient matriz of linear

2 1 1 2 -1 -1
system (1), where A= -1 2 1| andB=| 1 2 =1 |. Itis veri-
-1 -1 2 1 1 2

fied that both A and B are nonstrictly diagonally dominant and nonsingular. Direct
computations yield that p(Higs) = p(HBgs) = 1, while p(Hpgs) = p(HEqg) =
0.3536 < 1 and p(Higg) = p(HE,g) = 0.5797 < 1. This shows that BGS and SGS
iterative methods for the matriz A are convergent, while the same is not FGS iter-
atiwe method for A; However, FGS and SGS iterative methods for the matriz B are
convergent, while the same is not BGS iterative method for B.

EXAMPLE 1.2. Assume that either A or B is the coefficient matriz of linear

2 -1 1
system (IL1), where A= 1| 1 2 1 | and B= [ ; _11 } It is verified that
1 1 2

A is nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrixz and and B is a mixed H—matriz. Fur-
ther, they are nonsingular. By direct computations, it is easy to get that p(H ?G g) =
0.4215 < 1, p(Hfags) = 0.3536 < 1 and p(Hésg) = 0.3608 < 1, while p(HE ) =
p(HE.q) = p(HE.s) = 1. This shows that FGS, BGS and SGS iterative methods
converge for the matriz A, while they fail to converge for the matriz B.

In fact, the matrices A and B in Example [Tl and Example [[2] respectively,
are all general H—matrices, but are not invertible H—matrices. Guass-Seidel it-
erative methods for these matrices sometime may converge for some given general
H —matrices, but may fail to converge for other given general H—matrices. How do
we get the convergence on Guass-Seidel iterative methods for linear systems with this
class of matrices without direct computations?

Aim at the problem above, some necessary and sufficient conditions for conver-
gence on Gauss-Seidel iterative methods are firstly proposed to establish some new
results on nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices and general H —matrices. In par-
ticular, the convergence results on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel (PGS) iterative meth-
ods for general H—matrices are presented. Futhermore, some numerical examples are
given to demonstrate the results obtained in this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. Some notations and preliminary results about
special matrices are given in Section 2. Some special matrices will be defined, based
on which some necessary and sufficient conditions for convergence on Gauss-Seidel
iterative methods are firstly proposed in Section 3. Some convergence results on
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preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods for general H—matrices are then pre-
sented in Section 4. In Section 5, some numerical examples are given to demonstrate
the results obtained in this paper. Conclusions are given in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries. In this section we give some notions and preliminary results
about special matrices that are used in this paper.

Cm>m (R™*™) will be used to denote the set of all m x n complex (real) matrices.
Z denotes the set of all integers. Let o C (n) = {1,2,---,n} C Z. For nonempty
index sets «, 8 C (n), A(q, B) is the submatrix of A € C™*™ with row indices in « and
column indices in 5. The submatrix A(q, a) is abbreviated to A(«). Let A € C"*™,
a C (n) and o = (n) —a. If A(a) is nonsingular, the matriz

(2.1) Ala=A(d) — Ald, o) [A(a)] "t A, &)

is called the Schur complement with respect to A(a), indices in both « and o are
arranged with increasing order. We shall confine ourselves to the nonsingular A(«) as
far as A/« is concerned.

Let A = (aij) € Cm™*" and B = (b”) S men, A® B = (aijbij) e Cmxn
denotes the Hadamard product of the matrices A and B. A matrix A = (a;;) € R"*"
is called nonnegative if a;; > 0 for all 4,5 € (n). A matric A = (a;;) € R™*" is
called a Z—matriz if a;; < 0 for all i # j. We will use Z,, to denote the set of all
n X n Z—matrices. A matric A = (a;j) € Zp is called an M—matriz if A can be
expressed in the form A = sI — B, where B > 0, and s > p(B), the spectral radius
of B. If s > p(B), A is called a nonsingular M—matriz; if s = p(B), A is called
a singular M —matriz. M,, M2 and M? will be used to denote the set of all n x n
M —matrices, the set of all n x n nonsingular M —matrices and the set of all n x n
singular M —matrices, respectively. It is easy to see that

(2.2) M=MruM? and M0 M. =0.

The comparison matriz of a given matrix A = (a;;) € C*"*™, denoted by u(A) =
(1ij), is defined by

i _{ |a/ii|7 lf z:ju
Y —lai;l, if i

It is clear that p(A) € Z, for a matrix A € C™*". The set of equimodular matrices
associated with A, denoted by w(A) = {B € C"*"™: u(B) = u(A)}. Note that both
A and p(A) are in w(A). A matriz A = a;; € C"*" is called a general H—matriz if
w(A) € M, (see [2]). If u(A) € M2, A is called an invertible H—matriz; if p(A) € MY
with a; = 0 for at least one i € (n), A is called a singular H—matriz; if p(A) € MY
with a; # 0 for all i € (n), A is called a mized H—matriz. H,, H., HS and HM
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will denote the set of all n x n general H—matrices, the set of all n x n invertible
H —matrices, the set of all n x n singular H —matrices and the set of all n x n mixed
H —matrices, respectively (See [3]). Similar to equalities ([2:2)), we have

(2.3) H,=HUHSUHM and H.NnHSNHM =0

For n > 2, an n X n complex matrix A is reducible if there exists an n X n
permutation matrix P such that
A A
(2.4) PAPT = [ a2 } ,
0 A
where Ay1 is an r X r submatriz and Asz is an (n —r) X (n —r) submatriz, where
1 <r < n. If no such permutation matriz exists, then A is called irreducible. If A
is a 1 x 1 complex matriz, then A is irreducible if its single entry is nonzero, and
reducible otherwise.

DEFINITION 2.1. A matrizc A € C"*"™ is called diagonally dominant by row if

n

(2.5) laisl > > agl

=15
holds for all i € (n). If inequality in (Z2) holds strictly for all i € (n), A is called
strictly diagonally dominant by row. If A is irreducible and the inequality in (23)
holds strictly for at least one i € (n), A is called irreducibly diagonally dominant by
row. If (Z2) holds with equality for all i € (n), A is called diagonally equipotent by
row.

D, (SD,, ID,) and DE,, will be used to denote the sets of all n x n (strictly, irre-
ducibly) diagonally dominant matrices and the set of all n x n diagonally equipotent
matrices, respectively.

DEFINITION 2.2. A matric A € C"*"™ is called generalized diagonally dominant
if there exist positive constants oy, 1 € (n), such that

(2.6) aglag| > Z ajlaij]
=1
holds for all i € (n). If inequality in (2:8) holds strictly for all i € (n), A is called

generalized strictly diagonally dominant. If (2:8) holds with equality for all i € (n),
A is called generalized diagonally equipotent.

We will denote the sets of all n x n generalized (strictly) diagonally dominant
matrices and the set of all n x n generalized diagonally equipotent matrices by
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GD,(GSD,,) and GDE,,, respectively.

DEFINITION 2.3. A matriz A is called nonstrictly diagonally dominant, if either
(2:3) or (2:8) holds with equality for at least one i € (n).

REMARK 2.4. Let A = (a;;) € C"™™ be nonstrictly diagonally dominant and o =
(n) —a' C (n). If A(a) is a (generalized) diagonally equipotent principal submatriz
of A, then the following hold:

o A(a, ') =0, which shows that A is reducible;
o A(i1) = (ai,4, ) being (generalized) diagonally equipotent implies a; ; = 0.
REMARK 2.5. Definition 2.2 and Definition 2.3 show that
D, c GD, and GSD, Cc GD,.

The following will introduce the relationship of (generalized) diagonally dominant
matrices and general H—matrices and some properties of general H—matrices that
will be used in the rest of the paper.

LEMMA 2.6. (see [28, 30, 32, 31]) Let A € D,,(GD,,). Then A € H! if and only
if A has no (generalized) diagonally equipotent principal submatrices. Furthermore, if
Ae D,NZ,(GD,NZ,), then A € M2 if and only if A has no (generalized) diagonally
equipotent principal submatrices.

LEMMA 2.7. (see [2]) SD,UID, Cc H} =GSD,
LEMMA 2.8. (see [3]) GD, C H,.

It is interested in wether H,, C GD,, is true or not. The answer is "NOT”. Some
counterexamples are given in [3] to show that H,, C GD,, is not true. But, under the
condition of ”irreducibility”, the following conclusion holds.

LEMMA 2.9. (see [3]) Let A € C™*™ be irreducible. Then A € H, if and only if
AeGD,.

More importantly, under the condition of ”reducibility”, we have the following
conclusion.

LEMMA 2.10. Let A € C*"*™ be reducible. Then A € H, if and only if in the
Frobenius normal from of A

Ry Ry -+ Ry
Ry -+ Ras

(2.7) PAPT = , ] ,
0 0 --- R,

each irreducible diagonal square block R;; is generalized diagonally dominant, where P
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is a permutation matriz, R; = A(cy) is either 1 X 1 zero matrices or irreducible square
matrices, R;; = A, o), 1 # j, 4,5 = 1,2,---, s, further, a;Na; =0 for i # j, and
Ui a; = (n).

The proof of this theorem follows from Lemma and Theorem 5 in [3].

LEMMA 2.11. A matriv A € HM U HS if and only if in the Frobenius normal
from (Z77) of A, each irreducible diagonal square block R;; is generalized diagonally
dominant and has at least one generalized diagonally equipotent principal submatrix.

Proof. Tt follows from (23), Lemma and Lemma [2.10] that the conclusion of
this lemma is obtained immediately. O

3. Some special matrices and their properties. In order to investigate con-
vergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative methods, some definitions of special matrices will
be defined and their properties will be proposed to be used in this paper.

DEFINITION 3.1. (see [34]) Let B = (e'f) € C"™", where e = cosf,.s +
isinbs, i = /—1 and 0,5 € R for all v,s € (n). The matriz B = (e¥) € C"*" s
called 0—ray pattern matriz if

1. 0,5 + Os. = 2km holds for all r,s € (n), r # s, where k € Z;

2. both 0,5 — 0y = O + (2k + )7 and O, — 04 = 05 + (2k + 1) hold for all
ros,t€(n) andr#s, r£t, t#s, where k € Z;

3. 0. =0 for allr € (n), 6 €[0,2m).

DEFINITION 3.2. Let B = (ei¥rs) € C"*", where e™¥rs = cos.s + isin,,
i =+/—1 and 1,5 € R for all ;s € (n). The matriz B = (e¥rs) € C"*" is called
Y—ray pattern matrix if

1. Vs + sy = 2km + 1 holds for all rys € (n), r # s, where k € Z;

2. s — U =Uis +k+ Dmifr <s<tors<t<rort<r<s forall
r,s,t € (n), where k € Z;

3 Ups — bt =Ps — 0+ Rk+Dmifr<t<sort<s<rors<r<t forall
r,s,t € (n), where k € Z;

4. Yrpr =0 for all v € (n).

DEFINITION 3.3. Let B¢ = (e'¥r) € C™ ", where €' = cos ¢ps + i5in ¢y,
i =+v/—1 and ¢.s € R for all ;s € (n). The matriz E* = (') € C"*" is called
¢—ray pattern matriz if

1. ¢rs + Qsr = 2k + ¢ holds for all r,s € (n), r # s, where k € Z;

2. prs — Ot =Gts — O+ Rk +D)mifr<s<tors<t<rort<r<s forall
r,s,t € (n), where k € Z;

3 s — bt = Grs + Rk + D ifr <t <sort<s<rors<r<tforall
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r,s,t € (n), where k € Z;
4. Qpr =0 for all r € (n).

DEFINITION 3.4. Any matrix A = (a,s) € C**™ has the following form:
(3.1) A =€ Al @ EX = (e |a,s|eX) € C"<",

where n € R, |A| = (|ars|) € R™™ and E™X = (=) € C"*", x,s € R for r,s € (n).
The matriz E*X is called ray pattern matriz of the matriz A. If the ray pattern matriz
EX of the matriz A is a 0—ray pattern matriz, then A is called a 0—ray matriz; if the
ray pattern matriz EX of the matriz A is a —ray pattern matriz, then A is called a
w—ray matriz; and if the ray pattern matriz E™X of the matriz A is a ¢—ray pattern
matriz, then A is called a ¢p—ray matriz.

KO, UY and Z¢ denote the set of all n x n §—ray matrices, the set of all n x n
1y—ray matrices and the set of all n X n ¢—ray matrices, respectively. Obviously, if a
matrix A € %Z, then £ - A € %9 for all £ € C, the same is the matrices in %% and
£? . respectively.

THEOREM 3.5. Let a matriz A = Da — Ly — Ua = (ars) € C™™ with Dy =
diag(ai1, a2, ,ann). Then A € @Z if and only if there exists an n X n unitary
diagonal matriz D such that D™YAD = e - [|Dle® — (|La| + |Ual)] for n € R.

Proof. According to Definition B4, A = € - |A|® E¥ = (&' - |a,4|e®*). Define a
diagonal matrix D, = diag(e’®, e ... %) with ¢, = 01, +¢1 + (2k+1)7 for ¢1 €
R,r =23, --,n,and k € Z. By Definition 31l D~*AD = €"-[|[D4|e®® —(|La|+|Ua4l)],
which shows that the necessity is true.

The following will prove the sufficiency. Assume that there exists an n X n unitary
diagonal matrix Dy = diag(e!®1, - -, e'®") such that D;lAD¢ =e"-[|Dale? —(|La|+
|U4|)]- Then the following equalities hold:

Ors = ¢s— b+ (251 + 1),

(3 2) osr = (br - ¢s + (2k2 + 1)7Ta
' Ore = ¢ — ¢p + (2k3 + )7,
O = &r — Gr + (2ka + 1),

where k1, ko, ks, kg € Z.In B2), 0,540, = 2(k1+ko+1)m = 2k with k = k1 +ko+1 €
Z and for all r;s € (n), r # s. Following 32), 6:s = ¢s — ¢ + (2ks + 1)w. Hence,
¢s — ¢ = O — (2ks + 1)w. Consequently, 0,.s — 0,y = s — ¢ + 2(k1 — k3)m =
O1s + [2(k1 — ks — ks — 1) + 1m0 + (2k + 1) for all 7, s,t € (n) and r # s, 7 #
t, t # s, where k = k; — ks — ks — 1 € Z. In the same method, we can prove that
Osr — O = 05t + (2k 4+ 1)7 hold for all r,s,¢t € (n) and r # s, r #t, t # s, where
k € Z. Furthermore, it is obvious that 6,, = 0 for all r € (n). This completes the
sufficiency. O
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In the same method of proof as Theorem [3.5] the following conclusions will be
established.

THEOREM 3.6. Let a matriz A = Da — La — Ua = (ars) € C™*™ with Dy =
diag(ai1, a2z, -, any). Then A € %nw if and only if there exists an n X n unitary
diagonal matriz D such that D™YAD = ™ - [(|Da| — |Lal) — e™|Ual] for n € R.

THEOREM 3.7. Let a matriz A = Da — Ly — Ua = (ars) € C™*™ with Dy =
diag(ai1,a22,  *,ann). Then A € ff if and only if there exists an n X n unitary
diagonal matriz D such that D™YAD = ™ - [(|Da| — |Ual]) — €*®|La| for n € R.

COROLLARY 3.8. Z° =0 = %0 =¥ n<L?.

Proof. By Theorem 3.5 Theorem and Theorem [3.7 the proof is obtained
immediately. O

4. Convergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative methods. In numerical linear
algebra, the Gauss-Seidel iterative method, also known as the Liebmann method or
the method of successive displacement, is an iterative method used to solve a linear
system of equations. It is named after the German mathematicians Carl Friedrich
Gauss(1777-1855) and Philipp Ludwig von Seidel(1821-1896), and is similar to the
Jacobi method. Later, this iterative method was developed as three iterative meth-
ods, i.e., the forward, backward and symmetric Gauss-Seidel (FGS-, BGS- and SGS-)
iterative methods. Though these iterative methods can be applied to any matrix with
non-zero elements on the diagonals, convergence is only guaranteed if the matrix is
strictly or irreducibly diagonally dominant matrix, Hermitian positive definite ma-
trix and invertible H—matrix. Some classic results on convergence on Gauss-Seidel
iterative methods as follows:

THEOREM 4.1. (see [I7)) Let A € SD,,UID,,. Then p(Hras) <1, p(Hpas) <1
and p(Hsas) < 1, where Hpgs, Hpas and Hsgs are defined in (1.73)), (I3) and
(I8), respectively, and therefore the sequence {x(V} generated by FGS-, BGS- and
SGS-scheme (1.7), respectively, converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice
of the initial guess =0,

THEOREM 4.2. (see [30,31]) Let A € HL. Then p(Hrgs) < 1, p(Hpas) < 1 and
p(Hsas) < 1, where Hrgs, Hpas and Hsas are defined in (1.7), (I3) and (I.4),
respectively, and therefore the sequence {x(V} generated by FGS-, BGS- and SGS-
scheme (1.7), respectively, converges to the unique solution of (1) for any choice of
the initial guess z(©).

THEOREM 4.3. (see [30, B2]) Let A € C"*™ be a Hermitian positive definite
matriz. Then p(Hrgs) < 1, p(Hpas) < 1 and p(Hggs) < 1, where Hrgs, Hpas
and Hsgs are defined in (1.7), (13) and (1.6), respectively, and therefore the sequence
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{zW} generated by FGS-, BGS- and SGS-scheme (I.7), respectively, converges to the
unique solution of (1)) for any choice of the initial guess x(0).

Following, we consider convergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative methods for general
H—matrices. Let us investigate the case of nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices.
By Lemma and Theorem [£2] the following conclusion is obtained.

THEOREM 4.4. Let A € D,(GD,,). Then p(Hpas) < 1, p(Hpgs) < 1 and
p(Hsas) < 1, where Hpgs, Hpas and Hsas are defined in (1.7)), (I3) and (I.4),
respectively, i.e., the sequence {x(i)} generated by FGS-, BGS- and SGS-scheme (1.7),
respectively, converges to the unique solution of (1)) for any choice of the initial guess
2O if and only if A has no (generalized) diagonally equipotent principal submatrices.

Theorem 4 indicates that studying convergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative meth-
ods for nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices only investigates the case of (gener-
alized) diagonally equipotent matrices. Continuing in this direction, a lemma will be
introduced firstly to be used in this section.

LEMMA 4.5. (see [I7,130]) Let an irreducible matriz A € D,(GD,,). Then A is
singular if and only if D;'A € DE,(GDE,) N %Y, where D4 = diag(ai1, -+, ann)-

n’

THEOREM 4.6. Let an wrreducible matrizc A = (a;;) € GDE,. Then p(Hrpgs) =
p(HBgs) = p(HSGS) = 1, where Hpgs, HBGS and HS.GS are deﬁned m @), m}
and (L8), respectively, and therefore the sequence {x()} generated by FGS-, BGS-
and SGS-scheme (I77), respectively, doesn’t converge to the unique solution of (L))

for any choice of the initial guess (%),

Proof. Assume A = [ @ a2 } € GDE5. By Definition 22 aq]ai1| = azl|a12]
ag1  ag2

and ao|age| = ailazi| with a;; # 0 and a; > 0 for all ¢, = 1,2. Consequently, A €
GDE; if and only if |a12a21|/|a11a11| = 1. Direct computations give that p(Hpgs) =
p(Hpas) = p(Hsgs) = |a12az1|/|aiiaz| = 1 and consequently, the sequence {z("}
generated by FGS-, BGS- and SGS-scheme ([LT]), respectively, doesn’t converge to the
unique solution of () for any choice of the initial guess 2(*). O

LEMMA 4.7. Let A = (a;;) € DE, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then €' is an
eigenvalue of Hrgs if and only if DXIA € UY, where Da = diag(ai1,azz, -, ann)
and P € R.

Proof. We prove the sufficiency firstly. Since A = (a;;) € DE, is irreducible,
a;; # 0 for alli € (n). Thus, (Da+ La)~! exists, and consequently, Hrgs also exists,
where D4 = diag(ai1,a22, -, Gnyn). Assume D;llA € %Y. Theorem [3.0 shows that
there exists an unitary diagonal matrix D such that D=*(D ' A)D = [(I—|D ;' La|)—
e |D; U4l for ¢ € R. Hence, D' A = D(I — |D;'La|)D™! — e D|D'U4|D?
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and
Hpags = (Da—1La)'Ua=(—D;'La)™'D;'Ua
(4.1) = [D(I —|D3'La)D~"]" (" D|D'Ua|D™Y)
¢ D[(I —[D3'Lal)"!|D3'UallD~".
Using (@),
det(eI — Hpgs) = det[e¥ ] — eV D((I—|Dy'Lal)~ |D;'Ua|)D7Y]
= eV -det(I — (I = D3 Lal)~!|D;'Ual)
(4.2) _ € -det(I - |D;"La| —|D;'Ual)

det(I — |D;" Lal)
e . det p(D ' A)
det(I — [D;'Lal)

Since A € DE,, is irreducible, so is u(D;*A) € DE,. Then it follows from lemma
@5 that (D A) is singular. As a result, [@2) gives det(e™I — Hrgs) = 0 to reveal
that e is an eigenvalue of Hpgg. This completes the sufficiency.

The following prove the necessity. Let ¥ is an eigenvalue of Hrgg. Then

det(ew’l — Hpgs) = det(e“/’I — (DA — LA)_lUA)
i _ _
(4-3) _ det[e (DA LA) UA]
det(DA — LA)

= 0.

Thus, det(e?¥(Dg — La) —Uya) = 0 which shows that e (D4 — L4) — Uy is singular.
Since €¥(Da — La) — Ua € DE,, is irreducible for A = Dy — L4 —Ua € DE, is
irreducible, it follows from lemma shows that I — DZIL A— e_“/’DglU 4 € R.
Theorem shows that there exists an unitary diagonal matrix D such that

D YI—Dy'La—e™"D,'Ua)D
(4.4) = I-DYD,'La)D —e "D YD,'U4s)D
I—|D;'"La|l—|D4'Ual.

Equality (@4) shows DY (D 'LA)D = |D;'La| and D™Y(D'U)D = e |D;'Ua|.
Therefore,

DY D;*A)D =1-D ' (D,'La)D -~ D Y(D,'Ua)D
=1—|D,'La|— €™ |D U4l

that is, there exists an unitary diagonal matrix D such that

D YD*A)D™ =T — Dy La| - e™|D; UaA).
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Theorem shows that DzlA € %Y. Here, we finish the necessity. O

LEMMA 4.8. Let A = (a;;) € DE, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then e is an
eigenvalue of Hpgs if and only if DglA € Z¢, where Dy = diag(ai1,ass, -, ann)
and ¢ € R.

Proof. According to Theorem [B.7, Theorem and Lemma 5] the proof is
obtained immediately similar to the proof of Lemma 7 0O

THEOREM 4.9. Let A € DE,, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hras) < 1, where
Hrgs is defined in ({I7)]), i.e., the sequence {xDY generated by FGS-scheme 7
converges to the unique solution of (LI)) for any choice of the initial guess x(°) if and
only if D' A ¢ 4.

Proof. The sufficiency can be proved by contradiction. We assume that there
exists an eigenvalue A of Hpgg such that |[A| > 1. Then

(4.5) det()\I — Hpgs) =0.

If |\ > 1, then \I—Hpgs = (DA—LA)fl(/\DA—)\LA—UA). Obviously, \[-AL—-U €
ID,, and is nonsingular(see Theorem 1.21 in [27]). As a result, det(A\ — Hpgs) # 0,
which contradicts @H]). Thus, |[A\| = 1. Set A = ¢, where ¢ € R. Then Lemma
@7 shows that D' A € %%, which contradicts the assumption A ¢ %,. Therefore,
p(Hpgs) < 1. The sufficiency is finished.

Let us prove the necessity by contradiction. Assume that D;llA € %Y. Tt then
follows from Lemma A7 that p(Hpgs) = 1 which contradicts p(Hpgs) < 1. A
contradiction arise to demonstrate that the necessity is true. Thus, we complete the
proof. O

THEOREM 4.10. Let A € DE,, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hpgs) < 1, where
Hpgs is defined in (I3), i.e., the sequence {xW} generated by BGS-scheme (1.7)

converges to the unique solution of (1) for any choice of the initial guess z(*) if and
only if D' A ¢ £9.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 9] the proof is obtained immediately by
Lemma [£8 O

Following, the conclusions of Theorem and Theorem [L10 will be extended
to irreducible matrices that belong to the class of generalized diagonally equipotent
matrices and the class of irreducible mixed H—matrices.

THEOREM 4.11. Let A = (a;;) € GDE,, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hpgs) <
1, where Hrgs is defined in (1.7)), i.e., the sequence {zDY generated by FGS-scheme
(I7) converges to the unique solution of (L1)) for any choice of the initial guess z(©
if and only if D' A ¢ %Y.
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Proof. According to Definition [Z2] the exists a diagonal matrix E = diag(es, e2,
-+, en) with e > 0 for all k € (n), such that AE = (a;je;) € DE,. Let AE =
F = (flj) with fij = aije; for all 7,5 € <n> Then HII;GS = EilHFGkgE and
Di'F = E7Y (D' A)E with D = DsE. Theorem B yields that p(HE.q) < 1
if and only if Dp'F ¢ %Y. Since p(Hkng) = p(Hrgs and DA & %Y for
Dp'F = E"YD,'A)E ¢ %Y and E = diag(ey, ez, -, e,) with e > 0 for all
k€ (n), p(Hrgs) < 1, i.e., the sequence {z(V} generated by FGS-scheme (7)) con-
verges to the unique solution of (ILI)) for any choice of the initial guess z(?) if and
only if D' A ¢ %Y., i.e., p(Ja) < 1if and only if D;'A¢ #¥. O

THEOREM 4.12. Let A = (a;;) € GDE,, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hpags) <
1, where Hpgs is defined in ({I7)), i.e., the sequence {zDY generated by BGS-scheme
(I-7) converges to the unique solution of (L1)) for any choice of the initial guess z(©
if and only if D' A ¢ £9.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theoremd.1T] we can obtain the proof by Definition
and Theorem 10 O

According to Lemma and Lemma [ZTT] if a matrix is an irreducible mixed
H —matrix, then it is an irreducible generalized diagonally equipotent matrix. As a
consequence, we have the following conclusions.

THEOREM 4.13. Let A = (a;;) € HM (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hpgs) < 1,
where Hpgs is defined in (1), i.e., the sequence {xD} generated by FGS-scheme
(I7) converges to the unique solution of (L1)) for any choice of the initial guess z(©
if and only if D' A ¢ %Y.

THEOREM 4.14. Let A = (a;;) € HM (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hpgs) < 1,
where Hpgs is defined in (I.4), i.e., the sequence {xV} generated by BGS-scheme

(T7) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice of the initial guess x(©)
if and only if D' A ¢ £2.

Now, we consider convergence of SGS-iterative method. The following lemma
will be used in this section.

E U
L F
E.F,L,U € C™™ and E is nonsingular. Then the Schur complement of A with
respect to E, i.e., A/E = F— LE~U is nonsingular if and only if A is nonsingular.

LEMMA 4.15. (see Lemma 3.13 in [32]) Let A = { } € C2x2n yhere

THEOREM 4.16. Let A € DE,, (n > 3) be irreducible. Then p(Hgags) < 1, where
Hsgs is defined in (I0), i.e., the sequence {xV} generated by SGS-scheme (I.7)
converges to the unique solution of (1) for any choice of the initial guess z(*) if and
only if D' A ¢ %9.



14 Cheng-yi Zhang, Dan Ye, Cong-lei Zhong and Shuanghua Luo

Proof. The sufficiency can be proved by contradiction. We assume that there
exists an eigenvalue A of Hgggs such that |[A| > 1. According to equality (L6,

det()\I - Hsgs) det()\I — (DA — UA)_lLA(DA - LA)_lUA)
det[(DA — UA)_l] det[)\(DA — UA) — LA(DA — LA)_IUA]
(4.6) det[)\(DA—UA)—LA(DA—LA)_lUA]

det(Dg —Ujy)

= 0.
Equality (L) gives
(4.7) det B =det[\(Da — Ua) — La(Da — La)"'U4]] =0,

i.e., B = /\(DA — UA) — LA(DA — LA)flUA is Singular. Let £ = DA — LA, F =
A(Da —Us) and

(4.8)

- E -Ua | Da—Lgy —Upyx
| =La F o —Ly AMDa—Ua)

Then B = F — LyE~'U,4 is the Schur complement of C' with respect to the prin-
cipal submatrix E. Now, we investigate the matrix C. Since A is irreducible, both
Ly # 0and Us # 0. As a result, C is also irreducible. If |A\| > 1, then (3]
indicates C € IDs,. Consequently, C' is nonsingular, so is B = A(D4g — Ua) —
La(Dg — La)"'Us coming from Lemma EI5] ie., det B # 0, which contradicts
@T). Therefore, |A\| = 1. Let A = ¢ with § € R. ([@7) and Lemma yield that
Dpy— Ly —Ug Dy—Ly —Ug
C = L 9Dy — Us) ] and hence C; = e 0L, DUy ] are
singular. Since A = I—L—U € DFE,, and is irreducible, both C' and C; are irreducible
diagonally equipotent. The singularity of C; and Lemma 5] yield that Dall C, € %9,
where D¢, = diag(Da,Da), i.e., there exists an n x n unitary diagonal matrix D
such that D = diag(D, D) and

= I—-D YDy'La)D —~DY(D;'Ua)D
D7 (Dg, 1) = [—eieDl(DAlfA)DAlLAD I—Dl(gAlUA)D]
(4.9)
_ [I—IDAlLA| ~|D3'Ual
L —IDA'Lal  T-|DL'UAl ]

[@9) indicates that # = 2km, where k is an integer and thus A = ek = 1, and
there exists an n X m unitary diagonal matrix D such that D_l(DglA)D =1 -
|D3'La|—|D3'Ual, ie., D' A € %9. However, this contradicts D' A ¢ %9. Thus,
|A| # 1. According to the proof above, we have that |[A| > 1 is not true. Therefore,
p(Hsgs) < 1, i.e., the sequence {z(9} generated by SGS-scheme (I7) converges to
the unique solution of (ILI)) for any choice of the initial guess z(0),
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The following will prove the necessity by contradiction. Assume that D' A € 9.
Then there exists an n x n unitary diagonal matrix D such that DzlA =1- D;lLA —
D,'Us=1-D|D;'La|D™" — D|D,'Ua|D~" and

Hsgs = (Da—Ua)'La(Da—La)"'Ua
(4.10) = U= (DF'UA)] (DL L)l = (D3 La)] (D3 Ua)
= D[(I-|Dy'UN DL LI — DL L))~ Dy ' UID~
Hence,

det(I — Hsgs)

det{I — D[(I — | D, *U|)~!|D; L|(I = |D3 ' L)' D, U[|[D~'}
= det[l — (I = [D3'Ua)""|Dy Lal(I = |D3' Lal)~'[D3 ' Ual]

4.11 _ _ _ - _
W e[ D3 Ual) = D3 Lal( = D3 La) 1D Ual]
det(1 = D Ua)
_ —1 _ —1
Let V — I |DA LA| |DA UA| andW:(I_|D21UA|)_|DZILA|(I_

—IDy'Lal  I—|Dy U4
|D3'La|)"Y D, 'Usl. Then W is the Schur complement of V with respect to I —
|D3'Lal. Sice A=1—L—U € DE, is irreducible, D' A=T—-D;'La—D,'Us €
DE, is irreducible. Therefore, V € DFEs, ﬁ%gn and is irreducible. Lemma [£.5] shows
that V is singular and hence

det V =det[(I — |D,'Ual) — | D3 ' Lal(I — D3 La|) " D' Ual] = 0.

Therefore, [@I1]) yields det(I — Hsgs) = 0, which shows that 1 is an eigenvalue of
Hsgs. Thus, p(Hsgs) > 1, i.e., the sequence {z(V} generated by SGS-scheme (7))
doesn’t converge to the unique solution of (II]) for any choice of the initial guess

29, This is a contradiction which shows that the assumption is incorrect. Therefore,
A ¢ %#0. This completes the proof. O

Lemma shows that the following corollary holds.

COROLLARY 4.17. Let A € DE,, (n > 3) be irreducible and nonsingular. Then
p(Hsas) < 1, where Hsgs is defined in (I0), i.e., the sequence {x(V} generated
by SGS-scheme (I.7) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice of the
initial guess x(9).

THEOREM 4.18. Let A € HM (GDE,,) be irreducible forn > 3. Then p(Hsgs) <
1, where Hsgs is defined in (I.8), i.e., the sequence {xV} generated by SGS-scheme

(T7) converges to the unique solution of (1)) for any choice of the initial guess x(©)
if and only if D' A ¢ %.

Proof. According to Lemma and Lemma 2TT] under the condition of irre-
ducibility, HM = GDE,,. Then, similar to the proof of Theorem .11}, we can obtain
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the proof by Definition and Theorem 416 O

COROLLARY 4.19. Let A € HM (n > 3) be irreducible and nonsingular. Then
p(Hsgs) < 1, where Hggs is defined in (1.4), i.e., the sequence {x(i)} generated
by SGS-scheme (1.7) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice of the
initial guess ().

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma that the proof of this corollary is obtained
immediately. O

In what follows we establish some convergence results on Gauss-Seidel iterative
methods for nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices.

THEOREM 4.20. Let A = (ai;) € Dn(GD,) with a;; # 0 for all i € (n).
Then p(Hpgs) < 1, where Hpgs is defined in (T.7), i.e., the sequence {x(} gener-
ated by FGS-scheme (1.7) converges to the unique solution of (II)) for any choice
of the initial guess =9 if and only if A has neither 2 x 2 irreducibly (general-
ized) diagonally equipotent principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz
Ap = Alir,ia,- i), 3 < k < n, such that D;' A, ¢ %! N DE(%! N GDEy,),
where D, = diga(ai,iy, Qigig, 5 Qigiy )-

Proof. The proof is obtained immediately by Theorem .4l Theorem 4.6, Theorem
49 and Theorem [£T1T] O

THEOREM 4.21. Let A = (ai;) € Dn(GD,) with a;; # 0 for all i € (n).
Then p(Hpas) < 1, where Hpgs s defined in (I4), i.e., the sequence {zD} gener-
ated by BGS-scheme (1.7) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice
of the initial guess =9 if and only if A has neither 2 x 2 irreducibly (general-
ized) diagonally equipotent principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz
Ap = Ali1,ia, - ,ix), 3 < k < n, such that D;' Ay, ¢ £¢ 0 DEW(Z N GDEy),
where D, = diga(ai,iy, Qigig, 5 Qigiy )-

Proof. According to Theorem[£4] Theorem [£.6, Theorem 10l and Theorem [£T12]
we can obtain the proof of this theorem immediately. O

THEOREM 4.22. Let A = (a;;) € Dy (GD,,) with a;; # 0 for all i € (n). Then
p(Hsas) < 1, where Hsgs is defined in (1), i.e., the sequence {zDY generated by
SGS-scheme ([I77) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice of the initial
guess £ if and only if A has neither 2 x 2 irreducibly (generalized) diagonally equipo-
tent principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz Ay = A(i1, i, -, k),

3 <k <mn, such that D, A, ¢ Z; N DEy(%#} N GDEy,).
Proof. 1t follows from Theorem [£4] Theorem .6 Theorem and Theorem
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[AT18 that the proof of this theorem is obtained immediately. O

THEOREM 4.23. Let A € GD,, be nonsingular. Then p(Hsgs) < 1, where Hgsgs
is defined in (I.0), i.c., the sequence {xV} generated by SGS-scheme (I-7) converges
to the unique solution of (L) for any choice of the initial guess =9 if and only if A
has no 2 x 2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent principal submatrices.

Proof. Since A € GD,, is nonsingular, it follows from Theorem 3.11 in [34] that
A hasn’t any irreducibly principal submatrix Ay = A(i1,42, -, ik), 3 < k < n, such
that DgiAk € %g, and hence DgiAk ¢ %g N GDE}). Then the conclusion of this
theorem follows Theorem [£22] O

In the rest of this section, the convergence results on Gauss-Seidel iterative
method for nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices will be extended to general
H —matrices.

THEOREM 4.24. Let A = (ai;) € H, with a;; # 0 for all i € (n). Then
p(Hras) < 1, where Hpgs is defined in (1)), i.e., the sequence {zY generated by
FGS-scheme (I77) converges to the unique solution of (LI)) for any choice of the initial
guess (0 if and only if A has neither 2x2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent
principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz A = A(i1,12,- i), 3 < k <
n, such that DZiAk ¢ %kw NGDE},.

Proof. If A € H,, is irreducible, it follows from Theorem and Theorem
that the conclusion of this theorem is true. If A € H,, is reducible, since A € H,, with
ai; # 0 for all ¢ € {n), Theorem 210 shows that each diagonal square block R;; in the
Frobenius normal from 2.7]) of A is irreducible and generalized diagonally dominant
fori=1,2,---,s. Let Hﬁgs denote the Gauss-Seidel iteration matrix associated with
diagonal square block R;;. Direct computations give

H = HE: ).
p(Hras) lrgggsp( Fes)

Since R;; is irreducible and generalized diagonally dominant, Theorem 4] The-
orem 6] Theorem A9, Theorem [LI1] and Theorem show that p(Hpgs) =

Juax p(H}fgS) < 1, ie., the sequence {z(9} generated by FGS-scheme (7)) con-

verges to the unique solution of (II]) for any choice of the initial guess z©) if and
only if A has neither 2 x 2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent principal
submatrix nor irreducibly principal submatrix Ay = A(i1, 42, -, k), 3 < k < n, such
that D' Ay ¢ % N GDE;. O

THEOREM 4.25. Let A = (a;;) € H, with a;; # 0 for all i € (n). Then
p(Hpas) < 1, where Hpgs is defined in (T4), i.e., the sequence {xV} generated by
BGS-scheme (1.7) converges to the unique solution of (1)) for any choice of the initial
guess (0 if and only if A has neither 2x2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent
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principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz A = A(i1,12, i), 3 < k <
n, such that DZiAk ¢ flf NGDE}.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem [4.24] we can obtain the proof immediately
by Theorem 210l and Theorem A2 O

THEOREM 4.26. Let A = (ai;) € H, with a;; # 0 for all i € (n). Then
p(Hsas) < 1, where Hgas is defined in (1), i.e., the sequence {zDY generated by
SGS-scheme (1.7) converges to the unique solution of (L)) for any choice of the initial
quess 0 if and only if A has neither 2x2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent
principal submatriz nor irreducibly principal submatriz Ay, = A(i1,i2, -, i), 3< k <
n, such that DZiAk ¢ #) N GDE}.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem [£.24] we can obtain the proof immediately
by Theorem 2.10] and Theorem [£.221 O

THEOREM 4.27. Let A € H,, be nonsingular. Then p(Hsgs) < 1, where Hggs
is defined in (IL.G), i.e., the sequence {xV} generated by SGS-scheme (I.7) converges
to the unique solution of (L) for any choice of the initial guess =0 if and only if A
has no 2 x 2 irreducibly generalized diagonally equipotent principal submatrices.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [4.23 0O

The research in this section shows that the FGS iterative method associated
with the irreducible matrix A € HM N %? fails to converge, the same does for the
BGS iterative method associated with the irreducible matrix A € HM N .#¢ and the
SGS iterative method associated with the irreducible matrix A € HM N %%, 1t is
natural to consider convergence on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods for
nonsingular general H —matrices.

5. Convergence on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods. In
this section, Gauss-type preconditioning techniques for linear systems with nonsin-
gular general H —matrices are chosen such that the coeflicient matrices are invertible
H —matrices. Then based on structure heredity of the Schur complements for general
H—matrices in [34], convergence on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods
will be studied and some results will be established.

Many researchers have considered the left Gauss-type preconditioner applied to
linear system ([L.T]) such that the associated Jacobi and Gauss-Seidel methods converge
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faster than the original ones. Milaszewicz [24] considered the preconditioner

1 0 --- 0
—ayy 1 -+ 0
(5.1) P =
—ap; 0 - 1

Later, Hadjidimos et al [13] generalized Milaszewicz’s preconditioning technique and
presented the preconditioner

1 0 -~ 0
—aa91 1 --- 0

(52) Pl(a):
—Qpnl 0o --- 1

Recently, Zhang et al. [36] proposed the left Gauss type preconditioning techniques
which utilizes the Gauss transformation [I1] matrices as the base of the Gauss typ
precondtioner based on Hadjidimos et al. [13], Milaszewicz [24] and LU factorization
method [I1I]. The construction of Gauss transformation matrices is as follows:

1 ... 0 0 --- 0
0 1 0 0
5.3 M, =
(5.3) = o ol
| 0 -~ -7 0 oo 1]

where 7; = a;/akg, i =k+1,---,nand k =1,2,--- ,n— 1. Zhang et al. [36] consider
the following left preconditioners:

(54) 91 = Ml, 92 = Mng, Ty yn,1 = Mnfan72 . 'MQMl.

Let s, = {A € H, : A is nonsingular}. Then HL C %, while H! # .
Again, let HY = {A € HM . A is nonsingular}. In fact, 2, = HL U HM.
Thus, nonsingular general H—matrices that the matrices in ¢, differ from invert-
ible H—matrices. In this section we will propose some Gauss-type preconditioning
techniques for linear systems with the coefficient matrices belong to %, and establish
some convergence results on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods.

Firstly, we consider the case that the coefficient matrix A € %, is irreducible.
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Then let us generalize the preconditioner of (51I),([52]) and (B3] as follows:

1 -0 -7 0 -+ 0
0 -+ 1 =14 0 -+ 0
(5.5) Pr=1 0 0 1 0 01,
0 -+ 0 —7Tp41 1 0
L 0 -~ 0 -7, 0 - 1|

where 7, = a;x/akk, @ = 1,---,n; i # k and k € (n). Assume that Ay = P A for
k€ (n), H}, Hfcs, Hfcs and Hé g denote the Jacobi and the forward, backward
and symmetric Gauss-Seidel (FGS-, BGS- and SGS-) iteration matrices associated
with the coefficient matrix A, respectively.

THEOREM 5.1. Let A € H#, be irreducible. Then A, = P A € HE for all
k € (n), where Py, is defined in [53). Furthermore, the following conclusions hold:

1. p(Hjl’“) < p(Hf;(A/k)) <1 for all k € (n), where A/k = A/a with o = {k};
2. p(Hpks) < p(HEGD) <1 for all k € (

3. p(Hg’“GS) < p(Hgggk)) <1 for all k € (n)

4o p(HGEs) < p(HEGS™) < 1 for all k € (n),

n)

)
)

i.e., the sequence {x(V} generated by the preconditioned Jacobi, FGS, BGS and SGS
iterative schemes (1.7) converge to the unique solution of (L1]) for any choice of the
initial guess ().

Proof. Since A € HM is irreducible and nonsingular for A € %, is irreducible,
it follows from Theorem 5.9 in [34] that A/« is an invertible H—matrix, where
a = {k}. For the preconditioner &, there exists a permutation matrix Py such

1 0
that P, 2, Pl = [ }, where 7 = (71, -+, Th—1, Tht1, "> Tn) .. As a con-

—T In_ 1
sequence,

P(PA)PT = P, PTPAPF = | 0%
% (P A) Py, e P Py P AP, 0 Aa
is an invertible H—matrix, so is #;A. Following, Theorem 4.1 in [34] and Theorem
show that the four conclusions hold. This completes the proof. O

On the other hand, if an irreducible matrix A € ., has a principal submaitrix
A(a) which is easy to get its inverse matrix or is a (block)triangular matrix, there
exists a permutation matrix P, such that
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(5.6) P APT = { A’éf“)a) j((j,’,il,)) ] ,

where o/ = (n) — a. Let

_ Ijq| 0)
(57) M= { [A@)] Al a) T ]
Then
_ Ala) Ao, )
(5.8) MP,APT = [ 0 Ao ] ,

where A(a) and A/a are both invertible H—matrices, so is M P,APT. As a result,
PI'MP,A = PT(MP,APT)P is an invertible H—matrix. Therefore, we consider the
following preconditioner

(5.9) P, =PIMP,,
where P, and M are defined by (5.6) and (5.6]), respectively.

THEOREM 5.2. Let A € #, be irreducible. Then A, = P A € HI for all
a C (n), a#0, where P, is defined in [59). Furthermore, the following conclusions
hold:

1. p(HY ) < max{p(H”(A(a))) p(Hff(A/a))} <1 for all « € {n);

2. p( FGS> < max{p(Hpgs™) p(Hpgd ™)} < 1 for all a € (n);
3. p(H’éGS) < max{p(H”(iS(a))) (H“(:/a )} <1 for all a € (n);
4o p(Hige) < max{p(HEGS)), p(HEG )} <1 for all o € (n),

P

b

i.e., the sequence {x(i } generated by the preconditioned Jacobi, FGS, BGS and SGS
iterative schemes (1.7) converge to the unique solution of (L1I) for any choice of the
initial guess ().

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.1l O

Following, we consider the case that the coefficient matrix A € .72, is reducible. If
there exists a proper o = (n) — &’ C (n) such that A(«) and A(a/) are both invertible
H —matrices, we consider the preconditioner (.9) and have the following conclusion.

THEOREM 5.3. Let A € 44, and a proper a = (n) — o’ C (n), a # 0, such that
A() and A(e/) are both invertible H—matrices. Then A, = P, A € HL, where 2,
is defined in [5.9). Furthermore, the following conclusions hold:

1 p(H‘JZl"‘) < max{p(H“(A(a))),p(Hff(A/a))} <1 for all « € {n);
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2. p(HF‘L}gS) < max{p(H;nga))),p(H}’ig‘é{a))} <1 for all « € {n);
Al Ala

3. p(Higs) < max{p(H5G™), p(HEG{™ )} <1 for all o € (n);
Ala Ala

4. p(HEgs) < max{p(H4GE™), p(HEGH )} <1 for all a € (n),

i.e., the sequence {x(i)} generated by the preconditioned Jacobi, FGS, BGS and SGS
iterative schemes (1.7) converge to the unique solution of (1)) for any choice of the
initial guess x(9).

Proof. Tt is obvious that here exists a permutation matrix P, such that (5.6
holds. Further,

Ala)  Ala, )

_ pT _ pT T _ pT
(5.10) #,A=PTMP,A=PT(MP,APT)P =P 0 Ao

P.

Since A € 4%,, A € HL U HM is nonsingular. Again, A(a) and A(a’) are both
invertible H—matrices, it follows from Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.11 in [34] that
AJa is an invertible H—matrix. Therefore, A, = Z,A € H! coming from (5.10).
Following, Theorem 4.1 in [34] and Theorem [£.2 yield that the four conclusions hold,
which completes the proof. O

It is noted that the preconditioner &2, has at least two shortcomings when the
coefficient matrix A € 7, is reducible. One is choice of a. For a large scale reducible
matrix A € 5, N HM, we are not easy to choose o such that A(a) and A(a') are
both invertible H—matrices. The other is the computation of [A(a)]~t. Although
A(a) is an invertible H—matrices, it is difficult to obtain its inverse matrix for large
A(a). These shortcomings above are our further research topics.

6. Numerical examples. In this section some examples are given to illustrate
the results obtained in Section 4 and Section 5.

ExXAMPLE 6.1. Let the coefficient matrix A of linear system (LI]) be given by
the following n x n matrix

1 -1 0 0 0 0 0

1 -1 0 0 0 0

0o 1 2 -1 0 0 0

0 0 1 2 0 0 0

(6.1) A, =

00 0 0 -1 0

00 0 0 1 2 -1
L0 0 0 o0 11

It is easy to see that A, € DE, C H, is irreducible and A4,, ¢ H., but Lemma
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4.3 in [30] shows that A, is nonsingular. Thus, A,, € J, is irreducible. Since
D, 'A,Dy, = |Da,| —|La,| — €™|Ua,l,
where
D,, = diag[l,—1,---,(=1)F1, ... (=1)"71],

it follows from Theorem 3.6 that A,, € %,". In addition, it is obvious that A,, € ZT.
Therefore, Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 4.10 show that

p(Hras(Aio0)) = p(Hpas(A0)) = 1.

Futher, Theorem 4.16 shows that p(Hsgs(A100)) < 1. In fact, direct computations
also get p(Hras(Ai0)) = p(Hpas(Aioo)) = 1 and p(Hsgs(A100)) = 0.3497 < 1
which demonstrates that the conclusions of Theorem 4.9, Theorem 4.10 and Theorem
4.16 in Section 4 are correct and effective.

The discussion above shows that FGS and BGS iterative schemes fail to converge
to the unique solution of linear system (1)) with the coefficient matrix (6 of for
any choice of the initial guess z(*), but SGS iterative schemes does. Now we con-
sider preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods for linear system ([LI]) with the
coefficient matrix (G.I)).

Choose two set @ = {1} € (n) and 8 = {1,n} € (n) and partition A,, into

1 =T 0
_.T
(6.2) An:[ Cll Aa ]: b A, —c' |,
n—1
c 1

where a = (1,0,---,0)7 € R*1 b = (1,0,---,0)7 € R"2 ¢ = (0,---,0,1)T €
R™"2 and A,,_5 = tri[l,2, —1] € R®=2)x("=2) "we get two preconditioners

1 0 1 0 0
(6.3) P = [ } and Pg = b I,., ' |,
—a In—l
0 c 1
where I,,_1 is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) identity matrix. Then Theorem 5.9 in [34] shows
) L T ) 1 0 0
that A; = 2,4, = and Ag = A, = 0 A,/B8 0 | areboth
0 A/« 0 . 1

invertible H —matrices. According to Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, for these two
preconditioners, the preconditioned FGS, BGS and SGS iterative schemes converge
to the unique solution of (IZI)) for any choice of the initial guess 2(°).

In fact, by direct computations, Table 6.1 in the following is obtained to show

that p(HALS) = p[HEC] = 0.9970 < 1, p(HAzs) = p[HEAD] = 0.9970 < 1 and
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p(HALG) = 0.3333 < p[HALW) = 0.9950 < 1, p(HESs) = 0.3158 < p[HEGY] =
0.9979 < 1, which illustrate specifically that Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2 are both
valid.

Table 6.1 The comparison result of spectral radii of PGS iterative matrices

X | p(HE) | plHE) | pHE?) | plHE)]
FGS | 0.9970 0.9970 0.9900 0.9900
BFS | 0.9970 0.9970 0.9900 0.9900
SGS 0.3333 0.9950 0.3158 0.9979

EXAMPLE 6.2. Let the coefficient matrix A of linear system (1)) be given by
the following 6 x 6 matrix

5 -1 1 1 1 -17
1 5 -1 1 1 1
1 1 5 -1 1 1
6.4 A=
(6.4) 0O 0 0 2 -1 1
0 0 0 2 -1
o0 0o 1 1 2 |

Although A € DEg are reducible but there is not any principal submatrix Ay
(k < 6) in A such that DZiAk € %9, Theorem 3.16 in [34] shows that A is nonsingular.
Thus, A,, € # is reducible. Furthermore, there is not any principal submatrix Ay in
A such that DgiAk € 62/,;# and DgiA € f,f. It follows from Theorem 4.20, Theorem
4.21 and Theorem 4.22 that FGS, BGS and SGS iterative schemes converge to the
unique solution of (III) for any choice of the initial guess 2(°).

From the first column in Table 6.2, one has p(Hrgs) = p(Hpas) = 0.3536 < 1
and p(Hgas) = 0.2500 < 1. This naturally verifies the results of Theorem 4.20,
Theorem 4.21 and Theorem 4.22.

Table 6.2 The comparison result of spectral radii of GS and PGS iterative matrices

X | p(Hx) | p(H) | plHE]
FGS | 0.3536 0.6000 0.6000
BFS | 0.3536 0.6000 0.6000
SGS | 0.2500 0.6000 0.6000

Now, we consider convergence on preconditioned Gauss-Seidel iterative methods.
Set o = {3,4} C (6) ={1,2,3,4,5,6}, and set § = {3,4} C (6) and v = {3,4} C (6).
Since A(BU~) € HY, it follows from Theorem 4.3 in [32] that A/a € H. Thus, we
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choose a preconditioner

I  —ABa)A@)]™t 0
(6.5) Pa=1| 0 I T
0 —A(,0)A(@)]" I

such that A, = Z,A € H{. From Theorem 5.3, it is obvious to see that the precon-
ditioned FGS, BGS and SGS iterative schemes (7] converge to the unique solution
of () for any choice of the initial guess z(?).

As is shown in Table 6.2, p(Hjég;S) = p[HZ(C}&;)] = 0.6000 < 1, p(H’é‘éS) =

pIHEAD] = 0.6000 < 1 and p(HAsy) = p[HAE)] = 0.6000 < 1, which directly

verifies the results of Theorem 5.3.

7. Conclusions. This paper studies convergence on Gauss-Seidel iterative meth-
ods for nonstrictly diagonally dominant matrices and general H —matrices. The def-
initions of some special matrices are firstly proposed to establish some new results
on convergence of Gauss-Seidel iterative methods for nonstrictly diagonally dominant
matrices and general H—matrices. Following, convergence of Gauss-Seidel iterative
methods for preconditioned linear systems with general H—matrices is established.
Finally, some numerical examples are given to demonstrate the results obtained in
this paper.
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