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GMRES using pseudo-inverse for range symmetric singular systems

Kota Sugihara? Ken Hayamil and Liao Zeyu?

Abstract

Consider solving large sparse range symmetric singular linear systems Ax = b which arise, for in-
stance, in the discretization of convection diffusion equations with periodic boundary conditions, and
partial differential equations for electromagnetic fields using the edge-based finite element method.

In theory, the Generalized Minimal Residual (GMRES) method converges to the least squares solution
for inconsistent systems if the coefficient matrix A is range symmetric, i.e. R(A) = R(AT), where R(A)
is the range space of A.

However, in practice, GMRES may not converge due to numerical instability. In order to improve
the convergence, we propose using the pseudo-inverse for the solution of the severely ill-conditioned
Hessenberg systems in GMRES. Numerical experiments on semi-definite inconsistent systems indicate
that the method is efficient and robust. Finally, we further improve the convergence of the method, by
reorthogonalizing the Modified Gram-Schmidt procedure.

Keywords: GMRES method, Pseudo-inverse, Range Restricted GMRES method, Range symmetric
singular linear systems, Reorthogonalization

1 INTRODUCTION

Consider the system of linear equations
Az =10 (1)

or the linear least squares problem
min [|b — Ax||s (2)
TERn

where A € R"*" is range symmetric i.e. R(A) = R(AT) and singular, z, b € R™, which arise, for instance, in
the discretization of convection diffusion equations with periodic boundary conditions, and partial differential
equations of electromagnetic fields using the edge-based finite element method. () is called consistent when
b € R(A), and inconsistent otherwise.

The obvious Krylov subspace methods for solving ({l) would be the Generalized Minimal Residual (GM-
RES) method ([I, 2]) considering the range symmetry R(A) = R(A™T) of the coefficient matrix A, which
guarantees the convergence of GMRES to a least squares solution of (2)) when b ¢ R(A) without breakdown
(B, M]). However, for inconsistent systems, GMRES sometimes does not converge well numerically even if
R(A) = R(AT) since the condition number of the Hessenberg matrix becomes extremely large ([3 5]).

In this paper, we propose using pseudo-inverse to solve the Hessenberg systems in GMRES in order to
improve the convergence for inconsistent systems, and prove the convergence theory of the method. Some
numerical experiments on semi-definite inconsistent systems indicate that the method is efficient and robust.

For some ill-conditioned and inconsistent systems, the convergence of GMRES using pseudo-inverse is not
enough. For such cases, we show that the convergence may be improved by reorthogonalizing the modified
Gram-Schmidt procedure.
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2 GMRES

Let g be the initial approximate solution and ro = b — Axy be the initial residual vector. Denote the
Krylov subspace by Kj(A,r) = span(rg, Arg, ...., A¥"1rq) GMRES is an iterative method which finds an
approximate solution x; which satisfies

xp = argmin ||b— Az (3)
TeXo+KK(A,To)

Denote by Vi, the n x k matrix with column vectors v, ..., vx which forms an orthonormal basis of
K (A,7r¢). An approximate solution & € g + Ki(A, () can be obtained as @, = ¢ + V;y;, where

Y, = arg min [|fer — Hiq1,0y|l2- (4)
YERF

Here, Hyt1,x = [hij] € REFDXE where AV}, = Viet1Hiy1,, holds, 8 = ||rolla = ||b — Axoll2 and e =
1,0,...,0]".

3 GMRES USING PSEUDO-INVERSE

Assume that R(A) = R(AT) holds. Consider inconsistent systems where b ¢ R(A) in (). GMRES converges
to a least squares solution without breakdown at some step, then GMRES breaks down at the next step,
with breakdown through rank deficiency of the least squares problems ([3, 4]). Rank deficiency of the least
squares problems means the Hessenberg matrix is rank deficient([3]). Rank deficiency of the Hessenberg
matrix means that the smallest singular value oy (Hg41,%) is 0. Hence, numerically, the condition number
of the Hessenberg matrix Hy x11 € RF *(k+1) in @) becomes large for inconsistent systems when GMRES
converges to a least squares solution. We apply Givens rotation to Hy1,ry = Be1, then the upper triangular
system min | Rxy — gy,||2 is generated. Since the condition number x(Hy41 1) = £(R), if the condition number
of Hy41, is too large, then the backward substitution for Ry = g, does not work well due to rounding
errors. Hence, GMRES does not converge well.
In order to solve this difficulty, we propose using pseudo-inverse for solving (@) as follows.

Algorithm 1 : GMRES using pseudo-inverse (essence)

1: Compute y = Hk+17klfﬂel where Hk+17kT is the pseudo-inverse of Hyy1 k.
2: Compute the solution &y = xg + Viy.
Here, y = Hy,114 ' Be; is min-norm solution of miny egr [|Be1 — Hit,kyyll2 ([6]).
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Hy4q," is given as follows.

Definition 2 : Pseudo-inverse of B

1: Let the singular value decomposition of B be B = UY_V* where U € R™*™ and V € R"*" are unitary
matrices, Y, € R™*™ is the diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the singular values in descending
order.
2: Then, B = V.TU*. Here, 3. = [04;] € R™*™ and .1 = [0, ;1] € R"™*™. Assume that rank Y. = 7.
Then, 0;;t =0, 2 (i <7), 05;1 =0 (i > ) and UZ—J—T =0 (i #7).

We use pinv in MATLAB for computing the pseudo-inverse. Pinv for the matrix B € R™*" is defined
as follows.

Algorithm 3 : Pinv in MATLAB

1: Let the singular value decomposition of B be B =U»_ V* as above.
2: Set the tolerance value tol. The diagonal elements of > which are smaller than tol are replaced by zero
to give
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Then, let

D, 0 * *
B:= [UlaUQ] |: z(:)l 0 :| [VhVQ] = Ulzl‘/l . (5)
where U = [Ul, Ug],V = [Vl,‘/g]
3: Bt =wY,"'u
In Algorithm 3, the default value of the tolerance value tol is max(m,n) X eps(||Bl|2) for B € R™*".
Here,

e max(m,n) is m if m > n, otherwise n.

e d = eps(z), where x has data type single or double, returns the positive distance d from |z| to the next
larger floating-point number of the same precision as .

max(m,n) X eps(||Bl|2) is called the numerical rank ([G]).
Here, let 01 (Hg41,x) be the largest singular value of Hyi1x, and ox(Hyy1x) be the smallest singular
value of Hy11 . Table[lindicates the condition number of Hy41q  and EI,IJrLk.

Table 1: Condition number of Hy ; and fI,LrLk

| Matrix | Condition number ]

o1 (Hi11,k)
HkJrl,k UkEHk+1 k;
7T o1(Hrpq1,%
Hk+l,k tol

o1 (Hy+1,k)
ok (Hit1,k)
too large. Thus the backward substitution for Ry = g; may not work well since the condition number
o1(Hk4+1,5)
ok (Hi+1,5)

pinv of Hyy1, since ox(Hp41,,) is smaller than tol, we truncate o (Hp41,%). Then,

than % Hence, GMRES using pseudo-inverse converges better than GMRES.

As k increases, ok (Hg41 1) decreases. Hence, the condition number of Hy11 , i.e. may become
is too large. On the other hand, if we truncate the singular values which are smaller than tol using

o1(Hr41,5)

is smaller
tol

3.1 Convergence analysis of GMRES using pseudo-inverse

Let h;; be the (4,j) element of Hyi1 . We assume exact arithmetic except for the computation of h; ;.
That is, we consider the rounding errors for the computation of h; ;.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ be the machine epsilon. We define ||Hyi1xl|F as the Frobenius norm of Hyy1 k.
Assume R(A) = R(AT) and 22k = O(\/e).

THet1elr
Then, GMRES using pseudo-inverse determines a solution of

minmeRn Hb - AwHQ.
Proof. In the Arnoldi process,
AV = VF U g o = VEH & + hig1,1[0, ., 0,01 (6)

holds. Here, v**1 is the (k+1)th column vector of VF*1 and v, ....,v**! forms an orthonormal basis of R".
From ({@l), |AV’“HF2 = |H/kl‘I;€,;CHF2 + hk+1,k2 holds since v*T! is orthogonal to all columns of V*Hy,

and ||v(k+1)|\22 =1 holds.
hit1,6>
1Hrg1,kll7?

|AVF|| % ~ ||[V*Hy || 5~ holds.

JAVE — VEH, || p° = [|[VEHi |5+ AVF|| 2 =2(AVF, VEH), 1) holds. Here, (AVE VFH, 1) = (VFHy o+
hi+1,x[0, .., 0, v* 1] VF Hy 1) holds. All columns of [0, .., 0, v*1] are orthogonal to all columns of V*Hj, .
Then, (AVF, VFHy 1) = (VFHp g, + hisr 5[0, .., 0, 051, VEH, 1) = |VEHy || p holds.

2
Since = O(e) holds, then we may regard W]ﬁﬁ ~ 0 in finite precision arithmetic. Then,



Since || AVF||p* & |[VF Hy g || #° holds, [|AVF — VEH, 4|l5” = [[V*Heillp” + | AVE| o —2||VE Hyo ||l 7 ~ 0
holds in finite precision arithmetic. Then, AV* ~ V*Hy, . holds in finite precision arithmetic.

Refer to the proof of Theorem 1 in [7]. In the present proof, the preconditioner M is an identity matrix
and MINRES is replaced by GMRES. Triangular matrix 7; ; is replaced by the Hessenberg matrix H; ;.
In order to prove the theorem, we will analyse GMRES using pseudo-inverse by decomposing it into the
R(A) component and the R(A)* component. Using the approach in the proof of Theorem 1 in [7], we can
prove that the R(A) component x;* of the solution ¥ of GMRES using pseudo-inverse minimizes the R(A)

component of ||b — Az||s when ﬁ = O(/€) holds. Hence, we can prove that the solution x* of
GMRES using pseudo-inverse minimizes ||b — Azx||s when W};’lﬁ = O(y/€) holds. .

If all computations are done in exact arithmetic, GMRES using pseudo-inverse determines a solution of
mingegrn ||b — Az||2 when hit1, = 0. When hgi1. = 0 holds, Hy j is singular (See [7], Theorem 1, point
a, b; [8], Theorem 4). On the other hand, numerical experiments on some semi-definite inconsistent systems
indicate that ||Ar|2/]|Ab|l2 becomes very small when the smallest singular value of Hyyq j is very small.
However, hyy1,k is not small unlike in theory. We think the numerical result concerning hj1 j is different
from theory due to rounding errors when ||Ar||2/||Ab||2 becomes very small in the numerical experiments.
It is difficult to propose a theory assuming that there are rounding errors in all computations. Thus, we
have proposed Theorem [B.] considering rounding errors for only the computation of h; ; and explained the
relation between ||Ar|2/||Ab||2 and hiy1 .

4 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS ON EVALUATION OF GM-
RES USING PSEUDO-INVERSE

In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness of GMRES using pseudo-inverse for range symmetric singular
systems. To do so, we compare the performance and the convergence of GMRES using pseudo-inverse,
GMRES and Range Restricted GMRES (RRGMRES)[9] by numerical experiments.

We compare GMRES using pseudo-inverse with RRGMRES since RRGMRES is better than GMRES

for inconsistent range symmetric systems. The initial approximate vector is set to 0. We will actually test
1Al

2 where
[4b

on symmetric positive semi-definite systems. We evaluate the performance of each method by

r = b — Axj and xj is an approximate solution at the k-th step.

Computation except for Algorithm 1 of GMRES using pseudo-inverse were done on a PC with In-
tel(R) Core(TM) i7-7500U 2.70 GHz CPU, Cent OS ,and double precision floating arithmetic. GMRES and
RRGMRES were coded in Fortran 90 and compiled by Intel Fortran. The method to code GMRES using
pseudo-inverse is as follows. Here, H; ; is the Hessenberg matrix and all the column vectors of V}, form an
orthonormal basis generated by the Arnoldi process.

1. H; ; and V}, are computed by Fortran 90.
2. Write H; ; and V;, into the ascii formatted files by Fortran 90.
3. Read the files of H; ; and V}, in MATLAB.

4. The pseudo-inverse H j ; and the solution x, = xo+ Vi H ,I 11, xP€1 are computed using pinv of MATLAB.

The version of MATLAB is R2018b.

We will use symmetric numerical positive semi-definite matrices from [I0]. The information on these
matrices is described in Table Here, n and nnz are the dimension and the number of nonzero elements
of the matrices, respectively. rank, x(A) are the dimension of R(A) and the condition number (the ratio of
the maximum singular value divided by the minimum singular value), respectively. They were computed by
the function rank and svd of MATLARB, respectively.

For the above four matrices, the right hand side vectors b were set as follows, where by(a) is a unit
eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue of A.

e b= I Ax(1,1,,1)7 + bN(A) x 0.01

Ax(LL,., DT



Table 2: Characteristics of the coeflicient matrices of the test problems
| Matrix | n| nnz| rank | x(A) | Application area |
msc01050 | 1,050 | 26,198 | 1,049 8.997 x 10® | structural problem
plat1919 | 1,919 | 32,399 | 1,916 5.365 x 100 | structural problem

ex32 1,159 | 11,047 | 1,158 | 1.3546 x 10'® CFD

saylr3 1,000 | 3,750 998 CFD

Thus, the systems are inconsistent.
Fig. [ for msc01050, Fig. [ for plat1919, Fig. [l for ex32 and Fig. [ for saylr3 show %
2

the iteration number for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red) and RRGMRES (green) for an
inconsistent problem.

Fig. 2l for msc01050, Fig. [ for plat1919, Fig. [0 for ex32 and Fig. B for saylr3 show %

2

the iteration number for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red) and RRGMRES (green) for an
inconsistent problem.
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Figure 1: Hﬁ:gl"b vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red), and
2

RRGMRES (green) for an inconsistent problem (msc01050)

We observe the following from Fig. [ Fig. Bl Fig. Bl and Fig. [

e The smallest value of % of RRGMRES is smaller than the smallest values of % of GMRES
2 2

using pseudo-inverse and GMRES.

|AT ]2

o 14%il2 ot RRGMRES and GMRES diverges. On the other hand, e
2

|Ab]l>
inverse does not diverge, although it oscillates.

of GMRES using pseudo-

AT ]2
U . .
value of Hy1 ) is truncated by pinv.

of GMRES using pseudo-inverse drastically decreases each time when the smallest singular

In the next section, we will improve the convergence of GMRES using pseudo-inverse by deleting the
oscillation.
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Figure 2: W (blue), % (red) and m (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (msc01050)
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Figure 3: % vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red), and
2

RRGMRES (%) for an inconsistent problem (plat1919)
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Figure 4: W (blue), % (red) and m (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (plat1919)
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Figure 5: % vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red), and
2

RRGMRES (%) for an inconsistent problem (ex32)
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Figure 6: W (blue), % (red) and m (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (ex32)
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Figure 7: % vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse (blue), GMRES (red), and
2

RRGMRES (%) for an inconsistent problem (saylr3)
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Figure 8: % (blue), %ﬁ:; (red) and II}IL;;]IHJF (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (saylr3)

5 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENT ON GMRES USING PSEUDO-
INVERSE AND REORTHOGONALIZATION

We think that % of GMRES using pseudo-inverse oscillates since the column vectors of Vi, become
2

linearly dependent. Thus, we think that we can remove the oscillation of % of GMRES using pseudo-
2

inverse by keeping the linear independence of the column vectors of Vj, by reorthogonalization, as proposed
in [I1].

The algorithm of the reorthogonalization part in the Modified Gram-Schmidt with reorthogonalization
is as follows.

Algorithm 4 : Reorthogonalization part of the Modified Gram-Schmidt with reorthogonaliza-
tion

1: hij = (v5,v5) (1=1,2,..5)

w = Av; — Ejizlhiiji

Vi =w—3" (w,v)

hjv1s = 191l )

o = Uin
If hjta,; # 0, Vj+1 = hit1

In Algorithm 4, line 3 is the reorthogonalization part. For the same inconsistent systems in the previous
section, we will report the numerical results on GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization.

Fig. @ for msc01050, Fig. for plat1919, Fig. 7 for ex32 and Fig. 21] for saylr3 show w
2

versus the iteration number for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization (blue), GMRES with
reorthogonalization (red) and RRGMRES (green) for an inconsistent problem.

Fig. for msc01050, Fig. [I4 for plat1919, Fig. for ex32 and Fig. for saylr3 show w
2

(blue), %ﬁ:; (red), and H};—Zj;,”kF (green) versus the iteration number for GMRES using pseudo-inverse
with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent problem.

Fig. @ Fig. 03] Fig. 07 and Fig. BIl show that the reorthogonalization eliminates the oscillation of
GMRES using pseudo-inverse. Fig. [II] and Fig. for msc01050, Fig. and Fig. for plat1919,
Fig. and Fig. for ex32, Fig. and Fig. for saylr3 show the smallest, 2nd smallest, 3rd
smallest and 4th smallest singular values of the Hessenberg matrix of GMRES using pseudo-inverse without
reorthogonalization and with reorthogonalization.

Fig. [ Fig. I3 Fig. and Fig. B3] show that the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th smallest singular values of

the Hessenberg matrix of GMRES will cluster as GMRES continues. Hence, for example, the 2nd smallest
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Figure 9: vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization (blue),
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Figure 10: ”” Ab||”22 (blue), % (red) and § H:jllp (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent problem (msc01050)
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Figure 11: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (msc01050)
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Figure 12: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent

problem (msc01050)
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Figure 13: % vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization (blue),
2
GMRES with reorthogonalization (red), and RRGMRES (green) for an inconsistent problem (plat1919)
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Figure 14: ”” Ab||”22 (blue), % (red) and T H;jllp (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent problem (plat1919)
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Figure 15: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (plat1919)
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Figure 16: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent

problem (plat1919)
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Figure 17: % vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization (blue),
2

GMRES with reorthogonalization (red), and RRGMRES (green) for an inconsistent problem (ex32)
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Figure 18: % (blue), % (red) and II}ILLHJIIIJF (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent problem (ex32)
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Figure 19: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (ex32)
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Figure 20: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent

problem (ex32)
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Figure 21: ||Ab]||2

GMRES with reorthogonalization (red), and RRGMRES (green) for an inconsistent problem (saylr3)

vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization (blue),
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Figure 22: ”” Ab||“22 (blue), % (red) and 740 (green) vs. number of iterations for GMRES using

pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent problem (saylr3)
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Figure 23: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse for an inconsistent problem (saylr3)
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Figure 24: The 1st (blue), 2nd (red), 3rd (green) and 4th (cian) smallest singular values of the Hessenberg
matrix vs. number of iterations for GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization for an inconsistent
problem (saylr3)

singular value is not truncated and is too small when the smallest singular value is truncated by using
pseudo-inverse. Similarly, the 3rd smallest singular value is not truncated and is too small when the 2nd
smallest singular value is truncated by using pseudo-inverse. Furthermore, the 4th smallest singular value
is not truncated and is too small when the 3rd smallest singular value is truncated by using pseudo-inverse.
That is, the next smallest singular value is not truncated and is too small when the smallest singular value is

H’:Z:F of GMRES using pseudo-inverse without reorthogonalization
2

oscillates since the condition number of the Hessenberg matrix is too large.

On the other hand, Fig. and Fig. show that the 2nd, 3rd and 4th smallest singular values of
the Hessenberg matrix of the reorthogonalized GMRES are not small even if the reorthogonalized GMRES
continues. Fig. shows that the 2nd, 3rd and 4th smallest singular values are not small when the smallest
singular value is truncated by using pseudo-inverse. Shortly before the reorthogonalized GMRES breaks
down, the 2nd smallest singular value is truncated and the 3rd, 4th smallest singular are not too small. Fig.
24] shows that the 2nd, 3rd and 4th smallest singular values are not small when the smallest singular value
is truncated by using pseudo-inverse. As the reorthogonalized GMRES continues, the 2nd smallest singular
value will become too small. After the 2nd smallest singular value is truncated by using pseudo-inverse, the
3rd and 4th smallest singular values are not small.

Since the smallest, 2nd, 3rd and 4th smallest singular values of msc01050, plat1919, ex32 and saylr3
do not cluster and the column vectors of Vj, are kept numerically linearly independent by reorthogonalization,

all of the 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th smallest singular values of Hjy1 1 do not cluster. Then, H‘:Z:‘b of GMRES
2

truncated by using pseudo-inverse. Then,

using pseudo-inverse by reorthogonalization does not oscillate.

6 Concluding remark

We introduced GMRES using pseudo-inverse for range symmetric singular systems and proved that this
method converges to the least squares solution without breakdown even if the system is inconsistent. Some
numerical experiments on semi-definite inconsistent systems indicate that the method is effective and ro-
bust. Moreover, we proposed GMRES using pseudo-inverse with reorthogonalization to further stabilize the
convergence by suppressing the oscillation of the residual.
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