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Abstract

We obtain an iterative formula that converges incrementally to the smallest
singular value. Similarly, we obtain an iterative formula that converges decreasingly
to the largest singular value.
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1 Lower bound for the smallest singular value

Let M,,(C)(n > 2) be the space of n x n complex matrices. Let o; (i = 1,---,n) be the
singular values of A € M, (C) which is nonsingular and suppose that oy > g9 > -+ >
Op—1 = 0y > 0. For A = [a;;] € M,(C), the Frobenius norm of A is defined by

" 1/2
|AllF = (Z |%|2> = tr (A"A)?

4,j=1

where A" is the conjugate transpose of A. The relationship between the Frobenius norm
and singular values is
1Al = ot + 03+ + 0y

It is well known that lower bounds for the smallest singular value o, of a nonsingular
matrix A € M,,(C) have many potential theoretical and practical applications [I 2]. Yu
and Gu [5] obtained a lower bound for o,, as follows:

1 (n—1)/2
o, > | det Al (”—2) —1>0
IA[%

The above inequality is also shown in [4]. In [6], Zou improved the above inequality by

showing that
(n—1)/2
n—1
n = |detAl | ————= =1
o0 10 i) :

In [3], Lin and Xie improve a lower bound for smallest singular value of matrices by
showing that a is the smallest positive solution to the equation

22 (JJA|% = 22)"" = |det Al (n — 1)".

and 0, > a > lp. Under certain conditions, o, = a will hold. However, in many cases,
0, = a is not true. We give necessary and sufficient conditions such that o, = a in
Proposition [ .
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2 Main results

Let . (1))
b= det 4] <HA|!2) ’
F
n—1 (n—1)/2
o= |det 4] <HAH% - z2)

And a is the smallest positive solution to the equation
22 (JJA|% = 2" = |det AP(n — 1)" L.

From [3], we have o,, > a > lp > [ > 0. Next, we give necessary and sufficient conditions
such that a = o,,.

Proposition 1. Let a be the smallest positive solution to the equation
22 (A% — 22" = |det AP (n — 1)" ",

then a = o, if and only if

Proof. =: If a = 0, then

o2 (A% — 02)"™" = |det A*(n — 1),

n

Since ||A||% = 0f + 03 + -+ 02 and | det A|> = oi03 - - - 02, we have

n’

2 ( 2 2 2 \n=lL _ 92 2 2 n—1
or(of+o3+--+o.,) =ojos--oa(n—1)"""

2 2 2 n—1
oy +oy+-+0, 2.9 2
_0'10'2...0'1171
n—1

By the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, the above equation holds if and only if

2 _ 2 _ . _ 2
01 =03 = "=0,
if and only if
01 =02 =" """=0p-1
<: Let
2_ 2 2 _ 2
ol =0y=--=0,_1=c(c>0).

Then a is the smallest positive solution to the equation
2 (P(n—1)+o0) — :p2)n71 T D

if and only if a is the smallest positive zero point of

f(z) = 2? (1 + Lﬁ))"‘ — 02,

An—1

Next, we proof a = ,,. Obviously, we can see that f (¢,,) = 0 and f(0) = —¢2 < 0. Next,
we prove that f(x) is an strictly increasing function on [0,0,]. Taking the derivative of
f(x), we can get

fi(z) = (1 + % x2)>"_2 = - ((n—1)+ 02 —na?).



Vo € (0,0,), we have
A(n—1)+ 02 —nxl = no’ —nrg > 0.

We have f’ (zg) > 0. Therefore f(x) is an strictly increasing function on [0, o] and o, is
the smallest positive zero point of

0.2

2 =’ " 2
f(.l’)zﬂf <1+m) — 0,

Therefore, o, is the smallest positive solution to the equation
2? (P(n—1) 402 — x2)n71 = 2 g2 (p — 1)L
We get a = o,,. O

In the above special condition, a can be equal to o,, which is not general. Next, we
give our main theorem. We give an iterative formula for the smallest singular value, which
converges incrementally to the smallest singular value.

Theorem 1. Let A € M,,(C) be nonsingular and 0 < a; < o, and

N 172
n—1 nt
A1 = (ai + }det (apl, — AHA)} <||A||2F o 1)(1%) ) k=1,2,--.

Then o, = aky1 = ap > 0(k=1,2,--+) and limg_,, o ax = 0y,.

Proof. Let 0 < X\ < 02, by the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we have

(02 =A) (62 =A) -+ (02, — \) < (0%+“'+031—(n—1),\)n—1

n—1

inee (02 = N) (3 =N+ (02— )
0’ — 0’ p— P o'n J—
(01—)\)(02—)\)- (0,2171—)\): 1 20%—A
_|det (AL, — AT A)|
B o2 — A
we have

|det (A1, — AT A)| < (a% +e o —(n— 1))\)n_1

o2 — A\ n—1

77,—1
Ufl))\jt‘det()\[n—AHA)‘( L (n—l)A)

2 2
0-1_'_"'—1_0-”71_

a1\ 1/2
L n—1 '
On = ()\+’det()\fn A A)’<U%+...+02_1+0%—(n—1))\) )

N 1/2
o n—1 n—1
oy > (A+ |det (AL, — A" A)| <||A|I% fy I)A) )

Let A — 02~ (X tends to o2 from the left). We get that the above inequality is also true
for A = o2. Therefore, for 0 < A\ < 2, we have

1/2

o > (H |det (AL, — A7 A)] <||A|I%Ti_(n1— I)A) ) (1)

3




We show by induction on £ that
On 2 Agq1 2 ag >0

We have o,, > a; > 0. In equation[], let A = a?, we have

n—1 1/2
.2 2 H n—1
Op =y = (al—l— }det (alln—A A)’ <||A||%—(n—1)a%) ) >a; >0

Assume that our claim is true for k = m, that is o, > a;,41 = a,, > 0. Now we consider
the case when k =m + 1. In equation [], let A\ = a2, 41, We have

o\ 1/2
n—l n—1
Op 2 Qpao = afn + |det afn I, — A% A ( ) = Ay >0
( et [det (s N —e-va,

Hence o,, > a2 = apme1 > 0. This proves o, > apy1 = ap > 0(k = 1,2,---). By the
well known monotone convergence theorem, limy_., ax exists. Let limy_.., ar = o, then

n—1 1/2
| 2 27 4H n—1 —
o= (0’ + |det (0°I, — AT A)| <||A|I%—(n—1)02) ) k=1,2,

We have

1 n—1
det (021, — A% A ( n ) =0
et i

Since
n—1

A —(n—1)o2 7

we have

det (0°1, — ATA) = 0.

We get that o2 is the eigenvalue of A A. Since o2 is the smallest eigenvalue of A7 A, we
have 02 > 02. According to the definition of o, we have o < o,,. Therefore, 02 < 02 and
we get 0 = 0,. Hence limy_, o, ap = o, O

From Theorem [I], we can see that as long as there is a lower bound of o, (we set it to
b ) and let a; = b in Theorem [Il, we can get a better lower bound than b. For example,
we bring the lower bound of Lin and Xie [3] into our Theorem [I] to obtain the following
results.

Corollary 1. Let a be the smallest positive solution to the equation
22 (JJA|% = 2" = |det AP(n — 1)" L,

Let a1 = a and

n—1 1/2
2 2 H n—1
akH:(ak—i—‘det(ak[n—A AH(”AH%_(n—l)ai) ) Jk=1,2,---

Then o, =2 agy1 = a2 a>0k=1,2,--) and limg_, y o, ax, = 0y,

Proof. From [3], we have o, > a > 0. We know Corollary [Mlis a special case of Theorem

1l O



We give the iterative formula for the smallest singular value:

—1\ /2
-1 n—1
= [ a2 +|det(all, — A" A t k=12
(¢80} (CLk —|—‘ e (CLk )| ||A||2F _ (’I’L — l)ai ) ) 4y )

where a; = a, which converges incrementally to the smallest singular value. Similarly, we
can give an iterative formula that converges decreasingly to the largest singular value.

Theorem 2. Let A € M,,(C) be nonsingular, a; > o1. Assume

i\ 172
akH:<ai—\det(ai[n—AHA)|< " ) ) k=1,2,---.

(n + 1ai — [[All%

Then o1 < apy1 < ag(k =1,2,--+) and limg_,; o ar, = 07.

Proof. Set A\ > 02, according to the arithmetic geometric mean inequality, we can get

2 2 n—DA— (o3 +---+o0; "
(A_gg)(A_%)...(A_g)g(( DA— (o3 +---+ )) '

" n—1
e G- (A= o) (A= o?)
_0’ _O' .« . —O’n
(=03 (A=od) -+ (1 - 02) = ST
| det(AL, — AT A))| ’
B A\ — o}
we can get
| det(AL, = ATA)| _ ((n=DA— (03 +---+02)\"
A —o? = n—1
gfgx—pkuA—A%®|( n-l )nl
(n— DA+ ot — [|All%

n-1 o\
<A —|det (A — AT A)| ((n+ DA — ||A||2F)

o1\ 1/2
H n—1
01 < (A— [det (A — A" A) | <(n+1)>\_ ||AII%) )

Let A — 027 () tend to o2 from the right). We get that the above equation is also true
for A\ = o2. So, for A > 0%, we have

n—1 1/2
" n—1
7S (Hdet =4 () ) ?

We use induction on k to prove that:

01 < Qg1 < Qy

For k = 1, 0y < a; can be obtained from the condition. In the equation (2l), taking
A\ = a?, we can get

n—1 1/2
9 I n—1
a1<a2:<af—’det(a1—z4 A)}<(n+1)a%—||A||%) ) <

>




Suppose our conclusion holds for k = m, that is, 01 < @41 < a,,,. Now let’s consider the
case of k =m + 1. In equation (2), let A = a2 ,,, we can get

a1\ 1/2
2 2 H n—1
01 < Upyo = <am+1 — }det (am+1 —A A)} ((n a2, = HA”%) ) < Q1

So 01 < agy1 < ag. This proves that o7 < agyq < ag(k = 1,2,--+). From the monotone
convergence theorem, limy,_, ., ap exists. Let limy_,, ap = o, then

1 n—1 1/2
— 2 — 2 - H =

We have
n—1 nl
det(o?, — A" A = 0.
et Wi
because .
n —_
0,
Gt e? — AT
we can get
det (021, — A" A) = 0.
So 02 is the eigenvalue of A A. Because o7 is the largest eigenvalue of A7 A, there is

0?2 < 0?. According to the definition of o, we have o > oy, so 0 > ¢2. We get 0 = oy
1 ) 9 1 9
so limy_y 4o ax = 0y. O

The largest singular value has an obvious upper bound. Because 0? < 0} + -+ 02 =
|A||%, so o1 < ||Al|r. We give an iterative formula for the largest singular value:

N 1/2
1 n—1
— [ a2 — | det(a2l, — AT A n k=12,
( ettt 4" (e bR

where a; = ||A||p, which converges decreasingly to oj.
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