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Abstract

An effective exact method is proposed for computing generalized eigenspaces of a matrix of inte-
gers or rational numbers. Keys of our approach are the use of minimal annihilating polynomials
and the concept of the Jordan-Krylov basis. A new method, called Jordan-Krylov elimination, is
introduced to design an algorithm for computing Jordan-Krylov basis. The resulting algorithm
outputs generalized eigenspaces as a form of Jordan chains. Notably, in the output, compo-
nents of generalized eigenvectors are expressed as polynomials in the associated eigenvalue as a
variable.
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1. Introduction

Exact linear algebra plays important roles in many fields of mathematics and sciences. Over
the last two decades, this area has been extensively studied, and new algorithms have been
proposed for various types of computations, such as computing canonical forms of matrices
(Augot and Camionl (U_Qﬂ) Dumas et all (lZQQ]J |H_a1as_an_d_WagnQﬂ (U_QQQ) Moritsugu (lZM)
[Pernet and Steinl (2010), Saunders and Wan dZM) Storjohannl (2001), |Storjohann and Labahn

M)), LU and other decompositions and/or solving a system of linear equations m

‘M)) the characteristic or the minimal polynomial of a matrix dmunas_e_t_aﬂ dZ_QQj) |N_e_1mh_0ﬂer_an.d_]21:a.cgﬁﬂ

(2008), Eberly et al] (2006), lleannerod et all (2013), May etal (2007). [Saunders et all (2011)).
Also, the software has been developed (|Albr_e_ch1| (|2Q12|) |Chen and Storjohann (|2m13) Dumas et al

(129_025) Dumas et al! (2002H), Dumas et al| (2004), Dumas et al. (2008)) and comprehensive re-
search results m (@)) have been presented. Kreuzer and Robbiano (|2Q1§) investigate
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the interconnections between linear algebra and commutative algebra. Notably, they study, in
particular, generalized eigenproblems from the point of view of commutative algebra and its
applications to polynomial ideals.

In the context of symbolic computation for linear algebra, we proposed algorithms for eigen-
problems including computation of spectral decomposition and (generalized) eigendecomposi-
tion (Ohara and Tajima (2009), Tajima (2013), [Tajima et al| (2014), [Tajima et all (2018a)). We
studied eigenproblems from the point of view of spectral decomposition and proposed an ex-
act algorithm for computing eigenvectors of matrices over integer or rational numbers by using
minimal annihilating polynomials (Tajima et all (2018b)).

In this paper, we treat generalized eigenspaces via Jordan chains as an extension of our previ-
ous papers. In a naive method for computing generalized eigenspaces, the generalized eigenvec-
tor is obtained by solving a system of linear equations. However, in general, the method has the
disadvantage of algebraic number arithmetic. It is often time-consuming for matrices of dozens
of dimensions. As methods for computing eigenvectors without solving a system of linear equa-
tions, [Takeshima and Yokovama (1990) have proposed one by using the Frobenius normal form
of a matrix and Moritsugu and Kuriyama (2001)) have extended it for the case that the Frobenius
normal form has multiple companion blocks and for computing generalized eigenvectors. Their
methods require computation of the Frobenius normal form of the matrix, which tends to be
inefficient for matrices of large dimensions.

We introduce a concept of Jordan-Krylov basis and a new method, called Jordan-Krylov
elimination in this paper, for computing a Jordan-Krylov basis. We show that the use of mini-
mal annihilating polynomials allows us to design an effective method for computing generalized
eigenspaces. Notably, the resulting algorithm does not involve linear system solving or normal
form computation. Our method has the following features. First, a basis of the generalized
eigenspace is computed as Jordan chains. Second, each Jordan chain has a unified representation
as a vector consisting of polynomials with rational coefficients in a symbol A denoting the asso-
ciated eigenvalue « and its conjugates. We emphasize that our representation gives a relationship
among the generalized eigenspaces associated to @ and all its conjugates. Third, in implementing
the algorithms, the implementation of arithmetic in an algebraic extension field is not necessary.
In part of our implementation, we perform calculations in the quotient ring of a polynomial ring,
which is related to operations in an algebraic extension field. However, these calculations can
be implemented solely with operations in the polynomial ring over the field of rational numbers.
All other operations are also performed in the polynomial ring over the field of rational numbers.

We believe that our algorithm could be applied to several methods that require generalized
eigenspaces and their structures in the case of multiplicities. For example, it could be useful
when solving a zero-dimensional system of polynomial equations as the eigenproblem (Cox et al.
(2005)), or finding formal power series solutions of ordinary differential equations (Turrittin
(1959), Barkatou and Pfliigel (1999)).

We remark that the essential ideas in this paper, such as the use of the minimal annihilating
polynomials for computing generalized eigenvectors were reported in Tajimd (2013). We have
reviewed the original ideas deeply and sought to optimize the efficiency of the algorithm. As a
result, we have come to the concept of Jordan-Krylov basis and the algorithm of Jordan-Krylov
elimination based on it for computing generalized eigenspaces efficiently.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give a formula that represents Jordan
chains of generalized eigenvectors as a polynomial with rational coefficients. In Section[3 we
introduce the concept of Jordan-Krylov basis. We show that the computation of Jordan chains can
be reduced to that of a Jordan-Krylov basis. In Sectiond] we give a method called Jordan-Krylov
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elimination, and we present the resulting algorithm that computes generalized eigenspaces from
minimal annihilating polynomials. In Section[3] we discuss the time complexity of the algorithm.
In Section[6] we give an example. Finally, in Section[7] we give the result of a benchmark test.

2. Generalized eigenvectors and Jordan chains

Let us begin by recalling a result given in [Tajima et all (2018b) on algebraic properties of
eigenvectors. Let K c C be a computational subfield, and A be a square matrix of order n over
K. Consider a monic irreducible factor f(1) in K[A] of the characteristic polynomial y4(1) of A,
and a bivariate polynomial i r(u, 1) associated to f(4), defined as

- f(4
Ui ) = % & Kl Al )

Since the rank of the matrix f(A) is less than n, there exists a non-zero vector w € K"
satisfying f(A)w = 0. For that w, we define

p(/l» W) = 'Pf(A» /lE)W,

where E is the identity matrix of order n. Then, p(4, w) satisfies the following lemma (Tajima et al.
(2018b)).

Lemma 1. Let d = deg f and a1, @y, . . ., @y be the roots of f(A) in C. Let w € K" be a non-zero
vector such that f(A)w = 0. Then, fori=1,2,...,d,

1. p(a;,w) £ 0.
2. (A-a;E)p(a;,w)=0.
3. play,w),...,plag,w) are linearly independent over C.

Proof. By the definition of i r(u, 1), we have
(A - aiE)p(ai,w) = (A — aiEW (A, aiE)w = f(A)w = 0.

For an eigenvalue «; € C, consider a vector

qa;,w) = pla;,w).

1
l//f(ai’ CV[)
Note that, since

U, ) = (u—ap) - (U= a1 — i) -~ (14— aq),
we have ¥ ¢(a;, ;) # 0. With the Lagrange’s interpolation formula, we have
d

Z Wy, a;) _
'#f(ai» ai)

>

i=1

which derives

d
Z qai,w) =w.
i=1
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As a result, we have
afq(ar,w) + diq(ar, w) + -+ - + diqlaq, w) = A'w, k=0,1,2,...,d -1,

which is rewritten as

1 1 e ] q(a,w) w

ay s ey q(az,w) Aw

ot eyt - 4 glagw)] (AT
In the above formula, the determinant of the matrix in the left-hand-side is not equal to zero. Fur-
thermore, since f(A1) is irreducible over K, the vectors w, Aw, . . ., A%l are linearly independent
over K, so are gq(aj,w),q(az,w),...,q(aqs,w) over C. Accordingly, the vectors
play,w), p(az,w), ..., p(ag,w) are also linearly independent over C and p(a;,w) # 0, which
completes the proof. (|

Notice that the vector p(A, w) representing eigenvectors associated to the eigenvalues @, s, . . .

is a polynomial in A of degree d — 1. In this sense, this representation has no redundancy. In this
section, we generalize the above results and give a formula that represents a Jordan chain of
generalized eigenvectors.

Let £ be the multiplicity of a monic irreducible factor £(1) in m4(1) € K[A], where m4(A) is
the minimal polynomial of A. For 1 < £ < £, let

ker f(A) = {u € K" | f(A)'u =0},
with ker f(A)0 = {0}. There exists an ascending chain
{0} C ker f(A) C ker f(A)? C - -ker f(A)' C --- C ker f(A),
of vector spaces over K.

Definition 2. For 0 # u € ker f(A)z and 1 < ¢ < ¢, the rank of u with respect to (1), denoted
by ranksu, is equal to £ if u € kerf(A)f \ kerf(A)f’l.

Definition 3. For 1 < k < 7, let l//j?(p, ) = Wr(u, DY mod f(A), in which ( (i, ))* is
regarded as an element in K[A][u] and the coefficients in 1//(;.{)(;1, A) are defined as the remainder
of those in (v r(u, )k divided by f(1).

Let u € ker(A) be a non-zero vector of rank ;u = €. Fork = 1,..., ¢, we define
PO u) = ¢ (A AE) f(A) u. )
Then, we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 4. Let d and ay, . .., aq be the same as those in Lemmalll and assume that rank;u = ¢.
Then, fori=1,2,...,dand 1 <k <¢,

(A - ,E)p® (i, u) = p* (e, u)

holds.



Proof. Since
(A - @B (A, aiE) = v V(A aiE) f(A),

we have
(A~ wEWP A GE) (A = g A aiB) fa)y 0.

By multiplying # on both sides from the right, we have
(A - aiE)p i, w) = p* V(i w),
which proves the lemma. O

Lemma 5. Let d and «y, . .., aq be the same as those in Lemmalll and assume that rank;u = ¢.
Then, fori=1,2,...,dand 1 <k <{,

A-aE) ' pPa,u)y#0  and (A - aEY'pP(aj,u) =0
hold.
Proof. By Lemmald] we have
(A - oE) pP(ai,w) = pP(ai ),
(A - a;E)' pP (e, w) = (A - a;E)p (@, w),

where pV(a;, u) = p(a;, f(A)"'u). Let w = f(A)""'u, then w satisfies that w # 0 and f(A)w = 0
since rank;u = ¢. Thus, by Lemmal[ll we have p‘V(a;,u) # 0 and (A — «;E)p"V(a;, u) = 0. This
completes the proof. O

Lemmal[3]says that p*(1, u) gives a representation of generalized eigenvectors of A of rank
k. Summarizing the above, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Letd and a;, . .., a4 be the same as those in Lemmallland assume that rankju = £.
Then, fori=1,2,...,d,

P @i w), p Ve, p V(e w)) 3)
gives a Jordan chain of length {.

Accordingly, {p©(A,u), p“P(A,w),..., pP(1,u)} can be regarded as a representation of the
Jordan chain (3). That is, from a vector u of rank £ in ker f(A)’ c K", the representation of the
Jordan chain is derived in terms of p® (A, u).

Example 1. Let f(1) = A2+ 1+ 5 and

00 0 0 0 -125
1 0 00 0 -175
A= 01 0 0 0 -9
001 00 =31[
00 01 0 -18
00001 -3

the companion matrix of f(1)>. The characteristic polynomial y4 (1) and the unit minimal annihi-
lating polynomial 4 (1) (j = 1,2,...,6) are ya(1) = ms (1) = f(/1)3. We see thate; € kerf(A)3
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and rankre; = 3. Now, let us compute the generalized eigenvector pi(4, e;) associated to f(A4).
For

Y ) =p+A+1, 4)
¥ (1, )? and ¢ (i, A)* are polynomials of degree 2 and 3 with respect to A, respectively. Let

xp_(fz)(,u, A) and Lp_(;)(,u, A) be the remainder of the division of ¥ (u, 1)*> and ¢ (i, 2)* divided by
f(A) with respect to A4, calculated as

¢<f2>(u, D= +QA+Du+ -4,

©) _ 3 2 (5)
YW ) = 1+ B+ 3y + (31— 12)u - 44 -9,

respectively. Then, the generalized eigenvectors are computed with e; as

PP, e) = YA, AE)e ='(4,3,3,0,0,0)4+(=9,-12,3,1,0,0),
PP, e) = YD (A, AE) f(A)er =(5,11,3,2,0,00+ (=20, 6,3,3,1,0),
PP e) = l//j)’(A,/Us)f(A)ze1 =1(25,10,11,2,1,0)2+ (25,35,21,13,3, 1),

which satisfy

(A-AE’p®P,e)) 20, (A-AE)’pP(1,e)) =0,
(A= AE)pP (L e1) #0, (A—-AE)'p?(1,e)) =0,
pPe)#0, (A-2AE)pP(1,e)) =0,

respectively. Thus, the set {p®(1,e1), p?(4,e1), p'V(4, e1)} is a Jordan chain of length 3.

3. Jordan-Krylov basis in ker f (A)‘_’

The discussion in the previous section shows that a vector u € ker f(A)Z C K" of rank ¢
gives rise to a representation of the corresponding Jordan chains of length £. In this section, we
show that there exists a finite subset B of ker f(A)’ such that any generalized eigenvectors can be
represented as a linear combination of vectors p® (A, u) with u € B.

Foru € K", a vector space

Ly(u) = spany (A*u | k=0,1,2,..)

is called Krylov vector space. Since A and f(A) commute, rank;u = ¢ implies that L,(u) C
ker f(A)’. For d = deg f(Q), let

Lagu) = {u, Au,A%u, ..., A "'u)
and
Laa(u) = spang Ly 4(u).

Since f(1) is irreducible, L4 4(u) is linearly independent, and the rank of the non-trivial elements
in Ly g(u) is equal to £. Let Ly(u) = Ly q@)U L o(f(Au)U---U Ly 4(f(A) ). Clearly, L ()
is also linearly independent. Then, it holds that

La() = Laa@) ® f(A)Lpa@) & - & f(A) ' La (),
6



thus dimg L4 (u) = {d. (In a more straight manner, we see that dimg Ls(u) = {d by the fact that
f(A)! is the minimal annihilating polynomial of u.) Note that, for 1 < ¢’ < £ — 1, the rank of the
non-trivial elements in f(A)f/LA,d(u) isequalto £ —¢'.

Consider the subspace spanned by a Jordan chain

Pa(ai,u) = spang {p“ (@i, w), p V(i) ..., pV (@i w),
where a1, @y, ..., a, are the roots of f(1) in C. Let
Pa(u) = Po(a1,u) ® Pa(ar,u) ® -+ ® Palag,u).
We have the following property on P4 (w).
Lemma 7. PA(u) = C ®x La(u) holds.

Proof. Note that, for 1 < k < ¢, p®(a;,u) € C ®k La(u) since p®(a;, u) is expressed as h(A)u
for a certain polynomial & of degree less than d€. We also mention that L4 () is invariant under
h(A) for any polynomial (1) € K[A]. By the definition of P4(a;,u), it implies that Pa(u) C
C ®k La(u), and dimg Pa(a;, u) = € implies that dimg P4(u#) = {d. On the other hand, from
dimg La(u) = €d and Ly(u) c K", we have dim¢ C Q¢ La(u) = £d. Since the dimensions of
Ps(u) and C @k Ly (u) are equal, we have P4(u) = C ®k La(u). This completes the proof. [l

Notice that the decomposition P4 (a1, u) & Pa(az,u) ® - - - ® Pa(ay,u) of C ®k La(u) can be
regarded as a spectral decomposition.
Asum V| + V, +---+ V, of vector spaces Vi, Va, ..., V, that satisfy the direct sum condition,

(V1+'+Vl*1+‘/l+1+'+vr)m‘/l={0}7 i=1’27""r’

iswrittenas Vi@V, @& --- @ V,.
Now, we introduce notions of Krylov generating set, Jordan-Krylov independence and Jordan-
Krylov basis as follows.

Definition 8 (Krylov generating set). Let W be a subspace of K”. A subset ‘W of W is a Krylov
generating set with respectto A if W = Y.y La(w) holds. Especially, the empty set is a Krylov
generating set of the trivial vector space {0}.

Definition 9 (Jordan-Krylov independence). A finite set ‘W of vectors is Jordan-Krylov indepen-
dent with respect to A if Krylov vector spaces {Ls(w) | w € W} satisfy the direct sum condition.
Especially, the empty set is regarded as Jordan-Krylov independent.

Definition 10 (Jordan-Krylov basis). A finite Krylov generating set ‘W of W is a Jordan-Krylov
basis if it is Jordan-Krylov independent.

Theorem 11. There exists a Jordan-Krylov basis B of ker f (A)z with respect to A. Furthermore,
the number of elements in B of each rank is uniquely determined.

A Jordan-Krylov basis is a key concept in our approach. In Section 3.1} we give a proof of
Theorem[ITlin a constructive manner which plays a crucial role in our algorithm for computing
a Jordan-Krylov basis. i

For convenience, we introduce a superscript (£) for a finite subset A C ker f(A)Y, as AY =
{u € A|ranksu = ¢}. Then A=AV U---UAO,

Theorem[I1land Lemma[7limmediately imply the following lemma.
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Lemma 12. Assume that {by,b,,...,b,} C ker f(A)Z is Jordan-Krylov independent. Then, the
following holds.

1. Pa(a;, by), Pa(ai, b)), ..., Pa(a;, b,) satisfy the direct sum condition fori=1,2,...,d.
2. Ps(by), Pa(by),..., Pa(b,) satisfy the direct sum condition.
As a result, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 13. Let B = B8O UBED U...uBD pe q Jordan-Krylov basis ofkerf(A)Z. Then, for
i=1,2,...,d, it holds the following.

1. A direct sum @ Pa(ai, b) is spanned by Jordan chains of length €.
beBO

2. A direct sum @ Pu(a;, b) gives a generalized eigenspace of A associated to the eigen-

beB
value ;.
3 @ Pa(b) ~ C ® ker f(A).
beB

3.1. A proof of Theorem|[[]

We first give a lemma, which will play a key role in our approach.

Lemma 14. Assume that {b,b>,...,b,} C kerf(A)z is Jordan-Krylov independent and v €
ker f(A)! satisfies that

f(A)rankfvflv ¢ @ LA (f(A)rankfb;flb[).
i=1

Then, La(by), ..., La(b,), Ls(v) satisfy the direct sum condition.

Proof. By contradiction. Let b} = f(A)™%~1p; and v’ = f(A)y™**!p, and assume that
La(by),...,La(b,), La(v) do not satisfy the direct sum condition. We have

L) 0 €D Lab) # (0},
i=1

thus there exists a non-zero vector u € Ls(v) N EB;:I Ls(b;). Then, v’ = f(A)ra“kf"’lu satisfies
that ranksu’ = 1, hence u’ € Ly,(v') N EB;:] La(b)). By u’ € Ly(v'), we have Ly(u’) C La(v").
Since f(A) is irreducible, dimg Ls(w) = d for any w € ker f(A) \ {0}, which implies that L4 (u") =
Lo(v) hence v’ € Ly(u’). Now, u’ € B)_, L(b;) implies that Ly(w’) € _, La(b}). Thus, we
have v’ € EB::I L4(b}), which contradicts the assumption. This completes the proof. |

For simplicity of notation, for U c K", let Ly(U) = Uyeqs La(®). Now we are ready to
give a proof of Theorem[I1l Let G be a finite generating set of ker f(A), then it is obvious that
{ = max{rank,u | u € G}. In the following, for £ = Z,...,2,1 let us construct a Jordan-Krylov
basis recursively. For ¢ with 1 < ¢ < £, assume that we have constructed a finite generating set
Li(Fr) U Gy of ker f(A)‘) satisfying
Condition A:



1. F¢is a Jordan-Krylov independent set such that any v € ¥ satisfies that rank v > ¢.
2. Any u € G satisfies that rank;u < £.

Note that, for € = £, put 7 = 0 and G; = G. Then, we see that ; and G; satisfy Condition A.
Now, we construct a finite generating set L4(¢-1) U G¢-1 of ker f(A)‘) as follows. Put
vi,v2,...,v,) = {u € G¢ | rankju = ¢}, and let Dy = Frand Hey = Ge \ (vi,va, ..., v, ).

Fori=1,2,..., k., according to the relationship between a subspace
Wei = EP La(fay™s*~'p) (©)
bEfD[J

and the vector f(A)“'vi, define Dy ;1 and Hy i1, divided into the following cases:

Case 1. In the case f(A)"'v; ¢ W,;: Lemmal[Idtells us that {Ls(b) | b € Dy;} U {Ls(v;)} satisfy
the direct sum condition. Thus, let Dy ;1 = Dp; U {v;} and Hy i1 = Hyyi

Case 2. In the case f(A)"~'v; € W,;: the membership can be expressed as

d-1
0= fA) = >0 ep Al FAP D, €
beD;; j=0
Define
d-1
r=vi— Y > Al Ay b, (8)
beDy; j=0

and do one of the following:

Case 2-a. In the case r # 0, this means that ranksr < ¢, thus let Dg;; = Dy; and
Heiv1 = Hei U {r}.

Case 2-b. In the case r = 0, this means that y; € @bez)“ L4(b) and v; is unnecessary, thus
discard it and let Dy ;1 = Dp; and Hei1 = H.

Note that, in any case above,
La(Deir1) U {vists ..., vih U Heivr)

is a generating set satisfying Condition A. Then, after deriving a sequence of tuples of sets
D1, He)s Drps Hep)s - oo (Dt Hege1), by letting Fooy = Digov1, Geot = Heg,+1, We see
that ¥, and G, also satisfy Condition A.

After the above computation for £ = l,....,2,1,a generating set L4(Fo) U Go = La(Fo) of
ker f(A)f is computed (note that Gy = @), which shows that 7 a Jordan-Krylov basis 8. This
completes the proof.

Remark 1. Note that the multiplicity m of f(1) in the characteristic polynomial of A is equal
to the sum of the length of the linearly independent Jordan chains. In the case m = £, Let
vi €{u € G |ranksu = £} and 77 = {v1}. Then, we have

La(v)) = ker f(A), ©9)

thus F; = {v;} gives a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f(A)Z.
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4. Jordan-Krylov elimination

In this section, based on the concept of Jordan-Krylov basis, we provide an algorithm for
computing generalized eigenvectors. In Section .1l we give an effective method for computing
a Krylov generating set of ker f(A). The key idea is the use of minimal annihilating polynomials.
In Section[d.2] we look at the proof of Theorem[IT] given in the previous section from the point
of view of symbolic computation, and we introduce a method called Jordan-Krylov elimination
for computing a Jordan-Krylov basis. In Section[d.3] we refine the method and give an algorithm
that computes a Jordan-Krylov basis from the Krylov generating set. In Section [d.4] we present
a resulting algorithms for computing the generalized eigenspace associated to the eigenvalues of
an irreducible factor of the characteristic polynomial y4(1) of A.

4.1. Finite generating set of ker f(A)Z

Definition 15 (The minimal annihilating polynomial). For u € K", let m4 4(4) be the monic
generator of a principal ideal Anngp () = {h(4d) € K[A] | h(A)u = 0}. Then, m4 4(A) is called the
minimal annihilating polynomial of u with respect to A.

Let & be a basis of K" and let f(1) be a monic irreducible factor of the minimal polynomial
ma(A) of A. Let P = {m4 (1) | e € E}. Since each minimal annihilating polynomial 74 .(1) can be
expressed as

Taed) = fO gD, ged(f,8) =1, (10)

for some £, > 0 and m,(1) = lcmgegmy ((A), it holds that f = max {{, | e € E and ge(A)e €
ker f(A)!. We define & and V as

Er ={e € &1 mae(d) = fD*8), Le >0}, V ={g(A)e|ec&Ey).
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 16. It holds that ker f(A)z = spang L4 (V).

Proof. Since V C ker f(A)!, La(V) C ker f(A)’ holds. The opposite inclusion is shown as
follows. Let mq(1) = f(/l)fg(/l), where g(4) is relatively prime with f(4). Then, there exist
a(A), b(2) € K[1] satisfying that a(1) f(1)¢ + b(1)g(1) = 1. Let v € ker f(A)’, then, (a(A)f(A) +
b(A)g(A))v = v implies that b(A)g(A)v = v. Now, by expressing b(A)Y = .5 cc€ With ¢, € K,
we have b(A)g(Ay = g(A)(b(AW) = g(A)(Xecscee) = v. It implies that g(A)(D s ce€) =
Dece Ce8(A)e = Y ocs, ceg(A)e, because, fore € E\ Ey, 1 ¢(4) does not have f(1) as a factor and
g(A)e = 0. Fore € &, by eq. (I0), we have g.(1) | g(1), thus there exists £(2) € K[1] satisfying
that g(1) = ge(Dhe(1). Therefore, v = g(A)b(Ay = Zeesf Cehe(A)ge(A)e, where g.(A)e € V.
Furthermore, for (1) = ¥, h;jA’ we have ho(A)ge(A)e = T hjAlg.(A)e € Lx(ge(A)e), which
proves the claim. |

Proposition [[6] says that the set V is a Krylov generating set of ker f(A)‘. In[Tajima et al.
(2018b), an algorithm has been proposed for computing all the minimal annihilating polynomials
74 0(A) of the element e of a basis & of K". Accordingly, the set V is computable as shown in
Algorithm[Il

10



Algorithm 1 Computing a Krylov generating set of ker f(A)Z

Input: A matrix A € K™, an irreducible factor f(1) € K[1], a basis & c K" of K",
the set of minimal annihilating polynomials {mae() | e € E}
Output: A Krylov generating set V = Ue L VO of ker f (A)
: € « max,cg (multiplicity of £(1) in 74 (1))
fort=2¢,0-1,...,1do
VO — (ge(A)e | € € Ep, be = £,86(D) = Tae(D/F())
end for )
return V = |J,_, V©

RARE I

Remark 2. In Algorithm[I} VO =peV| rank v = £} holds.

Remark 3. When calculating Krylov generating set, using random vectors would make it easier
to find generators with rank £. However, in this case, we need to determine all generators of
all ranks, including those with a small rank, in order to examine the structure of ker f(A)‘. To
extract generators with a smaller rank from those with a larger rank, elimination by each vector
will be necessary, which will likely take time. Thus, we use minimal annihilating polynomials
to properly determine the Krylov generating set.

4.2. Computing a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f(A)Z using Jordan-Krylov elimination

By using Algorithm[I] a Krylov generating set of ker f(A)f can be computed as V. Now, we
need to compute a Jordan-Krylov basis 8 of ker f(A)’ from <V = U[ YO,

In the proof of Theorem [I1] we examine a membership of a vector v/ = f(A)™*"~!y in the
vector space Wy; along with calculating the coefficients of ¢ ; of linear combinations. It is well
known that a vector membership problem is solved by using column reduction of the matrix. For

a finite set of column vectors ‘W = {w,w»,...,wy}, define a matrix whose columns consist of
the vectors in ‘W as [ W] = [w; w, --- wi]. Similarly, for a set of vectors ‘W and a vector
v’, define an augmented matrix [‘'W | v'] = [w; w, --- wi | v'], in which v" must be placed

in the rightmost column. Then, v' € spangW if and only if there exists a column reduction
[WIV]— [W]O].

Now, we look at the proof of Theorem [I1l For a vector v of rank ¢, we have solved a
membership problem of the vector f(A)"~'v in spang La({f(A)™* b | b € Dy,;}) for D;,;. For

(A)rankfb—l 5 D B »

f‘(A)“‘“kf”“b and define D = D by D =[L;,({b|b €
Dei})], where A is a matrix obtained by placing A diagonally. Notice that W; is spanned by the
column vectors in D’ and the rank of every column vector in D is equal to €. Then, we see that

"0
D r]’ where

b € Dy;, we consider a vector b = [

f(A)y € W, is equivalent to the existence of a column reduction [ D | #] — [

’

7= vv with v = f(A)y.
In this way, the proof of Theorem[IIlyields an algorithm as shown in Algorithm 2l
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Algorithm 2 Computing a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f (A

Input: A matrix A € K™, an irreducible factor f(2) € K[A1],
a Krylov generating set V = U§:1 VO of ker f(A),
the multiplicity m of f(A) in the characteristic polynomial of A
Output: A Jordan-Krylov basis 8 = Ule BO of ker f(A)
= A O
I: A« [0 A}
2. fort=¢,¢-1,...,1do
3 VO —(H|lvev?d), 800

4: end for
s:fort=¢,{-1,...,1do
6 if £ = 7 then ] ] ) )
7: Choose # € VO, GO — GO\ (5}, BO  {y)
8 if C=mthen
9: return 8 = 8© > Case of eq. (9)
10: else
11 Do a column reduction [ L 4(%)] — D
12: end if
13: end if
14. while V¥ # 0 do
15: Choose # € VO, YO — GO\ {5}
16: Do a column reduction of the right-most column in the augmented matrix
~ D r
[D|?] — D ]
17: if ' # 0 then > Case 1. in the proof of theorem [TT]
18: BO — BO Y {r)
19: Do a column reduction [D | Lz 4(F)] — R
20: D«R
21: else if r # 0 and ¢ > 1 then > Case 2. (a) in the proof
22: " rank;r, VO — VO U {F)
23: end if
24: end while
25: if £ > 1 then
26: R L ] D > For the next step in the loop
' 0 fA4)
27: end if
28: end for

29: return 8 = |J_, 80

4.3. A refined algorithm for computing Jordan-Krylov basis

In this section, we present Algorithm[3]as a refinement of the algorithm presented in the last
section.
Since the multiplicity m of f(A) in the characteristic polynomial of A is equal to the sum of

12



the length of linearly independent Jordan chains, it holds that

’
m= Z - #80, (11)
=1

where #8© denotes the number of elements in 8©. If a Jordan-Krylov independent set satisfies
eq. (I, this gives a Jordan-Krylov basis. That is, eq. (IT) is a terminating condition of the
algorithm.

In Algorithm[2] for a vector v of rank ¢, a vector membership problem is reduced to a column
reduction of an augmented matrix using # defined by placing vectors f(A)~'v and v vertically.
For example, in line [I1] of Algorithm [2 the matrix [Lz 4(¥#)] is constructed by multiplying a
matrix of size 2n from the left. However, since the matrix is block diagonal, actual multiplication
can be executed by multiplying a matrix of size n. Thus, in Algorithm[3l [£; 4(#)] is divided into
[L44()] and [LA,d(f(A)‘)’lv)]. Then, the column reduction of the matrix ‘;V ’; = 2/ ‘; C
is divided into two column reductions [W | '] = [W | v']C and [S | r] = [S | v]C with the same
matrix C, which is called a simultaneous column reduction. Note that, in the case of £ = 1, we
have W = §; hence, both parts of the simultaneous column reduction are identical.

Remark 4. During the Jordan-Krylov elimination, there are cases where unnecessary calcula-
tions can be eliminated based on the basis that has already been computed, which is included in
lines [Bland [[Zbf Algorithm[3l The former case is described as in Remark [l In the latter case, if
the sum of the length of already calculated Jordan chains is equal to the multiplicity m of f(1) in
X4(Q), then the algorithm can be terminated.

Remark 5. Algorithm 3 is usually executed with multiple-precision arithmetic over integers or
rational numbers. An increase in the number of arithmetic operations may cause an increase
of the number of digits of nonzero elements in computed Jordan-Krylov basis or Jordan chains,
which may make the computation slow. However, keeping a “simpler” form of Krylov generating
set, it is expected that the computation of Jordan-Krylov elimination and Jordan chains may be
more efficient, as follows.

1. If the input vectors have a simpler form, then the computed Jordan-Krylov basis may have
a simpler form and its computation may be faster.

2. If aJordan-Krylov basis is computed in a simpler form, then the computation of the Jordan
chains may be faster.

A heuristic by the reduction of Krylov generating set for obtaining the simpler form is shown in
Procedures ] which may be performed prior to the Jordan-Krylov elimination. This procedure
uses a simple column reduction on the Krylov generating set.

13



Algorithm 3 Computing a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f(A)Z: a refined version

Input: A matrix f(A) € K™, a Krylov generating set V = [ J{_, V© of ker f(A)’,
the multiplicity m of f(2) in the characteristic polynomial of A
Output: A Jordan-Krylov basis 8 = [J{_, 8 of ker f(A)’
1: (Optional) Call Procedured with f(A), UI{:I py®

2. Choosev € VO, YO — YO\ ), B8O — (v}, mem-1¢

3: if m = 0 then_

4: return 8 > Case eq. (@)
5: end if ) )

6: S — [Lag®)], W fAF'S > W = f(A)"'S can be reduced
7. for£=2¢,...,2,1do

8  if £ <fand V© # ( then

9: (Optional) Call Procedure [ with f(A), Ui:l py®

10: end if

11:  while VO # 0 do

12: Choose v € VO, YO O\ ()

13: Vo f(A Ty

14: Simultaneous column reduction of the rightmost column in the augmented matrix
WIV]— [WI[r], [S|v]—I[S|r]

15: if ¥ # 0 then >r' ¢ spang W
16: BO — BOUr), mem-¢

17: if m = 0 then i i

18: return 8 = 8O U BEHy...uBO

19: end if

20 S —[S| Laa®)], W [W]|Lra()] > W = f(A)!S can be reduced
21: elseif r # 0 and £ > 1 then

22: ¢ —rank;r, VO « VO yr)

23: end if

24: end while

25: if £ > 1 then

26: BED — 0, S« f(A)S > For the next step in the loop
27: end if

28: end for
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Procedure 4 Reduction of Krylov generating set (See Remark [3))

Input: A matrix f(A) € K", a Krylov generating set ( J;_, V®of ker f(A)’, where | < £ < ¢
Output: The reduced Krylov generating set [ Ji_, V®

LT «VO, GO g

2: Reduce [7] — [7] with a column reduction
3: while 77 # 0 do

4: ChooseveT’, T «T'\{v}

5: if v # 0 then

6: ¢ —ranky, VO « YOy ()

7: end if

8: end while

9:

return | J;_, V®

4.4. An algorithm for computing generalized eigenvectors of A

Algorithm[Blcomputes Jordan chains using the elements in a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f (A).
Note that A represents the eigenvalue and its conjugates. Finally, Algorithm [6] integrates Algo-
rithms [l Bland [l for computing the generalized eigenspace of A associated to the roots of f(A4).

Algorithm 5 Computing Jordan chains from a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f (A)

Input: A matrix f(A) € K™, an irreducible factor f(1) € K[4],
a Jordan-Krylov basis 8 = U£:1 B of kerf(A)Z
Output: a set of Jordan chains @ of A associated to the roots of f(A1)
: 0
2: Compute polynomials ¢(fl
3 fort=C0,—1...,1do
4 while 89 # 0 do

() 0 )

5 Choose b € 8O, BO — BO \ (b}
6: fork=¢¢-1,...,2do

7: pY — ¢4, AE)D

8: b — f(A)b

9: end for

10: PV <yl (A AE)D

11: O —dU{{p?,...,p"}

12: end while

13: end for

14: return ®
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Algorithm 6 Computing the generalized eigenspace of A associated to the roots of f(1)

Input: A matrix A € K", an irreducible factor (1) € K[A1], a basis & C K",
a set of minimal annihilating polynomials P = {r4 ,(1) | u € &},
the multiplicity m of f(A) in the characteristic polynomial of A
Output: The generalized eigenspace (a set of Jordan chains) @ of A associated to the roots of
F
Calculate f(A) i
Call Algorithm[T with A, £(1), & and P for computing V = [ Ji_, V©
Call Algorithm[3 with f(A), V and m for computing 8 = | J;_, 8
Call Algorithm[with f(A), f(1) and B for computing @
return O

A

5. The time complexity of the algorithm

In this section, we discuss the time complexity of the arithmetic operations over K of the
algorithms presented in the previous sections.

The computational complexity of the algorithm depends not only on the size of the input ma-
trix but also on its structure as eigenproblems, including the number of irreducible factors in the
characteristic polynomial, their degrees, multiplicities, and the way all the minimum annihilating
polynomials are factored into irreducible factors. Thus, the analysis of computational complexity
for a general matrix will become extremely complicated. Therefore, we treat a special but typical
case with the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. Let A € K™ be the input matrix with y,(1) = f(/l)hkg(/l) and ma(d) =
f(/l)fg(/l), where (1) € K[A1] and deg f(1) = d. Assume from 1. to 3. as follows.

1. For the eigenvalue that are roots of f(1) and on which we focus, there is one Jordan chain
of length £ and k linearly independent eigenvectors associated to that eigenvalue.

2. The polynomial g(2) is square-free in K[A].

3. Letr = #{e € &| f(A) divides m4 (1)} and = #{e € & | f(A) divides 74 (A) and deg(ge(1)) > 0 }.
Assume that r and ¢ are sufficiently small, thatis, t < r < n.

Assumption 2. Assume that, for e € &, the minimal annihilating polynomial 74 (1) is given.
As a result, the matrices f(A) and g.(A) also are given.

Note that Assumption [I] is about the structure of the input matrix. Assumption 2] means
that the complexity of calculating the minimal annihilating polynomials is not considered in this
analysis. For calculating the minimal annihilating polynomials, the choice of algorithm, whether
deterministic or probabilistic, can affect the overall computational complexity estimation. In this
paper, we will focus on the complexity estimation of algorithms for calculating general eigen-
vectors, excluding the estimation of the algorithm for calculating the minimal annihilating poly-
nomials, which can be found in our previous paper (Tajima et al! (2018b)). Furthermore, since
f(A) and g.(A) are obtained during the computation of the minimal annihilating polynomials,
they will be excluded from this evaluation.

Based on the above assumptions, we first present an estimate of the complexity of the overall
algorithm as a conclusion.
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Theorem 17. Under Assumptionsland[) the complexity of Algorithml@is O(dn*C max{d,Z, r})
plus the complexity of calculating f(A).

For the proof of Theorem[I7] we estimate the complexity of each step as follows. First, we
estimate it of Algorithm[I]

Lemma 18. Algorithm[lis performed in O(n’t).

Proof. The complexity of each step is as follows. In Line[3] for e € &y, calculating g.(A)e is
performed in O(n?). In the for-loop, the number of e € & ¢ satisfying that deg(g.(4)) > 0 is at
most 7. Thus, this step is performed in O(n*f), which proves the lemma. O

Next, we estimate the complexity of Algorithms[3]to[3las well.
Lemma 19. Algorithm[Blis performed in O(dnr(fn + dk)).
Proof. The complexity of each step is as follows:

e Linel6l The columns of S are calculated as repeating calculation of Ay for d — 1 times,
which costs O(dn?). For calculating f(A)*~'S, the multiplication f(A)S is performed in
0O(dn?) since the size of S is n x d. Then, this multiplication is repeated for f — 1 times,
which costs O(d€n?). If the reduction of W is performed, its cost is O(d*n). Thus, this step
is dominated by O(dfn?).

e Line[[Tl The while-loop, together is the for-loop in line[7] is repeated for dr times, which
is equal to [V + --- + [VO|. In line [[3] the vector v is calculated in O(£n?*), which is
bounded by O(fn?). In line[[4] the simultaneous column reduction is performed in O(n X
(the number of columns in W and S )). The number of elements in the Jordan-Krylov basis
of ker f(A)’ is one for rank £, and k for rank 1. Thus, the number of columns in W and S is
bounded by dk, and the simultaneous column reduction is performed in O(dkn). Therefore,
the total complexity of the while-loop, together with the for-loop, is O(dnr(nf + dk)).

e Line[26]is performed in O(dn?), thus this step is performed in O(dfr?) in the total of the
for-loop in Line[7l

Summarizing above, the complexity of Algorithm[lis O(dnr(fn + dk)), which proves the lemma.
O

Lemma 20. Procedurelis performed in O(n(r* + fn).

Proof. The number of elements in the Krylov generating set of ker f(A) is r, thus, line [ is
performed in O(nr?). In line [l the complexity of calculating ranksv is estimated as follows.
The complexity of calculating f(A)v is O(n?), and the repeated calculation of f(A)v for rank sv is
performed in O(€n?). Thus, the complexity of the whole algorithm is O(n(r? + €n)), which proves
the lemma. [l

Lemma 21. Algorithm[lis performed in O((d + £)0(d> + n?)).

Proof. Each step is performed as follows:
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e Line[l The complexity of calculating z,bjf)(,u, A) is estimated as follows. Note that lﬁjf)(/d, A)
is regarded as a polynomial in K[A][u]. For € = 1, f(1)— f(u) and (f(1)— f(u))/(A1—p) are
calculated in O(d). For ¢ > 1, first we calculate w‘f‘”(p, /1)1//;"(,1, A)in 0(deg(¢,<f.‘“>) deg(l//j)’)) =
O((d + £)d) with respect to u. For the coefficients in K[1], the coeflicients are calculated as
the product of two polynomials in K[A] of degree less than or equal to d, which costs O(d?),
followed by the division of a polynomial of degree less than or equal to d” by Sf(4), which
costs O(d?). Thus, Y (u, A) is calculated in O((d + 0)d®). Finally, ¢/ (u, D), ...,y (, 1)
are calculated in O((d + £)Zd?) in total.

e Line[3 By the assumption, the for-loop is repeated for £ = £, 1. In line[Z, p® is calculated
using the Horner’s rule with matrix-vector multiplications in O(n?(d+k)), since deg(xp(fk)) =

d + k- 1. In line[§ the multiplication f(A)b is performed in O(n?). Thus, calculating a
Jordan chain of length £ and 1 is performed in O(¢n?(d + £)) (since p* is calculated for
k=1¢,...,1)and O(n’d), respectively, and the complexity of calculating the Jordan chains
is bounded by O(tn*(d + 0)).

Summarizing the above, the complexity of Algorithm[Blis O((d + 0)fd® + tn*(d + £)) = O((d +
O)2(d> + n?)), which proves the lemma. O

A proof of Theorem[[Z1 Summarizing the above, we see that the complexity of Algorithm [3]
dominates that of the whole algorithm, which is O(dn*f max{d, Z, r}). O

6. An example of computation

We give an example for illustration, in which K = Q. Note that, in the example, Procedure ]
is not performed. Let A be a square matrix of order 10 defined as

5 =5 6 -9 5 0 0o -4 5 -6
-4 1 -9 39 -2 -2 6 16 -10 12
-5 5 -6 9 -5 1 0 5 -5 5
5 2 1 7 7 -4 6 3 5 2
-5 -9 9 -9 -1 3 -5 -7 =5 -9
5 2 -4 -2 5 -5 5 -1 5 2

5 9 -14 0 -3 -4 3 4 5 9
-5 -9 4 -23 -8 7 -11 -11 -5 -9
0O 8 -6 16 2 -4 6 7 0 9

4 -7 4 =25 -3 3 -6 -1 0 -8

We have y4(1) = fi()*£(2), where fi() = A2+ A+5and /H(1) = A> + 1 +4, and m; =4 and
my = 1. Let & = {ey, e, .., e} be the standard basis of K'°. Then, with the method we have
proposed (Tajima et all (2018a)), the minimal annihilating polynomials are calculated as

%) (j=2.9)
HWWAEW  (j=1,10)
Tae, (D) =il (D) (j=3)
[ (=457
LA (j=6,8)

We see that £; =3 and ¢, = 1.
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6.1. Computing the generalized eigenspace associated to the roots of fi(1)

Let us compute the Jordan chain through a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f;(A)*. First, Algo-
rithm [I] computes

(3) _ (2) _ (D _
Vi = visvieviznvish, Vi ={vish Vi =L vz, vies Yok

as outputs, where vy ; = f2(A)e; (j=1,3,6,8,10)ande; (j = 2,4,5,7,9).
Next, Algorithm Bl computes a Jordan-Krylov basis 8 = B(f) U B(lz) U B(ll) as follows. Let
m=m; =4and (= { =3.For =23, choose v, 4 € V® and assign

BY i S« [LaaiaD] = DraAvial, W e fildPS, mem-T=1. (12)
Then, we see that
Vis=Vigt+ Q/DAV] 4 Vi =Vig Vig=Vig+t(1/5AV 4 vig = (1/5)Av],,

where v} ; = fi(A)?vy;. Thus, computation of 8(13) is finished and S and W remain the same,
and let vy 11 = 5vis —5v14 — 2Av14, V112 = Vie — V14, V1,13 = 5V17 = Sv1a — Avig, and vy gy =
S5vis — Avy4. Since the ranks of vy, v1,12, ¥1,13 and vy 14 are equal to 2, (ng) is renewed as
(V(lz) “— (V(lz) Uviin, vz, vias, viah

For ¢ = 2, assign

BY 0, S [i(AS = (iAW1 Afi(Aa), (13)

and let W remain the same. For all v{ = f(A)v; with v; € (V(lz), there exists a simultaneous
column reduction as [W | v|{] — [W | 0] and [S | vi] — [S | r], thus we have vi3 — vy s,
ViLIL = Vii6 V1,12 = V1,17, V1,13 = V1,18, V1,14 — Vi,19. Since the ranks of vy 15,1 16, V1,17, V1,18
and vy 19 are equal to 1, (V(]') is renewed as (V(]') — (V(]') U {¥1.15, V1,16, V1,17, V1,18, V1,19). As a
result, B(lz) = () and W remain the same.

For ¢ = 1, since m > ¢, there exists a vector v| € (V(]') satisfying that a column reduction of
the rightmost column outputs [W | v;] — [W | r # 0]. The column reduction of v; ; with respect
to W yields

r=1"0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0),

assign B(ll) «— {r} and m < m — £ = 0. Then, the algorithm terminates.
As a consequence, a Jordan-Krylov basis 8 is computed as

B =8PuB", 87 =4, B8Y=(n (14)

(k)

Finally, Algorithm[3] computes a set of Jordan chains. Fori = 1,2, 3, v

as

(u, 1) is computed

l//(fP(,ua/l)ZlLl+/l+l, l//%)(/‘l’/l)zﬂz+(2/l+2)lu+/l—4’
U ) = 1+ BA+ 3N + BA— 12+ (=41 +9).
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Forv,4 € 8(13), the Jordan chain {p(13)(/l, v1,4),p(]2)(/l, v1,4),p(]1)(/l, vi.4)} of length 3 is computed as

P v1a) = (A AEW 4
= 1'(57,-60,-57,8,36,-3,-66,6,-30,3)
+1(205, =755, -205,-121, 150, 54, 6, 401, =307, 455),
PP v14) =y, AE) fi(Aw 4
=A'(11,32,-11,35,-78,35,78,-78,24,-43)
+1(=175,225,175,-49, -191, 46, 286, —96, 126, —50),

PP v1a) = s (A AE) fi(A) 14
= 19(/1’(0, 1,0,1,-2,1,2,-2, 1,—1)+’(—5, 11,5,1,-7,1,7,-7,6,—-6)).

Forr e B(ll), the Jordan chain { p(ll)(/l, r)} of length 1 is computed as
PV (.1 = v (A4, AE)r = 21'(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,-1,0) + (-5, 10,5, -5,5,-5,-5,5,-1,0),
that is, p(ll)(/l, r) is an eigenvector.

Remark 6. In eq. (I2), m is renewed as m = 1, then we see that #8(13) =1, B(lz) = ( and

#B(ll) = 1. Choose a vector v;; from ‘V(ll) = {¥1.1,v12,v19,v1,10}- Then, the result r of the
rightmost column reduction [W | v; ;] — [W | r] of v;; with respect to W is not equal to zero.
Thus, we set B(ll) = {r}. Accordingly, a Jordan-Krylov basis is given as 8(13) UB(II) = {iajU{vi1}

6.2. Computing the generalized eigenspace associated to the roots of f>(1)

Let us compute a Jordan chain through a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f>(A). First, Algorithm[T]
computes

Va =V = (021,923, v26, V25, Y210} (15)

where v2; = fi(A)e; (j = 1,10), fi(A)%e; (j = 3), fi(A)’e; (j = 6,8). Next, with Algorithm 3,
choose vy | € (V(zl) and let us assign B(zl) «— {v2.1}, then £, = my implies that B, = B(zl). Thus, as
a Jordan-Krylov basis of ker f2(A), we have B, = 8" = {v,,}. Finally, with Algorithm[3] using
t//(fi)(,u, A=y, ) =p+A+1and{vy;} € By, the eigenvector p(zl)(/l, v2.1) is computed as

p(zl)(/L v2,1) = l//fg(A7 AE)VZ,I = /lt(l’()? O’ 07 O’ 09 09 O’ _1’0) + [(17 _47 O’ 07 O’ 07 O’ O’ _194)'

Remark 7. If Procedure @l is applied on (V;') in eq. (13), linearly independent vectors are ob-
tained as

v21='(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,~1,0), v6="(0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,~1).
It is expected that the use of Procedure [ makes the computation more efficient.

We see that the matrix A is similar to

c(H)

C(fy E
C(fi) E ,
C(f1)

C(f2)

where C(f) is the companion matrix of f and E; is the identify matrix of order 2.
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7. Experiments

We have implemented the algorithms introduced above on a computer algebra system Risa/Asir
(Nord (2003)) and evaluated them. In Algorithm[I] it is assumed that minimal annihilating poly-
nomials are pre-calculated by using the method in our previous paper (Tajima et al. (2018a)) and
given. A product g;(A)e; of a matrix polynomial and a vector can be computed efficiently by us-
ing Horner’s rule (Tajima et al! (2018a), Tajima et al! (2018b)). Similarly, in Algorithm[3] f(A)
can also be calculated efficiently by using an improved Horner’s rule for matrix polynomials that
reduces the number of matrix-matrix multiplications (Tajima et all (2014)). For the reduction of
the Krylov generating set, Procedure ] was used (see Remark [3)).

We have executed experiments with changing matrix sizes. The test was carried out in the
following environment: Apple M1 Max up to 3.2 GHz, RAM 32 GB, macOS 12.2.1, Risa/Asir
version 20220309. All data are the average of measurements from 10 experiments.

7.1. Computing generalized eigenvectors of matrices with Jordan chains of several lengths

In the experiments, matrices are given as follows. Let f(1) be a monic polynomial of degree
d with integer coefficients. Let

C(f) Ei
C(f) Eu
C(f)

Ch E
o )

C(f) Ea ’
c()

c)

e

)

where C(f) denotes the companion matrix of f(1) and E; denotes the identity matrix of order
d. The test matrix A is calculated by applying a similarity transformation on A, as follows. Let
T;;(m) be the matrix obtained by adding m times the i-th row of the identity matrix to the j-th
row. Then, A was obtained by multiplying 7’;(m) from the left and 7;;(m)~" from the right several
times until A becomes dense, where m € Z is a small random integer. Clearly, y4(1) = f(1)'°.

Table [1] shows the results of computation without the reduction of Krylov generating set by
Proceduredl Computing times are measured in seconds. Memory usage, measured in megabytes,
represents the total amount of memory requested by the program, not necessarily the amount of
memory used at one time. “Average |a;;|” and “max |a;;|” denote the average and the maximum
of the absolute value of the element of A, respectively. To make a difference in each matrix
small, we fix the magnitude of the determinant by fixing the constant term of f(1). For all the
matrices used in the experiments, Average |a;;| < 103 and max |a; il < 104, thus we expect that the
difference in the test matrices does not have much effect on the computing time.

Table [2] shows the computing time of each step of the algorithm. The column “f(A)” cor-
responds to the computing time of f(A); “Alg. I’ corresponds to computing time of a Krylov
generating set; “Alg. 3 corresponds to computing time of Jordan-Krylov bases; “Alg. [ corre-
sponds to the computing time of Jordan chains, calculated as shown in the example in Section[6l

Now, the calculation results were compared with those that also included the reduction of the
Krylov generating set by Procedure[l The calculation results are shown in Table[3] The columns
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Table 1: Computing time and memory usage for the case in Section [ZI] without employing Procedure @l

deg(f) | size(A) | Time (sec.) | Memory usage (MB) | Average |a;;| | max |a;j|
2 20 0.02 23.89 33.76 322
4 40 0.16 206.51 74.03 1409
6 60 0.70 819.13 43.33 496
8 80 1.72 2.51x 103 108.49 2397
10 100 3.86 6.31 x 103 66.24 1977
12 120 11.58 1.59 x 10* 91.78 4179
14 140 20.59 3.10x 10* 87.61 1229
16 160 40.72 5.83 x 10* 103.40 4944
18 180 90.07 1.36 x 10° 195.82 8226
20 200 151.09 2.13x 10° 182.82 5457

Table 2: Computing time of each step of the algorithm for the case in Section[ZI] without employing Procedure ]

deg(f) | size(A) f(A) Alg.[0 Alg. Alg.
2 20 | 5.61x107* | 448 x 107 0.02 0.01
4 40 0.02 | 8.61x 1073 0.11 0.03
6 60 0.11 | 1.36x 107* 0.39 0.20
8 80 0.35 | 1.79x 107* 0.83 0.53
10 100 0.86 | 2.51x 107 1.57 1.43
12 120 1.90 | 291 x 107 3.64 6.04
14 140 3.58 | 3.40x 1074 6.63 | 10.39
16 160 6.60 | 4.09x 107* | 11.60 | 22.52
18 180 10.83 | 4.55x 107 | 26.78 | 52.46
20 200 14.69 | 5.54x 107* | 38.95 | 97.54

under “Without Proc. @l are the same results as in Table [l The columns under “With Proc. @I’
are the results when Procedure M was also executed. Table ] shows the computing time of each
step of the algorithm. The column “Proc.[d!” corresponds to the computing time of the reduction
of Krylov generating set, and the rest of the columns are the same as those in Table[2]

7.2. Computing generalized eigenvectors associated to a specific eigenfactor

In the experiments, matrices are given as follows. Let f(4) and g;(1) (i = 1,2, 3) be monic
polynomials with integer coefficients. Their degrees are as follows: deg(g,) = 2d, and the
degrees of all the other polynomials are equal to d. Let
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Table 3: Computing time and memory usage for the case in Section [Z1]

. Without Proc. [ With Proc. [
deg(/) | size(A) Time Memory | Time | Memory
2 20 0.02 23.89 | 0.03 40.28
4 40 0.16 206.51 | 0.17 277.00
6 60 0.70 819.13 | 0.65 932.92
8 80 1.72 | 251 x 10° 1.40 | 2.50x 10°

10 100 3.86 | 6.31x10% | 296 | 5.77 x 10
12 120 | 11.58 | 1.59%x 10* | 6.14 | 1.27 x 10*
14 140 | 20.59 | 3.10x 10* | 11.40 | 2.34 x 10*
16 160 | 40.72 | 5.83x 10* | 21.23 | 4.70 x 10*
18 180 | 90.07 | 1.36x 10° | 42.61 | 0.95x 10°
20 200 | 151.09 | 2.13x 10° | 88.15 | 1.60 x 10°

Table 4: Computing time of each step of the algorithm for the case in Section[ZI]with employing Procedure [}

deg(f) | size(A) fA) Alg.[I Alg.[3l | Proc.M Alg.[3]
2 20 | 6.52x107% [ 5.0l x107° | 0.02 0.01 [ 9.95x107*
4 40 0.01 | 8.89x 1075 | 0.09 0.04 0.02
6 60 0.08 | 1.25x10™* | 0.31 0.13 0.14
8 80 031 | 1.72x10™* | 0.5 0.24 0.30
10 100 0.68 | 2.15x 1074 1.11 0.39 0.77
12 120 1.66 | 3.29x107* | 2.0l 0.61 1.86
14 140 3.18 | 3.52x 1074 | 3.55 0.84 3.83
16 160 6.08 | 3.78x107* | 6.36 1.16 7.63
18 180 9.83 | 5.12x 107 | 13.08 1.67 18.02
20 200 15.51 | 5.36 x 10™* | 24.88 2.20 45.56

then, the test matrix A is calculated by applying a similarity transformation on A’, in the same
manner as in Section [Z1l Clearly, y4(1) = f(/l)sgl(/l)zgz(/l)g3(/l). We focus on computing
generalized eigenspace associated to the roots of f(1). Note that Procedure[dis employed in this
experiment.

Remark 8. When computing the Jordan chains associate to just one eigenvalue, the computation
of a Krylov generating set in Algorithm [l can be shortened by combining it with the computa-
tion of the minimal annihilating polynomials as follows. In the algorithm for computing the
minimal annihilating polynomials, a pseudo minimal annihilating polynomial is computed as
7y (D) = f()%g,(A). Then, after computing g;(A)e, it is tested whether f(A)%g,(A)e = 0. If it is
satisfied, g,(A)e can be used as an element in the Krylov generating set, hence the computation
in Algorithm[Ilcan be omitted (see Tajima et al. (20184)).

Tables [3] and [6] shows the results of computation. Note that, according to Remark [8 in the
column “Time” in Table [ the computing time of Algorithm [] is excluded, and, in Table [6]
computing time of Algorithm[Ilis written in parenthesis. The rest of the contents of the tables are
the same as Tables[Iltod] respectively. Note that the computing time is only for the generalized
eigenvector computations associated to the root of f(1).

The results show the following.
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Table 5: Computing time and memory usage for the case in Section

deg(f) | size(A) | Time (sec.) | Memory usage (MB) | Average |a;;| | max |a;j|
4 40 0.04 348.03 38.42 984

8 80 0.64 5.24 x 103 38.91 1942

12 120 3.34 2.72 x 10* 63.28 4209

16 160 11.68 8.88 x 10* 131.31 10578

20 200 31.22 2.32x10° 108.55 6495

Table 6: Computing time of each step of the algorithm for the case in Section [Z.2]

deg(f) | size(A) | f(A) | (Alg.D Alg. Proc.M | Alg.
4 40 0.01 (0.0433) | 2.02x107 0.01 0.02

8 80 0.24 (0.6689) | 3.24x1073 0.06 0.35
12 120 1.44 (3.4451) 431x107° 0.05 1.85
16 160 5.29 | (11.6171) | 5.41x1073 0.10 6.29
20 200 | 14.33 | (31.6356) | 6.81x107° 0.18 | 16.71

1. Algorithm[I} in Section [Z]] since the minimal annihilating polynomial has only f(A) as
a factor, the computing time is relatively short. On the other hand, in Section [Z.2] the
minimal annihilating polynomial has more number of factors; thus, the computing time is
relatively long.

2. Algorithm B in Section [Z]] since the numbers of vectors in the Jordan-Krylov basis
is larger, the computing time is relatively long. On the other hand, in Section the
structure of A’ tells us that there is just one element in the Jordan-Krylov basis, and the
computing time is very short.

3. Procedure [ in Section [1.1] Table Bl shows that calling Procedure 4] from Algorithm [3]
reduces the computing time of the algorithms. Tables 2] and [ show that the computing
time of Algorithms [3 and [l is reduced. While Procedure Bl may not be effective in all
cases, it is expected to be effective in many instances, as demonstrated by this example.

7.3. Comparison of performance with Maple

In this section, we compare the performance of the proposed algorithm with that of the com-
puter algebra system Maple. We conducted the experiments in Sections[Z.I]and[Z.2]using Maple
2021 (Maplesoft, a division of Waterloo Maple Inc! (2021))) on the same computing environment
as the above. Note that the results in Section [Z1] are based on the results for “With Proc. 4” in
Table[3

7.3.1. Comparison with the Frobenius normal form

There is an algorithm for computing generalized eigenvectors via the Frobenius normal form
proposed by [Takeshima and Yokoyama (1990) and by [Moritsugu and Kuriyama (2001)). Here,
we compare the performance of our algorithm with only the computation of the Frobenius normal
form. In this experiment, we use the function “FrobeniusForm” in the “LinearAlgebra” package
of Maple. Table [7] shows the results of computation for the examples in Section in the case
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Table 7: Computing time and memory usage of the Frobenius normal form of the matrices used in Section [Z2] using

Maple. The memory utilization is measured in megabytes (MB). See Section [Z.3.I]for details.

. Maple (FrobeniusForm) Proposed method
deg(f) | size(d) Time (sec.) | Memory usage | Time (sec.) | Memory Usage
4 40 0.116 20.33 0.04 348.03
8 80 1.45 0.23 x 10° 0.64 5.24 x 103
12 120 8.06 1.17 x 103 3.34 27.2x 103
16 160 24.26 3.42x10° 11.68 88.8 x 10°
20 200 66.14 8.76 x 10° 31.22 232 x 10°

the characteristic polynomial has multiple irreducible factors. Computing time shows the CPU
time, including the time for the garbage collection. Memory usage, documented as displayed, is
the total amount of memory requested by Maple, which is similar to the case of Risa/Asir.

The experimental results show that, for matrices with multiple irreducible factors in the char-
acteristic polynomial, the computation of the Frobenius normal form is time-consuming, al-
though the memory utilization is minimal.

7.3.2. Computing genralized eigenvectors

In this experiment, we compare the performance of the proposed algorithm with that of Maple
by executing the function “Eigenvectors” in the “LinearAlgebra” package, which computes (gen-
eralized) eigenvectors. According to the disclosed source coddl, the function calculates the char-
acteristic polynomial when the components of the matrix are integers or rational numbers. Then,
by sequentially solving the system of linear equations, it calculates the general eigenvectors in
the algebraic extension field.

Tables [8]and 0] show the results of computation. Computing time includes the time for cal-
culating the characteristic polynomial. The results of “Proposed method” are those shown in
Tables [T and 3 (With Proc. 4), respectively. We see that while computing time in Maple is long,
the proposed method efficiently computes general eigenspace.

For reference, Tables [I0] and [[1] show the computing time of the characteristic polynomial
of A used in Sections [Z.1] and [Z2] respectively, by using Maple. Note that the computing time
is denoted in milli-seconds (ms). Although the degree of f(A1) appearing in the experiment in
Tables[8land Q] are up to 12 and 8, respectively, we have measured the computing time of all the
characteristic polynomials used in Sections[Z]and

7.3.3. Computing Jordan canonical form and Jordan chains

In this experiment, we compare the performance of the proposed algorithm with that of Maple
by executing the function “JordanForm” in the “LinearAlgebra” package, which computes the
Jordan canonical form with the Jordan chains. In our experiment, we set the option “output =
‘Q’ ” to obtain the Jordan chains.

Tables [12] and [13] shows the results of computation. The results of “Proposed method” are
those shown in Tables[[land Bl (With Proc. 4), respectively. We see that, in Maple, computing time
is significantly lengthy even for small-seized inputs, the proposed method efficiently computes

In Maple, disclosed source cord can be viewed via the following commands: “interface(verboseproc = 2):
print(LinearAlgebra[Eigenvectors]);” (Monagan et al! (2009)).
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Table 8: Computing time and memory usage of Generalized eigenvectors for the case in Section [Z]using Maple. The

memory utilization is measured in megabytes (MB). See Section [Z.3.2]for details.

. Maple (Eigenvectors) Proposed method

deg(f) | size(d) Time (sec.) | Memory usage | Time (sec.) | Memory Usage
2 20 0.72 86.95 0.03 40.28

4 40 13.54 1.84 x 103 0.17 0.27 x 103

6 60 62.80 9.31 x 10° 0.65 0.93 x 10°

8 80 396.0 6.09 x 10* 1.40 0.25 x 10*

10 100 2170.8 21.7x 10* 2.96 0.58 x 10*

12 120 12096.0 69.6 x 10* 6.14 1.27 x 104

Table 9: Computing time and memory usage of Generalized eigenvectors for the case in Section [Z.2]using Maple. The

memory utilization is measured in megabytes (MB). See Section [/.3.2]for details.

. Maple (Eigenvectors) Proposed method
deg(f) | size(4) Time (sec.) | Memory usage | Time (sec.) | Memory Usage
4 40 73.72 11.00 x 10° 0.04 0.35x 10°
8 80 3454.80 389.26 x 10° 0.64 5.24 x 103
12 120 >8h N/A 3.34 2.72 % 10*

the Jordan chains. Especially for the example in Section[Z.2] computational efficiency is achieved
by restricting the eigenvalue of interest to the root of f(1).

8. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have proposed an exact algorithm for computing generalized eigenspaces of
matrices of integers or rational numbers by exact computation. The resulting algorithm computes
generalized eigenspaces and the structure of Jordan chains by computing a Jordan-Krylov basis
of ker f(A)’ using Jordan-Krylov elimination. In Jordan-Krylov elimination, minimal annihilat-
ing polynomials are effectively used for computing a Krylov generating set.

A feature of the present method is that it computes generalized eigenvectors in decreasing
order of their ranks, which is the opposite of how they are computed in a conventional manner. In
the conventional method, such as the one shown in Maple’s built-in function (see Section [7.3.2)),
generalized eigenvectors are computed in increasing order, then it is hard to construct Jordan
chains in general. In contrast, in the proposed method, Jordan chains of eigenvectors are directly
computed from Jordan-Krylov basis without solving generalized eigenequations.

Another feature of the present method is that the cost of computation can be reduced by com-
puting just a part of generalized eigenspace associated to a specific eigenvalue. In conventional
methods, even if the generalized eigenspace of our interest is relatively small compared to the
whole generalized eigenspace, a whole matrix gets transformed for solving the system of linear
equations or computing canonical forms of the matrix, which may make the computation inef-
ficient. On the other hand, the present method concentrates the computation on ker f(A) using
Jordan-Krylov elimination, which means that, a smaller part of generalized eigenspace can be
computed with a smaller amount of computation in an effective way.

As a further extension of the proposed method, it would be beneficial to apply the pro-
posed method to matrices with polynomial components, for efficiently computing the generalized

26



Table 10: Computing time and memory usage of the characteristic polynomials of the matrices used in Section [ZJ]using

Maple. The memory utilization is measured in megabytes (MB). See Section [Z3]for details.

deg(f) | size(A) | Time (ms) | Memory usage
2 20 1.2 0.10
4 40 3.8 0.21
6 60 9.4 0.36
8 80 18.6 0.58
10 100 35.0 0.84
12 120 53.5 1.16
14 140 82.1 1.50
16 160 121.6 1.96
18 180 166.7 2.43
20 200 261.2 2.93

Table 11: Computing time and memory usage of the characteristic polynomials of the matrices used in Section [Z2]using

Maple. The memory utilization is measured in megabytes (MB). See Section [Z3]for details.

deg(f) | size(A) | Time (ms) | Memory usage
4 40 6.5 0.21

8 80 40.1 0.57

12 120 121.9 1.14

16 160 282.8 1.95

20 200 532.7 2.90

eigenspace in the algebraic extension field of the rational function field.
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