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Abstract

The k-step Lanczos bidiagonalization reduces a matrix A € R™*" into a bidiagonal form Bj, € R(k+1xk
while generates two orthonormal matrices Ugyq € R™**+1) and Viy € R™* 4+ However, any practical
implementation of the algorithm suffers from loss of orthogonality of Uiy1 and Vi1 due to the presence of
rounding errors, and several reorthogonalization strategies are proposed to maintain some level of orthogo-
nality. In this paper, by writing various reorthogonalization strategies in a general form we make a backward
error analysis of the Lanczos bidiagonalization with reorthogonalization (LBRO). Our results show that the
computed By by the k-step LBRO of A with starting vector b is the exact one generated by the k-step
Lanczos bidiagonalization of A + F with starting vector b+ &, (denoted by LB(A + E, b+ dp)), where the
2-norm of perturbation vector/matrix d, and E depend on the roundoff unit and orthogonality levels of
Uk4+1 and Vi41. The results also show that the 2-norm of Ugy; — Uk+1 and V41 — Vk+1 are controlled
by the orthogonality levels of Uy, and Vi1, respectively, where Uy, and Vi, are the two orthonormal
matrices generated by the k-step LB(A + E,b+ &) in exact arithmetic. Thus the k-step LBRO is mixed
forward-backward stable as long as the orthogonality of Uy41 and Vj41 are good enough. We use this result
to investigate the backward stability of LBRO based SVD computation algorithm and LSQR algorithm.
Numerical experiments are made to confirm our results.

Keywords: Lanczos bidiagonalization, rounding error, reorthogonalization, backward error analysis,
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1. Introduction

In [7], Golub and Kahan propose an algorithm for reducing an arbitrary rectangle matrix to upper
bidiagonal form, which is the first step for computing the singular value decomposition(SVD) of the given
matrix. Later in [22], Paige and Saunders propose an algorithm which reduces a matrix to lower bidiagonal
form iteratively, based on which they propose the most widely used LSQR algorithm for solving large sparse
least squares problems. Although both the upper and lower bidiagonal reductions can be directly achieved
by Householder transformations [8], for large sparse or structured matrices, one often need to reduce the
matrix to a partial upper or lower bidiagonal form iteratively, which can be obtained by using Lanczos-
type procedures. Such two procedures are proposed in [22], which are called BIDIAG-1 and BIDIAG-2
corresponding to the lower and upper bidiagonal reductions, respectively. For these reasons, the two above
procedures are usually called Golub-Kahan-Lanczos bidiagonalizations or simply Lanczos bidiagonalizations,
and we focus on the lower Lanczos bidiagonalization in this paper.
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Given a matrix A € R™*" with m > n. First choose a nonzero b € R™ as the starting vector and
compute
prur =b, aqvy = ATUl

such that ||ui|| = [Jv1]] =1 and £, @1 > 0. Throughout the rest of the paper || - || always denotes either the
vector or matrix 2-norm. Then for ¢ = 1,2,..., the Lanczos bidiagonalization computes vectors u;+; and
v;4+1 of unit length using the recurrences

Bix1uit1 = Av; — oug,
T
Qi+10i1 = A" i1 — Big1vi,

where a;y1,8i41 > 0. If a1 or B;41 is zero, then the procedure terminates, having found an invariant
singular subspace of A, and this is usually called “lucky terminate” [7]. In the paper we suppose that the
procedure does not terminate after k steps. In exact arithmetic the Lanczos bidiagonalization computes two
group of mutual orthogonal vectors {u1,...,ur+1} and {v;1 ..., vg41} which are called Lanczos vectors, and
a lower bidiagonal matrix

aq
B2
Bo=| & - € RU+DXE,
g
Br+1
It can be proved that {u1, ..., ury1} and {vy, ..., vp 41} are orthonormal bases of Krylov subspaces K11 (AA” | b)

and Kpy1(AT A, ATb), respectively [16]. The fundamental relations of the k-step Lanczos bidiagonalization
can be written in the matrix form

U1 (Bre) = b,

AV = Uy 41 By,
k+1
ATUk_H = VkBg + ak+1vk+1(e§€:1 ))T.
where egkﬂ) is the i-th column of the identity matrix of order k + 1, and Ugy1 = (u1,...,ur+1) and
Vi1 = (v1,...,0541) are two orthonormal matrices.

The Lanczos bidiagonalization is widely used for designing efficient algorithms for many type of large
sparse or structured matrix problems. Note that By is the Ritz-Galerkin projection of A on the subspaces
Krr1(AAT b) and K (AT A, ATb). Therefore, the extreme singular values and corresponding vectors of A
can be well approximated by the SVD of By [7]. It is shown in [26] that good low-rank approximations of
matrices can be directly obtained from the Lanczos bidiagonalization applied to the given matrix without
computing any SVD. For large sparse least squares problems of the form mingecgn ||Az — b||, the most
commonly used LSQR solver is also based on the Lanczos bidiagonalization. Furthermore, for discrete
linear ill-posed inverse problems, several Lanczos bidiagonalization based iterative regularization algorithms
are developed for solving large sparse problems, where a regularized solution is obtained by a proper early
stopping criterion or by a hybrid regularization method; see [2, 11, 12] for further discussions.

In finite precision arithmetic, due to the influence of rounding errors, the Lanczos vectors computed by the
Lanczos bidiagonalization gradually lose their mutual orthogonality as the iteration progresses [7, 16]. This is
a typical phenomenon that appears in the Lanczos-type algorithms, which is first observed in the symmetric
Lanczos process used for computing some extreme eigenvalues and eigenvectors of a symmetric matrix
[15]. The loss of orthogonality of Lanczos vectors will lead to a delay of convergence in the computation
of eigenvalues and eigenvectors, and sometimes it is also difficult to determine whether some computed
approximations are additional copies or genuine close eigenvalues [18, 19, 20]. The above properties can
be adapted to handle the Lanczos bidiagonalization since the Lanczos bidiagonalization of A with staring

A) with staring vector (b) [3]. On the

vector b can be written as the symmetric Lanczos process of (AOT o) 0
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other hand, when using the LSQR to solve least squares problems, the loss of orthogonality may cause the
algorithm requiring much more iterations to converge; the finite precision behavior of LSQR is very similar
to the closely related conjugate gradient (CG) algorithm based on symmetric Lanczos process, and we
refer to [10, 17, 9]. For discrete linear inverse problems, the Lanczos bidiagonalization based regularization
algorithms also suffers from the delay of convergence of regularized solutions, which can make the propagation
of noise during iterations rather irregular [14]. For these reasons, the Lanczos bidiagonalization is usually
performed with reorthogonalization for solving least squares problems and discrete linear inverse problems.
There are several reorthogonalization strategies proposed to maintain some level of orthogonality, such as
partial reorthogonalization [16] and one-sided reorthogonalization [26].

It is well known that algorithms based on a sequence of Householder transformations have very good
stability properties [13], and these properties have been used to show that the Householder (upper) bidi-
agonal reduction is mixed forward-backward stable [5, Theorem A2]. For Lanczos bidiagonalization with a
reorthogonalization strategy, however, very little is known about the numerical stability of it. As far as we
know, the only one result is about the one-sided reorthogonalization, which states that the process applied
to a matrix C' in finite precision arithmetic produces Krylov subspaces generated by a nearby matrix C' + Fjy,
where E is an error matrix [1]. In this paper, we write those various types of reorthogonalization strategies
in a general form that at each iteration uy and vy are reorthogonalized against some previous vectors among
{u1,...,up—1} and {v1,...,vk_1}, respectively. Note that some vectors may not be included, which means
that they are not used in the reorthogonalization step. Using this form, we can analyze numerical stability
of the Lanczos bidiagonalization with reorthogonalization (LBRO), which is the main purpose of this paper.

In this paper, we give a backward error analysis of the LBRO and generalize the result of [1]. Denote the
roundoff unit by u. We first establish a relationship between the LBRO and Householder transformation
based bidiagonal reduction. Based on this result, we show that for the k-step LBRO of A with starting vector
b (denoted by LBRO(A4,d)): (1). the computed By, is the exact one generated by the k-step LB(A+ E, b+0d5),
where the perturbation quantity ||05]|/]|0|| = O(u) and || E||/||A|| is controlled by u and orthogonality levels
of Ugy1 and Vii1; (2). if we denote the two orthonormal matrices generated by LB(A + E, b+ &) in exact
arithmetic by Uy, and Vi1, respectively, then ||[Ugy1 — Usy1]| and ||[Viy1 — Vig1]| are controlled by the
orthogonality levels of Ugy1 and Vj41, respectively. Compared with [1, Theorem 5.2] that can only deal
with the n-step procedure with one-sided reorthogonalization, our result can apply to the k-step LBRO for
1 < k < n. Following Higham [13, §1.5], our result implies that the k-step LBRO is mixed forward-backward
stable as long as the orthogonality of Uy11 and Vi41 are good enough. We then use this result to investigate
backward stability of LBRO based algorithms including SVD computation and LSQR.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review reorthogonalization strategies for the Lanczos
bidiagonalization and give some properties. In Section 3, we first establish a relationship between the LBRO
and Householder transformation based bidiagonal reduction, then we derive mixed backward-forward error
bounds for the LBRO. In Section 4, our result is applied to discuss backward stability of LBRO based SVD
computation algorithm and LSQR. In Section 5, we use some numerical examples to illustrate the results.
Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 6.

Throughout the paper, we denote by I and Oy, the identity matrix of order k and zero matrix of order

k x [, respectively, by el(.k) the i-th column of I and by 0; the zero vector of dimension .

2. The Lanczos bidiagonalization and reorthogonalization strategies

In this section, we review the Lanczos bidiagonalization in finite precision arithmetic and reorthogonal-
ization strategies. From now on, quantities «;, u;, By, etc. denote the computed ones in finite precision
arithmetic. Several types of reorthogonalization strategies have been proposed for maintaining some level
of orthogonality of Lanczos vectors [16, 26, 1], all of which can be written in the following form.

Suppose that at the i-th step, the bidiagonalization procedure have computed

/

Big1uipy = Avi — azu; — f; (2.1)



! / oy [ . . .
where u;; and 3, are two temporary quantities and f; is a rounding error term. A reorthogonalization

strategy applied to u;41 means that we choose i real numbers £y, ..., &; and form
i
Bit1tit1 = BipqUiyq — Z'fji“j - fi (2.2)
j=1

where fi” is a rounding error term. Then the algorithm will be continued with u;; and S;41 instead of
u; 41 and B 4+1- The reorthogonalization step of u;11 aims to maintain some level of orthogonality among
u;y1 and w; for j = 1,...,i¢. In (2.2), the choice of coefficients &i,...,&; varies from different types
of reorthogonalization strategies, and some values of the coefficients may be zero, which means that the
corresponding Lanczos vectors are not used in the reorthogonalization step.

Combining (2.1) and (2.2), the reorthogonalization step of u;4+1 can be written as the recurrence

Av; = au; + Bip1ipr + fojiuj + fi (2.3)

j=1

where f; = fz-/ + fi” is the rounding error term. The reorthogonalization step of v; is similar to that of w41
and can be written as the recurrence

i—1
ATu; = ayv; + Bivi1 + Z 15V; + i, (2.4)
J=1

where g; is the rounding error term. Note that for ¢ = 1 reorthogonalization of v; is not needed and vy is a
zero vector.

Remark 2.1. For matriz A € R™*™ with m = n, the Lanczos bidiagonalization must terminate at k = n
in exact arithmetic. In finite precision arithmetic, however, Byy1 is usually nonzero. In this case, the com-
putation of u,+1 does not make any sense since Upy1 = (Up,tns1) € R has deficient column rank,
and thus the LBRO should not reorthogonalize u,+1 if m = n. In practice, the Lanczos bidiagonalization is
usually performed in k < n steps.

Now we state a set of properties and assumptions on the finite precision behaviors of the Lanczos
bidiagonalization, which are from the results of rigorous analysis of the symmetric Lanczos process and
Lanczos bidiagonalization [19, 23, 24, 16, 26]. They constitute a model for the actual computations and
include essential features while discard irrelevant ones. First, by (2.3) and (2.4) the Lanczos bidiagonalization
with reorthogonalization can be written in matrix form

AVy, = Upq1(Br + Cy) + Fy, (2.5)
ATUs1 = Vi(BE + Di) + angrvira (e ) + i, (2.6)
where
&1 &2 o S 0 m2 m3 - Mk Mk+1
0 &2 - & 0 7m23 mMo e M2k+1
Ck — 0 ER(kJrl)Xk’ Dk: eRkX(kJrl),
Ekk o Me—1k Mh—1k+1

0 0 M, k+1

and F, = (f1,..., fx) and Gry1 = (91,--.,9k+1), satisfying HFIkH, ||(/¥/k+1|\: O(]|A|lu) [24, 23]. Note that
the rounding error terms in (2.1) and (2.2) are also satisfied || f; ], ||f; || = O(||A|ju) [24]. Then, we always
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assume that the computed Lanczos vectors are of unit length in order to simplify rounding error analysis.
Finally, we assume that
no «; and f; ever become negligible,

which is almost always true in practice, and the rare cases where a; or 3; do become very small are actually
the lucky ones, since then the algorithm should be terminated, having found an invariant singular subspace
[24].

Following [1, 21], we define the orthogonality level of Lanczos vectors as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let SUT(:) denotes the strictly upper triangular part of a matriz. The orthogonality level
of Lanczos vectors {u1,...,ur} and the corresponding matrix Uy, = (u1,...,ux) is

pi = [ISUT (L, — Uy Uy,
while the orthogonality level of {v1,..., v} and Vi, = (v1,...,vk) i
ve = ||SUT (I — ViIV3).

By the Cauchy’s interlacing theorem for singular values, it can be verified that p; < p;41 and v; < viqq.
Let 0;(-) denote the i-th largest singular value of a matrix. It is shown in [1] that

o1 (Vi) <1+, (2.7)
and
(Vi) > (1= 200)Y2 =1 — e + O(3) (2.8)
if v < 1/2. Similarly, for Uy we have
o1(Uk) < 1+ py, (2.9)
and
o (Ur) = (1= 2)"? =1 — i + O(113) (2.10)

if up < 1/2. In the rest of the paper, we always assume p; < 1/2 and v; < 1/2.
Rewrite (2.3) as
Avg = Ugy1Ck + [,

where & = (€1, - €1k, Ok + Ekky Ber1)T. Then using (2.10) we obtain

el = ULy (Aok = i)l orsr Urer) ™ (LAI+LFI)
< (1 s+ O )I[I1A]I+O([[Al[w)] (2.11)
= [[A[+O([All(a + pr41));

where we neglect high order terms of u and pg41. Thus from (2.11) we have
Bt < [|AI+O(JAll (0 + pk1))- (2.12)

Similarly, if we rewrite (2.4) as B
ATuy, = Vidy, + g,

where dj, = (Mky -+ Me—2.k Bk + Mk—1k, k)T, then we can obtain

x| < [IA+O(| All (u + v)) (2.13)
and thus

ar < [ A[[+O([[All(a + v&)). (2.14)

The next result is about an upper bound on the coefficients of reorthogonalization step of w41, which
will be used later in the backward error analysis.



Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ = (&1p, ..., &i)T . Then
lekll= OUAN(w + pr1 + vi)).- (2.15)
Proof. At the k-th step, recurrence (2.3) can be written as
Ukcr = Av, — agur — Brr1tp+1 — [k (2.16)
Therefore, we get
Ul Uge, = UL Avg — i UFug — B U wir — UYL fi,
which can also be written as
UL Uper = (BY_y + Di1) "V yon — o (UF ug, — €)= Bron UL upsr + GEo, — UL fi, (2.17)

where we use the relation UkTAv;c = [kal(Blzq + Dy_1) + akvk(e,(f))T + G1]T vy, derived from (2.6).
Now we give an upper bound on ||Bf_; + Dy_1]|. Using (2.6) we have
VkT71Vk—1(Bka1 + Dy-1) = VkT71ATUk - akaTqu(egck))T - Vka1Gka
which leads to
IBi_1 + D1l < NV Vi) 7 - ViR AT U — axViZ ke, = ViEL G|
< (1= 205 ) AN+ v )(1+ o) + @ + (1 -+ v 1) Gl
=1+ 2u1 +OWE_ )] 1AL+ ve—1 + pg + vi—1pr)+ (2.18)

(AI+O([All(a + vi))ve + (1 + ve-1)O([| Al[w)]
= [[All + O(|All(u + vk + pr)),

by neglecting high order terms, where we use the inequality
I(ViZy Vi) THI= (k-1 (Vie1)) 72 < (1= 20m1) T = 14 201 + O(v 1)

derived from (2.8).
By using upper bounds on «aj, and SBi4+1 in (2.14) and (2.12), we get

=k (UFur — €M) = Bei1 Ul ugyr + GEog — UL fi
< agpik + Brt et + (1 + 14 px)O(][Aflw)
= O(||Al| (0 + pr11))-

Using the inequality derived from (2.10)
(U UR) = (0 (Ur) ™2 < (1= 2u) ™" = 1+ 25 + O(uiz),
and by neglecting high order terms, we finally obtain from (2.17) that

el < I@FT M- UBE-y + D lIVE ol + OUIAll(u + )]
< 11+ 20+ O] - [(1A] + OUIAN (@ + v + ) + O All (u + 1is1))]
— O A+ s + 1),

which is the desired result. O



At the end of this section, we briefly investigate the orthogonality level between two contiguous Lanc-
zos vectors. Is is shown from [19] that the property of local orthogonality holds for Lanczos vectors of
symmetric Lanczos process. In fact, this property also applies to the Lanczos bidiagonalization (without
reorthogonalization; see (2.1)), which can be written in the following form:

Bisa|ufuiiy] = O(er(m, )| Alw), (2.19)

where ¢1(m,n) is a moderate constant depending on m and n [19, 24]. The property of local orthogonality
for v; is similar and we omit it. For this reason, in some literature it is proposed that wu; is not needed in
the reorthogonalization step of u;11; see e.g. [24, 25]. This case corresponds to choose &; = 0 in (2.2). In
fact, the orthogonality among w; and u;; will not be bad as long as the orthogonality between w;41 and
{u1,...,u;—1} is in a desired level. If we use

T
) s 2.20
wit1 = Iax | |uj wit1] (2.20)

to measure the orthogonality level between w;y1 and {u1,...,u;—1}, then we have the following result.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that u; is not used in the reorthogonalization step of wir1. If p; < i~t, Then
we have

Bisluf wir1| = O(er (m,n)||Allw) + O([|All (vipss + i + wirrpaa)- (2.:21)
Proof. Since &;; = 0, from (2.2) we obtain

Biprul uipr = By quf uy, Z&gzu uj—uj fi .
Using (2.19), it follows that
Biraluuita] < Ofer(mn)|Allw) + max 16| - i + O(|Allw). (2.22)

In order to get the desired result we need to find an upper bound on M = maxi<j<;—1 |§;;|. Again from
(2.2), after some rearranging we obtain

i—1
&j = Biraui i1 — Bit1u] i1 — Z (u uy)&si —ui f;
J=1,5#

for {=1,...,i— 1. Premultiplying (2.1) by Ul we have
Bin1Uluiy = U Avi — iU u; — UT f;

= (Bi_1 + DI )V v+ egi)aiv?vi + GTv; — ;U u; — Ulel,

= (Bi1 + DI VT 0 — (U s — ey + GTo, — UL £
By using (2.18), after some calculations, we have
Bialui wir] < Bii U wppq | = O Al (w + pi + 1)),

and thus

1€l < O(lAll(w + pi + 1)) + Bigr 2 max | uf tipr| +ipi-1 M + O(|| Al w).



Now the right-hand side does not depend on [ anymore, and we obtain by taking the maximum on the left
side that

(1= i )M < O(JANu -+ pi +12)) + Biss | max uf s +O(A]lw)

= O([[ Al (u + pi + vi + wit1))

Since p;_1 < i~! we obtain
M = O([[All(a + pi + vi + wit1)).

By (2.22) we finally obtain the desired bound. O

For semiorthogonalization strategy and partial reorthogonalization [24, 25, 16], the orthogonality levels
of U; and V; are kept below O(y/u), thus at the k-th step we have vy, up = O(y/u). It follows from (2.21)
that Bi11|uluir1| = O(ei(m,n)||Alju) as long as we keep wigr1 = O(y/u). Thus the property of local
orthogonality still holds for the semiorthogonalization strategy.

3. Backward error analysis of the LBRO

In this section, we first establish a relationship between the LBRO and Householder transformation
based bidiagonal reduction. Then we give a backward error analysis of the LBRO to show the mixed
forward-backward stability property.

3.1. Connections with Householder bidiagonal reduction

Before giving the results in finite precision arithmetic, we first show a connection between the Lanczos
bidiagonalization and Householder QR factorization in exact arithmetic. Is is shown in [4] that the modified
Gram-Schmidt(MGS) procedure for the QR factorization of a matrix C' € R"*! with » > [ can be interpreted
Or1x1

C
exact arithmetic, but also in the presence of rounding errors as well. To see this equivalence, let ¢1,...,q € R!
be vectors obtained by applying the MGS procedure to C, and the corresponding compact QR factorization
of C'is C' = QR where Q = (q1,...,q). Then the Householder QR factorization of C' is

as the Householder QR factorization applied to the augmented matrix C' = ( ) , which is not only true in

(Wi W)C = (Oil) , (3.1)

where W; are Householder matrices:
T —6(-l) l
W_]: 7‘+l_ijja wj = J ERT-‘F.
q;

Thus the k-th step Householder transformation W, - - - W, C' is identical to applying k steps MGS procedure
to C [4].

For the LBRO a similar property holds. We prove the result for m > n, while we discuss the case of
m = n in the remark. In order to avoid notation confusions, for all quantities computed in exact arithmetic,
we add “"” to ay, u;, B, etc. to denote the corresponding quantities.

Proposition 3.1. For the k-step Lanczos bidiagonalization in exact arithmetic, let
Py =Iini1 — pidy, Pi = (_eén,ﬂ)) € R
Then we have R
(O(ZEZM) =P - .Pk+1 (Oﬁik) , s=m-+n—k. (3.2)
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Proof. After performing the procedure in exact arithmetic n steps (if the procedure terminates at some step,
we can choose a new starting vector and continue on), we have

an,
ﬂnJrl

which is the QR factorization of (b, AV;,) € R™*(+1) Therefore, by (3.1) we have

Ont1 Oprnyxn) _ 2 5 Brel™™ B,
(b av, )Tl o)

Equating from the second to (k + 1)-th column of the above matrix yields

O L . . B I B
( (AJ%zxk> = (P Poy1)(Prga - Pay1) <Os>]:k> =P Doy <Os>]jk) ,

which the desired result. O

Remark 3.1. If m = n, we have (b, AV,) € R™**V and the property (3.1) can not be directly used. In
fact, the procedure must terminate at step n, and thus Bp41 = 0 and upy1 = 0. In this case, the form of
(3.2) should be rewritten after some adjustments. Let By, be the n x n lower bidiagonal form by discarding

. _ )
Bnt1 and let ﬁi:( K )6Rm+" fori=1,....n and Ppy1 = I ;1. Then we can verify that
Uq
Onxk A ~ Bk
2 — P ...P )
(%) = b (o). (33
where s=m+n—k—1fork=1,...,n—1 and s =m for k=n.

Now we give a corresponding version of Proposition 3.1 in finite precision arithmetic. Similar to the
above, we prove the result for m > n and discuss the case of m = n in the remark. The following lemma
is needed, which is a generalization of [1, Lemma 4.4] for one-sided reorthogonalizaton (for upper Lanczos
bidiagonalization).

Lemma 3.1. For the k-th step LBRO, define the orthogonal matriz ﬁk+1 that is a product of Householder
transformations as

. _ (1)
Pioy1=Pi--Poyr, Po=Ipgnsr —pip}, Di= < ezu. > e R, (34)
then we have
P Ozkeék) ~ (Opy1 4 —mtn—k (3.5)
k+1 ﬂkJrlegsJ’_l) — A’Uk- Tk, S=M n 5 .

where x, € RM™T7+L gnd
|zkll= O(|Al|(ka + kvi + prg+1)). (3.6)



Proof. By the definition of P; and together with (2.16) we have
(k) (k) (k)
ape ape T age
PkJrl ks ks -Pp ks Pk+1
<ﬂk+1eg +1)> <ﬂk+1eg +1) k+1 ﬂk+1€§ +1)
(n+1)
akek —ek >
+ +1
(ﬂk 16(s+1)> Pt ( Up41
(n+1)
( +1Uk+1)
n+1) _ 0n+1 _ OnJrl
A’Uk — Qug Uicx fv )

(n+1) 0 (n+1)
P agey, - p nt1) _ . p. [ 6k
’ <Avk - Oékuk) * <AU’C e Uk

On
= (A;rkl) — (uf, Ave)pr + opr

We also have

0 _
= <£Zkl) — uj (agpur + Bt 1kt + UrCr + fi)pk + arpr

0y, _
= <A;rkl) — (Br1uf ugs1 + ui Uy, + (uf fr)pr,

0n+1 _ OnJrl T — OnJrl _ 0n+1 _ T
Py (Ukék) = (Ukék) uy Uk Crpr, Pk( )=k (u fr)pK

Therefore, we obtain

and

(k)
age On—i-l T 0n+1 0n+1)
PP, k = - - - ) 3.7
kL k41 <ﬂk+1egé+1)> (Avk> Bl 1Ug Ukt 1Pk <Ukck> < i ( )
Let wy, = 7ﬂk+1ug'(,l,k+1pk — (?};’2;) — <0’}:1> Notice that ||pk| = V2. Using Proposition 2.1 and the

upper bound on S41 in (2.12), we have

[orl|= O(|All (w + prgr + vi))-
) 0n+1 _ 0n+1 - T )
Pz <A'Uk> - (A’Uk) (UZ A’Uk)pz

I Av)pill < V20 (Vid; + gi)l|= V2| (v Vi)di + v gill
< V2w (| Al +O( All(u + 1)) + O(| Allw)]
= O([|Afl(u + )

Fori=1,...,k—1, we have

Using (2.13) we get

or be written as
. 0n+1 _ 0n+1 - . _
P’(Avk)_(Avk)—i_w“ i=1,...,k—1, (3.8)
with w; = —(ul Avg)p; and ||w;]| = O(|| Al|(u + vi.)).
10



Therefore, by (3.7) and (3.8), we obtain

(k)
5 age 0n+1) ~ (0n+1>
P 5 =P - Py +wy | = + xp,
k+1 <6k+1€§5+1)> 1 k—1 < (A’Uk k) A’l}k k

where z = Zle(Pl -+ P;_1)w;. Notice that P; are Householder matrices and thus ||P;|| = 1. We finally
obtain

k
lzwll< D llwill= O All(ku + kvi + pugsr)),
i=1

which is the desired result. O

Remark 3.2. For the one-sided reorthogonalization we have ¢ = 0, which does not hold for a general
reorthogonalization strategy. This makes the proof of [1, Lemma 4.4] can not be applied to Lemma 3.1. The
upper bound on ¢ plays a key role in our proof.

The following theorem is a naturally corollary of Lemma 3.1, which generalizes [1, Theorem 4.1]. The
proof is similar and we omit it.

Theorem 3.1. For the k-step LBRO, we have

(O(TAJR};Xk) + X = ]3k+1 <O?>]:k> , s=m+n—Fk, (3.9)

where X = (x1,...,2%) and
IXkll= OIAIVE(Ru + kvye + 1)) (3.10)
Remark 3.3. For m = n, let B, be the n X n lower bidiagonal form by discarding Bn+1. Then let p; =
(_egn)) € R™™ fori = 1,...,n and Pot1 = Ipin. Now for k < n (3.5) should be rewritten in the

u;
following form:

(k)
~ ape 0y,
Py a < )+:ck, s=m+n—k—1.
<5k+1€§ +1)> Avk

FEspecially, for k =n (3.5) should be rewritten as

. (n) 0
Pt (a%en ) _ (Agn) T,

and the upper bound on ||x,|| should be
[zn]|= O(|All (nu + nvy + pin))- (3.11)

The result of Theorem 3.1 can also be rewritten similarly. In order to obtain (3.11), we first notice that
Brt1tnt1 = Avy — apuy, — fn since we do not need to reorthogonalize wn41. By letting up+1 = Uyl where
1 € R"™ and using methods similar to the proof of Proposition 2.1, we can get Bny1 = O(|Al|[(w+ pn + ).
Then (3.11) can be obtained with the help of the upper bound on Bn1.

Notice that Theorem 3.1 is a corresponding version of Proposition 3.1 in finite precision arithmetic.
It establish a relationship between the k-step LBRO and Householder transformation based bidiagonal
reduction of an augmented matrix of AV} with a perturbation.

11



3.2. Mized forward-backward error bound of the k-step LBRO

There is a deep connection between the orthogonality level of U1 and the detailed structure of ﬁk.ﬂrl.
In order to reveal it, we first state the following theorem which combines the results of [4, Theorem 4.1] and
[21, Theorem2.1 and Corralary 5.1].

Theorem 3.2 ([4, 21]). For any arbitrary integer r > 1> 1, let Q; = (q1,...,q) € R™<! where llgill=1,
j=1,...,1. Define
M
W] = ’I‘+l —ij}—" w] — ( ej ) E R’!‘"rl,
aj

S = (Il + Ml)_lMl, M, = SUT(QlTQl)

Then we have

l T
Wl...Wl:/ Si | (I — S)Qf T\ ! ,
\ QL =S) | I, — QL = S)QF ]
" I
Sil<1, ——W <5< 2(M. 3.12
IS0 <1 Typaer < ISi< 2105 (312)
Notice that |[M;]|= [|[SUT(I; — QFQ:)||, which is just the orthogonality level of @, the quantity

[ISi]] € [0,1] is an another beautiful measure of the orthogonality level of Q;. The following result re-
veals a connection between the orthogonality level of Uyg41 and structure of ﬁk.ﬂrl. For simplicity, we only
prove the result for m > n, for m = n the result can be proved similarly after some adjustments; see Remark
3.3 for related discussions.

Lemma 3.2. For the k-step LBRO, there exist vectors g2, ..., Uny1 and Opya, ..., 0p with || = ||05] =1
and nonnegative numbers Og42, . .., 0n and Bry2, ..., Bny1, such that i; is orthogonal to Ux41 and tj, and v;
is orthogonal to Viy1 and 0; fori # j,i,5 > k+1, respectively, and for matrices U = (Ugt1, Ugt2; - - -, Unt1),
V = (Vk+1,’t~)k+2, ey ’lN)n) and
aq
65
ag
B Br+1  Qr1 ) € R(vF)xn.
Br+2  Qkt2
Brts
Qnp
ﬂnJrl
the following properties hold.
(1). There exist a matriz X € RUMH+1xn sych that
O(n+1)><n v = E
g X=P 3.13
( av )t Omscn (8.13)
and _
[X[= O(|AllvVn(ka + kvki1 + pri1)), (3.14)
where

D D D = =T ~ —e(nﬂ)
P=Pe1Poyo--- Py, Bi=Ininy1 —DiD;, Di= ( ¢ ) .

Uq

12



(2). If P is partitioned as

n+1 m
]3:<1311 1312) 7”L+1’
Py Py m
then we have B B B _
Poy =U(Iny1 — Pr1), [Pl < 2pn41- (3.15)
Proof. (1). We use the following procedure to construct vectors g2, ..., Unt+1 and Ogta,...,0,. After k

steps of the LBRO, we have computed By, agt1, Ug+1 and Viy1. At step ¢ > k+ 1, vector ;41 is generated
as

k+1 i
AT — i BTl = — T Ve — ST\
ri = AV — atiy,  Bip1liv1 =1y (uj ri)u; (@ 7;)1,
j=1 j=k+2
such that ||G;41]] = 1, where for i = k+1 we let Gg11 = ugy1 and U1 = vgr1. This procedure is equivalent

to the one step Lanczos bidiagonalization of ;41 with full reorthogonalization. The construction of ¥;41 is
similar, which is identical to the one step Lanczos bidiagonalization of ©;41 with full reorthogonalization. If
the procedure terminates at some step, it can be continued by choosing a new starting vector. Note that
the above procedure can be treated as that we first perform the k-step LBRO in finite precision arithmetic
and then for ¢ > k 4+ 1 we perform the Lanczos bidiagonalization with full reorthogonalization in exact
arithmetic.

By the above construction, we know that ||@;|| = ||9;|| = 1 and 4, is orthogonal to Uy4+1 and @; while 9; is
orthogonal to Vj41 and 9; for ¢ # j,¢,5 > k+ 1, respectively. Using this property, for ¢ > £+ 1, by checking
the proof of Lemma 3.1 we can find that w; = O(||A||(u + ve41 + pr41)), and @; =0for j =1,...,4—1
except for w; = O(||Al|(u+ vg41)) if i = k + 1. Therefore (3.2) becomes

P, D P diegi) (O"H) +x s=m-+n-—1
k+1Lk+2 L4541 | ~ s = ~ iy = -
ﬁi+1€§ +1) A’Ui

with [|Z;]|= O(|| A||(ku+ kviy1 + pgy1)) for i = k+1 or ||Z;]|= O(|| All[(w+ vit1 + pg+1)) for ¢ > k4 1. Note
that for i = k + 1 we let ¥x11 = vg+1 and Gxy1 = agy1. Therefore, equality (3.9) in Theorem 3.1 becomes

(3.13), where X = (1, Thy Tkt 1, - - -, Tn) and thus
IXII < vn max {{lzil, 12;1} = OUIAlvr(ku + kvipr + pei1))-
k4+1<j<n

(2). Let M = SUT(UTU). By Theorem 3.2, we have
P = (Iny1 + M) M, Py = ij(In-i-l - ﬁn)-

By inequality (3.12) we obtain
[Pl < 2pk41,
since the orthogonality level of U is | M|| = pips1. O

Now we are ready to give a mixed forward-backward error bound of the k-step LBRO. We only prove
the result for m > n, for the case of m = n the result can be proved similarly after some adjustments.

Theorem 3.3. For the k-step LBRO, there exist two orthornormal matrices Ups1 = (U1,...,0pe1) €
R™ k41 and Vi1 = (U1, Ops1) € R™¥F such that
Uisr (Bref™™) = b+ 6, (3.16)
(A+ E)Vy = Up11 B, (3.17)
(A+ E) U1 = Vi BE + it (e )7, (3.18)
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and
101 = Upa 1< 20000 + O(pis1)s Vit = Vi 1< viepn + O(40), (3.19)

where E and 8y, are perturbation matriz and vector, respectively, satisfying
IE]l= O(|AlvVrn(ku + kvis1 + pt1)), 10s]l= O(|[b]|w). (3.20)

Proof. In finite precision arithmetic, we have b+ 8y = B1u1, where ||do||= O(||b]|u). By the definition of P,

we have
Ont1 _ B\ _( B _ {Onp1
( b ) to=n (0m+n) _P(0m+n)’ = ( o )

Combining with (3.13), we have
Ont+1 O(nt1)xn X, Py Pp B Py B
~ == ~ =~ 3.21
( b av )%, Py Po) \Omxn) ~ \PuB (8:21)
j51 _ o Do (n+1) >
(£)-(o 9. 5o, 9.

PLPiy 4 PPy =141 (3.22)

where

Since P is orthogonal, we have

Now we construct two matrices Un+1 and V,,. Let the compact SVD of ]321 is ﬁgl = Y12Z7, where
Y = (Y1,Ys) € R™*™ and Z € RFUX(+1) are orthogonal matrices and ¥ = diag(o1, . .., 0,41) satisfying
0<op+1 <---<o1 <1. Then by (3.22) we have

ZTPL P Z = (Ing1 + 3)(Ins1 — X).
Define U, 11 = Y1 Z7 € R™*(+1 | Then U, 11 is an orthonormal matrix, and by the above equality we have
Upi1 — P = Yi(lyys =) Z7 = YVi(li1 + 2)7 12T PL Py (3.23)
By (3.15) and (3.23) we obtain
|Tngr = Ul = |Tng1 = Por = UPw|
<N Tng1 = Poa ||+ TPy |
<P |+ Prafl (1 + praga)

< Apiiy + 21 (14 prrg)
=241 + O34 1)-

By (3.21) and (3.23) we obtain
UpirB — (b, Av) — Upi1B — (P B — X2) = (Uns1 — Po1)B + Xo
and
(Ups1 — Po)B =Y1(Ing1 + 2) ' ZTPL Py B = Yy (Iny1 + %) 127 PL X,

which can be rewritten as

UniiB = (b, AV)=(C. In) (?):(a L) (8. X), (3.24)

1
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where C' = Yy (I,41 + )1 Z7 P Define
6 =Py — b, Ey=U,1B— AV. (3.25)
Then (3.24) implies that
& =(C, In)do, Ei1=(C, In)6X,.

Notice that
CCT + 1y =L +Yi(Lni1 — X)L +2) 7Y

and thus [|(C, I,)|< V2. Therefore,

I85]1< 11(C, In) G0l < V201b0lI= O([b]|w),
1B < 1S, Im) 11X V2] X]].

Let the SVD of Vis V = K¥%1JT. Define V,, = KJT € R"*". then V,, is orthogonal and
Voo = V= n1 = Sall< 1= (1= 2041)"? = w1 + O(v4),

1/2

where we have used a,,(V) > (1 — 2u441)*/2 since the orthogonality level of V is vg41; see (2.8). By the

definition of Fj in (3.24), we have AV 4+ E; = U,4+1 B, which can be rewritten as
(A+ E)W, =Un1B or (A+E) Upyr =V, BT, (3.26)

where

E=[A(V = V,) + BV,

and thus B
IEI< |All[ves1 + O(vp )] + V2| X||= O(|Allvn(ku + kvkgr + piag)).

Let Uppr = Upir(51: k+1) and Vieyy = V(5,1 : k+ 1). By using ||Upt1 — Uks1]| < |Upsr — UJ| and
Vi1 — Vsl < |V — ‘7H we obtain (3.19). By equating the first k and k4 1 columns of the two equalities
of (3.26) respectively, we obtain (3.17) and (3.18). Note that B1y = Urs1(Brel*™). By (3.25) we finally
obtain (3.16). O

Theorem 3.3 is a generalization of [1, Theorem 5.2] that deals with upper Lanczos bidiagonalization with
one-sided reorthogonalization. There are three main improvements. First, our result can apply to a general
reorthogonalization strategy, and by letting ¢ = 0 for £ = 1,2,... that corresponds to the one-sided
reorthogonalization case we can obtain a similar upper bound on ||E|| as [1, Theorem 5.2]. Second, apart
from giving an upper bound on ||Vj41 — Vit1||, our result also give a similar upper bound on ||Ug11 — Ugy1|-
Finally, although [1, Theorem 5.2] is about the k-step process, upper bounds on ||E|| and ||[Vi — Vi|| there
depend on the orthogonality level of V,, that can only be known after the n-step process has finished, while
our result, in contrast, can really apply to the k-step LBRO for 1 < k < n due to the help of Lemma 3.2.

Notice that the relations (3.16)—(3.18) are matrix-form recurrences of the k-step Lanczos bidiagonal-
ization of A + E with starting vector b + 0, (denoted by LB(A 4+ E,b + §,)) in exact arithmetic. If the
orthogonality levels of Ugy1 and Vi1 are kept around O(u), which corresponds to the full reorthogonaliza-
tion case, then By is the exact one generated by the k-step LB(A+E, b+dp) with || E|| /|| All, [|0s]|/1|6]] = O(u).
Following Higham [13, §1.5], we could call the k-step LBRO mized forward-backward stable as long as the
orthogonality of U1 and Vi1 are good enough 2. This result can be used to analyze backward stability of
LBRO based algorithms, such as bidiagonalization based algorithms for computing a partial SVD or LSQR
for iteratively solving least squares problems.

2The mixed forward-backward stability can be illustrated by the following example. Suppose a method is used to compute
y = f(z) for f : R - R. Then the method is called mixed forward-backward stable if the computed value y satisfies
¥+ Ay = f(z + Ax) where |Ay|/|y| and |Az|/|x| are sufficiently small.
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4. Applications to SVD computation and LSQR

In this section, we use the above results to investigate backward stability of LBRO based algorithms
including partial SVD computation and LSQR. For simplicity, we only consider rounding errors in the
LBRO, while other parts of an algorithm is supposed to be performed in exact arithmetic.

We first review the partial SVD computation of A based on the Lanzos bidiagonalization in exact
arithmetic. We add “"” to «;, u;, By, etc. to denote the corresponding quantities in exact arithmetic. In
order to approximate some singular values and corresponding vectors of A, we first compute the compact
SVD of By:

By = Hy0, 28, ©) = diag(s™™ ... s%), s > o5 5 s, (4.1)

where Hy, = (hgk), cey h,(ck)) e RFE+Dxk and 7, = (z§k), .. ,z,gk)) € R¥** are orthonormal, and ©;, € RF**.
(k)

Then the approximate singular values of A are s;”’, which are often called Ritz values, and the corresponding

approximate left and right singular vectors are xl(k) = U;thl(.k) and ygk) = szi(k), respectively, where
i =1,...,k. The above decomposition can be achieved by a direct method since By, is a matrix of small
scale, and it is appropriate to compute some extreme singular values and vectors [16].

In finite precision arithmetic, the above procedure is suffered from the “ghosts” phenomenon, which
means that some of the converged Ritz values suddenly “jump” to become a ghost and then converge to
the next larger or smaller singular values after a few iterations. These redundant copies of Ritz values are
usually called “ghosts” and this phenomenon results to many unwanted spurious copies of singular values
and make it difficult to determine whether these spurious copies are real multiple singular values. This
problem is closely related to the loss of orthogonality of Lanczos vectors, which can be avoided by using
some types of reorthogonalization strategies [16, 26]. The full reorthogonalization strategy is often used
to mimic the Lanczos bidiagonalization in exact arithmetic. In the following we give an analysis of full
reorthogonalization for partial SVD computation in finite precision arithmetic.

Suppose the Lanczos bidiagonalization is implemented with full reorthogonalization and the orthogonality
levels of U1 and V41 are kept around O(u). By Theorem 3.3, sz(-k) are Ritz values of A = A+ E and they
will converge to the singular values of A. Notice that ||E| = O(||A||/nku). By the perturbation theory of
singular values we have

j0i(A) —0i(A)| _ |oi(A) —oi(A)| a1(4) _ o1(4)

a@ T A od S @ Sk (42)

for 0;(A) > 0. Therefore, the several largest Ritz values sz(-k) will approximate largest singular values of

A with relative error around O(u). If 0;(A) has multiplicity bigger than one, then the several converged
Ritz values corresponding to o;(A) are not strictly equal. By (4.2), with the help of full reorthogonalization,
errors between these Ritz values will be so small that they all look like approximations to the same o;(A), but
they actually differ by a value of O(y/nku). If the algorithm is implemented in a lower precision arithmetic,
such as single precision instead of double precision, then separations between those converged Ritz values
corresponding to a multiple singular value will be observed more obviously. For a very small singular value
0;(A) that has multiplicity bigger than one, the converged Ritz values corresponding to o;(A) will have
bigger relative errors since o1(A)/0;(A) is very big. The above discussion will be illustrated by using an
numerical example later.
Now we investigate the LSQR that is based on the Lanczos bidiagonalization for iteratively solving a
large scale linear least squares problem
min ||Az — b||. (4.3)
zER™

In exact arithmetic, the problem is projected to the Krylov subspace Kp(AT A, ATb) = span(Vk) to become
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a k-dimension small scale problem. Denoting a vector in span(Vk) by z = ka where y € R*, we have

min || Az — b|| = min |AViy — S Upsrel™ )|
z=Viy yERF

— min ||Upg1 Bry — B10pael™)
yERFK

. ~ 5 k
= min || Bry — frel*V|,
yERF

and thus the k-th iterative solution of the LSQR is

R A N . ~ 5 k
&1 = Vi, 91 = arg min || By — e V).
yERF

There is a formula that can recursively update Z to Zpy1 very efficiently, which avoids solving the k-
dimension small-scale problem at each iteration [2].

In finite precision arithmetic, the convergence of LSQR can be slowed down significantly due to the loss
of orthogonality of Lanczos vectors. Maintaining a certain level of orthogonality among Lanczos vectors
will accelerate the convergence at the expense of a bit more computational costs and storage requirements
3. For example, the LSQR is usually implemented with full reorthogonalization to maintain stability of
convergence for solving discrete linear ill-posed problems, since it usually takes not too many iterations to
reach the semi-convergence point [14].

We analyze the LSQR with full reorthogonalization for solving least squares problems. In finite precision
arithmetic, the k-th iteration LSQR computes

: k
Tk = ViyYr, yr = arg m1n||Bky _ Bleg +1)||.
yERFK

By (3.16) and (3.17), we have

yi = arg min|| U1 Bry — U1 freV ||= arg min[|(A + E)Viy — (b+ 6)| -
yERF y€ERF

Therefore, we get 7, = arg min ||(A + E)x — (b + &)|| where Z; = Viyi, which implies that 7 is the k-th
z=Viy

step LSQR solution in exact arithmetic to the perturbed problem

min [(4+ B)z — (b-+ )] (4.4)

Notice from (3.19) that

176 = @rll< Vi = Villllyell < lywll (v + O@R)).

Using |lyx|| = ||Zk|| we obtain
lew =2ell 4 o2, (4.5)
1z |

If we keep the orthogonality of V; around O(u), then xp =~ Zj and thus x; can be treated as the k-step
LSQR solution to the perturbed problem (4.4). This indicates the backward stability property of LSQR if
full reorthogonalization is used.

31n full reorthogonalization, u, and vy, are reorthogonalized against all previous vectors {u1,...,up_1} and {vi,...,vg_1} as
soon as they have been computed. This adds an arithmetic cost of about 4(m-+n)k? flops, which is affordable if & < min{m,n}.
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5. Numerical experiments

In this section, we use several numerical examples to illustrate our results. Since the error matrix || E||
in Theorem 3.3 can not be explicitly calculated, we only show the values of | X|| in Theorem 3.1. In order
to confirm the upper bound on ||E|| implicitly, we use an example to illustrate the relation (4.2) for partial
SVD computations. The following four matrices are taken from [6], and a description of them is in Table 1,
where £(-) is the condition number of a matrix. All the computations are carried out in MATLAB R2019b,
where the roundoff unit for double precision arithmetic is u = 2753 ~ 1.11 x 10716, All starting vectors are
chosen as b= (1,...,1) e R™.

Table 1: Properties of the test matrices.

Index | A mxn I Al K(A) Description
1 nos3 960 x 960 689.904 37723.6 structural problem
2 well1850 1850 x 712 1.79433 111.313 least squares problem
3 Ishp2614 2614 x 2614 6.98798 5197.35 thermal problem
4 c-23 3969 x 3969 1089.71 22795.9 optimization problem
}I Abhh—h—d 101 ’IJr_H )
o g |
E 1015 | §
l —— K — %
7 1%1/141 7 I1X1/14]
0 20 4[ileration 60 80 100 0 20 4U|lera“0n 60 80 100
(a) (b)
N o JW
2 LN = 1fl| # j
s s WY
10718 J
# — Mk 05 h —
X141 I1X1/14]
0 20 40|teratlon 60 80 100 0 20 4U|lera“0n 60 80 100

() (d)

Figure 1: Values of || X||/||A| for full reorthogonalization: (a) nos3; (b) well1850; (c) Ishp2614; (d) c-23.

Figure 1 depicts the values of || X||/||A|| and orthogonality levels of Uy and Vj, as the iterations progress
from 1 to 100, where the LBRO is implemented using full reorthogonalization. For the four matrices, the
orthogonality levels of Uy and Vi are maintained around O(u). Therefore, by the upper bound in (3.10),
X%/ A]| should be around O(u), which can be observed from the four subfigures.

Then we use partial reorthogonalization to implement the LBRO by using lanbpro.m in the PROPACK
package [16]. Figure 2 depicts the values of || X|| /|| Al as well as py and v, We also depict the orthogonality
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Figure 2: Values of || X}||/||A| for partial reorthogonalization: (a) nos3; (b) well1850; (c) Ishp2614; (d) c-23.

levels of u; and vy, defined as

w(ur) = max |ulTuk|, w(vg) =

T
: ax [v; vk,
1<i<k 1<i<k

respectively. Note that w(u;) < pr < kmaxi<;<gw(u;) and this quantity is used to measure orthogonality
between ug and previous Lanczos vectors. From the figure we find that the values of ux and vy grow slowly
and eventually stabilize around a value. This is because we set OPTIONS.eta=1e-10 in lanbpro.m, which
can keep orthogonality levels below 10719 after reorthogonalization. We can also find that || X||/|| A grows
in consistent with uy and vy, which confirms the upper bound (3.10) again. We find that w(uy) and w(vg)
grow gradually at first, then they suddenly jump down and reorthogonalization is not used in a few later
steps until the orthogonality becomes bad again. This is because partial reorthogonalizations occurs only
when necessary and only a part of previous Lanczos vectors are included in the reorthogonalization steps.

Finally we use an example to illustrate the relation (4.2). The matrix A is constructed as follows. Let
m = n = 800. First construct a row vector s such that s(1) = s(2) = 1.0,s(3) = 0.95,s(n — 2) = 0.1, s(n —
1) = s(n) = 10~* and s(4:n-3) = linspace(0.90,0.15,n-6) generated by the MATLAB built-in function
linspace(), and then let S=diag(s). Let P and @ be two symmetric orthogonal matrices generated by the
MATLAB built-in functions P = gallery(‘orthog’,n,1) and Q = gallery(‘orthog’,n,2), respectively.
Finally let A = PSQT. By the construction, the i-th largest singular value of A is s;, and the multiplicities
of singular values o1 = 1.0 and o,, = 10~% is 2. In the implementations, we first store both A and b in double
precision, and then the LBRO using full reorthogonalization is implemented in double and single precision
arithmetic, respectively, and all the other computations are taken in double precision.

Figure 3 depicts the convergence history of the first four largest approximations and the error curve
corresponding to the 2-multiplicity singular value o;. The right vertical lines in subfigures (a) and (c)
indicate the values of o; for i = 1,...,n. The experimental results for smallest approximations are similar
and we omit them. Subfigures (a) and (c) show that the multiplicities of o1 can be determined correctly

gk) and sék). However, we can also find that sgk)
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Figure 3: Convergence and accuracy of approximate largest singular values: (a), (b) full reorthogonalization in double precision
arithmetic; (c), (d) full reorthogonalization in single precision arithmetic.

sék) although they are both used to approximate o;. This can be observed more obviously in subfigure (d)
where the LBRO is performed in single precision arithmetic with roundoff unit u = 2724 ~ 5.96 x 1075.
Table 2 shows the errors of approximations to both the 2-multiplicity singular values o; = o9 and
on = 0n—1. For approximations to o1 we set k& = 100, while the smallest two Ritz values converge to o,
more slowly and we set k = 250 in this case. We can find that both sgk) and sgk) as well as s,(ck) and s,(f__ll)
differs by a value of O(u), which is consistent with the upper bound on || E||. For o, = 10~%, the relative
errors of approximations are much bigger than that of o3 = 1.0 due to a large value of o1/0y,, which is

consistent with (4.2).

Table 2: Accuracy of approximate singular values computed in double and single precision arithmetic.

Work precision Sgloo) —o1]/o1 |s§100) — o9|/09 55100) — sg100)|
double 2.22 x 10716 2.22 x 10716 4.44 x 10716
single 4.17 x 1078 2.33x 1078 1.83 x 1078
5550 = Oul/0n_Ishay) — on-sl/on-1 stz — s5io |
double 1.30 x 1012 1.08 x 1012 2.38 x 10716
single 7.93 x 1076 3.27 x 1075 2.48 x 1079

6. Conclusion

By writing various types of reorthogonalization strategies in a general form, we have made a backward
error analysis of the LBRO in finite precision arithmetic. For the k-step LBRO(A,b), we have shown that:
(1). the computed By, is the exact one generated by the k-step LB(A + E,b+ &), where ||05]|/]|0]] = O(u)
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and ||E||/||A]| has the same order of magnitude as the sum of u and orthogonality levels of U1 and Viy;
(2). if we denote the two orthonormal matrices generated by LB(A + E, b+ &) in exact arithmetic by Uy
and Vi1, respectively, then the first order errors of ||Ugr1 — Uyl and ||[Vig1 — Viri]| are of the same
orders of magnitude as orthogonality levels of Uy41 and Vi1, respectively. Thus the k-step LBRO is mixed
forward-backward stable as long as the orthogonality of U4+1 and Vi41 are good enough. This result is then
used to show backward stability of the LBRO based SVD computation algorithm and LSQR algorithm.
Several numerical experiments are made to confirm the results.
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