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Abstract. We present a new approach for nonlocal image denoising, based around the application of an unnormal-
ized extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel within a bilevel optimization algorithm. A critical bottleneck when solving such
problems for finely–resolved images is the solution of huge–scale, dense linear systems arising from the minimization of
an energy term. We tackle this using a Krylov subspace approach, with a Nonequispaced Fast Fourier Transform utilized
to approximate matrix–vector products in a matrix–free manner. We accelerate the algorithm using a novel change of
basis approach to account for the (known) smallest eigenvalue–eigenvector pair of the matrices involved, coupled with
a simple but frequently very effective diagonal preconditioning approach. We present a number of theoretical results
concerning the eigenvalues and predicted convergence behavior, and a range of numerical experiments which validate
our solvers and use them to tackle parameter learning problems. These demonstrate that very large problems may be
effectively and rapidly denoised with very low storage requirements on a computer.
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1. Introduction. Image denoising is the process of reducing or removing unwanted noise in an
image, and forms a crucial step for image processing and image analysis [59, 13, 3]. This paper focuses
on fast, effective, and storage–efficient numerical methods for the resolution of such problems.

Variational methods are a powerful approach to study and formalize denoising models from a
functional perspective [60, 59]. In particular, the minimization of the total variation seminorm [57]
and the success of the Chambolle–Pock algorithm [12] have inspired an extensive catalog of improved
methods and algorithms. In this work, we consider nonlocal image denoising, which was inspired by
image filter methods incorporating information from generalized neighborhoods of a pixel to reconstruct
it. This way, the amount of redundancy of data in a digital image becomes a crucial tool for guiding
the reconstruction [41, 32]. In particular, the nonlocal means filter [7], and its many extensions [8, 14],
have been effective to remove noise while preserving textures and avoiding common pitfalls of local
models. Crucially, its extension to a variational setting in [31] led to a range of new developments,
including a rich analytical theory [5, 17], by making use of tools from nonlocal calculus [32].

Two caveats are encountered when employing nonlocal tools for denoising: parameter identification
and computational cost. The former is a classical question of denoising methods, due to the paramet-
ric nature of models that weight regularization against fidelity and underlying information. Bilevel
optimization has proven an effective tool to determine high–quality reconstructions from trained pa-
rameters (see [17] for a review). The latter is instead inherent to nonlocal terms. The use of such terms
yields dense discretizations of operators, the computation of which can be computationally cumbersome
on its own, and thus limits the usage of these tools for large–scale or more complex applications.

The parameter calibration of the nonlocal means model was studied in [26]. There, the nonlocal
kernel was approximated using a large–neighborhood localized approach that was suitable for small–
and medium–sized images and which resulted in a multi–banded semi–sparse matrix. This sparsifica-
tion technique is just another approach to improve the performance of the reconstruction originally
proposed in [7]. For instance, [31] used a semilocal approach to reduce the amount of comparisons
between patches; see also [47, 16, 28].

This work introduces an efficient computational framework, suitable for large images and for the
incorporation of a large number of features without the need for localization or sparsity enforcement.
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The method is based on the fast summation approach and feature splitting for computing the un-
normalized extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel in [51]. The fast summation algorithm is based on the
Nonequispaced Fast Fourier Transform [44, 53, 54], which we deploy for image denoising problems in
this work. This algorithm yields an operator that is used to solve the denoising problem for a given pa-
rameter configuration. In our setting, this leads to a linear system where the nonlocal kernel is used to
assemble an abstract unnormalized graph Laplacian shifted by a constant scaling of the identity. The
abstract linear operator setting is suitable for matrix–free solution schemes, including suitable Krylov
subspace iterative methods that require a fixed (moderate) number of matrix–vector multiplications.

Solving linear equations governed by graph Laplacians using such methods necessitates effective
preconditioning. A number of approaches have been developed and refined when the full matrix is
available, see reviews in [50, 30], however besides diagonal–based preconditioners [66, 55] there is limited
work on methods for matrix–free systems. The sparse approximate inverse approach for M–matrices
is an exception, where (I + S)–type preconditioners have proven a computationally cheap alternative
[62, 67, 37, 73]; see also [58]. Notwithstanding, in practice, many of these reduce to the classical
Jacobi diagonal preconditioner for the graph Laplacian. This work extends the Jacobi preconditioner,
and its quadratic variant applied in [26], using a matrix–free approach that would otherwise result in
dense preconditioners under a change of basis that singles out the smallest eigenvalue of the system.
Motivated by deflation, exact operator formulae are derived for the change of basis, whose applicability
extends to Hermitian finite dimensional operators. The transformation displays linear computational
complexity and can be used efficiently to project the action of any preconditioner under the new basis
for a given subblock of the linear system.

The key contributions of this article are summarized below:
• We embed an NFFT routine into bilevel optimization for image denoising for the first time.
• We devise a novel strategy based on a change of basis and preconditioning, to accelerate the
matrix–free solution of the resulting linear systems with Krylov subspace methods.

• We present new analytic results concerning spectral properties of graph Laplacians and shifted
equations governed by them. We also present results on the effectiveness of the preconditioners,
specifically by localizing the eigenvalues of the preconditioned system.

• We complement our analysis with numerical tests to demonstrate the effectiveness of our NFFT
and deflation by change of basis strategies, with near–constant iteration counts exhibited.

• We also train a denoising parameter from a dataset of images featuring patterns, textures, and
sudden intensity jumps, showcasing the effectiveness of the kernel to obtain reconstructions
under the presence of such structures.

• We provide open–source code for the above tests, available at edin.ac/3zh86hT.
This paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we provide necessary background on variational

denoising models, the choice of similarity kernel, and the finite element discretization. In section 3 we
describe the NFFT and its use in computing the fast Gauss transform. In section 4 we outline our pre-
conditioning methodology, including the bespoke change of basis and its application to graph Laplacian
matrices, diagonal preconditioners, theoretical results on spectral properties of graph Laplacians and
the resulting preconditioned matrices, and a comparison of the properties of different preconditioners.
In section 5 we provide a range of numerical experiments to further validate our approach, and in
section 6 we present our conclusions.

1.1. Notation and concepts. We will use bold notation for vectors whose components are
values of some underlying variables that are relevant in this paper. However, we will keep in mind that
any bold quantity may result from the discretization of a continuous or higher–dimensional object.

For m,n ∈ N, let the integer interval between m and n be denoted by Jm,nK := {m,m+1, . . . , n−
1, n}. We denote by Mn(F) the space of matrices of size n × n with entries in the field F ∈ {R,C}.
In particular, we denote by In the identity matrix in Mn(F). The columns of In define the canonical
basis {ei}i∈J1,nK, 1n denotes a vector of ones of size n, while 1n,n is the n–dimensional square matrix
of all ones. Similarly, 0n = 01n and 0n,n = 01n,n.

Let u = (ui)i∈J1,nK and v = (vi)i∈J1,nK be two vectors in Fn. The operator diag : Fn → Mn(F)
maps u to the diagonal matrix diag(u) whose diagonal coincides with the vector u. We will overload
this operator by also defining diag : Mn(F) → Fn such that diag(A) is the n dimensional vector
whose entries correspond to the diagonal of the matrix A. The Hadamard product ◦ : Fn × Fn → Fn

https://github.com/andresrmt/Prec_GLs_NNFT_BLO
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computes the component–wise product of its arguments; i.e., (u ◦ v)i = uivi for all i ∈ J1, nK. We will
also overload this operator with its natural extension on matrices of the same size with A ◦ B being
the component–wise product between the entries of the matrices A,B ∈ Mm,n(F). The Kronecker
product ⊗ : Mm,n(F) × Mp,q(F) → Mmp,nq(F) is a block matrix A ⊗ B where each element of
A ∈ Mm,n(F) is replaced by a copy of the entire matrix B ∈ Mp,q(F), scaled by the value of that
element. In particular, we have that u ⊗ v† = uv†. For any integer p, the upper triangular operator
Triup : Mm,n(F) → Mm,n(F) takes a matrix A and returns its upper triangular part Triup(A), which
is equal to A from its p–th diagonal and above, but zero elsewhere.

Letting S be a set, the indicator function of S at x is given by ιS , taking value 1 if x ∈ S and 0
otherwise. In case S is a singleton, we will omit the argument of ιS . The canonical projection of a vector
on the finite set S, πS(u), consists of all entries of u such that ιS is positive. As a shorthand, we define
um:n := πJm,nK(u), but omit the colon when m = n, with um := π{m}(u). We extend this to matrix
indexing in a similar fashion; i.e., for A ∈ Mn(F) we have that Aℓ:m,p:q is the (m− ℓ+1)× (q− p+1)
sub matrix consisting of the elements in the ℓ–to–m rows and the p–to–q columns of A.

Throughout this document, ∥u∥ represents the norm of u. We will make use of different norms,
particularly p–norms. In case there is a need to specify the particular p–norm employed, it will be
denoted as ∥ · ∥p, with p ∈ [1,∞]. The choice of p depends on the analysis being conducted. If no
specific norm is mentioned, it can be inferred from context. In particular, the 2–norm is induced by
the inner product ⟨u,v⟩ = v†u for all u,v ∈ Fn. Here v† is the conjugate transpose of v.

For a Hermitian matrix A ∈ Mn(F), the spectrum of A is the set of eigenvalues Σ(A) = {λi}i∈J1,nK
where each eigenvalue is indexed in such a way that |λ1| ≤ |λ2| ≤ . . . ≤ |λn|. We denote the largest
eigenvalue (in modulus) ρ(A) := λn as the spectral radius of A. The second smallest eigenvalue (in
modulus) is labeled a(A) := λ2 and corresponds to the algebraic connectivity of A.

2. Preliminaries on variational denoising and control. Our work is motivated by the prac-
tical computation of a particular class of nonlocal noise filters. Image denoising is the process of
reducing or removing unwanted noise in an image. It is used either to enhance the visual appeal of
images or as a preliminary step for image analysis and feature extraction. Noise typically corrupts
an observed image due to instrument manipulation or medium artifacts. There are many models for
noise [59, §2.3], where Gaussian additive noise is the most suitable for digital images [45, §1]. The
model states that a clean discretized image u ∈ Rn is distorted by a Gaussian signal h ∈ N (0n, σ̂

2In),
yielding f = u + h as a registered image. Finding u from this relation is a difficult task, due to the
random nature of h. As a result, the main task of denoising is to identify and remove the noise while
preserving the most important information and structures. Thus, there are several approaches to an-
alyzing and tackling this problem from the perspectives of stochastic processes, calculus of variations,
partial differential equations, and wavelet theory [45, 10]. We refer the reader to [3, 60, 59, 13] for
comprehensive introductions and reviews on imaging and denoising methods.

Variational imaging casts an image as a signal u defined on a continuous medium. In this context,
a registered noisy sample f is just a quantization of a noisy signal f . The variational standpoint
allows us to properly define local differential operators and energies (e.g., Total Variation, Laplacians,
Mean Curvature, and so on) and extend them to their nonlocal counterparts [41, 32]. The reasoning
behind local operators is that they are good for smoothing out regions of the image, as showcased in
the Rudin–Osher–Fatemi model of Total Variation Minimization (ROF) [57]. ROF allows for u to be
piece–wise discontinuous, thus an effective choice for edge preservation. However, the ROF model and
many of its variants can fail to preserve the fine structure; i.e., details and textures of an image. Due to
the regularity assumptions of local operators, fine structures are smoothed out because they behave in
all functional aspects as noise. Nonlocal imaging is a valuable alternative that aims to preserve most of
the fine details (e.g., contours, texture, high-contrast edges, flat areas) by considering lower regularity
assumptions on u and the large amount of redundant information in textured images [20, 19].

Originally inspired by convolution filters, nonlocal methods predict the value of a pixel based on
generalized neighborhoods of the same image that represent or approximate the local behavior of the
pixel. In this class of methods, the nonlocal means (NLM) filter introduced by [7] has proven to be
successful, yielding several variants [8] as the BM3D filter [14]. Inspired by the effectiveness of the
NLM, [31] proposed an effective and general variational framework for nonlocal operators as the action
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of the nonlocal regularizing functional

R(u) :=
1

4

x

Ω×Ω

[
u(y)− u(x)

]2
γ(x,y) dy dx,

where Ω, known as the image domain, is a subset of Rd1 , and the weight function γ is a non–negative
and symmetric scalar field for any (x,y) ∈ Ω × Ω. The choice of dimension d1 is targeted towards
an application using structured data; for instance, d1 will take the value of 1 for flat signals, 2 for
static images, 3 for movies or animations, and higher values are used for hyperspectral imaging. We
will focus on the case d1 = 2, but our analysis can be generalized to the other named cases. For
image processing tasks the weight function is based on image features and can be understood as the
similarity or proximity between two points x and y, based on features in their neighborhood. If
moreover γ ∈ L∞(Ω×Ω), then the functional R defines an energy seminorm in L2(Ω) induced by the
positive semi–definite Hermitian form

R′(u)v = ⟨−Lu, v⟩ =
x

Ω×Ω

v(x)
[
u(x)− u(y)

]
γ(x,y) dy dx.

The operator −L is the continuous version of a graph Laplacian, and generalizes the classical Laplacian
[31, 32].

Inspired by the classical ROF model, and based on the maximum a posteriori probability estimate
criterion [13, §4.5.4], the nonlocal denoising problem can be posed as the minimization of an energy
consisting of the combination of a regularizing term and a fidelity term [31]:

(2.1) argmin
u∈V

E(u;λ) := µR(u) +
λ

2
∥u− f∥2L2(Ω),

where V is a suitable closed subspace of L2(R2), and µ, λ are positive. The quotient λ/µ balances the
fidelity term against the nonlocal regularizer. In principle, the regularizer weight can be omitted, yet
it plays an essential rôle for numerical computations as the values of R can be large. Furthermore, the
value of the fidelity weight determines how much of the noisy sample f is preserved when minimizing
E with respect to u. Thus, finding an optimal value of λ in (2.1) is crucial if we want to implement
nonlocal denoising inside the scope of large–scale image recovery algorithms.

Bilevel optimization has played an important rôle in image recovery and parameter calibration
[22, 11, 23, 21]. In the context of nonlocal denoising, this was first showcased in the work of [26] for
optimizing the fidelity weight λ and kernel selection. If a clean and noise–less version of f , labeled uc,
is available, then an optimal fidelity weight can be trained by solving

min
λ∈Λ

J(u;λ) :=
1

2
∥uc − u∥2L2(Ω)(2.2a)

subject to

u = argmin
v∈V

E(v;λ) ∈ {v ∈ V : −µLv + λv = λf},(2.2b)

λ ∈ Λ := [Λmin,Λmax].(2.2c)

The linear equation in (2.2b) is just the Euler–Lagrange equation of (2.1). It turns out that if
0 < Λmin ≤ Λmax, then the solution set of the lower–level problem (2.2b) contains a single point.
Furthermore, depending on the choice of V and γ, we can even extend Λ to include the zero fidelity
case. Replacing (2.2b) with the constraint of the Euler–Lagrange equation, we obtain that (2.2) is just
a nonlocal optimal control problem. Moreover, the regularity of the upper level yields first order opti-
mality conditions that can be used to apply first– and second–order black–box optimization methods.
We refer the reader to [26] for more details. For simplicity, we will consider V = L2(Ω) and kernels
with support fully contained in Ω, thus we also fix Λmin > 0.

Remark 2.1. Note that our discussion has focused on single–channel images. Notwithstanding,
this is not a limitation, as the framework can be readily adapted to multichannel signals through a
mixing technique. For further details on such approaches; see [31, 9, 10]. Additionally, the review by
[15] provides additional insights on colour mixtures.
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2.1. The choice of weights. The rôle of γ, also known as the nonlocal kernel, is key to deter-
mining the behavior of the regularizing term. This function often incorporates information from the
image domain and the features that are relevant in the image (e.g., textures, periodicity) and thus
guides the optimization process.

N(x)
x

W [f  ](x)
1

W (x)
1

W (x)
2

W (x)
3

W [f  ](x)
2

W [f  ](x)
3

Fig. 1: Representation of a neighborhood
of features for a point x ∈ Ω.

Inspired by the neighborhood filters, one can define the ker-
nel weights based on affinity functions. The basic affinity struc-
ture is of similarity between image features present already in
the noisy sample f ∈ L2(Ω). To every point x, we can assign
a neighborhood of features N (x) which, in a broad sense, can
consist of a finite set of windows that can have different sizes
and shapes to better adapt to the image. Formally, we can write
N (x) = {Wℓ(x) ⊆ Ω}ℓ∈L for some L ∈ N. Here, each index ℓ
can represent a region of interest in the image domain. The map
N : Ω → (2Ω)L does not necessarily need to define windows that
contain every pixel as we can take advantage of the high degree
of redundancy of any natural image. This is an extension of the
framework of a neighborhood system, which has shown that as
long as representative values are assigned to each pixel, then all pixels in the neighborhood can be
used to predict the value of such a pixel [27, 8].

A neighborhood of features allows us to define the following composite similarity kernel:

(2.3) γ(x,y) =


L∑

ℓ=1

αℓ exp
{
−σ−1dist

(
Wℓ[f ](x),Wℓ[f ](y)

)}2

if (x,y) ∈ supp(γ),

0 otherwise,

where {αℓ}ℓ∈J1,LK is a family of positive weights, the shape or filtering parameter σ > 0 controls
how much information from the distance between Wℓ[f ](x) and Wℓ[f ](y) is retained, and Wℓ[f ](x) =
{w[f ](z) : z ∈ Wℓ(x)} with w some vector field that may or not depend on ℓ for ℓ ∈ J1, LK. The
formalism (2.3) extends other classical kernels like the Sigma or Yaroslavsky & Lee kernel (L = 1,
W1(x) = {x}, α1 = 1, w[f ] = f , and dist = | · |) [46, 72], the SUSAN kernel (L = 1, W1(x) = {x},
α1 = 1, w[f ](x) = [ f(x) (σ/ρ)x ], and dist = ∥ · ∥2) [63], and the NLM kernel (L = 1, W1(x) = B(x; ρ),
α1 = 1, w[f ] = f , and dist = ∥ · ∥L2

Ga
(R)) [6, 7]. In this work, we are interested in the unnormalized

extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel [51] which obtains a composite similarity from windows of fixed
size. To be precise, fix L ≥ 1 and for each ℓ ∈ J1, LK define αℓ = L−1, take Wℓ(x) as a discrete subset
of Ω of size d2,ℓ, and define w[f ] = f . As a result, for any (x,y) ∈ Ω× Ω, we have

(2.4) γ(x,y) =
1

L

L∑
ℓ=1

exp
{
−σ−2

∥∥Wℓ[f ](x)−Wℓ[f ](y)
∥∥2
2

}
.

In [51], (2.4) was introduced to overcome the computational complexity of computing and storing
neighborhood kernels over high–dimensional sets of features. This task can be achieved efficiently for
windows of size d2,ℓ ≤ 3 using the NFFT, which we introduce in section 3. The core principle lies in
transferring the cost of computing the distance between large–sized windows with local information to
instead compute additional terms in the composite kernel with relevant information.

2.2. Discretization. Since we are interested in finding a solution that can display discontinuities,
following the approach in [26], we use a piece–wise constant finite element basis to approximate u in
L2(Ω). Specifically, consider the partition of the image domain Ω in the natural pixel grid of n1 × n2

single–pixel squares. For each square we associate a unit step function, the indicator of the pixel. Let
us denote the induced finite element method (FEM) functional space by V h. Here, collect uh and
fh ∈ Rn as the discretizations of u and f in V h, where n := n1n2 is the computational dimension.
Let {xh

i }i∈J1,nK ⊂ Ω denote the elements (pixels) in the image domain. Moreover, denote γh
i,j as the

FEM approximation at the pixels xh
i and xh

j , which we collect in the matrix Γh = (γh
i,j)(i,j). Then the

nonlocal product −Lu is discretized as
[
πV h(−Lu)

]
i
= ui

n∑
j=1

γh
i,j −

n∑
j=1

γh
i,juj for each i ∈ J1, nK. Let
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us denote ηηηh := Γh1n, then the nonlocal transformation can be represented as Lh := diag(ηηηh) − Γh

(notice the sign change). Here, Lh is nothing else than a graph Laplacian associated to a graph with
weights given by Γh. Then, the lower–level optimality condition (2.2b) can be written as

(2.5) Ahuh =
(
λIn + µ(diag(ηηηh)− Γh)

)
uh = λfh,

which we will refer to as the nonlocal system. Due to the nature of a graph Laplacian, the system is
ill–conditioned for small values of λ. We will develop a method for effectively preconditioning (2.5) in
section 4.

The FEM discretization of γ yields the discrete unnormalized extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel

(2.6) γh
i,j =

1

L

L∑
ℓ=1

exp
{
−σ−2

∥∥(Wℓ[f
h])i − (Wℓ[f

h])j
∥∥2
2

}
.

Often we will refer to Γh just as the ANOVA or the nonlocal kernel and each summand in (2.6) as

a subkernel. At this point, notice that if γh
i,i ̸= 0, then (Lh)i,i =

n∑
j=1

γh
i,j − γi,i =

∑
j ̸=i

γh
i,j , thus the

diagonal of Γh does not contribute to the reconstruction process. As a result, from now on, we will
assume that the diagonal of Γh only contains zero entries. Moreover, we will drop the super–index h
keeping in mind that all the bold or capitalized quantities are discrete approximations in V h.

3. NFFT–based Fast Gauss Transform. In this section, we provide a brief overview of the
Nonequispaced Fast Fourier Transform and the fast summation method for the Gauss Transform. The
NFFT is an extension of the classical FFT algorithm [25, 24, 64, 42] to evaluate the trigonometric
polynomial

(3.1) f(x) :=
∑
k∈IM

f̂ke
−2πik⊤x

at the nonequispaced (i.e., arbitrary, often irregularly distributed) nodes {xj}j∈J0,N−1K ⊂ Td from a

finite number of Fourier coefficients {f̂k}k∈IM ⊂ C, where M ∈ 2Nd and IM :=
d∏

s=1
{−ms/2, . . . ,ms/2 −

1}. The Torus is defined as T := R (mod Z) ≃ [−1/2, 1/2). The adjoint NFFT instead interchanges
the rôles of the Fourier coefficients and node evaluation in (3.1) with a sign change in the argument of
each exponential term.

The NFFT algorithm makes use of an oversampled FFT and the convolution theorem to yield
an approximation of (3.1) with arithmetic complexity O(|IM| log |IM| + N) [43]. Notice that the
computation time of the NFFT increases considerably with d due to the exponential relationship
minMd ≤ |IM|. Moreover, the NFFT algorithm deliberately incorporates a systematic error into its
calculations to maintain its advantageous computational efficiency. This extra error is manageable
and, if required, can be minimized to the level of machine precision [39]. For more information on the
the algorithm and the controlling parameters, we refer to [39, 38, 42].

The discrete Gauss Transform computes sums of the form

(3.2) g(x) :=

Ny−1∑
j=0

αje
−σ̄∥x−yj∥2

2 ,

for a given shape parameter σ̄ ∈ C with ℜ(σ̄) > 0 and the sets of coefficients {αj}j∈J1,NyK, source

nodes {yj}j∈J1,NyK ⊂ Rd, and target nodes {xj}j∈J1,NxK ⊂ Rd. In [44], the Fast Gauss Transform
(FGT) was presented as a fast summation method to approximate (3.2) regardless of the distribution
of the source and target nodes. The method is based on the application of an adjoint NFFT to α,
followed by a product with Fourier coefficients related to a truncation of a periodic approximation of
the shape function e−(r/σ)2 , and a forward NFFT [53, 54]. The complexity of the method is O(Nx +
Ny +Nd logNd), where Nd is the expansion degree of the Fourier coefficients in the NFFT. The value
of Nd is only related to the expected accuracy of the method and is independent of Nx and Ny; thus,
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the FGT behaves as O(Nx +Ny) [42, §4]. Notwithstanding, the associated cost of the constant in this
complexity computation suffers from the curse of dimensionality. As a result, the FGT is an efficient
algorithm for small–sized feature dimension d.

Recalling the ANOVA kernel (2.6), the FGT can be used to efficiently approximate the action of
Γ on a vector u ∈ Rn by successive application of L FGTs. Due to the curse of dimensionality, the
authors in [51] recommend the use of L windows of size less than four, where each window samples the
feature dimension, thus overcoming the computational limitation of the expansion degree. As a result,
the computational complexity of evaluating Γu is O(Ln). Error estimates on the approximation are
provided in [54, 44, 42], where parameter studies are performed.

4. Preconditioning under a new basis. Let us motivate this section by considering an ill–
conditioned system of linear equations, to be solved by an iterative method, including Krylov subspace
solvers such as the Conjugate Gradient (CG) [36] or Minimum Residual (MINRES) [52] methods. We
emphasize that our approach may be embedded within any such solver which requires a fixed (low)
number of matrix–vector applications. It is well-known that even if the condition number is large, these
methods can perform well if the eigenvalues are clustered in few and small intervals [40, 34]. The smaller
and further away the clusters are from the origin and each other, the better [71, 1]. Often, if we wish to
obtain clustered eigenvalues, we require the use of a preconditioner. Here, we are interested in the case
where a matrix has an eigenvalue too close to the origin, such that this eigenvalue prevents an ‘ideal’
clustering of the eigenvalues of the preconditioned system because (a) it drags down the remainder of
the eigenvalues, or (b) it results in the smallest eigenvalue being lower for the preconditioned system
than the original system. This occurs when preconditioning the nonlocal system (2.5). In what follows,
we propose a methodology to resolve this issue by isolating the smallest eigenvalue of a matrix without
modifying the rest of the spectrum. We introduce and derive explicit transformations which can be
easily implemented within any iterative framework, and show their computational complexity to be
linear in time, hence extending their applicability for large and dense linear systems.

4.1. Change of basis. Let (λ,v) be an eigenpair of a Hermitian (or real symmetric) matrix
A ∈ Mn(F)1. By definition, we know that dimv⊥ = n − 1; as a result, we can build a matrix
Q = (qi)i∈J1,nK such that q1 = v and {qi}i∈J2,nK is a basis in v⊥. Due to linear independence, the
matrix Q is invertible. As a result, we can conjugate A by the change of basis given by Q and define
AQ := Q−1AQ.

The matrix AQ has a particular structure that is useful to solve ill–conditioned systems. To see
this, let us start by finding its first column through analyzing the product AQe1. We know that
Qe1 = v, and since this is an eigenvector of A, we have that AQe1 = λv. Now, since v = q1, it holds
that Q−1v = e1, thence AQe1 = λe1. As a result, we can assert that Q is a change of basis that maps
the eigenvector v to e1. Notice that the first row of AQ is determined by the first row of Q−1, labeled
r1, in the following fashion:

(AQ)1,1:n = r1AQ =
[
⟨λv, r†1⟩ ⟨Aq2, r

†
1⟩ · · · ⟨Avn, r

†
1⟩
]
=

[
λ ⟨Aq2, r

†
1⟩ · · · ⟨Avn, r

†
1⟩
]
.(4.1)

Let us define b1 :=
(
⟨Aqi, r

†
1⟩
)
i∈J2,nK and B2 := (AQ)2:n,2:n. We can thus write AQ as the block matrix

(4.2) AQ =

[
λ b1

0n−1 B2

]
.

Observe that since e1 is an eigenvector of AQ, then Σ(B2) = Σ(A) \ {λ} when λ is simple. As a
result, the block structure of (4.2) is useful when we try to solve systems of equations of the form
Au = f that suffer from ill–conditioning (either by having a very small minimum eigenvalue or a very
large spectral radius). To see this, notice that we can select λ accordingly and solve the equivalent
system AQx = Q−1f = g. We can easily recover a solution in the original basis by the transformation
u = Qx. By construction, if we let u = (u1 u⊤

2:n)
⊤ and g = (g1 g⊤

2:n)
⊤, then u2:n = B−1

2 g2:n but

1Most of the following results can be generalized to the non-Hermitian case without loss of generality. However, we
focus on the Hermitian case for the relationship between the spectrum of A and its condition number.
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also u1 = λ−1[g1 − b1u2:n]. The system B2u2:n = g2:n can be solved using either a direct or iterative
method. However, the condition number of B2 is just

κ(B2) =


∣∣∣ ρ(A)
a(A)

∣∣∣ if λ = min
∣∣Σ(A)

∣∣,
max |Σ(B2)|
min |Σ(A)| if λ = max

∣∣Σ(A)
∣∣,

which can result in better–conditioned systems, depending on the distribution of the spectrum of A.
A simple requirement is for λ to be simple. We note that b1 is not always a vector of zeros.

A particular case of interest is when Q is symmetric or orthogonal. In the former case, we have
that v⊤ is the first row of Q and it is orthogonal to any other row of Q. As a result, ∥v∥−1

2 v solves the
equation Qx = e1; i.e., ∥v∥−2

2 v⊤ is the first row of Q−1. Recalling (4.1), this means that b1 = 0⊤
n−1

and (4.2) becomes a block diagonal system. In the orthogonal case, we have that Q−1 = Q⊤ implies
∥v∥2 = 1 and r1 = v⊤, from which b1 = 0⊤

n−1 follows. Note a further consequence of the orthogonal
case is that AQ and B2 are then symmetric. In our previous computations, we assumed that we had
a real vector field; however, similar results can be obtained for the Hermitian and unitary cases. The
Hermitian case yields r1 = v† and from complex orthogonality b1 = 0⊤

n−1 follows, while for the unitary
case, we have that Q−1 = Q† implies ∥v∥2 = 1 and r1 = v†, from which b1 = 0⊤

n−1 follows. The
unitary case is a special case of deflation and is used for solving eigenvalue problems [33, Lemma 7.1.2].

4.1.1. An explicit transformation. A relevant question might arise at this point: can we define
a general sequence {qi}i∈J2,nK such that Q is Hermitian? To affirmatively answer this question, assume,
without loss of generality, v1 to be real2 and nonzero3. We then propose the following sequence4:

(4.3) qi := vie1 − v1ei =

{
vie1 − v1ei if vi ̸= 0,

−v1ei otherwise,
∀i ∈ J2, nK.

Lemma 4.1. The matrix Q = (qi)i∈J1,nK is Hermitian and invertible.

Proof. To see this, observe that the matrix Q is sparse as it only has nonzero values on its diagonal
and its first row and column. In particular, the diagonal values are real due to our choice of v1 and
the fact that the canonical basis vectors are real. For the remaining off–diagonal values, we have that
r1 = v† by definition. Hence Q is Hermitian and can be written as the bordered or block matrix

Q =

[
v1 v†

2:n

v2:n −v1In−1

]
.(4.4)

To show invertibility, consider a linear combination of the following form (with constants αi):

0 =

n∑
i=2

αiqi =

n∑
i=2

αi(β1,ie1 + β2,iei) =: α1e1 +

n∑
i=2

(αiβ2,i)ei.

As the values β2,i are nonzero, we know that by linear independence of the canonical basis that the
set {qi}i∈J2,nK is linearly independent. Moreover, we have that by orthogonality all columns in Q are
linearly independent, thus Q is invertible. Another way to see this, is by the elegant formula [61]:

(4.5) det(Q) = det
(
v1 − v†

2:n(−v1In−1)
−1v2:n

)
det(−v1In−1).

Clearly det(−v1In−1) = (−v1)
n−1, and the first multiplicand in (4.5) is just v1 + v−1

1 ∥v2:n∥2 and none
of these terms are zero as v1 is nonzero and real.

2This is straightforward as the vector u := v1v is still an eigenvector of A paired with λ, and its first entry is real.
3For the case v1 = 0, we can replace v1 in (4.3) with vı, where ı = minvi ̸=0 i.
4The constant v1 used in qi = −v1ei for the case vi = 0 is optional, as we can select any nontrivial real vector in

span ei.
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We can furthermore explicitly compute the inverse ofQ by means of the Schur complement. Letting
D := −v1In−1, we have that

Q/D := v1 − v†
2:nD

−1v2:n = v1 + v−1
1 ∥v2:n∥2.

Thence5 we have the inverse block matrix [65]:

Q−1 =

[
(Q/D)−1 −(Q/D)−1v†

2:nD
−1

−D−1v2:n(Q/D)−1
D−1 +D−1v2:n(Q/D)−1v†

2:nD
−1

]

= (Q/D)−1

[
1 −v†

2:nD
−1

−D−1v2:n (Q/D)D−1 +D−1v2:nv
†
2:nD

−1

]

= (Q/D)−1

[
1 v−1

1 v†
2:n

v−1
1 v2:n (Q/D)D−1 + v−2

1 v2:nv
†
2:n

]
,(4.6)

where we have that (Q/D)−1 = v1
/
∥v∥2 and D−1 = −v−1

1 In−1.
Notice that we can further simplify Q−1 in (4.6) as

Q−1 =
v1

∥v∥2

[
1 v−1

1 v†
2:n

v−1
1 v2:n v−2

1 v2:nv
†
2:n

]
+

[
0n

0⊤
n−1

D−1

]

=
v1

∥v∥2

[
1

v−1
1 v2:n

]
⊗

[
1

v−1
1 v2:n

]†

+

[
0n

0⊤
n−1

D−1

]
=

1

v1∥v∥2
v ⊗ v† − diag(0, v−1

1 1n−1).

A perk of this representation is that the action of both Q and Q−1 can be computed in O(n) operations,
which can be instantly seen from

Qu =

[
⟨u,v⟩

u1v2:n − v1u2:n

]
and Q−1u = v−1

1

{
⟨u,v⟩
∥v∥2

v −
[

0
u2:n

]}
.

4.1.2. Unitary representation. After determining Q and its inverse, it may be pertinent to
establish a unitary (orthogonal) representation of this change of basis. Assuming the same hypotheses
as those that led to (4.4), we can orthonormalize the columns in Q to yield a unitary transformation,
denoted as U . This can be done exactly using the Gram–Schmidt process and the fact that v ⊥ Q:,2:n.
To see this, let us build the family {wi}i∈J1,nK with w1 = v, and let Iv = {i ∈ J2, nK : ıvi=0}; i.e.,
Iv contains the indices of v corresponding to zero entries. We know that in such cases qi = −v1ei
according to (4.3), hence we define wi = −v1ei for all i ∈ Iv and notice that in such cases v ⊥ wi and
∥wi∥2 = |v1|. Observe that w2 = q2 as well. Now, for any other index i ∈ J3, nK \ Iv, we have that

wi = qi −
∑

j∈J2,k−1K
j /∈Iv

projwj
(qi) = vie1 − v1ei −

i−1∑
j=2

⟨qi,wj⟩
⟨wj ,wj⟩

wj

= −v1ei + vi

[
e1 −

i−1∑
j=2

∥wj∥−2wj,1wj

]
.

From here we can conclude that the matrix U = (wi/∥wi∥2)i∈J1,nK can be written as

U =
[
v Tv

]
diag

(
∥v∥2, ∥q∥2, ∥w3∥2, . . . , ∥wn∥2

)−1
,

where Tv is an upper triangular matrix with constant first lower diagonal equal to −v1.

5Notice that for the case v1 = 0, a similar sparse diagonal–block structure as in (4.4) can be derived. The first
diagonal block would be −vıIı−1, while the other block is just (4.4) indexed for ı instead. A similar block structure can
be found for the inverse of the block diagonal operator that resembles (4.6) with an additional direct sum.
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We can further find an explicit recurrence relation to compute the entries of U [29, §6, Th. 2]. To
see this, we can take advantage of the sparsity of Q and compute the Gram determinant

Gi := detQ1:i,1:i Q
†
1:i,1:i =

∣∣∣∣∣ ∥v∥2 0⊤
i−1

0i−1 v2:i ⊗ v†
2:i + v21 Ii−1

∣∣∣∣∣
= ∥v∥2 det

(
v2:i ⊗ v†

2:i + v21 Ii−1

)
= ∥v∥2v2(i−1)

1

(
v†
2:iv2:i/v

2
1 + 1

)
= ∥v∥2v2(i−1)

1

[
v−2
1 ∥v2:i∥2 + 1

]
= v

2(i−2)
1 ∥v1:i∥2∥v∥2,

where we have used the Weinstein–Aronszajn identity. The orthogonal family {wi}i∈J1,nK can be found
by computing the formal determinant

wi =
1

Gi−1

∣∣∣∣∣Q1:i−1,1:i Q
†
1:i,1:i

(qj)j∈J1,iK

∣∣∣∣∣ = 1

Gi−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∥v∥2 0⊤

i−1

0i−2 v2:i−1 ⊗ v†
2:i + v21

[
Ii−2 0i−2

]
v (qj)j∈J2,iK

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
Using Laplace’s expansion for the first row, we have

(4.7) Gi−1∥v∥−2wi =

∣∣∣∣∣v2:i−1 ⊗ v†
2:i + v21

[
Ii−2 0i−2

]
(qj)j∈J2,iK

∣∣∣∣∣ .
It turns out that we can compute this determinant exactly in terms of the canonical basis. To see this,
let {pj}j∈J2,iK be a finite set in F and consider the matrix[

v2:i−1 ⊗ v†
2:i + v21

[
Ii−2 0i−2

]
(pj)j∈J2,iK

]
=

[
v2:i−1

0

]
v†
2:i +

[
v21 Ii−2 0i−2

(pj)j∈J2,i−1K pi

]
=: rs⊤ + C.

The determinant of this rank–one perturbation can be computed exactly as [48, Eq. (9)]

(4.8) det(C + rs⊤) = det(C) + s⊤adj(C) r,

where adj(C) is the adjugate of C. Taking advantage of the sparsity of C, we obtain

det(C) = piv
2(i−2)
1 and adj(C) = v

2(i−3)
1

[
piIi−2 0i−2

(−pj)j∈J2,i−1K v21

]
.

As a result, we have that (4.8) yields

det(C + rs⊤) = v
2(i−2)
1

pi + v−2
1 v†

2:i

[
piIi−2

(−pj)j∈J2,i−1K

]
v2:i−1



= v
2(i−2)
1

pi + v−2
1

[
v†
2:i−1 vi

] piv2:i−1

−
i−1∑
j=2

vjpj




= v
2(i−3)
1

∥v1:i−1∥2pi − vi

i−1∑
j=2

vjpj

 .(4.9)

Returning to (4.7), notice that we can replace the finite family {pj}j∈J2,iK in (4.9) with the family
{qj}j∈J2,iK. However, by the multilinearity of the determinant, we can express (4.7) as the difference
between two determinants based on (4.9), one with the family {vje1}j∈J2,iK, and another with the
family {v1ej}j∈J2,iK. For the former, we have that

v
2(i−3)
1

∥v1:i−1∥2vie1 − vi

i−1∑
j=2

vjvje1

 = viv
2(i−3)
1

∥v1:i−1∥2 −
i−1∑
j=2

|vj |2
 e1
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= viv
2(i−3)
1

[
∥v1:i−1∥2 − ∥v1:i−1∥2 + v21

]
e1 = viv

2(i−2)
1 e1.

Likewise,

v
2(i−3)
1

∥v1:i−1∥2v1ei − vi

i−1∑
j=2

vjv1ej

 = v2i−5
1 ∥v1:i−1∥2ei − viv

2i−5
1

i−1∑
j=2

vjej .

Hence we have that

Gi−1∥v∥−2wi = v
2(i−3)
1

[
viv

2
1e1 + viv1

i−1∑
j=2

vjej − v1∥v1:i−1∥2ei
]
.

We can compute Gi−1∥v∥−2 = ∥v1:i−1∥2v2(i−3)
1 , hence

wi =
viv

2
1

∥v1:i−1∥2
e1 +

viv1
∥v1:i−1∥2

i−1∑
j=2

vjej − v1ei =
viv1

∥v1:i−1∥2
v1:i−1 − v1ei.

The normalization factors can be computed exactly again using the formal determinant as above,
where we have

ui :=
wi

∥wi∥
=

√
Gi−1

Gi
wi =

∥v1:i−1∥
v1∥v1:i∥

wi =
1

∥v1:i∥

[
vi

∥v1:i−1∥
v1:i−1 − ∥v1:i−1∥ei

]
for all i ∈ J2, nK. Now, let us define the two (n− 1)–dimensional vectors

av :=
(
∥v1:i−1∥∥v1:i∥−1

)
i∈J2,nK and bv :=

(
∥v1:i−1∥∥v1:i∥

)◦−1

i∈J2,nK,

where ( · )◦−1 is the component–wise Hadamard multiplicative inverse. Then, the unitary matrix
U := (ui)i∈J1,nK can be written in the following form:

(4.10) U = diag(v)
[
1n Triu0(1n,n−1)

]
diag

(
∥v∥−1, v2:n ◦ bv

)
− diag

(
0, av

)
.

A nice outcome of finding (4.10) is that its action on a vector can be computed in a similar time as Q:

Ux = v ◦
[
1n Triu0(1n,n−1)

] [ ∥v∥−1

v2:n ◦ bv

]
◦ x−

[
0
av

]
◦ x

= v ◦ SCS↑
(

∥v∥−1x1

v2:n ◦ bv ◦ x2:n

)
−

[
0

av ◦ x2:n

]
,

where SCS↑ computes a translated shifted backwards cumulative sum given by:

SCS↑(x) := x1 +

[(
n∑

j=i+1

xj

)
i∈J1,n−1K

0

]⊤

.

We can instantly observe that Ux can be computed in O(n) time as it only involves Hadamard
products of vectors and a cumulative sum. Moreover, the adjoint of this linear operator is just a
shifted cumulative sum

SCS↓(x) :=

[
n∑

j=1

xj

(
i−1∑
j=1

xj

)
i∈J2,n−1K

]⊤

.

The latter expression allows us to obtain the action of the adjoint U†:

U†x =

[
∥v∥−1

v2:n ◦ bv

]
◦ SCS↓(v ◦ x)−

[
0

av ◦ x2:n

]
.
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4.2. Application to graph Laplacians. In the previous section we constructed an exact change
of basis that allowed us to express any Hermitian matrix as a block matrix based on a known eigenpair.
In what follows, we will apply our methodology to analyze scalings of graph Laplacians and derive
some spectral properties of these operators.

Let us now recall the nonlocal system

(4.11) Au =
(
λIn + µ

=:L︷ ︸︸ ︷
(diag(ηηη)− Γ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:B

)
u = λf ,

where λ, µ > 0, f ∈ Rn, ηηη ∈ Rn is just the sum of Γ by rows; i.e., ηηη := Γ1n, and Γ is an indefinite
symmetric matrix with entries in [0, 1], with zero diagonal and at least one nonzero strictly positive
off–diagonal entry per row.

We promptly identify L as a graph Laplacian, and, by linearity, we have that B is also a graph
Laplacian and A is a constant diagonal perturbation of B. The following properties follow suit:

• Our assumptions on G imply that L is the graph Laplacian of connected graph6.
• L, B, and A are M–matrices; i.e., with positive diagonal and non–positive off-diagonal entries.
• L and B are symmetric, positive semidefinite, and diagonally dominant. They share the small-
est eigenvalue 0 = minΣ(L) = minΣ(B), which is simple by the connectivity [35, Theorem
2.7], and its corresponding eigenvector 1n.

• A is symmetric positive definite, strictly diagonally dominant, and its smallest eigenvalue λ is
associated again with the eigenvector 1n.

We can gain some additional information from the spectrum of A. Let us revisit the extension [56,
Lemma 2.1] of Schur’s theorem concerning the spectra of Hadamard products [49, Theorem §9 J.1]:

Theorem 4.2. Let C,D ∈ Mn(R) be symmetric. If C ≽ 0, then

maxΣ(D) diag(C) ≽ C ◦D ≽ minΣ(D) diag(C).

Here ≼ is the Löwner order over the set of symmetric positive semidefinite matrices.

Lemma 4.3. The spectral radius of L is contained in a ball centered at maxηηη and with radius
maxηηη; i.e., maxηηη ≤ ρ(L) ≤ 2maxηηη due to symmetry. Moreover, if Γ is the weight matrix of a
non–bipartite graph; i.e., γi,j > 0 for all i ̸= j, then the upper bound improves to a strict inequality.

Proof. The lower bound follows from Theorem 4.2 by selecting C = In and D = L, then ρ(L)In ≽
diag(ηηη) ≽ 0n,n; i.e., ρ(L) ≥ maxηηη. The the upper bound follows from [35, Theorem 2.7]. In the same
theorem, it shown that the upper bound is attained whenever the underlying graph is bipartite.

As a result, we have that Σ(A) ⊂ [λ, λ + 2µmaxηηη) which yields the following inclusion for the
condition number of A for non–bipartite based L:

(4.12) κ(A) = 1 +
1

λ
ρ(B) = 1 +

µ

λ
ρ(L) ∈ 1 +

µmaxηηη

λ
[1, 2).

We observe that λ has a critical role in the conditioning of A; i.e., for values λ ≪ µmaxηηη, the system
(4.11) is ill–conditioned. Let us apply the sparse change of basis we derived in subsection 4.1. To do
this, we identify v = 1n as the basis eigenvector for the change of basis Q in (4.3), which yields

(4.13) Q =

[
1n

1⊤
n−1

−In−1

]
and Q−1 = n−11n,n − diag

(
0,1n−1

)
.

Their action on a vector u ∈ Rn with mean u = 1
n

n∑
i=1

ui can be easily computed through Qu =

[ nu u11
⊤
n−1−u⊤

2:n ]
⊤
and Q−1u = [ u u1⊤

n−1−u⊤
2:n ]

⊤
. Following (4.10), the unitary representation of the

change of basis encoded in Q is given by

U =
[
1n Triu0(1n,n−1)

]
diag

(
n−1/2,

(
1

k(k−1)

)◦1/2

i∈J2,nK

)
− diag

(
0,
(
k−1
k

)◦1/2

i∈J2,nK

)
6For the disconnected case, we can start finding each connected component of the graph, then the theory that follows

is applicable to each connected component.
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=


1n

1 1 1 · · ·

1n−1

−1 1 1
0 −2 1
... 0 −3

0
. . .

0 · · · 0 −(n− 1)


diag

(
n−1/2,

(√
1/k(k−1)

)
i∈J2,nK

)
.(4.14)

Again, it is possible to obtain simplified expressions for the action of U and U⊤, which are real matrices,
as at the end of subsection 4.1.2.

We know that as a result of the symmetry of Q, the conjugate forms AQ and AU
7 have a block

diagonal structure as in (4.2) with b1 = 0⊤
n−1. After some algebraic manipulations, it can be derived

that the sub–blocks (AQ)2:n,2:n and (AU )2:n,2:n can have non–negative off–diagonal entries. In the case
of AQ, we can readily see this since

Q−1L =

[
0⊤
n

−L2:n,1:n

]
and LQ =

[
0 0⊤

n−1

0n−1 L2:n,2:n + Γ2:n,11
⊤
n−1

]
.

As a result, we have that

(4.15) AQ =

[
λ 0⊤

n−1

0n−1 µL2:n,2:n + µΓ2:n,11
⊤
n−1 + λIn−1

]
.

By our analysis in subsection 4.1, we know that Σ(A) = Σ(AQ), moreover Σ(AQ)\{λ} = µΣ
(
L2:n,2:n+

Γ2:n,11
⊤
n−1

)
+ λ.

At this point, we introduce the leverage operator Pℓ(λ) defined as Pℓ(λ) := diag
(
ℓ1(λ), ℓ2(λ)1n−1

)
.

When we premultiply AU or AQ by such an operator, we modify the spectrum in the following way:

Σ
(
Pℓ(λ)AU

)
= Σ

(
Pℓ(λ)AQ

)
= ℓ2(λ)

[
Σ(B) + λ

]
\ {λ} ∪ {ℓ1(λ)λ}.

Notice here that Pℓ(λ)AU is a symmetric matrix, as the leverage Pℓ(λ) acts on each block of AU as a
constant.

To understand the name and motivation of this operator, observe that if we select the functions
ℓ1(λ) = λ−1

(
δρ(B)+ (1− δ)a(B)+λ

)
with δ ∈ [0, 1] and also ℓ2(λ) ≡ 1, then the spectrum of Pℓ(λ)AU

will be contained in the convex hull of Σ(A) \ {λ}. Hence we have leveraged the smallest eigenvalue λ.
Let us consider how the operator affects the matrix in the original basis. To see this, consider the

conjugation by Q and the same leverage action Pℓ(λ) that reallocates the smallest eigenvalue λ inside
the spectrum of the sub–block (AQ)2:n,2:n. Then we have that

QPℓ(λ)AQQ
−1 = QλPℓ(λ)Q

−1 +B

=
1

n
(λℓ1(λ)− λ)1n,n + λIn +B =

1

n
(λℓ1(λ)− λ)1n,n +A.(4.16)

As the change of basis does not modify the spectrum, the spectrum of (4.16) lies in the interval[
a(A), ρ(A)

]
. Moreover, notice that now we are dealing with a positive definite matrix that might not

necessarily be an M–matrix, yet it is still strictly diagonally dominant.
The leverage operator allows us to retrieve information about the algebraic connectivity of L.

Lemma 4.4. For any graph Laplacian L, it holds that a(L) ≤ n
n−1 minηηη.

Proof. Notice that we can apply the same procedure as in Lemma 4.3 by instead letting C = In
and D = QPℓ(λ)AQQ

−1. The diagonal of D is just 1
n

(
λℓ1(λ) − λ

)
1n + λ1n + µηηη, and its minimum

eigenvalue is min
{
a(B)+λ, λℓ1(λ)

}
. By the choice ℓ1(λ) = λ−1

(
δρ(B)+ (1− δ)a(B)+λ

)
with δ = 0,

we obtain that minΣ(D) = a(B) + λ, and then by Theorem 4.2:(
a(B) + λ

)
In ≼ diag

( 1

n

(
λℓ1(λ)− λ

)
1n + λIn + µηηη

)
= diag

( 1

n
a(B)1n + λIn + µηηη

)
,

7Recall the notation from subsection 4.1: YX := X−1Y X for any two square matrices Y and X.
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which means that a(B) + λ ≤ 1
na(B) + λ+ µminηηη and the bound follows.

The inequality in Lemma 4.4 is as sharp as possible without employing specific properties from the
underlying graph; for graph–based bounds, see [18]. A simple example arises from the unweighted
complete graph Kn: its unscaled graph Laplacian is given by L = nIn − 1n,n, and its spectrum is just
{0, n} where n has algebraic multiplicity n− 1. As a result, a(B) = n but min diag(B) = n− 1, so we
have that a(B) ≥ min diag(B) and the inequality a(B) ≤ n

n−1 min diag(B) is attained.
Finally, we can arrive at a new inequality for bounding the algebraic connectivity from below by

noticing that the matrix E = L2:n,2:n +Γ2:n,11
⊤
n−1 is a rank–one perturbation of a definite M–matrix.

The perturbation is positive semidefinite in the sense that Σ(Γ2:n,11
⊤
n−1) =

{
0,

n∑
i=2

Γi,1

}
. Moreover,

we obtain the following result:

Lemma 4.5. It holds that Σ(E) ≥ minΓ2:n,1.

Proof. Let us denote u := Γ2:n,1 and S := L2:n,2:n. Notice that S1n−1 = u. Thus we can factor E
as the product of two symmetric matrices E = S(In−1 + 1n−1,n−1) =: SF . Observe that the matrix F
is positive definite with Σ(F ) = {1, n} and diagonalizable by nothing else than the change of basis U in
(4.14). As a result, E is the product of two positive definite matrices, hence we have by [49, §20 A.1.a]
that, for any k ∈ J1, n − 1K, it holds that λk(S) ≤ λk(E) ≤ nλk(S), for which we can assert that the
eigenvalues of S satisfy 1

nλk(E) ≤ λk(S) ≤ λk(E). Here we have used the notation λk(A) to refer to
the ascending k–th eigenvalue (accounting for multiplicity) of a positive definite matrix A ∈ Mn(F).

Now, it is clear that the sum of the off–diagonal entries of S by rows is nothing else than ηηη2:n−u =
ηηη2:n − Γ2:n,1. By Gershgorin’s circle theorem [69, 33], we have that minΣ(S) ≥ minΓ2:n,1.

The lower bound obtained in Lemma 4.5 allows us to obtain the following bound on the algebraic
connectivity of the original system via (4.15):

(4.17) a(A) ≥ µminΓ1:n,1 + λ.

If L is the graph Laplacian of a complete graph, the bound (4.17) is particularly useful for estimating
when the system (4.11) is ill–conditioned, and estimating the condition number of the sub–block
(AQ)2:n,2:n. Notice that the bound gives a sharper criteria for ill–conditioning and at the expense of
computing Le1.

4.3. Applications for preconditioning graph Laplacians. In this section we propose two
families of preconditioners for solving the system (4.11). The first family consists of two sparse diagonal
preconditioners. Their spectra are analyzed and criteria for their applicability are discussed. These
preconditioners will be extended to a second family of dense preconditioners. Examples will showcase
the effects of each family on preconditioning the system (4.11).

4.3.1. Diagonal preconditioners. As A is a positive definite operator, the Jacobi precondi-
tioner Pa = diag(A) is an out–of–the–box suitable choice. By our choice of Γ, we have that

Pa = λIn + µdiag(ηηη)− µdiag(Γ) = λIn + µdiag(ηηη).

We have the following result for the numerical range of the preconditioned system P−1
a A:

Lemma 4.6. The eigenvalues of the preconditioned system satisfy

(4.18)
λ

λ+ µmaxηηη
≤ Σ(P−1

a A) ≤ min

{
2,

n

n− 1

ρ(L)

a(L)

}
.

Proof. Let us start by noticing that P−1
a A can be written as the difference between an identity

matrix and a stochastic matrix. Hence by [35, Theorem 2.7], we have that Σ(P−1
a A) ⊂ [0, 2].

Now let us analyse the generalized Rayleigh quotient of P−1
a A. Here, let x ̸= 0n and

(4.19) R(A,Pa,x) =
⟨x, Ax⟩
⟨x,Pax⟩

=
λ⟨x,x⟩+ µ⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩ − µ⟨x,Γx⟩

λ⟨x,x⟩+ µ⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩
.
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Now consider the inequality a+b
a+c ≤ max{1, b/c}, which holds for all a, b ≥ 0 and c > 0. Hence

R(A,Pa,x) ≤ max

{
⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩ − ⟨x,Γx⟩

⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩
, 1

}
.

Notice that ⟨x, ηηη ◦ x − Γx⟩ ≤ ρ(L)∥x∥2 and ⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩ ≥ minηηη∥x∥2. Thus, we can further bound the
above by

R(A,Pa,x) ≤ max

{
ρ(L)

minηηη
, 1

}
.

From Lemma 4.4, we may conclude that

R(A,Pa,x) ≤ min

{
2,

n

n− 1

ρ(L)

a(L)

}
.

For the lower bound, by the positive definiteness of L, we have that

R(A,Pa,x) ≥
λ⟨x,x⟩

λ⟨x,x⟩+ µ⟨x, ηηη ◦ x⟩
≥ min

i∈J1,nK

λ

λ+ µηi
=

λ

λ+ µmaxηηη
.

Remark 4.7. From (4.19), we also see, by the positivity of ηηη, that

R(A,Pa,x) ≤ 1 +
µ

λ

⟨x, Lx⟩
⟨x,x⟩

≤ 1 +
2µ

λ
maxηηη.

This is nothing else than the upper bound from the condition number of A as in (4.12). Also, notice
that if λ ≫ 2µmaxηηη, then the spectral radius of the preconditioned system is very close to 1. On
the other hand, the lower bound on (4.18) tells us that the smallest eigenvalue of P−1

a A can be even
smaller than the smallest eigenvalue of A. In particular, this becomes critical in the case λ ≪ µmaxηηη,
as often ηηη ≥ 1n, for which we can suspect that the smallest eigenvalue can be closer to zero with
preconditioning, hence damping the performance of Krylov subspace solvers.

Now let us consider the preconditioner proposed in [26] for the nonlocal means kernel:

Pb = diag

([∑
j

a2i,j

]1/2)
i∈J1,nK

.

Taking into account the definitions of A, Γ, and ηηη, we have that a2i,i = (µηηη + λ)2i while a2i,j = µ2γ2
i,j

for i ̸= j. Summing up either by rows or columns, we obtain the following:

(4.20) (Pb)
2
i,i =

n∑
j=1

a2i,j = µ2
n∑

j=1

γ2
i,j + (µηi + λ)2 = µ2[(Γ ◦ Γ)1n]i + (Pa)

2
i,i,

or alternatively Pb =
[
µ2 diag(Γ◦2 1n) + (Pa)

2
]1/2

.

Lemma 4.8. The operators Pa and Pb are spectrally equivalent; specifically, Pa ≼ Pb ≼
√
2Pa.

Proof. Due to the ℓ1–ℓ2 norm equivalence, we have that( n∑
j=1

γ2
i,j

)1/2

= ∥γi,(:)∥2 ≤ ∥γi,(:)∥1 =

n∑
j=1

γi,j = ηi.

As a result, we have that
∑n

j=1 γ
2
i,j ≤ η2i , and by completing the square

(Pb)
2
i,i =

n∑
j=1

a2i,j ≤ µ2η2i + (Pa)
2
i,i ≤ 2(Pa)

2
i,i.

Taking the square root of both sides, we obtain (Pb)i,i ≤
√
2(Pa)i,i. Further, by the non–negativity of

all the terms involved in (4.20), we also have that (Pa)i,i ≤ (Pb)i,i.
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Lemma 4.9. The eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P−1
b A satisfy

2−
1/2λmin(P

−1
a A) ≤ Σ(P−1

b A) ≤ λmax(P
−1
a A).

Proof. The result follows directly from Lemma 4.8. To see this, consider the Rayleigh quotient

R(A,Pb,x) =
⟨x,Ax⟩
⟨x,Pax⟩

⟨x,Pax⟩
⟨x,Pbx⟩ . The second quotient is bounded in [2−1/2, 1]; hence, 2−1/2 R(A,Pa,x) ≤

R(A,Pb,x) ≤ R(A,Pa,x) for all x ∈ Rn.

Remark 4.10 (Computing Γ◦2). Note that if computing Γ is computationally inefficient, this will
also be the case with Γ◦2. However, we are interested in particular cases of Γ: (i) if the entries of Γ are
moderated by a variance parameter σ as in γi,j = exp(−σ−2ri,j), then γ2

i,j = exp(−(σ/
√
2)−2ri,j), so

computing Γ◦2 1n is as expensive as computing Γ1n with a different σ; (ii) if Γ is a composite operator

of the form Γ = 1
L

L∑
ℓ=1

Γℓ and Γℓ is as in case (i), then by Pascal’s simplex we obtain the expansion

γ2
i,j =

1

L2

L∑
ℓ=1

(γℓ)
2
i,j +

2

L2

∑
ℓ<κ

(γℓ)i,j(γκ)i,j(4.21)

=
1

L2

L∑
ℓ=1

exp
(
−(σ/

√
2)−2(rℓ)i,j

)
+

2

L2

∑
ℓ<κ

exp
(
−σ−2(rℓ + rκ)i,j

)
.

Out of the 1
2L(L+1) terms, the 1

2L(L− 1) pairwise products can exceed the computational limitations
of the NFFT. Hence, assembling Pb would require more computational time than assembling A itself,
making it an unpractical preconditioner.

As a result, let us redefine the preconditioner Pb using just the first L terms in (4.21):

(4.22) Pb’ =

[(
µ/L

)2 L∑
ℓ=1

diag(Γ◦2
ℓ 1n) + (Pa)

2

]1/2

.

Hence, we obtain that (Pa)
2
i,i ≤ (Pb’)

2
i,i ≤ (Pb)

2
i,i ≤ 2(Pa)

2
i,i. Hence, the spectral results in Lemma 4.9

also apply to Pb’. We will use (4.22) whenever we precondition systems based on the ANOVA kernel.

4.3.2. Dense preconditioners. As proven in Lemma 4.6 and extended by Lemma 4.9, the
preconditioners Pa and Pb introduced in the previous section can result in an eigenvalue that is smaller
than λ when applied to A. We aim to mitigate this effect by applying the change of basis explored in
subsection 4.2.

Let X ∈ {Q,U} be any of the change of basis matrices in (4.13) and (4.14). Recall that the matrix
AX that has the form

(4.23) AX =

[
λ 0⊤

n−1

0n−1 ∗

]
= X−1AX.

In this sense, as discussed in subsection 4.1, we can solve the system AXx = g by splitting it so that
x1 = g1/λ and (AX)2:n,2:nx2:n = g2:n. For solving the latter system, we would benefit from the action
of the preconditioner P ∈ {Pa,Pb}. However, we need to express the preconditioner under the new
basis; i.e., we introduce DX := X−1PX. As a result D−1

X AX = X−1P−1AX has the same range of
eigenvalues as the preconditioned system in the original basis. Moreover, notice that D−1

X AX is dense
as DX is dense, otherwise we would not be able to decouple the preconditioned system as for (4.23).

Our interest turns instead towards the projection of the preconditioner on the second diagonal
sub–block of AX . At this point, let us define the projection operator π2 : Mn(F) → Mn−1(F) such
that π2(A) = A2:n,2:n. Now, consider the equivalent system[

0n
0⊤
n−1

π2(AX)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:SX

[
0

x2:n

]
=

[
0

g2:n

]
,
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When we apply D−1
X to SX , we obtain a system of the form

(4.24)

[
0n

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

π2(D
−1
X )π2(AX)

][
0

x2:n

]
=

[
∗

π2(D
−1
X )g2:n

]
.

However, it is not difficult to also see that π2(D
−1
X AX) = π2(D

−1
X )π2(AX) (this is a consequence of the

block structure). Hence we define a preconditioner for AX by its inverse form:

P−1
X,P :=

[
1 0⊤

n−1

0n−1 π2(D
−1
X )

]
.

As P−1
X,P is a block matrix, its action on AX retains the block structure, and hence we can decouple

P−1
X,PAX and focus just on the sub–block π2(D

−1
X AX).

The spectral properties of π2(D
−1
X AX) can be studied from the higher–dimensional system (4.24)

as its lower diagonal block contains all of the relevant eigen–information.

Lemma 4.11. Let P be any of the diagonal preconditioners introduced in subsection 4.3.1 and
DX = X−1PX. Further, let X ∈ {Q,U} be any of the change of basis matrices in (4.13) and (4.14).
Then π2(D

−1
X AX) has a strictly positive smallest eigenvalue, and the following holds:

a(P−1A)− λ

λ+ µminηηη
≤ Σ

(
π2(D

−1
X AX)

)
≤ ρ(P−1A).

Moreover, the upper bounds of Lemma 4.6 are satisfied.

Proof. Start by noticing that D−1
X SX is equivalent to D

−1/2
X SXD

−1/2
X . Moreover, we have that SX

is nothing more than a perturbation of AX :

SX = AX − diag(λ,0n−1) = X−1
(
A− λ

n
1n,n

)
X =: X−1TX.

The last equality comes from the fact that conjugation by X diagonalizes the matrix (λ/n)1n,n by
construction of Q and U for the graph Laplacian.

At this point, notice that T is a deflation of A. To see this observe that T1n = λ1n − λ(n/n)1n =
01n. On the contrary, for any eigenpair of A, (β,v), we have that 1n ⊥ v and thus Tv = βv. As
a result, the rank–one perturbation of A by (λ/n)1n,n does not modify the eigenvalues of A that are
different than λ: Σ(SX) = {0} ∪ Σ(A) \ {λ}.

From the fact that D−1
X SX = X−1P−1TX, we can describe the spectrum of the preconditioned

operator π2(D
−1
X AX) by a sub–range of the Rayleigh quotient R(T,P,y). By the form of (4.24), the

smallest value this quotient can take is 0, this value is attained by selecting y = 1n. We also have that

R(T,P,y) =
⟨y, Ty⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

=
⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

− λ

n

⟨y,1n,ny⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

≤ ⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

,

which is bounded by the spectral radius of P−1A. Further, taking into account Lemma 4.8, we get

R(T,P,y) ≤ ⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

=
⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Pay⟩

⟨y,Pay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

≤ ⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Pay⟩

.

As a result, the upper bound (4.18) holds.
Now, the smallest eigenvalue of π2(D

−1
X AX) is just the algebraic connectivity of D−1

X SX . Here, by
the Min–max theorem, we have that

a(P−1T ) = min
P1/2y⊥1n

⟨y, Ty⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

≥ min
P1/2y⊥1n

⟨y, Ay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

− λ

n
max

P1/2y⊥1n

⟨y,1n,ny⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

= a(P−1A)− λ

n
max

P1/2y⊥1n

⟨y,1n,ny⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

.
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At this point, let us define u := diag(P
−1/2
a ), and observe that from Lemma 4.8:

max
P1/2y⊥1n

⟨y,1n,ny⟩
⟨y,Pay⟩

⟨y,Pay⟩
⟨y,Py⟩

≤ max
x⊥1n

⟨x,P−1/2
a 1n,nP

−1/2
a x⟩

⟨x,x⟩
= max

x⊥1n

⟨x,uu⊤x⟩
⟨x,x⟩

≤ ∥u∥22.

Here u = (λ + µηηη)◦−1/2 and by the ℓ2–ℓ∞ norm equivalence, we have that ∥u∥22 ≤ n∥u∥2∞ = n(λ +
µminηηη)−1. Going back to the algebraic connectivity of P−1T , we obtain

(4.25) a(P−1T ) ≥ a(P−1A)− λ

λ+ µminηηη
.

Remark 4.12. Notice that if λ ≪ µminηηη, then the last fraction in (4.25) is negligible. Something
similar happens as well when n ≫ 1, as the term (λ/n1n,n) could stop being significant in floating point
arithmetic.

4.3.3. Comparison of preconditioners. At this point, let us observe how the preconditioners
analyzed in subsections 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 transform the eigenvalues of a particular instance of the ANOVA
kernel. For this, we assembled a kernel using Figure 5a, and computed the eigenvalues of the exact
unnormalized extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel based on a scaled sample with n = 3630 and L = 41.

Effects of σ. To build any given kernel, we need to select a real value of σ > 0. This parameter
plays a critical role in shaping the behavior of each kernel. It determines the smoothness and spread
of the function s(σ; r) := exp{−(r/σ)2}, which in turn influences the eigenvalues of the kernel. Observe
that s(σ; r) is bounded with values in [0, 1]. Moreover, for any nontrivial r it holds that

lim
σ→∞

s(σ; r) = lim
y↓0

e−y = e0 = 1 and lim
σ→0

s(σ; r) = lim
Y ↑∞

e−Y = 0.

As σ increases, s approaches 1, indicating a smoother, broader interaction between features. Con-
versely, as σ approaches 0, s trends towards 0, reflecting sharper, more localized interactions. In the
trivial case r = 0, the value of σ does not have an effect on the interaction.

Since the off–diagonal entries of Γ are given by terms of the form 1
L

L∑
ℓ=1

s(σ; (rℓ)i,j) for all i ̸= j, we

can conclude that σ is a parameter that interpolates between one of the matrices in the set {0n,n,E}
and the matrix of ones 1n,n; i.e., the map σ 7→ A is an interpolator in the set of graph Laplacians.
Here, the symmetric matrix E has nonnegative entries in the range [L−1, 1] which only occur in the
entries where at least one (γℓ)i,j is equal to one. From the upper end of the interpolation, the uniform
bound ρ(A) ≤ λ + µn holds for any σ > 0. Let us label the resulting limit operators as Aσ→∞ :=
λIn + µ(nIn − 1n,n), A1,σ→0 := λIn and A2,σ→0 := λIn + µ(diag(E1n) − E). Notice that for the last
limit case, it is possible for the matrix E to be associated with a disconnected graph. In fact, any Γℓ

within such a regime will either weight a complete graph or a disconnected graph; thus, E represents
a convex combination of weights associated with disconnected and complete graphs.

The smoothness of s suggests that the eigenvalues of A and the preconditioned operators will also
vary smoothly with respect to σ ∈ [10, 1.4× 103]. Effectively, this is showcased in Figure 2. Here, four
panels depict how different values of σ result in different spectra and condition numbers for A and its
preconditioned variants. The values of σ were chosen such that the gap between ρ(A) and a(A) was
larger than 1. The eigenvalue curves were subsampled to improve the visualization. Furthermore, the
eigenvalue maps of P−1

b A and π2(D
−1
b,XAX) were not included as they behave in a very similar way as

P−1
a A and π2(D

−1
a,XAX), presenting almost identical curves and ranges of values. All eigenvalues were

computed to machine precision.
In panel (a), we observe that small and large values of σ result in clustered the eigenvalues, as

more information of the underlying noisy samples is trimmed by the bounds of s; i.e., s acts as a cutoff
or activation function. Notice that several choices of σ result in spectral radii that are close to the
upper bound λ+ µn. For moderate values of σ, we instead observe that Σ(A) can be spread between
one and two orders of magnitude.

In panels (b) and (d), we observe the eigenvalues of the preconditioned operators P−1
a A and

π2(D
−1
a,XAX). We observe that all the eigenvalues with preconditioning are effectively clustered within

the interval [10−11, 1.08]. The clustering effect improves for σ > 50 by defining a cluster around 1 for
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Fig. 2: Evolution of eigenvalues and condition number as σ varies in the interval [10, 1.4× 103] and with λ = 10−9. All
the horizontal axes are displayed in logarithmic scale. Each ordered quantity is connected by a dotted line as σ increases,
suggesting a continuous effect of σ.
Panel a displays each point of Σ(A) corresponding to a fixed value of σ. A plum horizontal solid line at λ highlights the
smallest eigenvalue. The dashed red line at the top represents the upper bound λ+µn. Panel b represents Σ(P−1

a A) as
σ evolves. The vertical axis features a scaling around 1 for improved visualization. Panel c showcases the evolution of
the condition number of A and its preconditioned variants. The upper and lower bounds in dashed purple lines represent
1 and 1 + λ−1µn. Panel d represents Σ(π2(D

−1
a,XAX)) as σ evolves. The vertical axis features a scaling around 1.

both operators, with a gap below 10−1, and a second cluster for P−1
a A isolating the smallest eigenvalue,

which is closer to λ. Let us focus on P−1
a A, as its spectrum controls the eigenvalues of π2(D

−1
a,XAX)

due to Lemma 4.11. Per our discussion on σ, the limit operator Aσ→∞ has a two point spectrum
given by Σ(A∞) = λ+ µ{0, n}, and its spectral radius presents a geometric multiplicity of n− 1. The
limit preconditioner is just a scaling of the identity, yielding Σ(P−1

a A∞) =
{
λ[λ + µ(n − 1)]−1, (λ +

µn)[λ+ µ(n− 1)]−1
}
. Here, the preconditioned spectral radius is bounded within [1, 2] for n ≥ 2 and

quickly approaches 1 even for small values of n, regardless of the values of µ and λ. As a result, it is
not surprising that the first cluster quickly pushes the second to last eigenvalues towards 1, while on
the other hand the first preconditioned eigenvalue approaches λ[λ+ µ(n− 1)]−1, which in this case is
approximately 10−11. Notice that this result is independent of the off–diagonal values of Γℓ, as any
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zero value will remain unchanged as σ increases. By contrast, when σ becomes small, the behavior of
A and its preconditioned variants is based on the limit cases Aσ→0. In one setting, if there is no matrix
Γℓ with off–diagonal values equal to 1, then we have the limiting case A1,σ→0 = λIn. As a result, the
eigenvalues of the preconditioned system will be clustered around 1 when σ ≪ 1. On the other hand,
if there are off–diagonal entries equating 1 for any Γℓ, then A will get close to A2,σ→0 as σ becomes
smaller. From E we can identify the connected components of the underlying graph and its isolated
nodes are also given by any zero entries in E1n. Let us suppose that there are d1 isolated nodes and
d2 connected components with at least two nodes. Then λ will have geometric multiplicity d1 + d2 +1
for A2,σ→0. With preconditioning, any eigenvalue associated with an isolated node will have value 1.
We can then decompose E into d2 connected components of sizes (nj)j∈J1,d2K, and work independently
with the submatrices λInj +µdiag(Ej1nj )−µEj . Here, the eigenvalues under preconditioning will span
(0, 2]. An interesting case, which is depicted in panels (b) and (d), occurs when σ has an intermediate
value, say 1 < σ < 50: here, we observe that the entries in E become relevant, hence the spectrum of
P−1
a A starts to spread out in (0, 2]. For cases when A1,σ→0 is the limit case, intermediate values of σ

yield a similar behavior, as some entries in each Γℓ get pulled down to 0 but entries close to 1 remain;
thus, a spread of the spectrum of the preconditioned system in (0, 2] is expected.

In panel (c), the condition number of A and its preconditioned variants are included. In this case,
the condition number when applying P−1

b and its projection through X was included as well. For large
values of σ, we can observe that the unpreconditioned operator and the diagonal preconditioners display
a condition number that steadily increases up to 1+λ−1µn. This behavior is determined by the value of
the smallest eigenvalue. In contrast, the dense preconditioners display a condition number approaching
1. This can be explained as P−1

a A displays a decreasing gap between the algebraic connectivity and
its spectral radius when σ is large, as seen in panel (d). It is without surprise that the condition
number for moderate and small values of σ will depend on the limit Aσ→0. For moderate values, the
spread of the eigenvalues with preconditioning in (0, 2] will increase the condition number for the dense
preconditioners, while the opposite behavior occurs with the diagonal preconditioners as the smallest
eigenvalue grows. As σ goes below 1, we can expect a limiting condition number strictly greater than
1 due to the underlying presence of E, or a condition number equal to 1 for the limit A1,σ→0.

a

½¸

Fig. 3: Comparative display of the eigenvalues of A, P−1
a A, and P−1

b A with λ = 10−9. The horizontal axis quantifies
each eigenvalue, while the vertical alignment is non–quantitative and solely for visual separation.
Top row (black # markers): Σ(A) is represented. The grey dashed lines on the right are the bounds for ρ(A) as
derived in Lemma 4.3. The bounds for a(A), as per Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5, are depicted with teal dashed lines on the
left. A plum vertical solid line at λ highlights the smallest eigenvalue. Middle row (orange ▷ markers): Σ(P−1

a A)
is represented. The upper and lower bounds on this set based on Lemma 4.6 are included in dotted red lines. Bottom
row (yellow ▷ markers): Σ(P−1

b A) is represented. The bounds from Lemma 4.9 are omitted for visual clarity.
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Comparison at working range. In Figure 2a, we depicted the effects of σ on the spectrum of
A whenever the condition ρ(A) − a(A) > 1 is satisfied. This condition allows A to retain as much
information as possible from the noisy data used to build the ANOVA kernel, without the caveats
of either reducing Γ to a matrix of ones minus the identity (σ large) or allowing λ to have a greater
geometric multiplicity (σ small). We will call the range of values of σ that satisfy the condition
ρ(A) − a(A) > 1 as the working range. In what follows, we will fix σ under this regime and focus
instead on the effectiveness of the preconditioners.

Figure 3 showcases the effects of the diagonal preconditioners Pa and Pb when applied to A. The
top row displays the spectrum of A for λ = 10−9. Here, the second to last eigenvalues of A are roughly
spread in the interval 2×[10−1, 101]. The derived bounds on a(A) and ρ(A) from Lemmas 4.3 to 4.5 are
included and suggest we could give an approximate criteria on whether we should precondition A based
on the magnitude of λ, as a value of λ larger than the upper bound on a(A) would already result in a
well–conditioned system. The middle and bottom rows depict the eigenvalues of A preconditioned with
Pa and Pb. Here we observe that the bounds Lemma 4.6 are close to the smallest and largest eigenvalues
with preconditioning. Moreover, the algebraic connectivity and spectral radius of the preconditioned
matrices tend to 1, reflecting the effectiveness of the diagonal preconditioners for moderate and large
values of λ. In this case, however, as λ is close to zero, the smallest eigenvalue with preconditioning is
actually below λ, which significantly increases the condition number as observed in Figure 2c.

¸¼

¼

Fig. 4: Comparative display of the eigenvalues of P−1
a A, π2(D

−1
a,XAX), P−1

b A, and π2(D
−1
b,XAX) with λ = 10−9. The

horizontal axis quantifies each eigenvalue (in logarithmic scale), while the vertical alignment is non–quantitative and
solely for visual separation.
Top two rows (orange ▷ and dark blue ⋆ markers): Σ(P−1

a A) and Σ
(
π2(D

−1
a,XAX)

)
are represented. From left

to right, the two dotted lines in red represent the lower bounds in Lemmas 4.6 and 4.11. A plum vertical solid line at λ
highlights the smallest eigenvalue of the unpreconditioned operator A. Bottom last two rows (yellow ▷ and light
mint ⋆ markers): Σ(P−1

b A) and Σ
(
π2(D

−1
b,XAX)

)
are represented.

In Figure 4, the diagonal preconditioners from subsection 4.3.1 are contrasted against their dense
variants introduced in subsection 4.3.2. Let us focus on Pa and its dense variant. Visually, we do not
observe a significant difference between the two sets of eigenvalues except that the smallest eigenvalue
of π2(D

−1
a,XAX) is now larger than λ and very close to the algebraic connectivity of P−1

a A. As a
result, the dense preconditioner and projection technique are able to compress the eigenvalues of A
in a similar way as the diagonal preconditioner, without the caveat of producing a smaller minimum
eigenvalue. Now, if we compare the sets Σ(P−1

a A) \
{
minΣ(P−1

a A)
}
and Σ

(
π2(D

−1
a,XAX)

)
, we do not

observe a significant visual difference. This is due to the fact that numerically they are separated by
a distance of order 10−11. Let c = minΣ

(
π2(D

−1
a,XAX)

)
, then c ≥ a(P−1

a A) − λ[λ + µminηηη]−1 by
Lemma 4.11. For the particular choice of parameters and data to generate this example, we obtained
that λ[λ + µminηηη]−1 ≈ 10−6, c < a(P−1

a A), and indeed the inequality was numerically satisfied. A
similar behavior is displayed for the second preconditioner Pb and its dense variant. Motivated by the
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spectral equivalence of the preconditioners, as in Lemma 4.8, we also checked numerically Lemma 4.11,
and found that the pairwise distance between the two sets of eigenvalues is of order 10−11.

5. Numerical experiments. In this section we test and showcase the effectiveness of using
NFFT for fast summations when solving systems of the form (4.11) and the performance of the
preconditioners studied in the previous section.

The unnormalized extended Gaussian ANOVA kernel Γ has the form of a composite nonlocal filter,
hence it is natural to test it in the context of image denoising. To assemble Γ and each subkernel Γℓ,
we will consider a similar approach to [26]. Given a clean image uc with n pixels, we generate some
additive noise h ∼ N (0n, s

2In) to obtain a noisy variant f := uc + h. Then, a set of patches based on
f is formed by tracing closed square regions of radius ρ for each pixel. We pad with zeros as needed
in the areas of pixels that are below a distance ρ to the border. This results in a set of features of
size n × (2ρ + 1)2. Due to the limitations of the NFFT regarding the size of the feature space, we

decompose the feature dimensions into multiple windows of size n× d̂, where d̂ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Following
the approach of [51], we use the Mutual Information Score (MIS) to identify important features and
separate them into L = ⌈(2ρ + 1)2/3⌉ windows. Then we assemble Γ as an operator that weights
the action of each subkernel Γℓ for ℓ ∈ J1, LK. If the available memory allows it, we also store Γ in
its matrix form for comparison purposes. A nonlocal image denoising task approximates uc with the
solution of (λIn + µL)u = λf . The value of the regularizer λ determines how much of the information
in f is retained. The value of µ works as a scaling parameter that weights the action of the ANOVA
kernel and, in principle, can be omitted. However, in practice this parameter is useful to control the
range of intensity values of the product µLu and prevent cancellation errors. Notice that, if we fix µ,
then a different choice for λ will result in a different approximation of uc.

This section is structured as follows. In subsection 5.1, two image datasets are presented, which we
use to set up and run our experiments. Subsection 5.2 showcases the computational gain of using the
NFFT for fast matrix–vector products. It is quickly seen that, as the dimension of the problem grows,
explicitly computing and storing each subkernel becomes a computational burden that the NFFT
easily overcomes. This is again exemplified in subsection 5.3, where the two versions of the operator
are employed to solve a denoising problem using direct and iterative methods. In subsection 5.4 the
different preconditioning techniques developed in subsection 4.3 are tested when using preconditioned
CG to solve a denoising task. Finally, subsection 5.5 solves a parameter learning problem for recovering
a dataset of images using the preconditioned CG iteration and the NFFT fast summation method.

All the experiments were performed on a MacBook Pro 2020 M1 with 16 GB RAM. The code was
written in Python 3.9 and relies mainly on NumPy 1.23, SciPy 1.11.1, and FastAdj 0.2 and NFFT4ANOVA

which yield an interface with the NFFT3 library [39]. The NFFT does not require the use of costly
hardware or access to HPC systems, which facilitates its broad and accessible application.

5.1. Images. Our set of experiments will be based on two image datasets. We denote by n1 and
n2 the vertical and horizontal size of a given picture in the image domain, from which we obtain the
computational dimension n := n1n2. We considered single channel grayscale images for illustrating
the method; however, in principle, color information can be added to the feature set resulting only
in additional windows but not dampening the performance of the NFFT–based algorithms. The first
dataset, used for the numerical experiments in subsection 4.3.3 and subsection 5.2 to subsection 5.4,
is displayed in Figure 5. These images are sourced from the Test and Example data module of the
scikit-image package [68]. Figure 5a and Figure 5b feature low contrast with close–to–flat regions.
Figure 5c instead has high contrast with several jumps in intensity in the depicted patterns. Finally,
Figure 5d features low and high contrast regions, patterns, and textures. The second dataset, sourced
instead for parameter learning in subsection 5.5, comprises pictures of cats generously provided by
individuals who granted consent to their use for this research. The variety of cats and backgrounds
implies that any recovered image will feature multiple jumps in accordance to the presence of patterns,
textures, and areas of low and high contrast mixed all together.

5.2. NFFT – Operator time. This section presents a comparative performance analysis of two
distinct methodologies for initializing an instance of the unnormalized extended Gaussian ANOVA
kernel, Γ ∈ Mn(R). Specifically, we contrast a NFFT–based fast summation method against precom-
puting and storing each entry of a dense matrix. The comparison focuses on the computational time
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(a) Cell (b) Brain (c) Kidney (d) Chelsea the cat

Fig. 5: Images used for numerical tests.

required to calculate the matrix–vector product Γv for a given vector v ∈ Rn as the problem size, n,
increases.

For these tests, our evaluation is based on a set of scalings of Figure 5b, originally 256×256 pixels.
The kernel Γ is assembled with fixed parameters σ = 30 and L = 17 windows. The number of windows
comes from tracing patches with 49 pixels around each individual pixel of the image; these features
are subdivided into 16 windows of size three and one window of size one. This particular patch size
enables a detailed yet computationally efficient local representation of the image. Notwithstanding, if
we increase the patch size, the computation times will increase linearly with respect to L.

Dimensions
Size n MIS

NFFT–based kernel Exact kernel

(n1, n2) Setup Fast Γv Total Setup Exact Γv Total

(16, 16) 256 1.46 s 19 ms 100 ms 120 ms 19 ms 13 µs 19 ms

(21, 21) 441 1.74 s 22 ms 105 ms 128 ms 51 ms 14 µs 52 ms

(37, 37) 1 369 1.97 s 34 ms 224 ms 259 ms 410 ms 1 ms 411 ms

(49, 49) 2 401 2.32 s 46 ms 290 ms 337 ms 1.15 s 2 ms 1.15 s

(64, 64) 4 096 2.74 s 60 ms 337 ms 397 ms 4.17 s 4 ms 4.17 s

(84, 84) 7 056 3.80 s 95 ms 469 ms 564 ms 50.09 s 14 ms 50.10 s

(111, 111) 12 321 4.54 s 147 ms 665 ms 812 ms 3 min 46 s 26 ms 3 min 46 s

(147, 147) 21 609 6.13 s 242 ms 1.03 s 1.28 s × × ×
(194, 194) 37 636 8.78 s 412 ms 1.63 s 2.05 s × × ×
(256, 256) 65 536 13.44 s 716 ms 2.77 s 3.48 s × × ×
(338, 338) 114 244 21.54 s 1.21 s 4.76 s 5.97 s × × ×
(446, 446) 198 916 36.14 s 2.12 s 8.22 s 10.34 s × × ×
(588, 588) 345 744 1 min 5 s 4.02 s 14.27 s 18.29 s × × ×
(776, 776) 602 176 1 min 54 s 7.32 s 24.67 s 31.99 s × × ×

(1 001, 1 001) 1 002 001 3 min 20 s 12.24 s 47.47 s 59.71 s × × ×

Table 1: Time comparison of setting up a kernel via a NFFT–based fast summation method versus computing the kernel
exactly as the dimension grows. The symbol × is reported whenever the exact kernel was not computable.

The results of our comparative tests are summarized in Table 1. The first two columns describe the
size of the problem. The third column reports the time required to compute the mutual information
score used to assemble the windows of features. This procedure is only required once, with its output
used to build both versions of the operator. Subsequent columns (four–to–six and seven–to–nine)
compare the two approaches to compute Γ and its action: these sections of the table report the
average time associated with the setup process (one–time requirement), the computation of Γv, and
the aggregate of these times.

The most time–intensive task for each n is the calculation of the MIS. However, performing this
task is independent of λ, µ, and σ, hence there is no need for a recalculation for varying kernel
configurations. In terms of the dimension, both the MIS and the NFFT–based summation grow linearly
with respect to n. In contrast, the time required to apply the summation using a dense matrix exhibits
quadratic growth n2, significantly limiting the computational feasibility of this approach. As a result,
the exact kernel becomes uncomputable rather quickly before n ∼ 20 000, when a storage of 50 GB
would already be needed merely to assemble the matrix using all the subkernels. Such a requirement
quickly renders the exact kernel computation impractical for large dimensions. Consequently, while
it is evident that the computational cost of both methods increases with n, the NFFT–based method
remains computationally feasible.
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5.3. NFFT – Solution time. Here we test the efficiency of solving a linear system by using
the NFFT for fast summation and explicitly computing the exact kernel. Similarly as in the previous
section, we used a set of scalings of Figure 5c, originally 256 × 256 pixels, to study how the method
behaves as the problem size n increases. Here we considered σ = 50, µ = 10−2, λ = 10−1, and L = 17.
The choice for the regularization parameter is based on the fact that if we scale up the weights of a
graph and add nodes and edges, then the magnitudes of the eigenvalues will increase as well. As a
result, it is enough for λ to be below the algebraic connectivity of the smallest graph. The system
Au = λf was solved using a direct and an iterative method. The exact solution (direct method) was
computed using a Cholesky factorization via the dposv routine of LAPACK, which is accessible through
SciPy’s linear system solver [70, 2]. The iterative method of choice for A is CG, as it only requires
one matrix–vector multiplication per iteration and takes into consideration the symmetry and positive
definiteness of the operator. While setting up the solver, we fixed a tolerance of 10−7, a maximum of
200 iterations, and set f as the initial guess.

Dimensions

(n1, n2)
Size n κ̃(A)

NFFT kernel Exact kernel

with CG dposv CG

Iters Time Time Iters Time

(16, 16) 256 101 10 1.27 s 3 ms 11 1.38 s

(21, 21) 441 2×101 12 1.57 s 5 ms 14 1.79 s

(37, 37) 1 369 6×101 25 3.90 s 28 ms 29 4.47 s

(49, 49) 2 401 102 26 5.13 s 92 ms 31 6.01 s

(64, 64) 4 096 2×102 35 9.21 s 363 ms 41 10.71 s

(84, 84) 7 056 4×102 38 14.59 s 1.108 s 46 17.28 s

(111, 111) 12 321 7×102 53 31.46 s 4.942 s 64 37.38 s

(147, 147) 21 609 103 55 53.12 s × × ×
(194, 194) 37 636 2×103 65 1 min 45 s × × ×
(256, 256) 65 536 4×103 71 3 min 17 s × × ×
(338, 338) 114 244 8×103 86 6 min 54 s × × ×
(446, 446) 198 916 104 91 12 min 46 s × × ×
(588, 588) 345 744 3×104 97 23 min 41 s × × ×
(776, 776) 602 176 4×104 119 49 min 24 s × × ×

(1 001, 1 001) 1 002 001 8×104 116 1 h 29 min × × ×

Table 2: Time comparison for solving the nonlocal system without preconditioning, where the nonlocal operator Γ is
either given by the NFFT–based fast summation method or by exact kernel computation. The symbol × is reported
whenever the exact kernel was not computable.

The results of our tests are presented in Table 2. Similarly as in Table 1, the two initial columns
describe the size of the problem n. The third column displays the approximation of the condition
number κ̃(A) = 2λ−1µmaxηηη+1, which comes from (4.12). The approximation gives us an idea of how
difficult it is to solve the system of equations up to a given numerical precision. Subsequent columns,
specifically, four–to–five and six–to–seven, compare the two approaches for computing Γ and its action:
For the NFFT–based kernel, two columns are included to describe the number of iterations and average
time spent with the CG method. A similar structure follows for the exact kernel computation, but an
additional column is included to report the average time spent on the direct method dposv.

Naturally, the exact kernel approach is quickly outperformed by the NFFT–based summation
method. As storing the whole matrix in memory becomes unpractical, the NFFT operator can easily
be used to solve high–dimensional problems. In terms of the computational times, dposv outperforms
CG; however, the rapid cubic growth of this method clearly indicates its dimensional limitations. If we
focus our attention on CG, we notice that even for small dimensions, the NFFT approach yields faster
solution times with a reduced number of iterations. This iteration discrepancy is explained by the
computational error of performing the Fast Gauss Transform; see section 3. The default parameters in
FastAdj yield an approximation error in order to gain computational performance. Parameter studies
in [54, 42] indicate, based on an estimation of the ℓ∞ norm, that the error is bounded by 10−5 for
this choice of parameters. Certainly, parameter tuning of the algorithm can decrease this effect, which
would yield similar iteration counts in CG. However, such a study is outside the scope of this paper.

As the time spent in each CG iteration is controlled by the time required to compute Γv, it is of
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no surprise that both CG times grow at least linearly with respect to n; see section 3. In terms of the
iteration count, we also observe an increase which is directly explained by the approximation κ̃(A) and
the problem size. The increasing value of the condition number of A is not only explained by the fact
that λ is small but also the fact that, as n increases, there is more information collected in ηηη, yielding
a larger spectral radius. To conclude, the increase of the condition number and the computational cost
of the NFFT operator pinpoints the clear need for a preconditioner to improve solution times.

5.4. Comparison of preconditioned iterative methods. For this set of experiments, we
test the performance of CG for different preconditioner choices in combination with the NFFT fast
summation scheme. The considered setup was as follows: for each problem size n, we solved the
system Au = λf using CG for different values of λ in decreasing order. In principle, as n increased
and λ became smaller, we could expect each test to become more ill–conditioned than the last. To
precondition CG, we considered two bases to work with, namely the original basis where A is defined
and the conjugated basis under the unitary transformation U ; i.e., where AU is decomposed into a
block diagonal system. For the first basis, we considered the unpreconditioned case represented by the
preconditioner M = In, and the two diagonal preconditioners from subsection 4.3.1; i.e., M ∈ {Pa,Pb}.
For the basis induced by U , we considered similar preconditioners as in the previous case; however,
first we decoupled the system AUx = λU⊤f into its diagonal subblocks and then applied CG to the
largest subblock. The unpreconditioned method is labeled, for notational convenience, by IU , and
the two dense preconditioners developed in subsection 4.3.2 are labeled PU,a and PU,b, where the
second subindex indicates which diagonal preconditioner was transformed with U . To sum up, the
preconditioners used under the change of basis induced by U are given by M ∈ {IU ,PU,a,PU,b}. Notice
that to find a solution in the original basis, the approximate solution x2:n has to be concatenated with
the solution of the one–dimensional block x1, and then u = Ux transforms the solution back to the
original basis.

Est.

Memory

Regularization value λ

Size n 1 10−3 10−6 10−9

CG Iters CG Iters CG Iters CG Iters

108 4 MB 5 5 5 6 5 5 15 12 12 13 9 9 19 16 16 13 9 9 × × × 13 9 9

208 14 MB 5 5 5 7 6 6 19 13 13 17 10 10 25 18 18 17 10 10 × × × 17 10 10

414 54 MB 6 6 6 7 6 6 17 13 13 14 10 10 22 18 18 15 10 10 × × × 15 10 10

775 188 MB 6 6 6 7 7 7 16 14 14 14 10 10 20 19 19 14 10 10 × × × 14 10 10

1 505 709 MB 8 7 7 10 7 7 19 14 14 16 10 10 24 18 18 16 10 10 × × × 16 10 10

2 880 3 GB 11 8 8 13 8 8 25 15 15 20 10 10 × 19 19 20 10 10 × × × 20 10 10

5 561 9 GB 15 9 9 17 8 8 × 15 15 26 9 9 × 19 19 26 9 9 × × × 26 9 9

10 580 34 GB 21 9 9 24 9 9 × 15 15 × 10 10 × 20 20 × 10 10 × × × × 10 10

20 193 125 GB 29 10 10 × 9 9 × 16 16 × 10 10 × 20 20 × 10 10 × × × × 10 10

38 720 458 GB × 11 11 × 10 10 × 16 16 × 10 10 × 21 21 × 10 10 × × × × 10 10

74 420 2 TB × 12 12 × 11 11 × 17 17 × 11 11 × × × × 11 11 × × × × 11 11

142 636 6 TB × 13 13 × 11 11 × 17 17 × 12 12 × × × × 12 12 × × × × 12 12

272 728 22 TB × 14 14 × 12 12 × 18 18 × 12 12 × × × × 12 12 × × × × 12 12

1 000 610 299 TB × 15 15 × 13 13 × 20 20 × 13 13 × × × × 13 13 × × × × 13 13

Table 3: Number of CG iterations for different regularization values λ ∈ {1, 10−3, 10−6, 10−9} and each choice of
preconditioner M ∈ {In,Pa,Pb, IU ,PU,a,PU,b} when solving the nonlocal system via the NFFT–based fast summation
method. The symbol × is reported whenever a solution was not found within the maximum number of iterations.

Once more, we considered different scalings of an image, namely Figure 5d with base size 375×300,
resulting in problem sizes n ranging from a few hundred to up to a million. Additionally, we fixed σ =
30, µ = 10−2, and L = 41. The value of the regularizer λ was taken in the set Λ = {10−ı : ı ∈ J0, 9K}.
For CG, we limited the number of iterations to 30, as it allowed for a reasonable solution time that
could be inferred from the results of Table 2. Moreover, we tightened the tolerance of the iterative
solver to 10−8.

Some of the results are included in Table 3. The first column displays the problem size, the
second column displays the estimated memory that would be required to store the nonlocal subkernels
in double–precision floating–point format, and the third to last columns display the number of CG
iterations required for each test. To be precise, each pack of six columns displays the number of CG
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iterations for a fixed value of λ ∈ {1, 10−3, 10−6, 10−9}, and each column corresponds to a different
choice of preconditioner M ∈ {In,Pa,Pb, IU ,PU,a,PU,b}. Even though the tests were carried out for
more values of λ, the included results display a clear trend that summarises the behavior of CG and
the preconditioners as λ becomes smaller and n grows.

Let us begin by analysing the rows of Table 3. In terms of the dimension, it seems that, in a
similar way as in Table 2, the problem becomes more ill–conditioned as n grows, hence the number of
iterations for all methods grows for any λ. We note that for small instances (n < 2 000), all methods
were able to run under the maximum number of iterations except for the very ill–conditioned case
λ = 10−9, where only the preconditioners under the change of basis induced by U were able to produce
a solution. Let us focus on the cases λ ≥ 10−6. Here we notice that as n grows, unpreconditioned CG
in the original basis is the first method to fail in finding a solution. The behavior is closely followed
by the unpreconditioned case in the basis induced by U and then by the two diagonal preconditioners.
Now let us consider the performance of the preconditioners by carrying out a column–wise comparison.
First, notice that the two diagonal preconditioners and their dense counterparts always took the same
number of iterations. This behavior was expected from the equivalence results of Lemmas 4.8 and 4.11,
suggesting that the Jacobi preconditioner, and its dense variant, is a preconditioner–of–choice due to its
simplicity in contrast to the ℓ2 choice (4.22). Now focus on the range λ ≤ 10−3. Here we observe that
the number of CG iterations in the original basis always exceeds the number of iterations for the basis
induced by U . In particular, we can see that the case M = IU already acts as a preconditioned method
as the decoupling removes the ill–conditioned diagonal block given by λ, while the second diagonal
block is better conditioned and controlled only by the spectral radius and the algebraic connectivity
of B shifted by λ. It is interesting to notice that the number of preconditioned iterations does not
change for the decoupled system as λ becomes smaller. This behavior is explained by the quality of
the approximation [ρ(B)+λ]/[a(B)+λ] ≈ ρ(B)/a(B). In other words, if λ is small enough in terms of the
order of magnitude of a(B), then the decoupled method will have roughly the same condition number
regardless of how small λ can be. The opposite behavior occurs when λ lies close to a(B) or has
a larger value. This can be seen for n < 20 000 and λ = 1, where we had that a(B) < λ. Here,
the number of iterations of the diagonal preconditioners and their dense variants was identical, and
the unpreconditioned case under the change of basis induced by U no longer affected the eigenvalues,
yielding the only case where CG with M = IU was outperformed by CG with M = In. However, notice
that as n grew, it held that λ ≲ a(B), and the problem became more ill–conditioned, then once more
the dense preconditioners were able to take over and outperform the diagonal preconditioners.
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Fig. 6: Comparative display of the number of CG iterations for different regularization values λ ∈ Λ and each choice of
preconditioner. Here M ∈ {In,Pa,Pb} was used for the system Au = λf , while M ∈ {IU ,PU,a,PU,b} was used for the

decoupled version of the system AUx = λU⊤f . The strong black and red dashed lines correspond to the unpreconditioned
cases for both bases, while the other four dashed lines correspond to the preconditioned cases, respectively. If a test
failed, the lines are extrapolated to a larger quantity in the vertical axes which is not depicted to indicate that the
required number of iterations grows, for that method takes a greater number of iterations than the maximum allowed.
The teal dashed vertical line represents the approximation of the algebraic connectivity a(B) ≈ n

n−1
µminηηη.

The behavior just described is also depicted for more values of λ in Figure 6. By fixing n = 775,
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we are able to see the significantly improved performance of the dense preconditioners in conjunction
with the change of basis and decoupling. Under this configuration, we see that for the cases where
λ is smaller than a(B) by an order of magnitude, the iteration count remains constant. In contrast,
for values that are close or larger than the algebraic connectivity of B, the iteration count starts to
vary and resembles the behavior observed for the cases under the original basis. The preconditioners
for the original basis are clearly impacted by the value of the regularizer, requiring an increasing
number of iterations for the worse–conditioned configurations up to the point where 30 iterations was
no longer enough to solve the problem. Notice that as λ gets closer from the left to [a(B), ρ(B)], then
the conditioning of the problem is better described by the quotient [ρ(B)+λ]/[a(B)+λ]. As a result, we
can expect that for larger values of λ the problem will become better conditioned and the number of
iterations will decrease to a constant value. This last behavior amounts to the choice of a regularizer
with value greater than ρ(B), as the system will essentially behave like a scaling of the identity.

5.5. Parameter learning application. As a proof of concept, here we are interested in the
solving the inverse problem of determining λ from a set of clean and noisy images

{
(ut,c, ft)

}
t∈J1,TK.

Following the approach of [26], we aim to solve the bilevel problem, which we state in fully discretized
form, given by

min J(u;λ) :=
1

T

T∑
t=1

∥ut,c − ut∥22(5.1a)

subject to

ut = argmin
v

µ

2
⟨v, Ltv⟩+

λ

2
∥v − ft∥22 ∀t ∈ J1,TK,(5.1b)

λ ∈ Λ := [Λmin,Λmax].(5.1c)

Here, for any index t ∈ J1,TK, the Laplacian operator Lt is associated with the ANOVA kernel Γt

built using features of the noisy variant ft, which in turn was constructed using additive noise with
high variance. The bounds of Λ are positive to always ensure that any feasible ut resembles ft. For
more details on the analysis of problems like (5.1), we refer the reader to [26]. In particular, we know
that the problem has a unique solution for any λ ∈ Λ, and that we can optimize the alternative
reduced function j(λ) := J

(
u(λ);λ

)
. Moreover, the solution of the lower–level problem is completely

characterized by the family of systems (λIn + µLt)ut = λft for all t ∈ J1,TK.
Given a solution of (5.1), which we label λT, we validate the parameter by solving the lower–level

problem (5.1b) adapted to a new set of noisy samples from the validation set
{
(uv,c, fv)

}
v∈J1,VK. To

quantify the effectiveness of a reconstruction, we use the structural similarity index (SSIM), which
measures the similarity of the recovered image against its corresponding clean version.

The training set is composed of clean images corresponding to their noisy variants in Figure 7a.
Similarly, the clean images corresponding to their noisy variants in Figure 8a form the validation set.
Overall, the datasets contained T = 15 and V = 11 images of different sizes. The problem sizes range
from 6 794 to 10 560 for the training set and from 7 566 to 11 160 for the validation set, respectively.
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Fig. 7: Noisy inputs and outputs of the training phase. At the bottom–left corner of each image, we include the SSIM
value, rounded to two digits, of the image with respect to the clean variant ut,c for all t ∈ J1,TK.
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Fig. 8: Noisy inputs and outputs of the validation phase. At the bottom–left corner of each image, we include the SSIM
value, rounded to two digits, of the image with respect to the clean variant uv,c for all v ∈ J1,VK.

To solve the bilevel problem (5.1), we used the Brent method which is developed to minimize a
scalar function of a scalar variable efficiently [4, §5]. Moreover, we parallelized the subkernel evaluation
to speed up the overall kernel fast summation. By distributing the work of each subkernel when
reconstructing a particular image, we obtained an efficient way to evaluate the composite objective
functional. We fixed L = 41, σ = 40, µ = 10−2, and Λ = [10−9, 3]. The value of the upper bound
on λ was selected to test the preconditioner for the ill–conditioned regime. By the nature of the
training data, we would already need 335 GB in memory just to store all the kernels used for the
evaluation of the lower–level systems. For solving the lower–level systems, we used preconditioned CG
with 25 iterations and a relative tolerance of 10−10. In particular, we employed the dense diagonal
preconditioner PU,a tailored to each image. Notice that the cost of assembling this preconditioner is
absorbed by the computation of the degree vector η.

The optimization method was able to find a solution λT ≈ 1.78 in 14 iterations with a tolerance
of 10−10. The results of the training are depicted in Figure 7b, where the average SSIM increased
from 0.5210 to 0.6072. In general, we can observe that the method was able to smoothen the images
and remove noise. However, in some cases there were features that were slightly blurred. This can be
explained either by the choice of parameters and the clear limitations of using a one–parameter–fits–all
approach. Notwithstanding, the method was able to find a solution in less than ten minutes that could
later be postprocessed to remove the additional artifacts. The method did not struggle with recovering
textures and patterns and only slightly lowered the contrast of the output images. The validation test
also showed an increase of the average SSIM from 0.5214 to 0.5781 while also featuring the addition
of low intensity blur. Overall, this exercise suggests that the method can be used as the backbone of
more specialized imaging tasks by allowing the computation and efficient solution of otherwise dense
and ill–conditioned systems.

6. Conclusions. We have introduced a new NFFT–based framework for tackling bilevel opti-
mization problems arising from image denoising applications. We utilized an ANOVA kernel, which
may be readily applied in a matrix–free way within Krylov subspace solvers. To accelerate the solution
algorithm for linear systems, we employed diagonal approximations coupled with a bespoke change of
basis routine. Theoretical and numerical results underlined the potency of our methodology on a wide
range of denoising and parameter learning models. Future work will involve applying similar frame-
works to other classes of imaging problems, and investigating alternative preconditioners for problems
where the eigenvalue distributions suggest alternative strategies to diagonal preconditioning.
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[10] A. Buades and B. C. Vicens, L’Anàlisi local i no local d’imatges i algunes aplicacions, Butllet́ı de la Societat
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[20] J. I. de la Rosa Vargas, J. J. Villa, E. González, and J. Cortez, A tour of nonlocal means techniques for
image filtering, in 2016 International Conference on Electronics, Communications and Computers, IEEE, 2016.

[21] J. C. De los Reyes, Bilevel imaging learning problems as mathematical programs with complementarity constraints:
Reformulation and theory, SIAM Journal on Imaging Sciences, 16 (2023), pp. 1655–1686.

[22] J. C. De los Reyes and C.-B. Schönlieb, Image denoising: Learning the noise model via nonsmooth PDE–
constrained optimization, Inverse Problems & Imaging, 7 (2013), pp. 1183–1214.

[23] J. C. De los Reyes and D. Villaćıs, Bilevel optimization methods in imaging, in Handbook of Mathematical
Models and Algorithms in Computer Vision and Imaging, K. Chen, C.-B. Schönlieb, X.-C. Tai, and L. Younces,
eds., Springer, 2021, pp. 1–34.

[24] A. J. W. Duijndam and M. A. Schonewille, Nonuniform fast Fourier transform, GEOPHYSICS, 64 (1999),
pp. 539–551.

[25] A. Dutt and V. Rokhlin, Fast Fourier transforms for nonequispaced data, SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing,
14 (1993), pp. 1368–1393.

[26] M. D’Elia, J. C. De Los Reyes, and A. Miniguano-Trujillo, Bilevel parameter learning for nonlocal image
denoising models, Journal of Mathematical Imaging and Vision, 63 (2021), pp. 753–775.

[27] A. Efros and T. Leung, Texture synthesis by non-parametric sampling, in Proceedings of the Seventh IEEE
International Conference on Computer Vision, IEEE, 1999.

[28] J. Froment, Parameter-free fast pixelwise non-local means denoising, Image Processing On Line, 4 (2014), pp. 300–
326.

[29] F. R. Gantmacher, The Theory of Matrices, AMS Chelsea Publishing, 1959.
[30] Y. Gao, R. Kyng, and D. A. Spielman, Robust and practical solution of Laplacian equations by approximate

elimination, arXiv: 2303.00709, (2023).
[31] G. Gilboa and S. Osher, Nonlocal linear image regularization and supervised segmentation, Multiscale Modeling

& Simulation, 6 (2007), pp. 595–630.
[32] G. Gilboa and S. Osher, Nonlocal operators with applications to image processing, Multiscale Modeling & Simu-

lation, 7 (2009), pp. 1005–1028.
[33] G. H. Golub and C. F. Van Loan, Matrix Computations, Johns Hopkins University Press, 4th ed., 2013.
[34] A. Greenbaum, Iterative Methods for Solving Linear Systems, Frontiers in Applied Mathematics, Society for

Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 1997.
[35] A. Grigor’yan, Introduction to Analysis on Graphs, American Mathematical Society, 2018.
[36] M. R. Hestenes and E. Stiefel, Methods of conjugate gradients for solving linear systems, Journal of Research

of the National Bureau of Standards, 49 (1952), pp. 409–436.
[37] X.-q. Jin, M–preconditioner for M–matrices, Applied Mathematics and Computation, 172 (2006), pp. 701–707.



30 A. MINIGUANO-TRUJILLO, J. W. PEARSON, AND B. D. GODDARD

[38] J. Keiner, S. Kunis, and D. Potts, NFFT 3.0 – Tutorial, technical report, Chemnitz University of Technology,
Department of Mathematics, 2007.

[39] J. Keiner, S. Kunis, and D. Potts, Using NFFT 3—A software library for various nonequispaced fast Fourier
transforms, ACM Transactions on Mathematical Software, 36 (2009), pp. Art. 19, 1–3.

[40] C. T. Kelley, Iterative Methods for Linear and Nonlinear Equations, Frontiers in Applied Mathematics, Society
for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 1995.

[41] S. Kindermann, S. Osher, and P. W. Jones, Deblurring and denoising of images by nonlocal functionals, Multi-
scale Modeling & Simulation, 4 (2005), pp. 1091–1115.

[42] S. Kunis, Nonequispaced FFT: Generalisation and Inversion, PhD Thesis, Universität Lübeck, 2006.
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