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Abstract. In this work, we analyze the asymptotic convergence factor of minimal residual iter-
ation (MRI) (or GMRES(1)) for solving linear systems Ax “ b based on vector-dependent nonlinear
eigenvalue problems. The worst-case root-convergence factor is derived for linear systems with A
being symmetric or I ´A being skew-symmetric. When A is symmetric, the asymptotic convergence
factor highly depends on the initial guess. While M “ I´A is skew-symmetric, GMRES(1) converges
unconditionally and the worst-case root-convergence factor relies solely on the spectral radius of M .
We also derive the q-linear convergence factor, which is the same as the worst-case root-convergence
factor. Numerical experiments are presented to validate our theoretical results.
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1. Introduction. In this work, we consider solving the following linear system

(1.1) Ax “ b,

where A P Rnˆn is invertible. One of the many iterative methods for solving (1.1)
is the Generalized Minimal Residual Method (GMRES) [29]. In the literature, there
is a substantial amount of work on the convergence analysis of GMRES, see [15, 8,
33, 35, 26, 19, 18, 32, 20, 3]. The convergence behavior of GMRES is quite complex.
For example, [14] shows that any nonincreasing convergence curve can be obtained
with GMRES applied to a matrix having any desired eigenvalues. Many variants of
GMRES have been developed, such as GMRES with deflated restarting [23, 13, 21, 1],
restarted GMRES (GMRES(m)) [22, 4, 12, 37], nested GMRES methods [36], hybrid
GMRES [24, 30], and weighted GMRES [16, 9].

There have been many efforts on the convergence analysis of restarted GMRES
[17, 11, 41, 40], which selects a relatively large restart parameter m to imitate the full
GMRES process. However, there still lacks better understanding of restarted GMRES,
even for GMRES(1)(or Minimal Residual Iteration), see Algorithm 1.1. Some numer-
ical results show that using small values of the restart parameter yields convergence
in fewer iterations compared to larger values. For example, numerical experiments
in [7] show that GMRES(1) for some linear systems with dimension three converges
exactly in three iterations, while GMRES(2) stagnates. Moreover, the convergence
of GMRES(1) can be extremely sensitive to the initial guess. There is still much to
understand about the convergence behavior of GMRES(m), especially regarding how
the asymptotic convergence factor is sensitive to the initial guess. Improved GM-
RES convergence theory is needed to offer practical guidance on using this algorithm.
We limit ourselves to investigating GMRES(1). In [27, Proposition 2.1], the author
derived the following upper bound for GMRES(1) when A is symmetric definite:

(1.2) }rk`1} ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

λmaxpAq ´ λminpAq

λmaxpAq ` λminpAq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

}rk}.

However, there is not much investigation on the above bound. For different initial
errors r0, the upper bound might not be tight. What is the asymptotic convergence
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2 Y. HE

factor for GMRES(1)? Is it possible that there exists r0 such that the above bound is
achieved for every k? In this work, we address these questions and provide additional
results on how the initial guess or initial error affects the asymptotic convergence
factor.

Algorithm 1.1 Minimal Residual Iteration (MRI) or GMRES(1)

1: Given x0 and set r0 “ Ax0 ´ b
2: For k “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ until convergence Do:

‚ compute αk “
rTk AT rk
rTk ATArk

‚ compute xk`1 “ xk ´ αkrk
‚ compute rk`1 “ rk ´ αkArk

EndDo

Definition 1.1 (Root convergence). Assume that a sequence tyku generated by
an iterative method converges to y˚. We define the root-convergence factor of the
iterative method as

(1.3) ϱpy0q “ lim sup
kÑ8

ϱkpy0q, where ϱkpy0q “ }yk ´ y˚}1{k,

where y0 is the initial guess for the iterative method. Further more, we call

(1.4) ϱ˚ “ max
y0

ϱpy0q,

the worst-case root-convergence factor of the iterative method.

Definition 1.2 (q-linear convergence,[34]). We call a sequence tyku converges
q-linearly with q-factor σ P p0, 1q to y˚ if

(1.5) }yk ´ y˚} ď σ}yk´1 ´ y˚}, k ě 1.

Motivated by [5] and [6], we analyze the convergence behavior of GMRES(1)
based on eigenvector-dependent eigenvalue problems. The main goal of this work is
to offer theoretical results of (1.3), (1.4), and (1.5) for GMRES(1). The main con-
tributions of this work are summarized as follows. We provide a clear picture of the
eigenpairs of vector-dependent eigenvalue problems associated with the GMRES(1)
iterations. We derive the worst-case root-convergence factor of GMRES(1) with A
being symmetric and M “ I ´ A being skew-symmetric. Our results also show that
how the initial guess can affect the asymptotic convergence factor. For some special
initial guesses for GMRES(1), we present the corresponding root-convergence factors.
We add some theoretical results for rAA(1). We provide counterexamples for a con-
jecture of restarted Anderson acceleration with window size one, denoted as rAA(1),
presented in [6]. A comparison between GMRES(1) and rAA(1) is discussed. We see
that for M being skew-symmetric, GMRES(1) always converges with the worst-case
convergence factor depending only on the spectral radius of M and has a faster con-
vergence factor compared to rAA(1). For A being symmetric definite, GMRES(1)

always converges, and the worse-case root-convergence factor is
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

λmaxpAq´λminpAq

λmaxpAq`λminpAq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
and

is one for indefinite system. We also derive the q-linear convergence factor, which is
the same as the worst-case root-convergence factor. These results can help us bet-
ter understand GMRES(1) and rAA(1) methods. They have the potential to offer
guidance on designing faster algorithms, such as preconditioning.
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The rest of this work is organized as follows. In section 2, we analyze GMRES(1)
for A being symmetric and derive the worst-case root-convergence factor. Some new
results of rAA(1) have been presented and we provide counterexamples of a conjecture
from [6]. In section 3, we consider M “ I´A being skew-symmetric, where the worst-
case convergence factor is proposed. GMRES(1) always converges for this case. Then,
we briefly discuss the q-linear convergence of GMRES(1). Numerical experiments are
presented in section 4 to validate our theoretical results. Finally, we draw conclusions
in section 5.

2. Symmetric case for GMRES(1). From Algorithm 1.1, we have

(2.1) rk`1 “ pI ´ αkprkqAqrk.

Let us consider the following mapping Φ:

Φpvq “ pI ´ αpvqAqv,

where

αpvq “
xv,Avy

xAv,Avy
“

xAv, SpAvqy

xAv,Avy
,

where S “ 1
2 pA´1 ` A´T q. Then (2.1) can be written as rk`1 “ Φprkq.

It is known that for an iterative function F if it is differentiable at x˚ (a fixed
point of F), then the worst-case root-convergence factor is given by the spectral radius
of F 1px˚q, see [25]. Here, we cannot employ this approach to analyze GMRES(1).

2.1. One step of GMRES(1). Define the following vector-dependent matrix

Ipvq “ I ´ αpvqA, v ‰ 0.

It can be seen that Ipvqv “ Φpvq. Based on this, every one step of the residuals of
GMRES(1) satisfy

rk`1 “ Iprkqrk, k “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨

To understand the worst-case root-convergence factor of GMRES(1), we first investi-
gate

max
vPRn

}Ipvqv}

}v||
.

We consider the following eigenvector-dependent nonlinear eigenvalue problem:

(2.2) I2puqu “ λu, where I2puq “ pI ´ αpuqAT qpI ´ αpuqAq.

For simplicity, when considering A as symmetric, we assume that the following con-
dition is satisfied.

Assumption 2.1. Suppose that A P Rnˆn is symmetric with p distinguish eigen-
values, denoted as taiu

p
i“1. For each i, there are ni linearly independent orthonormal

eigenvectors tui,ju
ni
j“1, where

řp
i“1 ni “ n.
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Lemma 2.1.

(2.3) max
v‰0

}Ipvqv}

}v}
“ Γ˚,

where Γ˚ “ maxλ
a

|λ| with λ being the eigenvalues of (2.2).

Proof. Since }Ipvq} “ mincPR }pI ´ cAqv}, (2.3) is a direct conclusion from [11,
Theorems 3.5, 3.6].

In the following, we focus on the case where A is symmetric.

Lemma 2.2. Let z “
řn

i“1 yi, where yi are orthogonal eigenvectors of the sym-
metric matrix A P Rnˆn associated with eigenvalues si. Then,

(2.4) αpzq “
xz,Azy

xAz,Azy
“

řn
i“1 si}yi}

2

řn
i“1 s

2
i }yi}2

.

For convenience, we consider the orthonormal eigenvectors of A in the following.

Lemma 2.3. Let ui, uj be two orthonormal eigenvectors of the symmetric matrix
A with eigenvalues ai and aj ‰ ai, respectively. Consider zij “ ciui ` cjuj with
ϵ “

cj
ci
. Then, zij is an eigenvector of (2.2) associated with non-unit eigenvalue if

and only if aiaj ą 0 and ϵ2 “ ai

aj
, and the corresponding eigenvalue is

λij “
paj ´ aiq

2

paj ` aiq2
.

Proof. By standard calculation, we have

(2.5) αpzijq “
ai ` ajϵ

2

a2i ` a2jϵ
2
.

Assume that

I2pzijqpzijq “ p1 ´ αpzijqaiq
2ciui ` p1 ´ αpzijqajq2cjuj “ λijzij .

It follows that

p1 ´ αpzijqaiq
2ciui “ λijciui and p1 ´ αpzijqajq2cjuj “ λijcjuj .

It is equivalent to p1´αpzijqaiq
2 “ p1´αpzijqajq2, that is, 2 “ paj `aiqαpzijq. Using

αpzijq defined in (2.5), we obtain ϵ2 “ ai

aj
. Next, we compute the eigenvalue

λij “ p1 ´ αpzijqaiq
2 “

˜

ajpaj ´ aiqϵ
2

a2i ` a2jϵ
2

¸2

“
paj ´ aiq

2

paj ` aiq2
,

which completes the proof.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that A is symmetric. Let i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu and i1 ‰ i2.
Consider

u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, ci1,1ci2,1 ‰ 0,
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and ui1i2 “ ci1ui1,1 ` ci2ui2,1, where

(2.6) c2i1 “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

c2i1,s, c2i2 “

ni1
ÿ

r“1

c2i1,r,

Then,

(2.7) αpu˚q “ αpui1i2q.

Moreover, if
´

ci2
ci1

¯2

“
ai1

aj1
ą 0, then u˚ and ui1i2 are eigenvectors of (2.14) associated

with the same eigenvalue, i.e., I2pu˚qu˚ “ λi1i2u
˚ and I2pui1i2qui1i2 “ λi1i2ui1i2 ,

where

(2.8) λi1i2pϵi1i2q “
pai2 ´ ai1q2

pai1 ` ai2q2
.

Proof. When ci1 “ 0 or ci2 “ 0, it is obvious that u˚ and ui1i2 are eigenvectors
of (2.14) and λ “ 0. Next, we prove (2.7). From (2.4), we have

αpu˚q “

řni1
s“1 ai1c

2
i1,s

`
řni2

r“1 ai2c
2
i1,r

řni1
s“1 a

2
i1
c2i1,s `

řni2
r“1 a

2
i2
c2i1,r

“
ai1

řni1
s“1 c

2
i1,s

` ai2
řni2

r“1 c
2
i1,r

a2i2
řni1

s“1 c
2
i1,s

` a2i2
řni2

r“1 c
2
i1,r

,

and

αpui1i2q “
ai1c

2
i1

` ai2c
2
i2

a2i1c
2
i1

` a2i2c
2
i2

.

Using conditions in (2.6) gives αpu˚q “ αpui1i2q.
From Lemma 2.3, we know that pλi1i2pϵi1i2q, ui1i2q is eigenpair of (2.2). For

simplicity, let β “ αpu˚q. We have

p1 ´ βai1q2ci1ui1,1 “ λi1i2ci1ui1,1 and p1 ´ βai2q2ci2ui2,1 “ λi1i2ci2ui2,1.

It means p1 ´ βai1q2 “ λi1i2 and p1 ´ βai2q2 “ λi1i2 . Thus,

I2pu˚qu˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1 ´ βai1q2ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1 ´ βai2q2ci2,rui2,r

“

ni1
ÿ

s“1

λi1i2ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

λi1i2ci2,rui2,r

“ λi1i2

˜

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r

¸

“ λi1i2u
˚,

which completes the proof.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that A is symmetric. If A is definite, then all the eigen-
vectors of (2.14) associated with nonzero eigenvalue are given by

(2.9) u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, where i1 ‰ i2, i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu,
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where at least one term in tci1,su
ni1
s“1 is nonzero, at least one term in tci2,ru

ni2
r“0 is

nonzero, and
c2i2
c2i1

“
ai1

ai2
ą 0 with

řni1
s“1 c

2
i1,s

and c2i2 “
řni1

r“1 c
2
i1,r

.

If A is indefinite, then all the eigenvectors of (2.14) associated with non-unit
eigenvalues are given by (2.9), and the eigenvectors associated with eigenvalue one
are given by u˚, where xAu˚, u˚y “ 0.

Formula (2.9) means that the eigenvectors associated with nonzero eigenvalue of
(2.14) are any linear combination of eigenvectors of A associated with exactly any two
distinguish eigenvalues of A.

Proof. For any i P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu, let u˚ “
řni

s ci,sui,s ‰ 0. Then, pI´αpu˚qAqu˚ “

0, which means I2pu˚qu˚ “ 0 and u˚ is an eigenvector corresponding to zero eigen-
value.

Assume that the eigenvector of (2.2) is given by

(2.10) u˚ “

p
ÿ

i“1

ni
ÿ

s“1

ci,sui,s,

which contains at least two different integers i, j such that ci,scj,t ‰ 0.
When A is indefinite, there exists a vector v such that xAv, vy “ 0. Then αpvq “ 0

and I2pvqpvq “ v. In this situation, λ “ 1 is an eigenvalue of (2.2).
Next, we prove that in (2.10), there are only two different integers i, j such that

ci,scj,t ‰ 0. For simplicity, let β “ αpu˚q. Assume I2pu˚qu˚ “ λu˚, λ ‰ 0. Then, we
have

(2.11) ci,sp1 ´ βaiq
2ui,s “ λci,sui,s, pi, sq P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu ˆ t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu.

If β “ 0, then xAu˚, u˚y and λ “ 1. Consider β ‰ 0. Define the quadratic function
gpbq “ p1 ´ βbq2. For a given value g˚, there are at most two different values b1, b2
such that gpb1q “ gpb2q “ g˚. To guarantee (2.11), there are at most two different
integers i, j such that ci,scj,t ‰ 0, where s P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu and t P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nju, and
the coefficients conditions are given in Theorem 2.4. Thus, all the eigenvectors of
(2.14) associated with non-unit eigenvalues are any linear combination of eigenvectors
of A with exactly two distinguish eigenvalues of A.

From the above discussion, we know that

(2.12) Γ˚ “

#

maxi‰j,i,jPt1,2,¨¨¨ ,pu
|aj´ai|

|aj |`|ai|
, if A is definite

1, if A is indefinite

Theorem 2.6. For GMRES(1) applied to Ax “ b, where A is symmetric, the
worst-case root-convergence factor is

(2.13) ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

ď

#

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

λmaxpAq´λminpAq

λmaxpAq`λminpAq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
, if A is definite

1, if A is indefinite

Proof. From Lemma 2.1, we have }rk} ď Γ˚}rk´1}. Thus, }rk} ď pΓ˚qk}r0} and
ϱ˚ ď Γ˚.

From the above result, we know that when A is symmetric definite, then the worst-

case root-convergence factor is not worse than
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

λmaxpAq´λminpAq

λmaxpAq`λminpAq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
. When A is symmetric

indefinite, ϱ˚ “ 1. In the following, we will show that there exists r0 such that the
upper bound can be achieved.
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2.2. Two steps of GMRES(1). To better understand how the initial guess
affects the root-convergence factor of GMRES(1), we consider two steps of GMRES(1),
and define the following vector-dependent matrix

Πpvq “ pI ´ αpΦpvqqAqpI ´ αpvqAq, v ‰ 0.

It can be seen that Πpvqv “ ΦpΦpvqq. Based on this, every two steps of the residuals
of GMRES(1) satisfy

r2pk`1q “ Πpr2kqr2k, k “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨

The above iteration is related to the following eigenvector-dependent nonlinear eigen-
value problem

(2.14) Πpuqu “ λu.

Theorem 2.7. Let ui, uj be two orthonormal eigenvectors of the symmetric ma-
trix A with eigenvalues ai and aj ‰ ai, respectively. Define

zij “ ciui ` cjuj “ cipui ` ϵujq, ϵ “
cj
ci
, cicj ‰ 0.

Then

Πpzijqzij “ λijpϵqzij ,

where

λijpϵq “
paj ´ aiq

2

a2i ` ϵ2a2j

1

1 ` 1
ϵ2

.

Proof. This can be easily derived following [6]. Thus, we omit it here.

Lemma 2.8. The maximum value of λijpϵq is given by

(2.15) max
ϵPR

λijpϵq “ λij

˜

˘

d

|ai|

|aj |

¸

“
paj ´ aiq

2

p|aj | ` |ai|q2
ď 1.

Proof. To find the maximum of λijpϵq, we only need to find the minimum of

gpτq “ pa2i ` τa2j qp1 `
1

τ
q,

where τ “ ϵ2 ą 0. In fact, g1pτq “ a2j p1 ` 1
τ q ` pa2i ` τa2j qp´ 1

τ2 q. Let g1pτq “ 0. We

obtain τ2 “ ϵ4 “
a2
i

a2
j
. We notice that when ϵ Ñ 0, gpτq Ñ 8. Thus, when ϵ “ ˘

b

|ai|

|aj |
,

gpτq obtains the minimum.

From Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we see that the largest eigenvalue (2.15) is
the same as that of (2.2). In fact, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.9. If pλ, uq is an eigenpair of (2.2), then pλ, uq is an eigenpair of
(2.14).
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We explain the above corollary in more details. If pλ, zijq is an eigenpair of
(2.2), where zij “ ciui ` cjuj with ϵ “

cj
ci
, aiaj ą 0 and ϵ2 “ ai

aj
, one can show

that αpΦpzijqq “ αpzijq. Then, it follows that Πpzijqzij “ pI ´ αpΦpzijqqAqzijqpI ´

αpzijqAqzij “ λzij . For general eigenpairs of (2.2), we can use the properties in the
proof of Theorem 2.4 to process the proof here.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that A P Rnˆn is symmetric. Let i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu

and i1 ‰ i2. Consider

u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, ci1,1ci2,1 ‰ 0,

and ui1i2 “ ci1ui1,1 ` ci2ui2,1, where

(2.16) c2i1 “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

c2i1,s, c2i2 “

ni1
ÿ

r“1

c2i1,r.

Then,

Πpu˚qu˚ “ λi1i2u
˚, Πpui1i2qui1i2 “ λi1i2ui1i2 ,

where

(2.17) λi1i2pϵi1i2q “
pai2 ´ ai1q2

a2i1 ` ϵ2i1,i2a
2
i2

1

1 ` 1
ϵ2i1i2

, ϵi1i2 “
ci2
ci1

.

Proof. From Theorem 2.4, we have αpu˚q “ αpui1i2q. Consider

u˚
1 “ pI ´ αpu˚qAqu˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1 ´ αpu˚qai1qci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1 ´ αpu˚qai2qci2,rui2,r,

and

ui1i2,1 “ pI ´ αpui1i2qAqui1i2 “ p1 ´ αpu˚qai1qci1ui1,1 ` p1 ´ αpu˚qai2qci2ui2,1.

We have

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1´αpu˚qai1q2c2i1,s`

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1´αpu˚qai2q2c2i2,r “ p1´αpu˚qai1q2c2i1`p1´αpu˚qai2q2c2i2 .

It follows that αppI ´ αpu˚qAqu˚q “ αppI ´ αpui1i2qAqui1i2q.
From Theorem 2.7, we know that pλi1i2pϵi1i2q, ui1i2q is eigenpair of (2.14). For

simplicity, let β2 “ αpu˚
1 q and β1 “ αpu˚q. We have

p1 ´ β2ai1qp1 ´ β1ai1qci1ui1,1 “ λi1i2ci1ui1,1,

p1 ´ β2ai2qp1 ´ β1ai2qci2ui2,1 “ λi1i2ci2ui2,1.

It means

p1 ´ β2ai1qp1 ´ β1ai1q “ λi1i2 and p1 ´ β2ai2qp1 ´ β1ai2q “ λi1i2 .
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Thus,

Πpu˚qu˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1 ´ β2ai1qp1 ´ β1ai1qci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1 ´ β2ai2qp1 ´ β1ai2qci2,rui2,r

“

ni1
ÿ

s“1

λi1i2ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

λi1i2ci2,rui2,r

“ λi1i2

˜

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r

¸

“ λi1i2u
˚,

which completes the proof.

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that A is symmetric. If A is definite, then all the eigen-
vectors of (2.14) associated with nonzero eigenvalue are given by

(2.18) u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, where i1 ‰ i2, i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu,

where at least one term in tci1,su
ni1
s“1 is nonzero and at least one term in tci2,ru

ni2
r“0 is

nonzero. Moreover, all the eigenvalues are less than one and are given by (2.17).
If A is indefinite, then all the eigenvectors of (2.14) associated with non-unit

eigenvalues are given by (2.18), and the eigenvectors associated with eigenvalue one
are given by u˚, where xAu˚, u˚y “ 0.

Proof. For any i P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu, let u˚ “
řni

s ci,sui,s ‰ 0. Then, pI´αpu˚qAqu˚ “

0. So, such u˚ cannot be eigenvectors of (2.14) (αp0q is not defined).
Assume that the eigenvector of (2.14) is given by u˚ “

řp
i“1

řni

s“1 ci,sui,s, which
contains at least two different integers i, j such that ci,scj,t ‰ 0.

When A is indefinite, there exists a vector v such that xAv, vy “ 0. Then αpvq “ 0
and Πpvq “ v. In this situation, λ “ 1 is an eigenvalue of (2.14).

Next, we prove that in u˚, there are at most two different integers i, j such that
ci,scj,t ‰ 0. For simplicity, let β1 “ αpu˚q and β2 “ αpΦpu˚qq “ αppI ´ αpu˚qAqu˚q.

Using Πpu˚qu˚ “ λu˚, λ ‰ 0, we have

(2.19) ci,sp1 ´ β2aiqp1 ´ β1aiqui,s “ λci,sui,s, pi, sq P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu ˆ t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu.

If β1 “ 0, then β2 “ 0. If β1β2 ‰ 0, let us consider the quadratic function gpbq “

p1´β2bqp1´β1bq. For a given value g˚, there are at most two different values b1, b2 such
that gpb1q “ gpb2q “ g˚. To guarantee (2.19), there are at most two different integers
i, j such that ci,scj,t ‰ 0, where s P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu and t P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nju. If β1 “ 0
and β2 ‰ 0, to guarantee (2.19), there is only at most one integer i P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , puu

such that ci,s ‰ 0, which means that u˚ “ up. However, we know for such up,
pI ´ αpupqAqup “ 0 and Πpupq is not defined. Thus, all the eigenvectors of (2.14)
associated with non-unit eigenvalues are any linear combination of eigenvectors of A
associated with exactly two distinguish eigenvalues of A.

Corollary 2.12. If the initial residual r0 “ u˚ is given by (2.18), then the
corresponding root-convergence factor is

ϱkpr0q “

¨

˝

pai2 ´ ai1q2

a2i1 ` ϵ2a2i2

1

1 ` 1
ϵ2i1i2

˛

‚

1{2

,
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where ϵ2i1i2 “

´

ci2
ci1

¯2

with ci1 and ci2 given by (2.16).

Theorem 2.13. Suppose that A is symmetric. If A is indefinite,

(2.20) max
v‰0

}Πpvqv}

}v}
“ 1.

If A is definite,

max
v‰0

}Πpvqv}

}v}
“ pϱ˚

GMRESp1q
q2,

where ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

is given by (2.13).

Proof. Let pI ´ αpvqAqv “ v ´
xAv,vy

xAv,Avy
Av “ Φpvq. If Φpvq “ 0, Πpvqv is not

defined. Using (2.3), we have

max
v‰0

}Πpvqv}

}v}
“ max

v‰0

}pI ´ αpΦpvqqAqΦpvq}

}v}

“ max
v‰0

}pI ´ αpΦpvqqAqΦpvq}

}Φpvq}

}Φpvq}

}v}

ď max
y‰0

}Ipyqy}

}y}
max
v‰0

}Ipvqv}

}v}

“ ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

“ pϱ˚
GMRESp1q

q2.

Using (2.14) and Lemma 2.8, we have

max
v‰0

}Πpvqv}

}v}
ě max

λ
}λ} “ pϱ˚

GMRESp1q
q2.

Thus, we obtain the desired result.

Theorem 2.14. Consider GMRES(1) applied to Ax “ b, where A P R2ˆ2 is
symmetric. Let r0 “ c1u1 ` c2u2 be the initial residual. Then, if c1c2 “ 0,

ϱpr0q “ 0.

If c1c2 ‰ 0, let ϵ “ c2
c1
. Then

(2.21) ϱpr0q “
a

λ12pϵq “

ˆ

pa2 ´ a1q2

pa21 ` ϵ2a22qp1 ` 1
ϵ2 q

˙1{2

.

Theorem 2.15. For GMRES(1) applied to Ax “ b, where A is symmetric, the
worst-case root-convergence factor is

(2.22) ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

“ max
i‰j,i,jPt1,2,¨¨¨ ,pu

|aj ´ ai|

|aj | ` |ai|
“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

λmaxpAq ´ λminpAq

λmaxpAq ` λminpAq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

,

if A is definite, and ϱ˚
GMRESp1q

“ 1 if A is indefinite.

Proof. Consider r0 such that Πpr0qr0 “ pΓ˚q2r0, where Γ˚ is defined in (2.12).
Then, we have r2k “ pΓ˚q2kr0. It follows that ϱpr0q “ lim supkÑ8 }r2k}1{p2kq “ Γ˚.
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When A is definite, if the initial residual is only associated with the first s eigenvalues
taiu

s
i“1, then the root-convergence factor is given by (2.22) with i, j P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , su.

Although when A is indefinite, the worst-case root-convergence factor is one, there
may exist some good initial guesses such that the corresponding root-convergence can
be less than one.

2.3. Some results of rAA(1). Anderson acceleration is a widely used method
to speed up the convergence of fixed-point iterations and it has garnered a lot of
attention for its convergence analysis [38, 34, 2, 10, 31].

In [6], the authors study the asymptotic root-convergence factor of restarted
AA(1), denoted as rAA(1). For completeness, we give rAA(1) iterations as follows:

xk`1 “ Mxk ` b, k “ 0, 2, 4, ¨ ¨ ¨

xk`1 “ Mxk `
xArk, rky

xArk, Arky
Mpxk ´ xk´1q ` b, where rk “ Axk ´ b, k “ 1, 3, 5, ¨ ¨ ¨

It can be shown that rAA(1) residuals satisfy rk`2 “ MpI ´ αprkqAqrk. To analyze
its asymptotic convergence factor, the authors of [6] consider the following vector-
dependent matrix

Υpvq “ MpI ´ αpΨpvqqAqMpI ´ αpvqAq,

where

Ψpvq “ MpI ´ αpvqAqv, v ‰ 0,

and the corresponding nonlinear eigenvalue problem is

(2.23) Υpuqu “ µu.

The residuals of rAA(1) satisfy r4pk`1q “ Υpr4kqr4k. There remain questions about
the eigenpairs of (2.23). [6] proposes some conjectures. We will derive more results
of rAA(1) when A is symmetric and address one of the conjectures from [6].

We first consider the following nonlinear eigenvalue problem:

(2.24) Ψpuqu “ MpI ´ αpuqAqu “ µu.

We are interested in eigenpairs (µ ‰ 0) of (2.24). We have the following results.

Theorem 2.16. Suppose that A is symmetric. Let i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu with i1 ‰

i2 and
´pai2

´1qai1

pai1
´1qai2

ą 0. Consider

u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, ci1,1ci2,1 ‰ 0,

and

ui1i2 “ ci1ui1,s1 ` ci2ui2,r1 “ ci1pui1,s1 ` ϵui2,r1q,

where ϵ “
ci2
ci1

, ϵ2 “
´pai2´1qai1

pai1
´1qai2

, and

c2i1 “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

c2i1,s, c2i2 “

ni1
ÿ

r“1

c2i1,r, s1 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ni1u, s2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ni2u.
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Then, u˚ and ui1i2 are eigenvectors of (2.24) associated with the same eigenvalue,
i.e.,

(2.25) Ψpu˚qu˚ “ µi1i2u
˚, Ψpui1i2qui1i2 “ µi1i2ui1i2 ,

where

(2.26) µi1i2pϵi1i2q “
p1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ ai2qpai1 ´ ai2q

pai1 ´ 1qai1 ´ pai2 ´ 1qai2
.

Moreover, all the eigenpairs (µ ‰ 0) of (2.24) are given by pµi1,i2 , u
˚q.

Proof. From Theorem 2.4, we have αpu˚q “ αpui1i2q :“ β. Using the second
equation in (2.25) gives us

p1´ai1qp1´βai1qci1ui1,1 “ µi1i2ci1ui1,1 and p1´ai2qp1´βai2qci2ui2,1 “ µi1i2ci2ui2,1.

Since ci1ci2 ‰ 0,

(2.27) p1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ βai1q “ p1 ´ ai2qp1 ´ βai2q.

Solving the above equation for β, we obtain β “ 1
ai2

`ai1
´1 . Recall β “

ai1`ai2 ϵ
2

a2
i1

`a2
i2

ϵ2
. We

further obtain ϵ2 “
´pai2´1qai1

pai1
´1qai2

.

Thus,

Ψpu˚qu˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ βai1qci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1 ´ ai2qp1 ´ βai2qci2,rui2,r

“

ni1
ÿ

s“1

µi1i2ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

µi1i2ci2,rui2,r

“ µi1i2

˜

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r

¸

“ µi1i2u
˚.

To satisfy (2.27), there are at most two different ai1 , ai2 existing. Thus, all eigenpairs
with µ ‰ 0 of (2.24) are given by pµi1,i2 , u

˚q.

In the above theorem, we require that
´pai2

´1qai1

pai1´1qai2
ą 0. However, if the eigenvalues

of A do not satisfy this condition, then it means that (2.24) does not have nonzero
eigenvalue. This motivates us to examine the eigenpairs of (2.23) below.

Theorem 2.17. Suppose that A is symmetric. Let i1, i2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu with i1 ‰

i2, and consider

u˚ “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

ci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

ci2,rui2,r, ci1,1ci2,1 ‰ 0,

and

ui1i2 “ ci1ui1,s1 ` ci2ui2,r1 ,



ROOT-CONVERGENCE GMRES(1) 13

where

(2.28) c2i1 “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

c2i1,s, c2i2 “

ni1
ÿ

r“1

c2i1,r, s1 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ni1u, s2 P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ni2u.

Then, u˚ and ui1i2 are eigenvectors of (2.23) associated with the same eigenvalue,
i.e.,

(2.29) Υpui1i2qui1i2 “ µi1i2ui1i2 ,

and

(2.30) Υpu˚qu˚ “ µi1i2u
˚,

where

(2.31) µi1i2pϵi1i2q “
pai2 ´ ai1q2

a2i1 ` ϵ2i1i2a
2
i2

pp1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ ai2qq2

p1 ´ ai1q2 `
p1´ai2

q2

ϵ2

, ϵi1i2 “
ci1
ci2

,

and
(2.32)

max
i1i2

µi1i2pϵi1i2q “ µi1i2

˜

˘

d

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1 ´ ai2qai1
p1 ´ ai1qai2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¸

“

ˆ

p1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ ai2qpai1 ´ ai2q

|p1 ´ ai1qai1 | ` |p1 ´ ai2qai2 |

˙2

.

Proof. From Theorem 2.4, we have αpu˚q “ αpui1i2q. Consider

u˚
1 “ Ψpu˚q “

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1´ai1qp1´αpu˚qai1qci1,sui1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1´ai2qp1´αpu˚qai2qci2,rui2,r,

and

ui1i2,1 “ Ψpui1i2q “ p1 ´ ai1qp1 ´ αpu˚qai1qci1ui1,1 ` p1 ´ ai2qp1 ´ αpu˚qai2qci2ui2,1.

Using condition (2.28), we have

ni1
ÿ

s“1

p1 ´ ai1q2p1 ´ αpu˚qai1q2c2i1,s `

ni2
ÿ

r“1

p1 ´ ai2q2p1 ´ αpu˚qai2q2c2i2,r

“ p1 ´ ai1q2p1 ´ αpu˚qai1q2c2i1 ` p1 ´ ai2q2p1 ´ αpu˚qai2q2c2i2 .

It follows that αpu˚
1 q “ αpui1i2,1q. For simplicity, let β2 “ αpu˚

1 q and β1 “ αpu˚q.
The results (2.29), (2.31), and (2.32) are from [6]. Using (2.29) gives us

p1 ´ ai1q2p1 ´ β2ai1qp1 ´ β1ai1qci1ui1,1 “ µi1i2ci1ui1,1,

p1 ´ ai2q2p1 ´ β2ai2qp1 ´ β1ai2qci2ui2,1 “ µi1i2ci2ui2,1.

Since ci1ci2 ‰ 0,

p1 ´ ai1q2p1 ´ β2ai1qp1 ´ β1ai1q “ µi1i2 , p1 ´ ai2q2p1 ´ β2ai2qp1 ´ β1ai2q “ µi1i2 .

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.16, we can obtain (2.30).
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From Theorems 2.16 and 2.17, we see that the eigenvectors of (2.24) are also eigen-
vectors of (2.23).

Remark 2.18. It can be shown that when the maximum of µi1,i2pϵi1i2q is achieved,
see (2.32), β1 “ β2.

Theorem 2.19. Suppose that A is symmetric. Then, all the eigenvectors of
(2.23) associated with nonzero eigenvalues are given by

(2.33) u “
ÿ

iPt1,2,¨¨¨ ,pu

ni
ÿ

s“1

ci,sui,s,

where 2 ď #tiu ď 4, and at least one term in tci1,su
ni1
s“1 is nonzero and at least one

term in tci2,ru
ni2
r“0 is nonzero.

The formula (2.33) means that the eigenvectors of (2.23) are any linear combination of
eigenvectors of A associated with at least two and at most four distinguish eigenvalues
of A.

Proof. As shown in Theorem 2.11, u˚ “
řni

s“1 ci,sui,s ‰ 0, where i P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu

cannot be eigenvectors of (2.23) (αp0q is not defined). Assume that the eigenvector
of (2.23) is given by

(2.34) u˚ “

p
ÿ

i“1

ni
ÿ

s“1

ci,sui,s,

which contains at least two different integers i, j such that ci,scj,t ‰ 0. Next, we prove
that in (2.34), there are at most four different integers i. For simplicity, let β1 “ αpu˚q

and β2 “ αpMpI ´ αpu˚qAqqu˚q. We know that β1β2 ‰ 0. Using Υpu˚qu˚ “ λu˚

with λ ‰ 0, we have
(2.35)
ci,sp1 ´ aiq

2p1 ´ β2aiqp1 ´ β1aiqui,s “ λci,sui,s,@pi, sq P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pu ˆ t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu.

Consider the quartic function gpbq “ p1´ β2bqp1´ β1bqp1´ bq2. For a given value g˚,
there are at most four different values b1, b2 such that gpb1q “ gpb2q “ gpb3q “ gpb4q “

g˚. To guarantee (2.19), there are at most four different integers i, j, k, ℓ such that
ci,s1cj,t1ck,s2cℓ,t2 ‰ 0, where s P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , niu and t P t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nju.

Thus, all the eigenvectors of (2.23) associated with nonzero eigenvalues are any
linear combination of eigenvectors of A associated with at least two and at most four
distinguish eigenvalues of A.

We comment that in Theorem 2.19 we do not know whether (2.33) can contain three
or four eigenvectors associated with three or four distinguish eigenvalues of A. If there
exists, then what the corresponding eigenvalues of Υ are. We leave these questions
for the future.

Define

Λ˚ “ max
i,jPt1,2,¨¨¨ ,pu

ˆ

p1 ´ aiqp1 ´ ajqpai ´ ajq

|p1 ´ aiqai| ` |p1 ´ ajqaj |

˙2

.

In [6], it has shown that worst-case convergence factor of rAA(1) has a lower bound
pΛ˚q1{4. The numerical results in that work seem to indicate that pΛ˚q1{4 is the
worst-case convergence factor. Moreover, it includes a conjecture stating that

(2.36) max
v‰0

}Υpvqv}

}v}
“ Λ˚.
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In this following, we provide three counterexamples for (2.36). We consider A being
Ai as follows.

Example 2.1 (counterexamples).

A1 “

¨

˝

1 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 3

˛

‚, A2 “

¨

˝

´1{2 0 0
0 ´4 0
0 0 2

˛

‚, A3 “

¨

˚

˚

˝

1{2 0 0 0
0 3{2 0 0
0 0 1{3 0
0 0 0 ´2

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

First, it can be shown that Λ˚pA1q “ 1
16 “ 0.0625. Consider v1 “ r15, 5, 1sT and

M1 “ I ´ A1. Then,

αpv1q “
vT1 A1v1

vT1 A
T
1 A1v1

“
139

167
, u “ M1pI ´ αpv1qA2qv1 “

„

0,
555

167
,

500

167

ȷT

,

αpuq “
uTA1u

uTAT
1 A1u

“

1366050
27889

3482100
27889

“
1366050

3482100
“

27321

69642
,

w “ M1pI ´ αpuqA1qu “

„

0,
´1387500

1938369
,

205350

193837

ȷ

« r0 ´ 0.7158 1.0594sT .

Thus, }Υpv1qv1}

}v1}
« 1.2786

15.8430 « 0.0807 ą Λ˚pA1q “ 0.0625. For more accuracy, one may

verify if }Υpv1qv1}2 “ }v1}2pΛ˚q2, that is, }w}2162 “ }v1}2, which gives

162pp1387500ˆ193837q2 `p205350ˆ1838369q2q “ p152 `52 `12qp1938369ˆ193837q2.

We notice that the left-hand side is even, while the right-hand side is odd; therefore,
they cannot be equal.

Consider v2 “ r38, 1, 45sT for A2 and v3 “ r23, 60, 77, 1sT for A3. It
can be shown that

Λ˚pA2q “ 225{121 « 1.8595,
}Υpv2qv2}

}v2}
« 2.1598 ą Λ˚pA2q,

Λ˚pA3q “
49

81
« 0.6049,

}Υpv3qv3}

}v3}
« 0.6388 ą Λ˚pA3q.

Although max
v‰0

}Υpvqv}

}v}
ą Λ˚, this does not indicate that the worst-case root-

convergence of rAA(1) is larger or equals
´

maxv‰0
}Υpvqv}

}v}

¯1{4

. Here, we cannot

have a similar Lemma 2.1 for rAA(1) since αpvq for rAA(1) does not minimize
the residual. Note that for A1, w “ Υpv1qv1 is an eigenvector of (2.23). From
Theorem 2.17, we have Υpwqw “ µw. This means that for A´1

1 v1 as an initial
guess for solving A1x “ 0, the corresponding root-convergence factor of rAA(1) is

ϱ “ pµq1{4 ă

´

maxv‰0
}Υpvqv}

}v}

¯1{4

.

3. Skew-symmetric case of M for GMRES(1). In this section, we discuss
the situation that M “ I ´ A P Rnˆn is skew-symmetric, i.e., M “ ´MT . For
simplicity, we assume that n is even. Then, the eigenvalues of M are imaginary.

Denote the eigenvalues of M as tmj , m̄ju
n{2
j“0, where m̄j is the conjugate of mj . We

define

m˚ “ min
j“1,2,¨¨¨ ,n{2

t|mj |u, m˚ “ max
j“1,2,¨¨¨ ,n{2

t|mj |u.
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Let M “ QHQT be the real Schur decomposition of M , where H P Rnˆn is a block
diagonal matrix with the diagonal blocks of size 2 ˆ 2. The eigenvalues of the 2 ˆ 2
diagonal blocks are the eigenvalues of M . Q is an orthogonal matrix with

(3.1) Q “ rQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn{2s, Qj “ rqj , q̃js.

From [6], we know that M is invariant on the subspaces spantQju for j “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n{2

and the eigenvalues of S “ 1
2 pA´1`A´T q are tp1`|mj |2q´1u

n{2
j“1. We cite some results

from [6], which will be used for our analysis.

Lemma 3.1. [6] Suppose that M is skew-symmetric and q P spantQju. Then

αpqq “ 1
1`|mj |2

, and for general 0 ‰ v P Rn, we have αpvq P

”

1
1`pm˚q2

, 1
1`pm˚q2

ı

Ď

p0, 1s.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that M is skew-symmetric. If 0 ‰ q P spantQju, then

Φpqq P spantQju and
}Φpqq}

}q}
“

|mj |
a

1 ` |mj |2
.

Moreover,

(3.2) max
v‰0

}Φpvq}

}v}
ď

m˚

a

1 ` pm˚q2
.

Proof. The proof can be derived following [6]. Thus, we omit it here.

Corollary 3.3. Consider GMRES(1) applied to linear system Ax “ b with
M “ I ´ A being skew-symmetric. Then, the worst-case root-convergence factor
of GMRES(1) is

(3.3) ϱ˚
GMRESp1q,ss “

m˚

a

1 ` pm˚q2
ă 1.

Proof. Recall that rk “ Φprk´1q. From Theorem 3.2, we have

}rk} ď
m˚

a

1 ` pm˚q2
}rk´1} ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď

˜

m˚

a

1 ` pm˚q2

¸k

}r0}.

From the first result in Theorem 3.2, when r0 P spantQju, we have rk “ Φprk´1q P

spantQju. Thus,

ϱ˚
GMRESp1q,ss “ max

r0
plim sup

kÑ8

Γkpr0qq “
m˚

a

1 ` pm˚q2
,

which completes the proof.

The above result tells us that GMRES(1) always converges if M is skew-symmetric.
In [6], the authors consider rAA(1), and show that for the case where M is skew-

symmetric, the worst-case root-convergence factor of rAA(1) is ϱ˚
rAAp1q

“ m˚

p1`pm˚q2q1{4 ,

which requires m˚ ă

b

1
2 p1 `

?
5q « 1.272 to guarantee that rAA(1) converges

for arbitrary initial guess. Notice that no matter what m˚ is, we always have
ϱ˚
GMRESp1q,ss ă ϱ˚

rAAp1q
.

From the above discussion, we can conclude that the asymptotic convergence
factor of GMRES(1) for M being skew-symmetric depends solely on the dominant
eigenvalue (largest magnitude) with which the initial residual r0 is associated.
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Corollary 3.4. Suppose M is skew-symmetric, and the initial residual r0 “
řj˚

j“1 uj, where uj P spantQju, 1 ď j˚ ď n{2, and |mj˚ | is the largest magnitude of
the eigenvalues. Then,

ϱpr0q “
|m˚

j |
b

1 ` |m˚
j |2

.

Remark 3.5. In [28], it has shown that when A is a real positive definite matrix,
then

}rk} ď

d

1 ´ λmin

ˆ

A´1 ` A´T

2

˙

λmin

ˆ

A ` AT

2

˙

}rk´1}.

In fact, when M is skew-symmetric, A`AT

2 “ I´M`I´MT

2 “ I, and A´1
`A´T

2 “

pI ` MMT q´1. Then, λmin

´

A´1
`A´T

2

¯

“ p1 ` pm˚q2qq´1. Thus,

d

1 ´ λmin

ˆ

A´1 ` A´T

2

˙

λmin

ˆ

A ` AT

2

˙

“

d

1 ´
1

1 ` pm˚q2
,

which is the same result as we obtained in Corollary 3.3.

3.1. q-linear convergence. Based on the previous discussion, we are able to
determine the q-linear convergence of GMRES(1). The following results have been
obtained.

Theorem 3.6. For GMRES(1) applied to Ax “ b, where A is symmetric, the
residuals converge q-linearly with q-factor σ:

(3.4) }rk} ď σ}rk´1},

where σ “ ρ˚
GMRESp1q

is given by (2.22) if A is symmetric and σ “ ρ˚
GMRESp1q,ss is

given by (3.3) if A is skew-symmetric.

Proof. These results can be derived directly from Lemma 2.1 and (3.2).

We point out that the q-linear convergence with q-factor σ actually is the worst-case
rate. For different initial guesses/errors, σ might be different, but it must be less than
ρ˚
GMRESp1q

(ρ˚
GMRESp1q,ss). However, we do not further discuss this. In [37], it has

been shown the sequence
!

}rk}

}rk´1}

)

is increasing. We know that }rk}

}rk´1}
has an upper

bound σ, so the sequence must be convergent.

4. Numerical experiments. In this section, we present some numerical ex-
periments to validate our theoretical results of worst-case root-convergence factor of
GMRES(1). For symmetric A, we consider three choices, which correspond to three
cases of M : M is not invertible, ρpMq ă 1, and ρpMq ą 1.

Example 4.1 (A is symmetric). We consider solving Ax “ b “ 0, where A is Ai.

A1 “

¨

˝

1 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 3

˛

‚, A2 “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

1{2 0 0 0 0
0 1{4 0 0 0
0 0 1{8 0 0
0 0 0 1{16 0
0 0 0 0 1{32

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

, A3 “

¨

˚

˚

˝

´1 0 0 0
0 2 0 0
0 0 3 0
0 0 0 4

˛

‹

‹

‚

.
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Using (2.13), we obtain the worst-case root-convergence factor for A1, A2, A3: ϱ˚
1 “

1
2 “ 0.5, ϱ˚

2 “ 15
17 « 0.8824, ϱ˚

3 “ 1 for A1, A2 and A3, respectively. For our tests,
we run 1000 random initial guesses, whose elements are uniform distribution in the
interval p´1, 1q, and we require }rk} ď 1e ´ 30 to make k large enough to capture
the behavior of ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k. Figure 1 reports the root-convergence factor as a
function of the iteration index k for different initial guesses for A1 and A2. The dashed
line is our theoretical worst-case root-convergence factor, denoted as ϱ˚. We see that
the numerical root-convergence factor is bounded by the worst-case root-convergence
factor, and the root-convergence factor depends on initial guesses.

Fig. 1. Root-convergence factor ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k (solid lines) as a function of the iteration
index k with 1000 random initial guesses for A1 (left) and A2 (right). The dashed line is the
theoretical worst-case root convergence factor, denoted as ϱ˚.

For A3, the indefinite case, the root-convergence factor is displayed on the left side
of Figure 2. To verify our result in Lemma 2.3, which states the convergence factor
depends on the initial guess, we also consider A3 and choose initial guesses where the
first component is zero. Then, the worst-case root-convergence factor depends only
on the eigenvalues 2, 3, 4. Using Theorem 2.6, we have ϱ˚ “ 4´2

4`2 “ 1
3 « 0.3333. The

result on the right side of Figure 2 validates this.

Fig. 2. Root-convergence factor ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k (solid lines) as a function of the iteration
index k with 1000 random initial guesses for A3 (left) and for A3 (right) with the first elements of
the initial guesses being zero. The dashed line is the theoretical worst-case root-convergence factor,
denoted as ϱ˚.

To investigate how the initial guess affects the root-convergence factor, see The-
orem 2.7, we consider two different initial guesses for A2 (denoted its eigenvalues
as a1 “ 1{2, a2 “ 1{4, a3 “ 1{16). One initial guess is x0 “ r1, 2

?
2, 0, 0, 0sT

corresponding to r0 “ r1{2,
?
2{2, 0, 0, 0sT . Then, ϵ “ c2

c1
“

?
2 “

b

a1

a2
. We

have ϱpr0q “ a1´a2

a1`a2
“ 1

3 . The another is x0 “ r1, 0, 8, 0, 0sT corresponding to
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Fig. 3. Root-convergence factor ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k (solid lines) as a function of the iteration
index k with two different initial guesses for A2. The dashed line is the theoretical worst-case root-
convergence factor. Cross markers corresponds to x0 “ r1, 2

?
2, 0, 0, 0sT , where ϱ˚ “ 0.3333 . Circle

markers are for x0 “ r1, 0, 8, 0, 0sT , where ϱ˚ “ 0.6000.

r0 “ r1{2, 0, 1, 0, 0sT . Then, ϵ “ c3
c1

“ 2 “

b

a1

a3
and ϱ˚ “ a1´a3

a1`a3
“ 0.6000. The

root-convergence factors are reported in Figure 3. The dashed line is the theoretical
worst-case root-convergence factor. We observe that the numerical root-convergence
factors align with our theoretical results.

In the following example, we consider the case that M is symmetric.

Example 4.2 (M is skew-symmetric). Consider A4 “ I ´ M , where

M “
1

8

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

0 1 0 ´5 0 0 0 2
´1 0 0 0 5 0 ´2 0
0 0 0 0 ´2 ´1 5 0
5 0 0 0 ´1 ´2 0 0
0 ´5 2 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 2 0 0 0 ´5
0 2 ´5 0 0 0 0 1

´2 0 0 0 0 5 ´1 0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

,

which is taken from [39] with some modification. The eigenvalues of M are ˘ι 14 , ι ˘
2
4 ,˘ι 34 ,˘ι1. Thus, m˚ “ 1 and ϱ˚ “ 1?

1`12
« 0.7071.

On the left side of Figure 4, we run 1000 random initial guesses, whose elements
are uniform distribution in the interval p´1, 1q, and report the root-convergence fac-
tor ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k as a function of the iteration index k. The dashed line is our
theoretical worst-case root-convergence factor, denoted as ϱ˚. We see that when
k Ñ 8, the root-convergence factor converges to the worst-case root-convergence fac-
tor ϱ˚ “ 0.7071. To validate Corollary 3.4, we consider x0 “ Qp:, 3q`Qp:, 5q`Qp:, 7q,
see (3.1), which is a vector in the space spanned by the columns of Q2, Q3, Q4 corre-
sponding to eigenvalues ˘ι 14 , ι ˘ 2

4 ,˘ι 34 of M . Thus, the expected root-convergence

factor is 3{4?
1`p3{4q2

“ 3
5 “ 0.6. Our numerical results on the right side of Figure 4

confirm this.

5. Conclusion. We study the root-convergence factor of GMRES(1) in solving
linear systems. We derive theoretical results on the worst-case root-convergence factor
based on eigenvector-dependent nonlinear eigenvalue problems. When the coefficient
matrix A of the underlying linear system is symmetric, the root-convergence factor
highly depends on the initial guess. For some special initial guesses, we are able
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Fig. 4. Root-convergence factor ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k (solid lines) as a function of the iteration
index k with 1000 random initial x0 for A4 (left). The dashed line is the theoretical worst-case root
convergence factor, denoted as ϱ˚. Cross markers are ϱkpr0q “ }rk}1{k as a function of the iteration
index k with x0 “ Qp:, 3q ` Qp:, 5q ` Qp:, 7q for A4 (right).

to derive their root-convergence factors. When the matrix M “ I ´ A is skew-
symmetric, our theoretical results reveal that the worst-case root-convergence factor
depends solely on the spectral radius ofM , and GMRES(1) converges unconditionally.
The q-linear convergence factor is derived too, which is the same as the worst-case
root-convergence factor. Additionally, we present new results for restarted Anderson
acceleration with window size one.

Acknowledgments. The author thanks Microsoft Copilot for spelling and gram-
mar check.
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