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2D Eigenvalue Problem III: Convergence Analysis of the 2D
Rayleigh Quotient Iteration *

Tianyi Lu' Yangfeng Su' Zhaojun Bait
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Abstract

In Part I of this paper, we introduced a two dimensional eigenvalue problem (2DEVP) of
a matrix pair and investigated its fundamental theory such as existence, variational character-
ization and number of 2D-eigenvalues. In Part II, we proposed a Rayleigh quotient iteration
(RQI)-like algorithm (2DRQI) for computing a 2D-eigentriplet of the 2DEVP near a prescribed
point, and discussed applications of 2DEVP and 2DRQI for solving the minimax problem of
Rayleigh quotients, and computing the distance to instability. In this third part, we present
convergence analysis of the 2DRQI. We show that under some mild conditions, the 2DRQI is
locally quadratically convergent for computing a nonsingular 2D-eigentriplet.
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1 Introduction

Given Hermitian matrices A,C € C™*™ and C' is indefinite, the 2D eigenvalue problem (2DEVP)
is to find scalars pu, A € R and nonzero vectors x € C" such that

(A—pC)z = Az, (1.1a)
zHCx =0, (1.1b)
ety =1, (1.1c)

The pair (u,A) is called a 2D-eigenvalue, = is called the corresponding 2D-eigenvector, and the
triplet (u, A, z) is called a 2D-eigentriplet. We use the term “2D” based on the fact that an
eigenvalue has two components, which is a point in the two dimensional (u, \)-plane.

In Part T of this work [8], we presented fundamental properties of the 2DEVP such as the
existence, variational characterizations, and the necessary and sufficient conditions for the finite
number of 2D-eigenvalues. We also discussed the applications of the 2DEVP on the minimax
problem of Rayleigh quotients and the computation of distance to instability. In Part I [6], we
proposed a Rayleigh quotient iteration (RQI)-like algorithm (2DRQI) for computing an eigentriplet
of the 2DEVP near a prescribed point. Numerical experiments show its promising performance
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compared with eigenvalue optimization algorithms for finding the minimax of Rayleigh quotients
and computing distance to instability.

In this part, we present the convergence analysis of the 2DRQI. We will prove that the 2DRQI
is locally quadratically convergent for computing a nonsingular 2D-eigentriplet (see the definition
of the term nonsingular in Section 2.2]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we introduce the concepts of non-
singularity of a 2D-eigentripet and its characterizations, and simple and multiple 2D-eigentriplets
and their properties. In Section Bl we recap the essential steps of the 2DRQI presented in [6]. In
Section Ml we recall several known results on matrix perturbation analysis and derive a couple of
new results that will be used for the convergence analysis of the 2DRQI. Sections Bl and [6] provide
convergence analysis of the 2DRQI. Conclusion remarks are in Section [7

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Analytical eigencurves and derivatives

In Section 4 of Part I [§], we showed that equations (LIal) and (IId) of the 2DEVP (LI]) constitute
the parameter eigenvalue problem of H(u) = A — pC. For p € R, there exist n real eigenvalues
Ai(p) and corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors of H (). If these eigenvalues \;(u) are sorted
such that Aj(p) > -+ > A\, (i), then we have n sorted eigencurves \;(u) for i = 1,2,...,n. Sorted
eigencurves \;(u) might not be differentiable. In Part I, we introduced analyticalized eigencurves
and analyticalized eigenvector functions such that they are real analytic [5, p. 3] on R. The following
theorem, which is built on Theorem 4.2 of Part I, shows that analyticalized eigenvectors enjoy some
appealing properties.

Theorem 2.1. For Hermitian matrices A and C, there exist scalar functions M\ (1), -+, An(pt)
and matriz-valued functions X (p) = [z1(p), -+, xu(p)] of p € R such that

A= pC = X () Diag (), - ) ) X7 (), o)

XM ()X () = 1.

Furthermore, X\i(1) and ;(11) are real analytic on p € R, and x;(1) satisfies
Proof. In Part I, we have shown that by [3, Theorem S6.3], there exist real analytic scalar functions
A1(p), <-+, Ap(p) and real analytic matrix-valued functions X () = [Z1(p), -+, Tn(p) of p € R
such that

A= pC = X (u) Diag (Xl(u), e ,An(u)) X (),

B B (2.3)
X ()X () = 1.

Therefore, we only need to show that there exists a real-valued real analytic function 6;(u) such
that z;(p) = Z; (p)e' %W satisfies Z2) for i = 1,...,n. In fact, if we find such 6;(j), then according
to the properties [5, pp.4,19] of real analytic functions, z;(u) is also real analytic. Equation (2.1])
holds by defining X (u) = [x1(n), -+, zp(p)]. For brevity, the subindex i of x;(u) will be dropped
in the analysis below.

Since Z(u) is real analytic, we can take derivatives of 7 (1)#(u) = 1 and have

Re(@" (1) (1)) = 0. (2.4)
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On the other hand, equation (2.2)) is equivalent to
()™ 000 [ ()6 100 4 F(1)e P10/ ()| = F) T (1) + 16/ (1) = 0. (2.5)

Equation (23] gives a natural definition for 6(u):
I
O(w) E/ izH ()@ (s)ds, VYueR. (2.6)
0

We now prove 6(u) satisfies the desired properties. First, by @4), 2 (1)2' () is purely imaginary
and thus 6(u) is a real-valued function. Furthermore, (1) = iz (1)#' (). Hence (Z3) holds and
we further have (Z2]).

To complete the proof, we only need to prove that 6(u) is real analytic. In fact, a function f
defined on R is called real analytic [5l p.3] if and only if for any o € R, f has power series

oo

F) =" FD (o) (1 — o)’

1=0

with nonzero convergent radius. By separating the real and imaginary parts of £ (110), we can
see that the real and imaginary parts of f are both real analytic. Thus Z (1) is still real analytic,
which by properties of real analytic function [5, pp.4,11] implies #(u) is real analytic. O

The next lemma presents the derivatives formula for A\(u) and x(u).

Lemma 2.1. Let (fx, A, i) be a 2D-eigentriplet with A, being a simple eigenvalue of A — p.C'.
Let A(p) be an analyticalized eigencurve and x(u) be the corresponding analyticalized eigenvector
function defined in Theorem [Z1] such that A\ = A(px) and x, = x(ps). Then we have

(A — pC — N\ D)2' (1) = Cay, (2.7)
X' () = =22 Ca' (). (2.8)

Equation 21) can be further written as
2’ (1s) = (A — 1.0 — N\ 1)1 Cz, (2.9)
where -1 is the Moore-Penrose generalized inverse.

Proof. Consider the parameter eigenvalue problem

(A = pC)a(p) = Mp)z(p). (2.10)
By taking the derivative with respect to u, we have
(A= pC = M) D)a' (1) = (C + N () Da(p). (2.11)
Multiplying @I1) by (1) from left and combining with 2I0), we have
N (n) = —a (n)Cx(p). (2.12)
At p = py, the derivative becomes
N(ps) = —zfCx, = 0. (2.13)

Combined with (2.I1]), we have

(A — pC — N2/ (p1y) = Coy. (2.14)
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This proves the equation (2.7)).
To prove the identity (Z8]), we take the derivative of (ZI1]) with respect to p and obtain

(A= pC = Ap)D)a" (p) = 2(C + N () D' (1) + X' ()2 (). (2.15)
Multiplying @I5) by 2 (1) from left, by (ZI0), we have
X' () = =22 () (C + N () D! (). (2.16)

The equation (2.8) is derived by taking 1 = ps and the equation (ZI3]).
To prove the equation (2.9]), we notice that since the multiplicity of A« is 1, the null subspace
of A — j,C — M\ is spanned by z,. Since (2/(ps))?x, = 0 by [Z2), equation (Z7) implies the

equation (Z.9)).
U

2.2 Singularity of 2D-eigentriplets and characterizations

In Part IT [6], we indicated that the 2DEVP (I.]) can be viewed as the problem of finding the root
of the following system of nonlinear equations

(A—puC — X))z
F(u,\,x) = —zf1Cz/2 | =0.
—zHz/24+1/2
The Jacobian of F' is defined as
A—,uC—)\I‘—Cx —x
J(pu,\, ) = e 0o 0 |. (2.17)
—af 0 0

The following definition introduces the notion of singularity of a 2D-eigentriplet.

Definition 2.1. A 2D-eigentriplet (ps, As,zs) of (A,C) is called nonsingular if the Jacobian
J (s, A, 4) is nonsingular. Otherwise, it is called singular.

The following theorem provides characterizations of the singularity. By these characteriza-
tions, we see that the singularity of a 2D-eigentriplet (i, A«, x«) does not explicitly depend on z,.
Therefore, we will also call (p4, A«) a nonsingular (singular) 2D-eigenvalue.

Theorem 2.2. Let (fix, As, T4) be a 2D-eigentriplet of the 2DEVP (1) and k be the multiplicity
of A for being an eigenvalue of A — p,C'.

(i) If k =1, then the 2D-eigentriplet (fus, A, 2+) s nonsingular if and only if N'(us) # 0, where
A(+) is an analyticalized eigencurve satisfying () = A«

(ii) If k = 2, then the 2D-eigentriplet (pi, Ax, 7+) is nonsingular if and only if TZHC"N/* is invertible,
where Vi is an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace associated with eigenvalue A\, of A — 11, C.
(iii) If k > 3, then the 2D-eigentriplet (fis, As, T+) is singular.

Proof. We first note that by Cxz, = 0, x, is orthogonal to Cxz,. Let Q be an n x n orthogonal
matrix with the first column x, and the second column ¢o satisfy Cx, = ago. Denote QQ =
Diag(Q, I5). Then

0o 0 01]0 -1
. . " _ 0 ao9 Qa3 | —« 0
QP 1.Q=Q" J(, \yz)Q=| 0 afl Az 0 0 |, (2.18)
0 —a@ 0[]0 0
-1 0 0|0 0
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where Ass is n — 2 by n — 2. Let x(u) be an analyticalized eigenvector function defined in Theo-
rem 2.1 Writing

$l(lu*) = Q[ybyQ’yg]T) (219)
where y; and y9 are scalars. Then by (28],
N (py) = =2(Cx ) H 2! (1y) = —2ayo. (2.20)

Now let us consider the result (i). By equations (ZI8]) and (220, the result (i) is equivalent to
prove that J (g, As, z4) is singular if and only if \”(u.) = 0.

Let us assume \”(u,) = 0. By (Z20), it implies & = 0 or yo = 0. If & = 0, then by ZI8), J, is
singular since it has a zero column. If « # 0 and yo = 0, we have by (2.7

QU(A — 1 C — N2 () = QY Cx,
which implies that

as3ys = « (75 O), (2.21)
A33y3 =0. (2.22)

Equation (2.2I)) says y3 # 0, and thus (2.22)) admits a nonzero y3. This implies Ass is singular. By
elementary transformation and noting o # 0, Qf.J,Q can be transformed to

0 0 o0]0 -1
0 0 0 |—a 0
0 0 As| 0 0 |, (2.23)
0 —a 00 0

-1 0 0[]0 0

which further implies Q¥ J,Q is singular since Assz is singular. Therefore J, is singular.
On the other hand, assume J, is singular. If o = 0, then by @20), \"(u«) = 0 and we reach
the conclusion. If a # 0, by transforming Q7 .J,Q to (Z23)) and noting J, is singular, we have Asz3

is singular. By (7)) and (ZI9]), we have

azys + azsys = a (# 0), (2.24)
assys + Assys = 0. (2.25)

Note that since the multiplicity of A, is 1, Matrices |:CL23:| and [a%% a23} are of full rank. Consider
Asg agy  Ass

the equations
as3z = A332 =0. (2.26)

. . . . . a .
Since Asjz is singular, As3z = 0 admits nonzero solution. We further have a3z # 0 since [ A23} is
33

of full rank. Thus (226 admits a solution, which we denote by z.. Then
a922 Q923 0 |«
CL% A33 Zx o 0 ’

Since [Z%} 323] is of full rank, [0, 227 must equal to [y, y2 |7 according to [Z24)([Z2Z5) and thus
23 33

y2 = 0. By ([Z20), \’(us) = 0. This completes the proof of the result (i).
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For the result (ii), we prove that J, is singular if and only if VH CV, is singular. Let @ be the
orthogonal matrix with its first two columns V, and Q = Diag(Q, I3). Then

o 0 ~VH[Cx,, z,]
QHJ*Q = A33 X P
—[Cxy, 2, )0V, x ‘ 0]

where O is a 2-by-2 zero block, Asg is nonsingular and x stands for some submatrices. Obviously,
J, is singular < VA [Cu,, x,] is singular. (2.27)

Now for the sake of convenience, we further assume the first column of ‘7* is x,, otherwise ‘N/* will
differ from an orthogonal transformation and the conclusion still holds. Then from 2 Cz, = 0, we

have i
~ 0 1 ~ ~ 0 xy Cx
H _ H _ *
Vo lCre 2 = { Oz, 0 } VOV = { #HCz, #1C
where 7 is the segond Eolumn of ‘7* Hence ‘N/*H [Cxy, ] is singular if and only if #HCr, = 0, which
is equivalent to V”CV, is singular. Together with (Z27), the result (ii) is proved.
For the result (iii), since the multiplicity of A, is k, there exists orthogonal = Diag(Q, I2)
such that

kak
D ‘ -QCx, —QMx,
o~
J.Q =
OO = e mg ‘
_H
Since k > 3, J, is obviously singular. This completes the proof of the result (iii). O

The following theorem provides alternative characterizations for the case where the multiplicity
of \, is 2

Theorem 2.3. Consider Theorem [ZA[), denote Xi(-) and Nis1(-) as the two analyticalized eigen-
curves of A — uC' that satisfy Ai(ps) = Aix1(px) = As. Then

(i) (ts, As) is nonsingular if and only if ‘ZHC‘Z is indefinite.
(11) (s, Ai) 18 nonsingular if and only if /N\;(,u*);\gﬂ(,u*) < 0.

Proof. We first prove the equivalence of nonsingularity and indefiniteness of TN/H CV,. Note that
Ty € Span{V} and :EHC'x* = 0. Thus VHC’V is not a definite matrix. Therefore, if VHCV is
nonsingular, then V CV, is indefinite. On the other hand, if VH OV, is indefinite, since the matrix
size is 2, VI CV, must have one positive and one negative eigenvalue, which implies VH CV, is
nonsingularity.

Now let us consider the statement (i). By Theorem R22i{), (g, A+) is nonsingular if and only
if VH OV, is nonsingular. By the equivalence of nonsingulairty and indefiniteness of V CV*, we
reach the statement (i).

For the statement (ii), we note that according to Part I [8, Thm 4.4], the eigenvalues of —‘ZH v,
are Aj(ps) and A (ps). Thus (ps, As) is nonsingular if and only if ;\;(,u*)j\gﬂ(,u*) # 0. Since
VH(CV, is not a definite matrix, N (pa) Ny (112) # 0 is equivalent to No(pa) Ny (ps) < 0. O

We end the discussion of singularity by the following corollary from Theorem and equations
(E5) and @22D).
Corollary 2.1.
(i) If (ps, A, T4) @S a nonsingular 2D-eigentriplet, then Cz, # 0.

(71) If (s, Ax) is a nonsingular 2D-eigenvalue, \. is an eigenvalue of A — pu,C with multiplicity
1, and x(u) is the corresponding eigenvector function defined in LemmalZ1}, then x'(ps) # 0.
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2.3 Simple and multiple 2D-eigentriplets

Theorems and indicate that a 2D-eigenvalue (i, As) is nonsingular if and only if one of the
following two cases happen:

I: )\, is a simple 2D-eigenvalue and the corresponding analytic eigencurve A(u) satisfies N’ (py) #
0.

II: A, is a multiple 2D-eigenvalue with the multiplicity two and the corresponding two real analytic
eigencurves \j(u) and Ao(p) satisfy N (ps) N (us) < 0.

Cases [ and [ are the cases of practical interests as we have encountered. In the rest of this
paper, we will concentrate on the convergence analysis of the 2DRQI for these two cases. We note
that the idea for analyzing Case II can be used for treating singular multiple 2D-eigenvalues with
corresponding analyticalized eigencurves having both negative and positive derivatives. For more
general cases of singular 2D-eigenvalues, the 2DRQI needs to be revised to recover second-order
convergence rate. It is a subject of future study.

2.3.1 Properties of nonsingular simple 2D-eigentriplets

Let us consider Case I, namely (s, \s,z«) be a nonsingular simple 2D-eigentriplet. Since it is
simple, the set of 2D-eigenvectors is of the form

X. = {ya. [y €C =1} (2.28)

o~

Furthermore, for the Jacobian J (g, Ax, ) and its leading n-row matrix I (s Ay ) = [A— i C' —

M, —Cxy — xi]y Omin(J (s, i, Y24)) and o, (J (s, A, 724 )) are independent of ~ for any v € C
and |y| = 1 due to the facts that

J(M*) )‘*7 7:17*) = Dlag(Inv ’7[2)'](“*7 A*) 33‘*) Dlag(ITH 712)

and

T (e, ey ¥22) = T (4, A, @) Diag(In, v12).

~

On the other hand, by the definition of nonsingularity, J(f., A, ) is of full row rank and has
a nullspace of dimension 2. By Lemma 2] a basis matrix of the nullspace of J(pi., Ax, ) is given

by:
R AV AR
Vo=l o0 UVJaPT |, (2.29)
0

0

where 2/, = 2/ (uy), and x(u) is the analyticalized eigenvector function defined in Theorem [Z1] cor-
responding to (1, Ay) and satisfies z(u,) = 4. By Corollary 1], @, # 0. Let Vi = [z, 2. /||2]|],
then V, is well defined, and has orthonormal columns by the orthogonality condition ([2.2]). Let
Ve = TN/*S, where S € C?*? is a unitary matrix such that

c,=vicvy, = Diag(ci, o) Wwith ¢, > oy

The following lemma presents the properties of the 2 x 2 2DRQ (A, C,) = (VHAV,, VECV,)
induced by V..

Lemma 2.2. Let (py, As, zs) be a nonsingular simple 2D-eigentriplet, then
(i) Cy is indefinite.
(11) The (1,2)-element (Ay)12 # 0.
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Therefore, the 2 x 2 2DRQ (A, Cy) has two simple 2D eigenvalues.

Proof. For the result (i), it is sufficient to show that C, = ‘N/*H CV, is indefinite. Since 2HCx, =0,
and —2x7Cx!, = \'(j14) from (28), we have

5 SHAT 0 N (p) /(=212 )
Com VIOV = /2l (@) Ot /|
Consequently, B
det(CL) = —(N"(1a) / 2ll24]1))? < 0,
which implies 5* is indefinite.

For the result(ii), we use the proof by contradiction. For brevity, we use x,z’, 2" u, A\, N, \’
to denote T, ' (fx ), " (11 )5 faes Moy N (114), A (p14). Assume that (Ay)12 = (VHFAVL)12 = 0. By the
assumption, V*H AV, and V*H CV, are both diagonal. Therefore, ‘ZH A‘Z and ‘ZH C‘Z are simulta-
neously diagonalized, and then commute:

(VEAV)(VECV,) = (VECV,)(VE AV,),

ie.,
{EHA:B/)\” AN xHAm’x’HCm’ )\”{E,HALE :E’HA:E/)\”
—2[[z'[|2 —2[[z']] ll2']I — —2[[z'[]? —2||$’}|113
HAL N /H AN 2 H Az’ 22 Co! PN 2 H Az Co! N'aH Ax! ' H Az’ 22 O’
—=2|2’[]3 —2[l2’]]2 [EdlE —2["]] IEdIE —2[2"]]? B

where we use (2.8). By Theorem 22(i), \” # 0. Thus the above equation can be simplified as:

7 Az is real, (2.30a)
/\// /HA / )\)\// /HO / /HA

o = _ I =TT T (2.30b)
=2[|2'|| —2['|| |2/

We now show that equation(2.30D]) implies \” = 0, which contradicts Theorem 22(i).
By (A — puC — XMp)I)x(p) = 0 and the orthogonality ([22), we have

()" Az () = pa' ()" Ca(p). (2.31)
By taking the derivative of the identity (Z31]) and setting u = p., we have

2T Ax + 2" Az = 2" Cx + pa" Cx + pa™ O’

Thus,
eH A = —2"T Nz 4 pCx) 4+ 22 Cx + pa" Cx + pa' Co/
= x"Hz 4+ 2'HCx + pa’Ca’
= N2/ ||> + 27 Cx + pa' Co, (2.32)
where for the last equality, we use the fact that 2”72 = —||2’||?, which is derived from taking the

derivative of the orthogonality condition (2.2]) and setting p = ..
Thus by (2.8)), (Z31) and (232)), equation (2.30D]) is equivalent to
()‘”x/Hz —l—x/HCx—i-/Lx/HCx/))\” B AN N qu/HCx/)\//
—2||='[f? =202l —2f|f?

By eliminating the common terms on the both side of the equation, we have 2/# Cz = 0. By [23),
A" = 0. This completes the proof by contradiction.

By the results (i) and (ii), and [8 Sec.3], we conclude that the 2DRQ (A, C\) has two simple
2D-eigenvalues. U
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2.3.2 Properties of nonsingular multiple 2D-eigentriplets

Now let us consider Case II, namely (g, As, z4) be a nonsingular multiple 2D-eigentriplet. Here by
Theorem 221 the nonsingularity implies the multiplicity of A, for being an eigenvalue of A — 1, C
is 2. By the definition of nonsingularity, the matrix j* = [A— u.C — A\, —Cz,, —x,] has full row
rank and the dimension of the nullspace of j; is 2. If we denote ‘N/* as an orthonormal basis of the
eigenspace associated with A, a basis matrix of the nullspace of j* is given by [‘N/*T, 0, O]T. Let
V. = V.S , where S € C?*? is an unitary matrix, such that

C, = V*HC’V* = Diag (c14,¢24) With ¢14 > oy (2.33)
Then the set of 2D-eigenvectors is of the form

Xy = {11tsv1 ¢ + 255024 | 71,72 € C, | = |2 =1}, (2.34)

where V, = [v1 4, v24], ts« = \/—627*/(617* —C24), Sx = \/ACL*/(CL* — 24
By Theorem 22 for any x, € Xy, J (s, As, 2x) and J (g, Ax, ) have full rank. Thus

Omin (J (s, s, T+)) >0 and an(j(,u*,)\*,x*)) > 0.

~

Since X, is compact, opmin(J (fx, A, Tx)) and oy, (J (fix, As, 4)) are continuous functions with respect
to x according to Weyl’s theorem [2, p.198], we conclude that

Omin,J, = 11€1£( Omin(J (fs; A, 4)) >0 and o, ;7 = inf an(A(,u*,)\*,x*)) > 0.

Tx * o Tx EX

The following lemma presents the properties of the 2 x 2 2DRQ (A,,C,) = (VHAV,, VICV,)
induced by V.

Lemma 2.3. Let (pix, A, x4) be a nonsingular multiple 2D-eigenvalue, then
(i) Cy is indefinite;
(i1) The (1,2)-element (Ay)12 = 0.
Therefore, there are exactly one multiple 2D-eigenvalue of (A, Cy). In addition, we have

= inf d = inf |[VH = \/—Cl4C2x > 0. 2.
01,0, mlél/n |Cz|| >0 and o1 ve, mlél/n |V, Cz|] c1xC2 >0 (2.35)

Proof. The result (i) is concluded from Theorem 2.3)i).
For result(ii), note that

Multiplying V. on the left and we obtain
V*HAV* = py Diag (1 4, c2) + Al

Thus V*HAV* is diagonal and (V*Hfﬂ/*)1 9= 0.

By the results (i) and (ii), and Section 3 in Part T [8], we conclude that the 2DRQ (A, Cy) has
one multiple 2D-eigenvalue.

For the two identities in ([Z35), since ||V, Cz| < |[VH|||Cx|| = ||Cx||, we only need to prove
the second identity. Note that » € X, implies there exists z € C? satisfying x = V,z, ||z|| = 1 and
M C,z = 0. Denote z = [21, 29]T. Straight calculation shows

|:|Zl|:| 1 |:1/—CQ7*:|
‘22’ Clx — C2x | v/Clx 7
and thus

IVECall = [Cz]| = /~crmcar > 0.

This completes the proof. O
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Compare the result (ii) in Lemmas 2] and 23], we foresee that the convergence behavior of the
2DRQI is different for simple and multiple 2D-eigenvalues. This leads to different treatments of
the convergence analysis of the 2DRQI in Sections Bl and [6l

3 Recap of the 2D Rayleigh quotient iteration

In this section, we recap the key steps of the 2DRQI presented in Section 3 of Part IT [6]. Let
(t4ks Ak, k) be the kth approximation of a 2D-eigentriplet (fi«, A, zx). Assume that the Jacobian
Jr = J(pg, Mg, xx) is nonsingular, see the justification in Lemmas [5.1] and when (ug, A, xx) is
sufficiently close to (fix, Ax, T4).

Let jk = j(uk,)\k,xk) =[A — upC — \I, —Cxy, —xi] be the first n rows of Jy, and [‘]/;:] be a

basis matrix of the nullspace of jk Then the projection matrix Vj of the 2DRQI is defined as

Vi, = orth(V},) (3.1)
and
VkHC'Vk = Diag(ci g, cor) with ¢ > cop. (3.2)
Correspondingly, we have the 2DRQ:
(A, Cr) = (VT AV, VI OV). (3.3)

In Lemmas B 4land [6:3] it will be shown that when (ug, Ak, zx) is sufficiently close to (fx, Ax, Z4),
C}, is indefinite. Consequently, by Section 3 of Part I [§], if 12, # 0, where a;; 1, is the (7, j) element
of Ag, the 2 x 2 2DEVP of 2DRQ (Ak,Ck)

(A —vCy —01)z =0, (3.4a)
Mz =0, (3.4b)
My =1, (3.4c)
has two distinct 2D-eigentriplets
(v(ow,i), 0(oui), (o)) for i=1,2, (3.5)
where oy, ; = £|ai2x|/a12,,, and
—y
v(a) = Z(j‘)gkglzj)ﬁ;(a), 0(a) = z(@)T Apz(a), 2z(a) = c;k::_clz:k . (3.6)

Otherwise, if a12; = 0, the 2D-eigentriplet of the 2 x 2 2DEVP ([B.4) is

11,k — 22k 422 kC1k — A11,kC2 K
(00,56a0) = ( , (@), (37)
Clk — C2k Clk — C2k

where a € C and |a| = 1.
From the 2D-eigentriplets ([B5) and [B70) of the 2DRQ (A, Ck), when ajo ) # 0, by B3] the
following 2D Ritz triplet defines the k + 1st approximate 2D-eigentriplet of (A, C):

Pt = V(o) Mg =0(ag;) and xpp = Viz(og,), (3.8)

where the index j is the one such that |p, —v(ay ;)| +| s —0(ay ;)| is smaller for j = 1,2. Otherwise,
when aja ), = 0, by ), the k + 1st approximate 2D-eigentriplet of (A, C) is given by

Pkl = V1, A1 =61 and  zpgq = Viz(1), (3.9)

where for brevity, we choose a = 1.
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4 Results from matrix perturbation analysis

In this section, we recall several known results on matrix perturbation analysis and derive a couple
of new results that will be used for the convergence analysis of the 2DRQI.

The canonical angles provide a useful tool to measure the distance between two subspaces, see
e.g., [7, Sec 4.2.1]. Let X,Y € C™*k and have orthonormal columns, & < n. Then the k canonical
angles 0;(X,)) between the range spaces of X = R(X) and Y = R(Y') are defined by

0 <6;(X,Y):=arccosoj < g for 1 <j <k, (4.1)

where o > --- > 0}, are singular values of the matrix Y X, and are in ascending order

01(X,Y) < -+ < Op(X, D).

Let
©(X,)) = Diag(01(X,)),...,0,(X,))). (4.2)

It is well-known that for any unitarily invariant norm || - ||u1, it holds that both [|©(X,Y")|ur and
|| sin ©(X,Y)||ur are unitarily invariant metrics on the Grassmann manifold Gr(k, C") (see e.g., [7,
Thm.4.10,p.93]). Note that since the canonical angles are independent of the basis matrices X and
Y, for convenience, we use the notation ©(X,Y) interchangeably with ©(X,)).

The following result from [7} p.92, Thm 4.5] expresses the metric || sin O(U, V)| in terms of the
distance between a vector x and a closed set Y:

dist(z,Y) = min{||lz —y|| |y € Y'}.

Theorem 4.1 ([7]). Assume U,V € C™* are of full column rank, then

sin ©(U, V)| = max max dist(u, span{V'}), max dist (v, span{U }
H ( )H {uEspan{U},HuH:l ( { }) vespan{V},||v||=1 ( { })

By Theorem [l we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Assume u,v € C", |ju|| = ||v|| = 1, then

| sin ©(u,v)|| =1/1 — [uflv|?.

Proof. We only need to note that

max dist(z,span{v}) = max dist(yu,span{v})
zespan{u},||z[|=1 [vl=1

= dist(u, span{v}) = ||(I — v )u|| = /1 — [uflv|2.

O

The next theorem shows that for two matrices U,V such that |[U — V|| is small, when one of
them has orthonormal columns, ||sin ©(U, V)| will also be small.

Theorem 4.2. Let U,V € C™*!. Assume U has orthonormal columns, and |U — V|| < %, then
[sin©(U, V)| < 2(|U = V||
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Proof. Since U has orthonormal columns, we have

max dist(u, span{V'}) = max dist(U z, span{V
uespan{U} [ul|=1 ( V) llzll=1 ( v

(4.3)
< max [(U=V)zl| =,
where € = |U — V||. On the other hand,
max dist(v,span{U}) = max dlst(Vz spanU)
vespan{V} [[v]|=1 IVzl= (4.4)
< max ||(U—-V)z|| < max €|z]. .
[Vzl=1 [Vz]|=1
Denote £ =V — U, then we have
1=|Uz+ Ez||> = ||2|]> + | Ez|* + 2Re(:HUH Ez)
> ||2l? + 1B=]* = 2]l B2l = (l=ll = 1B2])* = (1 - €)*[l=]]*.
Thus ||z[| < &, which implies
max €l|z|| < <o (4.5)
[Vz]|=1 —€
The proof is completed by combining (£3]), (£4]), (£5) and Theorem [£11 O

The following result [9, lemma 4.1] relates || sin ©| metric and usual || - ||.

Lemma 4.2. Let U,V be n x £ matrices with orthonormal columns, then there exists a unitary
matriz Z € C*, such that

|sinOU, V|| < |U =V Z|| < V2||sinO(U, V).
The following is the well-known sin © theorem due to Davis and Kahan [IJ.
Theorem 4.3 ([I]). Let A and A+ H satisfy

Xy
X3!

YH

Jalx ] = Dingar 4. [y

:| (A—|—H) [Yl Yé] = Diag(Ll,Lg),

where [ X1, Xo] and [Y1,Ys] are unitary with X,,Y; € C"*F. Let
R=(A+H)X| — X1A,,
where Ay € CF**_ If there exists 6 > 0 and an interval [ov, 8], such that
AA) C B, ML) CR\ (a—6,8+0)

where A(X) denotes the set of eigenvalues of the matriz X, then

H sin@(Xl,Yl) H < @

Next we present a couple of results derived from the above classical results. We begin from the
following perturbation theorem for the nullspace of a matrix based on Theorem [3)).

Theorem 4.4. Let J, J € (CkX" be of full row rank, k < n, and X and X, be the orthonormal
bases of the nullspaces of J and J, respectively, Assume ¢ = HJ J| < Somin(J), where omin(J) is
the smallest singular value of J. Then

8|/l

|| sin © (X1, X1)| < 7 €.

(4.6)

mln(
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Proof. Note that Jx = 0 if and only if J# Jz = 0. Thus X; and X are also the orthonormal bases
of eigen-subspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 of J.J and JHJ , respectively.

By Weyl’s theorem [2, p.19§], amin(j) > %Jmm(J). To apply Theorem 3, let X be the
n x (n — k) matrix such that [X1, X5] is a unitary matrix, and let A; be a k X k zero matrix, then
we have

XM u . X pars .
LTI [X1 Xo] = Diag(dr, A2), | 2| J7T X1 Xo| = Diag(0, L),
X5 X3

M) € 0.0, A(L) CR\ (32 grhun ().

Let R=JHJ. X1 — X1 A;. Then by a straightforward calculation we have
IR = 77 (T = 1) Xa || < ele + [|T]]) < 2] J]le,

where the last inequality results from the fact that € < $oin(J) < [|J||. Then the bound (8 is
directly derived from Theorem O

The following theorem shows that for matrices with two orthonormal columns, if they simul-
taneously diagonalize a Hermitian matrix C' and their || sin ©] metric is small, then their 2-norm
difference could also be small under a column scaling. It will be used in Lemmas and for
proving the approximation properties of 2DRQs.

Theorem 4.5. Let C' € C"*™ be Hermitian. Assume U = [uy,us] and V = [v1,v3] have orthonor-
mal columns such that UMCU = Diag(c1,u,c2.4) with ¢1, > ¢4, and VvHCV = Diag(c1v, ¢2,v) with
c1v > c2, Then there exist positive constants to and ko depending on (C,c1, — c24,), Such that
when || sin O(U, V)| < to,

HU —V [’” 72] H < ro|sin O(U, V)|

where v; = sign(vi ;) fori=1,2.
Proof. By Lemma [£2] there exists unitary matrices Z such that
U —-vz| <vat,
where t = || sin ©(U, V)||. Denote AU = U — V Z, then we have
|\UHcu - zHvHECv z|| = |AURCU + ZHEVHCAU|| < 2v2|C||t. (4.7)

Note that ¢;, and ¢y, are eigenvalues of ZHVHCV Z. By Weyl’s theorem [2, p.198], for i = 1,2,
we have

lCiu — ciw| < 2V2||C.
Let W = [wy,ws] = ZH, consider the eigenvalue decomposition of U CU and ZHVHCV Z:

URCU = Diag(ciu,con), ZHVICVZ = W Diag(cy, con) WH.
Let R = (ZHVHCVZ — U"CU)e;. Utilizing @), we have
IR|| < 2v2|C|t.

C2,u Clu—C2u
N hat when t < S < 4 S ®u ST Thep = —=* 2t we hav
ote that e wWalc] Cop < Coy 5 5 enote & 5 , we have

ciu Cleiusciu] and ey SR\ (c14 —0,¢14 +0).
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Thus by Theorem [£.3],

2v2||Ct

|| sin © (e, wr)| < 5

m and ||sin ©(ez, wy)|| <

On the other hand, according to Lemma [4.1], for i = 1, 2,

| sin ©(ei, w;)|| = /1 — |eHw;|2. (4.9)

8)|C|?
1—lefw] <1 —|effw)? < %t? (4.10)

By @.8) and @.9),

H
1
o min [T =V Diag(31,32)llr < U~V Diag(71,32) |
T=[721=

Now define 7; = sign(w;” ¢;) and we have

<|NU—-VZ||r+[|VZ —VZW Diag(71,72)|

< 2t + ||I — W Diag(31,72) || ¢ (4.11)

=2t + \/4— 2lefw | — 2]elws

2
<2t +4/ 32'(’5(;” 12 =92t + %t.

where in the third inequality we use the fact that | X|r = /[ X(:, )2 + [ X(;, 2)]2 < V2| X for
an X 2 matrix.

On the other hand, for [3;| = [32| = 1, ||[U—V Diag(71,7%2)||% = 4—2Re(ulfv171) —2 Re(ul v272)
reach minimum when 7; = sign(v/u;). Since v; = sign(v/u;), we have

|U — V Diag(y1,72)|| < ||[U — V Diag(y1,72)[lr = _ min ) |U — V Diag(71,72)|| r

[F11=72]=
42
_ <2 . m) y
0
Let tg = Ci;;i_ucé’”“ and kg = 2 + %, then we reach the conclusion. O

To end this section, we present a simple estimate on a second-order approximation of A, from
an approximate 2D-eigenvector. It will be used in Lemmas £.7] and for the error bounds of
2D-Ritz values.

Theorem 4.6. Let (ux, A, x«) be a 2D-eigentriplet of the 2DEVP (L1l), Assume T is an approzi-
mate 2D-eigenvector satisfying THCZ =0 and 7% = 1. Let ¢ = ||z, — 7|, then

ZHAZ — M| < ||A — 1O — NI || €2 (4.12)
Proof. Denote Az = x, — 7, by striaghtforward calculation, we have
|THAZ — \,| = (24 — Ax)T Az, — Az) — )\
= | — 2Re(Az" Az,) + Az AAz| (4.13)
= | — 2Re(Az (u,Czy + \o,)) + Azt AAZ],
where in the second inequality we use the fact A\, = 2 Az,. By 27C2 = 0 and 2% = 1, we have
0= (z, — Ax)C(z, — Az) = —2Re(AzCz,) + Az C Az,
1= (2, — Ax) (2, — Az) =1 — 2Re(Axz,) + Azt Ax,

which implies
2Re(Az Cx,) = Az®CAz  and 2Re(Azz,) = Azt Az, (4.14)

The desired bound ([@I2)) is then derived by combining (£I3]) and (£.14). O
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5 Convergence analysis for simple-2D eigenvalues

In this section, we prove that the 2DRQI is locally quadratically convergent for computing a
nonsingular simple 2D-eigentriplet.
5.1 Properties of Jacobian J;

Let (pg, Ak, k) be the k-th iterate to a nonsingular simple 2D-eigentriplet (pi«, A«, ), where x, is
the vector in X, closest to zj and X, is the set of 2D eigenvectors defined in (Z28]). The following
lemma shows that when (ug, Ak, x) is sufficiently close to (s, A\x, Xi), Jacobian Ji = J(uk, Ak, T)
is nonsingular.

Lemma 5.1. Let € = max{|ug — fis], |\ — As|, dist(zg, Xi)}. Then there exists e > 0 depending
on (A, C, i, Ay, such that if € < €1, the following statements hold:

(i) Ji is nonsingular.
(i) 0(T) = Lou( ).
Proof. Note that

(s — ) C + N = X)) Cxy — ) x4 —

T — Je|| = (. —ap)HC 0 0 <3(IC + 1), (5.1)
(x4 — 1) 0 0
and
1T = Tl = [ [(e = m)C + M = A)T Claw —p) o — ] | < VB(ICl + Ve (5.2)

Here the last inequalities in (5.0) and (5.2]) are from the following matrix norm inequality [4, Lemma
3.5]:

A o A,
: .|| £ vmmmax || Al (5.3)
Aml o Amn 7
Let N
min{omin(Js), 00 (Jx)}
€1 = > 0, (5.4)
6(C] +1)
Then when e < €, by Weyl’s theorem[2] p.198], we have
Omin (J«
|Jmin(Jk) - Jmin(J*)| S # (55)
and ~
- o Un J*
0u(F) — on()] < U2, (56)
By () and (5.6]), we have the results (i) and (ii). O

5.2 Approximation of V, to V,

Next we show that the approximation of Vi, to Vi when (ug, Ak, zx) is sufficiently close to (s, A, Xi).
Recall that Vj is defined in (B1) and ([B.2) and Vi is defined in Lemma 2.2
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Lemma 5.2. Let € = max{|ur — pixl, | A — |, dist(zg, X)}. There exists positive scalars €, Ky
depending on (A, C, iy, A, such that if € < €, we have

|| sin ©(Vi, Vi) || < ke (5.7)
Proof. Consider the nullspace of jk According to Lemma Bl there exists positive constants ep
depending on (A, C, px, \y), such that if € < €7, we have

1 -
on(Jx) > 50’”(,]*) > 0.

Thus the nullspace of :]\k has dimension 2. Denote Vk as an orthonormal basis of the nullspace of
Jge.
On the other hand, in Section Z31] we know that

ze /27 +1
0 1/VIl*+1 |,
0

0

V.

o~

is an orthonormal basis of the nullspace of J(ps, A\, ). Note that by (5.2),
1T = Jill < V3(IC] + 1)e.

Since € < €1, by the definition (5.4]) of €1, we have

~

VA(I0] + e < )
By Theorem 4], we obtain
onlJe)” (5.8)
_ SVBCI+ DA = puC = NI +[Cl+1) _ -
— —~ = ]_6
on(Js)?

By Lemma 2] the inequality (58] implies there exists a unitary matrix Z such that
Vi = Vi Z|| < V2||sin©(Vi, V2)|| = V2are.
Therefore, for the first n rows of ‘7* - ‘71:2 , we have

[El 5

—) -V 1:n,:2 §\/§c~16,
N TR '

V. Diag(1,

or equivalently,

Qaje.

~ ~ /112 1
Vi — Vi(1 : n,:)Z Diag <1, 7VH$H+>

2l

| Y NEAES

2l

By Theorem [4.2], when € < ¢, we have

 2v2a14/|l2 ]2 +1
/! |2 1
|| sin ©(Vi, Vi || < 2\/§Male. (5.9)

B

— mi S (| — VL [P+~
Let ¢, = min {61, Nerd IIr;||2+1} and K, = 2v/2 EARGE Then we reach the bound (57). O
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5.3 Properties of the 2DRQ

We now investigate the properties of the 2 x 2 2DRQ (A, Ck). We show that Cj is an indefinite
matrix and the 2D-eigenvalues of (A, C)) defined in (B3)) are simple.

Lemma 5.3. Let € = max{|ur — ps], |\ — Ail, dist(zg, Xi)}. There exists e > 0 depending on
(A, C, g, Ai) such that if € < e,

1
lai2 k| > §|a12,*|, (5.10)
where a;j i, and a;;. denote the (i, j)-elements of Ay and A, respectively.

Proof. By Lemma [5.2] there exists positive constants €; and x; depending on (A, C, pi«, Ax), such
that if € < ¢;, we have
| sin ©(Vi, Vio)|| < ke (5.11)

Since VA CV, = Diag(cy «, c2.4) and V; OV}, = Diag(cy , c2.1), by TheoremELH] there exists positive
constants tg, ko depending on (C, ¢ , c2.«) such that if ke < tp, ie., € < %’ there exists 1, v with
absolute value 1, satisfying

Vi — Vi Diag(v1,72)[] < kol sin ©(Vi, Vi)|| < Koke, (5.12)

where tg, ko are constants defined in Theorem and only depend on (C,c¢;« — c2.4).
Denote E = [El Eg] = Vi — Vi Diag(y1,72), and write V}, = [vl vg]. Utilizing (5.12), we
have

|a19,| = |viT Ava| = [Fyv1 Avaya| = [(v1 — E1)" A(va — b))

> [vfl, Ava| = [vil ABs| — [E{! Ava| > |arz.] = 2| B A]l 2 |arz,s] — 2rore]| Alle.

Therefore, if € < ey = min{et, Z—Ot, zln‘;l;iiﬁlx”}’ we have |ajg x| > |a122,*\. Since e; only depends on
(A, C, pis, A ), we reach the inequality (5.I0). O

Next we show that Cj, = VkH C'V}, is an indefinite matrix, and its eigenvalues are bounded away
from 0.

Lemma 5.4. Let € = max{|ur — pisl, [N\ — Ai|, dist(zg, Xi)}. There exists ep > 0 depending on
(A, C, py, \i), such that if e < ep,

(i) Cy is indefinite.
)1 3 3 1
(i) 5c16 < c1p < 5C14 and 5c24 < Cop < 5024

Proof. In Lemma 22 we have proven that C, = V*H CV, = Diag(ci«,c2+) is indefinite with
Clx > 0> C2 %
For Vj, defined in (B1]) and ([B.2]), by Lemma [4.2] there exists a unitary matrix Uy, such that

Vi = VaUg|| < V2| sin ©(Vy, V).
According to Weyl’s theorem [2, p. 198], and the fact that ¢; , > co ), are eigenvalues of Cy, we have

lcie — ciil < VI CVi = UV VU]
<[V = ViU T OVA|| + UV C (Ve = Vi) |
< 2v2||C||||sin ©(Vi, V)| for i =1,2.
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Now by Lemma [5.2] there exists positive constants €, x; depending on (A, C, pux, \), such that if
€ S €t,

[sin©(Vi, Vi)l < e
Therefore, if

€ < eér = min {et,

min{|cl7*|, |C2,*|} }
42k O ’

we have

max{lers — eqkls [z — c2u]} < 2V2|| O] sin OV, Vi)

g minlens| ez}

Consequently, we have

min{|cq Co 1
Cok = 2+ — (Co — Cok) S Cow + e — ol <cou + { ’;" le2.c1} < e
min{|cq co 3
Cok = Cox — (Cope — Co k) = Cou — |Cope — Cop| > Co — { ;” le2-[} > 5 C2x:
By similar argument, we have %CL* <cii < %CL*. This completes the proof. O

5.4 Main result

The following is the main result on the quadratic convergence of the 2DRQI to compute a nonsin-
gular simple 2D-eigenvalue.

Theorem 5.1. Let € = max{|pup — fs|, |\ — Ai|, dist(xg, Xi)}. There exists a constant eg > 0
depending on (A, C, px, \), such that if € < €,

(i) k+ 1 approzimate 2D-eigentriplet (pg+1, \e+1, Thr1) is determined as in (B.8]).
(ii) The 2DRQI has locally quadratic convergence rate, i.e.,
|1 — ps] < K1€2, [Arr1 — A < Kot and dist(zg41, Xx) < K3€2, (5.13)
where K1, ke and k3 are constants depending on (A, C, fix, Ax).

The proof of Theorem [T is split into the following three lemmas. The first lemma shows that
span{V}} contains a second-order approximate vector to Xi.

Lemma 5.5. Let ¢ = max{|ur — ps|, [Ae — As|, dist(zg, Xi)}. If € < €1, where €1 is defined in
Lemma[51), there exists x,(ﬁzl € span{Vx}, such that ||x,(£21\| =1 and
4O+ D) 5

dist(x,(ﬁZl,X*) < o

(5.14)

Proof. Denote Aug = e — pbgg, AAg = A — A\ and Az = x4 — 2. Then
’Aﬂk‘ S €, ’A)‘k’ S €, ”A.’L’k” S €,

and
(A — ppC — N D)z — ApuC(xg + Axg) — AXg(z + Azy) = 0. (5.15)
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Write (5.15)) as
Ty
j\k Ay = AupCAxp + AN Axy. (516)
ANg

Then the minimum norm solution of (B.10) is given by

Ax(P)
AMEP; = VSO (ApunCAzy, + ANAy)
AN

where Ji, = UVSY (VI H s the SVD of Ji, U € e, ) e ¢ and V1Y) e cnt2xn
Let

FP =a — Ax® ApP = A — AP, AN = AN — AP, (5.17)
Then o)
| ®h
T | aplP) | =0, (5.18)
(
ANCh
~(p)
e N
and the vector A,ugjzl belongs to the nullspace of J, and thus 31(321 € span{V;}. The desired
A)\(p)
k+1
vector ml(ﬁzl is then given by
% = B/ IEL

Obviously, m,(g 421 € span{V}} and ka +1H = 1. The approximation error satisfies:

s — 2P| < Jlae — 0 ||+ 7R, — 2P|

= | az® + [IZE, 1 - 1]

< 2[|Az))| (5.19)
< w& (5.20)
on(Jx)

where in (5.19]), we use the definition :17,(521 = 1z, — Az(®) and the following fact:
1 [Az®)]| < ||z, — AzP| < 14 [|AzP)].
For the inequality (5:20]), we use the fact that the minimum norm solution of (5I6]) satisfies

el +1) »  20ICI +1) »

AP < < €2, (5.21)
Jn(Jk) Un(J*)

where the second inequality is due to Lemma Bl This completes the proof. O
We call the vector :17,(521 in Lemma a “pre-optimal” solution since :17,(52{{0@(521 does not

necessarily vanish and is thus generally not the k 4 1-th iterate xj4;. The next lemma shows that

based on this pre-optimal solution, we can construct a vector Ty in span{V},} satisfying (IL.ID).



20 T. Lu, Y. Su and Z. Bai

Lemma 5.6. Let € = max{|ugr — x|, | \pe — A, dist(xg, Xi)}. If € < min{ey, ep}, where €, ep are
defined in Lemmas[2.1] and[5.4), then there exists

Tpy1 € X, = {x |z e span{V;}, 22 Cx = 0, 2z = 1}, (5.22)

such that

L 1
dist(Zg41, X)) < ( SlCl +4> Il +1 »

e — ¢, (5.23)
V —C1,xC2 O‘n(J*)

Proof. We prove by construction. First, for 331(521 determined in Lemma [£.5] we have a:,(;jzl €
span{Vj}. Write xl(gl = tpv1 + spvg with [t,|% + |sp[* = 1, where Vi = [v1 o).

Let 7, be the vector in X, closest to a:,(szl. Then we have

P CaP)| = (@), — ) Caff)y + F1C(f), — 7.) + 3O
‘(xk-i-l 5*)HC$;(521 + ffC(w,(ﬁzl — Ty (5.24)
< 2|Cll[l=F)y - 7l

Define
Ek+1 = tvy + svo, (525)

. [ —Cok . Cl.k
t= Slgn(tp) m, s = Slgn(Sp) m (526)

Obviously, [|Zx41]| = 1 and Z}/, | CTpyq = 0. This implies Zj1 € X, and

where

[Fear — 251 = 1t = t)or + (s = sp)oall = /1t = [6I2 + lls| = Ispll2. (5.27)

where the last equality results from v; L vy and the sign of ¢, s.
Next we derive an upper bound of the right-hand-side of equation ([B.27]). Note that

H
s O] = [t Pers + (1= [tpP)eay,
0 =T Cgr = [tPerk + (1= [t)eap;
Substracting the previous two equations, we have
—aP Cal)y = (1P = [tp) (ers — ean) = (1] = [t (It] + Itp]) (e — e20)-

Similarly, in terms of s,

2Pz = (5| = |sp))(Is] + [sp]) (e — o).

1 2 1 2 x(p)ch(P)
\/Ht\ —|tpl[2 + |Is| — |spl]2 = <7> n ( ) |2y Capyl
[t] + [ty S|+ [5p] ) cre — cak

p)H
1 1 | ol
2 " s crp — can

(p)
| Ck — Cok + 1,k — C2.k ’%H C‘Tk-i-l
—Cok Cl,k Cl,k — C2k

Therefore,

(5.28)

(p)
|$k+1 Cx +1|

vV TC1LEC2E
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By Lemma [5.4]
1
vV —CLEC2 K 2 5V TCLxC2x (5.29)
Thus from (5.24) and (5.29), we have

4ol — z.|

tl— [tp]]? —|spl? < .
VIl = gl + 1l syl < — = (5.30)
Finally, by Lemma 5.5 we have
s . . 16]|C| [Cll+1
dist(xpi1, X)) < ||z — 2P + dist 2P) , X)) < <7 +4) 5.31
( k+1 ) = ” k+1 k+1” ( k-+1 ) — \/m O'n(J*) ( )
This completes the proof. O

The next result shows there exists a 2D-Ritz triplet sufficiently close to the target 2D-eigentriplet.

Lemma 5.7. Let € = max{|ur — ps|, [Me — M|, dist(xg, Xi)}. Then if € < min{eq, eq, ep}, where
€1, €2, e are defined in Lemmas (5.1, [5.3, and[5.4 respectively, we have

(i) 2DRQ (A, Cy) has two 2D Ritz values (v, j,0 ;) for j =1,2.
(i) 2DRQ (A, Cy) has at least one of 2D Ritz triplets (vy j, 0k j, k. ;) for j = 1,2 satisfying
Uk, — ] < k1€, 0k — M| < Kol dist(xy, j, Xy) < K€, (5.32)
where K1, ko, kg > 0 are constants depending on (A, C, fy, \s).

Proof. Let ¢ < min{ey, €, er}. By LemmalE3) ajoy = (Vi AVy)12 # 0. Thus the 2x2 2DEVP (3.4)
has two 2D-eigentriplets (see Section [3]):
(w(owg), 0 5), 2(any)), 7 =1,2,
where v(+),0(:), z(:) are defined in (B.6]), and
a2k a1k

ak,l = ) ak,Q - - .
a1z k| a1z k|

This proves the result(i).

We note consider the result (ii). First, since ¢ < min{ey, ep}, by LemmalB.0l Ty 1 = tvg + sve €
Xy, is well defined with ¢, s defined by (5:25]) and Vj, = [1)1 1)2]. For brevity, let Ty, 1 := sign(t)Tj1.
Then dist(Zxy1, Xx) is invariant. By equations (5.20) and (B.06]), Zx1 can be further written as

5]@—1—1 = sz(a), ‘&‘ =1. (533)
Note that the 2D Ritz triplets are given by
(Viis Oksis Thi) = V(o) (i), Viz (i) for i =1,2.

We next prove that one of oy ; is a good approximation to . We begin by showing that the
imaginary part of v(a) is small by utilizing T is close to X,. Let Az = Z, — Tyy1, where T, is
the vector in X, closest to Tjy;. Starting with (3.6]), we have

v(@) = T OV ATy /|| Crz (@) (due to (B.33))
= L CVVEAG. — Ax) /[ Cex(@)?
= :kaC’VkaHAf*/HC’kz(&)||2 + h1  (h; denotes remaining terms)
= T VAV CT | Cia(@)I? + AT CVAVEEL /| Cus@) +
T VAV CTi /| O (@) + AT, CVAVE T4 /| Cos @) +
T OV CTs /| Cu@)P + MW CT /| C @) + o
= paZh  CVEVIT CFpoa /|| Crz(@)|1* + ha, (5.34)
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where
h :kaHC’VkaHAA:E u*ffHC’VkaHC'Ax A :EkHC'Vka Ax
2= = =
[Crz(a)]? [Crz(a)]? [Crz(a)]?
and the 6-th equality comes from Zy,; € span{Vy}. To estimate hg, note that
|1ZH 1 CVill = 2@V CVi|| = [|2(a) 7 G| (5.35)
|Crz()|| = \/—c1rcok, Yo:lal=1.
Then " "
| = _kaCVka (A — pC — M)Az
[Crz(a)]?
[A = pC = A [A = pC = A
< = |Az]| = — |Az]].
[Crz(a)| CLKC2k
Since 1, CVVH Ciy 1 /| Cz(@)||? is real, (G implies
o A= O = M|
Imagv(a)| < Azl 5.36
[ Imag v(a)| < Ny Azl (5.36)
On the other hand, by ([B.6), straight calculation shows
. C1,kQA12 % + Co kA2 | Qaigk
Imag v(a) = Ima, : : : — =1Im 5.37
gv(@) & (1 — C2,k)v/—C1EC2k \/—61 kC2.k (5:37)
By (&30) and (5.37), o satisfies
| Imag(aaia )| < ||A — uC — NI||[| Az (5.38)
Let elf = \ZEZI and @ = ¢%1% where 6,0 € (—m, 7). Then (E.38) turns to
|sin6]|ara k] < |4 — pC = A||[| Az
Therefore,
~ A= C — NI
sing| < 1A= Iy Az (5.39)
\alz,k\

When cos 6 > 0, we let j = 1; otherwise we let j = 2. Utilizing expressions oy, ; = +elf § =1,2,
a = eifeif and (539)), for the chosen j, we have

loy,; — @) = ‘\ cosf| — 1+ ising‘ (5.40)

g\/2—2\cos51§\/2—2cos25 (5.41)

~ V3sing| < Y2IA _|a“*0| =N
12,k

(5.42)

This implies oy, ; is a good approximation to a.
We now consider the distance between (v, j, 0k j, 2k ;) and (ps, Ay, Xy) for the chosen j. Straight
calculation shows B B
@k, — Trsa | = IViz(ow,;) — Viz(a)|]
= llz(ak,;) — z(a)]]
vV Clk ~
= ———|,; — q
VClE — Cok
< |ak,; —a
< A= 1l = A
|a12,1|

(5.43)

Az
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Then according to (0.43]), Lemmas [5.4] and [0.6], we immediately have

dist(zg,j, Xs) < ||Tg; — T || + dist(Tpp1, Xs)

A— 1, C— NI
g\/i” K ”||Ax\|+||m\| (5.44)
|a12,k|

A— 1, C — M\
<oyald=r L Aall + 1A2]

|a12,4|

A= C— NI 1 1
- (2\/5” e H +1> < SlCl +4> [+t e 2 (5.5
|a12,] V= C1xCax on ()

Thus we have proved the result for approximate 2D-eigenvector wy, ;.
Now denote Z, as the vector in X, closest to z j. The equation (A — p1,C — A\ 1)Z, = 0 can be
rewritten as

(A= 1, C = AN j = (A — 1,.C — NI (g j — Zs)-

Multiplying V;Z on the left and utilizing zy j = Viz(ax ), we have

(A — 11:.Cr — M) 2(o ) = VE(A — . C = NI (g — Tu) = 1. (5.46)

and
(] < JA = 1€ = A [[[| g — Tl < |A = puC — A || 5g€”. (5.47)

We now show that v} ; is a good approximation to p.. Multiplying z(ak,j)H C} on the left of
(5.486) and using z(ay ;) Crz(ay ;) = 0, we have

= 2(o j)H CrArz(ay j) — 2(ay ;) Cyr i 2(og ;)2 Cpr (5.48)
1Ck2 (v 5)|12 7 [1Chz (o)1
By Lemma 5.4 (5.35]) and (5.47),
12 (0.) " Cr | el il
1Ckz(cr )P~ [Crz(ony)ll v=Crrcar
2 2| A = 1. C — NI ||k3€?
< ”TH S ” ,LL C ”H36 = 5162. (549)
V T C1,xC2 x V T C1,xC2 x
Thus we have proved the desired error bound for vy ;:
Vg — ] < K162 (5.50)

Finally, we show 6, ; = 0(ay, ;) is a good approximation to A.. By the definition of (),
Or.; = 0(a ;) = 27 (ap ;) Arz(auj) = azkH’ijkJ.
Since l‘g{j0$k7]’ =0 and ZEkH’j$k7]’ =1, by Theorem 4.6l we have
6y — Al < A = 1.0 = M| = w2 < [ A = € = AT |36 (5.51)

In summary, by (545]), (5.50) and (B.51]), we have the bounds (5.32]) when € < min{ey, g, ep}. O
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Proof of Theorem[5.Il With Lemmal5.7] the k+1 approximate 2D-eigentriplet (pg+1, A\gt+1, Thr1)

will be determined as in (3.8). We only need to prove we will choose the desired 2D-Ritz triplet.

Without loss of generality, we assume 7 = 1 in Lemma 5.7

Let € < min{eq, €9, e}, where €1, €z, ep are defined in Lemmas 5.1l B3] and 5.4 respectively.

Then we have
Wi — el < [vea — el + |1 — ] < €+ r1€?,

0k — M| < [0k1 — A + A — M| < €+ ke,

On the other hand, straight calculation shows

0.1 — Or2| = |2(cn1) T Apz(an) — 2(ar2)® Apz(ags)|

_ Aarzklv=Crrcak S 2|ar2 «|\/=C1 2

Clk — Cok — 3(c1x —c24)
Therefore,
Wit — ] + 061 — M| < 2 + (K1 + Foe?)e?
and
2|a12,4|\/—c14C2,
V2 — pk] + Ok2 — M| > |02 — O] — Ok — Akl > * F2 e et

3(61,* - C2,*)

2|a12. «|v/—C1.5C2
Denote T’ = 2%2=lvV=cicar vy oy

3(c1,x—c2,%)

T
2¢ + (k1 + Hpe®)e? < 5 €~ Ko,

for example, let € < min {%, 4 /W, 1}, the following strict inequality holds

k1 — p + 10k — M| < V2 — pr] + [0k2 — Akl

Thus we will choose (v 1,0k1, 2k 1) as the next update (fg41, Ngt+1, Tht1)-

Combining with Lemmal5.7], the theorem is proven by letting ey = min | €1, €9, €7, %,

O

(5.52)

(5.53)

T

8(k1+2K2)’

6 Convergence analysis for nonsingular multiple 2D-eigentriplets

In this section, we prove that the 2DRQI is locally quadratically convergent for computing a

nonsingular multiple 2D-eigentriplet.

6.1 Properties of J;

Let (g, Ak, 1) be the k-th iterate to a nonsingular multiple 2D-eigentriplet (fix, A«, ), where z,
is the vector in X, closest to zj and X, is the set of 2D eigenvectors defined in ([2:34]). The following
lemma shows that when (ug, Ak, x) is sufficiently close to (g, A\, Xy), Jacobian Ji = J(uk, Ak, T)

is nonsingular.

Lemma 6.1. Assume |pg, — p«] < €2, A — M| < €2, and dist(xy, X)) < € for some € < 1. There

exists €1 > 0 depending on (A, C, s, As), such that if € < ey,
(Z) Umin(Jk) > %Umin,J*y

(i1) on(Jyk) > %O’n’j‘*,

1}.
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~

(ZZZ) O'n( (ﬂ*a/\*yl‘k)) > %O-n,j;’

where Omin,g, and o, 5 are defined in Section [Z3 2

Proof. The pAroof Ls similar to the proof of Lemma [5.Il Note that x, is the vector in X, closest to
x. Denote J, = J(fs, A, Zx). Then we have

1T (s My ) — Tl < Tk = Tull < [T — (s A ) || < 3(1C| + De,

Let )
min{omin,J, , O'mj*}

6(C]l +1)
Then if € < €1, by Weyl’s theorem [2, p. 198], we have

€1 =

Omin,J,
)
2

n,Jx

|0n(jk)_0n(ik)|§ 5

’Umin(Jk) - O'min(J(,LL*,)\*,Z'*))’ <

T T Un,j*
00 (Tlp1e: Ay 1)) = 0a(To)] < =

Thus

Omin,J, > Omin,J,

2 = 2

Umin(Jk) > Umin(J(M*y A*ax*)) - > O’

T Un,j*

on(Ji) > on( ) —

_

and

T T O-nj; O-nj;
on (T (e My 71)) 2 () = =5 = T2 > 0.

This completes the proof. O

6.2 Approximation of V; to V. and nonsingularity of Cj

Next we show the approximation of Vi to Vi and nonsingularity of Cy = VkH CV,., where V}, is
defined in (31 and (B2) and V, is defined in Section 23721 In this section, for brevity, we write
Vi = [v1, va] and Vi = [v1 4, v24].

Lemma 6.2. Let |pp — ] < €2, My — M| < €2, and dist(zy, X,) < € for some € < 1. Then there
exist e > 0 and kg > 0 depending on (A, C, s, \v), such that if € < eo, we have

Proof. Consider the nullspace of :]\k and j(,u*, A, ). If € < €1, where € is defined in Lemma [6.T],
we have

V* - Vk |:/71 :| H § H,462, (61)
V2

where v; = sign(viv; ).

(6.2)

~

O'n( (/L*,/\*,xk)) > O-n,:]\* > 0.

Thus their nullspace has dimension 2. The nullspace of J (s, A, xp) is spanned by ‘A/* = {‘é* ]
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Now denote T7k as an orthonormal basis of the nullspace of j;ﬁ According to Theorem E4] if
HJk - (u*,)\*,xk)H < 20'n(J(/L*,)\*,LZ'k)), we have
] *9 )‘*7 Tk
< S 2o tOL 5 T, ) (63)
n('](:u*a )‘*7 l‘k))

Straight calculation shows

15 = T (e e i) | < (IC] + 1)’
17 s A i) | < (| A = 28 = AT + || + 1.

Therefore, if € < €1 = (I(Ijn“; 1)”

~

175 = T (s Ay ) | < (IO + 1D < 500(T (1, A ),

N

where we use (6.2). Thus the inequality (3] holds. Furthermore, we have

PPN 32([|A — s C — A C 1
Isin@(¥, 7)) < ZUAZpC AN+ D 0y 4y = e (6.4)

n,Jx

According to Lemma [£2] there exists unitary matrix Z , such that
Vi = ViZ|| < V2||sin©(Vi,, V)| < V2T¢€.
Comparing the first n rows of V. — Y7k2 , we obtain
Vi = V(1 : m, ) Z|| < V2T€.

According to Theorem E2), if v/2T€? < %, ie., € <& = ——, we have
81T

| sin ©(Vs, Vi) || = || sin ©(Vi, Vie(1 : m, 1) Z)|| < 2v2T¢€>.

Note that V.H CV, = Diag(ci 4, c2.4), VI CVj = Diag(cy g, cax). Thus according to Theorem ELF],
there exist positive constants tg, k9 depending on C, ¢y «, ca «, such that if 2V2Te? < tg, ie., € <

€3 = %, for v; = sign(vv; ), we have
IV = Vi, Diag(y1,72) | < woll sin ©(Vi, Vi) || < 2V2k0T€?.
Let x4 = 2v/2koT and ez = min{1, ¢y, €1, e, ¢3}. Then we reach the conclusion. O

The next lemma shows the the matrix C} is nonsingular.

Lemma 6.3. Let |y — ps] < €2, A — A < €2, and dist(zy, X,) < € for some € < 1. There exists
es > 0 depending on (A, C, pis, Ay, such that if € < e, then Cy is indefinite and

Clk = CIT* >0 (6.5)
Proof. Let € < €9, where €3 is defined in Lemma [6:2] Then (6.I]) holds. Note that
Cix = ’Uﬁcvi,*, Cik = (Ui’yi)HC(vi’yi).

Therefore with simple analysis we can find €3 depending on A, C, i, A4, such that if € < €3, the
inequality (€3] holds. O
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6.3 Main result

We now present the main result on the quadratic convergence rate of the 2DRQI to compute a
nonsingular multiple 2D eigenvalue.

Theorem 6.1. Assume | — p] < €2, A — M| < €2, and dist(xy, Xi) < € for some e < 1. There
exist positive constants €, k1, ko, kg depending on (A, C, pix, i), such that

1 — tx] < 1€ty [ Mig1 — M| = moe? and  dist(zpg, X)) < K3€l

For brevity, we assume in the below that we have multiplied the diagonal scaling matrix [71 N ]
2

on the right of V}, defined in Lemma [6.2] such that
Vi = Vil| < kae?,

and
Hoi= vl i=12, (6.6)

where k4 is defined in Lemma 6.2
We first prove the convergence of the 2D eigenvector.

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumption of Theorem [G 1, there exists positive constants k3,eq > 0
depending on (A, C, i, \), such that if € < ey, then

(1) xp1 will be determined as in [B.8) or (33).

(ii) dist(zgi1, Xs) < K3e?.
Proof. We first assume € < min{eq, €9, €3}, where €1, €2 and €3 are defined in Lemmas to
Then CY is indefinite. Therefore, 251 is computed by [B.8) or (3.9), and satisfies

zpt1 € span{Vi}, @i Oz =0, and of w54 =1 (6.7)

This reaches the result (i).

For the result (ii), first note that the equation (6.7) implies there exist ’y( T with 1Y
for ¢ = 1,2 such that

(k)-‘rl ‘ 1

k k
Tyl = % iy, 4 75 +1)8’U2, (6.8)

—vllCv v Cu
t= 2 -2 and s= 7 L 1H .
v vy — 0¥ Cvy vy Cvp — vy Cug

On the other hand, by the definition of X, in (Z:34]), the vector
(k+1) (k+1)

where

M VL Yy SV € A,
where
b= —C2x —vfl,Cua,s - Clx vf! Cuy .
o Clx — C24 N vf*C’vl,* — vg*0v27*’ = Cls — C2% a ”{{*0”1,* — vg*C’vg,*.
Consequently,
ler = (i + svps ™) = 168 Vtor + 957 s02) = (D twvn 42 swa)l

<t - t*)vlll + [telllvr — vill + [[(s = su)va|| + |sll[va — vou]
<t —ti| + |5 — 84| + 2K462.
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We next estimate |t —t.| and |s — s.|. Let Av; = v; » — v;, we have

. —fo’vg —Co5 + AfoUz + fuf*CAvg
vl Cvy — vl Cvy 1 — Cou — AvHCvy — vl CAvy + AvE Cvy + vE, C Avy
and
H H
o vfIC’vl B ¢l — Avy' Cuyp — ful’*CAvl
v Cvy — vl Cug 1 — Con — AvfICuy — v CAvy + AvlI Cvg + viL CAvy’

Utilizing Lemmal[B.1)(i), there exist positive constants K, ks, €9 > 0 depending on (A, C, fu., A, €1 4, C2.4),
such that when e < €y, we have

|t—t*|§7%t62 and |8—8*|§7%Se2.

Therefore

k+1 k+1 ~ ~
ks — (t*vl,*'ﬁ Ty s*vz,*'yé M ))H < (R¢ + R + 264) €2

Since c¢j 4, ¢z, are uniquely determined by (A, C, ps, As), K, Ks, €0 only depend on (A, C, fiy, As).

Let k3 = Kt + Rs + 2K4, €4 = min{ey, €9, €3, €0}, then we have the result (ii). O
In the following, for brevity, we assume yfkﬂ) = vékﬂ) = 1 in (68)), and thus
Tpy1 = tvg + SUg. (6.9)

Recall that from the proof of Lemma [6.4]
Ty = 1401 4 + SxV24 (6.10)

satisfies

zhs1 — Zul| < rze”.

The following lemma gives out the approximation property of 2D Ritz values.

Lemma 6.5. Under the assumption of Theorem [6.1], there exist positive constants ki, ko, €y de-
pending on (A, C, iy, \i), where €y is no larger than €3 defined in Lemma [6-]], such that if € < o,
then

(1) (g1, Net1, Thr1) will be determined as in B8) or BA), and
(i) |k — | < w1t and [Ngga — As] < mget

Proof. Let € < ¢4, where ¢, is defined in Lemma [64l Then Cy is indefinite and (ug41, N1, Tht1)
will be computed by B8] or ([3.9). This is the result (i).
Now we consider the result (ii), by the expressions (pgi1, Aps1) in B8) or (B9,

Re(a:kHHCVkaHAka)

H
|V;H Cagerr ||? » Akl = Thpy ATp (6.11)

Hig+1 =

Note that foC’:EkH =0 and x,lirl:z:kﬂ = 1. By the second-order estimate in Theorem [A.0], we
obtain the desired error bound for Axq:

M1 — M| < A — p.C — AT ||2e. (6.12)
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For the rest, we only need to estimate the bound of the approximation |pug11 — p«|. Let start with
an alternative expression of fi,:

THOV,VH AT,  THCVLVH (10T, + \Ty)
VACZE ~ IVIACE?
wrtcv.vicz,  M\NFHCV.VEE,
T VR [VECEP
ATy Hog,
AR
Next let Axpi1 = Ty — Tr1, AVy = Vi — Vi, where 7, is defined in (610]). Then

|Azpy1]| < kze? and  ||AVL|| < kae?,

where k3, k4 are defined in Lemmas [6.2] and [6.4], respectively. Using Lemma [B.] by the definition
G.1T) of prg+1,
Re($k+1CVka Aazkﬂ)
VI Caps|?
Re((f* - AazkH)HC(V* — AVk)(Vk — AV]C)HA(E* — Amk+1))
[V = AV C (. — D)
Re((Ty — Az ) IOV — AVR) (Vi — AV AT, — Azppq))

~ @FICV, —FHCAV, — Adl OV (VHCE, — AVECE, — VHC Az 1) + O(eh)

T2 OV.VE AT, — Re(Axfl ,CV.VHEAZ, + ZHCAVL VI AZ, + ZHCV,. AV AL,)
T |[VHACZ.? — 2Re(@HCV.AVECE,) — 2Re(ZHCV,VHCAz41) + O()

Re(@HCV,.VHE AAz) 1) + O(h)

 |[VHCZ.|2 — 2Re(ZICV.AVECTE.,) — 2Re(FECV.VHC Ay, 1) + O(eh)

Re(Axil | CV.VE Az, + 2P CAV, VI AL, + THCV. AV AT, + ZHCV.VE ANz 1)
IVHCz,|?
2,u* Re(zH OV, AVkHCx* THCV,VHC Az 1)
IVHCz,|?

Hk+1 =

:M*—

+ O(eh), (6.13)

where in the third and fourth equalities, constants in O(e*) only depend on (|| A]|,||C||,k3,k4); in
the fifth equality, we use Lemma [B.I|(ii) and note that

B CVVIAT, = B CVVI T + pCFe) = [V O,
The corresponding constants in O(e?) depend on (||A|, [|C||, k3, k4, 01,vc, ), where o1 v¢, is defined
in Lemma 23l k3, k4,01, only depend on (A, C, pis, A). Note that Az, = p.Cz, + ATy and
VHA=VH(u,C+ \JI).
After a simple reorganization of (G.I3]), we have
(i1 — ) [V O 2
= — M Re (Az  CVVIE, + 7 CAV VI, + 7P CV,AV PR
— px Re (-Az,cvivicoz, + zloan vl oz, - s ov.avicz,)
—Re (FXCVL (VI C + AN V) Azyy1) + O(h)
=0(e ) A« Re (A$k+10l‘* + T CAVkVH$* + ZEHCV AV T, + ZEHCV % AmkH)
— px Re (—Azf . cvivHer, + sl oan vl oz, — sl ev.avi oz, + 2l oviv C Az )

=— A Re(Tll + Tlg) — Re(Tgl + ng) + 0(64),
(6.14)
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where i
T11 = AazkHCx*,

T, =7CAVVEZ, + THOV,AVEZ, + THOV,VE Ay,
Ty = — Azl ,CV.VICZ, + 7 CV.VEC Ay,
Ty =7CcAvVECE, - ZHCVAVHECE,.

Note that Tb; and 79 are pure imaginary scalars. Therefore,

Re(Tyy + Taa) = 0. (6.15)
Meanwhile,
0 =21 1Copy1 = (T — Azpi1) 7 C(@s — Azpi1) = —2Re(Axf, 1 0F) + Azfl  CAzp .
Therefore,

~ C
[Re(T11)| = |Re(Aafl, 05| < 1zt
and we have

Re(Tlg)

M1 — Us = —)\*m + 0(64), (616)

where the constants in O(e*) terms only depend on (A, C, 14, \y). Consequently, we only need to
prove that
Re(Tlg) = 0(64).

We begin by decomposing v;:

v1 = E11v1 4 + Fiovg 4 + 11,
vy = 9101 4 + Foova 4 + 72,

where r; L v; 4, 4,5 = 1,2. We first derive estimates on E;;. According to ([6.6), E11 = v{{*ful and
FEop = v vy are nonnegative real scalars. Since ||Vi, — Vi|| < k€2, we have

|E11 — 1|2 + |E12|2 + ||T’1H2 < /@2164 and |E21|2 + |E22 — 1|2 + ||7"2||2 < /{264. (617)
Therefore,

By — 1] < ky€?, | Erg| < kae?,  |Irl < ka€?, B+ [Im)? < ki€,

|Eop — 1] < k€, |En| < kae®,  ra]l < ka€?, B+ [|r2]® < i€’ (6.18)
Note that |F11|* + E?, + ||r1]|?> = 1. Since Ej1, Ego are nonnegative real scalars, we have
(Bn —1)(Bn +1) = Bf) — 1= —E% — |In|*
Similarly, in terms of Eqs, F9o and ro, we have
(Bag — 1)(Egg + 1) = B3 — 1 = —Efy — ||ra*.
Combined with (6.18]), this implies
|E1 — 1] < K3, |Ean — 1] < ke (6.19)

Utilizing v{fvy = 0, we have
E11 By + E12Es + ri'rs =0,
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which implies

|E21 + Eha] < (1 — E11)E21 + E12(1 — Ea)| + |E11Ea1 + E12Fas|
< k3! (|Ear| + |Eval) + |r{Tre]
< 2k3€5 + ke, (6.20)

With these caclulations, we can give a more detailed description of Azy1. Recall ([6.9]) and (6.10]):
Tp1 =tvr +svg  and Ty = t,01 4 + SiU2 4. (6.21)

We will perform further analysis between ¢ and t., s and s,. To simplify the expressions, we
introduce the following notations

H H

pun =v1,Cr1, pi2 =0y, Cra,
H

P21 = ?)27*6'7‘1, P22 = 1)2’*6'7‘2.

Utilizing Lemma [B.1] and equations (G.I8]) and (6.19), we have

. \/ —UfCUg
= = =
vy Cvp — vy’ Cug
—vl, Cvy. — 2Re(vf],C(ry + Bavr.)) + O(e?)
Uf*C'UL* - Ué{*cvz,* + QRG(U{{*C’(H + Eiav2.4)) — 2Re(1)£{*0(7~2 + Eyv1,)) + O(eh)

_ —co« — 2Re(p22) + O(e?)
c15x — 2.5 + 2Re(p11) — 2Re(pa2) + O(e?)

—C9 4 —2Re —2¢9 « Re —
_ 20 (p22) — —2cax Re(pn 2,022) +O(ed)
Clx — C2x  Clx — C2 (c1e — C2.4)

(Cl,* - 02,*)2 * 0(64)

—Re(paz)ci « + c2, Re(pi1)
t*(CL* - 02,*)2

— \/t2 + _2Re(P22)Cl,* + 2027* Re(ﬂll)

=ty + +O0(e") (6.22)
where the constants in O(e?) of the second and third equalities only depend on k4, [|C||; and we
use Lemma [B.I(ii) in the fourth equality; in the last equality, we use Lemma [B.Iliii), with the
corresponding constants in O(e*) only depending on (4, ||C]|, €14, c2.«). These constans can be in
turn viewed as only depending on (A, C, px, A\x). By a similar calculation, we have

—Re(p11)c2,« + c1, Re(p22)
5*(01,* - C2,*)2

Now let us back to the term T72. Denote Av; = v; — v;, ¢ = 1,2. Using ([6.18)), (6.19]) and (6.20)),
we have

s=5,+ + O(eh). (6.23)

~H ’U{{* AU{—I
Ty =2, C |[Avy Avg] | | (tav1s 4 $2v24) 4 15 V2] [N B | (Gev1s + S402,4)
U2,* A'U2
~ UH
+zlc [[m,* V2, [U}f} (taV1 5 + Suv2 5 — T — sv2)}
2%

~H —s.E12 ts —t — sEy 4
z,C [t*Am + 5:Avg + [v14 Vo] [—t*Fm] + (1 V2] [3* 1B, | TOE)
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e ty —t — s, E13 — sEy 4
=z, C [t*Avl + 5. Avg + [UL* 1)2,*] [s* - + O(€”)

b b —t+ 8:E21 — sEn 4
=7,C [t*Avl + 5.Avg + [UL* vg,*] [s* st By — tEp + O(€Y)

= THC [t Avy + 5.Avs + 01 4 (b — ) + v24(50 — 8)] + O(€")
= ~*HC[—t*T‘1 — 84T — t*E12’U2,* — 8*E21’U1,* + UL*(t* — t) + ’L)g,*(S* — S)] + 0(64).

where all constants in O(e*) terms only depend on A, C, i, As.
According to ([6.22) and (623]), we have

T, = O(e*) + [t* s*] VEC | —tyr — .m0 + Vi [t* - S*E21”

Sy — 8 — ty 12
= O(eh) — tzvf*Crl — t*s*vf*Crg — s*vg*Ct*rl — sivf*Crg
+tu(ts —t — 5:B01)C1 4 + 5:(5x — 5 — tFo12)Co 4

= O(e*) — 12p11 — teSupra — teSupar — 52p22 — tusuEcy . — tu8.FB12co
Re(paz)ci« — ca Re(p11) Le Re(p11)cax — 1,4 Re(paz)

+ C1x

’ (Cl,* - C2,*)2 " (Cl,* — 02,*)2 ’
Therefore,
€2 4 Cls — C2 4 C1 4 Co 4 — C1 4
Re(Tlg) _ Re< 2,%P11 4 17*,022 1, 2, /;11 _ 1,%022 +627*011 2, 1, /;22)
Clx — C2x (Cl,* - 627*) Clx — C2x (Cl,* - 627*)
— Re (t*S*P12 + t*S*,021 + t*S*Egch* + t*S*E1202,*) + 0(64)
= —t.s« Re(pi2 + p21 + Eaic1 4 + Eraca ) + O(e"). (6.24)

Further note that

0= ’U{ICUQ = (UL* + E12U27* + Tl)HC(UZ* + Egl’ul,* + 7‘2) + 0(64)
= Eg1c14 + E1aco + p12 + Py + O(€4).
Thus we obtain
Re(pi2 + p21 + Eaic1 + Eiaca ) = 0(64) (6.25)

and
Re(T12) = 0(64).

Combine with ([6.I6]), ([6.24) and ([6.25]), we find positive constants €y, £1 depending on (A, C, fus, \s),
such that if € < ¢y, we have

i1 — ] < Fr€h, (6.26)
Combine the bounds (6.12) and (6:26)), we reach the result (ii) by letting ¢y = min{e4,€p}. O
Proof of Theorem The theorem is a direct consequence of Lemmas and 0.

7 Conclusions

In this part, we presented a rigorous convergence analysis of the proposed 2DRQI, and showed that
the 2DRQI is locally quadratically convergent when the target 2D-eigentriplet is nonsingular. The
quadratical convergence of the 2DRQI is verified by numerical examples presented in Part II of this
work [6l, Sec.6].
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A Proof of Theorem 2.1 in Part 11

The following theorem shows that if a 2D-eigenvector is near the subspace spanned by an n x 2
orthonormal matrix V, then the 2D Ritz triplets of the 2D Rayleigh quotient (VAV,VHCV)
induced by V will contain a good approximation to a 2D-eigentriplet.

Theorem A.1. Let (ps, A, z4) be a 2D-eigentriplet of (A,C). For v > 0, denote V. as the set of
n X 2 orthonormal matrices V' satisfying

1. VHCV is indefinite and diagonal,
2. |[(VIAV 12| >,
3. |det(VICV)| > ~.

Then there exist positive constants oy, ag and as only depending on (A, C, px, A\x) and 7, such that
for any V€V, let

e = dist(z,,span{V'}) = min{||z, — v|| | v € span{V'}}
and assume € < 1, there exists a 2D Ritz triplet (v,0,V z) satisfying
v — | < are, 0=\ <we? and ||Vz -z, < aze

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the quadratic convergence of the 2DRQI for computing
a nonsingular simple 2D eigentriplet presented in Section [G

Let
VHAY = [au a12] ., VHcv = Diag(c1, ¢c2) with ¢ > 0 > ¢
a a2
and
X ={z|zecspan{V},zfCr =02z =1}
Assume Z®) € span{V'} satisfies ||z, — Z®)|| = e. Then since Z() is the closest vector to z. in

span{V}, 2®H (3, — 7)) = 0 and thus,

1= flaull = \JIZW2 + [l — 202 = /202 + €.

Since € < 1, we have Z(P) # 0. Define 7 = 2 /||Z()||. Then ||Z| = 1 and

& — 2.l = /2~ 2Re(al120) /|20

=1/2-2]Z®) || = /2 - 2V1 — €2 < V2.

In the following, we denote X, = {yz. |y € C,||7| = 1}.
Recall that in Lemma [5.6] we proved that (c.f., (524),E21),E28), ((31), if V;Z CVj is indef-

inite, then for any unit vector x € span{Vj}, we can find
TeXy={yl|yespan{Vi},y"y=1,4"Cy =0},

such that
2|Cll

dist(Z, Xp,) < | ————
( ) <\/_Cl,kc2,k

+ 1> dist(x, A%, ), (A.1)

where c; j, co 1, are eigenvalues of VkH CVy.
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Since under the assumption, VHCV is indefinite. Therefore, after substituting V, X for Vj,
X, respectively, we can also prove that for the unit vector Z in span{V'}, there exists T € X, such
that

o 2|\ >. _ 2V2|C||
dist(Z, X, ) < [ = + 1) dist(T, Ap,) < | ———= + V2 | «. A2
@) < (Al @ < (221 va) o (A.2)

Now we prove the approximation property of 2D Ritz teiplets. In the proof of Lemma B.7], we only
use the following conditions.

e When e < min{ey, e, €7}, 51(521 is well defined and thus we can find Zx,; € X} such that
dist(Tpy1, Xy, ) is sufficiently small, i.e., (B3T]).

e When € < e, |ajgi| > ‘al—é*l > 0.

V —C1,C2 x|
e When e <ep, c1 > 0,c0k <0,/—C1xC2 ) > —5—— > 0.

Under these conditions, we prove that there exists a 2D Ritz triplet (v ;, 0k ;, ©x ;) such that (c.f.,

(G.39) (B.44) C.47) (5.48) (5.49) (.51)):
dist(xy j, Xy, ) < <\/§HA —1C = A + 1> dist(z, Ay,)
|a12,k|
A — pC = NI (A.3)
= | < dist HXZ‘ )
’Vk,_] lu ’ — \/m 1S (xk,j *)

101 — M| <A — 1 C — M| dist (g j, X, )2

Note that we have now found z € X such that

. 2v2|C||
dist(z, X, ) < <ﬁ + \/§> €.

Furthermore, we have |(VZ AV 12| > v > 0 and —cjcp = —det(VHCV) > v > 0. Therefore, we can
follow the same argument without adding requirements to €, and finally prove that (V7 AV, VECV)
has two 2D Ritz triplets with one (v,6,VZ) of them satisfies:

dist(VZ, X,,) < <\/§”A — O M 1) dist(F, X,

|a12]
v — | < dist(Vz, Xy, ),
o) < B2 vz, )
10— M| < JJA — 0 — N || dist(VZ, Xy, )2
Using (A.2) and the assumptions, we have
~ A= C— NI 2¢/2||C
dist(Vz, &,,) < <\/§H o H + 1> m +V2 ) e=aqe
7 el
A= 1.C =\ (A.5)

v — py| < 1€ = ane,

VA
10— \| <||A = 1.C — NI |0t = aze?

Let v satisfy |y| =1 and |[VZ — ya.|| = dist(VZ, X,,). Then |FVZ — z.|| < aje. Let z =72, then
we reach the conclusion. O
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B Basic inequalities

We present three basic inequalities that are used in the convergence analysis.

Lemma B.1. Let g1,92,71,72,€ be functions of x € C™, where € can be viewed as a parameter
related to x, e.g., the distance between x to some fized point x,. Assume there exist positive
constants €y, a1, o, 5,@1,g2, such that when € < ¢y, we have

g1@| <915 g2(2)l 2 g3 Iri@)] < e fori=1,2. (B.1)
(i) Assume when € < €o, there exists positive constants g,, Gy, such that f(z) and gi(x) further
satisfy
g1(x) 91(x) +ri(z) -
>0, —/=—F=2>0, x)| =g, z)| < Go, B.2
92(1') = gg(.%’)—i—Tg(.Z’) ’gl( )’ 21 ’92( )’ g2 ( )

(b)

then there exists positive constants €1, ky  depending on constants eo,gl,g2,§1,§2,a1,a2,5

such that when € < €7,
gi(@) +ri(x)  [g1(x)
g2(z) + ra() 92(x)

(i) Assume there exists functions si(x) and sy(x) satisfying |s1(z)| < aze?® and |sy(z)] < aye??

< lﬁ:(b) (B.3)

when € < €g. Then there exists positive constants €, lﬁ:é ) depending on €y, 915 9qs 011, 02, 3, (U4, 5,
such that when e < e,

gg+ri+s1 g1 r1, gir2
g2+ra+s2 g2 G2 93

(ii) Let s1(x), s2(x), g, be defined as in (i) and (ii). Assume g1(x) > 0 and g1(x)+r1(x)+s1(x) >0
(b)

when € < €g. Then there exists positive constants €3, k5 depending on eo,gl,al,ag,ﬁ such
that when € < €3,

r(@) |, w28

‘\/91($)+7“1($)+81($)—\/91(33)—7 < kg€
2¢/g1(z)

Proof. For the first inequality, note that when |g;(x)| > |r1(z)| and |g2(x)| > |r2(z)],

\/ (@) (@) \/gl(x) e [ 9@ @] @) Wl(w)_ 91— (@)
() 4 ro(x) g2(x) | — |

|92(2)| = [ra()] g2(2)]" |/ g2(2) |92()[ + [ra(2)

Thus we only need to prove both ,/w — ,/@ and /L& — ,/M can be controlled by a
lg2]—Ir2] lg2] 92 lg2[+Ir2]

term of the form in (B.3)). We only prove the case for ,/% — %. The proof for the second

case is similar.

1 1
Assume € < min{(%) “, (2%) ’ }, we have |g1(x)| > |r1(z)], |g2(x)| > |r2(x)|, and

B
gl + Il [lgnl < 91| +ane”  flgi| (B.4)
|g2| — |r2] |g2] |ga| — age? |g2]
Let t = ¢? and consider h( ) = ig;ﬁg;i By the middle-value theorem, there exists £ € (0,1),

such that
7 5 7 _ lg1 192 + Q291

h(t) = h(0) + K (&)t 7t
=0 1921 2/gr Fan€ (g2 — 0€)?
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9o
7%

=
=

Since € < min { <2%Tll> }, we have

1 1
g1+ a2 59, lg2 — a2t] = 59,

E(t)—u% <2

Using the definition of ¢ and 71, we obtain the result.

Thus

a19y + a2§1t

3
919

For the second inequality, we only need to note that

g1+ 71+ 81 _2_7"_1_1_917"2
g2a+ra2+s2 g2 G2 9%
‘—9182 —Triry —1risg

(g2 + 72+ 52)02

s1
g2 + 12 + 82

2
9175 + g17r252

; | n
(g2 + 72 + 52)95

The result comes from straight calculation.
For the last inequality, consider f(t) = \/g1(z) + t for t > —g;(x), which satisfies:
1

1 _3
ft)=+vaq(x)+ mt - g(gl(x) +&) 72t

4oy dag

1 L
where & is between 0 and t. Now let t = 71 (z)+s1(z). When e < min {60, 1, <M> ’ (M> ” },
[t| < % Thus we have

ri+s 1 _3 9
— =(91 + 2(r1 +81)%,

where £ is between 0 and r1(x) 4 s1(x). Therefore

VT T = VT +

28 V2
1 Qe 2 28
Vg1 +T11+ 51— /g1 — < + —5— (a1 +a3)’e
2091 ~ 2\/Gmin 49-%f 1 ( )
inf,
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