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Hierarchical matrices approximate a given matrix by a decomposition into
low-rank submatrices that can be handled efficiently in factorized form. H2-
matrices refine this representation following the ideas of fast multipole meth-
ods in order to achieve linear, i.e., optimal complexity for a variety of impor-
tant algorithms.
The matrix multiplication, a key component of many more advanced nu-

merical algorithms, has so far proven tricky: the only linear-time algorithms
known so far either require the very special structure of HSS-matrices or need
to know a suitable basis for all submatrices in advance.
In this article, a new and fairly general algorithm for multiplying H2-

matrices in linear complexity with adaptively constructed bases is presented.
The algorithm consists of two phases: first an intermediate representation
with a generalized block structure is constructed, then this representation is
re-compressed in order to match the structure prescribed by the application.
The complexity and accuracy are analyzed and numerical experiments in-

dicate that the new algorithm can indeed be significantly faster than previous
attempts.

1 Introduction

The matrix multiplication, in the general form Z ← Z+XY with matrices X, Y , and Z,
is a central operation of linear algebra and can be used, e.g., to express inverses, LU and
Cholesky factorizations, orthogonal decompositions, and matrix functions. While the
standard definition leads to a complexity of O(n3) for n-dimensional matrices, Strassen’s
famous algorithm [34] reduces the complexity to O(nlog2(7)), and the exponent has since
been significantly reduced by further work. Since the resulting n × n matrix has n2

coefficients, it seems clear that no algorithm can compute the product of two n × n
matrices explicitly in less than n2 operations.
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The method of hierarchical matrices [23, 18] introduced by Hackbusch restricts to
structured matrices, i.e., by assuming that matrices can be represented by mosaics of
low-rank matrices, and shows that this can significantly reduce the complexity for the
multiplication and inversion. It has been proven [7, 2, 14, 15, 17, 19] that matrices ap-
pearing in many important applications, ranging from elliptic partial differential equa-
tions to solutions of matrix equations, can be approximated accurately in this way, and
efficient algorithms have been developed to compute these approximations efficiently.
Hierarchical matrix algorithms typically require O(n log n) or O(n log2 n) operations.

Combining these techniques with concepts underlying the fast multipole method [33,
21, 22] leads to H2-matrices [26, 6, 4] that represent low-rank blocks using fixed nested
cluster bases and require only linear complexity for a number of important algorithms,
i.e., they can reach the optimal order of complexity.

While optimal-order algorithms for a number of H2-matrix operations have been de-
veloped [4], the question of efficient arithmetic algorithms has been open for decades. If
the block structure is severely restricted, leading to hierarchically semi-separable matri-
ces, the matrix multiplication and certain factorizations can be implemented in linear
complexity [11, 12, 35], but the corresponding block structure is not suitable for gen-
eral applications. For matrices resulting from one-dimensional fast multipole methods,
a multiplication algorithm has been presented in [28].
For the LU factorization of H2-matrices, [31] offers a promising algorithm, but its

treatment of the fill-in appearing during the elimination process may either lead to
reduced accuracy or increased ranks, and therefore less-than-optimal complexity. An
alternative approach focuses on the efficient parallelization of the H2-matrix LU factor-
ization and introduces an interesting technique for avoiding certain negative effects of
fill-in to obtain impressive experimental results for large matrices [32].
If the cluster bases used to represent the submatrices of the result of an H2-matrix

multiplication are given a priori, the matrix multiplication can be performed in linear
complexity for fairly general block structures [3], but for important applications like
solution operators for partial differential equations, no practically useful bases are known
in general, and finding these bases by an efficient algorithm in a way that guarantees a
sufficient accuracy is a major challenge.
A key observation underlying all efficient algorithms for rank-structured matrices is

that on the one hand we have to take advantage of the rank structure, while on the other
hand we have to ensure that it is preserved across all the steps of an algorithm. The most
flexible algorithm developed so far [9] makes use of the fact that products of H2-matrices
locally have a semi-uniform rank structure that allows us to represent these products
efficiently, and an update procedure can be used to accumulate the local contributions
and approximate the final result in H2-matrix form. Since the current update procedure
is fairly general, it reaches a sub-optimal complexity of only O(n log n).

This article presents an entirely new approach to approximating the product of two
H2-matrices: it has been known for some time that the product can be represented ex-
actly as an H2-matrix with a refined block structure, cf. Section 6, and “induced” cluster
bases of significantly larger local ranks [4, Chapter 7.8], cf. Section 3, but this repre-
sentation is computationally far too expensive to be of practical use, although of linear
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complexity. In order to obtain a useful approximation of the product, this intermediate
representation has to be re-compressed. In this paper, two algorithms are presented that
together perform this task. The first algorithm constructs a low-rank approximation of
the product in a refined block structure arising implicitly during the computation, and
the second algorithm transforms this intermediate block structure into a coarser block
structure prescribed by the user while preserving the given accuracy. Splitting the com-
putation into two algorithms is motivated by the fact that the complexity of the second
algorithm depends cubically on the rank, so applying it directly to the uncompressed
induced cluster bases would be far too time-consuming. The first algorithm significantly
reduces the ranks of the cluster bases without hurting the approximation quality and
thereby allows the second algorithm to work efficiently.
For the simpler structure of hierarchical matrices, a similar approach has been inves-

tigated in [13]: the exact product is represented by lists of low-rank updates that are
then compressed locally. For H2-matrices, the intermediate representation of the exact
result can be made far more efficient than for hierarchical matrices, but the compression
into a final H2-matrix is considerably more challenging.
We will see that both algorithms have linear complexity under certain conditions, so

that the entire H2-matrix multiplication can be performed in linear complexity, too. For
the first algorithm, a locally adaptive error control strategy is presented, while for the
second algorithm, the relative error can be controlled reliably for every single block of
the resulting H2-matrix. The complexity analysis relies implicitly on the assumption
that the products can be represented by H2-matrices with low ranks.
Compared to sampling algorithms [30, 27, 29], the compression algorithm presented

here can guarantee a given accuracy and does not rely on special structures like hierar-
chically semi-separable matrices.
Numerical experiments show that the entire procedure is signficantly faster than pre-

vious algorithms for hierarchical matrices and indicate that indeed linear complexity is
reached in practice, even for fairly complicated block structures appearing in the context
of boundary element methods on two-dimensional surfaces in three-dimensional space.

2 H2-matrices

Our algorithm represents densely populated matrices, e.g., corresponding to solution
operators of partial differential equations or boundary integral operators, by local low-
rank approximations. In the context of many-particle systems, this approach is known
as the fast multipole method [33, 21, 1, 22, 16], its algebraic counterpart are H2-matrices
[26, 6, 4], a refined version of the far more general hierarchical matrices [23, 24].
To introduce H2-matrices, we follow the approach of [6, 4]. Let us consider a matrix

G ∈ RI×J with a finite row index set I and a finite column index set J . We look for
submatrices G|t̂×ŝ with t̂ ⊆ I, ŝ ⊆ J that can be approximated efficiently.
In order to find these submatrices efficiently, we split the index sets I and J hierarchi-

cally into clusters organized in trees. When dealing with integral or partial differential
equations, the clusters will usually correspond to a hierarchical decomposition of the
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computational domain.
We denote trees by the symbol T , their nodes by t ∈ T , the root by root(T ), and the

children of any node t ∈ T by chil(t) ⊆ T . We use labeled trees, i.e., we associate every
node t ∈ T with a label t̂ chosen from a suitable set.

Definition 1 (Cluster tree) Let T be a tree with root r := root(T ). We call T a
cluster tree for the index set I if

• the root is labeled with the entire index set r̂ = I,

• the union of the childrens’ labels is the parent’s label, i.e.,

t̂ =
⋃

t′∈chil(t)

t̂′ for all t ∈ T with chil(t) ̸= ∅,

• siblings are disjoint, i.e.,

t1 ̸= t2 ⇒ t̂1 ∩ t̂2 = ∅ for all t ∈ T , t1, t2 ∈ chil(t).

A cluster tree for I is usually denoted by TI , its leaves by LI := {t ∈ TI : chil(t) = ∅},
and its nodes are usually called clusters.

Cluster trees for various applications can be constructed efficiently by a variety of
algorithms [24, 20]. Their key property is that they provide us with a systematic way to
split index sets into subsets, allowing us to find submatrices that can be approximated
efficiently. These submatrices are best also kept in a tree structure to allow algorithms
to quickly navigate through the structures of matrices.

Definition 2 (Block tree) Let T be a tree with root r := root(T ). We call T a block
tree for two cluster trees TI and TJ if

• for every b ∈ T there are t ∈ TI and s ∈ TJ with b = (t, s) and b̂ = t̂× ŝ,

• the root is the pair of the roots of the cluster trees, i.e., r = (root(TI), root(TJ )),

• if b = (t, s) ∈ T has children, they are

chil(b) =


chil(t)× chil(s) if chil(t) ̸= ∅, chil(s) ̸= ∅,
chil(t)× {s} if chil(t) ̸= ∅, chil(s) = ∅,
{t} × chil(s) if chil(t) = ∅, chil(s) ̸= ∅.

A block tree for TI and TJ is usually denoted by TI×J , its leaves by LI×J , and its nodes
are usually called blocks.
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We can see that this definition implies

b̂ =
⋃

b′∈chil(b)

b̂′ for all b ∈ TI×J with chil(b) ̸= ∅,

and these unions are disjoint due to the properties of the cluster trees TI and TJ . This
means that the leaves LI×J of a block tree describe a disjoint partition of I ×J , i.e., a
decomposition of the matrix G into submatrices G|b̂ = G|t̂×ŝ, b = (t, s) ∈ LI×J .

The central observation of hierarchical matrix methods is that a large number of these
submatrices can be approximated by low-rank matrices. We call a block (t, s) admissible
if we expect to be able to approximate it by a low-rank matrix, and we stop subdividing
blocks in the construction of the block tree as soon as a block is admissible. This
implies that all non-leaf blocks are inadmissible and the leaf blocks LI×J can be split
into admissible leaves L+I×J ⊆ LI×J and a remainder L−I×J := LI×J \ L+I×J of blocks
that are inadmissible and cannot be split further. For a hierarchical matrix, we simply
assume that every submatrix G|b̂ for an admissible b ∈ L+I×J can be approximated by a
low-rank matrix.
In order to obtain the higher efficiency of H2-matrices, we introduce an additional

restriction: we only admit

G|t̂×ŝ = VtStsW
∗
s for all b = (t, s) ∈ L+I×J , (1)

where Sts ∈ Rk×k is a coupling matrix with a small rank k ∈ N and Vt andWs are cluster
bases with a specific hierarchical structure.

Definition 3 (Cluster basis) Let TI be a cluster tree and k ∈ N. A family (Vt)t∈TI
of matrices satisfying

Vt ∈ Rt̂×k for all t ∈ TI

is called a cluster basis of rank k for the cluster tree TI if for every t ∈ TI and t′ ∈ chil(t)
there is a transfer matrix Et′ ∈ Rk×k with

Vt|t̂′×k = Vt′Et′ , (2)

i.e., if the basis for the parent cluster can be expressed in terms of the bases for its
children.

Definition 4 (H2-matrix) Let V = (Vt)t∈TI and W = (Ws)s∈TJ be cluster bases for
TI and TJ . If (1) holds for all b = (t, s) ∈ L+I×J , we call G an H2-matrix with row
basis V and column basis W . The matrices Sts are called coupling matrices.

The submatrices G|t̂×ŝ for inadmissible leaves (t, s) ∈ L−I×J are stored without com-
pression, since we may assume that these matrices are small.
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Example 5 (Integral operator) The discretization of integral operators can serve as
a motivating example for the structure of H2-matrices. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a domain or
manifold, let g : Ω × Ω → R be a function. For a Galerkin discretization, we choose
families (φi)i∈I and (ψj)j∈J of basis functions on Ω and introduce the stiffness matrix
G ∈ RI×J by

gij =

∫
Ω
φi(x)

∫
Ω
g(x, y)ψj(y) dy dx for all i ∈ I, j ∈ J . (3)

If the function g is sufficiently smooth on a subdomain t × s with t, s ⊆ Ω, we can
approximate it by interpolation:

g(x, y) ≈
k∑

ν=1

k∑
µ=1

g(ξt,ν , ξs,µ)ℓt,ν(x)ℓs,µ(y) for all x ∈ t, y ∈ s,

where (ξt,ν)
k
ν=1 and (ξs,µ)

k
µ=1 are the interpolation points in the subdomains t and s,

respectively, and (ℓt,ν)
k
ν=1 and (ℓs,µ)

k
µ=1 are the corresponding Lagrange polynomials.

Substituting the interpolating polynomial for g in (3) yields

gij ≈
k∑

ν=1

k∑
µ=1

∫
Ω
φi(x)ℓt,ν(x) dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:vt,iν

g(ξt,ν , ξs,µ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:sts,νµ

∫
Ω
ψj(y)ℓs,µ(y) dy︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ws,jµ

for all i ∈ t̂, j ∈ ŝ,

where t̂ := {i ∈ I : suppφi ⊆ t} and ŝ := {j ∈ J : suppψj ⊆ s} are the indices
supported in t and s, respectively. This is precisely the representation (1) required by the
definition of H2-matrices.
If we use the same order of interpolation for all clusters, the identity theorem for

polynomials yields

ℓt,ν =
k∑

ν′=1

ℓt,ν(ξt′,ν′)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:et′,ν′ν

ℓt′,ν′ for all ν ∈ {1, . . . , k},

and this gives rise to (2). Interpolation is just one way to obtain H2-matrices [8, 10],
common alternatives are Taylor expansion [26] and multipole expansions [33, 22].

An H2-matrix requires only O(nk) units of storage, and the matrix-vector multiplica-
tion can be performed in O(nk) operations [26, 4]. These properties make H2-matrices
very attractive for handling large dense matrices.

3 Matrix multiplication and induced bases

In the following we consider the multiplication of H2-matrices, i.e., we assume that
H2-matrices X ∈ RI×J and Y ∈ RJ×K with coupling matrices (SX,ts)(t,s)∈L+

I×J
and

(SY,sr)(s,r)∈L+
J×K

are given and we are looking to approximate the productXY efficiently.
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We denote the row and column cluster bases of X by VX = (VX,t)t∈TI and WX =
(WX,s)s∈TJ with corresponding transfer matrices (EX,t′)t′∈TI and (FX,s′)s′∈TJ .

The row and column cluster bases of Y are denoted by VY = (VY,s)s∈TJ and WY =
(WY,r)r∈TK with corresponding transfer matrices (EY,s′)s′∈TJ and (FY,r′)r′∈TK .
We will use a recursive approach to compute the product XY that considers products

of submatrices
X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ (4)

with t ∈ TI , s ∈ TJ , and r ∈ TK. Depending on the relationships between t, s, and r,
these products have to be handled differently.
If (t, s) and (s, r) are elements of the block trees TI×J and TJ×K, but not leaves,

we can switch to their children t′ ∈ chil(t), s′ ∈ chil(s), r′ ∈ chil(r) and construct the
product (4) from the sub-products

X|t̂′×ŝ′Y |ŝ′×r̂′ .

This leads to a simple recursive algorithm.
The situation changes if (t, s) or (s, r) are leaves. Assume that (s, r) ∈ L+J×K is an

admissible leaf. Our Definition 4 yields

Y |ŝ×r̂ = VY,sSY,srW
∗
Y,r,

and the product (4) takes the form

X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ = X|t̂×ŝVY,s︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ats

SY,srW
∗
Y,r = AtsSY,srW

∗
Y,r. (5)

This equation reminds us of the defining equation (1) of H2-matrices, but the indices do
not match. Formally, we can fix this by collecting all matrices Ats with b = (t, s) ∈ L−I×J
in a new cluster basis for the cluster t. If we include VX,t, we can also cover the case
b = (t, s) ∈ L+I×J using (1).

Definition 6 (Induced row cluster basis) For every t ∈ TI let

Ct := {s ∈ TJ : (t, s) ∈ TI×J inadmissible}

denote the set of column clusters of inadmissible blocks with the row cluster t. Combining
all matrices Ats for all s ∈ Ct from (5) yields

Vt :=
(
VX,t X|t̂×ŝ1

VY,s1 . . . X|t̂×ŝm
VY,sm

)
where we have enumerated Ct = {s1, . . . , sm} for the sake of simplicity.
This is again a cluster basis [4, Chapter 7.8], although the associated ranks are gen-

erally far higher than for VX or VY .
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By padding SY,sr in (5) with rows of zeros to obtain a matrix Str such thatX|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,sr =
VtStr, we find

X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ = VtStrW
∗
Y,r,

i.e., we have constructed a factorized representation as in (1).
We can use a similar approach if (t, s) ∈ L+I×J is an admissible leaf. Definition 4 gives

us the factorized representation

X|t̂×ŝ = VX,tSX,tsW
∗
X,s,

X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ = VX,tSX,tsW
∗
X,sY |ŝ×r̂ = VX,tSX,ts(Y |∗ŝ×r̂WX,s︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Bsr

)∗ = VX,tSX,tsB
∗
sr. (6)

Now we collect all matrices Bsr in a new column cluster basis for the cluster r ∈ TK and
also include WY,r to cover b = (s, r) ∈ L+J×K.

Definition 7 (Induced column cluster basis) For every r ∈ TK let

Cr := {s ∈ TJ : (s, r) ∈ TJ×K inadmissible}

denote the set of row clusters of inadmissible blocks with the column cluster r. Combining
all matrices Bsr for all s ∈ Cr from (6) yields

Wr :=
(
WY,r Y |∗ŝ1×r̂WX,s1 . . . Y |∗ŝm×r̂WX,sm

)
where we have enumerated Cr = {s1, . . . , sm} for the sake of simplicity.

This is again a cluster basis [4, Chapter 7.8], although the associated ranks are gen-
erally far higher than for WX or WY .

As before, we can construct Str by padding SX,ts in (6) with columns of zeros to get
SX,tsW

∗
X,sY |ŝ×r̂ = StrW

∗
r and obtain

X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ = VX,tStrW
∗
r ,

i.e., a low-rank factorized representation of the product.
Using the induced row and column bases, we can represent the product XY exactly as

an H2-matrix by simply splitting products X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ until (t, s) or (s, r) are admissible
and we can represent the product in the new bases. If we reach leaves of the cluster tree,
we can afford to store the product directly without looking for a factorization.
Unless we are restricting our attention to very simple block structures [25, 11], this
H2-matrix representation of the product

• requires ranks that are far too high and

• far too many blocks to be practically useful.

The goal for this article is to present algorithms for efficiently constructing an approx-
imation of the product using optimized cluster bases and a prescribed block structure.
In the next section, we will investigate how the induced cluster bases can be compressed.
The following section is then dedicated to coarsening the block structure.
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4 Compressed induced cluster bases

We focus on the induced row cluster basis introduced in Definition 6, since the induced
column cluster basis has a very similar structure and the adaptation of the present
algorithm is straightforward.
Our goal is to find a cluster basis (Qt)t∈TI that can approximate all products (5)

sufficiently well. In order to avoid redundancies and to allow elegant error estimates, we
focus on isometric cluster bases.

Definition 8 (Isometric cluster basis) A cluster basis (Qt)t∈TI is called isometric if

Q∗
tQt = I for all t ∈ TI .

For an isometric cluster basis, the best approximation of a matrix in the range of this
basis is given by the orthogonal projection QtQ

∗
t . In our case, we want to approximate

the products (5), i.e., we require

X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ ≈ QtQ
∗
tX|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ for all s ∈ Ct, (s, r) ∈ L+J×K.

Due to (s, r) ∈ L+J×K, we have Y |ŝ×r̂ = VY,sSY,srW
∗
Y,r and therefore

X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srW
∗
Y,r ≈ QtQ

∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srW

∗
Y,r for all s ∈ Ct, (s, r) ∈ L+J×K. (7)

Computing the original matrix X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srW
∗
Y,r directly would be far too computa-

tionally expensive, since WY,r has a large number of rows if r̂ is large.
This is where condensation is a useful strategy: Applying an orthogonal transforma-

tion to the equation from the right does not change the approximation properties, and
taking advantage of the fact that WY,r has only k columns allows us to significantly
reduce the matrix dimension without any effect on the approximation quality.

Definition 9 (Basis weight) For every r ∈ TK, there are a matrix RY,r ∈ Rℓ×k and
an isometric matrix QY,r ∈ Rr̂×ℓ such that WY,r = QY,rRY,r and ℓ = min{k,#r̂}.
The matrices (RY,r)r∈TK are called the basis weights for the cluster basis (WY,r)r∈TK.

The basis weights can be efficiently computed in O(nk2) operations by a recursive
algorithm [4, Chapter 5.4], cf. Figure 1: in the leaves, we compute the thin Householder
factorization WY,r = QY,rRY,r directly. If r has children, let’s say chil(r) = {r′1, r′2}, we
assume that the factorizations for the children have already been computed and observe

WY,r =

(
WY,r′1

FY,r′1
WY,r′2

FY,r′2

)
=

(
QY,r′1

RY,r′1
FY,r′1

QY,r′2
RY,r′2

FY,r′2

)
=

(
QY,r′1

QY,r′2

)(
RY,r′1

FY,r′1
RY,r′2

FY,r′2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ŴY,r

.

Here FY,r′1
and FY,r′2

denote the transfer matrices for the children chil(r) = {r′1, r′2} and
the matrix WY,r. The left factor is already isometric, and with the thin Householder
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procedure basis weights(r);
begin
if chil(r) = ∅ then
Compute a thin Householder factorization QY,rRY,r =WY,r

else begin
for r′ ∈ chil(r) do basis weights(r′);

ŴY,r ←

RY,r1F
∗
Y,r1

...
RY,rcF

∗
Y,rc

 with chil(r) = {r1, . . . , rc};

Compute a thin Householder factorization Q̂Y,rRY,r = ŴY,r

end
end

Figure 1: Construction of the basis weights for the basis WY

factorization ŴY,r = Q̂Y,rRY,r of the small matrix ŴY,r we find

WY,r =

(
QY,r′1

QY,r′2

)
Q̂Y,r︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:QY,r

RY,r = QY,rRY,r.

Since the matrices QY,r associated with the basis weight are isometric, we have

∥(I −QtQ
∗
t )X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srW

∗
Y,r∥2 = ∥(I −QtQ

∗
t )X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srR

∗
Y,r∥2

and can replace W ∗
Y,r by R∗

Y,r in (7) to obtain the new task of finding Qt with

X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srR
∗
Y,r ≈ QtQ

∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srR

∗
Y,r for all s ∈ Ct, (s, r) ∈ L+J×K. (8)

Each of these matrices has only at most k columns, so we should be able to handle the
computation efficiently.
We can even go one step further: just as we have taken advantage of the fact that

WY,r has only k columns, we can also use the fact that VY,s also has only k columns. To
this end, we collect the column clusters of all admissible blocks (s, r) ∈ L+J×K in a set

row(s) := {r ∈ TK : (s, r) ∈ L+J×K},

and enumerating row(s) = {r1, . . . , rℓ} we can introduce

Gs :=

RY,r1S
∗
Y,sr1

...
RY,rℓS

∗
Y,srℓ

 (9)
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procedure total weights(s, Zs+);
begin

Ĝs ←


Zs+E

∗
Y,s

RY,r1S
∗
Y,sr1

...
RY,rℓY

∗
Y,srℓ

 with {r1, . . . , rℓ} = row(s);

Compute a thin Householder factorization PsZs = Ĝs;
for s′ ∈ chil(s) do total weights(s′, Zs)

end

Figure 2: Construction of the total weights for the matrix Y

and see that

X|t̂×ŝVY,sG
∗
s ≈ QtQ

∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,sG

∗
s for all s ∈ Ct (10)

is equivalent with (8), since all submatrices of (8) also appear in (10).
Since VY,s, and therefore also Gs, has only k columns, we can use a thin Householder

factorization to find an isometric matrix Ps and a small matrix Zs ∈ Rℓ×k with Gs =
PsZs, ℓ ≤ k. Again we exploit the fact that we can apply orthogonal transformations
from the right without changing the approximation properties to obtain

X|t̂×ŝVY,sZ
∗
s ≈ QtQ

∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,sZ

∗
s for all s ∈ Ct. (11)

This is still equivalent with (10), but now we only have one matrix with not more than
k columns for every s ∈ Ct. If we used this formulation directly to construct Qt, we
would violate the condition (2), since Qt would only take care of submatrices connected
directly to the cluster t, but not to its ancestors.

Fortunately, this problem can be fixed easily by including the ancestors’ contributions
by a recursive procedure: with a top-down recursion, we can assume that Ps+ and Zs+

for the parent s+ and all ancestors of a cluster s have already been computed, and we
can include the weight for the parent in the new matrix

Ĝs :=

(
Zs+E

∗
Y,s

Gs

)
.

Multiplying the first block with Ps+ will give us all admissible blocks connected to
ancestors of s, while the second block adds the admissible blocks connected directly to s.
The resulting weight matrices (Zs)s∈TJ are known as the total weights [4, Chapter 6.6]
of the cluster basis (VY,s)s∈TJ , since they measure how important the different basis
vectors are for the approximation of the entire matrix.
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Definition 10 (Total weights) There are a family (Zs)s∈TJ of matrices with k columns
and no more than k rows and a family (Ps)s∈TJ of isometric matrices such that

PsZs =

{
Gs if s is the root

Ĝs otherwise
for all s ∈ TJ .

The matrices (Zs)s∈TJ are called the total weights for the cluster basis (VY,s)s∈TJ and
the matrix Y .

As mentioned above, the total weights can be computed by a top-down recursion
starting at the root and working towards the leaves of the cluster tree TJ . Under
standard assumptions, this requires O(nk2) operations [4, Algorithm 28], cf. Figure 2.

Using basis weights and total weights, we have sufficiently reduced the dimension of
the matrices to develop the compression algorithm.

Leaf clusters. We first consider the special case that t ∈ TI is a leaf cluster. In this
case we may assume that t̂ contains only a small number of indices, so we can afford to
set up the matrix

Vt :=
(
VX,t X|t̂×ŝ1

VY,s1Z
∗
s1 . . . X|t̂×ŝm

VY,smZ
∗
sm

)
(12)

directly, where we again enumerate Ct = {s1, . . . , sm} for ease of presentation.
We are looking for a low-rank approximation of this matrix that can be used to treat

sub-products appearing in the multiplication algorithm. Since we want to guarantee
a given accuracy, the first block VX,t poses a challenge: in expressions like (6), it will
be multiplied by potentially hierarchically structured matrices SX,tsB

∗
sr, and deriving a

suitable weight matrix could be very complicated.
We solve this problem by simply ensuring that the range of VX,t is left untouched by

our approximation. We find a thin Householder factorization

VX,t = QX,t

(
RX,t

0

)
with a k1 × k matrix RX,t, k1 = min{k,#t̂}, and an orthonormal matrix QX,t. Multi-
plying the entire matrix Vt with Q

∗
X,t yields

Q∗
X,tVt =

(
RX,t M1,1 . . . M1,m

0 M2,1 . . . M2,m

)
with submatrices given by

Q∗
X,tX|t̂×ŝi

VY,siZ
∗
si =

(
M1,i

M2,i

)
for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Now we compute the singular value decomposition of the remainder

Ṽt :=
(
M2,1 . . . M2,m

)
(13)
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and choose k2 left singular vectors of Ṽt as the columns of an isometric matrix Q̃t to
ensure

Q̃tQ̃
∗
t Ṽt ≈ Ṽt.

We let

Qt := QX,t

(
I 0

0 Q̃t

)
and observe

QtQ
∗
tVt = QX,t

(
I 0

0 Q̃tQ̃
∗
t

)
Q∗

X,tVt = QX,t

(
RX,t M1,1 . . . M1,m

0 Q̃tQ̃
∗
tM2,1 . . . Q̃tQ̃

∗
tM2,m

)
,

so the matrix VX,t in the first k columns of Vt is indeed left untouched, while the re-
mainder of the matrix is approximated according to the chosen singular vectors. The
rank of the new basis matrix Qt is now given by kt := k1 + k2.

In order to facilitate the next step of the procedure, we prepare the auxiliary matrices

At,s := Q∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,s for all s ∈ Ct

and keep the matrix RX,t describing the change of basis from VX,t to Qt.

Non-leaf clusters. Now we consider the case that t ∈ TI is not a leaf. For ease of
presentation, we assume that t has exactly two children chil(t) = {t′1, t′2}. We handle
this case by recursion and assume that the matrices Qt′ , RX,t′ , and At′,s′ for all children
t′ ∈ chil(t) and s′ ∈ Ct′ have already been computed.
Since the new basis has to be nested according to (2), we are not free to choose any

matrix Qt in this case, but we have to ensure that

Qt =

(
Qt′1

Et′1
Qt′2

Et′2

)
=

(
Qt′1

Qt′2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Ut

(
Et′1
Et′2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Q̂t

= UtQ̂t (14)

holds with suitable transfer matrices Et′1
and Et′2

. We want Qt to be isometric, and since
Qt′1

and Qt′2
can be assumed to be isometric already, we have to ensure

I = Q∗
tQt = Q̂∗

tU
∗
t UtQ̂t = Q̂∗

t

(
Q∗

t′1
Qt′1

Q∗
t′2
Qt′2

)
Q̂t = Q̂∗

t Q̂t.

Following [4, Chapter 6.4], we can only approximate what can be represented in the
children’s bases, i.e., in the range of Ut, so we replace Vt by its orthogonal projection

V̂t := U∗
t Vt =

(
U∗
t VX,t U∗

t X|t̂×ŝ1
VY,s1Z

∗
s1 . . . U∗

t X|t̂×ŝm
VY,smZ

∗
sm

)
. (15)

Setting up the first matrix is straightforward, since we have RX,t′1
and RX,t′2

at our
disposal and obtain

V̂X,t := U∗
t VX,t =

(
Q∗

t′1
Q∗

t′2

)(
VX,t′1

EX,t′1
VX,t′2

EX,t′2

)
=


RX,t′1

EX,t′1
0

RX,t′2
EX,t′2
0

 ,
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so this block can be computed in O(k3) operations.
Dealing with the remaining blocks is a little more challenging. Let s ∈ Ct. By definition

(t, s) ∈ TI×J is not admissible, so X|t̂×ŝ has to be divided into submatrices. For ease of
presentation, we assume that we have chil(s) = {s′1, s′2} and therefore

X|t̂×ŝ =

(
X|t̂′1×ŝ′1

X|t̂′1×ŝ′2
X|t̂′2×ŝ′1

X|t̂′2×ŝ′2

)
.

If (t′, s′) ∈ chil(t)× chil(s) is admissible, we can use the basis-change RX,t′ to get

X|t̂′×ŝ′ = VX,t′SX,t′s′W
∗
X,s′ ,

At′,s′ := Q∗
t′X|t̂′×ŝ′VY,ŝ′ =

(
RX,t′SX,t′s′W

∗
X,s′VY,s′

0

)
.

To compute these matrices efficiently, we require the cluster basis products

PXY,s′ :=W ∗
X,s′VY,s′ for all s′ ∈ TJ

that can be computed in advance by a simple recursive procedure [4, Chapter 5.3] in
O(nk2) operations so that the computation of

At′,s′ :=

(
RX,t′SX,t′s′PXY,s′

0

)
requires only O(k3) operations.

If, on the other hand, (t′, s′) ∈ chil(t) × chil(s) is not admissible, we have s′ ∈ Ct′
by definition and therefore can rely on the matrix At′,s′ = Q∗

t′X|t̂′×ŝ′VY,s′ to have been
prepared during the recursion for t′ ∈ chil(t).
Once all submatrices are at our disposal, we can use

Ât,s := U∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s =

(
Q∗

t′1
Q∗

t′2

)(
X|t̂′1×ŝ′1

X|t̂′1×ŝ′2
X|t̂′2×ŝ′1

X|t̂′2×ŝ′2

)(
VY,s′1EY,s′1
VY,s′2EY,s′2

)

=

(
Q∗

t′1
X|t̂′1×ŝ′1

VY,s′1 Q∗
t′1
X|t̂′1×ŝ′2

VY,s′2
Q∗

t′2
X|t̂′2×ŝ′1

VY,s′1 Q∗
t′2
X|t̂′2×ŝ′2

VY,s′2

)(
EY,s′1
EY,s′1

)
=

(
At′1,s

′
1

At′1,s
′
2

At′2,s
′
1

At′2,s
′
2

)(
EY,s′1
EY,s′2

)
(16)

to set up the entire matrix

V̂t =
(
V̂X,t Ât,s1Z

∗
s1 . . . Ât,smZ

∗
sm

)
in O(k3) operations as long as m is bounded.
As in the case of leaf matrices, we want to preserve the row cluster basis VX,t exactly,

since we do not have reliable weights available for this part of the matrix. We can
approach this task as before: we construct a Householder factorization

V̂X,t = Q̂X,t

(
RX,t

0

)
,
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procedure induced basis(t);
begin
if chil(t) = ∅ then begin
Set up Vt as in (12);
Construct a thin Householder factorization QX,tRX,t = VX,t;

Compute Q∗
X,tVt and set up Ṽt as in (13);

Compute the singular value decomposition of Ṽt and choose a rank k ∈ N;
Build Qt from the first k left singular vectors;
for s ∈ Ct do At,s ← Q∗

tX|t̂×ŝVY,s
end
else begin
for t′ ∈ chil(t) do induced basis(t′);

Set up Ât,s and V̂t as in (16) and (15);

Construct a thin Householder factorization Q̂X,tRX,t = V̂X,t;

Compute Q̂∗
X,tV̂t and set up Ṽt;

Compute the singular value decomposition of Ṽt and choose a rank k ∈ N;
Build Q̂t from the first k left singular vectors and set transfer matrices;

for s ∈ Ct do At,s ← Q̂∗
t Ât,s

end
end

Figure 3: Construction of a compressed induced row basis for an H2-matrix product

of V̂X,t, transform V̂t to Q̂
∗
X,tV̂t, and apply approximation only to the lower half of the

latter matrix. This yields an isometric matrix Q̂t with Q̂tQ̂
∗
t V̂X,t = V̂X,t and Q̂tQ̂

∗
t V̂t ≈

V̂t. According to (14), we can extract the transfer matrices from Q̂t and define Qt.
In order to satisfy the requirements of the recursion, we also have to prepare the

matrices At,s for s ∈ Ct. Due to

At,s = Q∗
tX|t̂×ŝVY,s = Q̂∗

tU
∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s = Q̂∗

t

(
At′1,s

′
1

At′1,s
′
2

At′2,s
′
1

At′2,s
′
2

)(
EY,s′1
EY,s′2

)
= Q̂∗

t Ât,s

this task can also be accomplished in O(k3) operations.

5 Error control

Let us consider a block Btsr = X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ of the product where (s, r) ∈ L+J×K is an
admissible leaf. We are interested in controlling the error

∥Btsr −QtQ
∗
tBtsr∥2

introduced by switching to the compressed induced row basis Qt.

15



Since the errors introduced by the compression algorithm are pairwise orthogonal [4,
Theorem 6.16], we can easily obtain error estimates for individual blocks by controlling
the errors incurred for this block on all levels of the algorithm [4, Chapter 6.8].
We are interested in finding a block-relative error bound. Since (s, r) ∈ L+J×K is

assumed to be admissible, we have

Btsr = X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ = X|t̂×ŝVY,sSY,srW
∗
Y,r,

∥Btsr∥2 ≤ ∥X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2∥SY,srW
∗
Y,r∥2.

Both quantities on the right-hand side are easily available to us: the matrices At,s =
U∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s appear naturally in our algorithm and we can use

∥X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2 ≥ ∥UtU
∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2 = ∥U

∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2

as a lower bound for the first term since Ut is isometric. For the second term we have

∥SY,srW ∗
Y,r∥2 = ∥SY,srR∗

Y,rQ
∗
Y,r∥2 = ∥SY,srR∗

Y,r∥2

by using the basis weights RY,r introduced in Definition 9, so we can compute the norms
of these small matrices exactly.
Following the strategy presented in [4, Chapter 6.8], we would simply scale the blocks

of Vt and V̂t by the reciprocals of the norm to ensure block-relative error estimates.
Since the two factors of the norm appear at different stages of the algorithm and

blocks are mixed irretrievably during the setup of the total weight matrices, we have to
follow a slightly different approach: during the construction of the total weight matrices,
we scale the blocks of As by the reciprocal of ∥SY,srR∗

Y,r∥2, and during the compres-

sion algorithm, we scale the blocks of Vt and V̂t by the reciprocals of ∥X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2 and

∥Âts∥2 = ∥U∗
t X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2 ≤ ∥X|t̂×ŝVY,s∥2, respectively.

Following the concept of [4, Chapter 6.8], this leads to a practical error-control strat-
egy, but only yields bounds of the type

∥X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ −QtQ
∗
tX|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂∥2 ≤ ϵ∥X|t̂×ŝ∥2∥Y |ŝ×r̂∥2

for a given tolerance ϵ ∈ R>0 and not the preferable block-relative bound

∥X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂ −QtQ
∗
tX|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂∥2 ≤ ϵ∥X|t̂×ŝY |ŝ×r̂∥2.

6 Coarsening

The representations (5) and (6) crucial to our algorithm hold only if either (s, r) or (t, s)
are admissible, i.e., the block partition used for the product XY has to be sufficiently
refined. Assuming that TI×J and TJ×K are the block trees for the factors X and Y , the
correct block tree T XY

I×K for the product is given inductively as the minimal block tree
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Figure 4: Original block structure (left) and product block structure (right)

with root(T XY
I×K) = (root(TI), root(TK)) and

chil(t, r) =


chil(t)× chil(r) if s ∈ TJ exists with (t, s) ∈ TI×J \ LI×J ,

and (s, r) ∈ TJ×K \ LJ×K,

∅ otherwise,

for all (t, r) ∈ T XY
I×K, i.e., we have to keep subdividing blocks as long as there is at least

one s ∈ TJ such that both (t, s) and (s, r) are not leaves of TI×J and TJ×K, respectively.
We denote the leaves of T XY

I×K by LXY
I×K. A leaf is considered admissible if for all s ∈ TJ

with (t, s) ∈ TI×J and (s, r) ∈ TJ×K at least one of (t, s) and (s, r) is admissible. The
admissible leaves are denoted by LXY,+

I×K , the remaining inadmissible leaves by LXY,−
I×K .

The block tree T XY
I×K induced by the multiplication is frequently much finer than the

prescribed block tree TI×K we would like to use to approximate the product. Figure 4
shows a simple one-dimensional example: on the left we have the block structure of TI×J
and TJ×K, on the right the induced block structure T XY

I×K.
Fortunately, it is possible to prove [18, Section 2.2] in standard situations that every

admissible block in TI×K is split into only a bounded number CXY of sub-blocks in T XY
I×K,

and this fact still allows us to construct efficient algorithms for the matrix multiplication.
This effect is visible in Figure 4: every block on the left-hand side is split into at most
16 sub-blocks on the right-hand side.
In this section, we assume that an H2-matrix approximation of the product G = XY

has been computed by the algorithm presented in the previous section, i.e., G is an
H2-matrix with the block tree T XY

I×K, the compressed induced row basis V = (Vt)t∈TI
and the compressed induced column basis W = (Wr)r∈TK . Our algorithm ensures that
both bases are isometric, so no basis weights have to be taken into account.
Our task is to construct a more efficient H2-matrix with a coarser block tree TI×K,

i.e., we have to find adaptive row and column cluster bases for a good approximation of
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the matrix G. As before, we focus only on the construction of the row basis, since the
same procedure can be applied to the adjoint matrix G∗ to find a column basis.

Outline of the basis construction. Our construction is motivated by the fundamental
algorithm presented in [4, Chapter 6.4] with adjustments similar to [4, Chapter 6.6] to
take advantage of the fact that the matrix G is already presented as an H2-matrix,
although with a finer block tree. The new cluster basis will again be denoted by Q =
(Qt)t∈TI , and we will again aim for an isometric basis.
For a given cluster t ∈ TI , we have to ensure that all admissible blocks (t, r) ∈ L+I×K

are approximated well, i.e.,

G|t̂×r̂ ≈ QtQ
∗
tG|t̂×r̂ for all (t, r) ∈ L+I×K.

We collect the column clusters of these matrices in the sets

row(t) := {r ∈ TK : (t, r) ∈ L+I×K} for all t ∈ TI .

Since we are looking for a nested basis, (2) requires us to take the ancestors of t into
account, i.e., if t∗ ∈ TI is an ancestor of t and (t∗, r) ∈ L+I×K, we have to approximate
G|t̂×r̂, too. We express this fact by collecting all column clusters ultimately contributing
to t in the sets

row∗(t) :=

{
row(t) if t = root(TI),
row(t) ∪ row∗(t+) if t ∈ chil(t+), t+ ∈ TI

for all t ∈ TI . Our goal is to find an isometric nested cluster basis Q = (Qt)t∈TI with

G|t̂×r̂ ≈ QtQ
∗
tG|t̂×r̂ for all t ∈ TI , r ∈ row∗(t).

If we combine all submatrices into large matrices

Gt := G|t̂×Rt
, Rt :=

⋃
{r̂ : r ∈ row∗(t)} for all t ∈ TI ,

this property is equivalent with

Gt ≈ QtQ
∗
tGt for all t ∈ TI .

The construction of Qt proceeds again by recursion: if t ∈ LI is a leaf, we compute
the singular values and left singular vectors of Gt and combine the first k left singular
vectors as the columns of Qt to obtain our adaptive isometric basis with Gt ≈ QtQ

∗
tGt.

If t ∈ TI \LI is not a leaf, we again assume — for the sake of simplicity — that there
are exactly two children {t′1, t′2} = chil(t). These children are treated first so that we
have Qt′1

and Qt′2
at our disposal. Using the isometric matrix

Ut :=

(
Qt′1

Qt′2

)
, (17)
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we can approximate Gt ≈ UtU
∗
t Gt by the orthogonal projection into the children’s spaces

and only have to treat the reduced matrix

Ĝt := U∗
t Gt (18)

containing the corresponding coefficients. Now we can again compute the singular values
and use the first k left singular vectors of Ĝt to form an isometric matrix Q̂t. Since Ut

is also isometric, the same holds for Qt := UtQ̂t, and splitting

Q̂t =

(
Et′1
Et′2

)
yields the transfer matrices for the new adaptive basis with Ĝt ≈ Q̂tQ̂

∗
t Ĝt and ultimately

Gt ≈ QtQ
∗
tGt. An in-depth error analysis can be found in [4, Chapter 6].

Condensation. The key to designing an efficient algorithm is the condensation of the
matrix Gt: we are looking for a matrix Ct ∈ Rt̂×ℓ with a small number ℓ ∈ N of columns
and a thin isometric matrix Pt ∈ RRt×ℓ such that Gt = CtP

∗
t . Since Pt is isometric, i.e.,

P ∗
t Pt = I, we have

∥(I −QtQ
∗
t )Gt∥2 = ∥(I −QtQ

∗
t )CtP

∗
t ∥2 = ∥(I −QtQ

∗
t )Ct∥2

for any matrix Qt, therefore we can replace Gt throughout our algorithm with the con-
densed matrix Ct without changing the result. If ℓ is smaller than #Rt, working with
Ct instead of Gt is more efficient.

The matrix Ct can be constructed by considering the different blocks ofGt individually.
The most important example occurs for r ∈ TK with (t, r) ∈ LXY,+

I×K : by definition, we
have

Gt|t̂×r̂ = G|t̂×r̂ = VtStrW
∗
r ,

and since the column basis W is isometric, we can simply replace G|t̂×r̂ by the matrix
VtStr with only k columns.

If we have multiple r1, . . . , rℓ with (t, ri) ∈ LXY,+
I×K for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, we find

Gt|t̂×(r̂1∪...∪r̂ℓ) =
(
G|t̂×r̂1

. . . G|t̂×r̂ℓ

)
= Vt

(
Str1 . . . Strℓ

)W
∗
r1

. . .

W ∗
rℓ

 ,

and we can not only drop the isometric right-most block matrix, we can also use a thin
Householder factorization

PtZt =

S
∗
tr1
...

S∗
trℓ

 , Z∗
t P

∗
t =

(
Str1 . . . Strℓ

)
, (19)
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with an isometric matrix Pt and Zt ∈ Rk×k to obtain

Gt|t̂×(r̂1∪...∪r̂ℓ) = VtZ
∗
t P

∗
t

W
∗
r1

. . .

W ∗
rℓ

 ,

which allows us to replace the entire block by the small matrix VtZ
∗
t with only k columns.

This approach can be extended to all ancestors of a cluster t, since (2) allows us to
translate a weight matrix Zt+ for the parent of t into the weight matrix Zt+E

∗
t for t as

in Definition 10. Using this approach, all admissible blocks in T XY
I×K can be reduced to

small weight matrices Zt for t ∈ TI and handled very efficiently.
Unfortunately, T XY

I×K is finer than the block tree TI×K we want to use for the final
result, so we have to be able to deal with blocks (t, r) ∈ L+I×K that are not admissible

in T XY
I×K.

If (t, r) ∈ LXY,−
I×K holds, our H2-matrix representation of the product G contains the

matrix G|t̂×r̂ explicitly and we can simply copy it into Ct during our algorithm.
The situation becomes more challenging if (t, r) ∈ T XY

I×K \ LXY
I×K holds, i.e., if (t, r)

corresponds to a block that is subdivided in T XY
I×K, but an admissible leaf in TI×K.

Let us consider an example: we assume that chil(t) = {t′1, t′2} and chil(r) = {r′1, r′2} and
that (t′i, r

′
j) ∈ L

XY,+
I×K are admissible blocks for all i, j ∈ {1, 2}. Then the corresponding

submatrix has the form

G|t̂×r̂ =

(
G|t̂1×r̂1

G|t̂1×r̂2
G|t̂2×r̂1

G|t̂2×r̂2

)
=

(
Vt1St1r1W

∗
r1 Vt1St1r2W

∗
r2

Vt2St2r1W
∗
r1 Vt2St2r2W

∗
r2

)
=

(
Vt1St1r1 Vt1St1r2
Vt2St2r1 Vt2St2r2

)(
W ∗

r1
W ∗

r2

)
,

and we can again drop the right-most term because it is isometric, thus replacing G|t̂×r̂

by the matrix (
Vt1St1r1 Vt1St1r2
Vt2St2r1 Vt2St2r2

)
with only 2k columns.
In order to extend this approach to arbitrary block structures within G|t̂×r̂, we intro-

duce the column tree.

Definition 11 (Column tree) The column tree for (t, r) ∈ T XY
I×K is the minimal clus-

ter tree T(t,r)

• with root r and

• for every r′ ∈ T(t,r) there is a t′ ∈ TI such that (t′, r′) is a descendant of (t, r) in

the block tree T XY
I×K,

• every r′ ∈ T(t,r) is either a leaf or has the same children as it does in TK.
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Figure 5: Block structures and corresponding column trees

The leaves of the column tree T(t,r) are denoted by L(t,r). A leaf r′ ∈ L(t,r) is called

inadmissible if a t′ ∈ TI with (t′, r′) ∈ LXY,−
I×K exists and admissible otherwise. The

corresponding index sets {r̂′ : r′ ∈ L(t,r)} are a disjoint partition of the index set r̂.
By construction T(t,r) is a subtree of the cluster tree TK.

The column tree T(t,r) can be interpreted as an “orthogonal projection” of the subtree

of T XY
I×K rooted at (t, r) into its second component. Examples of block structures and

the corresponding column trees can be seen in Figure 5.

Lemma 12 (Column representation) Let (t, r) ∈ T XY
I×K, and let (t′, r′) ∈ LXY,+

I×K be

a descendant of (t, r). Let r∗ ∈ L(t,r) be a descendant of r′. There is a matrix A ∈ Rt̂′×k

with G|t̂×r̂∗ = AW ∗
r∗.

Proof. This is a simple consequence of (2): due to (t′, r′) ∈ LXY,+
I×K , we have

G|t̂′×r̂′ = Vt′St′r′W
∗
r′ ,

and restricting to a child r′′ ∈ chil(r′) leads to

G|t̂′×r̂′′ = Vt′St′r′F
∗
r′′W

∗
r′′

due to (2). We can proceed by induction until we reach the descendant r∗. □
This lemma suggests how to perform condensation for subdivided matrices: for (t, r) ∈
T XY
I×K, we enumerate the leaves L(t,r) = {r1, . . . , rℓ} of the column tree T(t,r) and see that
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Lemma 12 gives us matrices Ar1 , . . . , Arℓ ∈ Rt̂×k such that

G|t̂×ŝ =
(
Ar1W

∗
r1 . . . ArℓW

∗
rℓ

)
=
(
Ar1 . . . Arℓ

)W
∗
r1

. . .

W ∗
rℓ

 ,

where we can again drop the isometric right-most factor to get a matrix with only ℓk
columns.
In order to construct these condensed representations efficiently, we would like to use

a recursive approach: first we construct representations for children of a block, then
we merge them to get a representation for the parent. Figure 5 indicates a problem:
different child blocks within the same column may have different column trees, and a
common “super tree” has to be constructed to cover all of them.
Fortunately, we have again the nested structure (2) of the cluster basis W at our

disposal: if we have r as a leaf in one column tree, while another column tree needs the
children {r′1, r′2} = chil(r) of r, we simply use the transfer matrices Fr′1

and Fr′2
as in

ArW
∗
r = Ar

(
Wr′1

Fr′1
Wr′2

Fr′2

)∗

=
(
ArF

∗
r′1

ArF
∗
r′2

)(W ∗
r′1

W ∗
r′2

)
to add representations for both children. We can apply this procedure to ensure that
the representation for a column tree T(t′,r′) of a sub-block (t′, r′) matches a column tree
T(t,r) of its parent. The corresponding algorithm is given in Figure 6.

Now we can return to the construction of the new cluster basis Q. As mentioned
before, we proceed by recursion. On the way from the root towards the leaves, we
accumulate total weight matrices Zt by computing thin Householder factorizations

PtZt =


Zt+E

∗
t

S∗
t,r1
...

St,rm

 ,

where t+ denotes the parent of t if it exists (this submatrix vanishes in the root cluster)
and {r1, . . . , rm} = rowXY (t) are the column clusters of all admissible blocks with respect
to the block tree T XY

I×K, i.e.,

rowXY (t) := {r ∈ TK : (t, r) ∈ LXY,+
I×K } for all t ∈ TI .

Using these weights, the entire part of Gt or Ĝt that is admissible in T XY
I×K can be

condensed to VtZ
∗
t . This leaves us with the part that is inadmissible in T XY

I×K, but
admissible in TI×K.

Leaf clusters. Let t ∈ LI be a leaf of TI . Since t is a leaf, the only inadmissible blocks
(t, r) ∈ LXY,−

I×K must correspond to nearfield matrices that are represented explicitly by
our construction, i.e., G|t̂×r̂ is readily available to us.
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procedure match column(r, T , A);
begin
if chil(r) ̸= ∅ then begin
for r′ ∈ chil(r) do
match column(r′, T , A);

end else if chilT (r) ̸= ∅ then begin
chil(r)← chilT (r);
for r′ ∈ chil(r) do begin
Ar′ ← ArF

∗
r′ ;

match column(r′, T , A)
end

end else if adm(r) and not admT (r) do begin
adm(r)← admT (r);
Ar ← ArW

∗
r ;

end
end

Figure 6: Extending a column tree with root r to match a given column tree T . chil(r)
and adm(r) denote the children of r and its admissibility in its own column
tree, chilT (r) and admT (r) denote the children and the admissibility in the
target tree T .

Let {r1, . . . , rm} denote all of these clusters, i.e., we have (t, ri) ∈ LXY,−
I×K for all i ∈

{1, . . . ,m} and an ancestor of each block is admissible in TI×K. We use the condensed
version VtZ

∗
t of the admissible part in combination with the inadmissible parts to get

Ct :=
(
VtZ

∗
t G|t̂×r̂1

. . . G|t̂×r̂m

)
. (20)

As mentioned before, the number of inadmissible blocks in T XY
I×K that are descendants

of admissible blocks in TI×K is bounded, therefore Ct has #t̂ rows and O(k) columns.
This makes it sufficiently small to compute the singular value decomposition of Ct

in O(k2#t̂) operations. We can use the singular values to choose an appropriate rank
controlling the approximation error, and we can use the leading left singular vectors to
set up the isometric matrix Qt.
In preparation of the next steps, we also compute the basis-change matrix Rt := Q∗

tVt
and the auxiliary matrices

At,ri = Q∗
tG|t̂×ri

for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

Non-leaf clusters. Let now t ∈ TI \ LI be a non-leaf cluster of TI . For the sake of
simplicity, we restrict out attention to the case chil(t) = {t′1, t′2}. Since we are using
recursion, Qt′1

and Qt′2
are already at our disposal, as are the basis changes Rt′1

and Rt′2
and the weights At′1,r

and At′2,r
for the inadmissible blocks connected to the children.
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Figure 7: Coarsening of a subdivided block: on the finest level (left) the submatrices are
compressed individually. Stepping to a coarser level (right), the submatrices
are merged by matching the column trees. Light green blocks are included in
the parent’s weight Zt.

Our goal is to set up a condensed counterpart of the matrix

Ĝt :=

(
Q∗

t′1
G|t̂′1×Rt

Q∗
t′2
G|t̂′2×Rt

)
.

Again, all the admissible parts are already represented by the weight matrix Zt, and we
can replace them all by

V̂tZ
∗
t with V̂t :=

(
Q∗

t′1
Vt′1Et′1

Q∗
t′2
Vt′2Et′2

)
=

(
Rt′1

Et′1
Rt′2

Et′2

)
.

The inadmissible part is a little more challenging. We consider a cluster r ∈ TK with
(t, r) ∈ T XY

I×K \ LXY
I×K, i.e., (t, r) is subdivided. For the sake of simplicity, we assume

chil(r) = {r′1, r′2} and have

G|t̂×r̂ =

(
G|t̂′1×r̂′1

G|t̂′1×r̂′2
G|t̂′2×r̂′1

G|t̂′2×r̂′2

)
.

We require only the projection into the ranges of Qt′1
and Qt′2

, i.e.,(
Q∗

t′1
G|t̂′1×r̂′1

Q∗
t′1
G|t̂′1×r̂′2

Q∗
t′2
G|t̂′2×r̂′1

Q∗
t′2
G|t̂′2×r̂′2

)
.

If one of these submatrices Q∗
t′G|t̂′×r̂′ is again inadmissible, we have already seen it when

treating the corresponding child t′, and therefore At′,r′ is already at our disposal.
If one of these submatrices Q∗

t′G|t̂′×r̂′ is, on the other hand, admissible, we can use (1)
and the basis-change matrix Rt′ prepared previously to obtain

At′,r′ := Q∗
t′G|t̂′×r̂′ = Q∗

t′Vt′St′r′W
∗
r′ = Rt′St′r′W

∗
r′ .

Since the right-most factor Wr′ is again isometric, we can discard it if necessary without
changing the singular values and the left singular vectors. Now that we have representa-
tions for all submatrices, we can use the function “match column” of Figure 5 to ensure
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that they all share the same column tree T(t,r) and combine them into the condensed
matrix

Ât,r :=

(
At′1,r1

. . . At′1,rℓ

At′2,r1
. . . At′2,rℓ

)
, L(t,r) = {r1, . . . , rℓ}.

Combining the admissible and inadmissible submatrices yields the condensed counterpart
of Ĝt in the form

Ĉt :=
(
V̂tZ

∗
t Ât,r1 . . . Ât,rm

)
, (21)

where {r1, . . . , rm} again denotes all column clusters of blocks that are subdivided in
T XY
I×K and have an admissible ancestor in TI×K, i.e., (t, ri) ∈ T XY

I×K \ LXY
I×K for all i ∈

{1, . . . ,m}. As before, the number of inadmissible blocks in T XY
I×K as descendants of

admissible blocks in TI×K is bounded, therefore the matrix Ĉt has only O(k) columns
and not more than 2k rows.
This makes it sufficiently small to compute the singular value decomposition in O(k3)

operations, and we can again use the singular values to choose an appropriate rank
controlling the approximation error and the leading left singular vectors to set up an
isometric matrix Q̂t.
We can split Q̂t into transfer matrices for t′1 and t′2 to get

Qt := UtQ̂t,

i.e., the new cluster basis matrix Qt is expressed via transfer matrices as in (2).
We also compute the basis-change Rt := Q∗

tVt = Q̂∗
t V̂t and the auxiliary matrices

At,ri = Q∗
tG|t̂×r̂i

= Q̂∗
t Ât,ri for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}

in preparation for the next stage of the recursion. We can see that all of these operations
take no more than O(k3) operations. The entire algorithm is summarized in Figure 8.

Remark 13 (Complexity) The basis construction algorithm has a complexity of O(nk2)
if the following conditions are met:

• there are constants clf, Clf with clfk ≤ #t̂ ≤ Clfk for all leaf clusters t ∈ TI ,

• the block tree TI×K is sparse, i.e., there is a constant Csp with

#{r : (t, r) ∈ TI×K} ≤ Csp for all t ∈ TI ,

• the fine block tree T XY
I×K is not too fine, i.e., there is a constant CXY with

#{(t′, r′) ∈ T XY
I×K : t̂′ × r̂′ ⊆ t̂× r̂} ≤ CXY for all (t, r) ∈ L+I×K.

The first condition ensures that the matrices Ct and Ĉt have only O(k) rows and that the
cluster tree TI has only O(n/k) elements. This can be ensured by a suitable construction
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procedure build basis(t);
begin

Compute Zt as in (19);
if chil(t) = ∅ then begin
Set up Ct as in (20);
Compute its singular value decomposition and choose a rank k ∈ N;
Build Qt from the first k left singular vectors;
Rt ← Q∗

tVt;

for r ∈ TK with (t, r) ∈ LXY,−
I×K do At,r ← Q∗

tG|t̂×r̂

end
else begin
for t′ ∈ chil(t) do build basis(t′);

Set up Ĉt as in (21);
Compute its singular value decomposition and choose a rank k ∈ N;
Build Q̂t from the first k left singular vectors and set transfer matrices;

Rt ← Q̂∗
t V̂t;

for r ∈ TK with (t, r) ∈ T XY
I×K \ LXY

I×K do At,r ← Q̂∗
t Ât,r

end
end

Figure 8: Recursive algorithm for constructing an adaptive row cluster basis using the
coarse block tree TI×K
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Symbol Meaning

VX,t, VY,s Row cluster bases for X and Y , transfer matrices EX,t, EY,s

WX,s, WY,r Column cluster basis for X and Y , transfer matrices FX,s, FY,r

RY,r Basis weight matrices for WY,r

Zs Total weights for the matrix Y
Zt Total weights for the product XY

SX,ts, SY,sr Coupling matrices for X and Y
Vt, Wr Induced row and column cluster basis for the product XY

TI×J , TJ×K, TI×K Block trees for X, Y , and Z
T XY
I×K Induced block tree for XY

Table 1: List of symbols

of the cluster trees. The second and third conditions ensure that the matrices appearing
in the construction of the weight matrices (19) have only O(k) columns. These condi-
tions also ensure that the matrices Ct and Ĉt have only O(k) columns. If one of the
standard admissibility conditions is used, e.g., for a quasi-uniform grid, the second and
third condition are guaranteed. Together, these three conditions ensure that only O(k3)
operations are required for every cluster, and since there are only O(n/k) clusters, we
obtain O(nk2) operations in total.

7 Numerical experiments

We investigate the practical performance of the new algorithm by considering matrices
appearing in the context of boundary element methods: the single-layer operator

V[u](x) =
∫
ΓS

1

4π∥x− y∥
u(y) dy for all x ∈ ΓS

on the unit sphere ΓS := {x ∈ R3 : ∥x∥2 = 1}, approximated on surface meshes
constructed by starting with a double pyramid, splitting the faces regularly into triangles,
and moving their vertices to the sphere, and the double-layer operator

K[u](x) =
∫
ΓC

⟨n(x), x− y⟩
4π∥x− y∥3

u(y) dy for all x ∈ ΓC

on the surface of the cube ΓC := ∂[−1, 1]3, represented by surface meshes constructed
by regularly splitting its six faces into triangles.
We discretize both operators by Galerkin’s method using piecewise constant basis func-

tions on the triangular mesh. The resulting matrices are approximated using hybrid cross
approximation [5] and converting the resulting hierarchical matrices into H2-matrices [4,
Chapter 6.5]. For the single-layer operator on the unit sphere, we obtain matrices of
dimensions between 2 048 and 2 097 152, while we have dimensions between 3 072 and
3 145 728 for the double-layer operator on the cube’s surface.
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Induced Final
n trow tcol tmat ϵ2 trow tcol tmat ϵ2

2 048 0.1 0.1 0.3 1.12−7 0.4 0.2 0.0 1.12−5

4 608 0.2 0.2 0.6 9.41−8 1.3 0.7 0.1 5.91−6

8 192 0.4 0.4 1.3 1.20−7 2.6 1.5 0.2 4.87−6

18 432 1.0 1.0 3.1 1.13−7 6.6 3.8 0.5 4.93−6

32 768 1.8 1.8 5.6 1.20−7 12.1 7.1 0.8 4.79−6

73 728 4.1 4.0 12.7 1.17−7 28.6 16.3 1.8 4.98−6

131 072 7.2 7.2 23.6 1.20−7 53.3 29.8 3.3 5.07−6

294 912 16.6 16.5 53.7 1.18−7 120.5 68.0 7.9 4.77−6

524 288 29.4 29.3 97.3 1.10−7 215.2 121.7 13.4 4.87−6

1 179 648 65.8 65.7 218.1 1.00−7 472.2 264.3 28.7 5.53−6

2 097 152 116.7 117.2 393.7 1.20−7 875.9 487.4 53.5 4.76−6

Table 2: Run-times and relative spectral errors for the multiplication of the single-layer
matrix

For the compression of the induced row and column basis, we use a block-relative
accuracy of 10−4 as described in Section 5. For the re-compression into an H2-matrix
with the final coarser block tree TI×K, we use the same accuracy in combination with the
block-relative error control strategy described in [4, Chapter 6.8]. For the largest matrix,
the row and column cluster bases for the original matrix require 719.7 MB each, the
compressed induced bases require 2 997.7 MB each, and the final bases after coarsening
972.8 and 973.4 MB. The relatively high storage requirements for the intermediate bases
coincide with an accuracy that is far higher than prescribed.

Table 2 lists the results of applying the new algorithm to multiply the single-layer
matrix with itself. The “Induced” columns refer to the compression of the induced row
and column cluster bases: trow gives the time in seconds for the row basis, tcol the time
for the column basis, and tmat the time for forming the H2-matrix using these bases and
the full block tree T XY

I×K. The value ϵ2 gives the relative spectral error, estimated by
twenty steps of the power iteration. Here 1.12−7 is a short notation for 1.12× 10−7.
The “Final” columns refer to the approximation of the product in the coarser block

tree TI×K. The block tree TI×K is constructed with the same standard admissibility
condition used for TI×J and TJ×K. trow gives the time in seconds for the construction
of the row basis for the coarse block tree, tcol the time for the column basis, and tmat the
time for forming the final H2-matrix with the coarse block tree TI×K. The intermediate
representation of the product is set up during the construction of the row basis and re-
used during the construction of the column basis. This explains why the column basis
takes considerably less time. The value ϵ2 is again the estimated relative spectral error.

These experiments were carried out in a sequential implementation of the algorithm on
an AMD EPYC 7713 processor using the shared-memory AOCL-BLIS library for linear
algebra subroutines. Preliminary experiments indicate that distributing the clusters
among multiple processor cores can significantly reduce the computing time of both
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Induced Final
n trow tcol tmat ϵ2 trow tcol tmat ϵ2

3 072 0.2 0.2 0.4 9.13−7 0.9 0.4 0.1 1.34−5

6 912 0.6 0.4 1.2 1.57−6 3.1 0.8 0.3 1.14−5

12 288 1.2 0.7 2.2 1.89−6 5.4 2.9 0.4 7.46−6

27 648 2.9 1.7 5.7 2.90−6 14.5 8.6 1.3 7.58−6

49 152 5.3 3.0 10.1 3.43−6 23.9 13.1 1.9 7.21−6

110 592 12.1 7.0 23.9 4.52−6 57.9 32.6 4.2 7.02−6

196 608 21.4 12.3 41.9 4.95−6 97.5 49.5 6.1 6.63−6

442 368 47.9 27.7 97.3 5.72−6 236.1 122.1 15.9 6.35−6

786 432 86.5 47.4 169.0 6.15−6 388.9 187.7 49.3 6.76−6

1 769 472 188.6 108.8 390.6 6.75−6 926.2 454.2 72.2 7.79−6

3 145 728 338.7 190.7 673.0 7.12−6 1562.5 765.6 109.9 7.79−6

Table 3: Run-times and relative spectral errors for the multiplication of the double-layer
matrix

phases of the algorithm.
The time required to set up the cluster basis products V ∗

X,sWY,s and the total weights
Zt for the first algorithm are not listed, since these operations’ run-times are negligible
compared to the new algorithms.
We can see that the relative errors remain well below the prescribed bound of 10−4

and that the relative errors for the first phase are even smaller.
Table 3 shows the corresponding results for the double-layer matrix on the surface of

the cube. We can again observe that the required accuracy is reliably provided.
To see that the new algorithm indeed reaches the optimal linear complexity with

respect to the matrix dimension n, we show the time divided by n in Figure 9 for the
single-layer potential (SLP) on the unit sphere and the double-layer potential (DLP) on
the unit cube. We can see that the runtime per degree of freedom is bounded uniformly
both for the single-layer and the double-layer matrix, i.e., we observe O(n) complexity.

In conclusion, we have found an algorithm that can approximate the product of two
H2-matrices at a prescribed accuracy in linear, i.e., optimal complexity. In the first
phase, the algorithm approximates the induced cluster bases for a refined intermediate
block tree T XY

I×K. In the second phase, an optimized representation for a prescribed block
tree TI×K is constructed. Both phases can be performed with localized error control for
all submatrices.

The fact that the matrix multiplication can indeed be performed in linear complexity
leads us to hope that similar algorithms can be developed for important operations like
the Cholesky or LU factorization, which would immediately give rise to efficient solvers
for large systems of linear equations.
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Figure 9: Run-time for the adaptive H2-matrix multiplication per degree of freedom.
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