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Obtaining the pseudoinverse solution of singular range-symmetric
linear systems with GMRES-type methods*
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Abstract

It is well known that for singular inconsistent range-symmetric linear systems, the generalized
minimal residual (GMRES) method determines a least squares solution without breakdown. The
reached least squares solution may be or not be the pseudoinverse solution. We show that a
lift strategy can be used to obtain the pseudoinverse solution. In addition, we propose a new
iterative method named RSMAR (minimum A-residual) for range-symmetric linear systems Ax =
b. At step Kk RSMAR minimizes ||Arg|| in the kth Krylov subspace generated with {A,rg} rather
than ||rg||, where ry is the kth residual vector and || - || denotes the Euclidean vector norm. We
show that RSMAR and GMRES terminate with the same least squares solution when applied to
range-symmetric linear systems. We provide two implementations for RSMAR. Our numerical
experiments show that RSMAR is the most suitable method among GMRES-type methods for
singular inconsistent range-symmetric linear systems.
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1 Introduction
We consider the linear system of equations
Ax = b, (1)

where b € R” is a vector, and A € R™" is a large singular range-symmetric (i.e., range(A) =
range(A ")) matrix for which matrix-vector products Av can be computed efficiently for any vector
v € R™. For any b € R", we seek the unique solution x, that solves the problem

min ||x|| subject to ~ ATAx=ATb. (2)

It is clear that x, is the unique minimum Euclidean norm solution to if b € range(A) and the
unique minimum Euclidean norm least squares solution otherwise. Here we call x, the pseudoinvese
solution of .

If system is consistent (i.e., b € range(A)), then the GMRES method by Saad and Schulz
[30] determines the pseudoinvese solution without breakdown. If system is inconsistent (i.e.,
b ¢ range(A)), then GMRES determines a least squares solution without breakdown, and the reached
least squares solution may be or not be the pseudoinverse solution. We refer to [4, section 2] for the
above statements. Applicable solvers for the pseudoinverse solution of with arbitrary b € R™
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would be the RRGMRES method by Calvetti, Lewis, and Reichel [5] and the DGMRES method by
Sidi [32]. Let xj be an approximate solution to x, with residual ry = b — Axy. Assume that xo = 0.
At step k, GMRES minimizes ||rg| over the kth Krylov subspace

Ki(A,b) :=span{b, Ab,..., A¥"1b},

RRGMRES minimizes ||rg|| over the kth Krylov subspace Kr(A,Ab) (which belongs to range(A)
and thus is called range-restricted), and DGMRES minimizes ||A%ry| over Ki(A, Ab). Here, « is the
index of A, the size of a largest Jordan block associated with zero eigenvalue. If A is range-symmetric,
then o = 1 (see section [2)).

When A is symmetric, GMRES is theoretically equivalent to MINRES [28]. Hence, MINRES
determines the pseudoinverse solution if b € range(A) and a least squares solution (but not necessarily
the pseudoinverse solution) otherwise. MINRES-QLP [7], a variant of MINRES, is an applicable solver
for the pseudoinverse solution of with symmetric A. On ill-conditioned symmetric linear systems
(singular or not), MINRES-QLP can give more accurate solutions than MINRES. We mention that
Liu, Milzarek, and Roosta [20] proposed a novel and remarkably simple lifting strategy for MINRES
to obtain the pseudoinverse solution when b ¢ range(A). The lifting strategy seamlessly integrates
with the final MINRES iteration. Compared to MINRES-QLP, the lifted MINRES method can obtain
the pseudoinverse solution with negligible additional computational costs.

Recently, Montoison, Orban, and Saunders [22] proposed an iterative method, named MINARES,
for solving symmetric linear systems. At step k, MINARES minimizes ||Ary| over the kth Krylov
subspace Kr(A,b). Their numerical experiments with MINRES-QLP [7] and LSMR [12] show that
MINARES is the most suitable Krylov method for inconsistent symmetric linear systems. Like MIN-
RES, MINARES determines the pseudoinverse solution if b € range(A) and a least squares solution
(but not necessarily the pseudoinverse solution) otherwise.

In this paper, we consider GMRES-type methods for range-symmetric linear systems. We mainly
focus on the singular case and seek the pesudoinverse solution.

The main contributions of this work are as follows. (i) We show that the lifting strategy in
[20] also works for GMRES on singular inconsistent range-symmetric linear systems (see Theorem
3). (i) We propose a new Krylov subspace method called RSMAR (Range-Symmetric Minimum A-
Residual) for computing a solution to range-symmetric linear systems. At step k, RSMAR minimizes
||Ary|| over the kth Krylov subspace Ki(A,b), and thus is theoretically equivalent to MINARES
when applied to symmetric linear systems. (iii) We show that RSMAR and GMRES terminate with
the same least squares solution for range-symmetric linear systems, which implies that MINARES
and MINRES also terminates with the same least squares solution for symmetric linear systems.
(iv) We propose two implementations for RSMAR, named RSMAR-I and RSMAR-II. RSMAR-I is
inspired by the implementation for the simpler GMRES method [37], and RSMAR-II is inspired by
the implementation of RRGMRES [26], 27]. The MINARES implementation in [22, section 4] can be
viewed as a short recurrence variant of RSMAR-II. We provide a new implementation for MINARES,
which can be viewed as a short recurrence variant of RSMAR-I. (v) Our numerical experiments show
that RSMAR-II is the preferable algorithm for singular inconsistent range-symmetric linear systems.

The paper is organized as follows. In the rest of this section, we give other related research.
In section 2, we provide clarification of notation, some properties of the Moore—Penrose inverse and
the Drazin inverse, and some useful results for Krylov subspaces. In section 3, we consider four
GMRES-type methods (GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES) for singular range-symmetric
linear systems, prove our main theoretical results, and provide two implementations for RSMAR. In
section 4, we consider two MINRES-type methods (MINRES and MINARES), and provide a new
implementation for MINARES. In section 5, some numerical experiments are performed to compare
the performance of the methods considered in this paper. Finally, we give some concluding remarks
and possible future work in section 6.

Other related research. In addition to [4], there exist numerous studies on GMRES for singular
linear systems in the literature; see, for example, [18| 33| [5l 6] 29, B4, 10} (40} 15, 25, B5]. GMRES
on almost singular (or numerically singular) systems was analyzed in [11]. GMRES for least squares



problems was discussed in [16] 23| 24]. Some convergence properties of Krylov subspace methods for
singular linear systems with arbitrary index were discussed in [39]. The m-shift GMRES method (for
which RRGMRES is a special case) was proposed and studied in [2]. Stagnation analysis, restart
variant, and convergence rate of DGMRES were studied in [41], [42], and [I3], respectively. A sim-
pler DGMRES was proposed in [43]. For singular symmetric linear systems, some preconditioning
techniques for MINRES were considered in [36), [17].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Lowercase (uppercase) boldface letters are reserved for column vectors (matrices). Lowercase lightface
letters are reserved for scalars. For any vector v € R™ we use v' and ||v|| to denote the transpose
and the FEuclidean norm of v, respectively. We use I to denote the k£ x k identity matrix, and use
e; to denote the ith column of the identity matrix I whose order is clear from the context. We use
0 to denote the zero vector (or matrix) of appropriate size. For any matrix M € R™", we use MT,
M, MP, and |IM|| to denote the transpose, the Moore—Penrose inverse, the Drazin inverse, and the
spectral norm of M, respectively. For nonsingular M, we use M~! to denote its inverse. We denote
the null space and range of M by null(M) and range(M), respectively. For a matrix M, its condition
number is denoted by (M) = |[M]||[|MT||, which is the ratio of the largest singular value of M to
the smallest positive one. Throughout the paper, we assume that exact arithmetic is used for all
theoretical discussions.

2.2 Pseudoinverse solution and Drazin-inverse solution

The Moore-Penrose inverse of A is defined as the unique matrix Af satisfying
AATA=A, ATAAT=AT (AA"T = AAT (ATA)T = ATA.

If A has a zero eigenvalue with index a (the size of a largest Jordan block associated with zero
eigenvalue, also called the index of A, denoted by ind(A)), then the Drazin inverse of A is defined as
the unique matrix AP satisfying

APAAP = AP, APA = AAP, A“H1ADP — A°,

The Drazin inverse AP is always expressible as a polynomial of A. We refer to [3, B8] for more proper-
ties of the Moore-Penrose inverse and the Drazin inverse. The vector Afb is called the pseudoinverse
solution of Ax = b, and the vector x® = APb is called the Drazin inverse solution. The unique
solution x, of is Atb.

Let xo € R™ be a given vector. It is clear that the vector Afb 4+ (I — ATA)xq is the orthogonal
projection of x¢ onto the solution set {x € R” | Ax = b} if b € range(A), and onto the least squares
solution set {x € R" | ATAx = A"b} if b ¢ range(A).

2.3 Range-symmetric matrix

A matrix A is called range-symmetric if range(A) = range(A ). A range-symmetric matrix A can
be expressed as (see, for example, [15, Theorem 2.5])

_[c o],.r
A_U[O O}U,

where the matrix C is invertible, and the matrix U is orthogonal. In this case, we have

-1
Af=AP=-U [CO g} u'.
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It is clear that range-symmetric A has index one. When A is range-symmetric, the linear system
A2%x = Ab and the normal equations AT Ax = A b have the same solution set, i.e., the affine set
A'b + null(A).

2.4 Krylov subspaces

Beginning with an initial approximate solution x¢, at step k a Krylov subspace method [18] for solving
generates an approximate solution x; € xo + Kx(A,rp), where ro := b — Axg and i (A, rg) is the
kth Krylov subspace

Ki(A,rp) := span{rg, Ary, ... ,Ak_lro}.

It is well known (see, for example, [29]) that there exists an integer ¢ satisfying

kE itk </

dim Kx (A, xo) = {E k> 041

We know that ¢ is the maximal dimension of Krylov subspace generated with the matrix-vector
pair {A,rp}. The Arnoldi process [I] with the matrix-vector pair {A,rp} constructs a sequence of
orthonormal vectors {vy} such that vi =ro/B81 with 81 = ||ro|, V] Vi = I, and

AV =V Hg g,

where Vj, := [vl vy e Vk], and
h11 hig
h :
Hy1p= |
hik
P41,k

is a (k 4+ 1) x k upper-Hessenberg matrix. Let Hj denote the leading k x k submatrix of Hyq .
We have Hy, = V] AV}.. The Arnoldi process with {A,ro} terminates at step £ with hy1, = 0 and
hiy1, > 0 for each 1 <k < /¢ —1. We have rank(Hyy_1) = ¢ —1 and

AV, = V,H,. (3)

The first k < ¢ columns of V, form an orthonormal basis of Kx(A,rg). We have the following estimates
on the number of least squares solution in the affine space x¢ + Ky_1(A,rp), and on the number of
solution in the affine space xg + K¢(A, rp).

Theorem 1. There is at most one least squares solution in xo + Ky—1(A,ro) if b ¢ range(A), and at
most one solution in xo + KC¢(A,ro) if b € range(A).

Proof. Assume that x € xg + Ky_1(A,rg) and y € x¢ + Ky_1(A,rp) are two least squares solutions.
Then we have x —y € null(A) N Ky_1(A,rg). This means there exists a vector z € R“~! such that

x—-y=Vy 1z, AV, 1z=V/H; 1z=0.
Thus, z = 0, which implies x = y.
The second part is a direct result of Ipsen and Meyer [I8]. If b € range(A®), then the unique

solution is xg + APrg = APb + (I - APA)xg € x9 + K¢(A,rp). If b ¢ range(A®), then no solution
lies in xg + K¢(A, rp). L]

Now we give some existing results about the matrix H; in . If Hy is nonsingular, then by

b— A(xo+ A/ V/H,  'e) =rg— B1AV,H, 'e; =ro — /1 Vse; =0,
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we have b € range(A). Hence, if b ¢ range(A), then Hy must be singular and rank(Hy) = ¢ — 1
(because Hy has a nonsingular (£ — 1) x (£ — 1) upper triangular submatrix). If range(A) = range(A ")
and b € range(A), then H; must be nonsingular (see, for example, [4]).

The Krylov subspace K (A, Arg) = AKk(A, rg) is important in our analysis. Using dim K (A, 1) =
k for k < ¢, dim Ky (A, rg) = ¢ for k > ¢, and

ICk(Aa AI‘()) = span{Aro, AQI‘(], SRR Akro} - K:k‘-i-l(A7 rO)a

we have dim K (A, Arg) = k foreach 1 < k < /—1 and dim K¢ (A, Arg) < ¢ for all k > ¢. Using (3]), we
further have dim KCp(A, Arg) = ¢ if Hy is nonsingular and dim /Cy(A, Arg) = dim KCp—1 (A, Arg) = ¢—1
otherwise. Let m denote the maximal dimension of Krylov subspace generated with {A, Arg}. We
have

L if Hy is nonsingular

(4)

m =dim Kp(A, Arg) =
el 0) {K —1 if Hy is singular.

Using the Arnoldi process with the matrix-vector pair {A, Aro} we obtain an orthonormal basis,
denoted by {V;}, for Kj(A, Arg) such that v; = Arg/B; with 3 = ||Arg, Vk Vi =1, and

AV, =V Hpp,

where Vj, := [91 Vg - Qk], and
hir -+ hig
ho1 :
Hyy1x N
Ik
Ptk

Let IA{;.C denote the leading k£ x k submatrix of IgIkH,k. We have ﬁk = VIIA\Afk The Arnoldi process
with {A, Arg} terminates at step m with ﬁmH’m = 0 and ﬁk+1,k >0foreachl1 <k<m-—1 We
have rank(ﬁmm_l) =m — 1 and

AV, =V, H,,.
The first k < m columns of V,, form an orthonormal basis of Kx(A, Arg). In the following theorem,
we give a condition ensuring the invertibility of the matrix H,,.

Theorem 2. If the index of A is one (ind(A) = 1), then the matriz H,, is nonsingular.

Proof. Ipsen and Mayer [18, Theorem 2| proved that Ax = b has a Krylov solution in I, (A, b) if and
only if b € range(A®), where a = ind(A). Thus, if ind(A) = 1, then by Arg € range(A) we know
that Ay = Arg has a Krylov solution in Ky, (A Aryp). That is to say there exists a vector z € R™
such that Asz = Ary. Using AVm =V Hm and Arg = Blvl, we have V Hmz = Bleel This

means H,,z = 31e; is consistent. Therefore, we have rank(H,,) = rank( {ﬁlel ﬁm}) = m (since the

~

matrix consisting of the first m columns of [Blel Hm} is nonsingular upper triangular). Hence, H,,
is nonsingular. O

Note that range-symmetric A has index one. A direct result of Theoremis that ﬁm is nonsingular
if A is range-symmetric.
2.5 Summary of some scalars, vectors, and matrices

For clarity in the following discussions, we list the frequently used scalars, vectors, and matrices in
this paper in the following table.



Table 1: Frequently used scalars, vectors, and matrices in this paper

14 ‘ the maximal dimension of Krylov subspace generated with {A,rp}

m ‘ the maximal dimension of Krylov subspace generated with {A, Arg}
a =ind(A) ‘ the size of a largest Jordan block associated with zero eigenvalue of A
B1 = ||rol ‘ the Euclidean norm of the initial residual vector r

By = || Aro|l ‘ the Euclidean norm of the initial A-residual vector Arg

r(A) = || All]| AT ‘ the ratio of the largest singular value of A to the smallest positive one
A'b ‘ the pseudoinverse solution of Ax = b

A'b + (T - ATA)xq ‘ the orthogonal projection of x¢ onto the (least squares) solution set

Vi (1<k<Y) ‘ the matrix whose columns form an orthonormal basis of i (A,ro)
Hy 1 (Hp) ‘ the matrix generated in the Arnoldi process for K(A,rg)

Vi, (1<k<m) ‘ the matrix whose columns form an orthonormal basis of i (A, Arp)
ITI;.H_UC (ﬁm) ‘ the matrix generated in the Arnoldi process for (A, Arg)

3 GMRES-type methods for singular range-symmetric linear sys-
tems

3.1 GMRES and a lifting strategy

For any initial approximate solution xq, at step k, GMRES determines the kth approximate solution

X = argmin |b— Ax]|. (5)
XGXo—‘y—’Ck(A,ro)

Since the columns of Vj form an orthonormal basis of ICy(A,rp), using AV, = Vi 1Hpyq ), and
ro = (1v1, we have x;, = x¢ + V2, where z;, solves min, g ||S1€1 — Hyp1 22].

For singular A, Brown and Walker [4] gave conditions under which the GMRES iterates converge
safely to a least squares solution or to the pseudoinverse solution. More precisely, they proved the
following results. (i) If range(A) = range(A ") and b € range(A), then for all 0 < k < £ — 1, x;, is
not a solution, and x, = A'b + (I — ATA)xg, the orthogonal projection of xq onto the solution set
{x € R" | Ax = b}. (ii) If range(A) = range(A ") and b ¢ range(A), then x,_; is a least squares
solution of ([I).

Brown and Walker [4] also studied the condition number of the upper-Hessenberg matrix Hy,; 4.
They gave the following estimate. If range(A) = range(A ') and b € range(A), then r(Hyy1) <

k(A). Let r, denote the least squares residual for and ri be the kth residual of GMRES. If
range(A) = range(A ) and rj_; # ry, then

[ereswyl [rg—1l
Al \/”I'kleQ - HI‘*HQ

The last estimate means that in the inconsistent range-symmetric case (r, # 0), the least squares

problem becomes ill-conditioned as the GMRES iterate converges to a least squares solution.
Next we consider how to obtain the pseudoinvese solution for the case range(A) = range(A ") and

b ¢ range(A) from the final GMRES iterate x,—;. Using the lifting strategy of [20], we define the

K(Hpq1k) > (6)



lifted vector T
ry) 1 (X¢—1 — Xo)

-
Ty 1Te-1

ry_q, (7)

Xp1 = Xpo1 —

where ry_1 := b — Axy_1. We have the following result.

Theorem 3. If range(A) = range(A ") and b ¢ range(A), then the lifted vector X, in is the
orthogonal projection of xo onto the least squares solution set {x € R" | ATAx = ATb}. More

precisely, we have
X1 =Ab+ (I-ATA)xo.

Proof. 1t follows from x,_1 is a least squares solution of that ry_; = (I— AAT)b (see, for example,
[21] page 488] for a proof). Since x,_1 € x9 + Ky_1(A, (), we can write

{—1
Xp_1 = Xg+ Z aiAiflro, a; € R.
i=1
Define
f:=a(I—AANry=a;(I-AAT)(b—Axg) =1 (I— AANb = aqry_,
and
/—1 ‘ {—1 '
g:=x-1—f=x%x0+ Z ;A" rg — (I — AANrg = xo + a1 AATrg + Z ;A g,
=1 =2

The last two terms in last equation both lie in range(A). Using r,_; L range(A), we get f'g =
fT(xp_1 — f) = fTxg. This gives
Ozll‘z—_1Xg_1 — a%rz_lrg_l = alrz_lxo.

Since ay = 0 implies ry_1 L xy_1 — Xg, we have

ay =1/ (x0—1 — X0)/T)_1To 1.
Since range(A) = range(A "), there exists a matrix B € R"*" satisfying AT = AB. Using
AT = AB, AAT = (AANT, and AATA = A, we get
AAAT = (AANHTAT)T = (AATAB)" = (AB)" = A,
which implies Af = 0. Thus we have Ag = Ax,_;. This means that ATAg = ATAx, ;| = ATb,
that is, g is a least squares solution of . Now we write

/-1
g=(I—-ATA)xg+ATAx)+ a1 AATr, + Z @i A"rg € ATb 4+ null(A).
=2
Since Afb L null(A), (I—ATA)xy € null(A), ATAxq € range(A "), and alAATro—l—Zf;zl a; A1y €
range(A) = range(A ), we must have
/-1 A
ATAxo + 01 AATro + ) ;A7 g = Alb,
=2

which implies

rL(Xz—l — Xo)

—
Ty 1Te-1

Xp_1 = Xp_1 — v =%1—oqre =x1 —f=g=(I—-ATA)x,+ A'b.

This completes the proof. ]



Corollary 4. If range(A) = range(A "), b ¢ range(A), and xo € range(A), then the lifted vector
X¢_1 in is the pseudoinverse solution A'b.

Proof. Using x € range(A) = range(A ") and (I - ATA)AT = 0, we have X,_; = A'b. O

Since the columns of V,_; form an orthonormal basis of Ky—1(A,rg), using AV = V,Hyy
and ro = (1v1, we obtain xy_1 = x9+ Vy_12,_1, where zy_; solves min,cpe—1 ||S1e1 —Hy—12|. If A is
skew-symmetric, i.e., AT = —A, then H, = V;AVZ is also skew-symmetric. The structure of Hy ;4
yields that the odd entries of z,_; are zero (see, for example, [14] section 8]). In this case, we have

T TvT T T oT
r, 1 (xe—1 —%0) = (Bre1 —Hyp_12p-1) V, V121 = Pre;zp_1 — 2z, {Hyzp_1 =0.

Hence, if xg € range(A), AT = —A, and b ¢ range(A), then the (¢ — 1)th GMRES iterate x,_; =
X;_1 = ATb. This result has been given in our previous work [0} section 3.2].

3.2 RRGMRES

A variant of GMRES, named RRGMRES, was proposed in [5]. At step k&, RRGMRES determines the
kth approximate solution
xR = argmin  ||b — Ax|]%.
XEX0+/Ck(A,Ar0)

Calvetti, Lewis, and Reichel [5] proved that RRGMRES always determines the pseudoinverse solution
if range(A) = range(AT) and xg = 0. More precisely, they proved the following results. (i) If
b € range(A), range(A) = range(A "), and x¢ = 0, then x}' = ATb. (ii) If b ¢ range(A), range(A) =
range(A ), and xg = 0, then x} | = ATb.

Since the columns of \Afk form an orthonormal basis of (A, Arp), using A\Afk = \A/'kHITIkH,k, we
have

min b — Ax|? = min |lro — AV,z||? = min [|rg — Vo H z||?
xeXﬁKk(A’ArO)H | zeRk” 0 = min Iro k+1Hp 152

= Hel]%,lc IVitiro = Hipapz|® + (T = Vi Vi rol*
z

Since Arg € range(A), using the result of [4], we have Ii(I/'\I]H_Lk) < k(A) if range(A) = range(AT).
Recall that the least squares problem of GMRES may become dangerously ill conditioned before
a least squares is reached (see the estimate @) Therefore, for inconsistent range-symmetric linear
systems, RRGMRES is a successful alternative to GMRES (see [25] for examples and more discussion).

3.3 RSMAR: An iterative method for range-symmetric linear systems

For range-symmetric linear systems, at step &k RSMAR generates an approximation

xy = argmin ||A(b — Ax)].
XEXo—‘y—ICk (A,ro)

Using AV, = V. 1Hp 1 and rg = S1vq, we have

A(b —A(xo+ Viz)) = Arg — AV, Hy i k2
= Viro(BiHgo k€1 — Hipo gy 1 Hip142), 1<k <{-2,
A(b—A(xo+ Vy_1z)) = Aro— AV Hyy_ 1z = V,(1He1 — HH;_12),
A(b — A(xq+ Vyz)) = Arg — AV, Hyz = V(8 Hye; — H2z).



Since the first k columns of V, form an orthonormal basis of Kx(A,rg), we have x*’,j =x9 + sz/,;\,
where zﬁ solves the following subproblems of RSMAR

HelliRr}c |61Hry2 k€1 — Hppo pr i Hpp oz, 1<k <0-2, (8a)
Zz

min Hﬁngel — HgHg’g_le, (Sb)
z€R(-1
min || 51 Hee; — Hz||. (8¢)
zE€R?

The following lemma is required to show that the RSMAR iterate x/,? for each 1 < k < m (recall that
m given in (4) is the maximal dimension of Krylov subspace generated with {A, Arg}) is well defined.

Lemma 5. Ifrange(A) = range(A ") and b € range(A), then dim Ki(A, A%rq) = k for each 1 < k <
¢. Ifrange(A) = range(A ") and b ¢ range(A), then dim Ky(A, A%rg) = £—1 and dim K1, (A, A%rg) =
k for each 1 <k </{—1.

Proof. This is a direct result of (4) and Lemma 3.1 of [5]. O

Define Mk = Hk+2,k+1Hk+1,k for 1 < k < {— 2, Mg_l = HgH&[_l, and Mg = H? Using Lemma
we next show that when A is range-symmetric, My for each 1 < k < m has full column rank,
which implies z,‘:‘ is unique for each 1 < k < m. We only consider the case k = m = ¢ — 1. All
other cases are analogous. If K = m = ¢ — 1 (in this case Hy is singular and b ¢ range(A)), then
dim Ky—1(A, A%rg) = ¢ — 1 implies rank(A?V,_;) = rank(V,H,H, 1) = rank(H,Hy, 1) = ¢ — 1.
Since zl? is unique for each 1 < k < m, then x’,j =x9 + sz? is well defined. Moreover, we have the

following result.

Theorem 6. If range(A) = range(A ") and b € range(A), then x,* = x,. If range(A) = range(A ")
and b ¢ range(A), then x3* | = X¢_1.

Proof. When range(A) = range(A') and b € range(A), the matrix Hy is invertible. So z, =
B1H, 'e; =z}, which gives x* = x,. When range(A) = range(A ") and b ¢ range(A), the matrix
H;, is singular and rank(Hy) = ¢ — 1. It follows from range(H,H,,_) C range(H,) and rank(H;) =
rank(HyHy 1) = ¢ — 1 that range(H,Hy,_1) = range(H,). This means that H/H,, 1z = $1He;
is consistent. Hence, we have A(b — Axf_l) = V(81 Hyer — HZHw,lzﬁ_l) = 0, which implies that
xﬁ1 € x0+ Ko—1(A,rg) is a least squares solution of . Since the final iterate GMRES iterate xy_;
is also a least squares solution, by Theorem |1}, it must hold that xﬁ‘_l =Xp_1. O

Theorem [6] means that for range-symmetric linear systems, GMRES and RSMAR terminate with
the same least squares solution.

If ind(A) = 1, then the matrix H,, is invertible (see Theorem . Hence, for each 1 < k < m, we
have dim A%(K(A,rg)) = dim A(K(A, Arg)) = k. Using similar analysis as before, we can conclude
that the RSMAR iterate x/k* (1 <k < m) is well defined when applied to linear systems with index
one. Indeed, we have the following result.

Theorem 7. [f ind(A) =1andb € range(A), then XZA — ADb 4 (I _ ADA)XO. If ind(A) —1 and
b ¢ range(A), then XZA_1 satisfies AQX?_1 = Ab.

Proof. Using AV,, = \A/mI/-\Im and Arg = 5161, we have
A(b— Axg— V,2) = Arg — AV,,Z = V,,(Brer — Hpz).
Since the columns of \A/m form an orthonormal basis of K, (A, Arg), we have

min |A(b — Ax)|| = min ||f1e; — H,,Z|.
xEx0+Km (A,ro) zZER™



When ind(A) = 1, the matrix H,, is invertible (see Theorem . Then we have

min  ||A(b— Ax)| = min ||ie; — H,,Z|| = 0.
x€x0+Km (A ro) zcR™

This means that A(b — Ax®) = 0.

When ind(A) = 1 and b ¢ range(A), the matrix Hy is singular and we have m = ¢ — 1. Therefore,
A%} | = Ab.

When ind(A) = 1 and b € range(A), the matrix Hy is nonsingular and we have m = ¢. So
b — Ax}* € range(A) Nnull(A) = {0} (note that range(A) Nnull(A) = {0} is equivalent to ind(A) =
1). This means x) € xo + Kyo(A,1g) is a solution of Ax = b. Using ro € range(A), we have
b — A(xo+APrg) = rp — AAPry = 0, which implies x + APry is also a solution of Ax = b. By x¢ +
APrq € xg+K,(A, o) and Theorem it must hold that x? =x0+AProg=APb+(I-APA)xy. O

Since range-symmetric A has index one and A?x = Ab is equivalent to the normal equations
ATAx = ATb in the sense that they have the same solution set A'b + null(A), we know Theorem @
is a direct result of Theorems [ and [

Next, we provide two implementations for RSMAR, one based on the Arnoldi process for (A, Ar)
and the other based on the Arnoldi process for K (A, o).

3.3.1 Implementation based on Arnoldi process for (A, Ar)

The implementation discussed here is inspired by the approach proposed by Walker and Zhou [37] for
the implementation o/f GMRES. R
By AVk = Vk+1Hk+1,k and AI‘O = BlGl, we have

A(b— Axg— V) = Arg — AV,2 = Vi1 (Brey — Hypy 42).
Since the columns of Vk form an orthonormal basis of Kr(A, Argp), we have

min A(b — Ax)|| = min ||Bie; — H 7. 9
omin A= Ax)| = min [Fre; — ] )

Now we introduce the QR factorization

~

- ~ [R
Hyp1r = Qrn [ Ok] ;

where Qk+1 e R+ x(k+1) g orthogonal and upper Hessenberg, and ﬁk € R*** is nonsingular and
upper triangular. Define jc\kH = Q;_lﬂlel. The vector zj, = R,;l [Ik 0] /t\k+1 solves the least
squares problem in the right hand side of @D Note that ICx(A,rg) = span{rg,vi,...,Vg_1}. The
RSMAR iterate X? can be expressed as

X =X + [ro \Afk—J Z;,
where zj solves
A [ro {}k—l} z = [31\71&1 vkﬁk,k—l} z = ‘A’k [3161 I/:Ik,k—l} z = V7.

~

Define ﬁk = {5191 I/_\Ik,k—l}7 which is upper triangular and invertible. We finally have

X? = Xg + |:I'0 i\/'k,11| R,;l/Z\]f (10)
Note that we also have

A A ) 0 o T 7
[Arg (| = [[A(b — Axp)|| = [[5re1 — HirapZkll = legqiteral-

10



The approach given above is summarized as Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1. RSMAR-I: implementation based on A\A/'k = VkHIfIkH’k for Kr(A, Arp)
Require: A € R™ " with range(A) = range(AT), b € R", xg € R”, tol > 0, maxit > 0

1: rg:=b— Axq, Bl = ||Arp||. If Bl < tol, accept xg and exit.
2 Vy = Aro/B\l
3: for k=1,2,... maxit do
4: Vil = AVg
5: fori=1,2,...,k do
6: ﬁ,k = V;?kﬂ
7: Vi1 = Vi1 — hikVi
8: end
9 Tiprs = 9k |
10: Vit = Virr /e
11: ﬁk-s—l k= [Hk’k_l Ahk ] with flk = ﬁlk /ﬁkk]T
’ 0 Pky1 k
12: Qk+1 [I({]k} = ﬁk+1,k QR factorization of IZI/‘.H_/‘.
13: thi1 = QJL Brer
14: Pk 1= ‘e;_lkarl’
15: if p;. < tol then
16: 7 =R I, 0]tpn
17: Ry, := [3161 I/:Ik,k—l}
18: Xy = X0 + [I'O \A/'k_l} ﬁ;l/z\k
19: Accept x; and exit.
20: end if
21: end for

3.3.2 Implementation based on Arnoldi process for Kx(A,rg)

The implementation discussed here is inspired by the approach proposed by Neuman, Reichel, and
Sadok [26], 27] for the implementation of RRGMRES.
We first introduce the QR factorization

R
Hii10 = Qria [ Ok] ;

where Q.1 € RETDX(*+1) 5 orthogonal and upper Hessenberg, and Ry, € R¥*¥ is nonsingular and
upper triangular. The subproblem of RSMAR can be written as

. . TIo| -
min ||f1Hy 2 51€1 — Hiyo 1 Hip1 pzl] = min || 81 (hirer + hares) — Hipo o1 Qi | 2] 2] (11)
zERkK ZCRkE 0

The matrix
~ I
Hy ok = Hpyo141Qri [é] e R(H2)xk

11



vanishes below the sub-subdiagonal because Hy 2 41 and Q41 are both upper Hessenberg. We then
introduce the QR factorization

~ ~ R
Hyiok = Qryo [ Ok] ,

where Qk+2 e REF2)x(k+2) j5 orthogonal and f{k € RF** is nonsingular and upper triangular. Define
?C/k;-s-z = Q;ﬂﬁl(hnel + horey) € RF2. The vector 7y := fi,;l [Ik 0] fk+2 solves the least squares
problem in the right hand side of , and the vector zj := R,;lik solves the least squares problem
in the left hand side of . Hence the RSMAR iterate Xﬁ can be expressed as

A -1z
X = Xg + Viz, = xg + VkRk Zf.

Note that we also have

|Arp ]| = [|A(b — Ax)|| = [|B1Hkso k4101 — Hypo o1 Hy 1 gz = \/(e,ﬂllfkw)? + (e otii2)?.

The approach given above is summarized as Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2. RSMAR-II: implementation based on AV, = V. 1Hjq k for Ki(A, 1)
Require: A € R™*" with range(A) = range(A "), b € R", xo € R", tol > 0, maxit > 0

1: ro:=b — Axq, B1 = ||roll, B1 := ||Arg|. If B1 < tol, accept xo and exit.

2: vi:=ro/pB,
h

3: Vo = AV1, h11 = V]—VQ, V9o 1= V9 — h11V1, h21 = HVQH, Vo = V2/h21, H271 = {h;j

4: for k=1,2,...,maxit do

5: Vig2 = Avi

6: fori=1,2,...,k+1do

7 Rijt1 =V, Viio

8 Vit+2 1= Vit2 — hig1vi

9 end
10: Pt k41 = [|[Vitall
11: Vit 1= Viyo/Pryo k1

,  Hkte hep : _ T
12: Hyio 541 := with hypy o= [higrr - Prgrpt]
0 Piyo i1
R . L .
13: Qir1 ol= Hjy 1k QR factorization of Hyq
~ R I o I,

14: Qi12 [I({]k} = Hj12 141 Qr41 [(;c] QR factorization of Hy19 k11 Q41 {(ﬂ
15: thpo o= Q;—+251(h11e1 + hore)
16: Pk = \/ (efy1thi2)? + (e obrt2)?
17: if p, < tol then
18: Zp = ﬁ,lzl [Ik 0] ¥k+2
19: X = X0 + Vk,R,;lEk
20: Accept x; and exit.
21: end if
22: end for

12



3.4 DGMRES

DGMRES is a GMRES-type method for the Drazin-inverse solution of consistent and inconsistent
linear systems Ax = b. At step kK, DGMRES determines the kth approximate solution

xp = argmin |A%(b — Ax)||,
x€x0+K (A,A%T)

where o = ind(A) is the index of A. Sidi [31, B2] proved that DGMRES always determines the
Drazin-inverse solution if xg = 0. More precisely, we have the following results. (i) If ind(A) = 1,
b € range(A), and x¢ = 0, then x? = APb. (ii) If ind(A) = 1, b ¢ range(A), and x¢ = 0, then
X?fl = APpb.

Since range-symmetric A has index one and satisfies AT = AP, DGMRES applied to range-
symmetric linear systems always determines the pseudoinverse solution. Actually, DGMRES applied
to range-symmetric linear systems can be viewed as a range restricted RSMAR method since the
minimization problem is

min |A(b — Ax)||.
xExo+x (A,AI‘())

3.5 Summary of GMRES-type methods for the pseudoinvese solution

We summarize the four methods (GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES) discussed in this
section in Table [2l We use xo = 0 and focus on their final iterate when applied to range-symmetric
linear systems. Both consistent and in consistent cases are included. We have the following results.

e For the consistent case, the four methods terminate at step £, and give the pseudoinverse solution.

e For the inconsistent case, the four methods terminate at step £ — 1. RRGMRES and DGMRES
give the pseudoinverse solution. GMRES and RSMAR terminate with the same least squares
solution (see Theorem @ The lifting strategy can be used to get the pseudoinverse solution.

e GMRES and RRGMRES have residual minimization property and the residual norm is nonin-
creasing. RSMAR and DGMRES have A-residual minimization property and the A-residual
norm is nonincreasing.

Table 2: Minimization property and final iterate of GMRES-type methods for the pseudoinvese solu-
tion of range-symmetric linear systems.

Method ‘ Minimization property at step k Consistent case ‘ Inconsistent case
GMRES ‘ Xp = argMinycr, (A p) [P — Ax|| x; = A'b ‘ Ar; 1 =0,%,_;=A'b

RSMAR ‘ Xy = argmingci, (ab) [|A(b — Ax)|| x) = A'b ‘ Ar}  =0,%3, =A'b

X? = Ab ‘ X?_l =Ab

|
|
RRGMRES ‘ xR = argmingcx, (a,ap) [P — Ax|| ‘ x} = A'b ‘ x} = ATb
|
|

DGMRES ‘ xP = argmingc i, (A, ap) [|[A(b — Ax)||

4 MINRES-type methods for singular symmetric linear systems

In this section, we assume that A is symmetric, i.e., AT = A. The matrix Hy in is symmetric
and tridiagonal, and it is nonsingular if and only if b € range(A) [7, section 2.1 property 4]. For
simplicity, in the following discussion, we choose xg = 0. GMRES applied to symmetric linear systems
is theoretically equivalent to MINRES [28], which has short recurrences.

13



4.1 MINRES and a lifting strategy
The subproblems of MINRES are

min b — Ax|| = min et — H Z 1<k</t-—1
x€K(A,b) H H zERK Hl@l 1 k+1,k Ha > h )

min ||b — Ax|| = min ||$1e1 — Hyz||.
x€K¢(A,b) zER’

At step k, MINRES minimizes |rg| over Ki(A,ro) but not ||Arg||. If b € range(A), then the ¢th
MINRES iterate x; is the pseudoinverse solution (see [7, Theorem 3.1]). If b ¢ range(A), then Hy is
singular with rank(Hy) = ¢ — 1, and the (¢ — 1)th MINRES iterate xy_; is a least squares solution,
but not necessarily the pseudoinverse solution (see [7, Theorem 3.2]). Liu, Milzarek, and Roosta [20}
Theorem 1] proved that the lifted vector

~ I‘Z_1Xg,1
Xp-1=X¢-1— 7 Ti-1
Ty 1Te-1

is the pseudoinverse solution.

4.2 MINARES
The kth iterate of MINARES, denoted by xﬁ, solves

min [|A(b - Ax)||= min |Ab— AZ%x].
x€Kn(A,b) x€Kr(A,b)

If b € range(A), then the /th MINARES iterate x,* is the pseudoinverse solution (see [22, Theorem
4.4]). Hence in this case, x,* coincides with the fth MINRES iterate x,. If b ¢ range(A), then the
(¢ — 1)th MINARES iterate x2* , is a least squares solution (see [22, Theorem 4.5]). The following
theorem is a direct result of Theorem [6] because RSMAR and MINARES are theoretically equivalent
for symmetric linear systems. Here, we would like to provide a direct proof rather than using Theorem

(6]

Theorem 8. If AT = A and b ¢ range(A), then the (¢ — 1)th MINARES iterate x5 | is equal to the
(¢ — 1)th MINRES iterate xy_1.

Proof. Using AVy_1 = V,Hy,_1, b = v, and V;Vz =1, we obtain xy_1 = Vy_12z,_1, where z,_;
solves

min ||f1e1 — Hyy_12].
€R? -1

Similarly, we have x?_l = Vg_lzf_l, where zeA_1 solves
min Hﬁngel — HgHg’z_le.
zeR(-1
Next we show that Z?_l = Z¢_1, which yields X?_l = xy_1. Since rank(Hy;) = ¢ — 1 and Hy is
symmetric, then Hy has a decomposition H, = Ug_lAg_lUZ_l, where Ay_1 is a diagonal matrix with
nonzero eigenvalues of Hy as diagonal entries, and U,_; is an £ x (£ — 1) matrix with corresponding

unit eigenvectors of Hy as columns. It follows from range(Uy_;) = range(H,) = range(H,_;) that
there exists a nonsingular matrix C,_; € RU=D*(=1) guch that Hy,_ 1 = U;_1Cy_;. Then it follows

Zy—1 = 510Z,11UKT7191 = Bl(HEHf,E—l)THéel = ZeAfl-

This completes the proof. ]
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Theoremmeans that for the case A = AT and b ¢ range(A), MINARES and MINRES terminate
with the same least squares solution. The MINARES implementation (only short recurrences are
required) in [22] section 4] determines xﬁl in exact arithmetic, and can not find the pseudoinverse
solution. By Theorem [§] the lifted vector

A (T, A
<A _ A (re1) Xpq A
X1 =Xp1 7 A
(ryy

—H——— I
)Tr?il /—1

is the pseudoinverse solution. Here, 1['ZA_1 =b — Ax?_l.

4.2.1 A new implementation of MINARES

MINARES is mathematically equivalent to RSMAR applied to symmetric linear systems. The MINARES
implementation in [22] section 4] is based on the Arnoldi relation AVy = Vi 1Hyy; k, and thus can
be viewed as a short recurrence variant of RSMAR-II (Algorithm 2). Now we derive a new implemen-
tation of MINARES, which is based on AV}, = V. 1Hj 1 and can be viewed as a short recurrence

variant of RSMAR-I (Algorithm 1).
If A= AT, then the matrix Hy, is symmetric and tridiagonal. The Arnoldi process reduces to the

Lanczos process [19]. After k iterations, we have

N L s
AV, =V, 1Hpp1p = ViHg + Bri1Vigie,,

where
ar Pe
- R . By @y - . H
Vi=[1 V2 - W], Hp= P | Hew= |5 |
o B Br+1€y,
Br  ak
The matrix ﬁk in RSMAR-I is
(81 a1 fo |
B2 Qi
Ry = [5181 Hk,k—l} = Bs o Br1
. aﬁ_l
i Bk
We need the QR factorization
(01 A1 m |
. 02 A2
~ ~ R ~
Hit16 = Qria [ Ok] ; Ry = 83 o ma_e |
Ak—1
-~ 6k -
where Q;H = Gy r+1Gr—1% -~ Gi2 is a product of reflections. For i = 1,2,...,k, the structure of
Gt is
| P}
Gz,z+1 s —c
I
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We initialize 51 = g and Xl = Bg. The kth reflection Gy, 11 zeroing out Bk+1 satisfies

[Ck Sk] Agk Ak 0] [5k Ak J?k]
Sk —Ck| |Bra1 Qks1 B2 0 Okt1 Aeg1]

where elements decorated by a tilde are to be updated by the next reflection. Straightforward com-

putations give
O := 1/ 0F + Bi iy, Ck = Ok /O, Sk = Bra1/0k-

Then we have the following recursion

M 1= CkAk + SkQk41,  Ok41 i= SkAk — CkQk+1, Mk = SkBkt2,  Akt1 = —CkBro-
~ ~T = ~ = ~ ~ 4T . . .
The vector tg11 = QkT+1ﬁ1e1 = [tl to -+t tk+1] can be obtained by using the recursion

%Vllzﬁl, a:CiE;, E’+1:Si%vi, i:1,2,...,]{2.
We have ||Arg|| = [tpi1]| = |s182- - - spBi|- By (10, we have
A _ Y B-ls 3 B-1H-1 n
X, = X + |:I‘0 kal} Rk Zp = Xg + [I'() Vk,1:| Rk Rk [Ik 0] trt.

To avoid storing \Afk, we define

Wii=[ro Vi |Ri'=[wi we - wi],  Pe=WiRg'=[p1 p2 - bl

Then

X? = Xg + Wkﬁlzl [Ik 0] %\k-f—l =xg + Py, [Ik 0] /t\k—I—l-

The columns of W, and P}, can be obtained from the recursions

wi =ro/f1, wo2=(Vi—a1w1)/B2, Wi = (Vio1 — Brk—1Wk—2 — Qp—1Wk—1)/Bk, k>3,

p1 =wi/01, P2=(Ww2—X\ip1)/d2, Pk = (Wi —Nk—2Pk—2 — Ae—1Pk—1)/0k, Kk >3,

and the solution x? may be updated via

A A n
Xk‘ = Xk,‘—l —+ tkpk

The approach given above is summarized as Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3. MINARES-I: implementation based on AV, = \A/'k_,_lﬁk_,_Lk for Kr(A, Arp)
Require: symmetric A € R"™*", b € R", xg € R", tol > 0, maxit > 0

1: rp:=b — Axy, 31 = ||Argl|, po := Bl- If pg < tol, accept xé = xg and exit.

2: Vi := Arg/B1, w1 ==10/B1, t1:=B1, Vo=p_1=po=wo =0, o= 1,50 = Ao =171 =0
3: for k=1,2,... maxit do

4: Vi1 = AV, — BV
5: Qy, 1= G;Gk+1
6: Br1Vk11 1= Vi1 — GV Bt1 > 0 50 that |[Vee| = 1
T Ab_1 = Ch1 k1 + Sk 10k
8: Ok = Sk_1\k—1 — Ck_10y,
9: Mh—1 = Sk—1Bkt1
10: A = —Ch_1Bs1
11: O 1= \/m
12: Cp 1= gk/ék
13: sk = Bry1/ 0%
14: tp = crlr
15: %vk_l,_l = skfk
16: ok = |t
17: Pk = (Wk — Nk—2Pk—2 — Me—1Pk—1)/0k
18: x? = x‘,?_l + %\kpk
19: if pr, < tol then
20: Accept Xﬁ and exit.
21: end if
22: Wit = (Vi — Brwi—1 — arwy) /B
23: end for

5 Numerical experiments

We will compare the performance of GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES on singular range-
symmetric linear systems, and compare the performance of MINRES-QLP, MINARES, and RSMAR
on singular symmetric linear systems. All algorithms stop if & > maxit, where maxit is the maximum
number of iterations. In all algorithms, the initial approximate solution xg is set to be zero vector.
To get a fair comparison, residuals for consistent systems or A-residuals for inconsistent systems are
calculated explicitly at each iteration. All experiments are performed using MATLAB R2023b on
MacBook Pro with Apple M3 Max chip, 128 GB memory, and macOS Sonoma 14.2.1.

5.1 Singular range-symmetric linear systems

In this subsection, we compare the performance of GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES

on singular range-symmetric linear systems generated from a matrix arising in the finite difference
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discretization of the following boundary value problem

Au+ dg“ —f  in Q=01 x[0,1],
X
u(z,0) = u(x,1), for 0<uz<1,

u(0,y) =u(l,y), for 0<y<1,

(13)

where d is a constant and f is a given function. The matrix A is given as follows:

Tm Im Im —4 oy o

Az |Dm crmbmt O -
I, o ay
I, L, T, ot a_ —4

where m = 100, h = 1/m, ax = 1+ dh/2, and d = 10. This matrix is normal and hence range-
symmetric. It is already used to illustrate the performance of GMRES in [4, Experiment 4.2]. Note

that A is singular with null(A) = span{[1l 1 --- 1]T}.
We first construct a consistent linear system by using MATLAB’s script “rng("default"); b =
Axrand(m#*m, 1) ;”. We then construct an inconsistent linear system by taking b to be a discretization

of f(z,y) = x +y. In Figure [l we plot residual histories for GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and
DGMRES on the consistent system, and A-residual histories for these algorithms on the inconsistent
system. We have the following observations.

(i) In the consistent case, GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR-II, and DGMRES attain almost the same
accuracy. RSMAR-I suffers from an instability. The residual norm |rg|| of all algorithms is
smooth before reaching the attainable optimal accuracy, and GMRES is slightly faster than
other algorithms in terms of number of matrix-vector products.

(ii) In the inconsistent case, the A-residual norm ||Arg|| of RSMAR and DGMRES is smooth before
reaching the attainable optimal accuracy, whereas that of GMRES and RRGMRES is erratic.
RSMAR is faster than other algorithms in terms of number of matrix-vector products. The
attainable accuracy of DGMRES is the best, and that of GMRES is the worst.

consistent inconsistent

10°) 108
104t 1 10t B
102 S
] 0% T
10° I )
= E o0
H 102 1 <
otk —GMRES 102
—RRGMRES —RRGMRES
ook RSMAR-I RSMAR-I
- RSMAR-II 104 - RSMAR-II
w0t —DGMRES —DGMRES
. . . . . ) 10°F . . . . . 1
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Number of matrix-vector products Number of matrix-vector products

Figure 1: Residual and A-residual histories for GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES on
singular linear systems generated from the matrix arising in the finite difference discretization of the
boundary value problem . Left: consistent system with b = Axrand(m#*m,1). Right: inconsistent
system with b being a discretization of f(z,y) = x + y.

18



5.2 Singular symmetric linear systems

In this subsection, we compare the performance of MINRES-QLP, MINARES, and RSMAR applied to
singular symmetric linear systems generated from symmetric matrices A from the SuitSparse Matrix
Collection [§]. Three matrices (bcsstm36, zenios, and laser) are used. In each problem, we scale
A to be A/p with p = max;;|Aj|, so that ||A| ~ 1. Consistent systems are constructed by using
b = Ae (with e a vector of ones), and inconsistent ones are done by using b = e.

We report residual histories for MINRES-QLP, MINARES, and RSMAR on consistent systems,
and A-residual histories for these algorithms on inconsistent systems. The MINARES implementation
of Montoison, Orban, and Saunders [22] is referred as MINARES-II. Figures and (4| are on the
systems generated using bcsstm36, zenios, and laser, respectively. In the consistent case for the
problem bcsstm36, RSMAR-I suffers from an instability and we terminate it when the number of
iterations k = 3200. For the problem zenios, we terminate RSMAR when k& = 275 in the consistent
case, and when k = 250 in the inconsistent case. We have the following observations.

(i) For all problems, RSMAR-II is better than RSMAR-I and MINARES-II is better than MINARES-
I in terms of the attainable optimal accuracy.

(ii) For the problems bcsstm36 and laser, RSMAR and MINARES nearly coincide only in the
initial phase, and RSMAR-II is faster than MINARES in terms of number of matrix-vector
products. For the problem laser, RSMAR and MINARES nearly coincide.

(iii) In the consistent cases for the problems becsstm36 and laser, RSMAR-I suffers from an insta-
bility. In all consistent cases, the residual norm ||rg|| of all algorithms is smooth before reaching
the attainable optimal accuracy.

(iv) In all inconsistent cases, the A-residual norm || Arg|| of RSMAR and MINARES is smooth before
reaching the attainable optimal accuracy, whereas that of MINRES-QLP is erratic. MINRES-
QLP suffers from an instability in the inconsistent case for the problem laser.

bcsstm36, consistent bcsstm36, inconsistent

T T T T 102 T T T
—MINRES-QLP| A —MINRES-QLP
—MINARES-I 100 —MINARES-I ;
MINARES-II MINARES-II
—RSMAR-I —RSMAR-I
- RSMAR-II 102 - RSMAR-II

|

10—10 -

10°
- - 8
10' 3 b
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Number of matrix-vector products Number of matrix-vector products

Figure 2: Residual and A-residual histories for MINRES-QLP, MINARES, and RSMAR on singular
linear systems generated from the matrix bcsstm36 (n = 23052). Left: consistent system with b = Ae.
Right: inconsistent system with b = e.
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Figure 3: Residual and A-residual histories for MINRES-QLP, MINARES, and RSMAR on singular
linear systems generated from the matrix zenios (n = 2873). Left: consistent system with b = Ae.
Right: inconsistent system with b = e.
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Figure 4: Residual and A-residual histories for MINRES-QLP and MINARES on singular linear
systems generated from the matrix laser (n = 3002). Left: consistent system with b = Ae. Right:
inconsistent system with b = e.

6 Concluding remarks and future work

RSMAR completes the family of Krylov subspace methods based on the Arnoldi process for range-
symmetric linear systems. By minimizing the A-residual norm ||Aryg|| (which always converges to zero
for range-symmetric A), RSMAR can be applied to solve any range-symmetric systems. We have
shown that in exact arithmetic, RSMAR and GMRES both determine the pseudoinverse solution
if b € range(A), and terminate with the same least squares solution if b ¢ range(A). When the
reached least squares solution is not the pseudoinverse solution, the lifting strategy can be used
to obtain it. Our numerical experiments show that on singular inconsistent range-symmetric systems,
RSMAR outperforms GMRES, RRGMRES, and DGMRES, and should be the preferred method in
finite precision arithmetic. As for the implementation for RSMAR, RSMAR-IT is better than RSMAR-I
in finite precision arithmetic.
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When A is symmetric, RSMAR is theoretically equivalent to MINARES. The work per iteration
and the storage requirements of RSMAR increase with the iterations, while MINARES remains under
control even when many iterations are needed.

There are at least three possible research directions for future work. The first is about precondi-
tioning techniques for RSMAR. The second is about stopping criteria. It would clearly be desirable to
terminate the RSMAR iterations when approximately optimal accuracy has been reached. The third
is the performance of RSMAR applied to linear discrete ill-posed problems. All of them are being
investigated.

Our MATLAB implementations of GMRES, RRGMRES, RSMAR, DGMRES, MINRES-QLP,
and MINARES are available at https://kuidu.github.io/code.html. The implementations of GMRES,
RRGMRES, RSMAR, and DGMRES support restarts. All figures in section 5 can be reproduced by
the MATLAB live script mar.mlx, which can be obtained from the above website.
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