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PROBABILISTIC ROUNDING ERROR ANALYSIS FROM A
STATISTICAL PERSPECTIVE*

YIMING FANG! AND LI CHENT

Abstract. The conventional probabilistic rounding error analysis in numerical linear algebra
provides worst-case bounds with an associated failure probability, which can still be pessimistic. In
this paper, we develop a new probabilistic rounding error analysis from a statistical perspective.
By assuming both the data and the relative error are independent random variables, we derive
the approximate closed-form expressions for the expectation and variance of the rounding errors in
various key computational kernels. Our analytical expressions have three notable characteristics:
they are statistical and do not involve a failure probability; they are sharper than other deterministic
and probabilistic bounds, using mean square error as the metric; they are correct to all orders of unit
roundoff and valid for any dimension. Furthermore, numerical experiments validate the accuracy of
our derivations and demonstrate that our analytical expressions are generally at least two orders of
magnitude tighter than alternative worst-case bounds, exemplified through the inner products. We
also discuss a scenario involving inner products where the underlying assumptions are invalid, i.e.,
input data are dependent, rendering the analytical expressions inapplicable.

Key words. rounding error analysis, floating-point arithmetic, inner products, matrix-matrix
products, triangular systems, LU factorization
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1. Introduction. Rounding error analysis is a crucial method for assessing the
numerical stability of algorithms, aiming to refine it based on the intrinsic properties
obtained [21]. Classical rounding error analysis obtains backward error bounds involv-
ing the constant v, = nu/ (1 — nu) for a dimension n and unit roundoff u [12, Section
3], which offer reasonable backward errors and valuable insights for double-precision
arithmetic and moderate dimensions n.

Nevertheless, the above classical rounding error analysis is very pessimistic about
the problem with large dimensions and low-precision arithmetic [15]. For example,
considering half-precision arithmetic fp16 (where u ~ 5 x 107%), it is clear that we
cannot obtain any useful information for a problem dimension with a few thousand
because nu > 1 and 7, is unmeaning. Notably, machine learning algorithms always
involve much larger dimensions of thousands and millions.

To address the pessimistic problem of the classical rounding error analysis, proba-
bilistic rounding error analysis has garnered significant attention. This method models
relative errors d; as random variables to provide more accurate estimates of their av-
erage behavior. Neumann and Goldstine [20] linearized the forward error p as a sum,
utilizing the central limit theorem to derive the probability distribution of p. To avoid
the assumption that n is sufficiently large for using the central limit theorem, Higham
and Mary [18] utilized a concentration inequality to yield the bounds proportional
to y/nu but its bounds are still pessimistic. By assuming the data and the relative
errors are random variables, Higham and Mary further derived tighter bounds and
proposed a new algorithm for matrix-matrix products in [14]. Moreover, Ipsen and
Zhou [18] derived forward error bounds for inner products with a clear relationship
between failure probability and relative error. Additionally, the probabilistic forward
error bounds for three classes of mono-precision summation algorithms were derived
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in [11].

The aforementioned works conducted the probabilistic rounding error analysis
from a worst-case bound perspective. Nevertheless, the corresponding bounds rely on
a pessimistic failure probability to determine their validity [18]. There is little research
on how to obtain much sharper and more accurate results from a statistical perspec-
tive. Note that Constantinides and Dahlqvist [5, 6] derived closed-form expressions
for the distribution of the rounding errors under scalar computation when input data
are random variables. However, to the best of our knowledge, the expectation and
variance of the rounding errors for vector and matrix computation are still unknown.
Compared to scalar computation, vector and matrix computation involve higher di-
mensions and different element combinations, leading to the progressive accumulation
of rounding errors.

Motivated by the above observations, in this paper, we give the probabilistic
rounding error analysis for random input from a statistical perspective and derive
approximate closed-form expressions for the expectation and variance of the rounding
errors. Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

Statistical analytical expressions. Previous work has predominantly focused on
the worst-case bounds [12-14,18]. In contrast, we analyze the rounding errors from
a statistical perspective. Specifically, we derive the expectation and variance of the
rounding errors and provide their approximate closed-form expressions by rigorous
proof. This methodology avoids the potentially pessimistic union bound for the prob-
abilities, expanding the applicability of our analysis.

General framework for the analysis of linear algebra algorithms. We extend the
results for scalar computation in [5,6] to a much wider variety of linear algebra al-
gorithms. This includes inner products, matrix-vector products, matrix-matrix prod-
ucts, the solution of triangular systems, and LU factorization, all of which are key
computational kernels. Consequently, our comprehensive framework facilitates prob-
abilistic rounding error analysis for various algorithms. For example, by leveraging
results from the solution of triangular systems and LU factorization, we can determine
the expectation and variance of the rounding errors for linear systems Ax = b.

Sharper analytical expressions. The most existing literature has almost exclu-
sively focused on deriving the worst-case bounds, encompassing both deterministic
loose bounds [12,18] and probabilistic bounds depending on a pessimistic failure prob-
ability to ascertain their validity [13,14,18]. Moreover, some of these bounds are exact
only in the first-order term and contain higher-order terms such as “+O (u2)” [14].
It’s noteworthy that when employing low-precision arithmetic, the O (u2) term may
become significant, even for moderate dimensions n. Our analytical expressions are
instead correct to all orders. To further demonstrate the superiority of our analyti-
cal expressions, the mean square error (MSE) of the computed results, i.e., the mean
square of the rounding errors, serves as the metric for comparing our analytical expres-
sions with other worst-case bounds [12-14,18]. Numerical experiments demonstrate
that our analytical expressions are generally at least two orders of magnitude tighter
than alternative worst-case bounds, exemplified through the inner products.

The paper is organized as follows. We first provide the probabilistic floating-point
arithmetic model in section 2. Then, we apply this model in section 3 to different
numerical linear algebra algorithms, including inner products, matrix-vector products,
matrix-matrix products, the solution of triangular systems, and LU factorization. In
section 4, we conduct a series of numerical experiments to validate our analytical
expressions thoroughly. We summarize the conclusions in section 5.
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2. Probabilistic floating-point arithmetic model. We first recall some basic
definitions of floating-point arithmetic. A floating-point number system F is a subset
of real numbers whose elements can be expressed as [12]

(2.1) f=+mxnetth

where 1 = 2 is the base, the integer t is the precision, the integer e is the exponent
within the range enin < e < enax, and the integer m is significand satisfying 0 < m <
nt — 1. Table 2.1 provides parameters for four floating-point arithmetic according to
the IEEE standard [1].

Table 2.1: Parameters for Four Floating-point Arithmetic

(Sig-7 exp-)(l) U(Q) Imin(g) xmax(4>

bfloat16 (8,8) 391 x 1072  1.18x1073®  3.39 x 1038
£p16 (11,5) 488 x107%  6.10x 1075 6.55 x 10%
£p32 (24,8) 5.96 x 1078  1.18 x 10738 3.40 x 1038

fp64 (53,11) 4.88 x 10716 2,22 x 107308 1.80 x 10308

& (sig., exp.) represents number of bits in significand and exponent.

(2) 4 = %nl_t is unit roundoff.

(3) Zmin 1S smallest normalized positive number.
(4) Tmax 1S largest finite number.

Then, considering the round to nearest (RTN), the standard floating-point arith-
metic can be given in the following model.

MoDEL 2.1 (Standard floating-point arithmetic model [12]). Denote by u the
unit roundoff. The floating-point system F adheres to a standard arithmetic model if,
for any x,y € F. One has

(22) fl(mopy):(xopy)(l—i—é), |5|§u7 OpG{—‘r,—,X,/},

where fl(zopy) is the correctly rounded (to nearest) value of xopy.

Note that the bound of the relative error ¢ provided by Model 2.1 is only a worst-
case scenario, which will be very pessimistic for numerical analysis [15]. When the
inputs are random variables, § can be further assumed to be a random variable for a
more precise characterization of the relative error [6,13,14]. Specifically, the following
probabilistic model of relative error is presented.

MODEL 2.2 (Probabilistic model of the input data and relative error). Consider
the input data are independent random variables. In the computation process, the
relative error & in Model 2.1 associated with every pair of operands are independent
random variables sampled from a given distribution DIST and satisfy |6] < u, where
the probability density function (PDF) of ¢ is given by [5,6]

EE-D+L -1 te[-

Compared to [14, Model 2], we do not need the input data to be bounded. It
is interesting to note from Model 2.2 that the distribution of the relative error § in
(2.3) can be approximately a deterministic distribution, which is independent of their

3 _u u
(2.3) fé(t)%{éllu o tG[ 2779
u
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input distribution [5]. Furthermore, we can calculate the expectation and variance of
J using (2.3) as follows:

(2.4) + ut[l(
)—[E

Moreover, based on Model 2.2, we can obtain the probabilistic floating-point
arithmetic in the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.3 (Probabilistic floating-point arithmetic [5]). The floating-point sys-
tem IF adheres to a probabilistic arithmetic model if, for any random variable x,y € F,
we have

(2.6) fl(zopy) = (zopy)(1+) = (zopy)+4A, 6~DIST, opec{+, —,x,/},

where A = (xopy)d is the rounding error, and the PDF of ¢ is shown in (2.3).

Based on Model 2.2 and (2.4), we observe that the rounding error A is uncorrelated
with the input because

E{(wopy) A} =E{(zopy)*6} =E{(zopy)’ }E(8) = 0 = E{(zopy)} E(A).

Model 2.2 and corresponding Lemma 2.3 are not always realistic. For instance,
real-world inputs may lack randomness. Additionally, repeated pairs of operands may
result in the same ¢, i.e., they are dependent. Nevertheless, the question is whether
these assumptions effectively model the actual rounding errors encountered in our
computations (See similar comments of Hull and Swenson [17] and Kahan [19], as
discussed in [13,14]). We will show that the outcomes obtained under Model 2.2
closely approximate the actual results through numerical experiments in section 4.

Note that many rounding error analyses depend on Model 2.1, and hence can po-
tentially obtain the distribution (or expectation and variance) of their rounding errors
if they can utilize Model 2.2. Moreover, Lemma 2.3 only addresses the distribution of
rounding error for scalar computations. When dealing with vector and matrix compu-
tations, the complexity and tediousness of calculations make it challenging to derive
their rounding error expectation and variance. In the next section, we will provide
some examples of numerical linear algebra based on Model 2.2.

3. Application to numerical linear algebra. In this section, we give the
rounding error analysis on various algorithms in numerical linear algebra by leveraging
Model 2.2. Our goal is to derive the approximate closed-form expressions for the
expectation and variance of the rounding errors. Before discussing the rounding errors,
we introduce a useful lemma regarding the expectation and variance.
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LEMMA 3.1 (Expectation and variance of products of random variables [7, Sec.
2]). Denote x and y are independent random variables. Then, the expectation and
variance of their products xy are given by

E(zy) =E(z)E(y),
Var (zy) = Var (z) Var (y) + Var (y) [E (z)]* + Var (z) [E (y)]?,

Further, if and only if E (x) = E (y) = 0, we have
Var (zy) = Var (z) Var (y) .

3.1. Inner products. We apply Model 2.2 to compute the inner product of two
vectors, and the expectation and variance of the rounding error are derived in the
following theorem.

THEOREM 3.2 (Inner products). Letx,y € R"*! be independent random vectors.
The entries x; for i« = 1 to n are sampled from a distribution with mean p, and
variance o2, while the entries y; for i =1 to n are sampled from a distribution with
mean i, and variance 05, If s = xTy is computed in floating-point arithmetic under
Model 2.2, the expectation and variance of the rounding error As are given by

(3.1) E(As)=0,

Var (As) = 7 (1+02)n—|— -n

1+02)? [(1+0)"" =1 (,_ o2) i —
e | >[<04 1] Y04 nino

(3-2) éﬁ(ux,o'x,uy,ay,n,a),

where o is defined in (2.5), and T = 020, + ool + oo s + pA L

Proof. Assume that the sum s, = x1y1 + -+ + T,y, is evaluated from left to
right [12]. Using the Model 2.2, we have

51 = fl(z1y1) = 2191 (1 +01),
59 = fl(31 + fl(v2y2)) = (31 + w2y2 (1 +62)) (1 + J3)
=1y (1+61) (1+83) + x2y2 (1 + 62) (1 +d3)

where §; ~ dist, i = 1,2,3. For simplification, we denote

1™ A +6)=(1+8)--(1+8), i#j.

n terms

Then, for n = 3, we have

83 = (82 + fl(w3ys)) = (51 + 23ys (14 64)) (1 + 05)
(3) (3) (2)
= T1y1 H (1+6i) + 2292 H (1+6i) + 23y3 H (1+6:).

3 7
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The pattern is clear. Overall, we have

(n—k+2)

=5n —w1y1H (1+6) +Z$kyk H (146;).

%

>

Therefore, the rounding error As is given by

As=5—s
(n) (n—k+2)
(3.3) =ay [[J0+6) -1 —i—Zxkyk I a+6)-
7 k=2 7

Since x;, y;, 6; are independent of each other and have mean zero, the expectation
and variance of As can be derived by using (3.3) and Lemma 3.1 as follows:

(n)
E(As) =E(21)E(y1)E ([Hu +38;) — 1])

2

i

n (n—k+2)
+ZIE(xk)]E(yk)IE<[ II (1+5i)1]>

(n)
Var (As) = {Var (z1y1) + [E (z1y1)] }Var ( [H (1+6:) - 1] )

i

n (n—k+2)
+ Z {Var (zryx) + [E (zryr))’} Var ( [ H (1+6)— 1] )
k=2
oM (n) (n—k+2)
+QZCOV (xlyl [H (1+0;) — 1] , Tk [ H (1+0;)— 1])

2 2

2M—1 2M (n—j+2) (n—k+2)
+2 Z Z Cov | z;y; H (I+8)—1|,zrye H (140)—-1

=2 k=j+1 7 7

=T [(1 + 02)n - 1] + Ti [(1 + 02)nik+2 - 1}
+ QiE (mlyla:kyk [(nﬁl) (1 + (512) — 1] )

k=2 2

_T{[(m _1}+z[1+ }
+zﬂzu;i[(””)[“;") _WI
T[(liﬁ)u(l”) [(1;0 —n]
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1+0%)? [(1+0%)" =1 (,_ o) n(n—
o || >[<04 ] Y1) ninon)]

where
7 = Var (zry) + [E (zrye)]” = aiaz + Uiuz + U;ui + M?;M;» 1<Ek<n. 0

Theorem 3.2 reveals that the variance of the rounding error correlated with the
variance, mean and the dimension of input, and precision. Specifically, when the
input distribution and precision are constant, the rounding error variance grows ex-
ponentially with the input dimension. Furthermore, for the fixed input distribution
and dimension, the rounding error variance tends to zero as the precision increases.

3.2. Matrix-vector and matrix-matrix products. Building on the rounding
error analysis for inner products, we can obtain the following theorems for matrix-
vector and matrix-matrix products, respectively.

THEOREM 3.3 (Matrix-vector products). Let A € R™ " and b € R™ ! pe
independent. Assume that the elements of A are sampled from a distribution with
mean p, and variance o2, while the entries b are sampled from a distribution with
mean p, and variance oz. If y = Ab is computed in floating-point arithmetic under
Model 2.2, the expectation and autocorrelation matriz of the rounding error Ay are
given by
(3.4) E (Ay) = 0x1,

(3.5) Ray ~ diag (h, -, h),

where A = A (g, Oa, b, Oby 1, 0).

Proof. The vector y is obtained by m inner products, i.e., y; = al x, where a is
the ith row of A. Therefore, using Theorem 3.2, we have

9, = fl (a;frb) =alb+ Ay, ie{l,---,m},
where
E (Ag;) =0,
Var (Agz) ~h (;U'av Oas b, Ob, 1, U) )
E(Ag:Ag;) =0, i #j.
Note that Ay = [Ag1, Aga, -+ , Afy], and we can know that
E (Ay) = 0m><17
Ray = E{AyAy”} ~ diag (B, , ). 0
THEOREM 3.4 (Matrix-matrix products). Let A € R™*™ and B € R"*? be
independent. Assume that the elements of A are sampled from a distribution with
mean p, and variance o2, while the entries B are sampled from a distribution with
mean pp and variance oz. If C = AB is computed in floating-point arithmetic under
Model 2.2, the expectation and autocorrelation matriz of the rounding error AC are
given by
(3.6) E (AC) = 0., xp,
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Proof. The matrix C can be obtained by p matrix-vector products, i.e., c; = Aby,
where c¢; and b; are the jth row of C and B, respectively. Then the following proof
is similar to that of Theorem 3.3, omitted for conciseness. ]

Similar to Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 also elucidates the influ-
ence of three crucial factors on the variance of the rounding error: the mean, variance,
and dimension of input, and the precision.

3.3. Triangular systems. To derive the expectation and variance of the round-
ing error for triangular systems, an assumption about the input distribution is un-
avoidable. Without loss of generality, a lower triangular matrix is considered. Specifi-
cally, we assume that the lower triangular matrix T = (t;;) is obtained by the Cholesky
factorization of a symmetric positive matrix A, where A follows the Wishart distribu-
tion W, (m,L,,), and m represents the DoF. Then, ¢;;,1 < j < i < n are independently
distributed, % ~ x2,_;,1,1 <i <nand t;; ~ N (0,1),1 < j < i < n [10, Theorem
3.3.4].

THEOREM 3.5 (Solution of triangular systems). Let T = (t;;) € R"*" be non-
singular and lower triangular matriz, where t;;,1 < j < 1 < n are independently
distributed, ¢ ~ x2,_;11,1 < i < n and t;; ~ N(0,1),1 < j < i < n. Let the
elements of b = (b;) € R™*! follow independent normal distribution N (0,1). If tri-
angular systems Tx = b is solved by substitution in floating-point arithmetic under
Model 2.2, provided that m > n + 1, the expectation and variance of the rounding
error Ax;,1 < i <n can be expressed as

(3.8) E(Awi) =0,
(1 +0o ) l llVar (z) (1 + 012#_7) (1 + UQ)i_j+2

(3.9) Var(Az;) = | — Var (z;),
where

Var (Az;) 1
3.10 2 = Y Var(z;) = V. .
(3.10) T Var (z;) ’ ar (z;) m—i—1" 72712 ar (z;)

Proof. Since T is lower triangular, we have [8, Algorithm 3.1.3]

b; — i—:lt t izl
(3.11) xi:L7772 U & =Y ey, i=1:n.
j=1

tii

Note that ¢ ~ x2,_;,1,1 <i<nand b; ~ N (0,1), and we have

b; 1
ZZ:i:7t7 tNTm71+1’ Z:1:n7
tii vm—i+1
tii 1
Cj: ) :7157 tNTm7i+1’ ]:112_17

tii vm—i+1
where 7,,,—;11 is the student’s t-distribution with m—i+41 DoF. Then, the expectation,
variance, and covariance of z; and c; are given by
(3.12) E(z)=E(¢;)=0, i=1:n,j=1:i—1
1
m—i—1

)

(3.13) E(z;) = Var (¢;) = t=1l:n,j=1:1—-1,
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(3.14) Cov(zi,cj):E( ) —E(z)E(¢;) =0, i=1:n,j=1:i—1.

Substituting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11), yielding

i—1

(315) E (l‘z) =E (Zl) — E (Cj.]?j) = 0,
Jj=1
i—1 1
(3.16) Var (z;) = Var (z;) + ;Var (cjz;) = —— Tt o— T ZVar zj).

Further, when (3.11) is computed in floating-point arithmetic from left to right
under Model 2.2, we have

£ (b = (X000 L (52)))

€Tr; =
ti;
it D1 +6) =S a1V 7™ (146
H ( k) th_1 g3 1k ( k) (1+5n)
biTTY) (1 +6k) = Sy gy T 77 (1 + 6)
(3.17) = ™ ~

Note that (3.17) involves Z; for j = 1 : 4 — 1. To simplify, we define the relative error
of z; as v, which has a mean of zero and variance Jij, ie.,

(3.18) Gi=xj+Az; 2x;(1+;), j=1:i—1

Utilizing Lemma 3.1, we obtain

(3.19) Var (Az;) = Var (z;1,) = Var (z;) J?M, j=1:i-1.
Then, we substitute (3.18) into (3.17) and have

BT () — X by U+ ) TIV P (14 0p)

€Tr; =
tii

Hence, the rounding error Az; can be expressed as

(@) i—1 (i—j+2)

:fl [J(t+60) -1 t”% (1—|—0,2/)j) [T a+60-1
L j=1 &
(0) i1 (i=j+2)
(3200 ==z |[[@+6) -1 Zc]xj (1+afpj) I a+60)-1
k k

Substituting (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) into (3.20), we can obtain the expectation and
variance of the rounding error Ax; as follows:

()
E(Az) =E(z)E [ |[J[Q+d) -1

k
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i—1 (i—j+2)

~ S E(¢))E(x))E (1+a§,j) I +60)-1
j=1 k

—0

(®)
Var (Az;) = Var (z;) Var H (1+0;)—1

k
i—1 (i—j+2)
+ZVar(cj)Var(a:j)Var (1+aij) H (1+0,)—1
Jj=1 k
5 (1_|_02>z’ _ 1 Zz 1 1 Var (z;) Kl+ai1> (1+02)i7j+2 _ 1}
m—1—1 m—1t—1
(1+a) +Zl ) Var (z )(1+aij> (1+02)z‘—j+2 (1+Zz _ Var (z ))
m—1—1
(1—|—U) —l—Zz L Var (z )(1—1—012/}],) (1+02)i7j+2—(m—i—1)Var(xi)
m—1—1
(1 —|—gg)i +Z;;11 Var (z,) (1 —|—aij> (1 +U2)i—j+2
= ] — Var (z;),

where Ui)j and Var (z;) are given in (3.19) and (3.16), respectively. And the proof is
done. a0

Theorem 3.5 indicates that the variance of the rounding error correlates with
the previously derived outcomes. This correlation is reasonable, as solving triangular
systems involves iterative processes, as depicted in (3.11). Additionally, when other
parameters remain constant, the variance of the rounding error decreases as the DoF
increases. This decrease occurs because a higher DoF results in an increased variance
of t“.

3.4. LU factorization. To derive the expectation and variance of the rounding
error for LU factorization, we need to make an assumption on the distribution of the
input matrix. Specifically, we assume that the input matrix A € R™*" is symmetric
positive and follows the Wishart distribution W, (m, I,,), where m is the DoF. Then,
the Doolittle form of Gaussian elimination gives the following recurrences for the LU
factors [12, Algorithm 9.2]:

k—1 .
Ukj = Qkj = D iy lkitij j=kin

3.21 _
( ) lir, = (aik — Zlel lijujk;) upr, t=k+1:n

The distribution of the lower triangular matrix L € R®*"  the upper triangular
matrix U € R™*" and expected values in (3.21) are given in the following two lemmas.

LeMMA 3.6 (Distribution of L and U). Given symmetric positive matriz A ~
Wi (m,1,,) and provided that m > n+ 1, the distribution of the LU factors of A can
be summarized as follows:
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o For the upper triangular matriz U = (u;;), if i = j, we have

uiiwxlz” 1<i<n.
If i # j, we have its PDF), i.e.,

() 0
fuij (Z) = Zﬁr(%) v—1 , 1<i<g<n.
Vet i) (B0 T Kega (lel), - else

where v =m —i+1, and K,, (y) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind.
e For the lower triangular matriz L = (1;;), we have

1
R Ty S
Proof. For the Cholesky factorization A = RTR, where R = (r;;) is a upper
triangular matrix with r;; > 0, we have r;;,1 < ¢ < j < n are independently distrib-
uted, 7% ~ x2,_; 11,1 <i<nand ri; ~N(0,1),1 <i < j <n [10, Theorem 3.3.4].
Note that the relationship between LU factorization and Cholesky factorization can
be established through the LDLT factorization, i.e.,

th,];n—j-&-l; 1§]<'L§n

U=DL” =D:R, L=R'D"Z, D=diag(r?, --,r2,).

r'nn

Therefore, for the upper triangular matrix U = (u,;), if ¢ = j, we have

2 2 .
Uis = T ~ Xm—it1, L <0< n.

Then, if i # j, we have u;; = ry;r;;. Given r3 ~ x2,_; ., and r;; ~ N (0,1), the joint
PDF of ry; and r;; can be expressed as

b1 _12+y2
zZ_€e 2 >0
fﬁa‘,ﬂ“i]‘ (‘Tay) = fnz (I’) fTij (y) = \/§22 IF(%)
0 <0
where v = m — ¢ + 1. Then the PDF of u;; is given by
+oo 1 +o0 1
I R = O L e B O T
oo ] x 0z x
(@) 1 v_1

= —————(|z2]) T K= (J2]),

o D7 K 2
where (a) follows [9, Eq. (3.478.4)], and K, (y) is the modified Bessel function of
the second kind. Moreover, note that K, (y) — oo when y — 0. We can use the
asymptotic form for small arguments of the Bessel function [2] and have

v—1 v—1
fuij (Z) _ HZJ) - - ( 2 ) () — ( 2 2 , |Z| —0.
VI 2 \F) Tae
For the lower triangular matrix L = ({;;), we have
Tji 1 Vm —j+1Irj; 1 o
lij=—= - = ——t;,1<j<i<n
Tjj \/m——j—f—]. Tjj m—7+ 1
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where t; ~ Tp,—j11. Hence, the lemma holds. O

Lemma 3.6 reflects the fact that the off-diagonal elements in each row of U also
share the same distribution, while the off-diagonal elements in each column of L share
the same distribution.

LEMMA 3.7 (Expected values in (3.21)).  Given a symmetric positive matriz
A ~W, (m,1,,) and provided that m > n+3, if the LU factorization of A is computed
via (3.21), we can have the expected values in (3.21) as follows:
o Denote q; = lpiuij, 1 <i<k—-1,k<j<n,1<k<n. Ifj=k, we have
E (qZ) = 1) Var (QZ) = 27 Cov (qsa qt) = 07 S 7& t7
Cov (akk, ¢;) = E (agrg:) = 2.
If j # k, we have

E(ql) =0, Va I’( ) 1, Cov(qqut) =0, s#t,

Cov (akj, i) = E (ar;jq:) = 1.

° Denotepj:%,k—klﬁiﬁn,lﬁjgk—l,lgkgn. We have

1
(m—k—1)(m—-k-3)’

E(p;) =0, Var(p;) = Cov (ps, pt) = 0.

° Denoteoi:3;’;,141—&—1Sign,lgjgk—l,lgkgn. We have

m—4
(m—k—1)(m—-k—-3)’
1
(m—k—1)(m—-k—-3)

E(0;) =0, Var(o;) =

Cov (04, pj) = E (0;p;) =

Proof. From the proof of Lemma 3.6, we derive l;; = :j; and w;; = 74755. Sub-

k—1
Tri+t 221 TiTjk

sequently, we can obtain ¢; = riry;, p; = 252, and o; = = . Note that
kk ©
the distribution of r;; is already known, thus concluding the proof. ]

Next, based on the two lemmas above, the expectation and variance of the round-
ing errors for LU factors are presented in the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.8 (LU factorization).  Given a symmetric positive matric A ~
Wi (m,1,,) and provided that m > n+ 3, if the LU factorization of A is computed via
(3.21) in float-point arithmetic under Model 2.2, the expectation and variance of the
rounding errors for LU factors can be expressed as follows:

e For the upper triangular matric U = (uk;), if j = k, the expectation and
variance of the rounding errors Auygy is given by

k—1 _
Var (Auge) & (m” - 4) [(1 +o° } 33 (1+02) (1+02) (1+03)
=1

1+G [

~1
(3.23) —3(k—1)—2(m+2) ]fk+2
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If j # k, the expectation and variance of the rounding errors Auy; is given
by
(3.24) E (Aug;) = 0,

ko

Var (Aug;) & (m — 2) [(1 +o2) - 1] + > (1+02) (1+02) (1+02)
~1]

=1

(1407 [+
0-2
where o2, = (m — i — 1) Var (Aly,) ,o = YarlQuy) 4 <y <p-1,1<k<n.

2
ni m—i+1
o For the lower triangular matriz L = (L;), the expectation and variance of the
rounding errors Al is given by

(3.26) E (Ali) = 0,

m—6 2 2\ k
R 1 g L o) (10 1]

(1+o5,) 25;11 (1 +U?j) (1 +U72,].) (1+02)k7j+2 —k+1
(m—k—-1)(m—k—23)

2 {(1 +o2) (o) [Ore?) 2] 2]

(3.25) —2

+k-3, k<j<n,

Var (Alix) =~

+

=
2 E+1<:<
(3.27) m—Fk—1)(m—k—3) » krlsisn,
where 02, = —YrBue) __ 1 < po<

Mk (m—k+1)(m—k+3)’
Proof. First, we derive the expectation and variance of the rounding error for uy;.
When (3.21) is evaluated in float-point arithmetic from left to right under Model 2.2,
the computed 1i; satisfies

iy = fl (akj -1l (S:l 7l (Z’“'{“'j)))

(k—1) (k—i+1)
(328)  =ag; [] (1+60) Zlmuw [I a+6) 1<k<nk<j<n
Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.5, we define the relative error of ly;,1 <i <k —1

and u;5,1 <4 <k —1 as ¢ and 7;, which have a mean of zero and variance 0627, and
) ;

o, respectively. Then we have

(3.29) hi=li(l+e), 1<i<k-1,

(3.30) Uj =u (L+m;), 1<i<k—1

Further, based on Lemma 3.1, the variance of ¢; and 7; can be expressed as
Var (Alm) .

3.31 2= 2 1<i<k—1

( ) 0-67; Var (lk;l) ) — 7 — b)
Var (Au;;) )

3.32 2 W 1<i<k-1.

( ) Tni Var (u;;) ==

Substituting (3.29) and (3.30) into (3.28), yielding

(k—1) k—1 (k—i+1)

Upj = Qg H (1+9,)— Zlkiuzj I+e)d+m) H (14 6,).

i=1 T
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Using the definition of Lemma 3.7, the rounding error Aug; can be expressed as

Aukj = ﬂkj — ’U,kj

(k—1) (k—i+1)
(333) =ar; | [[ (1+6,) - qu (I+e)@+m) [ (+6)-

Note that the distribution of aj; and ¢; differ on the condition with j = k£ and
j # k. Therefore, if j = k, according to Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, the
expectation and variance of Auyg, can be expressed as

E (A’U,kk) = 07
(k—1)
Var (Augy) = Var | ag H (1+96,) —

(k—i+1)
+ Var qu (1+4¢€)(14+m) H (1+490,)—

T

k—1 (k—1) (k—i+1)
—2) Cov|aw | [T O+6)=1|,a [0+e)A+n) [ (146 -
i=1 T r

~ (m? +2m) [ (1402~ 1] +SZ;1 [(1+02) (14 02) (1402 1]

(k=)

k-1
—QZE akkG; H (1407) —
i—1

T

= (m* +2m) [(1+0%)" 1] +BZ [((+02) (1 02,) (1463 - 1]
—2(m+2) ]:1 [(1 +o) 1}

= (m* =) [(1+07) T 1] 43 i(lwi) (1+02) (1403 k1
O (R0 1 S B

Similarly, if j # k, the expectation and variance of Auy; is given by

E (Aukj) = O7
(k—1)
Var (Auy;) = Var | ak; H (1+96,) —
k—1 (k—i+1)

+Var [ D g [(L+e)(1+m) [ (+6)-

i=1 T
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E—1 (k—1) (k—i+1)
—2> Cov |ar; | [] O+6)—1|,q |Q+e)@+n) J[ (+06)-
i=1 T T

<o [ o) A X [0 (1 08 (158

_22[(1%)—1_1}
=(m —2) [(1+0 }4_]62:1 1—|—0 1+J727i) (1+0_2)k—i+1
LA,

Then, the expectation and variance of the rounding error for /;; are presented as
follows:

Il (aik - fl (Z;:ll fi (i”ﬁ]k)>>

Uk
ain TI 7V (1 +6,) = 071 Ly TTE 7Y (1 +6,)

= . (1+6,)

o @i T (14 6,) = S0t tigugn (14 02) (1402 ) T2 (14 4,)

B g (1 + 1)

o aie TIV (14 6,) = S5t tgugn (14 02) (1402 ) TTE7 (14 6,)

~ (1 - 77k) )

Uk

where we use (3.29) and (3.29) and define n, = W with the mean zero and
variance o7, = #ﬁ(’;}w at the (b), and (c) follows the Taylor expansion.

Then, utilizing the definition of Lemma 3.7, the rounding error Al;; can be expressed
as

(k) (k—j+2)
Al =~ 0; (1_nk)H(1+5 -1 —ij (1 —mg) 1+6j)(1+77j) H (1+9,) —

T

Therefore, based on Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, the expectation and
variance of Al;; can be expressed as

s

(k)
Var (Al;) =~ Var <0i |:(1 —NK) H (1+46,) — 1:|>
k-1 (k—j+2)
+ Var (Z Pj [(1 —m) (L+e) A+m) [] Q+60)— 1])

j=1 r

— (k) (k—3j+2)
—2200v (oz |:(1_77k)H(1+5)_1 \Dj |:(1_le)(1+€;)(1+71]) 11 (1+5T)—1D

Jj=1 ™

(m —4) [(1-1—0%) (1+02)" - 1] POty [(1-4—0%) (1+aﬁj) (1+0'727j) (14 02)F—i+2 _ 1}
(m—k—1)(m—k—23) (m—k—-1)(m—k—3)

~
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(k—3j+1)

i [(1—“772”‘) (Lto?)" - 1] Dy [(1_‘_072%) (1+afj) (1+0'31j) (14 02)F=7%2 - 1]
= (m—k—-1)(m—k—3) + CAC I i 1 L
22?;11 [<1+0721k) (1+02)k7j+1 _ 1]
RIS
(m — 6) [(1+0727k) (1+02)’“ _ 1] . (1+a127k) Zf:—; (1+‘7€2j) (1+072]j) (1+o.2)k—j+2 e

(m—k—1)(m—k—3) (m—k—1)(m —k—3)
2 (1+02)° [(1+02)" % 1]
T m—k—1)(m—k—3) (1+”§k> pe- —k+2|.
Therefore, the theorem holds. 0O

Theorem 3.8 reveals that when other parameters are fixed, the variance of the
rounding error for uy; increases with the DoF, whereas for l;;, it decreases. This is
because of the different distribution of the LU factors (see Lemma 3.6). Moreover, we
can find that the variance of the rounding error is independent of the dimension n.

4. Numerical experiments. In this section, we conduct a series of numerical
experiments to validate the accuracy of our derivations presented in section 3.

The experiments are performed using MATLAB R2023b. While most computa-
tions are conducted in single precision, subsection 4.1.3 employs fp16 and bfloat16
arithmetic. MATLAB single.m function simulates single precision, and the rounding
function chop.m introduced in [16] is used for simulating fp16 and bfloat16 arith-
metic. Exact results for inner products and other matrix computations are obtained
in double precision.

To ensure reproducibility, we initialize the random number generator with rng(1)
at the start of each script generating a figure in this section. Each experiment is
repeated 10000 times for various problem dimensions n and degrees of freedom m.
Randomly generated matrices and vectors are employed, comparing different input
distributions, including random uniform ¢ (0, 1), random uniform U (—1,1), random
Gaussian NV (0,1), random Gaussian A (1,1), and random chi x?2, distribution.

Moreover, we use loops to implement the inner product and other matrix com-
putations in MATLAB, where each operation involves rounding. This approach is
necessary because MATLAB functions rely on the specifics of how the underlying
BLAS operation is coded and optimized. For example, the accumulation of sums
may involve extra precision for intermediate quantities, leading to inaccuracies in our
results [4]. Additionally, given the small value of o2 (approximately 10716 for single
precision), we employ the MATLAB vpa.m and digital.m functions to ensure accu-
rate numerical computation of our analytical expressions, with 1000 significant digits
specified.

4.1. Inner products. We first show the numerical results for inner products
s = xTy to validate the correctness of (3.2) and give some insights.

4.1.1. Different input random vectors. We consider the case that the en-
tries of the input vectors have different distributions. Specifically, uniform ¢ (0, 1)
and U (—1,1) distributions, as well as Gaussian N (0,1) and A (1,1) distributions.
As shown in Figure 1, the comparison between Simulated variance and Analytical
variance, i.e., (3.1), of the rounding error for the computation in single precision
is illustrated. We can find that the analytical and simulated curves are very tight
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107y 10
——Simulated —o—Simulated
I—o— Analytical —o— Analytical
10°°
1020}
g 10° g
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> 1010 =
10 1022}
1012
-14
10.14 N N 107 N N
10! 10° 10° 10* 10 10° 10° 10*
Dimension (n) Dimension (n)
(a) Random uniform ¢/ (0, 1) vectors. (b) Random uniform U (—1,1) vectors.

—o— Simulated —o—Simulated
—o— Analytical 105H —o— Analytical

=

o
iR
5

Variance
Variance

1012 1010F
104
10 102 10° 10* 10* 102 10° 10*
Dimension (n) Dimension (n)
(c) Random Gaussian A (0, 1) vectors. (d) Random Gaussian N (1,1) vectors.

Fig. 1: Comparison between simulated variance and analytical variance, i.e., (3.1), of
the rounding error for the computation in single precision of the inner product with
different input distribution.

in different distributions, confirming our derived results’ correctness. Moreover, the
variance of the rounding error grows exponentially with the input dimension since the
rounding errors accumulate along the vector dimension. Note that inputs with zero
mean exhibit lower variances than those with nonzero mean. Thus, we can adjust the
inputs to have zero means to obtain more accurate numerical results like the authors
in [14].

4.1.2. Compared with other worst-case bounds. We employ the MSE of
the computed results as our comparative metric against other worst-case bounds.

Both the deterministic bounds [12, 18] and the probabilistic bounds [13, 14, 18] are
considered. The metric can be mathematically formulated as:

(4.1) E (|§ - 3\2) —E <|As|2> .
From Theorem 3.2, we have

(4.2) E (|§ - s|2) =E (As?) = Var (As) & A (g, 04, f1y, 0y, 1, 0) .
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10° Simulated
—— Analytical
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—4—Probabilistic Bound (4.5) -
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= =

10° Simulated
—— Analytical
- Probabilistic Bound (4.3)
—+— Probabilistic Bound (4.5)
—o—Probabilistic Bound (4.7)
—o—Deterministic Bound (4.3)

— 10°
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\N

|
o
~—

10-10

10-15

10-15

10* 102 10° 10* 10 102 10° 10*
Dimension (n) Dimension (n)
(a) Random uniform ¢/ (0, 1) vectors. (b) Random uniform U (—1,1) vectors.

Fig. 2: Comparison between the analytical results and other worst-case bounds for the
computation in single precision of the inner product with different input distribution.
Here, A = 1 and ¢ = 10716,

Then, for the worst-case bounds and using [13, Theorem 3.1], we have
E (15— ) =E(x"ay[*). layl <~y
<E (=l 1ay]*) <22E (I Iy1P°)
=7°E (IxI°) E (IyI?)

(4.3) =7*n? (42 + 02) (1 +02),
where
s deterministic
(4.4) ’y = 2 . . .
exp ()\\/ﬁu + 1Tim> — 1, probabilistic

Next, base on the probabilistic bound in [14, Theorem 3.2], we obtain
2
E(]s-s) <E (’ (Muasyl 0t + (A2 +1) CoCyn) u+ 0 (u2)| )

5 2
(4.5) ~ (/\ |po byl 02 + (/\2 +1) C’wCyn) u?,

where |z;| < Cp and |y;| < Cy fori =1:n.
Finally, we utilize [18, Theorem 3.2 & 3.3], yielding

(4.6) E (|§ - 3|2) <nE <z”: ci) ,
k=1
(4.7) E <|§ _ s|2) <2In(2/¢)E (i cﬁ) ,
k=1

where ¢1 = 191 B, ek = |TxUk| Brois2s Br = (1 + 1) —1,2 < k < n and ( is failure
probability of (4.7).
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Fig. 3: Comparison between simulated variance and analytical variance of the round-
ing error for the computation in lower precision of the inner product with different
input distribution with random Gaussian A (0, 1) vectors.

Therefore, using (4.2), (4.3), (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7), we compare the analytical
outcomes with other worst-case bounds for computing the inner product with random
uniform ¢ (0,1) and U (—1, 1) vectors in single precision, as illustrated in Figure 2a and
Figure 2b, respectively. It’s clear that our analytical results align much more closely
with the actual MSE than two deterministic and three probabilistic (A = 1 [13] and
¢ =107 [18]) bounds for MSE. Specifically, the analytical expression tends to be at
least two orders of magnitude tighter than other worst-case bounds.

4.1.3. Lower precision arithmetic. Now we repeat the experiment conducted
in subsection 4.1.1 using Gaussian A (0, 1) distribution, but this time employing pre-
cision lower than single precision to compute the inner product s = x”y. The sim-
ulation results using fp16 and bfloat16 arithmetic are depicted in Figure 3a and
Figure 3b, respectively. Notably, our analytical results remain highly consistent with
the simulated curves even at lower precision, affirming the accuracy of our derivation.

4.2. A case where Model 2.2 is invalid. In this section, we explore a scenario
where Model 2.2 fails and analytical results are inaccurate, using the computation of
the inner product s = x’y. Specifically, we consider large dependent input vectors
of dimension n = 108 with ; ~ A (0,1) and y; = x;h,h ~ N (0,1). As illustrated
in Figure 4a, we depict the simulated and analytical variances at each loop iteration
i of the inner products. Notably, while the analytical and simulated curves closely
match for ¢ = 1 : 10°, a significant gap emerges for i > 10°, indicating the invalidity
of Model 2.2 in this context. This discrepancy arises because the distribution of the
relative error § changes with the large dependent input vectors. Although (2.3) in
Model 2.2 provides a reasonable approximation for ¢ = 1 : 10°, it dose not hold for
i > 10°, as evidenced by Figure 4b.

4.3. Matrix-vector and matrix-matrix products. This section considers
the computation of matrix-vector and matrix-matrix products in single precision. Us-
ing the matrix-matrix product C = AB as a case study, where A € R™*™ and
B € R"*P_we plot the simulated and analytical curves for the autocorrelation matrix
element Rac(2,2), demonstrating the impact of dimension m, n, and p as depicted in
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each loop ¢ with random vectors with x; ~
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22107
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(b) Distribution of &; for i = 1: 10° (top)
and i = 10° : 10® (bottom), where the red
curve is from (2.3) and the purple curve
is simulated.

Fig. 4: Computation in single precision of the inner product s = x”y with dependent
random vectors of dimension n = 108.

1012

Rac (2,2)
Rac(2,2)

1018

-13 14
10 10
10* 10t 10% 10 10* 10t 10% 10° 10
Dimension (n) Dimension (p) Dimension (m)

(a) Rac(2,2) as a function of (b) Rac(2,2) as a function of (c) Rac(2,2) as a function of
n. Here, m = 10 and p = 10. p. Here, m = 10 and n = 10. m. Here, n = 10 and p = 10.

4

Fig. 5: Comparison between simulated autocorrelation matrix and analytical auto-
correlation matrix, i.e., (3.7), of the rounding error for the computation in single
precision of the matrix-matrix product with different dimensions using the second-
row second-column element Rac(2,2) as an example.

Figure 5. We can observe that the analytical results accurately anticipate variations
in different dimensions, affirming the correctness of our derived outcomes. Addition-
ally, the autocorrelation matrix of the rounding error remains unaffected by m, as
illustrated in Figure 5c.

4.4. Triangular systems. Next, in this section, we present the solution of tri-
angular systems Tx = b. For simplification, the variance of the rounding error for x3
is shown as an example. From Theorem 3.5, we have

(1 + 02)3 + 25:1 Var (z;) (1 + Uij) (1 + Uz)i_j+2

m—4

Var (Az3) =~ — Var (z3)
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Fig. 6: Comparison between simulated variance and analytical variance of the round-
ing error for the solution of triangular systems in single precision using x3 as an
example.

25 _ o2 o2 3
(+o?) + T + )
(4.8) = 1 — Var (x3) ,

(1402 =1 [m+ (140%)" - 1]
(m —2) (m—3)m+_271n—4
(m—=2)(m—3)(m—4)

O-w2 = ’

Var (z3) =

In Figure 6, we compare simulated variance and analytical variance of the round-
ing error for the solution of triangular systems in single precision by (4.8). Similar to
the case for inner products and matrix-matrix products, the analytical and simulated
curve is still very tight. Moreover, it is observed that the variance of the rounding
error is independent of the input dimension and mainly depends on DoF m.

4.5. LU factorization. Finally, we consider the rounding error of LU factor-
ization A = LU. For simplification, the variances of the rounding errors for wuss, uss
and ly3 are shown as an example. Using Theorem 3.8 with £ = 3, we can obtain

Var (Augz) ~ (m? — 4) [(1 + 02)2 - 1]
(4.9) +3{(1+0%)?[(1+02) (1+02) + (1+0%)°] ~2} —2(m +2) 0%,

Var (Aug;) = (m — 2) [(1 +02)2 - 1} + (1 +02)4 +(1+02)(1 +Ug2) (1 —1-02)2
(4.10) —2(1+0%), j#3,
(1+02) (14+02)° 1

m—6
(1+02) [(1+0%)" + (1+02) (1+02) (140%)"] —2
(m —4) (m —6)

Var (Alﬁ) ~

+
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Fig. 7: Comparison between simulated variance and analytical variance of the round-
ing error for the computation in single precision of LU factorization using wuss, uss
and l43 as an example.

2[(1+02) (1+0%)° -1

(4.11) — (m—4) (m —6) ,
where
(m — 6) {1 + (m274)02+2[,(11+52)371}] + ('"274)0%2{,(11”2)371] (1+0%)" -1
0622 - m—5 ’
2 _(m=2)0"+ (1+0%)° -1
2 m—1 ’
o [arel) -] +3{0r o) [+ oh) (e oh) + (1+07)] -2}
" m2 — 2m
2(m+2)0o?
 mZ2—2m

Then, we compare the simulated and analytical variance of the rounding error for
solving triangular systems in single precision using equations (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11)
in Figure 7. Consistent with the findings in subsection 4.4, our analytical results
accurately predict the trend of the actual variance, validating our derivation. Fur-
thermore, the variance of the rounding error depends solely on the DoF and precision,
remaining uncorrelated with the dimension of A.
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5. Conclusions. We have performed the probabilistic rounding error analysis
from a statistical perspective and provided approximate closed-form expressions for
the expectation and variance of the rounding errors under a probabilistic model of
the input data and the relative error.

The analysis has covered inner products, matrix-vector products, matrix-matrix
products, the solution of triangular systems, and LU factorization. For all these
computational kernels applied to random data, the analytical expressions accurately
predict the growth of error with the dimension. Moreover, the analytical expressions
are correct for any orders and any n, not limited to sufficiently large n as required by
results based on the central limit theorem.

The numerical experiments confirmed the accuracy of the analytical expressions
and demonstrated that they are generally at least two orders of magnitude tighter than
alternative worst-case bounds [12-14,18], using MSE as the metric. Moreover, we have
also identified a case involving inner products where the underlying assumptions do
not hold and the analytical expressions do not apply. This occurs with large dependent
vectors, as the distribution of the relative error changes with increasing dimension.
Care is required in applying and interpreting our analytical expressions.

In future work, we will investigate further applications of our probabilistic analy-
sis, like the solution of linear systems. Moreover, the analysis will be modified to
further extend for mixed-precision algorithms of inner products and matrix-matrix
products in [3].
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