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THE RQR ALGORITHM*
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Abstract. Pole-swapping algorithms, generalizations of bulge-chasing algorithms, have been
shown to be a viable alternative to the bulge-chasing QZ algorithm for solving the generalized
eigenvalue problem for a matrix pencil A — AB. It is natural to try to devise a pole-swapping
algorithm that solves the standard eigenvalue problem for a single matrix A. This paper introduces
such an algorithm and shows that it is competitive with Francis’s bulge-chasing QR algorithm.
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1. Introduction. The standard algorithm for computing the eigenvalues of a
small to medium-sized non-Hermitian matrix A € C™*™ is still Francis’s implicitly-
shifted QR algorithm [11,18].! In many applications, eigenvalue problems arise natu-
rally as generalized eigenvalue problems for a pencil A—AB, and for these problems the
Moler-Stewart variant of Francis’s algorithm [14], commonly called the QZ algorithm,
can be used. These are bulge-chasing algorithms [17]: they introduce a non-zero
matrix element (or bulge) in an upper Hessenberg matrix (resp. upper Hessenberg-
triangular pencil), and chase it downwards along the subdiagonal.

In recent years a generalization of QZ called RQZ was introduced by Camps,
Meerbergen, and Vandebril [8,10]. See also Steel et al. [15] and Camps et al. [9]. This
uses a generalization of bulge chasing called pole swapping and is a viable competitor
of QZ for the generalized eigenvalue problem. It is natural to ask whether the pole-
swapping idea can be adapted to the standard eigenvalue problem for a single matrix
A, which would provide an alternative to Francis’s algorithm. The RQR algorithm
introduced in this paper is such an alternative.

In Sections 2 and 3 we will explain the modifications to RQZ that are needed
to make an efficient and numerically stable RQR algorithm, and in Section 4 we will
present some numerical results that demonstrate that RQR is competitive with QR.
In fact, the RQR code is slightly faster and a bit more accurate, in the sense that the
backward error is smaller.

2. Modifying RQZ to make RQR. We assume that the reader is familiar with
the papers about pole swapping cited above, especially the original RQZ paper [10],
and perhaps also [9]. We will also need to use some core-chasing terminology, for
which we refer to [1] or [3], for example.
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The RQZ algorithm acts on Hessenberg pencils A — \B, that is, pencils for which
both A and B are upper-Hessenberg matrices. Let’s suppose throughout that the
matrices have dimension n. The poles of the Hessenberg pencil A — AB are o7 =
a21/b21, 02 = aga/bs2, ..., On—1 = Ann—1/bn,n-1, i.e., the ratios of the subdiagonal
elements. Associated with this pencil is a pole pencil A, — AB, obtained by deleting
the first row and last column from A — AB. The pole pencil is clearly (n—1) x (n—1)
and upper triangular, and its eigenvalues are exactly the poles of A — AB. Therefore
the task of swapping two adjacent poles in A — AB is exactly the same as that of
interchanging two adjacent eigenvalues of the pole pencil.

If we wish to find the eigenvalues of a single upper-Hessenberg matrix A, we can do
this by applying the RQZ algorithm to the pencil A—AI, which is a Hessenberg pencil.
However RQZ applies unitary equivalence transformations that are not similarities, so
the form A — AI is not preserved. Once we begin the iterations, the form of the pencil
will become A — AU, where U # I. However U will be upper Hessenberg, and it will
also be unitary because [ is unitary and so are all of the transformations performed
by the RQZ algorithm. Our task is just to show how to do the operations efficiently
in this special case.?

It is well known, see [1,3,4,12] for example, that a unitary Hessenberg matrix
U can be stored very compactly as a product of a descending sequence of n — 1 core
transformations: U = U1Us - --U,_1. We remind the reader that a core transforma-
tion is just a unitary matrix whose active part is 2 x 2, acting on two successive rows
and columns as indicated by its subscript. For example, Givens rotations are core
transformations. Here U; acts on rows 1 and 2, Us acts on rows 2 and 3, and so
on. We represent this pictorially by a double arrow pointing at the active rows. For
example,

U = [ : (2.1)

Here we have depicted the case n = 6. Since each core transformation is determined
by two numbers, the total storage required for U is just 2n — 2 numbers.

The main operation in RQZ is the swap of two adjacent poles, which we call a move
of type II. The interchange of poles 7 — 1 and j is accomplished by a transformation,

A— Q;AZJ‘_l U— Q;UZj_l, (22)

where ); and Z;_; are core transformations, @); acting on rows j and j + 1 of A and
U, and Z;_; acting on columns j — 1 and j. We need to show how to carry out the
transformation efficiently and accurately on U, which is stored as in (2.1). There are
several ways to generate (); and Z;_1, and it’s important how we do it here, but let’s
not worry about that initially.

2We also investigated whether there is an efficient way of obtaining A — AU with A upper
Hessenberg and U unitary upper Hessenberg from a general matrix C'. However, we have so far not
being able to find a better way than using the traditional reduction of B to its Hessenberg form A
combined with U = I.



In the case j = 3 we have for the update of U in (2.2) that,
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The result must again be upper Hessenberg, so there must be a way of reorganizing
the core transformations into a single descending sequence, as pictured in (2.1). One
possibility is to move the blue core from the right to the left by a shift-through
operation (one turnover) [1], resulting in,

;
Gwin - ] -
;

Because the matrix is upper Hessenberg, the resulting blue core must be the inverse
of the red core, so that they cancel each other out. Another possibility is to move the
red core from the left to the right, resulting in,

Again, the resulting red core must be the inverse of the blue core, and they must
cancel out. Neither of these procedures works in practice because of problems with
roundoff errors, so we need to be a bit more careful.

We have to go back to the details of the computation of Q; and Z;_;, which must
swap the eigenvalues of the subpencil,

[ aj,5—1 ajj ] Y { Uj,j—1 Ujj } )
Aj+1,j Uj+1,5
For this we need to figure out the values of a few entries of U, which is, fortunately,

Ccj —

easy. If the active part of the jth core transformation U; is {Sj ;}1 }, then u; ;1 =

s;—1 and uj; = ¢j_1¢j, as the reader can easily check. Thus our pencil is,

{ aji—1  Gjj } _)\[ Sj—1 Cj-1Cj ] ) (2.3)

Aj+1,5 Sj

Its two eigenvalues are A\ = a; j—1/s;—1 and Ao = a;y1,;/s;, and we need to swap
them. The basic procedure that we follow is due to Van Dooren [16], as modified by
Camps et al. [9]. There are several variants, and our choice of variant will depend on
the relative magnitudes of the eigenvalues.
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The case |\ | > |A2|. For this case we will use a variant that computes Z;_;
first and then @;. Substituting Ay for X in (2.3), we get,

;i1 Wi Si_1 Ci_1Cj
_ .. G»J 33 o Jj j—1Cj
H—Sa[ Qo s ] aJJrLJ[ 5 )
j+1,5 J

_ [ $jdj,j—1 — Aj+1,j8j—1  SjAjj — Aj41,5Cj-1Cj ] — [ o }

Let Z be a core transformation such that,

0 =*
wi=[13]

This is (the active part of) our transformation Z;_; in (2.2). If we now compute Q;
as prescribed in [16] or [9], we get a backward-stable swap that never fails, but since
we are storing U in the special form (2.1), we have to proceed differently.

Instead of computing ();, we immediately apply Z;_1 to the pencil A — AU. In
the case 7 = 3, the picture looks like this:

X X X X X X
X X X X X X E
X X X X X K A E E
X X X X o E
X X X E
X X E

When we apply the core Z;_; to A on the right, it recombines columns 2 and 3,
creating a bulge in the (4,2) position. In U, let’s do a turnover to move the extra
core from the right to the left:

X X

X X X X

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X X
X X X X XX

\
- Dﬁ/ﬁﬁ
:

Now we need to apply Q7 on the left to return the matrices to upper Hessenberg
form. How do we compute Q);7 The picture tells the story. The remaining red core
must be ();, as the way to return U to Hessenberg form is to get rid of the red core
by multiplying by its inverse, which we show in blue here:

X X X X X X
X X X X X X I:
X X X X X A [:
E X X X X X o E[: [:
X X X E
oge [

This returns U to upper Hessenberg form, and it also knocks out the bulge in A,
4



returning it to Hessenberg form:

X X X
X X X
X X
X

X X X X X

X X X X X X
X X X X X X
|
>

3

This completes the swap.

This procedure is guaranteed to keep U perfectly in Hessenberg form. The entry
in the (j 4+ 1,7 — 1) position of A will be slightly nonzero due to roundoff, but the
error analysis in [9] guarantees that it is small enough to be ignored.

The case |A;| < |[A2|. In this case we compute @Q); first. Substituting A\, for A
in (2.3), we get,
a5 5—1 ;i Si_1 Ci_1Cj
H=s. 4. 4i i J -6 |
o [ ji1 2 85Cj-1¢;

. |: 0 §j—1Gj; — Aj—1Cj—1Cj :| . |: 0 = :|
= =1 .

0 sj-1541,5 = @jj-15; *
Now compute a core transformation @) such that,
wrr | O %
en-[3 5]
This @ is (the active part of) our desired Q; in (2.2). Now we apply Q7 to the pencil
A — AU immediately. In the case j = 3 it looks like this:

X X X X X X
X X X X X X E
X X X X X Y E
E X X X X K E
X X X [:
X % E

When we apply Q@ to A, it recombines rows 3 and 4, making a bulge in the (4,2)
position. We pass Q7 through U by a turnover:

X X

X X X X

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X X
X X X X X X

(
B
(

We now return U to upper Hessenberg form by multiplying by the inverse of the extra
core, which we mark in blue. This must be Z;_;.

X
X

X X X X

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X X
X X X X X X



When we apply Z;_;1 to A on the right, it recombines columns 2 and 3, cancelling out
the bulge.

X X X X
X X X X
X X X
X X

X X X X X X
X X X X XX
I
>

3

This completes the swap.

Again the (j + 1,7 — 1) entry of A will be slightly nonzero due to roundoff, but
it is guaranteed to be small enough to ignore. The analysis in [9] does not mention
this case explicitly, but this is dual to the “Z-first” method shown above and has the
same numerical properties.

Moves of type I. Each iteration of the RQR algorithm begins and ends with
a move of type I. A type I move at the top of the pencil inserts an arbitrary pole
p, replacing o1, at the top of the pencil. Let x = (A — pB)ey, and let @ be a core
transformation such that Qijx = ae; for some « # 0. This is possible because only

the first two entries of z are nonzero: [3}] = [a2t~7u1 |, Since U is stored in the form

(2.1), we need to extract the values of u11 and wey, but this is easy: if [(; _gﬂ is the

active part of the first core transformation in U, then ui; = ¢; and uz; = s1.
Once we have Q7, we apply it to A — AU to obtain Q7A — A\QiU:

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X X
X X X X X X

The core )7 recombines the first two rows of A, and it can be absorbed into U by
a fusion operation. The resulting Q7 A — AQ7U remains in Hessenberg form. This
completes the move of type I. The reader can easily check that the first pole is now
p. The other poles are unchanged.

A move of type I at the bottom replaces the bottom pole by an arbitrary pole 7.
The details of this routine are analogous and are left to the reader.

3. The RQR algorithm. The RQR algorithm applied to A — AU is the same
as the RQZ algorithm, with the modifications described in the previous section. Each
iteration of the basic algorithm begins with the choice of a shift p. Any shifting
strategy that is commonly used by the Francis or Moler-Stewart algorithm can be
used. For example, the simplest choice is the Rayleigh-quotient shift p = apn/tUnn.
A better choice is the Wilkinson shift, which computes the eigenvalues of the 2 x 2
subpencil in the lower right-hand corner and takes p to be the eigenvalue that is closer
t0 Qnn /Unn-

Once p has been chosen, it is inserted as a pole at the top of the pencil by a move
of type I. Then, by a sequence of moves of type II, p is swapped with poles o3, o3,
and so on, until p reaches the bottom of the pencil. Then it is replaced by a new
pole 7 by a move of type I. The simplest pole choice is the Rayleigh-quotient pole
T = a11/u11. A better choice is the Wilkinson pole: Compute the eigenvalues of the
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2 x 2 submatrix in the upper left-hand corner and take 7 to be the eigenvalue that is
closer to a11/u11.

This completes the iteration.

Repeated iterations will generally cause the pencil to converge to triangular form,
revealing the eigenvalues on the main diagonal. Convergence is not equally rapid up
and down the pencil. Good shifts p inserted at the top will cause rapid convergence
at the bottom. If a,, ,—1 — 0 and u, ,—1 — 0 rapidly, they can be declared to be zero
after just a few iterations, and any,/un, can be declared to be an eigenvalue. This is
known as a deflation and it reduces the problem to size n — 1. After deflating, we can
go after the next eigenvalue. At the same time, the poles 7 that are inserted at the
bottom will gradually move to the top and improve the rate of convergence to zero of
elements at the top, such as ag; and be;. This generally decreases the total number
of iterations required compared to a similar bulge chasing approach.

The algorithm can be enhanced in several ways. For one thing, there is no need
to wait until one iteration is complete before initiating the next one; many iterations
can proceed at once. Suppose we want to do m iterations simultaneously, where
1 < m < n. We pick m shift py,...,p, at once. For example, we can compute the
eigenvalues of the m x m subpencil in the lower right-hand corner of A — AB and use
them as shifts. Then, by moves of types I and II, we insert p1,..., py as the first
m poles in the pencil. Then we chase them all down to the bottom simultaneously.
This improves performance substantially by enabling the use of level-3 BLAS and
decreasing cache misses. This was proposed in the context of bulge chasing by Braman
et al. [6] and Lang [13], and discussed in the context of pole swapping in [9,15].

Another very important enhancement is the use of aggressive early deflation,
introduced by Braman et al. [7] and discussed in the context of pole swapping in [15].

For real matrices it is desirable to introduce a double-shift algorithm that allows
for the use of complex-conjugate shifts and poles while staying in real arithmetic.

We have not implemented any of these enhancements so far.

4. Numerical Results. We wrote a Fortran implementation of the RQR al-
gorithm with Wilkinson shifts and Wilkinson poles. We compared the performance
of our RQR code (ZLAHPS) with that of ZLAHQR, the QR kernel from LAPACK
version 3.12.0. ZLAHPS was built by modifying ZLAHQR.? On the test problems
that we considered, RQR was, on average, faster and more accurate than QR.

For the numerical experiments reported below we used the gfortran compiler from
gce 9.4.0 with optimization flag -O2 on a computer with Ubuntu 20.04.2, an Intel Core
i7-10700K CPU with 12 MiB of L3 cache, and 32 GiB of RAM. Experiments on other
computers showed similar results.

We considered two kinds of matrices: (1) randomly-generated matrices reduced
to upper Hessenberg form, and (2) upper Hessenberg matrices with entries a;; = i+ j
(1 < j+2). Matrices of dimension 10 x 10 up to 1297 x 1297 were tested. For
the random matrices we did 100 trials at each dimension. The results are shown in
Figure 4.1.

The RQR algorithm (red) is consistently faster than QR (blue). The typical
speedup is around 17% for matrices of size less than 75 and 29% for larger matrices.
At the same time, the backward errors are smaller by a factor of 1.5 to 2. The results
for smaller matrices are particularly relevant since LAPACK’s main eigenvalue routine

3We also modified routines for manipulating rotations, for instance the turnover, from the eiscor
project [2].
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Fic. 4.1. Comparison of the RQR pole swapping algorithm (in red) with the QR bulge chasing
algorithm (in blue) in terms of backward error (left) and runtime (right) for random matrices reduced
to upper Hessenberg form (square markers) and i + j upper Hessenberg matrices (dashed line).

ZHSEQR uses ZLAHQR only for matrices of dimension up to 75.4

The results for the randomly-generated matrices are also given in tabular form
in Table 4.1. This lists execution times, backward errors (BWE), and total iterations
divided by n (It/n). The iteration counts are significantly less for RQR, which explains
why RQR is faster, and may also explain why it is more accurate, as fewer iterations
imply fewer roundoff errors.

We also tested both codes on 35 matrices of size less than 1000 from matrix
market [5]. Both codes performed well. With a small number of exceptions, RQR was
faster and more accurate than QR. See Table 4.2.

These results show that pole swapping is a viable alternative to bulge chasing for
the standard eigenvalue problem. The code and the experiments we presented only
use a single shift in each iteration. This is the natural and the fastest choice for small
matrices of dimension up to about 75. For larger matrices multishift /multibulge vari-
ants with aggressive early deflation are preferred. We do not yet have pole swapping
code with these features. Hence, a fair comparison with LAPACK’s routines including
these features is not possible at this time. Nevertheless, the experiments that we have
presented here are a preliminary indication that pole swapping has the potential to
be faster and more accurate than the QR codes that are currently in use.
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RQR QR
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961 cddel 3.460 8.17e-15 1.89 3.779 1.18e-14  2.02
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362 plat362 0.202 6.93e-15 2.14 0.235 1.20e-14  2.38
362 plskz362 0.255 7.42e-15  2.75 0.333 1.22e-14  3.25
324  qc324 0.163 5.77e-15  2.22 0.220 9.72e-15  2.39
768 qh768 1.216 3.63e-15  2.93 1.427 3.04e-15  2.11
882 qh882 1.127 4.68e-15  3.70 1.214 5.56e-15  2.08
480 rbs480a 0.666 8.73e-15  2.62 0.853 1.35e-14 3.01
480 rbs480b 0.656  8.8le-15 2.70 | 1.066  1.58e-14 3.06
200 rdb200 0.025  3.85e-15 2.21 | 0.028  6.26e-15 1.68
200 rdb2001 0.025  4.02e-15 2.78 | 0.026  5.66e-15 1.74
450 rdb450 0.270 9.19e-15  2.40 0.309 1.14e-14 1.61
450 rdb4501 0.273 6.44e-15  2.52 0.303 9.64e-15 1.66
800 rdb8001 1.904 9.69e-15  2.38 2.164 1.40e-14 1.63
968 rdb968 3.034  9.46e-15 1.95 | 3.657  1.8le-14 1.72
136 rwl36 0.021 4.64e-15  2.76 0.024 8.28e-15  3.15
496 rw496 0.718 8.39e-15  2.72 1.248 1.72e-14  3.06
340  tols340 0.109 4.81e-15  8.43 0.078 6.61e-15 1.95
90  tols90 0.003 3.10e-15  2.01 0.003 4.10e-15 2.24
100 tub100 0.005  3.50e-15 2.34 | 0.006  5.15e-15 2.82
TABLE 4.2

Results special matrices from matriz market. Green entries are better than red entries.
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