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Abstract: Reduced rank extrapolation (RRE) is an acceleration method typically used
to accelerate the iterative solution of nonlinear systems of equations using a fixed-point
process. In this context, the iterates are vectors generated from a fixed-point mapping
function. However, when considering the iterative solution of large-scale matrix equa-
tions, the iterates are low-rank matrices generated from a fixed-point process for which,
generally, the mapping function changes in each iteration. To enable acceleration of
the iterative solution for these problems, we propose two novel generalizations of RRE.
First, we show how to effectively compute RRE for sequences of low-rank matrices.
Second, we derive a formulation of RRE that is suitable for fixed-point processes for
which the mapping function changes each iteration. We demonstrate the potential of
the methods on several numerical examples involving the iterative solution of large-scale
Lyapunov and Riccati matrix equations.

Keywords: Extrapolation methods, Reduced rank extrapolation (RRE), Fixed-point
iteration, Nonlinear equations, Large scale matrix equations, Cycling mode

Mathematics subject classification: 65B05, 65H05, 15A24, 39B12

Novelty statement: We propose novel extensions of RRE for the iterative solution
of large-scale sparse matrix equations: I) A scheme to efficiently implement RRE for
low-rank matrix iterates; and II) A scheme to apply RRE for iterates generated by
nonstationary fixed-point processes of the form (1.3).

1. Introduction

RRE was first introduced in [14, 22]. RRE (and other vector extrapolation methods) can be
considered as general techniques to find the limit (or anti-limit) of a sequence of vectors {xi}i∈N>0

⊆
R

d. However, they are most often applied in and analyzed based on the scenario that the iterates
are generated by a fixed-point process f , i.e.,

xi+1 = f(xi) (1.1)

with i ∈ N>0 and x1 given. These scenarios arise most notably when considering the iterative
solution of the nonlinear system of equations (which describe a fixed point of (1.1))

F (x) = 0. (1.2)

However, the assumption that the iterates are generated by the process (1.1) may not always hold.
In particular, we consider two scenarios under which this is the case:

Preprint. 2025-02-14

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.09165v1
https://orcid.org/0009-0004-9061-9284
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6114-8821
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8470-8388
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5567-9637
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5838-8579
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2086-7686
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6745-9137


2

1. If the iterates are (possibly low-rank) matrices {Xi}i∈N>0
withXi ∈ R

d×d given in a factorized
form, which shall be retained during the iteration.

2. If the iterates are generated by a fixed-point process that (although it still converges to a
fixed-point xi → x) is now nonstationary:

xi+1 = fi(xi), (1.3)

with x = fi(x) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , and x a fixed point.

We will now discuss in more detail when these scenarios appear. First, we consider the case that
the iterates are matrices. Similar to how vector iterates {xi}i∈N>0

are associated with the iterative
(vector) solution to the nonlinear system (1.2), matrix iterates {Xi}i∈N>0

are associated with the
iterative (matrix) solution to a matrix equation. Two well-known examples of matrix equations are
the Lyapunov and Riccati equations. These equations play a prominent role in various problems
in the field of control theory, such as optimal control, model reduction and state estimation; see,
e.g., [46, Section 3] and references therein.
Second, we consider the case that the iterates are generated by an nonstationary fixed-point

process of the form (1.3). This scenario occurs when we are iteratively solving a system of equations
using a different preconditioner at every step, such as considered in [35]. In that work, the author
proposes an extension to generalized minimal residual method (GMRES) called flexible GMRES
(F-GMRES) which is more flexible in the sense that a different preconditioner at every step is
supported. Similarly, in this paper, we extend RRE to a flexible variant that supports nonstationary
fixed-point processes of the form (1.3) (see Section 3.2).
There are practical applications in which both of the above scenarios occur simultaneously,

for example, when iteratively solving large-scale continuous-time Lyapunov equations using the
alternating directions implicit (ADI) method [25, 32, 38]. The first formulation of the ADI that
iterates the residual alongside is shown in [7] and [50] show its reinterpretation in the Krylov
subspace projection setting. Both, pointing the way to a generalization for Riccati equations: the
RADI [4]. The scenarios above also occur for this algorithm. For the ADI and RADI methods,
the nonstationarity of the fixed-point process arises because the continuous-time equation is, at
each step of the iterative process, transformed into a discrete-time problem. This transformation
is parameterized by a shift parameter which, in general, is different for every iteration. As a result,
the entire solution process can be viewed as an iterative process of the form (1.3) where, both, the
iterates are low-rank matrices and the generating process changes in each iteration.
Matrix-oriented versions of Krylov subspace methods, such as F-GMRES, have been used to

solve large-scale Lyapunov and generalized (multiterm) Sylvester equations in, e.g., [13, 31, 47].
RRE has been applied in the context of large-scale matrix equations arising in transport theory
in [16]. The authors consider nonsymmetric algebraic Riccati equations where the coefficients have
a special structure that is found in transport problems such as radiation transfer. This structure
allows the solution X to be computed by the Hadamard product of a given matrix T and the outer
product of two vectors u, v:

X = T ◦ (uvT). (1.4)

The authors subsequently apply RRE to an iterative process on u, v. Their numerical experiments
show that RRE significantly speeds up the standard iterative process, illustrating the potential of
extrapolation methods in the context of matrix equations. In our work, we will focus our attention
on matrix equations for which the solution does not need to be of the structure (1.4), but for which
the solution admits an effective low-rank approximation.
Acceleration methods, such as RRE, are a useful tool in the iterative solutions of nonlinear

(vector) equations. RRE has not yet been studied in the context of general large-scale sparse
matrix equations. To enable the application of RRE to such problems, this paper introduces the
following contributions:

1. A scheme to efficiently implement RRE for low-rank matrix iterates.

2. A scheme to apply RRE for iterates generated by nonstationary fixed-point processes of the
form (1.3).
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1.1. Notation

Throughout the paper, we use ·T to denote real transposition. ‖·‖ may denote the spectral or
Frobenius norm if the argument is a matrix, and the Euclidean norm if the argument is a vector.
|·| denotes the absolute value of a scalar. Let 1 denote the vector of all ones. N>0 is the set of
positive integers, R<0 is the negative real axis (excluding the origin), and R

m×n is the set of real-
valued m-by-n matrices. ε denotes the machine precision in IEEE double precision floating-point
arithmetic.

1.2. Structure

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the formulation
of RRE that is commonly used in literature. The generalization of this formulation is presented
in Section 3, with its application to solving large-scale matrix equations subsequently discussed in
Section 3.3. In Section 4, we demonstrate the potential of the method on several numerical examples
of large-scale matrix equations. Finally, we provide conclusions and an outlook in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries on RRE

The method of RRE was introduced independently in [14, 22, 28]. In this section, we give a brief
derivation of the method in the context of solving the linear system

Ax = b. (2.1)

The extension of RRE to the more general case of iteratively solving the nonlinear system (1.2) is
simple in the sense that the method and algorithm stay the same (although convergence guarantees
are no longer easy to derive). We assume that A is regular, i.e., system (2.1) permits a unique
solution.
In many applications, the matrix A is too large to explicitly store A or form its inverse A−1.

Instead, only the result of Ay for a given vector y may be computed. In that case, one could
attempt to find the solution x by iterating the general linear fixed-point procedure

xi+1 = f(xi) := M−1(Nxi + b)

= xi −M−1(Axi − b)
(2.2)

with A = M −N and an initial vector x1. The final formulation is often referred to as the second
normal form of a consistent linear iteration [18, Section 2.2.2]. There are two practical issues
associated with the fixed-point iteration (2.2). First, the iteration (2.2) converges if and only if the
eigenvalues of M−1N are on the open unit disk [17, Section 11.2.3]. Second, even if the spectral
radius of M−1N is strictly less than 1, the convergence of the iteration (2.2) can be slow when
the radius is close to 1. The method of RRE can solve both these issues, provided that most
eigenvalues of M−1N have modulus sufficiently small (we will make this statement more precise
in the sequel).
At this point, there are two notions of a residual: the residual of the underlying equation (2.1),

r̃es(y) := F (y) = b−Ay, (2.3)

and the residual of the fixed-point iteration (2.2),

res(y) := f(y)− y = M−1 r̃es(y). (2.4)

Clearly, we have that r̃es(x) = res(x) = 0 for the solution x of (2.1). Most derivations of RRE
are only concerned with the case M = I, for which both these notions of the residual coincide,
e.g., [14,28,40,41,44], or with the residual of the iteration (2.4), e.g., [22,43]. For the moment, we
only consider the case that r̃es(·) = res(·) everywhere.1

1We will lift this restriction in Section 3.2.
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The main idea of extrapolation methods in general is to construct an extrapolant x̂ that is a
linear combination of n (which is fixed) iterates {xi}ni=1, i.e.,

x̂ =

n∑

i=1

γixi, (2.5)

for some weights γi, i = 1, . . . , n. Extrapolation methods (such as RRE) differ in the method used
to determine these weights. For RRE, the weights are chosen to minimize the residual (2.4) of a
convex combination of iterates,

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥res
(

n∑

i=1

gixi

)∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1

(2.6)

The convexity constraint imposed on the weights γi,

n∑

i=1

γi = 1, (2.7)

is an assumption that is shared by almost all extrapolation methods (not just vector extrapolation)
using linear combinations of iterates [42, Section 0.3]. The consequence of this assumption is that
the extrapolation method becomes shift-independent. That is, shifting all iterates by some constant
term x̄ also shifts the extrapolant by x̄. Furthermore, due to (2.7), it is easy to verify that

r̃es

(
n∑

i=1

γixi

)
=

n∑

i=1

γi r̃es(xi) and res

(
n∑

i=1

γixi

)
=

n∑

i=1

γi res(xi) (2.8)

hold; irrespective of M . By the observation that res(xi) = xi+1 − xi, we can thus write the
extrapolant’s residual as

res

(
n∑

i=1

γixi

)
=

n∑

i=1

γi(xi+1 − xi). (2.9)

Note that in the final term of the sum (i = n), we need the additional term xn+1 to evaluate res(xi).
This final term is used commonly in literature to express the basic optimization step involved in
RRE [16,22, 43]:

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

gi (xi+1 − xi)

∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1.

(2.10)

The optimization (2.10) is convex and can be solved efficiently using a QR-decomposition as out-
lined in [41]. Once solved, the coefficients γ are used to obtain the extrapolant (2.5). We summarize
this procedure in Algorithm 1.

2.1. Application modes

In extrapolation methods, typically the extrapolation step is applied multiple times according to
the application mode. We will here introduce two such application modes.
The first application mode we discuss is the non-cycling RRE mode (Algorithm 2). In this mode,

we compute (for fixed window size n) a sequence x̂n, x̂n+1, . . . , until convergence is achieved. This
mode can be used in a non-intrusive context in the sense that it does not require knowledge of
the underlying process generating these iterates. This is a necessity, for example, in the case of
sequences that are generated using commercial software. The non-cycling RRE mode is referred to
as n-Mode in [43]. For the scalar case, this mode is similar to Aitken’s ∆2 method [1] in the sense

Preprint. 2025-02-14



5

Algorithm 1: RRE for stationary processes (1.1) in standard formulation (2.10)

Input: Iterates x1, . . . , xn, xn+1.
Output: Extrapolant x̂.

1 Function RRE∆(x1, . . . , xn, xn+1) is

2 Initialize matrix of differences U ← [x2 − x1| . . . |xn+1 − xn] ∈ R
d×n

3 γ ← RRE(U)
4 x̂←∑n

i=1 γixi

5 end

6 Function RRE(U) is

7 Compute R ∈ R
n×n of economy-size QR-decomposition U = QR

8 Solve RTRα = 1 for α ∈ R
n

9 γ ← α/
∑n

i=1 αi

10 return γ

11 end

Algorithm 2: Non-cycling RRE mode

Input: Initialization x1, window size n ∈ N>0.
Output: Extrapolated sequence (of extrapolated iterates only) x̂n, x̂n+1, . . .

1 for i← 1, 2, . . . do
2 xi+1 ← f(xi)
3 if i ≥ n then

4 x̂i ← RRE∆(xi−n+1, . . . , xi, xi+1)
5 if x̂i converged then break

6 end

7 end

Algorithm 3: Cycling RRE mode

Input: Initialization x1, window size n ∈ N>0.
Output: Extrapolated sequence x1, x2, . . .

1 for i← 1, 2, . . . do
2 xi+1 ← f(xi)
3 if should start new cycle then xi+1 ← RRE∆(xi−n+1, . . . , xi, xi+1)
4 if xi+1 converged then break

5 end
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that a window (of fixed size) is shifted over the sequence of iterates to produce another sequence
of iterates.
For some problems, the non-cycling scheme only provides a modest speed up in terms of con-

vergence rate. To improve this, a second application mode can be used: cycling RRE mode
(Algorithm 3). In each cycle, the fixed-point iteration (1.1) is initialized using the extrapolant of
the previous cycle. Since the extrapolant is used to restart the fixed-point process, the mapping f
must be known. A new cycle may start, for example, if n divides i (line 3). Some convergence
properties of cycling RRE mode for the iterative solutions of nonlinear equations are studied in [43].

2.2. Connections to other iterative methods

Finally, we remark that in the case of solving linear systems using iterative methods, there exist
strong connections between these application modes of vector extrapolation and other iterative
methods. In the context of Krylov subspace methods, it was shown in [40] that cycling, respectively
non-cycling, RRE is equivalent to the restarted, respectively non-restarted, method of generalized
minimal residuals (GMR). Several (mathematically equivalent) implementations of GMR have
been proposed in literature such as in [2,15,51] and the commonly used GMRES [36]. RRE is also
equivalent to the method of direction inversion of the iterative subspace (DIIS) which was first
proposed in [33] to accelerate the iterative solutions of linear systems of equations. An improved
version focused on the self-consistent field (SCF) method is given in [34]. The numerical properties
of several implementations of DIIS are compared in [39].

3. Methodological extensions of RRE

In this section, we discuss two extensions to RRE that make it suitable for iterative solvers for
large-scale matrix equations: I) In Section 3.1, we treat the case that the iterates consist of low-
rank matrices; and II) In Section 3.2, we treat the case that the iterates are generated from a
fixed-point iteration with nonstationary mapping (1.3).
These two extensions are generic in nature and can be applied independently. Nevertheless, in

Section 3.3 we discuss in more detail the application of RRE with both extensions to the important
case of iteratively solving large-scale matrix equations.

3.1. RRE for low-rank matrix sequences

Similar to how RRE is used to accelerate the iterative solutions of systems with vector solutions,
we are interested in accelerating the iterative solution of the matrix-valued system

F (X) = 0. (3.1)

We assume that a solution X ∈ R
d×d exists and is symmetric. The symmetry assumption is for

convenience of notation only: the method can be extended to the non-symmetric case as will be
briefly discussed at the end of this section. The function F : Rd×d → R

d×d in equation (3.1)
may be nonlinear. We assume that a direct solution for the system (3.1) cannot be obtained (for
example, because the computational load is too high). Instead, we consider an iterative solution
process by the fixed-point iteration:

Xi+1 = F (Xi) (3.2)

with initialization X1 and F : Rd×d → R
d×d. Note that convergence of the iteration (3.2) to X

depends on F and the initialization. For example, for the matrix equations we consider in this
article, convergence is guaranteed under mild technical assumptions (which will be discussed further
in Section 3.3).
One immediate possibility is to apply RRE to the vectorized sequence of matrices {vec(Xi)}i∈N>0

,
where vec(·) stacks the columns of its argument into a vector. However, this is not possible for
large-scale problems where the iterates are too large (i.e., d is too large) to fit in memory. Instead,
iterative solvers of large-scale matrix equations, such as RADI, exploit the fact that, for many
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practical problems, the desired solution can be well-approximated by a low-rank matrix [3]. Such
solvers produce low-rank iterates in factorized form:

Xi = ZiDiZ
T

i , (3.3)

with Zi ∈ R
d×zi , Di = DT

i ∈ R
zi×zi and zi ≪ d. Algorithmically, the fixed-point iteration (3.2)

is implemented by only operating on the low-rank factors (for example, ADI and RADI). That is,
conceptually,

(Zi+1, Di+1) = F (Zi, Di), (3.4)

where potentially zi+1 6= zi.
Substituting the low-rank decomposition (3.3) into the formulation of vector RRE (2.10) gives

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

gi
(
Zi+1Di+1Z

T

i+1 − ZiDiZ
T

i

)
∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.
n∑

i=1

gi = 1

(3.5)

where ‖·‖ is now a matrix norm.
Solving this optimization problem, again, gives us a set of weights γ for which a low-rank

decomposition of the extrapolant can be constructed:

X̂ :=

n∑

i=1

γiZiDiZ
T

i

=
[
Z1 · · · Zn

]


γ1D1

. . .

γnDn



[
Z1 · · · Zn

]T
=: ẐD̂ẐT.

(3.6)

The rank of the extrapolant is at most
∑n

i=1 zi. Depending on the problem, the rank can be

significantly lower than this because the columns of Ẑ may be linearly dependent. For example, in
ADI and RADI, we have that range(Zi) ⊆ range(Zi+1) (see [4, eq. (12)]). Hence, for these methods
the rank of the extrapolant is at most zn.
From a computational point of view, solving the optimization problem (3.5) is usually not feasible

because the problem size d is so large that we are unable to assemble X1, . . . , Xn+1 ∈ R
d×d.

However, if we restrict ‖·‖ to be the Frobenius norm or spectral norm, then we can exploit the
following result in developing a computationally scalable solution strategy. We should note that
the result has been used without a proof in [32, equation (4.7)].

Lemma 3.1. For a given ∆ = ∆T ∈ R
d×d, let Q ∈ R

d×q with q ≤ d be a matrix such that
QTQ = Iq and range(∆) ⊆ range(Q). Let ‖·‖ represent either the Frobenius norm or spectral
norm. Then,

‖∆‖ =
∥∥QT∆Q

∥∥ . (3.7)

Proof. The equality (3.7) is similar to the classical result that the Frobenius and spectral norms are
invariant under orthogonal transformations [10, Section IV.2], [20, Section 7.4.7], [19, Section 6.2],
where Q is orthogonal (and hence square). However, we allow Q to be non-square in case of
rank deficiency of ∆. In this scenario, this result is a special case of the pinching inequality [11,
Theorem 2.7]. Namely, the pinching inequality will hold with equality, which we prove by showing
that the singular values of ∆ and QT∆Q coincide. Let r ≤ d be the rank of ∆. Then, ∆ has an
economy-size singular value decomposition of the form

∆ = UΣUT, (3.8)

where U ∈ R
d×r and Σ ∈ R

r×r. We pre- and post-multiply ∆ by Q and its transpose to arrive at

QT∆Q = QTUΣ(QTU)T, (3.9)

Preprint. 2025-02-14
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whose right-hand side is the economy-size singular value decomposition of QT∆Q. This can be
seen because the matrix QTU has orthonormal columns: range(∆) = range(U) ⊆ range(Q) and
QTQ = Iq imply QQTU = U , and thus

(QTU)T(QTU) = UT(QQTU) = UTU = Ir. (3.10)

Recall that the Frobenius and spectral norms of a matrix are equal to the ℓ2 and ℓ∞ norms of its
singular values, respectively. From equation (3.9), it can be seen that the singular values of QT∆Q
coincide with those of ∆. Hence, equality (3.7) holds.

We now continue to derive a computationally scalable formulation of RRE for low-rank matrix
sequences (3.3). Define z :=

∑n+1
i=1 zi and let Q ∈ R

d×z and Z̃i ∈ R
z×zi be given by the thin

QR-decomposition [
Z1 · · · Zn+1

]
= Q

[
Z̃1 · · · Z̃n+1

]
∈ R

d×z. (3.11)

Observe that

∆ :=

n∑

i=1

gi
(
Zi+1Di+1Z

T

i+1 − ZiDiZ
T

i

)
(3.12)

can be written as

=
[
Z1 · · · Zn+1

]




−g1D1

(g1 − g2)D2

. . .

(gn−1 − gn)Dn

gnDn+1







ZT

1
...

ZT

n+1


 (3.13)

and that range(∆) ⊆ range(Q). Following Lemma 3.1, ‖∆‖ =
∥∥QT∆Q

∥∥ holds, such that the
low-rank RRE (3.5) is equivalent to

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

gi

(
Z̃i+1Di+1Z̃

T

i+1 − Z̃iDiZ̃
T

i

)∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1,

(3.14)

where all the matrix products involved are much smaller than in formulation (3.5), Rz×z as opposed

to R
d×d, assuming n ≪ d such that also z :=

∑n+1
i=1 zi ≪ d. At this point, it becomes viable to

apply vec(·) to the matrices Z̃iDiZ̃
T

i , i = 1, . . . , n+ 1 and use Algorithm 1. (Note that symmetry
of these matrices can be exploited in the implementation of vec(·).)
A stronger condition than range(Zi) ⊆ range(Zi+1) may enable us to further reduce the com-

putational complexity. For example, the iterates produced by ADI and RADI reveal increments2

Vi+1 ∈ R
d×vi+1 and D̃i+1 ∈ R

vi+1×vi+1 such that vi+1 = zi+1 − zi ∈ N>0 and

Zi+1 =
[
Zi Vi+1

]
and Di+1 =

[
Di

D̃i+1

]
. (3.15)

The optimization problem (3.5) then reads

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

giVi+1D̃i+1V
T

i+1

∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1.

(3.16)

2The curious reader may skip ahead to Algorithm 6 on page 13.

Preprint. 2025-02-14



9

X1 = Z1D1Z
T

1

X2 = Z1D1Z
T

1 + V2D̃2V
T

2 RRE

X3 = Z1D1Z
T

1 + V2D̃2V
T

2 + V3D̃3V
T

3

X̂2

Extrapolant

= τ1Z1D1Z
T

1 + τ2V2D̃2V
T

2

Iterate Low-rank factors

τ1, τ2

Figure 3.1: Schema illustrating the application of RRE to the first 3 low-rank iterates X1, X2, X3,
where the weights τ1, τ2 are as in (3.20).

Observe that

∆ =
n∑

i=1

giVi+1D̃i+1V
T

i+1 =
[
V2 · · · Vn+1

]


g1D̃2

. . .

gnD̃n+1







VT

2
...

VT

n+1


 , (3.17)

whose rank is limited by q := zn+1 − z1 < zn+1 < z. Let Q̃ ∈ R
d×q and Ṽi ∈ R

q×vi be given by
the thin QR-decomposition

[
V2 · · · Vn+1

]
= Q̃

[
Ṽ2 · · · Ṽn+1

]
∈ R

d×q. (3.18)

Obviously, range(∆) ⊆ range(Q̃), and Lemma 3.1 implies that

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

giṼi+1D̃i+1Ṽ
T

i+1

∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1,

(3.19)

is equivalent to formulation (3.14). Here, all matrix products can be evaluated in R
q×q, and q < z.

Figure 3.1 gives a graphical overview on the procedure. In this figure, we also highlight the
fact that the iterates are constructed by low-rank updates (3.15). Thus, the extrapolant X̂ can be
written as a weighted sum of these low-rank updates:

X̂ =

n∑

i=1

γiXi = τ1Z1D1Z
T

1 +

n∑

i=2

τiViD̃iV
T

i , (3.20)

with τi =
∑n

j=i γj , i = 1, . . . , n.
Algorithm 4 summarizes the resulting procedure as an extension to Algorithm 1. Assuming

the iterative process (3.4) reveals an incremental structure (3.15), Algorithm 4 can be applied in
any of the two RRE modes shown in Algorithms 2 and 3. The final ingredient is exploiting the
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Algorithm 4: RRE for low-rank matrix sequences (3.19)

Input: Iterates X1, . . . , Xn+1 given by Z1 ∈ R
d×z1 and D1 ∈ R

z1×z1 as well as
Vi ∈ R

d×vi and D̃i ∈ R
vi×vi fulfilling (3.3) and (3.15) for i = 2, . . . , n+ 1.

Output: Extrapolant X̂ = ẐD̂ẐT.

1 Function RRELR
∆ (X1, . . . , Xn, Xn+1) is

2 Compute triangular factor of thin QR-decomposition:

[
V2 · · · Vn+1

]
= Q̃

[
Ṽ2 · · · Ṽn+1

]

3 Initialize matrix of differences:

U ←
[
vec(Ṽ2D̃2Ṽ

T

2 ) · · · vec(Ṽn+1D̃n+1Ṽ
T

n+1)
]
∈ R

q2×n

4 Compute weights γ ← RRE(U)
5 Assemble low-rank factors of extrapolant:

Ẑ ← Zn, D̂ ←




τ1D1

τ2D̃2

. . .

τnD̃n


 , where τi =

n∑

j=i

γj

6 end

incremental structure (3.15) to more efficiently compute the extrapolant (3.6) as shown in line 5.

Note that the first diagonal block of D̂ is given by D1, the complete inner low-rank factor of X1.
Optionally, one may remove the low-rank blocks Vi and D̃i for which τi :=

∑n

j=i γj is sufficiently
close to zero:

|τi| ≤
√
ε max
1≤j≤n

|τj | . (3.21)

3.2. RRE for nonstationary fixed-point processes

Until now, we have considered RRE in the context of stationary fixed-point processes of the
form (1.1). By stationary, we mean that the fixed-point function f stays the same for all itera-
tions. In this section, we consider nonstationary fixed-point processes of the form (1.3). To apply
RRE to nonstationary fixed-point processes, one could still use the weights obtained from the
standard formulation (2.10). However, as we will see in this section, this strategy can lead to slow
convergence. Hence, we propose an alternative formulation and show its improved convergence
speed.
To demonstrate the difference between the standard formulation and the alternative formulation,

we will consider a simple example of a vector-valued fixed-point process. Ultimately, we are
interested in nonstationary fixed-point processes in the context of iterative solution of large-scale
matrix equations. In this context, the iterates will be low-rank matrix factorizations instead of
vectors. We will further discuss this setting in Section 3.3.
Nonstationary fixed-point processes occur for instance when iteratively solving linear systems

using different preconditioners at each step. The F-GMRES introduced in [35] is a generalization
of GMRES that is designed for this scenario. An important difference between stationary and
nonstationary fixed-point processes is that the two notions of the residual, equations (2.3) and (2.4),
do no longer coincide. Worse yet, the residual (2.4) of the iterative process becomes nonstationary
as well. That is,

r̃es(xi) := b−Axi 6= xi+1 − xi = M−1
i (b−Axi) =: resi(xi). (3.22)

Therefore, we must work with the residual of the underlying equation, r̃es, as shown in Algorithm 5
(RREF ) as an extension of Algorithm 1.
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xi+1 = fi(xi) RRE∆ RREF

Figure 3.2: Comparison of RRE using the standard formulation and the proposed formulation on
a stationary and nonstationary fixed-point process.

To illustrate the advantage of using r̃es, we present a numerical example involving the itera-
tive solution of the linear system Ax = b with the well-known successive over-relaxation (SOR)
scheme [17, Section 11.2.7], see formula (2.2) with

M = Mi =
1

ωi

DA + LA and N = Ni =

(
1

ωi

− 1

)
DA − UA, (3.23)

where LA, DA, and UA denote the strictly lower triangular, diagonal, and strictly upper triangular
parts of A = LA+DA+UA, respectively, and 0 < ωi < 2. For the underlying equation Ax = b, let
A ∈ R

20×20 be a tri-diagonal matrix with 1/10 on the main diagonal and 1/20 on the sub-diagonals,
and set b = A1/ ‖A1‖. We initialize the iterative scheme with x1 = 0 and compare three runs:

1. without extrapolation; (xi+1 = f(xi))

2. with cycling RRE using the standard formulation (2.10); (RRE∆)

3. with cycling RRE using formulation (2.6) but with r̃es(·) in place of res(·). (RREF )

The results for RRE setting n = 8 are shown in Figure 3.2 for the stationary case (ωi = 0.5)
and the nonstationary case (ωi = 0.5 + 1/10 sin(0.02πi)). In both scenarios, using the RRE
that minimizes the residual of the underlying equation accelerates convergence (fewer than 130
iterations). Using the standard formulation of RRE, on the other hand, illustrates that issues are
encountered when the iterates are generated from an nonstationary fixed-point process. Although
standard RRE still converges in both cases, it is even slightly ahead of our new formulation for the
stationary case until iteration i = 72, it is significantly slower for the nonstationary process (329
iterations) than for the stationary process (129 iterations).
Observe that RREF does not require knowledge about iterate xn+1 to extrapolate from iter-

ates x1, . . . , xn. Therefore, Algorithms 2 and 3 may be reformulated to compute an extrapolation
with one less application of f . We leave this reformulation as an exercise for the reader.
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Algorithm 5: RRE for non-stationary processes (1.3)

Input: Iterates x1, . . . , xn.
Output: Extrapolant x̂.

1 Function RREF (x1, . . . , xn) is

2 Initialize matrix of residuals U ←
[
F (x1) · · · F (xn)

]
∈ R

d×n

3 γ ← RRE(U)
4 x̂←∑n

i=1 γixi

5 end

3.3. Extension to large-scale matrix equations

The generalization of RRE to low-rank matrices in Section 3.1 and to nonstationary fixed-point
iterations in Section 3.2 may be used independently. However, in the important case of iteratively
solving large-scale matrix equations we shall require both extensions simultaneously. Hence, in
this section we will provide more details of the method in this usage scenario.
We focus on the following algebraic Riccati equation (ARE) with solution X ∈ R

d×d:

R(X) := ATXE + ETXA+ CTC − ETXBH−1BTXE = 0 ∈ R
d×d, (3.24)

whereB and CT are thin rectangular matrices andH is symmetric positive definite. The ARE (3.24)
reduces to a linear Lyapunov equation whenever B = 0. AREs, and its adjoint variants which we do
not consider here, are important nonlinear matrix equations that appear in many problems in con-
trol theory [21]. In such problems, typically one is only interested in the unique stabilizing solution
X such that the spectrum of (A−BH−1BTXE,E) is in the open left half plane. The stabilizing
solution is guaranteed to exist if (A,E,B) is stabilizable and (A,E,CT) is detectable [12, 24]; as
cited by [5].
In the literature, there exist many iterative solvers that approximate the stabilizing solution of

an ARE with sparse coefficients. A comprehensive overview and comparison of different solvers is
given in [5]. In that comparison study, one of the most performant solvers is the RADI method,
first described in [4]. In this section, we only give a very brief introduction to the RADI method
since our focus is on how to accelerate RADI using the generalizations of RRE derived in the
previous sections; see [4] for more details on the full version of RADI.
The iterations of RADI can be described as follows. For a given initialization X1 = Z1D1Z

T

1 ,
write the initial residual as R(X1) = R1TR

T

1 where

R1 :=
[
CT ATZ1 ETZ1

]
∈ R

d×r,

T :=



I · ·
· · D1

· D1 −D1Z
T

1BH−1BTZ1D1


 ∈ R

r×r,
(3.25)

compare, e.g., [8]. Subsequent iterates X2, X3, . . . (and residuals) may then be determined using
the nonstationary RADI iteration map (3.4) shown in Algorithm 6. Note that complex shift
parameters (with negative real part) can also be used in RADI, in which case complex arithmetic
has to be used, e.g., in computing the low-rank factors Vi+1 and Ỹi+1 of the increments. [4,
Proposition 3] describes how to handle a pair of complex-conjugated shifts at once, reducing the
use of complex arithmetic, which is implemented in [37, mess lrradi], but, for simplicity, not
reflected in Algorithm 6. However, Algorithm 6 extends [4, formula (12)] to nonzero initializations,
X1 6= 0. Note that the residuals permit R(Xi) = RiTR

T

i , where the inner factor T is fixed for all
iterations i ∈ N>0.
An attractive feature of RADI is that the rank of the residual is bounded from above by r.

The initialization X1 fully determines the maximum rank r. If the spectrum of (A,E) is in
the open left half plane, the initialization X1 = 0 is typically used. In this case, the residual
factors (3.25) collapse to R1 = CT and T = I and, hence, the rank of the residual is equal to
rank(CTC) = rank(C).
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Algorithm 6: RADI iteration map [4, formula (12)] [37, mess lrradi simplified]

Input: Iterate Xi = ZiDiZ
T

i given by Zi ∈ R
d×zi and Di ∈ R

zi×zi .
Residual R(Xi) = RiTR

T

i given by Ri ∈ R
d×r and T ∈ R

r×r.
Output: Iterate Xi+1 = Zi+1Di+1Z

T

i+1 and residual R(Xi+1) = Ri+1TR
T

i+1.

1 Function Fi(Zi, Di, Ri, T ) is

2 Select shift parameter σi ∈ R<0

3 Compute outer low-rank factor of increment:

Vi+1 ←
√
−2σi · (AT − ETZiDiZ

T

i BH−1BT + σiE
T)−1RiT

4 Compute inner low-rank factor of increment:

Ỹi+1 ← T − 1

2σi

(
VT

i+1B
)
H−1

(
VT

i+1B
)T

and D̃i+1 ← (Ỹi+1)
−1

5 Assemble low-rank factors of Xi+1:

Zi+1 ←
[
Zi Vi+1

]
and Di+1 ←

[
Di

D̃i+1

]

6 Update outer residual factor:

Ri+1 ← Ri +
√
−2σi ·ETVi+1D̃i+1

7 end

Note that another useful property of RADI (as we mentioned in Section 3.1) is that each iter-
ate Xi can be written as a rank-r update of Xi−1. In terms of formula (3.15), it is vi+1 := r for
all i ∈ N>0. Hence, the rank of the extrapolant (3.6) is upper bounded by the rank of Xn.
The convergence speed of RADI can depend greatly on an appropriate selection of the shift

parameters. Many selection methods are proposed in literature, see, e.g., [4, 5, 45]. However,
regardless of the exact shift selection method that is used, the RADI iteration converges to the
unique stabilizing positive semi-definite solution of the ARE (3.24), e.g., if the spectrum of (A,E) is
in the open left half plane, X1 � 0, R(X1) � 0 and the shift parameters σi satisfy the non-Blaschke
condition [27, Theorem 6.1]:

∞∑

i=1

σi

1 + |σi|2
= −∞. (3.26)

Under this convergence guarantee, Algorithm 6 may be viewed as a matrix version of the nonsta-
tionary fixed-point process (1.3):

Xi+1 = Fi(Xi), (3.27)

with Fi(Xi) = Xi + Vi+1D̃i+1V
T

i+1. The nonstationarity in process (3.27) is the result of allowing
different shift parameters σk in each iteration. Hence, the results of Section 3.2 suggest that the
residual of the ARE (3.24) should be used to find the RRE coefficients. That is, instead of solving
the optimization problem (3.5), the matrix version of RRE formulated for stationary fixed-point
iterations, we solve

γ = argmin
g∈Rn

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

giRiTR
T

i

∥∥∥∥∥

s.t.

n∑

i=1

gi = 1.

(3.28)

Recall that the Riccati operator R(·) is nonlinear, such that this optimization problem only mini-
mizes an approximation of the extrapolant’s residual.
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Algorithm 7: RRE for nonstationary low-rank matrix sequences (3.28)

Input: Iterates X1, . . . , Xn given by Z1 ∈ R
d×z1 and D1 ∈ R

z1×z1 as well as Vi ∈ R
d×vi

and D̃i ∈ R
vi×vi fulfilling (3.3) and (3.15) for i = 2, . . . , n.

Residuals R(Xi) = RiTR
T

i , where Ri ∈ R
d×r and T ∈ R

r×r.

Output: Extrapolant X̂ = ẐD̂ẐT.

1 Function RRELR
R (X1, . . . , Xn, R1, . . . , Rn, T ) is

2 Compute triangular factor of thin QR-decomposition:

[
R1 · · · Rn

]
= Q̃

[
R̃1 · · · R̃n

]

3 Initialize matrix of residuals:

U ←
[
vec(R̃1T R̃

T

1) · · · vec(R̃nT R̃
T

n)
]
∈ R

(nr)2×n

4 Compute weights γ ← RRE(U)
5 Assemble low-rank factors of extrapolant:

Ẑ ← Zn, D̂ ←




τ1D1

τ2D̃2

. . .

τnD̃n


 , where τi =

n∑

j=i

γj

6 end

Optimization problem (3.28) involves the norm of a large but low-rank matrix, similar to (3.16).
Hence, we follow the same strategy of applying Lemma 3.1 leading to (3.19). The resulting pro-
cedure is summarized in Algorithm 7, which combines Algorithms 4 and 5. A visualization of
the procedure is provided in Figure 3.3. Recall that, in order to generate an n-term extrapolant,
RRELR

∆ (Algorithm 1) requires n + 1 iterates while RRELR
F (Algorithm 5) requires n. Compare

Figures 3.1 and 3.3 for the case n = 2, showing that RRELR
F is able to use more information of the

iterates than RRELR
∆ when given the same number of iterates. Note that Algorithm 7 is presented

in the way to contrast Algorithm 6 and emphasize the application of RRE therein, yet it could be
easily extended to arbitrary functional F , namely, by dropping the assumption that each residual
R(Xi) has the same rank. Instead, all we need is to allow the residual factors Ri and associated
inner factor Ti (which may no longer be the same for each iteration) to have a different size and
partition the QR-decomposition in Line 2 accordingly.

Remark 3.1. The residual factors R1, . . . , Rn and the inner factor T required to formulate the
optimization problem (3.28) are computed at each RADI step (Algorithm 6). Hence, these are
available at no extra cost. The additional cost of computing the RRE extrapolant consists of com-
puting a QR-decomposition of the concatenated residual factors (although the orthogonal matrix in
this decomposition is not needed explicitly) and finding optimal coefficients (Algorithm 1).

To monitor progress and provide a stopping criterion, the residual of the extrapolant, R(X̂),

is needed. Since the extrapolant has a low-rank structure, X̂ = ẐD̂ẐT, the corresponding resid-
ual R(X̂) directly reveals a similar low-rank structure; see formula (3.25). Lemma 3.1 may again
be used to efficiently evaluate the Frobenius or spectral norm. Interestingly, as the following theo-
rem will show, range(R(X̂)) ⊆ range(R1)∪ · · · ∪ range(Rn), for which the proof (see Appendix A)

naturally provides an efficient approach to recursively obtain a factorization of R(X̂).

Theorem 3.1. The residual of the n-term extrapolant X̂ from RRE remains in the range of
[R1 R2 . . . Rn] and there exists the factorization

R(X̂) = [R1 R2 . . . Rn]Hn[R1 R2 . . . Rn]
T,
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X1 = Z1D1Z
T

1 R1

X2 = Z1D1Z
T

1 + V2D̃2V
T

2 R2 RRE

X3 = Z1D1Z
T

1 + V2D̃2V
T

2 + V3D̃3V
T

3 R3

X̂3

Extrapolant

= τ1Z1D1Z
T

1 + τ2V2D̃2V
T

2 + τ3V3D̃3V
T

3

Iterate Low-rank factors Residual factors

τ1, τ2, τ3

Figure 3.3: Schema illustrating the application of RRE to the first 3 low-rank iterates X1, X2, X3

and corresponding residual factors R1, R2, R3 (with T = I), where the weights τ1, τ2, τ3
are as in (3.20).

of this residual, where Rn is the residual factor of R(Xn) = RnTR
T

n and Hn is a symmetric matrix
of size np× np that satisfies

Hn ≡Hn(γ1, γ2, . . . , γn) =





[
γ2
1T + (γ2 − γ2

2)Ỹ2 (γ2 − γ2
2)(T − Ỹ2)

(γ2 − γ2
2)(T − Ỹ2) γ2

2T + (γ2 − γ2
2)Ỹ2

]
, n = 2,

An + Bn + Cn, n ≥ 3,

where
An = blkdiag (Hn−1(γ1, γ2, . . . , γn−2, γn−1 + γn),0p×p) ,

Bn = blkdiag

(
0(n−2)p×(n−2)p,

[
(γ2

n − 2γn)T + (γn − γ2
n)Ỹn (γn − γ2

n)(T − Ỹn)

(γn − γ2
n)(T − Ỹn) γ2

nT + (γn − γ2
n)Ỹn

])
,

and

Cn = C̃n + C̃
T

n , C̃n =

[(n−2)p p p

0 Mn −Mn (n−1)p

0 0 0 p

]
,

where

Mn =




βn2α2nC2n

βn3α3nC3n − βn2α2nC2n

βn4α4nC4n − βn3α3nC3n

...
βn,n−1αn−1,nCn−1,n − βn,n−2αn−2,nCn−2,n

−βn,n−1αn−1,nCn−1,n




and

αin =
1

2
√
σi−1σn−1

∈ R, βni = γn

i−1∑

j=1

γj , Cin = VT

i BH−1BTVn ∈ R
p×p,

and we use blkdiag(A1, A2, . . . , Ak) to denote the block diagonal matrix formed by aligning the
block A1, A2, . . . , Ak along the main diagonal.
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Remark 3.2. The result of Theorem 3.1 provides an expression for the residual of the extrapolant
in terms of the RRE weights γi, i = 1, . . . , n. Thus, one could in principle directly minimize the
Frobenius or spectral norm of this residual (applying Lemma 3.1 to ensure computational feasi-
bility). However, we note that Theorem 3.1 treats the specific case of the ARE, while the RRE
extrapolation technique we propose in this work can be applied to any iterative process for which
the residuals are available. Furthermore, finding the RRE weights (3.19) can be done even if the
coefficients of the ARE are not directly available (making this method less intrusive).

We now consider the application of the RRE extrapolant based on (3.14) in a cycling scheme
(Algorithm 3). RADI is guaranteed to converge to the unique stabilizing solution of the ARE if i)
the shift parameters satisfy the non-Blaschke condition (3.26); ii) it is initialized using a stabilizing
initial guess Y with R(Y ) � 0 (in case the spectrum of (A,E) is in the open left half plane, Y = 0
may be used); and, in case the spectrum of (A,E) is not in the open left half plane, iii) RADI is
applied to the closed-loop ARE associated with Y [27]. Property (ii) is mentioned in [4, p. 308]
but without an explanation. We will investigate the conditions on the RRE coefficients γ1, . . . , γn,
for which these constraints on Y and R(Y ) are satisfied at the beginning of each cycle (i.e., after
each extrapolation step). For notational compactness, we derive these conditions for i = 1, . . . , n
as in Section 2, and define V1 := Z1 as well as D̃1 := D1.
To investigate when X̂ � 0, we note that each iterate Xi can be written as a sum of positive

semi-definite products VjDjV
T

j :

Xi =

i∑

j=1

VjDjV
T

j . (3.29)

Hence, a sufficient condition that X̂ =
∑n

i=1 γiXi =
∑n

i=1 τiViD̃iV
T

i � 0, is τi ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n.

This gives the following set of linear inequality constraints on γi, i = 1, . . . , n, to ensure X̂ � 0:

n∑

i=j

γj ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , n. (3.30)

For the condition R(X̂) � 0, the next theorem gives a sufficient and necessary condition for
the residual of the two-term extrapolant (n = 2) to be positive semi-definite. Its proof is given in
Appendix B.

Theorem 3.2. The residual of the two-term extrapolant

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) =
[
R1 R2

]
H2

[
RT

1

RT

2

]

is positive semi-definite if and only if 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1.

Although Theorem 3.2 only treats the case n = 2, we numerically observed (for an instance of
the ARE using randomly generated coefficients) that a similar condition holds for n = 3. Namely,

R(X̂) � 0 if and only if 0 ≤ γi ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, 3. Based on these results, we formulate the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 3.1. The residual of the extrapolant

R(γ1X1 + · · ·+ γnXn) =
[
R1 · · · Rn

]
Hn



RT

1
...

RT

n




is positive semi-definite if and only if

0 ≤ γi ≤ 1, i = 1, . . . , n. (3.31)

The bounds (3.31) to ensure positive semi-definiteness of the residual are stronger than the
bounds (3.30) to ensure positive semi-definiteness of the extrapolant. As a result, applying RRE
to ARE in a restarting scheme leads to a search space for the coefficients that is more limited
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than for a non-restarting scheme (in which case (3.31) is not required). Hence, the residual of the
extrapolant may also be larger than without the limitation (3.31), leading to an increased number
of iterations and computational time required until convergence. This matter will be numerically
investigated in Section 4.
The bounds on the RRE coefficients (3.30) and (3.31) are required because the solution of an

ARE is in general non-unique and one is typically only interested in the maximum (in the Loewner
ordering) positive semi-definite (PSD) solution. These bounds prevent the extrapolated sequence
from converging to a non-PSD solution. In the special case of Lyapunov equations (when B = 0),
the solution is unique and, hence, these bounds are not required. Furthermore, the bounds (3.31)
ensuring the residual remains PSD are not required when using a non-restarting scheme.

Remark 3.3. Although the proposed bounds prevent the extrapolated sequence from converging
to a non-PSD solution, we cannot guarantee convergence to the desired PSD solution. Finding
convergence guarantees for RRE applied on nonlinear systems is difficult and usually requires the
introduction of heuristic assumptions, see [43] for more details and some results.

4. Numerical examples

In this section, we evaluate the proposed method on several numerical examples of large-scale
matrix equations with sparse coefficients. More specifically, each example is associated with a
first-order state-space model of the form

Eż(t) = Az(t) +Bu(t),

y(t) = Cz(t),
(4.1)

where z(t) ∈ R
d denotes the state, u(t) ∈ R

p is the input and y(t) ∈ R
q is the output (in Section 4.4,

we consider a second-order system which we represent in the above first-order form). We focus on
examples in which the state dimension is large compared to the dimension of the input and output.
The operators E,A,B and C are matrices, where E,A ∈ R

d×d are sparse, E is regular and the
spectrum of (A,E) is in the open left half plane.
Associated with each model (4.1) is the ARE (3.24) using the coefficients of the state-space

model (4.1) as the coefficients of the equation and H = Ip unless otherwise specified.
We use the RADI method to produce iterates X1, X2, . . . for the Riccati equation. We stopped

the iterative process once the relative 2-norm of the residual reached the threshold 10−10. Unless
otherwise indicated, the extrapolation is performed with n = 3, where n denotes the number of
iterates used in the extrapolation.
All numerical experiments were performed on 8 cores of an AMD EPYC 7763 and required about

100 GiB of Random Access Memory (RAM). In terms of software we used MATLAB R2020b on
Linux and RADI based on version 3.0 of the MATLAB version of the M.E.S.S. toolbox [37]. We also
use RADI when iteratively solving the Lyapunov equations in Sections 4.1 and 4.3 (in which case
the RADI method coincides with the ADI method). To generate the shift parameters, projection
shifts [6] are used. We used the function mess res2 norms to compute and plot the residuals
associated with each of the following modes:

1. RADI: The RADI iterates. Indicated in plots by a solid green disk if initialized from zero
and by a green circle if initialized from a cycle restart.

2. RADI+RRE (non-cycling): The RADI iterates accelerated by non-cycling RRE (Algorithm 2).

3. RADI+RRE (cycling): The RADI iterates accelerated by cycling RRE (Algorithm 3). After
a cycle restart, the residuals are re-assembled akin to formula (3.25).

In our implementation, the main computational cost of RRE is the QR-decomposition of the
residual factors (Line 2 in Algorithm 7). We use the MATLAB function qr to accomplish this.
However, the Q-term of the QR-decomposition is not needed, which may be exploited to reduce the
computational cost [8]. Furthermore, we compute the RRE extrapolant in each iteration (provided
at least n iterates are available). Computing the extrapolant only when significant speed-up is
expected could substantially lower the computational overhead. We intend to investigate such
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optimizations of the implementation later, and focus here on the acceleration in terms of the
number of iterations only.

4.1. Example 1: Toeplitz system matrix

4.1.1. Nonlinear

This is a synthetic example based on the modifications of [26, Example 1] introduced in [5, Exam-
ple 4.4]. It is given by the following matrices:

A =




2.8 1 1 1 0 · · ·
−1 2.8 1 1 1 0

. . .

0 −1 2.8 1 1 1
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

0 −1 2.8




, E = I, (4.2)

with d = 100 000. The entries of the matrices B and C are drawn independently from a normal
distribution (together with the MATLAB command rng(1) to ensure reproducibility of the re-
sults). B is scaled such that ‖B‖ = 1. We take p = 5 and try several values of q (1, 20 and 40) to
investigate the influence of this parameter on the results. (Recall that p and q are the dimensions
of the input and output.) We set H = 10−4 · Ip.
The results are shown in Figure 4.1. Note first the staircase pattern present in all plots, in

which a decrease in residual is sometimes followed by several iterations in which the residual stays
almost constant. For q = 1, i.e., the C matrix has a single row, the improvement in residual from
the extrapolation is modest for the first 20 iterations after which it is significantly improved. As
a result, the convergence criterion (the horizontal line in the figures) is reached already after 30
iterations instead of 44 iterations for the non-accelerated sequence. In cycling mode, the 2 restarts
in iterations 20 and 28 further reduce the residual, although the convergence criterion is still only
reached after 30 iterations (the same as for the non-cycling mode).
When we increase q, it can be observed from Figures 4.1b and 4.1c that the number of iterations

required by RADI increases to more than 60. In non-cycling mode, for q = 20 RRE reduces the
number of iterations from 64 to just 63, and for q = 40 it decreases the number of iterations from
76 to 64.

Remark 4.1. In cycling mode, we observe that the iterates generated by RADI initialized from
the new cycle have a non-PSD residual. We suspect that this causes the stagnation of both the
RADI iterates and the RRE extrapolates from iteration 55.
Furthermore, as we did not implement condition (3.31), we observed the residual to be indefi-

nite on every cycle restart in all of Section 4. It remains inconclusive whether this violation of
property (ii), see page 16, has an impact on the convergence of RADI.

During the first iterations, when the relative residual is close to 1, the residual after RRE is for
many iterations larger than the residual of RADI. This is because the ARE is a nonlinear equation
and, hence, optimization (3.5) only approximately minimizes the residual of the extrapolant; see
Section 2 but with r̃es(·) 6= res(·). The approximation becomes more accurate for smaller residuals,
which is reflected by the fact that the RRE residual is much smaller than the RADI residual for
those iterations.

4.1.2. Linear

The previous results illustrate the ineffectiveness of the cycling strategy for the nonlinear ARE
(see Remark 4.1). In this section, therefore, we study a linear equation, for which RADI coincides
with the ADI method. Namely, the Lyapunov equation obtained by setting B = 0. Because the
spectrum of (A,E) is in the open left half plane, the solution is unique (in contrast to the nonlinear
ARE). This property may result in improved effectiveness of the cycling strategy.
The results are shown in Figure 4.2. For q = 1, the effect of RRE is negligible, indicating

optimality of the ADI iterates. For q = 20 and q = 40, on the other hand, both non-cycling and
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(a) q = 1.
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(b) q = 20.
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(c) q = 40.

ADI

ADI+RRE (non-cycling)

ADI+RRE (cycling)

Figure 4.1: Results of the nonlinear Toeplitz example with varying numbers of outputs q. Cycling
restarts are marked by a small vertical bar. Underlying iterations after a restart are
marked by hollow circles.
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(a) q = 1.
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(b) q = 20.
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(c) q = 40.

ADI

ADI+RRE (non-cycling)

ADI+RRE (cycling)

Figure 4.2: Results of the linear Toeplitz example with varying numbers of outputs q. Cycling
restarts are marked by a small vertical bar. Underlying iterations after a restart are
marked by hollow circles.

cycling RRE reduce the number of iterations required to reach the convergence threshold. In this
linear setting, no stagnation of the cycling strategy is observed.

4.2. Example 2: chip

This example concerns a model of the convective flow in a microelectronic chip structure [29].
The 3D structure is semi-discretized using finite element method (FEM) with d = 20 082 states
representing temperature. The q = 5 outputs of the model correspond to temperatures at 5 points
in the geometry. The single input (p = 1) represents the power dissipated by a heat element in
the structure. The matrices have been downloaded from the MOR Wiki website [48]. Due to the
convection present in the problem, A 6= AT, and the E matrix is symmetric and has full rank. In
the experiments, we test several variations of the ARE (3.24) where we scale the quadratic term
therein, i.e.:

H = λIp. (4.3)

Increasing λ makes the corresponding ARE closer to a Lyapunov equation, while decreasing λ
enhances the nonlinearity of the equation. The results for several values of λ are displayed in
Figure 4.3.
We can observe that the benefit of RRE is greater for smaller λ. Thus, as the quadratic term

becomes less significant, the iterates generated by RADI become closer to optimal (in the sense of
optimization problem (3.5)). For λ = 10−4 (Figure 4.3c), the acceleration is greatest. In iteration
41, the RRE residual is more than 3 orders of magnitude better than the RADI residual. Hence,
we also start a new cycle at that iteration. From that iteration onwards, the cycling scheme
exhibits a lower residual than the non-cycling scheme, illustrating the potential benefit of the
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(a) λ = 100.
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(b) λ = 10−2.
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(c) λ = 10−4.

RADI

RADI+RRE (non-cycling)

RADI+RRE (cycling)

Figure 4.3: Results of the chip example with varying H = λIp. Cycling restarts are marked by a
small vertical bar. Underlying iterations after a restart are marked by hollow circles.

former. However, the convergence threshold of 10−10 is not reached; similar to the Toeplitz system
matrix example in Figure 4.1b (Remark 4.1).

4.3. Example 3: steel rail profile

This example concerns the heat transfer in a steel rail profile [30]. It considers a 2D structural
cross-section of the rail semi-discretized using FEM with d = 317 377. There are p = 7 inputs
which parameterize the temperature on the boundary of the steel rail. In the control problem
associated with this benchmark, these inputs represent the temperature of the cooling fluid used
to control the internal temperature of the steel rail. Related to these inputs, the q = 6 outputs are
chosen in line with the control objective of minimizing temperature differences at specific points
in the geometry. See [9] for more details.
For this example, we consider the Riccati equation with H = 10−4 · Ip and, in addition, two

Lyapunov equations (which are linear special cases of the Riccati equation). First, the Lyapunov
equation associated with the controllability Gramian P ∈ R

d×d:

APET + EPAT + BBT = 0. (4.4)

Second, the Lyapunov equation associated with the observability Gramian ETQE ∈ R
d×d:

ATQE + ETQA+ CTC = 0. (4.5)

The results for the Riccati equation and two Lyapunov equations are shown in Figure 4.4. Since
in this example A and E are symmetric (with E 6= I positive definite), the shift parameters
are real-valued. For the Lyapunov equations, the RRE acceleration does not significantly reduce
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(a) ADI for Controllability Lyapunov eq. (4.4).
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(b) ADI for Observability Lyapunov eq. (4.5).
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(c) RADI for Algebraic Riccati eq. (3.24).

(R)ADI

(R)ADI+RRE (non-cycling)

(R)ADI+RRE (cycling)

Figure 4.4: Results of the steel rail profile example. Cycling restarts are marked by a small vertical
bar. Underlying iterations after a restart are marked by hollow circles.

the residual, indicating that the iterates generated by ADI are already nearly optimal (in the
sense of optimization problem (3.5)). For the Riccati euqation, on the other hand, the RRE
acceleration significantly reduces the residual compared to the non-accelerated RADI in iterations
where stagnation occurs. In this way, the number of iterations required to reach the convergence
criterion (the dashed horizontal line in Figure 4.4c) is reduced from 107 to 93. In cycling mode,
the restart in iteration 66 for the ARE again leads to stagnation; see Remark 4.1.

4.4. Example 4: triple chain

In this section, we consider an example of a mechanical system. The example is based on [49,
Example 2] and consists of a configuration of interconnected masses, springs, and dampers. In
second-order formulation, the model is given by

Mmassẍ+ Cdampẋ+Kstiffx = Buu,

y = Cyx.
(4.6)

We use 30 001 masses, giving d = 60 002 (p = q = 1) in the following first-order formulation (4.1):

E =

[
−Kstiff 0

0 Mmass

]
, A =

[
0 −Kstiff

−Kstiff −Cdamp

]
,

C =
[
Cy 0

]
, B =

[
0 BT

u

]T
.

Next, we apply a perfect shuffle permutation such that A and E have almost banded structure [23],
which we observed to be able to significantly improve numerical conditioning. The Rayleigh damp-
ing factors α and β which relate the damping matrix Cdamp to the mass matrix Mmass and the
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(a) n = 3.
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(b) n = 6.
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(c) n = 12.

RADI

RADI+RRE (non-cycling)

RADI+RRE (cycling)

Figure 4.5: Results of the triple chain example with varying RRE window size n. Cycling restarts
are marked by a small vertical bar. Underlying iterations after a restart are marked by
hollow circles.

stiffness matrix Kstiff as in
Cdamp = αMmass + βKstiff (4.7)

are both set to 0.1. The viscosity of the dampers is set to ν = 5 and for the masses and stiffness
coefficients we use the following values (see [49, Figure 5.1]):

m0 = 10, m1 = 1, m2 = 2, m3 = 3,

k0 = 50, k1 = 10, k2 = 20, k3 = 1.
(4.8)

For this example, we evaluate the method using the ARE (3.24) and several settings for the
window size n. The results are displayed in Figure 4.5. The residual of the extrapolants is
(significantly) higher than the residual of the RADI iterates for all window sizes n for the first
30 iterations. After these initial 30 iterations, in the non-cycling mode, we would expect the
RRE residual to decrease faster for larger n, while for n = 6 and n = 12 the RRE residual
sometimes even exceed the RADI residuals up to iteration 50. All these observations are likely
caused by the nonlinearity of the ARE (3.24). Starting at iteration 56, during the last stagnation
phase before the termination of RADI, the picture changes: the wider n = 12 yields a small
but consistent acceleration, while the RRE residuals of the narrower n collapse onto the RADI
residuals. This may, however, be caused by the (default) optimizer of MATLAB we used and its
associated numerical tolerances. Enabling cycling mode in this example again leads to stagnation
of the residual; see Remark 4.1. Possibly, restarting before the iterate is sufficiently close to the
solution exacerbates the numerical ill-conditioning of the subsequent RADI iterates.
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4.5. Error of RRE solution on small versions of the examples

A Riccati equation can have many solutions, while typically one is only interested in the unique
stabilizing solution. Under some technical assumptions, as discussed in Section 3.3, RADI is
guaranteed to converge to this stabilizing solution. As mentioned in Remark 3.3, no such guarantees
exist for the RRE solution.
Hence, we confirm that the RRE solution is close to the desired PSD solution on small-scale

versions of all numerical examples presented in this section (except the chip example presented

in Section 4.2). We compute the relative error of the RRE solution X̂ with respect to the exact

solution X (computed using the MATLAB function icare) given by ‖X‖−1 ·
∥∥∥X − X̂

∥∥∥. The results
are as follows:

• Section 4.1 (Toeplitz system matrix): size d = 500 and relative error 5 · 10−14.

• Section 4.3 (steel rail profile): size d = 371 and relative error 7 · 10−13.

• Section 4.4 (triple chain): size d = 302 and relative error 4 · 10−9.

5. Conclusion and outlook

We proposed an extension of RRE that allows it to be applied to nonstationary fixed-point itera-
tions and problems involving large-scale low-rank matrices. We formulated an efficient least-squares
problem to find the RRE extrapolant. Although our scheme can be applied to arbitrary sequences
of low-rank matrices, we specifically discussed its application to accelerating iterative solvers of
large-scale matrix equations (in particular the ARE). We analyzed some theoretical properties of
the extrapolation applied to the RADI algorithm and showed that linear equality constraints on
the RRE coefficients are sufficient to prevent convergence to non-PSD solutions for a non-restarting
RRE scheme. However, we also conjecture that for a restarting RRE scheme additional constraints
are required which diminish the acceleration potential for AREs. The numerical examples that we
treated illustrated the potential of the approach. We specifically investigated how the convergence
acceleration may be affected by the problem size, the type of equation and the number of iterates
used for extrapolation.
In the future, we intend to derive convergence guarantees for our RRE method applied to AREs.

As mentioned in Remark 3.3, convergence of RRE for general nonlinear systems is a difficult task
if we only have knowledge of some regularity properties of the nonlinearity. For the specific case
of AREs, we have an explicit form of the nonlinearity (formula (3.27) and Algorithm 6) which
may allow us to obtain convergence results that, in contrast to existing results in literature, do not
require heuristic assumptions that are hard to verify. Furthermore, an investigation of the benefits
of RRE in terms of computational time will be interesting, and requires development of a strategy
that adaptively enables RRE.

Code and data availability

The algorithms implemented in this paper and the data sets analyzed are available at:

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.14103909
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A. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. Before starting the proof we need the following auxiliary identities, which can be shown,
after some manipulation, from the modified RADI iteration (Algorithm 6), that is,

ATVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E = Rk−1T (R
T

k −RT

k−1) + ETXk−1BH−1BTVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E

− σk−1E
TVkỸ

−1
k VT

k E (A.1)

and

− γ2
kE

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k BH−1BTVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E = −γ2
kE

TVkỸ
−1
k · 2σk−1(T − Ỹk) · Ỹ −1

k VT

k E

= γ2
k(Rk −Rk−1)T (R

T

k −RT

k−1) + 2γ2
kσk−1E

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E, (A.2)

where
2σkE

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E = −(Rk −Rk−1)Ỹk(R
T

k −RT

k−1). (A.3)

The proof is by induction on the number n of extrapolation terms. First consider the case n = 2.
From the assumption γ1 + γ2 = 1 and the equation (with V1 ≡ Z1 and Ỹ −1

1 ≡ D1)

Xk =
k∑

i=1

ViỸ
−1
i VT

i , k = 1, 2, . . . , (A.4)

we have R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) = R(X1 + γ2V2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 ). Using (3.24), the expression then can be
expanded as

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) = R(X1) + γ2(A
TV2Ỹ

−1
2 VT

2 E + �T)

− (γ1 + γ2)γ2(E
HX1BH−1BTV2Ỹ

−1
2 VT

2 +�T)− γ2
2E

HV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 BH−1BTV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E,

where and henceforth we write the “�T” symbol rightmost inside a bracket as a shorthand for the
transpose of the preceding terms (for the sake of brevity). It follows from (A.1) and (A.2) and
then (A.3) that

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) = R(X1) + γ2
(
R1T (R

T

2 −RT

1) +�T
)
− 2γ2σ1E

TV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E

+
(
(γ2 − (γ1 + γ2)γ2)E

TX1BH−1BTV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E +�
T
)

+ γ2
2(R2 −R1)T (R

T

2 −RT

1) + 2γ2
2σ1E

TV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E

= R(X1) + γ2
(
R1T (R

T

2 −RT

1) +�
T
)
+ γ2

2(R2 −R1)T (R
T

2 −RT

1)

+ 2(γ2
2 − γ2)σ1E

TV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E

= R(X1) + γ2
(
R1T (R

T

2 −RT

1) +�T
)
+ γ2

2(R2 −R1)T (R
T

2 −RT

1)

+ (γ2 − γ2
2)(R2 −R1)Ỹ2(R

T

2 −RT

1).

The final expression can equivalently be written as the factorization

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) =
[
R1 R2

]
H2

[
RT

1

RT

2

]
, H2 ≡H2(γ1, γ2) = A2 + B2,

where

A2 = blkdiag(T,0p×p), B2 =

[
(γ2

2 − 2γ2)T + (γ2 − γ2
2)Ỹ2 (γ2 − γ2

2)(T − Ỹ2)

(γ2 − γ2
2)(T − Ỹ2) γ2

2T + (γ2 − γ2
2)Ỹ2

]
.

This clearly shows range(R(γ1X1 + γ2X2)) ⊆ range([R1 R2]). Although in the expression for H2

there is only one free parameter γ2 as a result of the constraint γ1 + γ2 = 1, here we still write out
explicitly the dependence on all the parameters as H2(γ1, γ2); same for all the Hk below.
We will see later that the case n = 2 is special in that the terms ETX1BH−1BTV2Ỹ

−1
2 VT

2 E and
its transpose disappear because their coefficients cancel out as γ2 − (γ1 + γ2)γ2 = 0, which is a
property that does not hold for arbitrary n 6= 2.
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In order to see the pattern, we also present the case of n = 3 in detail (as the base case for
induction). We have, using the assumption γ1 + γ2 + γ3 = 1 and (A.1)–(A.4),

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2 + γ3X3) = R(γ1X1 + (γ2 + γ3)X2 + γ3V3Ỹ
−1
3 VT

3 )

= R(γ1X1 + (γ2 + γ3)X2) + γ3(A
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(
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3 VT
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)
,

where range(R(γ1X1 + (γ2 + γ3)X2)) ⊆ range([R1 R2]) from the case of n = 2, and so we only
need to investigate the last two terms:

(ET(X2 −X1)BH−1BTV3Ỹ
−1
3 VT

3 E +�
T)

= ETV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 BH−1BTV3Ỹ
−1
3 VT

3 E + ETV3Ỹ
−1
3 VT

3 BH−1BTV2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 E.

Defining

αik =
1

2
√
σi−1σk−1

∈ R, Cik = VT

i BH−1BTVk ∈ R
p×p, (A.5)

we have

(ET(X2 −X1)BH−1BTV3Ỹ
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3 VT

3 E +�T) =

α23((R2 −R1)C23(R
T
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and, therefore,

γ3(γ1E
T(X2 −X1)BH−1BTV3Ỹ

−1
3 VT

3 E +�T) = [R1 R2 R3]C3[R1 R2 R3]
T,

where

C3 = γ3γ1α23




0 C23 −C23

CT

23 −C23 − CT

23 C23

−CT

23 CT

23 0


 .

Then, the factorization follows:

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2 + γ3X3) = [R1 R2 R3]H3



RT

1

RT

2

RT

3


 ,

where

H3 ≡H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) = A3 + B3 + C3,

with
A3 = blkdiag(H2(γ1, γ2 + γ3),0p×p)

and

B3 = blkdiag

(
0p×p,

[
(γ2

3 − 2γ3)T + (γ3 − γ2
3)Ỹ3 (γ3 − γ2

3)(T − Ỹ3)

(γ3 − γ2
3)(T − Ỹ3) γ2

3T + (γ3 − γ2
3)Ỹ3

])
.

This clearly shows range(R(γ1X1 + γ2X2 + γ3X3)) ⊆ range([R1 R2 R3]).
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Assume as the induction hypothesis (n = k−1) range(R(
∑k−1

i=1 ζiXi)) ⊆ range([R1 R2 . . . Rk−1])

for any set of real numbers {ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζk−1} such that
∑k−1

i=1 ζi = 1, and, specifically,

R

(
k−1∑

i=1

ζiXi

)
= [R1 R2 · · · Rk−1]Hk−1(ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζk−1)




RT

1

RT

2

. . .
RT

k−1




holds for some symmetric matrix Hk−1(ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζk−1) ∈ R
(k−1)p×(k−1)p. We now prove

range

(
R

(
k∑

i=1

γiXi

))
⊆ range([R1 R2 . . . Rk])

with
∑k

i=1 γi = 1 and show how to efficiently obtain the factorization of the residual of the k-term

extrapolant. Similarly, by using the assumption
∑k

i=1 γi = 1 and (A.1)–(A.4), we have

R(γ1X1 + γ2X2 + · · ·+ γkXk) = R
(∑k−2

j=1 γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1 + γkVkY
−1
k VT

k

)

= R
(∑k−2

j=1 γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1

)
+ γk(A

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E +�T)

− γ2
kE

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k BH−1BTVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E

− γk
(
ET(

∑k−2
j=1 γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1)BH−1BTVkỸ

−1
k VT

k E +�T
)

= R
(∑k−2

j=1 γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1

)

+ γk
(
Rk−1T (R

T

k −RT

k−1) +�T
)
− 2γkσk−1E

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E

+ γk
(
ET((1 − γk−1 − γk)Xk−1 −

∑k−2
j=1 γjXj)BH−1BTVkỸ

−1
k VT

k E +�T
)

+ γ2
k(Rk −Rk−1)T (R

T

k −RT

k−1) + 2γ2
kσk−1E

TVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E

= R
(∑k−2

j=1 γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1

)
+ γk(Rk−1T (R

T

k −RT

k−1) +�T)

+ γ2
k(Rk −Rk−1)T (R

T

k −RT

k−1) + (γk − γ2
k)(Rk −Rk−1)Ỹk(R

T

k −RT

k−1)

+ γk
(
ET
∑k−2

j=1 γj(Xk−1 −Xj)BH−1BTVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E +�T
)
.

We have, using (A.4) again,

γk
∑k−2

j=1 γj(Xk−1 −Xj) = γk
∑k−2

j=1 γj
(∑k−1

i=1 ViỸ
−1
i VT

i −
∑j

i=1 ViỸ
−1
i VT

i

)

= γk
∑k−2

j=1 γj
∑k−1

i=j+1 ViỸ
−1
i VT

i

= γkγ1V2Ỹ
−1
2 VT

2 + γk(γ1 + γ2)V3Ỹ
−1
3 VT

3 + · · ·
+ γk(γ1 + γ2 + · · ·+ γk−2)Vk−1Ỹ

−1
k−1V

T

k−1

=:
∑k−1

i=2 βkiViỸ
−1
i VT

i ,

where we have defined βki = γk
∑i−1

j=1 γj. Therefore, we have

ETViỸ
−1
i VT

i BH−1BTVkỸ
−1
k VT

k E = αik(Ri −Ri−1)Cik(R
T

k −RT

k−1),

using the definitions from (A.5). And, after some manipulation,

γk




k−2∑

j=1

γjE
T(Xk−1 −Xj)BH−1BTVkỸ

−1
k VT

k E +�
T


 =

[R1 R2 . . . Rk]Ck[R1 R2 . . . Rk]
T,

where

Ck = C̃k + C̃
T

k , C̃k =

[(k−2)p p p

0 Mk −Mk (k−1)p

0 0 0 p

]
,
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and

Mk =




βk2α2kC2k

βk3α3kC3k − βk2α2kC2k

βk4α4kC4k − βk3α3kC3k

...
βk,k−1αk−1,kCk−1,k − βk,k−2αk−2,kCk−2,k

−βk.k−1αk−1,kCk−1,k




, k ≥ 3.

Then, the factorization follows:

R

(
k∑

i=1

γiXi

)
= [R1 R2 · · · Rk]Hk




RT

1

RT

2

. . .
RT

k


 , Hk ≡Hk(γ1, γ2, . . . , γk) = Ak + Bk + Ck,

where
Ak = blkdiag (Hk−1(γ1, γ2, . . . , γk−2, γk−1 + γk),0p×p) .

in which the existence of Hk−1(γ1, γ2, . . . , γk−2, γk−1 + γk) ≡Hk−1 such that

R




k−2∑

j=1

γjXj + (γk−1 + γk)Xk−1


 = [R1 R2 · · · Rk−1]Hk−1




RT

1

RT

2

. . .
RT

k−1




follows from the inductive hypothesis, and

Bk = blkdiag

(
0(k−2)p×(k−2)p,

[
(γ2

k − 2γk)T + (γk − γ2
k)Ỹk (γk − γ2

k)(T − Ỹk)

(γk − γ2
k)(T − Ỹk) γ2

kT + (γk − γ2
k)Ỹk

])
.

The range property range(R(
∑k

i=1 γiXi)) ⊆ range([R1 R2 . . . Rk]) follows (for n = k) and hence
the induction is completed.

B. Proof of Theorem 3.2

Proof. Clearly, if we can factorize H2 into the form of HHT for some H , then a factorization of
the same form is immediately available for R(γ1X1 + γ2X2), which is equivalent to say the matrix
is positive semi-definite.
Since T and Ỹ2 are both positive semi-definite, we can write T = F1F

T

1 and Ỹ2 = F2F
T

2 , and
then we have

H2 =

[
γ2
1F1F

T

1 + γ1γ2F2F
T

2 γ1γ2(F1F
T

1 − F2F
T

2 )
γ1γ2(F1F

T

1 − F2F
T

2 ) γ2
2F1F

T

1 + γ1γ2F2F
T

2

]

=:

[
αF1 γF2

βF1 ηF2

] [
αFT

1 βFT

1

γFT

2 ηFT

2

]
,

where the second identity holds if

αα = γ2
1 , γγ = γ1γ2 = ηη, ββ = γ2

2

and
αβ = γ1γ2 = −γη, αβ = γ1γ2 = −ηγ.

Since γ1 and γ2 are real numbers, it holds that γ1γ2 = γ1γ2 and therefore the set of conditions on
the scalar coefficients α, β, γ, η in the complex domain can be simplified as

|α| = |γ1|, |γ|2 = γ1γ2, |η|2 = γ1γ2, |β| = |γ2|

and
αβ = γ1γ2 = −γη.
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A solution {α, β, γ, η} to this set of equations obviously exists if γ1γ2 ≥ 0: we can simply take

α = ±γ1, β = ±γ2

and
γ = ±√γ1γ2, η = ∓√γ1γ2

to obtain four different sets of real solutions. In other words, since γ1+γ2 = 1, we have shown that
if 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1, then the intermediate factor H2 is positive semi-definite and hence the residual
of the extrapolant R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) is positive semi-definite.
Next, we show by contradiction the condition 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1 on the other hand is a necessary con-

dition for the residual of the extrapolant to be positive semi-definite. Now suppose R(γ1X1+γ2X2)
is positive semi-definite, so the intermediate factor H2 must be positive semi-definite. Suppose,
however, the condition 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1 is not satisfied, then from the relation γ1 + γ2 = 1 it holds
that γ1γ2 < 0, that is, γ1 < 0, γ2 > 1 with |γ2| > |γ1| or γ2 < 0, γ1 > 1 with |γ1| > |γ2|. This is to
say, we have γ1γ2 < 0 with either |γ1γ2| > γ2

1 or |γ1γ2| > γ2
2 .

As a consequence of positive semi-definiteness of H2, its (1, 1)-block (one of the leading principal
submatrix) γ2

1F1F
T

1 + γ1γ2F2F
T

2 ≡ γ2
1T + γ1γ2Ỹ2 is positive semi-definite and also γ2

2F1F
T

1 +
γ1γ2F2F

T

2 ≡ γ2
2T + γ1γ2Ỹ2 is positive semi-definite (just consider the positive semi-definiteness of

the Schur complement). Without loss of generality, suppose, from the above discussion, γ1γ2 < 0
holds with |γ1γ2| > γ2

1 . Then, we have

γ2
1T + γ1γ2Ỹ2 + γ2

1 Ỹ2 − γ2
1 Ỹ2 < 0 ⇐⇒ γ2

1(T − Ỹ2) < (|γ1γ2| − γ2
1)Ỹ2,

where the latter Loewner order relation implies that γ2
1(T − Ỹ2) is positive semi-definite because

(|γ1γ2|−γ2
1)Ỹ2 is positive semi-definite. On the other hand, recall from the modified RADI iteration

(Algorithm 6) that, with σk < 0, we have Ỹ2 < T , which is equivalent to say T − Ỹ2 is negative
semi-definite; a contradiction!
Therefore, we have proved above that 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1 is a sufficient and necessary condition for

the residual of the extrapolant R(γ1X1 + γ2X2) to be positive semi-definite.
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[3] Peter Benner and Zvonimir Bujanović. On the solution of large-scale algebraic Riccati equa-
tions by using low-dimensional invariant subspaces. Linear Algebra Appl., 488:430–459, 2016.
doi:10.1016/j.laa.2015.09.027.
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