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On the partial condition numbers for the indefinite least squares problent
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Abstract

The condition number of a linear function of the indefinitadesquares solution is called the partial
condition number for the indefinite least squares problenthis paper, based on a new and very general
condition number which can be called the unified conditiombar, we first present an expression of
the partial unified condition number when the data space @ssared by a general weighted product
norm. Then, by setting the specific norms and weight paras)etee obtain the expressions of the
partial normwise, mixed and componentwise condition nukddoreover, the corresponding structured
partial condition numbers are also taken into considanatiben the problem is structured. Considering
the connections between the indefinite and total least sqymoblems, we derive the (structured) partial
condition numbers for the latter, which generalize the dndke literature. To estimate these condition
numbers effectively and reliably, the probabilistic spalatorm estimator and the small-sample statistical
condition estimation method are applied and three reldtgatithms are devised. Finally, the obtained
results are illustrated by numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction

The indefinite least squares (ILS) problem is a generatinaif the famous linear least squares (LLS)
problem. It can be stated as follows:

ILS: min(b—Ax)"J(b—Ax), (1.2)

XERN

whereA € R™"with m>n, b € R™, andJ is a signature matrix defined as
Hereafter, for any matriB, BT denotes its transpose, aRfi, R™", and|, stand for the real vector space

of dimensionn, the set ofm x n real matrices, and the identity matrix of orderrespectively. From
[6,19], it follows that the ILS probleni(1l1) has a unique s$iain:

X(A,b) = M~IATIb  with M = ATIA
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if and only if ATJAis positive definite. We will assume throughout this papet the condition holds.
Note that this condition implies thgt> nandA(1: p,1:n) has full column rank and so dogd6]. So,
for a genuinely ILS problemm > nis required.

The ILS problem was first proposed by Chandrasekaran ét]enfdfinds many important applica-
tions in some areas. For example, it can be used to solvettiidgast squares (TLS) problem [25]. Also,
we will encounter this problem in the area of optimizatiormkm asH*-smoothing([20], 40]. The reader
can refer to[[9] for the detailed explanations. So, someastmvestigated its numerical algorithms,
stability of algorithms, and perturbation analysis (€63/9,/18/ 33| 34, 35, 41, 45]). Considering that the
condition number ‘plays a leading role in the study of botbusacy and complexity of numerical algo-
rithms’ [7, p. vii], Bojanczyk et al.[[6] and Grcalr [18] stuatl the normwise condition number of the ILS
problem and presented an upper bound; Li et al. [32] discuigsemixed and componentwise condition
numbers of this problem, and derived their explicit expmssand the easily computable upper bounds.

In this paper, by defining a unified condition number whicHudes the normwise, mixed and com-
ponentwise condition numbers as special cases, we maingid=r the partial condition numbers for the
ILS problem when the data spa@8™" x R™ is measured by a general weighted product norm.

As mentioned in Abstract, the partial condition number femed to the condition number of a linear
function of the indefinite least squares solutigA, b), i.e.,LTx(A, b) with L € R™K (k < n). This kind of
condition number was first studied by Cao and Petzold foalisgstems based on the regular normwise
condition number([8]. Later, it was proposed for the LLS peob based on the normwise, mixed and
componentwise condition numbers|[1, 2] and the TLS probleset on the normwise condition number
[3]. In[d}[2,[3,[8], the authors also provided some motivagidor investigating this kind of condition
number. For example, in practice, we may only be interesietié sensitivity of part of the elements
of the solution and hence we only need to know the conditiombrar of this part of the elements.
The regular condition number cannot work well in this caseaddition, the regular condition number
cannot evaluate the differences between the sensitivisaoi element of the solution either. All of these
problems can be tackled by the partial condition numberesine can get the desired results by choosing
differentL. For example, wheh is the identity matrix or a column vector of the identity niatthe
partial condition number will reduce to the condition numbgthe solutionx(A, b) or of an element of
the solution.

The general weighted product norm used to measure the dataRf™" x R™ in this paper is a
generalization of the following weighted product norm

|(aA.Bb) | = /a2 |AJZ + B2 [b],, a>0,8>0, (1.2)

which was first used by Gratton for deriving the normwise dtiodl number for the LLS problem [17]. In
(L.2),||o||¢ denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix, din{l, denotes the spectral norm of a matrix or the
Euclidean norm of a vector. We will call the latter 2-normfoninly later in this paper. Subsequently, the
weighted product norni_(1.2) was applied to the partial noiseweondition number for the LLS problem
[1] and the normwise condition number of the truncated damgualue solution of a linear ill-posed
problem [5]. As pointed out in_[17], this norm is very flexibMyith it, we can monitor the perturbations
on A andb. For example, ifd — o, no perturbation o\ will be permitted; similarly, if3 — oo, there
will be no perturbation orb allowed. The norm[(1]2) was ever generalized|{® A Bb)||- by Wei et
al. [42] for studying the normwise condition number of thaekaleficient LLS problem. Heré€l is a
positive diagonal matrix. Later, the generalized norm wadiad to the weighted LLS problem [47].
The general weighted product norm of this paper is also argtiration of the above generalized norm;
see the explanation following(3.2). So, in comparisors Kind of product norm has more advantages.
Recently, the structured condition numbers of some problsuth as the linear systems, the LLS
problem, and the TLS problem have received a lot of attentRump [38/ 39] presented the structured
condition numbers of the linear systems with respect to mosen or componentwise distances. The
obtained results generalized the corresponding ones n [R@ et al. [46] considered the structured
normwise condition humbers for the LLS problem, while Cucked Diao [10] obtained its structured



mixed and componentwise condition numbers. For the TLSlemopLi and Jial[31l] derived its struc-
tured mormwise and mixed condition numbers. The result8In 38, 39| 46] show that the structured
condition number can be much tighter than the unstructunedmsome cases. Like the structured con-
dition numbers for the above problems, the structured gdartindition numbers of the ILS problem are
also of interest. We will investigate them in the fourth pafrthis paper corresponding to the results on
the nonstructured partial condition numbers.

As introduced above or in [6] 9], the ILS problem has a closaiomship with the TLS problem. In
fact, the TLS solution can be regarded as a solution to aa@ipéS problem; se€ [9] or Sectidn 5 below
for details. In recent years, some authors studied the tondiumbers of the TLS problem. Zhou et
al. [48] considered the normwise, mixed, and componentaasglition numbers of the so called scaled
TLS problem, a generalization of the TLS problem. Afterw@dboulin and Gratton [3] investigated the
partial normwise condition number of the TLS problem andvjsled some computable expressions. At
the same time, Li and Jia[B1] also presented an expressitie olormwise condition number. The latest
formula, and the lower and upper bounds of the normwise tiondhumber for the TLS problem were
given in [26]. In addition, Xie et al.[ [44] showed that thegBrnormwise condition numbers given in
[3,[31,[48] are mathematically equivalent. In the fifth pdrthis paper, we will find that the (structured)
partial condition numbers of the TLS problem can be derivethfthe results of a special ILS problem.
To our best knowledge, it is the first time to study the condithumbers for the TLS problem from the
view of the ILS problem.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sedtion 2gmtsssome preliminaries. In Sectioh 3,
we obtain the expressions of the partial unified conditiomber and the partial normwise, mixed and
componentwise condition numbers of the ILS problem. As imest above, Section$ 4 and 5 are mainly
devoted to the structured partial condition numbers of ti&problem and the connections between the
partial condition numbers of the ILS and TLS problems, retipely. Considering that computing a
condition number may be expensive and a good estimate iptadxte for practical purpose [21, Chapter
15], in Sectiorib, we provide the statistical estimates efrésults derived in Sections 3 dnd 4 on basis
of the probabilistic spectral norm estimator [23] and theabrpample statistical condition estimation
(SSCE) method [27]. The numerical experiments for illustgathe obtained results are given in Section
[7. Finally, we present the conclusion of the whole paper.

2 Preliminaries

Following [43], we define the entry-wise division betweea tlectorsa € RP andb = [by,--- ,bp]T €
RP by

g _ diagf(b)a, 2.1)

where diad(b) is diagonal with diagonal elemertt$, - -- ,bi. Here, for a numbet € R, ¥ is defined by
& {5 c#0,
1, c=0.

By (2.1), we now define a new and general condition number.

Definition 2.1 Let F: RP — RY be a continuous mapping defined on an open set (Bora RP, the

domain of definition of F. Then the condition number of F atRom(F) is defined by

H F (x+Ax)—F (x)
¢

X
B

Ke(X) = lim su
F( ) 5—0 Ax b
0< F

o

H H

where| - ||, and|| - ||, are the vector norms defined &P andRY, respectively, an@ € RP and & € RY
are parameters with a requirement that if some elemeft isf zero, then the corresponding element of
Ax must be zero.



Remark 2.2 When we sef3 to be the data, the requirement off in Definition[2.1 means that the zero
elements ok do not perturb. As we know, in the floating point number systameal numbeo can be
represented afl(a) = a(1+ d) with |8| < Ho, whereLlp is the unit roundoff([211, p. 38]. Thus, when
a =0, we havefl(a) = 0. This fact shows that the zero element should not be pedusihd hence the
mentioned requirement in Definition 2.1 is reasonable acdable.

Remark 2.3 The condition number in Definitidn 2.1 can be called the uditiendition number since it
is very general and covers several popular condition nusnb¥ésr example, whep =v =2, andf3 =
[[[X]|2,-- -, [[X||2]T € RPwithx# 0 andé = [||F (X)|2,-- -, ||F(X)||2]T € R9with F (x) # 0, we get the norm-
wise condition number in[13,37]; whgn= v = o, andf = x # 0 andé = [||F (X)|w, - - , [|F (X)||ee] " €

RY (& = F(x)) with F(x) # 0, the mixed (componentwise) condition number_in [14, 48bfes. More-
over, the parametei® and & can be positive real numbers instead of vectors in Defin@dh In this
case, the entry-wise division between vectors reducegtetjular scalar multiplication between a scalar
and a vector.

The operator ‘vec’ and Kronecker product play importanesoin obtaining the expression of the
condition number. We introduce some necessary resultsese tihvo tools as follows.
For a matrixA = [ay, - - - ,a,] € R™" with & € R™, the operator 'vec’ is defined as

VedA) = [a—JI.—7 T 7ar1‘|—]T € IKmn7
and the Kronecker product betwean= (a;) € R™" andB € RP*9is defined by (e.g.[ [24, Chapter 4]),
a;1B a;oB --- a;nB

a2.1B ang ce. a_zlnB c RMP<NG,

3B BB - aB
From the above definition, it is easy to find that whnea- 1 andg = 1, i.e., wherA is a row vector and
B is a column vector,
A®B=BA (2.2)

The following results on the operator ‘vec’ and Kroneckavdurct are fromi[24, Chapter 4],

(AoB)T = (AT ®BT), (2.3)
veq/AXB) = (BT @ A) veq(X), (2.4)
MmvedA) = veqAT), (2.5)

whereX € R™P, andMg € RSt js thevec-permutation matriwhich depends only on the dimensions
sandt. Note that ifn = 1, thenlM,q = Iq and hence

Mom(A®B) = (B®RA). (2.6)
In addition, from [24, Chapter 4], we also have
(A®B)(C®D) = (AC)® (BD), (2.7)

where the matrice€ andD are of suitable orders.



3 The partial condition numbers of the ILS problem

Let L € R™K with k < n be a given matrix and be not perturbed numerically. We censide
following mapping

g:R™"x R™ — R¥
(A,b) = g(Ab) =LTx(Ab) =L"™M!ATJh

From the discussions in_[32], it follows that the mappmg continuously Fréchet differentiable in a
neighborhood of A,b). Denote byg'(A,b) the Fréchet derivative df at (A,b). Thus, using the chain
rules of composition of derivatives or froml [6,132], we have

g(Ab) : R™"x R™ — RK
(AA,Ab) — g (A,b)o(AA,Ab) = LTM~H(AA) TIr — LTMIATI(AA)X
+L"TM1ATJ(Ab), (3.1)
wherer = b— Axandd'(A,b)o(AA,Ab) denotes that we apply the mappiggA,b) to the small per-

turbation variablg AA, Ab). Then according to Definition 2.1 and the resultsin [13, 3 using the
operator ‘vec’, the condition number gfat the point(A,b) can be given by

H g (Ab)o (AAAb)

K||_3(A, b) = sup

(3.2)
Jvec(9.8)] #oHvecGA ”’)H

whereW € R™" B € R™and& € RX are parameters with a requirement that if some elemek of
B is zero, then the corresponding elemenf\dfor Ab must be zero. As mentioned in Remark] 2.3, the
parametersV and 8 can be chosen to be positive real numbers. In this case, ifetye s 2 further,
the norm on the data spa&™" x R™ used in [[(3.2) will reduce to the weighted product nofml(1.2).
What's more, if we sett = 2, W to be a special positive matrix, afidto be a positive real number, then
the weighted product norm used [n_[42] can be recovered. €&pmently, the weighted product norm
considered here is more general and hence has more advantage

From the explanations in Sectigh 1 and Renfark 2.3, we calctmelition numberk; s(A,b) the
partial unified condition number of the ILS problem (1.1) wiespect td.. An explicit expression of
this condition number is presented as follows.

Theorem 3.1 The partial unified condition number of the ILS probl€hil) with respect to L is

KiLs(A,b) = ||diag"(§)Mgdiagived W, B))]| . , - (3.3)
where
Mg = [((INT @ (L™ H) Mpp—x" @ (LTM?ATI),LTM AT (3.4)
and|| - ||y,v is the matrix norm induced by the vector norfng|, and|| - ||.
Proof. Applying the operator vec tg (A, b)o(AA, Ab) and using[(Z4) and(2.5) gives
d(A,b)o(AA,Ab) = vedd (A b)o(AA,Ab))
(ANT® (LTM 1) Mmpved AA)
— (X" ® (L"TM1ATJ)) veqAA) +LTM AT J(Ab)
— My [VeiﬁA)} . (3.5)



Considering the requirement &handp in (3.2), we have

% | = disgtvec. ) Ve‘ffA)]- (3.6)
Substituting [336) into(315) and then infa(3.2) implies
diagf(£)Mydiagiveo W, B)) eoﬁ(;AA)]
T )0 =Rl

= |[diagf (&) Mydiagvea . ) |, - O

Note that the expression &f s(A,b) given in Theoreni 3]1 is very general. In the following, we
mainly concentrate on some specific norms and parameteirapdifg and specify the expression.

Theorem 3.2 (2-norm) Whenu = v = 2, and the parameter®¥, 3, and ¢ are positive real numbers,
the partial condition numbef3.3) has the following two equivalent expressions

LT M2 (W2||r 210+ (W2||x| 2462 ) AT A—W2(xrT A+ AT rxT) )M~ 1L || 22
s by = LM (V2 )E bTATATe) ML (3.7)

and

LM 2 [Wlrlla(in = AT, —BAT, WIK|2AT (1 — o)

i3

K2||_5(A, b) = f (38)
Proof. Under the hypothesis of this theorem, from Theokem 3.1, ave h
WMy, BLTM AT
K2|LS(A7b): H[ 1 B E :|H27 (39)
whereM; = ((In)T @ (LTM~1)) M —xT @ (LTM~XATJ). Note that, for any matrix € R™", || X||, =
[XXT||2%. Thus,
|W2M;M]T + B2LTM AT AM- 1LH1/2
KaLs(A,b) = (3.10)

¢
Considering[(2.8)[(217).(2.6), and (R.2), we obtain
MM = (((INT @ (LTM ™)) Mnp— X" @ (LTMT?ATY))
x (M (@N® (ML) —xe (JAMIL)) by 23)
=((INTEN)® (LT 2)) + (X' x) @ (LTMTATAM L))
—(@NT@ (LM H)(EAM L) @x) - (X' @ (LTMATI) (ML) @ (I)) by 7) and(26)
=((INTEN)® (LT )+ (X'x) @ (LTMTATAM L))
—((r"TAM ) @ (LTM %)) — (XM L)@ (LTM*ATr)) by @2.7)
= IrI5sL™™M 2L 4+ |Ix||5LTMATAM 1L — LTM~ IxrT AM 1L
— L™ IATx™M-IL. by @2)
Substituting the above equality info (3110) gives(3.7).
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On the other hand, if we set

[Irll3 ’

"= [w”rHZ(I”_ zATXT), =BAT, WIX[2AT (In— 1 T)

we can check that
W2MIM{ + B2LTMIATAM I = LTM KK TM 2L,

Again, by the equality|X ||, = HXXTH;/2 and [3.10), we havé (3.8)]

Remark 3.3 Note that the orders of the matrices [n (3.7).13.8), and) 86k x k, k x (2m+n), and

k x (mn+ m), respectively. Hence, whean andn are very large, both of the expressions|3.7) (3.8)
reduce the storage requirements significantly. Howevemifgy the matrix in[(3.]7) explicitly is not
desirable because computing the cross prodligt may be potentially unstabl2 [21, p. 386]. Therefore,
in comparison, the expressidn (3.8) seems to be more pedferr

Remark 3.4 The condition number in Theordm B.2 is the simplified par@mwise condition number
of the ILS problem. Setting = I, and¥ = 8 = & = 1 in (3.9), and using the property on the spectral
norm that for the matrice8 andD of suitable orders||[C,D]||, < ||C||,+ ||D||,, we have

Kas(AD) < [[((INT @M ™) My —xT @ (MTIATI)||,+ [MFAT]

29

which is equivalent to the upper bound of the normwise caorihumber for the ILS problem given in
[6] (2.10)] or [18, (4.5)] in essence.

As mentioned in Sectionl 1, the ILS problem is a generalipatibthe LLS problem. Thus, setting
J = |, in the above results and noting, in this calge= ATA andA'r = 0, we have the corresponding
results on the partial condition numbers for the LLS problem

Corollary 3.5 The partial unified condition number of the LLS problem wébgect to L is

Kis(Ab) = Hdiag*(f)l\ﬁg/diag(vec(w,ﬁ))HW, (3.11)

where
Mg = [(rT @ (LT(ATA) ™)) Mmn—x" @ (LT(ATA)1AT), LT (ATA)2AT] (3.12)
If u=v =2, and the parameterd, 3, and& are positive real numbers, then

1/2
| w2 AT A 2L+ (W2 i+ B2) LT(ATA) L
B ;

KarLs(A, b) (3.13)

and
[LT(ATA) L [W|r[2ln, —BAT, W||x|[2AT]

3

Remark 3.6 If L is a column vector, i.ek = 1, then [3.1B) reduces

KoL Ls(Ab) = IP . (3.14)

1/2
Kaus(Ab) = (WRIIr3]|LT (ATA) |5+ (W2 I3+ B2) LTATIS)

which is just the result given in[1, Corollary 1]. Hereaftaf denotes the Moore-Penrose inverse of the
matrix A (e.g., [21]).



Remark 3.7 LetA=UZXVT be the thin singular value decompositionfoéippearing in the LLS problem
with U € R™" V ¢ R™" and3 = diag(oy,- - , 0y) satisfyingU'™U =1, =VTV =VVT andg; > --- >
o, > 0 (e.g.,[21]). ThetATA=V 3>/ T, Substituting this equation intb (3]13) and (3.14) yields

HLTVZ 25— 2VTLH1/2 HSZ*ZVTLHZ

KoL Ls(Ab) = i = 5 (3.15)

and
HLTV [WIIr]|2 T2, B Wx|.Z- Hp

3

whereSis a diagonal matrix with the diagonal elements

KoL s(Ab) = HZ, (3.16)

5T V"’Zuru% (w23 +B2) 07, i=1--.n

andP is a column orthnormal and block-diagonal matrix withU, andU on its diagonal.

When & = 1, (3.15) is just the expression given i [1, Theorem 1], whitrwas derived by an
alternative approach. Although it is easy to check that@gi& equivalent to[(3.15), the expression
(3.18) (or [3.14)) is new as far as we know.

In addition, sinceM = AJA, — AjAq if Ais divided intoA = [A], A}]T with Ap € RP*" andAq €
R¥", we can apply the generalized singular value decomposifitime matrix pairA,, Aq [36] to rewrite
the condition numbef(3.7) or (3.8) of the ILS problem as dabeve for the LLS problem. Due to its
complexity and length, the topic will be considered in a safgapaper.

Now we consider the partial condition number with= v = « for the ILS problem[(1.]1), from which
the partial mixed and componentwise condition numbersyvoll

Theorem 3.8 ¢o-norm) Whenu = v = o, the partial condition number of the ILS problgfh1) with
respectto L is

Mg |[veq(, B)|

KeiLs(A, b) = ||diagF (& )My diagived W, B)) ||, = 7

) (3.17)

2]

00

where M is defined by(3.4).
In particular, setting® = A, B =b, and& = [||LTX(A,b)]|e, -~ , [[LTX(A, b)Hw]T or & = LTx(Ab),
we get the corresponding partial mixed or componentwisealitiom number

[[Mg | [veaA bl

KmILS(A b) HLTX(A, b)”oo (318)
or
|Mg ]veo(A b )|

Proof. Letting u = v = » in (3.3) gives the first part oC(BZIL?). The second part[of 7B.dan be
obtained by considering the proof of Lemma 2[in/[11] dnd](2THe expression$ (3.1.8) arid (3.19) are
the straightforward results df (311 7)1

Remark 3.9 WhenL = I, (3.18) and[(3.19) reduce to the mixed and componentwiseitom numbers
for the ILS problem[(1J1) established in]32]. If we Set |, in Theoreni 3.8, we have the corresponding
results for the LLS problem:

i

B)|

KaLts(A,b) = |diagf(§ Mydiagived W, p)) | = H

00



[ (rT @ (LT(ATA) ™) M —xT @ (LT(ATA)1AT)| [veqA)| + |LT(ATA) 1AT||b|Hm

A= XA
and

|(r" & (LT(ATA) ™)) Mmn— X" @ (LT (ATA)XAT) | vedA)| + |LT (ATA) 1AT| |b|
A = CTX(A ] ’

wherel\ﬁg«/ is defined by[(3.12), and the mixed and componentwise camnditumbers are the same as
the ones derived from [2].

4 The structured partial condition numbers of the ILS problem

Let S; € R™M andS, C R™ be two linear subspaces. The former consists of a class afcemt
having the same structure such as the symmetric matricesiaéplitz matrices, the Hankel matrices
and so on (e.g. [10, 22, 38,139]), and the latter comprisdass of structured vectors. According to
[22,[31,38], we have that & € S; andb € S,, then

vegA) = &g,5, b=dg,sp,

where®s, € R™<k andds, € R™k are the fixed structure matrices respectively reflectingsthec-
tures ofS; andS,, ands, € Rk ands, € R* are the vectors of independent parameters in the structured
matrices and vectors, respectively.

Now, in a similar manner a5 (3.2), we present the definitiomefstructured partial unified condition
number for the ILS probleni_(1.1) with respectlto

g(Ab)o (AA Ab)
B0 T, "
AAWeS,,Ab, BeSz

where the requirement on the parametétsand 8 is the same as the one in_(8.2). Moreover, two
additional requirements oW and 3, i.e., W € S; and 8 € S,, are added. Since it is difficult to take
supremum over the structured data space [38], in the faligyswe mainly focus on some specific norms
to tackle this problem.

Firstly, we sefu = v = 2. In this case, substituting (3.6) and (3.5) inio{(4.1) give

diag (£ )My diag(veq W, B)) VeO(AA)]
Kis(Ab) = sup 2, 4.2)
(), vee(%. )1,
AAWeS1,Ab,BES,

SinceAA, W € S; andAb, 3 € S,, based on the explanation at the beginning of this sectierhave
VquA) = cDSlASL Vec(l-lJ) = ¢Sl¢7 Ab = q)SzASQv B - Vqu) q)Sz (43)

whereAs; € R andAs, € R¥ can be regarded as the corresponding perturbatioss afds,, and
¢ € R and6 € R* can be interpreted as the vectors of the parameters thbt veak in W and . As
a result,

AA As; Ab Asp
vec<w> Pg, — P B =P, — 5

9



which can be written together as

[veo(%A)
Ab
B

@, 0O
“ | 0 @

Substituting the above equation infa (4.2) yields

Asy
g] (4.9)
0

g, 0 ][22
diag*(z)Mg,diag(veo(w,B))[ gl %J g]
Ksis(Ab) = Rt = v ilz (4.5)
P, O 35
0 qJSZ H 0 CDSZ As
Asl perK As), GeRkZ 6 1ll2
Since
A 1/2
[¢gl 0 tbglcbgl 0 ] 751
0 cDSz — q)gzq)gz ATSQ
2
and the structured matric€%;, and®s, are column orthogonal [31],
Ps, O s
ENIEE IR

whereD; = diag(wi) andD; = diag(w,) with
wy = [[|@s, (5 D)5 19s, G k)T, wa = [[@s, (D)l [P, (k) 1]

Combining [(4.5) and_(416) implies

—1 A_Sl
diagf(& )My diag(ved(W,B)) Ps,D; 0 . D, 0 K
. 0 ®s,D, )| 0 Dy |||
KaLs(Ab) = SUFA)Sl D, 0[5 )
5 3][2] 1502
2

bsy,¢<rK1 As, oerk2

D; . . .
Considering that[ is nonsingular, for the above equation, we can take the supreover all

> o)
the parameters iR %2, and hence get the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Structured 2-norm) Let A€ S1 and be S,. Then the structured partial condition num-
ber under 2-norm of the ILS problef.T) with respect to L is

Kis(Ab) = Hdlagf )Mgdiag(veqW, B)) ®s,D; 0, ] : 4.7)
0 &5,D, |||,
where Ny is defined by3.4).
If the parametersV, B, and& are positive real numbers, then
Kis(Ab)
H[ ((ONT& (L™ 1) Npp—x" @ (LTMATI)) g, D1, BLTM AT I, D5 1 |, 4.8)

3

10



Remark 4.2 It is easy to verify that
dg,D; 0
0 &,D,?t

is column orthonormal. Thus,
Kas(Ab) < Kars(Ab).

That is, the structured partial condition numier(4.8) igagfs tighter than the unstructured ohe [3.9).
This fact can also be seen from the definitions of the conditiombers[(4]1) and_(3.2). As done in
[38,[39,[46], it is interesting to investigate the rakg, 5(A,b)/kas(A,b) to see whether the former
can be much smaller than the latter. We won't consider thigctn this paper, and only provide a
numerical example in Sectidd 7 to show that the structuretigb@ondition numbers, including the
structured partial mixed and componentwise condition renslgiven below, are indeed tighter than the
corresponding unstructured ones.

Remark 4.3 SettingJ = I, in (4.8), we have the structured partial condition numbetenr2-norm of

the LLS problem with respect to:

[[W((r" e (LT(ATA) ™)) Mmn—x" @ (LTAT)) ®s, D1 1, BLTAT®s, D5 1 |,
z .

Further, the corresponding result for the linear systenmbeapbtained by setting to be nonsingular and
notingr =0

KzsLLs(Aa b) = (4.9)

[ (X" © (LA %)@, D7 BLTA 1,05,

; (4.10)

K5 s(Ab) =

Noting that

HW(—XT®(LTA ) ®s,
[Dall;

we can find that the structured condition numiper (4.10) with |, and¥ = 3 = & = 1 is equivalent to
the one given in[38] in essence.

In addition, the structured condition number for the LLShdean under two conditions derived in
[46] is a little different from [(4.D). The main difference tisat the term involved withi is missing in
the former because of those two conditions. The conditianbrer [4.9) without the term onand with
L =1,and¥ = 3 = £ = 1 will be equivalent to the one in [46].

b2 < (7 & (LA )@, < 9 (5T & (LTA D), |, D3,

Now we setu = v = . In this case,[(4]16) doesn't hold any more. But, considetivegproperties
of the structure matrice®s, and®s, (e.g., [31, Theorem 4.1] and [38, p. 10]) and the definitiothef

o-norm, and noting (414), we have
AA Asy As
vec( [¢gl O:| AT _ AT
0 @] [ ]]. 7 [L%

Substituting[(3.5) and(4.11) intb (4.1) and usihgi4.3)dge

. 0] 0 A
Jainciemy | G ) |22
2 0
K£|LS(A7 b) = . sup B
sy eRKL Asy OeRK2

(4.11)

00

00
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diagf (€) [q’gl C; } diagved(9, 6)) lzfz]
2 3

= sup =, (4.12)

5 e
0

[ & ] S Asy

By, 9cBKL As) 6cRK2 0

From [4.12), we have the following theorem.

00

Theorem 4.4 (Structuredeo-norm) Let A€ S; and be S,. Then the structured partial condition num-
ber underco-norm for the ILS problendl.d) with respect to L is

Sus(ab) = dag(Emy | 5 > |diagvects.6) @13
P, 0 ¢
5[ o 2]

= H , (4.14)

where My is defined by3.4).
In particular, setting® =AandB =b, i.e.,¢ =s,andf =s,, andé = [|[LTX(A, D) |eo, -+ , [ILTX(A, b)Hm]T
or & =LTx(A,b), we have the structured partial mixed or componentwise iionchumber

ap) = 1L 0 ]l 4.15
mILS( ) )_ ||LTX(A,b)||oo ( . )
or
P,
S ‘Mgl[ 0 cDSz”H H
Kais(Ab) = CTXAD) (4.16)

2]

As the special case, the corresponding results for the LbBl@m can be obtained.

Corollary 4.5 Let A€ S; and be S,. Then the structured partial condition number undenorm for
the LLS problem with respect to L is
@5, 0 ()
Mgv{ 0 qJSz] HG

B 4 ’

[

st

diagf (€) Mg/[q’sl Og]diag(veo(qb,e))

whereMy is defined by3.12)
In particular, we also have the structured partial mixed ammnponentwise condition numbers

=1L
2]

Remark 4.6 WhenL = I, the structured mixed and componentwise condition nunmhetsrollary[4.5
will be equivalent to the ones in [1L0].

P, 0
T(AT T T T S
H ® (LT(ATA) ™) M — X" @ (LTAT), L AT][ 0 %J

Kr?]LLS(A) b) H LTX(A b)

llo

‘[(rT®(LT(ATA)1)) Mo —XT @ (LTAT), LTAT] [(Dgl 0. ]

S —
KCLLS(A) b) - |LTX(A, b)|

Remark 4.7 All the structures involved in the above results are lingais interesting to consider the
structured partial condition numbers for the ILS problendemnonlinear structures as donelin/[10] for
the Moore-Penrose inverse and the LLS problem. We will aarsiis topic in the future research.
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5 Connections between ILS and TLS problems

In this section, we consider the partial condition numbdra special ILS problem, from which we
can obtain the corresponding results for the TLS problem.
Let the matrices and vector in the ILS probldm [1.1) be

Afa] o-[a]- - [8 5
whereA € R™" andb € R™ are the same as the ones [n[1R) RS*" andd € RS, and assume that
M = ATJA is positive definite. Thus, froni(3.1), it follows that

.
s Ay Tl | DA =t 7| BA T 15T 5| Ab
g (A b)o(AA,Ab) =LTM [AB] J—-L"T™M 1A J[AB}X—FL M~IA J[Ad}
=L"TMY((aA)Tr — (AB)Ts) —LTM~}(ATAA — BTAB)x
+L"™™M}(ATAb—BTAd). (5.1)

In deriving [5.1), the resufi= [;} with r = b— Axands= d — Bxis used. As done i (3.5), using (2.4)
and [2.5), we have

g (A, b)o(AA, Ab) = [(rT ® (LTM—l)) MNon— X' ® (LTMV—lAT)jLTMV_lAT} {VeOA(gA)]

+ [xT ®(LTM1BT) — (sT ® (LTM*l)) rlsn,—LTM*BT} {VeidAB)} . (5.2)

Now assume that botB andd are the differentiable functions éfandb, i.e.,B andd can be written as
B= fi(Ab), d= fx(Ab).
As a result,
AB = f](A,b) o (AA,Ab) + O(||(AA,AD)||2), Ad = f5(A,b) o (AA Ab) + O(||(AA,Ab)|2).

Omitting the higher-order terms and using the propertidsrohecker product, the above equations can
be written as (e.gl,[24, p.257])

vedAB) = [My,My)] [Vez(ﬁA)] . Ad = [Ma, My] [VeO(AA)] . (5.3)

Substituting[(5.B) intd_(5]2) implies

g (A,b)o(AA,Ab) = [Ng,Ny] {VGCA(SA)} VYA m: mi ] [VeiﬁA)}

veqAA
= [N1-+N3Mz + NsM3, Np+ N3Mz -+ NgMy] [ d )},

Ab
where
Ny = (rT ® (LTM*l)) Mon— X' @ (LTM~2AT), N, =LTM1AT, (5.4)
N3=x"@ (LM BT —(s" @ (LTM1)Ng,, Nyj=-L"TM 1B (5.5)

Thus, analogous to the proof of Theorem] 3.1, we have an esipresf the partial unified condition
number of this special ILS problem with respectLto

KsiLs(A,b) = ||diagF (&) [N1+N3Mz + NaMs, Np+ N3Ma + NsMy] diagived W, B))| w58
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Next, we consider a specific case. That is, Bet 0,.1l, andd = 0. Here,d,,1 is the smallest
singular value of the matrifA, b] and is always assumed to be smaller tlignthe smallest singular
value ofA. In this caseM = ATJA=ATA—G +lIn is positive definite, and hence the specific ILS
problem has the unique solution

X(A,b) = MIATIb = (ATA— G2, 41,)*ATh,
which is just the unique solution to the TLS problem exprdsse

TLS: rginH[E,s]HF, subject toA+E)x=Db+e¢.
£

This problem was initially discussed in the seminal papét §hd has many applications [25].
For the above case, froml[3], we have

Nmﬂgﬁ%& o((8A,AD) 2),
and hence
M, = —Lllzveo(ln)(xT 1), Mp— Lllzvec(ln)rT.
(1+112) (1+Ix]|2)

Thus, notings = —0n41X, M3 = 0, M4 = 0, (5.4), and[(5J5), and using (2.4), (2.5) ahdl(2.7), weiabta
Ni + N3My = (rT ® (LTI\W’l)) Men— X" @ (LTM~2AT)

—— (xX'e L™ T o (| TN-L T T
~ g O+ @ (LM M) vel i) 7).

- (rT ® (LTM’*l)) Mon— X' © (LTM~AT)
2LTM (X" @rT)
- 2
(1+Ix[12)

- (rT ® (LTM’*l)) Mon— X' © (LTM~2AT) —

by (2.4) and[(Zb)

2x" ® (LTM~IxrT))
(1+[x5)

by (2.7)

and
~ 1 ~ ~
Np +NsM, = LTM~2AT + FRRES (xT QLMY+ @ (LTM‘l))I'Isn) ved(ln)rT
2

. b and
A g Y@ endizp)

SettingDy = LTM 1 <AT 1+H E ) and considering (516) implies an expression of the partidiad
condition number for the above speC|f|c ILS problem, i.ee, TS problem with respect to:

Kris(Ab) = Hdiag*(s) [((rT ® (LTM“*l)) MNon— X" Dg) ,Da] diag(vec(lP,B))Hu .7

i

Further, if we selt = v = 2 and the parametekg, 3, and& to be positive real numbers, then
[ (7 LTM) =T 9 D) . 3D |

2

E )

which reduces to the result in/[3, Proposition 2] wher= 3 = & = 1.

(5.8)

KotLs(Ab) =
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Remark 5.1 Based on[(5]8) or the equivalent expressions, some authoved the closed formulas and
the lower and upper bounds of the normwise condition numiethie TLS problem using the singular
value decompositions @k and [A,b] and the special properties of the TLS problem (elg., [3] 29). 3
For the general ILS problem, we have not obtained the caorefipg results.

Now we sety =v =, and¥W = A, B =b, and& = [|[LTX(A, D), -, |ILTX(A, b)Hm]T oré =
LTx(A, b). Thus, similar to Theorein 3.8, the partial mixed or compdonee condition number for the
TLS problem with respect th can be obtained

T @ (L™™M 1)) Npn— X" ® Dy, De | | [vedA, b)|
Ab) = 0 5.9
KmTLd ] )_ ||LTX(A,b)||oo ( . )
or
( [(rT ® (LTI\W*l)) MNyn— X' & DJ,DG} ‘ ve(A, b)|
KCTL§A7 b) = |LTX(A, b)| (510)

Remark 5.2 WhenL = I, the mixed and componentwise condition numberd_in] (5.9) &) are
equivalent to the corresponding ones derived from [48];ads® the discussions in [31,144].

If the structure of the data in the TLS problem is taken intosideration, as done in Sectibh 4, we
can obtain the structured partial condition numbers fofTth® problem. These results without proof are
presented as follows.

The structured partial condition number under 2-norm withgiarameterd), 8, andé being positive
real numbers is

H [w ((rT ® (LTl\ﬁfl)) Mon— X' Dg) ®s,D7 2, ﬁDacpSZDgl} H
3

SettingL = I, andW = 8 = & = 1in (5.11) leads to the structured normwise condition nunfdiethe
TLS problem, which is equivalent to the one derived from [2B)].
The structured partial mixed or componentwise conditiomber, i.e., the involved norm is-norm

and the parametetd = A, B = b, and& = [||LTX(A,b)[[w, -, [LTX(A, b)Hw]T oré =LTx(Ab)is

2]

(7 @W9) =T D) 0, D005, || 2]
ILTX(A,b)| '

00

K5r s(Ab) = 2. (5.11)

(7 @ (T8 9) =T D) 05, D,

S _ 0
KmrLdA D) = ICXAD) (5.12)

o

or

ksrLsAb) = (5.13)

where the structured mixed condition number (5.12) wiith = |, that is, there is no structure require-
ment onb, andL = I, is equivalent to[[3[1, (30) witA = 1].

6 Statistical condition estimates

In this part, we focus on the methods for estimating the d@mrmnumbers under 2-norm er-norm
for the ILS problem.
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6.1 Estimating condition number under 2-norm

From Theoreni 312, we find that the main task to estinraiigs(A, b) lies in how to obtain a reliable
estimate of the spectral norm of a matrix. This can be cawigdby the probabilistic spectral norm
estimator [[23]. Meanwhile, an approach based on the SSCRoa€27] can also be applied to esti-
matekzs(A,b) with L = I,,. In the following, the brief introductions on these two nebk and the
corresponding algorithms are presented.

PCE method As mentioned in Sectionl 1, the probabilistic spectral nostingator was proposed
in [23], which provides a reliable estimate of the spectranm More precisely, a detailed analysis
of the estimator in[[23] showed that the spectral norm of arisnaiin be contained in a small interval
[01, a2] with high probability. Heregr; is the guaranteed lower bound of the spectral norm of thebxmatr
derived by the famous Lanczos bibdiagonalization meth&jl §hdas is the probabilistic upper bound
of probability at least 1 € with € <« 1 derived by finding the largest zero of a polynomial. Morepve
we can requirery/a; < 1+ & with d being a user-chosen parameter. Based on this estimataritig
[ for estimating the partial condition numbgr (3.8) can basisl.

Algorithm 1 Probabilistic condition estimator
1. Compute the matrix

S=LTMH[Wr2ln — [z ATXT), —BAT, WIK|AT (In— a1 T)]
and choose a starting random vegi@from % (Spm+n—1), the uniform distribution over unit sphe®mn_1
in R2™HN,
2. Compute the guaranteed lower boundand the probabilistic upper boumd of ||S||» by the probabilistic
spectral norm estimator.

3. Estimate the partial condition numb&.®) by

a;+ a2

2

Kp2iLs(Ab) =

Remark 6.1 It is well-known that finding the inverse of a matrix is expieas and from[[23], we know
that in performing the probabilistic spectral norm estionatvhat we really need is the product of the
a vector, sayp, with the matrixSor S™, but not the explicit form oB. Thus, we can do the following
procedure to avoid computirg 1. Let

D= [WHer(In — AT, —BAT, WX|AT (Im— it T)
and solve the linear equatidvix = Dvy. Then, lety = LTx, which is just the product ofp andS, i.e.,
Sw. In a similar way, we can compu vo.

In addition, we can also find that Algorithimh 1 is applicableettimating the structured partial condi-
tion number[(4.]7) according to the introduction on the pholistic spectral norm estimator.

SSCE methodin [4], an approach based on the SSCE method([19, 27] is emglty estimate the
normwise condition number for the LLS problem, and is shoteederform quite well. Now we apply
the approach to estimate the condition number (3.7) Withl,. Denote byky si(A,b) the condition
number under 2-norm of the functighx(A, b), wherezs are chosen fror# (S,_1) and are orthogonal.
From [3.7), it is seen that

\/ziTMl (w2|\r|\§|n+ (wZ ||x|\§+[32) ATA) M-1z — 2W27T M-1xTAM-17
¢

K2||_Si(A7 b) = (61)
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The analysis in[4] shows that

k
K52||_5 A b 21 2|LS| A b (62)

is a good estimate of the condition numlder3.7) itk I,. In the above expressiony is the Wallis
factor withey =1, wp = 2/, and

135-(k=2)  ¢or k odd
W = { 246 (k—1)

2246 (k-2)
m357-(k-1)°

whenk > 2.
for k even,

It can be approximated by
W~ | ———— (6.3)

with high accuracy. In summary, we can propose Algoritiim 2.

Algorithm 2 An approach based on small-sample statistical conditibmason

1. Generaté& vectorsz,-- -,z from % (S,-1), and orthonormalize these vectors using the QR facotizatio
2. Fori=1,---,k computexy, s;(A,b) by €.J).
3. Approximatew, andw, by (6.3 and estimate the condition numb&cf) with L = I, by (6.2).

6.2 Estimating condition numbers under co-norm

For the partial mixed and componentwise condition numhvees;onsider the SSCE method [19] 27],
which has been used to estimate the condition numbers fdirtbar systems, the LLS problem, the
matrix equations et al. (e.gl,/[4,112,128] 29| 30]). As donthmaforementioned references, we devise
Algorithm[3 to estimate the condition numbegg s(A,b) andkc s in (3.18) and[(3.19).

Algorithm 3 Small-sample statistical condition estimation

1. Lett =m(n+1). Generat& vectorsz, - - -,z from % (S_1), and orthonormalize these vectors using the
QR facotization.

2. Computey; = Mgz, and estimate the partial mixed and componentwise comditionbers in@.19 and

(3.19 by

Kssce

LTx(Ab) .’

l| Ksscd] oo

Kemi A B) = T 2T

KsaLs/ALD) = ]

1
whereKkssce= % |Z=(:1 |ui|2\ 2, and the power and square root operation are performed dnesdiy ofu;,
i=1--.k

7 Numerical experiments

Three numerical examples are presented in this sectionfirBhwvo are used to illustrate the reliabil-
ity of the statistical condition estimators presented bgokithmd1 andl2, and Algorithid 3, respectively,
and the third one is used to compare the structured partiiton numbers and the unstructured ones.
In these examples, for simplicity, we $ét= 3 = & = 1 and the matrix to be the identity matrix.
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Example 7.1 In this example, the ILS problend (1.1) is generated as fdlowirst, form the matrix
Ac R™"Npy

whereup, € RP, uq € RY andv € R" are unit random vectors adl= n~'diag(n', (n—1)',--- ,1"). Itis
easy to find that the condition numberAfi.e.,k (A) = ||Al|, ||AT||,, isn'. Then, set the solutionto be
x=(1,22,---,n?) andb = Ax+r with r being random vector of 2-norg, i.e.,||r||> = p.

In practical implementation, we set = 200, n = 120, andp = 140. It can be easily checked that
ATJA is positive definite for this setting. For Algorithid 1, we dse the parameted = 0.01 and
€ =0.001. In this case, the inequalitieg < ||S||, < a2 hold with a probability at least 99%, anday
and a; satisfy the inequalityor,/a; < 1.01. For Algorithm[2, we sek = 3. By varying the condition
number ofA and the 2-norm of the residual vectgrwe use 500 ILS problems for each pairofA)
andp to test the performance of the aforementioned two algosthfo show the efficiency of statistical
condition estimators clearly, we define the ratios betwherestimate and the exact value as follows

rp = KpaiLs(A,b)/Kas(A,b), rs = Ksis(A b) /KaiLs(A,b),

and report the mean and variance of these ratios in Table 1.

Table 1: The efficiency of statistical condition estimate#igorithms[1 and2
K(A) n° n3

p mean variance mean variance
10% | rp | 1.000e+00 6.845e-11 1.000e+00 6.671e-11
rs | 1.197e+01 4.149e-19 1.023e+00 1.764e-01
102 | rp | 1.000e+00 8.104e-11 1.000e+00 5.585e-11
rs | 1.197e+01 4.233e-15 1.034e+00 1.796e-01
10° rp | 1.000e+00 8.346e-11 1.000e+00 8.690e-11
rs | 1.197e+01 4.346e-11 9.723e-01 1.618e-01
107 rp | 1.001e+00 7.953e-11 1.000e+00 8.530e-11
rs | 1.197e+01 3.990e-07 1.032e+00 1.801le-01
104 rp | 1.000e+00 1.057e-10 1.000e+00 8.682e-11
rs | 1.138e+01 3.071e-03 1.025¢+00 1.743e-01
K(A) n® n°

10% | rp | 1.001e+00 2.310e-06 1.000e+00 3.566e-08
rs | 1.253e+00 1.313e-01 1.442¢+00 1.197e-01
102 | rp | 1.002e+00 1.055e-06 1.000e+00  3.248e-07
rs | 1.188e+00 1.385e-01 1.354e+00 1.443e-01
10° | rp [ 1.000e+00 1.371e-11 1.000e+00 2.729e-08
rs | 1.079e+00 1.480e-01 1.174e+00 1.290e-01
10 | rp [ 1.000e+00 1.319e-11 1.000e+00 2.987e-08
rs | 1.084e+00 1.662e-01 1.146e+00 1.509e-01
10* rp | 1.000e+00 1.298e-11 1.000e+00 3.505e-08
rs | 1.034e+00 1.531e-01 1.158e+00 1.419e-01

According to the explanation in [21, Chapter 15], ‘an esteraf the condition number that is correct
to within a factor 10 is usually acceptable, because it isrthgnitude of an error bound that is of interest,
not its precise value’, the results in Table 1 show that bdgoAthms1 andR2 can give reliable estimates
of the condition number under 2-norm in most cases. In coismar Algorithm[1 performs better and
more stable, but Algorithril 2 may behave bad wik¢A) = 1. This latter phenomenon also appears in
estimating the normwise condition number of the LLS probleee [4] for an explanation.

Example 7.2 This example is constructed according [to [6] and Exarmple THat is, the matriA is

formed as
[ QDU ]
a 3Q:DU |’
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whereQ; € RP*", Q, € R™" andU € R™" are the random orthogonal matrices dd R™" is a
diagonal matrix with diagonal elements distributed expaiadly from k ~* to 1. Then, set the solution
and the residual vectaoras done in Example 7.1.

In the numerical experiments, we set= 120,n =50, p= 70, andk = 3. For each pair ok andp,
200 ILS problems are generated to test the performance afrittign[3. The numerical results on mean
and variance of the ratios between the statistical condiistimate and the exact condition number
defined by

'm = KsmitSA b)/KmiLs(A,b) andre = KseiLs(A, b) /KeLs(A, b)

are reported in Tablés 2, which suggest that Algorithm 3fecéfe and reliable in estimating the mixed
and componentwise condition numbers.

Table 2: The efficiency of statistical condition estimatesigorithm[3
K (A) 107 10°

o mean variance mean variance
10% | rm | 1.024e+00 3.625e-02 1.409e+00 1.483e-01
re | 6.754e-01  9.795e-02  1.092e+00  2.135e-01
102 | ryn | 1.008e+00 3.280e-02 1.258e+00 1.562e-01
re | 6.957e-01 8.891e-02 1.066e+00  2.045e-01
100 rm | 1.056e+00 4.725e-02 1.349e+00 2.046e-01
re | 6.366e-01 8.669e-02 1.219e+00  2.614e-01
107 rm | 9.272e-01  3.973e-02 1.389e+00 2.614e-01
re | 6.096e-01 6.096e-02 1.225e+00  2.910e-01
107 rm | 1.137e+00 8.303e-02 1.470e+00 2.715e-01
re | 7.891e-01  1.157e-01 1.234e+00  3.070e-01
K(A) 10%0 10%?

10% | rn | 1.542e+00 2.580e-01 1.616e+00 3.315e-01
re | 1.332e+00 3.758e-01 1.412e+00  3.355e-01
102 | ry | 1.581e+00 4.304e-01 1.620e+00 4.649e-01
re | 1.465e+00 3.770e-01 1.569e+00 4.732e-01
100 rm | 1.669e+00 3.949e-01 1.726e+00 4.543e-01
rc 1.589e+00 3.714e-01 1.629e+00 4.647e-01
107 rm | 1.646e+00 4.038e-01 1.733e+00 5.482e-01
re | 1.586e+00 4.050e-01 1.706e+00  6.246e-01
108 'm 1.627e+00 4.258e-01 1.727e+00 4.311e-01
re | 1.593e+00 5.324e-01 1.622e+00 4.712e-01

Example 7.3 The matrixA in this example is formed a& = [BT, %BT]T, whereB € R™" is a non-
symmetric gaussian random Toeplitz matrix generated bymhtab functiontoeplitz(c,r) with ¢ =
randn(n,1) andr =randn(n,1), and the solutiorx and the residual vectarare the same as the ones in
Example_7.]L. For the above settimg~= 2n and the structure onis not considered. Meanwhile, we set
p=qg=ninJ. Inthis caseAT JAis always positive definite wheB is nonsingular.

In the practical experiments, we set 60, and generate 200 ILS problems for eacihe numerical
results on the ratios defined by

rn = Kais(A,b) /K3 s(A D), v = KmiLs(A,b) /KiLs(A D), Tc = Kais(A,b) /k§Ls(A,b)

are presented in Tablé 3. These results confirm the anaty&eimark 4.2. Also, we can find that in
some cases the unstructured condition number under 2-rsomch larger than the structured one.

8 Conclusion

This paper first presents an explicit expression of the glamiified condition number of the ILS
problem. Then, the explicit expressions of the partial neise, mixed and componentwise condition
numbers are obtained. These results generalize the condigg ones for the LLS problem inl[1, 2] and
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Table 3: Comparisons of the structured condition numbedstiag unstructured ones
) Pl 104 102 10° 102 10t
ratios
N 8.8414 8.6376 8.1939 8.9524 8.2121
mean 2y 4,0977 4.0108 3.9511 4.1248 55935
rc 43096  4.2435 4.3426  4.3549  5.4572
N 457575 32.6965 25.0709 34.6592 17.5130
max rm 8.8546  8.0559  7.6172  8.1457  10.4139
rc 8.5969 8.3016 8.7231  8.0207 10.4133

improve the corresponding ones for the ILS problem in [6, 8Jrresponding to the unstructured partial
condition numbers, the structured ones are also deriveidhvgeneralize and improve the corresponding
ones for the LLS problem irn_[10, 46]. Furthermore, we consitte condition numbers for the TLS
problem from the view of the ILS problem and recover and galies some results given in![3,31].
As far as we know, it is the first time to investigate the cdndithumbers for the TLS problem in this
way. Finally, the statistical estimates of the derived é¢omil numbers and the corresponding algorithms
are provided. Numerical experiments show that these esraae efficient and reliable. Meanwhile,
a numerical example also confirms that the structured donditumbers are indeed tighter than the
unstructured ones.
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