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Abstract This paper is devoted to condition numbers of the total least squares problem with linear
equality constraint (TLSE). With novel limit techniques, closed formulae for normwise, mixed and com-
ponentwise condition numbers of the TLSE problem are derived. Computable expressions and upper
bounds for these condition numbers are also given to avoid the costly Kronecker product-based opera-
tions. The results unify the ones for the TLS problem. For TLSE problems with equilibratory input data,
numerical experiments illustrate that normwise condition number-based estimate is sharp to evaluate
the forward error of the solution, while for sparse and badly scaled matrices, mixed and componentwise
condition numbers-based estimates are much tighter.
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1 Introduction

In many data fitting and estimation problems, total least squares model (TLS) [34] is used to find a
“best” fit to the overdetermined system Az ~ b, where A € R?*"(¢q > n) and b € R? are contaminated
by some noise. The model determines perturbations E € R7*™ to the coefficient matrix A and f € R? to
the vector b such that

rgi]lg IE  flllF, subject to (A4 E)x =b+ f, (1.1)

where || - || denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix. The TLS model was carefully proposed in 1901
[34]. However it was not extensively explored for a long time. In recent forty years, it has been widely
applied in a broad class of scientific disciplines such as system identification [22], image processing [3233],
speech and audio processing [T9123], etc. A wide range of concern on TLS owes to Golub and Van Loan,
who introduced the TLS model to the numerical linear algebra area in 1980 [I4], and they developed an
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algorithm for solving the TLS problem through the singular value decomposition (SVD) of [A b]. When
A is large, a complete SVD will be very costly. One improvement is to compute a partial SVD based
on Householder transformation [40] or Lanczos bidiagonalization introduced by Golub and Kahan [I5].
Another improvement is based on the Rayleigh quotient iteration [3], or Gauss-Newton iteration [IT1[3§].
Recently, a randomized algorithm [49] presented by Xie el al. in 2018 greatly reduces the computational
time and still maintains good accuracy with very high probability. For a comprehensive reading about
the TLS model, we refer to [30,41142].
In 1992, Dowling et al. [I0] studied the TLS model with linear equality constraint (TLSE):

rgi? IlE  flllF, subjectto (A+ E)x=b+f, Cx=d, (1.2)

where C' € RP*" is of full row rank and [g} has full column rank. They proposed to solve it on the

basis of QR and SVD matrix factorizations. Further investigations on problem TLSE were performed in
[37], where iteration methods were derived based on the Euler-Lagrange theorem. Recently, Liu et al. [27]
interpreted the TLSE solution as an approximation of the solution to an unconstrained weighted TLS
(WTLS) problem, with a large weight assigned on the constraint, based on which a QR-based inverse
iteration (QR-INV) method was presented.

For the sensitive analysis of a problem, the condition number measures the worst-case sensitivity of its
solution to small perturbations in the input data. Combined with backward error estimate, an approximate
upper bound can be derived for the forward error, that is, the difference between a perturbed solution and
the exact solution. There are a lot of work studying condition numbers of the standard TLS problem, see
[1L20,24 31144145 [48[51L[52]. As far as we know, condition numbers of the TLSE problem have not been
studied in the literature. As a continuation of the previous work [27], in this paper we will investigate
this issue.

In [37], by applying the method of Lagrange multipliers, Schaffrin proved that the TLSE solution
satisfies the following generalized eigenvalue problem

ATA ATy CT x I, T
A v dT | | -1 =12, 1 —11,
C d 0 A 0, | A

where ) is a quantity related to the vector of Lagrange multipliers, and v2;  is the smallest generalized
eigenvalue. Notice that the associated matrix diag(l,+1,0,) in the generalized eigenvalue problem is
positive semidefinite, which causes difficulties in the perturbation analysis of the TLSE problem. To the
best of our knowledge, there are no good results about perturbation theory of generalized eigenvalue
problem Mz = uNz with N being positive semidefinite.

In [36], Rice gave a general theory of condition numbers. If © = t(a) is continuous and Fréchet
differentiable function mapping from R® to R?, where a is a parameter related to input data. For small
perturbations da, denote dx = t(a + da) — ¥ (a), then according to [36], the relative normwise condition
number of ¢ at a is

rel - lozll2/llzll2 _ [[¥r(a)ll2llall2
K ,a) = lim su = ,
(¥, a) := limy I 6a|\z§2||a||2 l6all2/|all2 v (a)ll2

where ¥(a) # 0, ¥/(a) denotes the Fréchet derivative [36] of ¢ at the point a. In [I,20,24]3T48]5T52],

condition number of TLS problems are generally based on Rice’s theory.

Although a closed form TLSE solution with Moore-Penrose inverse operation was given in [27](see
[2I6)), it is not easy to get a simple ¢ to derive its Fréchet derivative of the TLSE solution. Fortunately,
the TLSE solution can be approximated by an unconstrained WTLS solution in a limit sense [27], while
the perturbation of the standard TLS problem is widely investigated. In the literature, there are many
similar problems whose perturbation analysis is derived based on a limit technique, say for equality
constrained least squares problem by Wei and De Pierro [3546l47], Liu and Wei [28]; for mixed least
squares-total least squares problem by Zheng and Yang [53]. In this paper, we consider modifying the
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perturbation results in [Il20l24] to be accessible for our problem, and then using the limit technique to
derive the first order perturbation result of the TLSE solution, from which closed formulae of normwise,
mixed and componentwise condition numbers are derived.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results about
TLS and TLSE problems. The first order perturbation result for the TLSE problem is investigated in
Section 3. Moreover, the Kronecker-product-based normwise, mixed and componentwise condition number
formulae for the TLSE problem are given. To make the formulae more computable, Kronecker-product-
free upper bounds for the normwise, mixed, and componentwise condition numbers are presented in
Section 4. The perturbation estimates and condition number formulae for the standard TLS problem can
be recovered from our results. In Section 5, some numerical examples are provided to demonstrate that
our upper bounds are tight. Some concluding remarks are given in Section 6.

Throughout the paper, | - |2 denotes the Euclidean vector or matrix norm, I,,, 0., 0,5 denote the
n X n identity matrix, n X n zero matrix, and m X n zero matrix, respectively. If subscripts are ignored,
the sizes of identity and zero matrices are consistent with the context. For a matrix M € R™*" M7 M?,
0;j(M) denote the transpose, the Moore-Penrose inverse, the j-th largest singular value of M, respectively.
vec(M) is an operator, which stacks the columns of M one underneath the other. The Kronecker product
of A and B is defined by A ® B = [a;;B] and its property is listed as follows [16L21]:

vec(AX B) = (BT ®@ A)vec(X), (A® B)T = AT @ BT.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we first recall some well known results about TLS and TLSE problems [I0,14]. In order
to apply the TLS theory to analyze the perturbation of problem TLSE conveniently, we use [L h| as the
input data and write the TLS model as the following form:

min [[E f]||F, s.t. (L+ E)x=h+ f, (2.1)

where L € R™*™ h € R™(m > n). Following [14], if the SVD [15, Chapter 2.4] of [L  h] is given by

n+1
[L h=UxVT = Z ouvl, X =diag(or, 00, -, 0nt1), (2.2)
i=1
where o; = o;([L h]) and 09 > 092 > -+ > 0,41 > 0, then under the Golub-Van Loan’s genericity
condition [T4]:
on(L) > i1 ([L R]) = opia, (2.3)

the right singular vector v, 41 contains a nonzero last component, from which the TLS solution is uniquely
determined by normalizing the last component to —1. Moreover the TLS solution satisfies the following

augmented system
LTL LTh] [ = x
|:hTL hTh:| |:_1:| :U'r21+1 |:_1:| ’ (24)

LTr =02, 2, for r= Lz —h, (2.5)

from which

and the closed form of the TLS solution can be expressed by
zgs = (LTL — o2 1 1,) 'L h. (2.6)

Let [L h] be perturbed to [L + AL h+ Ah], where ||[[AL Ah]||F is sufficiently small such that the
genericity condition still holds for the perturbed TLS problem, then for the unique solution Zys of the
perturbed TLS problem, Zhou et al. [51] first made the first order perturbation estimate based on (Z.4])
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and gave the explicit expressions of condition numbers. Li and Jia [24] presented a new and simple closed
form formula with different approach and proved that Az = Zy)s — 415 satisfies

Az = Kvec([AL Ah]) + O(||[AL AR]||3), (2.7)

where © = zq is the exact TLS solution, and with r = La — h, P = LTL — 02 |1,

K =Ky = P! ((QLT”T - LT) (27 —1)@1In) = [In Onea] ® rT) . (2.8)

73

They also proved that this closed formula is equivalent to the one from Zhou et al. [51]. In the same year,
Baboulin and Gratton derived another formula of K in [I]:

Kpo=[-@T@D)— (T @ P Y, D,

where D = P~1(LT —29”;—;), p= (1+]z]|2)2, and I1,, ,, is a vec-permutation matrix such that vec(Z7) =
II,,, nvec(Z) for an arbitrary m x n matrix Z. In [48], Xie et al. proved that ||Kpgll2 = || KLs||2 and the
associated normwise condition numbers are equivalent. In [29], Liu et al. proved that

Kpc = [~ (e" @ D)~ P (I, @r") D] =Ky (2.9)
For the TLSE problem (IZ), denote A = [A b],C = [C' d]. In [I0], the QR-SVD procedure for
computing the TLSE solution first factorizes C7 into the QR form:

CT=QR=1[Q1 Q2 l]f)ll =QiR:, with Q; € R"DXP Ry ¢ RPXP, (2.10)

and then computes the SVD of AVQVQ as

n—p+1

AQy=UXVT = Y G, . (2.11)
i=1

If @g’ﬁn,pﬂ contains a nonzero last component, a TLSE solution x = x5 is determined by normalizing
the last component in QoU,—pt1 to —1, ie.,

[_:CJ = pQa¥n—p+1, (2.12)

where p = (1 + ||z||3)*/? up to a factor +1.
In [27], Liu et al. carried out further investigations on the uniqueness condition and the explicit closed
form for the TLSE solution. For the thin QR factorization of C7:

CT"=QR=[Q1 Q2 [131] = Q1 Ry, (2.13)

let 2c = CTd = QlRl_Td be the minimum 2-norm solution to Cx = d and set r¢ = Axc — b. Note that
()2 and the specific matrix

~ -1/
G:= |9 ] witn o= (14 fclt) (214)

have orthonormal columns and the spans of the columns are the null space of C' and 5, respectively.
Then under the genericity condition

On—p(AQ2) =1 Tp—p > Tn—pt1 := 0n—p+1([AQ2  (rc)), (2.15)
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it was proved that there must be a nonzero last component in @gﬁn_pﬂ, and hence the TLSE problem
has a unique solution taking the form

Tise = CTd — QaS1QY ATr = Clid + KA, (2.16)
where S11 = Q3 AT AQ, — 57217p+11"—1” and I = QgSﬁlQQT. Let P =1, — CTC, then it is obvious that
Ol = (I, - KATA)C, K= (PATA-52_,, 1,)P)".

With this, the TLSE solution can be regarded as the limit case of the solution to an unconstrained
weighted TLS (WTLS) problem [27]:

min [[[E flllr  subject to (L + E)ze = he + £, (2.17)
E,f

as € tends to zero, where

1 -1
-1y €0 =1, l€7d _|el, O
L.=W; L—[ A }, he =W; h—[ b ], for WE_{O I, (2.18)
Under the genericity assumption (ZI5) and the assumption
0 < 2| CH3IIAl3 < Ty — Tnepi1s (2.19)

the WTLS solution is uniquely determined by x. = (LT L. — ¢21,,)"*LTh., where &, is the smallest
singular value of [L. h.] and

lim 0. =0,_ lim x. = Tglse- 2.20
el € n—p+1, 0 € tlse ( )

In [27], Liu et al. presented the QR-based inverse iteration (QR-INV) for above weighting problem
to get the TLSE solution, in which the initial QR factorization of [L. h] and the solution of two
(n+1) x (n+ 1) triangular systems in each iteration loop are needed. This is costly when n increases.
A recent study of the randomized TLS with Nystrom scheme (NTLS) proposed by Xie et al. [49] is also
appropriate for solving above weighted TLS problem, and it is more adaptable than QR-INV in getting
the minimum-norm solution, when AQ, has multiple smallest singular values, and the TLSE solution is
not unique.

In the NTLS algorithm, the known or estimated rank is set as the regularization parameter, and
the QR factorization and SVD are implemented on much smaller matrices. Most flops are spent on the
matrix-matrix multiplications, which are the so-called BLAS-3 operations, resulting in potential efficiency
of the algorithm. The algorithm is described as follows.

Algorithm 2.1 ([49]) Randomized algorithm for WTLS problem (2.17) via Nystrom scheme (NWTLS).

Inputs: C € RP*™ d € RPJA € R7*™ b € RY, weighting factor €, and k < (¢ < n), where £ is the
sample size.

Output: an approximated solution Tnwtis for the TLSE problem.

1. Solve (GTG)X = 2 where G = [L. h.] is defined in (Z18), and 2 is an (n + 1) x £ Gaussian
matriz generated via Matlab command randn(n + 1,¢).

2. Compute the (n + 1) x £ orthonormal matriz Q via QR factorization X = QR.

3. Solve (GTQ)Y = Q, and form the £ x £ matriz Z = QTY .

4. Perform the Cholesky factorization Z = JTJ, and seek K by solving KJ =Y .

5. Compute the SVD: K = VXUT, and form the solution Tywus = —v(1 : n)/v(n + 1), where
v=V(,1).
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Remark 1 Algorithm 1] is refined from the conventional randomized SVD (RSVD) of (GTG)~!. The
RSVD [I8] of a matrix M € R"™*("*+1) ysually starts from computing the orthonormal column basis of the
projected matrix M2 with {2 is an (n+ 1) x £ Gaussian matrix. The approximate SVD of M ~ QQT M is
then obtained by computing the SVD of a smaller matrix Q7M. The RSVD algorithm approximates well
large singular values and corresponding singular vectors [I8, Thms.10.5,10.6], especially for the matrix
with fast decay rate in its singular values.

In Algorithm 211 for the sake of stability, the system (GTG)X = H could be solved by computing
the QR factorization of G and then solving two ¢ x ¢ triangular systems, where the parameter ¢ = k + ¢
stands for the number of sampling, and k is the number of singular values and singular vectors we expect
to compute. According to the proof of [27] Theorem 3.1], we know that G = [L. h.] has p singular values
of order O(¢~!) and n— p+ 1 singular values approximating those of AQ,, therefore the matrix (GTG)~
has at least n — p+ 1 dominant singular values much larger than those p singular values of O(e?). In order
for a higher accuracy of the algorithm, we can choose £ = k +t with k = n —p+1, and the oversampling
factor t, say t = 5. Moreover, if we can predict the number s of dominant singular values for AQ- that
are much smaller than n — p + 1, then we can choose the parameter £ = s to reduce the computational
cost.

3 Condition numbers of the TLSE problem

Condition numbers measure the sensitivity of the solution to the original data in problems, and they play
an important role in numerical analysis. For the TLSE problem, let m = p + ¢ and L, h be defined in
[2I1), define the mapping ¢ : R™*™ x R™ — R"™ by

¢([L h]) = T = Ttlse- (31)
According to Rice’s theory of condition numbers [36], the Fréchet derivative ¢/([L  h]) such that

Az = ¢([L+ AL h+ Ah]) — (L h])
=¢'([L h])-[AL AR+ O(|[AL  An]|%)

is necessary. As pointed out previously, there are some difficulties in constructing a simple expression
x = ¢([L h]) and computing ¢'([L h]) directly. Instead, we can start from the differentiability of the
weighted TLS solution x. and then take the limits as the parameter e approaches zero to get the various
condition numbers of the TLSE solution.

To this end, let L,h, L., h. be defined in (ZIF), and AL, Ah are the perturbations of L and h,
respectively. The weight matrix W, is not perturbed and therefore

Le=L.+AL. =W YL+ AL),  he=he+ Ahe = WL (h + Ah), (3.2)

where the norms ||[[AL Ah]||p, ||[ALe Ahe]||F of perturbations are sufficiently small such that per-
turbed TLSE and WTLS problems have unique solutions Tyjse and 7., respectively. In the limit sense,
/x\tlse = lim /ZC}.
e—0+
The following lemma is necessary in analyzing the first order perturbation analysis of the weighted

TLS solution 7.

Lemma 3.1 For the TLS problem defined in (21)), if the SVD of [L k] is given by (22) and the
genericity condition (2.3) still holds, then we can express the first order perturbation result in (2.7)-(2.9)
as

Az = Kvec([AL AhR]) + O(||[AL  AhW]||%),

where with P = LTL — 02,1, and G(z) = [z —1]® L, the matriz K has the following equivalent
forms

Kyy=P! (20n+1pil~m‘£+1c(z) - LTG(z) = pont1lln  Onxi] ® ug—l—l) )

Kpg = [ — (2T ® D) — pop1 P~ Y1, ® ug_i_l) D].
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Here D = P~1(LT — %"T“xufﬂ) with p = \/1+ ||z||3 up to a sign £1. The sign is determined by the
one of the (n+ 1)-th component of vp41, and the value of puy,y1 is unique and independent of the sign.

Proof Note that in (23], {fl} = punt1 for p=£4/1+ |23 and

r=_Lz—h=p[lL hJvn41 = ponii1tni1, 713 = P2U721+17

from which we observe that the value of pu,41 is uniquely determined by 7/o,1. Without loss of
generality, hereafter we take p = /1 + ||z||3. Combining with (23], we have

T
2LTppT B 2004 1TU; 4

Irll3 p

By substituting the new expression of r into [2.8)) and (2.9]), we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.2 Let L., he and 7. be defined in (ZI3)-(Z19). Assume that the QR factorization of CT is
given by (213), then 1ir61+ Oc = Op—pt1 and
e—

. T =2 -1 _ —1HT _
61—1>%1+(Le Le—0¢In) Q2511 Q2 =K,

lim (LTL, — 21,) 'LTW 2 = [Cl, KAT],
e—0+
where S11 = Q3 ATAQo — 52, 1 In—p, C’L,IC are the same as in (Z14).

Proof The limits of &, and (LT L. — 21,,)~! are straightforward from the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [27],
by replacing p there with e 1.
For the last equality, we notice that the QR factorization of C7 in (ZI3) gives

Hei= (LT L = 521,) 70T = (CTC + AT A — &2521,) 1 C7
= Q[RRT + QT (ATA - 52L,)Q] ' R.

Set Z = QT(ATA —521,)Q, and partition Z conformal with RR”, then

Ye(l)
Y€(2)

_ | B

=1 |-

Note that as € tends to zero, Zss tends to Si; which is nonsingular. By block Gaussian transformations
to eliminate €275 to zero, we obtain

—1
o RlR{ + €2Z11 62Z12 Rl .
H€ o Q |: €2z’11“2 62Z22 0 o Q

)

in which Yg(l), Y€(2) also satisfy

Y'E(l)

Ye(2)

RiRT + €271y €719
ZE Zao

lim Y = lm[Ri R + (20— 21225 25)| 7 Ry = Ry

e—0+
61_i>%1+ Y€(2) _ 21_{% ( _ Z£21Z17“2K(1)) _ —Sﬁl(Q{ATAQg)TRfT.
Consequently,
Jim He= QiR — Q85 (QFATAQ) TRy T = .
lim (LTL. —5%1,) 'L W2 = lim (LTL. — 521,) [e 20T AT]
e—0+ e—0+
= lim [H, (LTL. — 321,)'AT] = [C], KAT],
e—

leading to the desired result. O
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Lemma 3.3 ([39]) Let an n x k matriz X have full column rank k, and X be partitioned as X =
[X1 X3]. Denote X, =[X; €Xs], Y = XIXQ and Xo = Xo — X1Y. Then to each singular value s; of
X1, there is associated a unique singular value sge) of X¢ which satisfies Sge) =5+0 (62). If s1 is simple
and its right singular vector is denoted by vi, then the corresponding right singular vector of X. satisfies
NONS v+ O (62)
L 7 eYTv +0 (63)
and the corresponding left singular vector satisfies uf) = uj + O(€?), where uy is the left singular vector
Xo. Moreover, to each singular value 5o of Xo, there is associated a unique singular value sgg) of X

which satisfies sée) = €53 + O(€3). If 55 is simple and its right singular vector is denoted by va, then the
corresponding right singular vector of X. satisfies

(o [ —€eYt2+O(e?)
2T m+o@) |

and the corresponding left singular vector satisfies uée) = i + O(€?).

Theorem 3.4 Let CL, K, L, h be defined by (Z16) and (Z18), respectively. Then with the notations in

(211)-(217) and the genericity assumption (Z14), x = xuse = ¢([L  h]) is Fréchet differentiable in a
neighborhood of [L  h] and the first order estimate of Ax is

Az = Ky pvec([AL  Ah]) + O(|[AL  AR]||%)
— (HiG(w) — Ha)vec([AL  AR)) + O(I[AL  AR]|}3),
where G(z) = [z —1]® I,,, for m=p+q and
Hy=2p2Kat” —[C,  KAT],  Hy=K(I, Onxi]®t7),

forp= /14 |zl3, tT = - rT(ACT) rT] with r = Az —b.

Proof We first perform the first order perturbation analysis of the weighted TLS problem in (2Z.17)-(2I8]).
Define the mapping x. = ¢([L. hc]). From Lemma Bl we have

Aze =¢([Le hed+ [ALe  Ah]) — @([Le  he])
=¢'([Le he]) - [ALe Ah]+ O([[ALe  Ah][17),

and
Ave ~ ¢'([Le  he))-[AL. Ah] = Kcvec([ALe  Ah]) = K. Zevec([AL  Ah)), (3.3)
where Z, = I,,,1 @ W' and with P. = LT L. — %1, G(z.) = [T —1]® I,

€

K.=pP! (20€p;1zEuETG(zE) — LTG(ze) — peoe[l, Onxi] @ul).

Here u. is the left singular vector corresponding to the smallest nonzero singular value o, of Ze = [Le  h]
and p. = (14 ||z]|3)"/? up to a factor +1.
By taking the limit in B3], we conclude that zyse = ¢([L  h]) satisfies

S(L 1) = lim K.Z.

To prove ¢'([L  h]) = K, we note that for any matrix M; € R™*™ My € R"*™,

MiG(z.) Zevee([AL Ah]):Ml([Z 1)@ W- )vec([AL AR))
= (MW 1)([ —1]®Im)vec([AL AR)),
M([In,om]@u )Zvec([AL AR]) :MQ([ 0nx1]®(u€TW€_1))vec([AL AR)).
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Then

$(L h]) P (200 e W = LTWE2)Glad) = peoclln Omal @ I W),

= lim
e—0+
Here u, is the right singular vector of [L. kT = [e71CT  AT] or QT[CT €AT], corresponding to its
smallest nonzero singular value, where @ is defined in (ZI0). Take X; = QTCT = {%1}, X, =QTAT in
Lemma B3] we obtain
—eCt" ATq + O(e?)
u+ O(e?)

Ue =

where @ is the left singular vector of Z@g corresponding to its smallest nonzero singular value and it is
exactly U,—_p+1 according to the SVD in (ZIT]).
Note that %,—p4+1 has a close relation to the residual vector r by [2I1)-(2I2), as revealed below

_ _ e~ ~ x
POp—pi1ln—pt1 = pAQ2Up—pt1 = A |:1:| =T (3.4)

Combining (B4) with ([Z20) and Lemma B2l and for the terms in ¢'([L  h]) we obtain

= 2y pr1p Katil_, [ACt 1)G(x)
=2p 2KarT[-ACT  I)G(z) = 2p2KatT G(x),
lim PULTW2G () = (O, KAT]G(x),
e—
: ~1 Ty -1
61_1>%1+ peoe P I Onxa] @ (ug W)

= 1K ([l Oxr] @ @0 [FACT L)) = KL Ona] @ 47).

Eli%1+ 20.p P e uT WALG ()

The assertion in the theorem then follows. O

By applying the similar technique on ([239), we can prove another form of the perturbation result. The
result is listed below, in which K, ;, is equivalent to K7, .

Theorem 3.5 With the notations in Theorem[34), the first order estimate of the TLSE solution x is
Az = K pvec([AL  AR]) + O(||[(AL AR)||%)

— (T e )~ T~ ] || + oAz AR,

where Hy = K(I,, ®tT).

Let «, 8 be positive numbers, for the data space R™*" x R™, define the flexible norm

IE fllr = \Jo2 B + 8] £z .

which is convenient to monitor the perturbations on E and f. For instance, large values of « (resp. f3)
enable to obtain condition number problems where mainly f (resp. E) is perturbed. The idea of using
parameter to unify the perturbations and condition numbers was first proposed in [I7], and then used or

extended by [431[50].
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Definition 3.6 Let [L h] be defined in (Z18), and [AL Ah] is the perturbation to [L h]. Denote
Az =¢([L hl+[AL AR])—¢([L h]), and define the normwise, mized and componentwise condition

numbers as follows

A
o =l sup {L282 jraL anz <wiiz m)e},

n—0

Km = lim sup %: AL An]| <n|[L h]|¢,
n

n—0 IIE S

— 1Az .
re = limsup { 158l ¢ [[AL AR <nl[L ][},

where | - | denotes the componentwise absolute value, Y < Z means y;; < zi; for all i,7, and % is the

entrywise division defined by [Zi] and % is interpreted as zero if & = 0 and infinity otherwise. The
ij

subscripts in Kk characterize the type of the condition numbers.

Write o = ¢([L 1)) as =1 (g) = ¥(g) for g = vec([L  h]), g =vec([aL ph]) and g = (D®1,n)7 ,
in which D = diag(a~11,,37!). By following the concept and formula for the normwise condition number
in [BII2LT3], the condition number formulae take the following form

_ 1#@lalgllz _ 1KaslllL Hllr _ |KaslllL Rz

)2

[o@lle ~ el B
le|/|(g()| lolloe _ WKl vee I 1Al _ (IRl veeiLl 1D,
o= |etelclal| H|KL,h|veT<[||LT° L RN

in which_KLJL_,?L,h are defined in Theorems 3.4 and B8 respectively, and Ko 5 = Kin(D ® I,),
Ka”g = KL,h(D X Im).

4 Compact formula and upper bounds of condition numbers

Note that the explicit expression of three types of condition numbers all involve the Kronecker product,
which makes the storage and computation very costly. We provide compact formula and upper bounds
that are Kronecker-product free and computable.

For mixed and componentwise condition numbers, it is obvious that

Ko < W H (L2 + [h]) + UL ]l _ WU
2o
and .
ke < ’ |Hu[(|L]|z] + |h]) + [K]|L] ItIH —_—

|

For the normwise condition number, a compact formula for the norm || K, g||2 is necessary, where the
matrix K7, associated with K, g maps the data space R™*™ x R™ to R" in the sense that

Ko pAg=KpAg = HiALx — KAL"t — Hy Ah, (4.1)
for Ag = vec(JoAL BAR]), Ag = vec([AL Ah]), and the norm

||K ﬁ”?i sup HKOtﬁAgHQ o HKL,hAgHQ
o, = - g7

- = sup ——wh=dl2 (4.2)
agz0 1472 Ag#0 [[[AL - Ah]|| 7

The following lemma is a slight revision of Lemma 2.1 in [6], and it gives a weighted norm estimate of an
operator similar to K7, j.
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Lemma 4.1 ([6]) Given matrices V€ R™*" X € R™*™ Y € R™*" and vectors s € R",t € R™, u €
R™ with two positive real numbers a and (3, for the linear operator | defined by

I(Vyu) == —XVs+YVTt + Xu,

its operator weighted spectral norm can be characterized by

LV, u)ll2
l — su H’i
22,7 vaol TV dlliF
ts
. ol — T B ts”
[_ HSBHQX %Y} ! ||t||§ a ft]l2[ls[l2
0 I ,
s t
< (el + Ly fmaxtr, & + o + &

2
where ¢; = + 6 , C iL.
T T s ||2 2T Tl
0

Proof In [6], Diao proved the value of ||l||2,7 for ¢; = Y, ca = 5, where ¢ = g—z +

0 _1
ci + Tl Let

ttr B tsT
1 1 cl, —c =
z=r[~glslox Zliley], M= |" " FE ATl |
B o 0 I,
1
where || ZM ||y = |ZMMT ZT||3 with

T
5 1 0 _ts”
WM — (—2 HSH%)Im 01, B . ([t[]2]]s]l2

0 I o st
" lIl211s]2

The matrix product M M7 keeps the same for ¢; = ¢, ¢y = ¢; £ m, and || M]3 has the upper bound

T ﬁ2 ﬁ
HMHQ = HMM ||2 < maX{l ” HQ} + =

The assertion of the lemma then follows. O

Theorem 4.2 With the notations in Theorem we have the compact expression for the normuwise
condition number

ttr B taT
llz|l2 [t]l2 } lm — 2 G, WL Al
Fn = ||| — H K t 2|2 : ,
[ 5 i 115 ; 2 BB

where ¢; = Jr ”I ,Cco=c1 T HZH . The upper bound of ky is given by

T I[IL ]
H ||2HH ” + || ||2HKH } |f\/max{1 Es

e b+g

e ||2

<H@2MﬁM+anm+(% + L)1l
[L hllf\/max{l ” H2}+

[
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Proof By Theorem B4l and ([.Tl), we have
Ar = K1, ,Ag = H{(ALx — Ah) — KALTt + O(|[AL  Ah]||%),
for Ag = vec(JAL Ah]). Ignore the high-order terms and in Lemma [A.1] set
X=H, V=-AL, Y=K, s=z u=-Ah t' = [—TT(AvéT) TT],

for r = Az — b, then from [@2)) and Lemma [Tl we get the compact expression for ||K, g2 as

ttT tal
X t CI — CoT5 A~ T T
1Kol = | [~ 122y, L) | st = 2z ST, ||
p a 0 I

2

and the expression for k,, which is bounded by

o (Ll 4 L) U2 hnf\/ . el

]2 ]

where || Hy |2 < 2||t]2]|K]l2/p + ||CTy|l2 + |KKAT ||o. The proof is then finished. O

Remark 2 The upper bound U involves the computation of [|[C |2, [KAT |2 and ||¢]2, which can be
easily implemented from the intermediate results for solving the TLSE problem. For example, for the
matrix K = Q257" Q% with S11 = (AQ2)"(AQ2) — 62,1 In—p, we note that (AQ2)T(AQ>) is just the

(n —p) x (n — p) principle submatrix of (AQ2)T (AQ5) and hence

St = (AQ2)"(4Q2) =52 _pyakumy = Ly 01[(AQ2)(AQ2) = 52 pyalupin] [757]
ey OVETE =3 s L)V [Py7] = Vi ST,

where the (n—p) x (n—p) matrix S = diag(67 -5 _,,), and Vi1 is the principal (n—p) x (n—p) submatrix
of V. Its inverse St = V11 S- V11 , where Vi1 can be cheaply computed based on the formula in [9,

Lemma 1]. For the vector ¢, we can formulate C' based on the Grevill’s method [2, Chapter 7, Section 5]

as
~ I, —w lzcal) CT
or=| w—lecTC) ;o w=1+zcl3,

where CT can be easily obtained from the QR factorization of C.

Remark 3 As a check, we can recover the perturbation bound and condition numbers for the standard
TLS problem, by setting C' = AC =0 and d = Ad = 0 in Theorem B4l In this case,

Cl=0nxp, K=ATA-02 L) =P T=[01, ],
where 0,11 = on41([A  b]), and by setting C =0 and d = 0 in (Z4)-(ZT), we derive that ATr =02z

2 _ ;2 2 ; —2.._ A"r
and |75 = o}, 1%, from which p~*z = GE and

Hy =P H0nxp 2p %arT — AT = P 0nxp — ATHy),

with Hy = I, — ” H2 being a Householder matrix, therefore Ky, 5, = [0,xp Kis) with Kyg = Kp,y that is
defined in (Z8)). The absolute normwise condition number £2°* = || K, ||2 reduces to the one for standard
TLS problem given in [20l24]. Moreover, the estimate in Theorem B4] becomes

Az = Kygvec([AA  Ab]) + O(||[AA  Ab]||%)
—(ATA - 02 \I,) " ATHo(AAz — Ab) — (ATA— 02 1,,) T AAT
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By taking 2-norm of Az, we obtain the relative perturbation result of the TLS solution as follows

|l 46y | |AAlL
Telle =" ol " T4l

(4.3)

where kp = Hz 2|(ATA - o2 )flATH and
2

R
EL

I7ll2|[ (AT A = o7 D)7+ 2| (ATA = of (1) T AT ).
2 2

The perturbation estimate in (3) is the same as the result in [48].
For mixed and componentwise condition numbers, K, ;, in Theorem reduces to

Kipn=2"@[0nxp Dl—P 'Ly ®[01xp 77]) = [Onxp DI,

for D = —P~Y(AT —2p~22r"), and therefore s, and k. become
us _ [IMIIA[+ DIl m_HMWN+WWw
" ]| oo ’ ||

where M = (z7 ® D) — P~(I, ® rT). These results are exactly the ones from [§].

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical examples to verify our results. The following numerical tests are
performed via MATLAB with machine precision u = 2.22e — 16 in a laptop with Intel Core (TM) i5-
5200U CPU. In all tests, we take a = 3 = 1 in the normwise condition number &, and its upper bound xU.

Example 5.1 In this example, we construct random TLSE problems in which the entries in the input
matrices have equilibratory magnitude. Let [A 5] be a random matrix, and the matrix C = [C' d] be
generated by _

C=Y[D 027,
where Y = I, — 2yy?, Z = I,,41 — 2227, and y € RY, 2z € R"*! are random unit vectors, D is a p X p
diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are uniformly distributed in the interval (0, 1) except the last

one. The last diagonal entry is determined such that the condition number of Cis K&-
Consider random perturbations

[AL  Ah] =10"% s rand(p + ¢,n + 1), (5.1)

and set
AL AWlle o |lA¢ - Kpave(AL AR])s

Turr 0. NAz = )
1L hlllF 2 ([ Az]l2

€1 =

where 77“91 is used to measure the correctness of Theorem B4l €%, with o = 8 = 1 is used to estimate

an upper bound of the relative forward error HH HHQ

In Table 5.1} we choose p = 5,n = 15, ¢ = 20. For each given sz, we generate two different TLSE
problems, and use the stable QR-SVD algorithm to compute the solutions to the original and perturbed
problems. Relative forward error of the TLSE solution is compared with the estimated upper bounds via
normwise condition numbers.

The tabulated results for 7'$! show that the first order estimate for Az in Theorem [34]is reasonable.
It is also observed that (e1ky) is about one or two orders of magnitude larger than the actual relative
forward error H”Am ”ﬁ!Q , even the intermediate factor ||Cix ||2 is large and the problem becomes ill-conditioned.

The upper bound Y is a tight estimate of the normwise condition number. This indicates that e;xY can
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Table 5.1 Comparisons of forward errors via QR-SVD algorithm and upper bounds for the perturbed TLSE problem

K& % e €1Kn e1kY ||C’LH2

107 7.56e-7 1.29¢-6 3.46e-5 2.12e-4 5.16e+2
102 8.11e-7 1.11e-6 2.99¢-5 8.11e-5 1.90e+2
10° 2.90e-5 5.23e-5 5.63e-4 9.04e-3 2.61le+4
103 1.16e-5 8.10e-6 6.98¢-4 7.24e-4 5.37e+3
10% 5.92¢-5 2.49¢-4 2.71e-3 5.61e-3 1.72e+4
104 1.95¢-5 1.06e-4 4.55¢-3 1.17e-2 3.27e+4
10° 1.06e-3 2.72¢-3 5.64e-2 1.01e-1 4.67e+5
10° 1.67e-3 1.86e-3 6.31e-2 2.04e-1 3.34e+5

be an alternative to estimate the forward error of the TLSE solution.

Example 5.2 In this example, we test the accuracy of the TLSE solution via the randomized algorithm
in Algorithm 2] and also compare corresponding relative forward error of the solution with the estimated
upper bounds for the perturbed TLSE problem. Let

[L hl=Y {ﬂ ZT e RPHrOxXt) -y — oy Z =1, — 2227,
where y € RPT9, z € R+ are random unit vectors, A = diag(n,...,2,1,8) with a positive parameter §
close to 0.

Set m = 50 or 100, p = 0.1m,n = 0.2m, and denote

Enwtls _ ||$nwtls - xqr_svdHQ

[ PR

where Znwils, Tqr_svd are solutions of the unperturbed TLSE problem computed via NWTLS and QR-SVD
methods, respectively, and for NWTLS method in Algorithm 2.1, we take the weighting factor e = 1073
and the sample size ¢ = 5.

Generate random perturbation as in (B.1J), and compute the solutions to the perturbed problem via
NWTLS and QR-SVD algorithms, respectively. In Table 5.2] we list numerical results with respect to
different parameters. It is observed that the randomized NWTLS algorithm can be as accurate as the QR-
SVD method. One exception for Fys is for § = 1072, in which case the error Fy1s is not close enough
to machine precision. That is because when § = 1072, the ratio between the subdominant and dominant
eigenvalues of (GTG)~! is not small enough to guarantee solutions with higher accuracy. We also note
that the upper bounds €k, €1xY estimated via normwise condition number are sharp to evaluate the
forward errors by the NWTLS algorithm.

Table 5.2 Comparisons of forward errors via NWTLS algorithm and upper bounds for the perturbed TLSE problem

5 m oond(AQe)  Bawus el Dlmnls o,
le-2 50 1.01le+3 4.21e-11 2.83e-8 1.42e-8 4.54e-7 6.04e-7
le-2 100 2.03e+3 7.84e-11 3.34e-8 1.67e-8 1.27e-6 1.59e-6
le-3 50 1.00e+4 4.90e-15 2.19e-8 1.10e-8 5.41e-7 6.91e-7
le-3 100 2.03e+4 1.25e-14 3.15e-8 1.58e-8 1.05e-6 1.22e-6
le-4 50 9.93e+4 1.45e-15 3.21e-8 1.60e-8 4.26e-7 5.33e-7
le-4 100 1.98e+5 3.09e-15 5.11e-8 2.56e-8 1.35e-6 1.71e-6

Example 5.3 In this example, we do some numerical experiments for the TLSE problem, based on
the piecewise-polynomial data fitting problem in [4, Chapter 16] and [7].
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Given N points (¢;,y;) on the plane, we are seeking to find a piecewise-polynomial function f(¢) fitting
the above set of the points, where
), t<a,
sy ={ 0

f2 (t), t> a,
with a given, and f1(¢) and f2(t) polynomials of degree three or less,
J1(t) = @1 + ot 4 23t + 2487, fa(t) = x5 + w6t + 27t + 25t”,.

The conditions that fi(a) = fa(a) and f{(a) = f5(a) are imposed, so that f(t) is continuous and has a
continuous first derivative at ¢ = a. Suppose that the N data are numbered so that ¢1,...,¢ty < a and
tr41,-- -5ty > a. The conditions fi(a) — f2(a) = 0 and f{(a) — fi(a) = 0 leads to the equality constraint
Cr=dforz=[ry x3 ... g7 and

O = laa® a® -1 —a —a? —a® d— 0
T 1012a3a® 0 —1 —2a —3a® |’ 0]

The vector z that minimizes the sum of squares of the prediction errors

DAt v+ Y (fats) —w),
=1 i=M+1

gives min, || Az — b||2, where

(1t 2 t30 0 0 0 - -
2,3 Y1
1t t5 150 0 0 0
. . . . . . . . y2
A= 1tM tM t]\/IO 0 20 30 ’ b= Ym )
00 0 0 1tm+r ey targn a1
00 0 0 1tayo i, thy, _+
oo : : x|
100 0 01 txn tx Ty |

and the matrix A is of 50% sparsity. Take M = 200, N = 400, and let samples ¢; € [0,1] randomly
generated such that

[t1 -+ tm] = ax Eqm, [trvrs1 -+ tN] za*lﬁ_MwL(l—a)*ELN_M,

where E;, is a random s x ¢ matrix whose entries are uniformly distributed on the interval (0,1), and
Iny—a is a column vector of all ones. For a randomly generated piecewise-polynomial function f(¢)
with a predetermined a, we compute the corresponding function value y; = f(¢;), and add random
componentwise perturbations on the data as

AC =108 F30C, AA=10°%-Ens®A,  Ab=10"%-Eyx,®b,
and Ad = 0, where ® denotes the entrywise multiplication. Set
ea = min{e: |AL| < €|L|,|Ah| < €|h|},

lAz]loo
llzllee

In Table[5.3] we list the actual forward errors and corresponding upper bounds estimated via different
condition numbers. It’s observed that three types condition numbers multiplied by backward errors give
good estimates of the forward error when a > 0.5, and they are about one or two orders of magnitude
larger than the relative forward error, and the upper bounds of three types condition numbers are tight as
well. The relative forward errors of the solution are almost about 10~7, except for the case @ = 0.9. This

then the relative errors I %HOO can be bounded by €3k, €2k respectively.
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happens because in (Z.I5), the gap between the singular values 7,,_, = 1.65¢ —4 and 7,,_p+1 = 1.62¢ —4
is very small, and the small gap not only makes the matrix K to have large norm, but also leads to a
small value 4.87e — 5 in the last component of Q2v;,—p+1, which also makes the solution z, vectors r and
t in Theorem B4 to have large norms. These large values will magnify the backward errors and hence
affect the magnitude of | Az||s.

On the other hand, we also note that when a decreases, especially for a = 0.05, the forward error
estimated via normwise condition number is far away from the true value of the forward error, while
mixed and componentwise condition numbers and their upper bounds can still estimate the forward error
very tightly. The reason is that when a is small, t1,to, - ,tx are of different magnitude, and L is badly
scaled, which causes different magnitude of entries in K, 5. In the forward error estimated via normwise
condition number, the condition number ||Kp |2 is dominated by its high-magnitude entries, while for
mixed and componentwise condition number-based estimates, the high-magnitude entries in | K, 5| might
be restrained by small or zero entries in [|L| |h|], leading to tight estimates for the forward error of the
solution.

Table 5.3 Comparisons of forward error and upper bounds for the perturbed TLSE problem

”HAIIHLIZ €1Kn e1kY ”HA;ﬁ[I:’ €2km eard ||%||oO €2kc eary
0.05 1.87e-7 5.69e-2 5.48e-1 1.87e-7 5.42e-6 6.41e-5 1.87e-7 9.01e-6 1.28e-4
0.1 3.46e-7 9.60e-3 8.74e-2 3.46e-7 6.81e-6 7.34e-5 3.77e-7 9.42¢-6 1.07e-4
0.3 2.04e-7 1.28e-4 4.84e-4 2.05e-7 6.80e-6 2.00e-5 2.22e-7 8.09e-6 2.30e-5
0.5 4.24e-7 5.42e-5 1.07e-4 4.36e-7 9.73e-6 2.04e-5 4.42e-T7 1.04e-5 2.44e-5
0.7 1.76e-7 2.56e-4 5.72e-4 1.67e-7 5.96e-5 1.33e-4 2.58e-7 6.10e-5 1.36e-4
0.9 5.25e-4 2.45e-2 1.43e-1 5.25e-4 3.30e-3 7.82e-2 1.18e-3 7.83e-3 2.96e-1

6 Conclusion and future work

In this paper, by making use of a limit technique, we present the closed formula for the first order per-
turbation estimate of the TLSE solution, based on which normwise, mixed and componentwise condition
numbers of problem TLSE are derived. Since these expressions all involve matrix Kronecker product
operations, we propose different skills to simplify the expressions to improve the computational efficiency.
For the normwise condition number, the alternative expression and upper bound in Theorem [£.2]is more
compact and shown to be tight for TLSE problems with equilibratory input data. For the computation
of Ky, the main cost involves formulating H;, K, computing an n X (n + m) matrix and evaluating its
2-norm as well.

For mixed and componentwise condition numbers, the Kronecker product operation in Ky, also
increase the storage and computational cost. According to the numerical experiments, the upper bounds
are very sharp and can be suitable to measure the conditioning of the TLSE problem, especially for
sparse and badly-scaled TLSE problems. In the computation of the upper bounds, the main cost is the
formulation of matrices Hy, KC, the remaining cost involves the cheap matrix-vector multiplications and
the infinity-norm evaluation of the vectors, therefore the computation and storage is more economical
than the one for normwise condition number.

In the future work, we are going to investigate the perturbation result of the TLSE problem, in which
the different magnitudes of perturbations in input data are taken into account. The proposed results [25]
are expected to deliver better estimates of forward errors of the solution than the one based on normwise
condition number. The condition number of the following multidimensional TLSE problem

%11}?1||[E Fl||p, subjectto (A+E)X =B+F, CX=D,

are also considered, where A, F € R?*" B, F € R?*¢ C ¢ RP*" D € RP*?,
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When C, D are zero matrices, the problem reduces to the multidimensional TLS problem, whose con-
dition numbers have been investigated in [3T1[52]. Tt is of interest to make use of the similar limit technique
to investigate the condition numbers of the multidimensional TLSE problem. However, the discussions
on solvability conditions and the explicit solution to the multidimensional TLSE problem haven’t been
seen in the literature. Compared to condition numbers of the (single-right-hand) TLSE problem (LI]), the
multidimensional case is more complicated since the smallest singular value of AQQ might be multiple and
the corresponding singular vector is not unique and lies in an invariant subspace. This brings difficulty in
establishing the close relation between multidimensional TLSE and multidimensional WTLS problems.
Moreover those techniques in [27] can not be used. New tools are needed in dealing with the subspace
approximation problem. We will investigate these issues in a separate paper [20].

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the handling editor Prof. Claude Brezinski
and two anonymous referees for their constructive comments and suggestions, which greatly improve the
presentation of this paper.
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