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Preface

In 1954, Alston S. Householder published Principles of Numerical Analysis, a pioneering
work on matrix decomposition, specifically favoring (block) LU decomposition—the factor-
ization of a matrix into the product of lower and upper triangular matrices. Over time,
matrix decomposition has evolved into a core technology in machine learning, driven signif-
icantly by the advancement of the backpropagation algorithm for fitting neural networks.
The primary goal of this book is to provide a self-contained introduction to concepts and
mathematical tools in numerical linear algebra and matrix analysis, facilitating a seam-
less introduction to matrix decomposition techniques and their applications in subsequent
sections. However, acknowledging the limitations of coverage, particularly regarding the
analysis of Euclidean space, Hermitian space, Hilbert space, and complex domain consid-
erations, readers are directed to the linear algebra literature for a more comprehensive
exploration of related fields.

This book functions as a concise overview, emphasizing the significance of key matrix
decomposition methods such as LU, QR, and SVD. It delves into the origin and complexity
of these methods, shedding light on their modern applications. In contrast to many linear
algebra textbooks where matrix decomposition methods are treated as incidental “byprod-
ucts,” this work focuses on these methods, with principal ideas serving as fundamental
tools for them. The mathematical prerequisite is a first course in linear algebra, and be-
yond this foundational background, the development is self-contained, featuring rigorous
proofs throughout.
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Introduction and Background

Matrix decomposition has evolved into a fundamental technology in statistics (Banerjee and
Roy, 2014; Gentle, 1998), optimization (Gill et al., 2021), and machine learning (Goodfellow
et al., 2016; Bishop, 2006), particularly in deep learning. This prominence is attributed to
advancements such as the backpropagation algorithm for neural network fitting and the
utilization of low-rank neural networks in efficient deep learning. The primary objective
of this book is to provide a self-contained introduction to the concepts and mathemati-
cal tools of numerical linear algebra and matrix analysis in order to seamlessly introduce
matrix decomposition techniques and their applications in subsequent sections. However,
we clearly realize our inability to cover all the useful and interesting results concerning
matrix decomposition and given the paucity of scope to present this discussion, e.g., the
separated analysis of the Euclidean space, Hermitian space, and Hilbert space. We refer
the reader to literature in the field of linear algebra for a more detailed introduction to the
related fields. Some excellent examples include Householder (2006); Trefethen and Bau III
(1997); Strang (2009); Stewart (2000); Gentle (2007); Higham (2002); Quarteroni et al.
(2010); Golub and Van Loan (2013); Beck (2017); Gallier and Quaintance (2017); Boyd and
Vandenberghe (2018); Strang (2019); van de Geijn and Myers (2020); Strang (2021). It
is crucial to emphasize that this book specifically focuses on presenting compact proofs of
the existence of matrix decomposition methods. For a deeper exploration of topics such as
reducing calculation complexity, rigorous discussions in various applications, examples, the
practical significance of each matrix decomposition method, and preliminary insights into
tensor decomposition, readers are encouraged to consult Lu (2021c).

A matrix decomposition involves breaking down a complex matrix into its constituent
parts, simplifying the representation. The underlying principle of the decompositional ap-
proach to matrix computation is that it is not the business of the matrix algorithmists
to solve particular problems, but it is an approach that can simplify more complex matrix
operations which can be performed on the decomposed parts rather than on the original ma-
trix itself. At a general level, a matrix decomposition task for matrix A can be formulated
as follows:

e A = QU: Here, Q is an orthogonal matrix that contains the same column space as
A and U is a relatively simple and sparse matrix used for reconstructing A.

e A =QTQ": In this case, Q is orthogonal such that A and T are similar matrices
! that share essential properties such as same eigenvalues, and sparsity. Additionally,
working with T is a less complex task than working with A.

e A = UTYV: In this formulation, U and V are orthogonal matrices such that the
columns of U and the rows of V' form orthonormal bases for the column space and
row space of A, respectively.

e A = B C: Here, Band C are full-rank matrices capable of reducing the memory
mXn mXr rXn

storage requirements for A. In practical applications, a low-rank approximation,

A = D F , where k < r is the numerical rank of the matrix, proves beneficial.
mxn mxk kxn

This approximation allows more economical storage of the matrix A, requiring k(m +
n) floats instead of mn numbers. Additionally, it facilitates efficient computation of

1. See Definition 8.2 (p. 111) for a rigorous definition.
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matrix-vector products, b = Az, through intermediate steps involving ¢ = Fa and
b = Dc. This approximation method is also valuable for data interpretation and
other computational tasks.

e Although typically computationally demanding, a matrix decomposition can be lever-
aged for solving new problems related to the original matrix in various contexts. For
instance, once the factorization of A is obtained, it can be reused to solve the set of
linear systems, {b; = Ax1,by = Axs,..., by = Axy}.

e More generally, a matrix decomposition aids in understanding the internal impli-
cations and inherent logic of operations involving matrix multiplication. Each con-
stituent contributes to a geometrical transformation, as discussed in Section 15 (p. 192).

The matrix decomposition algorithms can be categorized into several types. Here, we
delineate six fundamental categories:

1. Factorizations stemming from Gaussian elimination, including the LU decomposition
and its positive definite alternative - Cholesky decomposition;

2. Factorizations achieved by orthogonalizing either the columns or the rows of a matrix,
allowing effective data representation on an orthonormal basis;

3. Factorizations involving skeleton matrices, where a subset of columns or rows can ad-
equately represent the entire data with minimal reconstruction error, while preserving
the sparsity and nonnegativity of the matrices;

4. Reduction to Hessenberg, tridiagonal, or bidiagonal form, as a result, the properties
of the matrices can be explored in these reduced matrices such as rank, eigenvalues,
and so on;

5. Factorizations derived from the computation of matrix eigenvalues;

6. The remaining methods can be characterized as a special class of decompositions
involving optimization techniques and high-level concepts, where categorization may
not be immediately apparent.

The visual representations of matrix decomposition in Figure 1 and 2 establish connec-
tions among various decomposition methods based on their internal relationships. Addi-
tionally, these figures distinguish between different methods according to specific criteria or
prerequisites. Further details about these visualizations are provided in the accompanying
text.

Notation and preliminaries In the subsequent section, we will present and review
fundamental concepts in linear algebra. Additional important notions will be introduced
and elaborated upon as necessary for clarity. Readers possessing a sufficient background
in matrix analysis may opt to bypass this section. Throughout the text, our focus is
on real matrices. In the absence of specific conditions, the eigenvalues of the matrices
under discussion are considered to be real. Furthermore, we maintain the assumption that
|-Il = ||ll5, i-e., the default matrix or vector norm is the spectral norm or 5 norm.

In all cases, scalars will be represented in a non-bold font, potentially with subscripts
(e.g., a, a, ;). Vectors will be denoted using boldface lowercase letters, also potentially
with subscripts (e.g., i, , ., z), while matrices will be represented by boldface uppercase
letters, possibly with subscripts (e.g., A, L;). The i-th element of a vector z will be denoted
by z; in the non-bold font. For matrix A, the i-th row and j-th column value is represented
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as a;;. Furthermore, it will be helpful to utilize the Matlab-style notation, the i-th row
to j-th row and k-th column to m-th column submatrix of matrix A will be denoted by
A;.jj:m- In cases where the index is not continuous, with ordered subindex sets I and J,
A[I, J] indicates the submatrix of A obtained by extracting the rows and columns of A
indexed by I and J, respectively. Similarly, A[:, J] denotes the submatrix of A obtained by
extracting the columns of A indexed by J.

And in all instances, vectors are represented in column format rather than row format.
A row vector is indicated by the transpose of a column vector, denoted by a'. A specific
column vector with values is delineated by the symbol “;”, for example, x = [1;2;3] is
a column vector in R3. Similarly, a row vector with specific values is separated by the
symbol “,” e.g., y = [1,2,3] is a row vector with 3 values. Further, a column vector can be
expressed as the transpose of a row vector, for instance, y = [1, 2, S]T is a column vector.

The transpose of a matrix A is denoted by AT, and its inverse is denoted by A~!. The
p X p identity matrix is represented by I,. A vector or matrix consisting entirely of zeros
is denoted by a boldface zero, 0, with its size inferred from context. Alternatively, 0,
signifies a vector of all zeros with p entries.

Definition 0.1 (Eigenvalue) Given any vector space E and any linear map A : E —
E, a scalar A € K is called an eigenvalue, or proper value, or characteristic value of A
if there is some nonzero vector w € E such that

Au = \u.

Definition 0.2 (Spectrum and Spectral Radius) The set of all eigenvalues of A
is called the spectrum of A and is denoted by A(A). The largest magnitude of the
eigenvalues is known as the spectral radius p(A):

A) = Al
p(A) A?A?fi)"

Definition 0.3 (Eigenvector) A vector u € E is called an eigenvector, or proper vec-
tor, or characteristic vector of A if uw # 0 and if there is some A € K such that

Au = du,

where the scalar X is then an eigenvalue. And we say that u is an eigenvector associated

with .

Furthermore, the pair (A, u) mentioned above is said to be an eigenpair. Intuitively,
the above definitions mean that multiplying matrix A by the vector u yields a new vector in
the same direction as u but scaled by a factor A. For any eigenvector u, it can be scaled by
a scalar s such that su remains an eigenvector of A. This is why we call the eigenvector an
eigenvector of A associated with eigenvalue A. To avoid ambiguity, we typically assume that
the eigenvector is normalized to have length 1 and the first entry is positive (or negative),
as both u and —wu are eigenvectors.

In the study of linear algebra, every vector space has a basis and every vector is a linear
combination of members of the basis. We then define the span and dimension of a subspace
via the basis.
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Definition 0.4 (Subspace) A nonempty subset V of R™ is called a subspace if xa +
ya €V for every a,b € V and every x,y € R.

Definition 0.5 (Span) If every vector v in subspace V can be expressed as a linear
combination of {ai,as,..., an}, then {ai,aq,...,any} is said to span V.

In this context, we will heavily rely on the idea of the linear independence among a set
of vectors. Two equivalent definitions are provided below.

Definition 0.6 (Linearly Independent) A set of vectors {ai,as,...,an,} is called
linearly independent if there is no combination can get r1a1 + xo0a2 + ... + Tpmay, = 0
except all x;’s are zero. An equivalent definition is that a1 # 0, and for every k > 1, the
vector ay, does not belong to the span of {ai,as,...,ar_1}.

Definition 0.7 (Basis and Dimension) A set of vectors {ai,as,...,an} is called a
basis of V if they are linearly independent and span V. FEvery basis of a given subspace
has the same number of vectors, and the number of vectors in any basis is called the
dimension of the subspace V. By convention, the subspace {0} is said to have dimension
zero. Furthermore, every subspace of nonzero dimension has a basis that is orthogonal,
i.e., the basis of a subspace can be chosen orthogonal.

the column space (or range) of A to be the set spanned by its columns:
C(A)={yeR™:Jx cR", y=Ax}.
And the row space of A is the set spanned by its rows, which is equal to the column space

of AT:
CANY ={xcR": Iy cR™ == A"y}

Definition 0.9 (Null Space (Nullspace, Kernel)) If A is an m X n real matriz, we
define the null space (or kernel, or nullspace) of A to be the set:

N(A) = {y eR": Ay =0}

‘ Definition 0.8 (Column Space (Range)) If A is an m x n real matriz, we define
‘ And the null space of AT is defined as

NAT) ={xeR™: ATz =0}.

The column space of A and the null space of AT both constitute subspaces of R™. In
fact, every vector in N'(AT) is orthogonal to C(A) and vice versa.’

Definition 0.10 (Rank) The rank of a matric A € R™*" is the dimension of the
column space of A. That is, the rank of A is equal to the maximal number of linearly
independent columns of A, and is also the maximal number of linearly independent rows
of A. The matriz A and its transpose AT have the same rank. We say that A has full

2. Every vector in N (A) is also orthogonal to C(AT) and vice versa.

4
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rank if its rank is equal to min{m,n}. Specifically, given a vector u € R™ and a vector
v € R", then the m x n matriz wv' is of rank 1. In short, the rank of a matriz is equal
to:

o number of linearly independent columns;
e number of linearly independent rows;
o and remarkably, these are always the same (see Theorem 0.1).

Definition 0.11 (Orthogonal Complement in General) The orthogonal complement
VL of a subspace V contains every vector that is perpendicular to V. That is,

Vi={vjv'u=0, YueV}.

The two subspaces are disjoint and span the entire space. The dimensions of V and V-
add to the dimension of the entire space. Additionally, it holds that (V+)+ = V.

Definition 0.12 (Orthogonal Complement of Column Space) If A is an m X n
real matriz, the orthogonal complement of C(A), C+(A), is the subspace defined as:

CHA)={yeR™: y Az =0,Vz c R"}
={yeR™: y'v=0,YveClA)}.

Then we have the four fundamental spaces for any matrix A € R™*" of rank r, as delineated
in Theorem 0.3. To establish the fundamental theorem of linear algebra, we first verify a
crucial result: the equality between the row rank and the column rank of a matrix. This
proof holds significance for subsequent developments.

Theorem 0.1: (Row Rank Equals Column Rank) The dimension of the column
space of a matrix A € R™*" is equal to the dimension of its row space, i.e., the row rank
and the column rank of a matrix A are equal.

Proof [of Theorem 0.1] We first notice that the null space of A is orthogonal complementary
to the row space of A: N(A)LC(AT) (where the row space of A is exactly the column space
of AT), that is, vectors in the null space of A are orthogonal to vectors in the row space of

A. To see this, suppose A has rows {a],aq,...,a})} and A= [a];a,;...;a,] is the row

partition. For any vector € N(A), we have Az = 0, that is, [a{ ;a5 x;...;a, x] = 0.

And since the row space of A is spanned by {a{,aq,...,a}}. Then x is perpendicular to
any vectors from C(A ") which means NV(A)LC(AT).

Now suppose the dimension of row space of A is r. Let {ri,ry,..., 7} be a set of
vectors in R™ and form a basis for the row space. Then the r vectors {Ari, Arg, ..., Ar,}
are in the column space of A, which are linearly independent. To see this, suppose we
have a linear combination of the r vectors: x1Ari + z9Are + ... + x,.Ar, = 0, that is,
A(xiry + xor2 + ... + x,7) = 0 and the vector v = z171 + 2972 + ... + 2,7, is in null
space of A. But since {ry,rs,..., 7.} is a basis for the row space of A, v is thus also in the
row space of A. We have shown that vectors from the null space of A is perpendicular to
vectors from the row space of A, thus it holds that viv=0andz; =z9=...= 2, = 0.
Then Ary, Ars, ..., Ar, are in the column space of A, and they are linearly independent,



LIST OF FIGURES

which means the dimension of the column space of A is larger than r. This result shows
that row rank of A < column rank of A.
If we apply this process again for AT. We will have column rank of A < row rank

of A. This completes the proof. |
Additional insights from this proof reveal that if {r1,r2,...,7,} constitutes a vector set
in R™ serving as a basis for the row space, then {Ary, Aro, ..., Ar,} forms a basis for the

column space of A. We formulate this finding into the following lemma.

Lemma 0.2: (Column Basis from Row Basis) For any matrix A € R™*" suppose
that {r1,r2,...,7.} is a set of vectors in R™ which forms a basis for the row space, then
{Ari, Arg, ..., Ar,} is a basis for the column space of A.

For any matrix A € R™*" it can be easily verified that any vector in the row space of
A is orthogonal to any vector in the null space of A. Suppose x,, € N(A), then Az, =0,
indicating that @, is perpendicular to every row of A, thus validating our assertion.

Similarly, we can also show that any vector in the column space of A is perpendicular
to any vector in the null space of AT. Further, the column space of A together with the
null space of A" span the whole R™ which is known as the fundamental theorem of linear
algebra.

The fundamental theorem contains two parts, the dimension of the subspaces and the
orthogonality of the subspaces. The orthogonality can be easily verified as shown above.
Additionally, when the row space has dimension r, the null space has dimension n —r. This
cannot be easily stated and we prove it in the following theorem.

Theorem 0.3: (The Fundamental Theorem of Linear Algebra) Orthogonal Com-
plement and Rank-Nullity Theorem: for any matrix A € R™*" we have
e N(A) is orthogonal complement to the row space C(A") in R™: dim(N(A)) +
dim(C(AT)) = n;
e N(AT) is orthogonal complement to the column space C(A) in R™: dim(N(AT)) +
dim(C(A)) =m;
e For rank-r matrix A, dim(C(AT")) = dim(C(A)) = r, that is, dim(N(A)) = n —r
and dim(N(AT)) =m —r.

Proof [of Theorem 0.3] Following from the proof of Theorem 0.1. Let 71, 79,..., 7, be a set
of vectors in R™ that form a basis for the row space, then Ary, Ars, ..., Ar, is a basis for the
column space of A. Let ny,no,...,ni € R" form a basis for the null space of A. Following
again from the proof of Theorem 0.1, N'(A)LC(AT), thus, 71,79, ..., 7, are perpendicular
to ni,no,...,ng. Then, {ry,re,..., 7, n1,No,...,ng} is linearly independent in R™.

For any vector * € R", Az is in the column space of A. Then it can be rep-
resented as a combination of Arq, Ary,..., Ar,.: Ax = 2;21 a;Ar; which states that
A(x—> ja;r;) =0and & — >, a;7; is thus in N'(A). Since {ni,ng,...,n;} is a basis
for the null space of A, £—3)"_, a;r; can be represented by a combination of 1, ng, ..., ny:
x— Y ar = Zle binj, ie, = ari+ Z§:1 bjn;. That is, any vector € R"
can be represented by {r1,72,..., 7, 11,19, ...,n;} and the set forms a basis for R™. Thus
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Figure 3: Two pairs of orthogonal subspaces in R” and R™. dim(C(A"))+dim(N(A)) =n
and dim(N(AT)) +dim(C(A)) = m. The null space component goes to zero as Az, = 0 €
R™. The row space component goes to column space as Az, = A(x, +x,) =b e C(A).

the dimension sum to n: r + k = n, i.e., dim(N(A)) + dim(C(A ")) = n. Similarly, we can
prove dim(N(AT)) + dim(C(A)) = m. ]

Figure 3 demonstrates two pairs of such orthogonal subspaces and shows how A takes
x into the column space. The dimensions of the row space of A and the null space of A
add to n. And the dimensions of the column space of A and the null space of AT add to m.
The null space component goes to zero as Az, = 0 € R™ which is the intersection of the
column space of A and the null space of AT. Conversely, the row space component goes to
the column space as Az, = A(x, + x,) = b € R™.

Definition 0.13 (Orthogonal Matrix) A real square matriz Q is an orthogonal ma-
triz if the inverse of Q equals the transpose of Q, thatis, Q ' = QT andQQT =Q'Q =
I. In another word, suppose Q = [q1,q2, - ..,qn] where q; € R™ for alli € {1,2,...,n},
then q;' qj = 6(i, ) with 6(i,j) being the Kronecker delta function. If Q contains only
of these columns with v < n, then Q' Q = L, stills holds with I, being the v X 7y identity
matriz. But QQT = I will not be true. For any vector x, the orthogonal matriz will
preserve the length: ||Qx| = |||

Definition 0.14 (Permutation Matrix) A permutation matriz P is a square binary
matriz that has exactly one entry of 1 in each row and each column, and 0’s elsewhere.
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Row Point That is, the permutation matriz P has the rows of the identity I in any
order and the order decides the sequence of the row permutation. Suppose we want to
permute the rows of matriz A, we simply multiply on the left by PA.

Column Point Or, equivalently, the permutation matric P has the columns of the
identity I in any order and the order decides the sequence of the column permutation.
And now, the column permutation of A is to multiply on the right by AP.

The permutation matrix P can be more efficiently represented via a vector J € Z'} of
indices such that P = I[:, J]|, where I is the n x n identity matrix and notably, the elements
in vector J sumtol+2+...4+n= "2%

Example 0.1 (Permutation) Suppose,

1 2 3 1
A= 1|4 5 6, and P = 1
78 9 1
The row permutation is given by
4 5 6
PA= |7 8 9],
1 2 3
where the order of the rows of A appearing in PA matches the order of the rows of I in

P. And the column permutation is given by

31 2
AP =6 4 5|,
9 7 8

where the order of the columns of A appearing in AP matches the order of the columns of
I in P. O

From an introductory linear algebra course, we note the following observation regarding
the equivalent claims of nonsingular matrices.

Remark 0.4: List of Equivalence of Nonsingularity for a Matrix

For a square matrix A € R™"*" the following claims are equivalent:

A is nonsingular;

A is invertible, i.e., A™! exists;

Az = b has a unique solution © = A~ 'b;

Ax = 0 has a unique, trivial solution: x = 0;
Columns of A are linearly independent;
Rows of A are linearly independent;

det(A) # 0;

dim(N(A)) = 0;

N(A) = {0}, i.e., the null space is trivial;
C(A) =C(A") =R", i.e., the column space or row space span the whole R";
A has full rank r = n;
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The reduced row echelon form is R = I;
AT A is symmetric positive definite;

A has n nonzero (positive) singular values;
All eigenvalues are nonzero.

It will be shown important to take the above equivalence into mind, otherwise, we will
easily get lost. On the other hand, the following remark also shows the equivalent claims
for singular matrices.

Remark 0.5: List of Equivalence of Singularity for a Matrix

For a square matrix A € R™*" with eigenpair (A, u), the following claims are equivalent:

(A — A\I) is singular;

(A — XI) is not invertible;

(A — AI)x = 0 has nonzero x # 0 solutions, and = wu is one of such solutions;
(A — M) has linearly dependent columns;

det(A — \I) = 0;

dim(N (A = \I)) > 0;

Null space of (A — AI) is nontrivial;

Columns of (A — AI) are linearly dependent;

Rows of (A — A\I) are linearly dependent;

(A — M) has rank r < n;

Dimension of column space = dimension of row space = r < n;
(A — M) (A — M) is symmetric semidefinite;

(A — M) has r < n nonzero (positive) singular values;

Zero is an eigenvalue of (A — \I).
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1.1. LU Decomposition

One of the most well-known and foundational matrix decompositions is the LU
decomposition. The results are outlined in the following theorem, and the proof
of its existence will be discussed in subsequent sections.

Theorem 1.1: (LU Decomposition with Permutation) Every nonsingular n x n
square matrix A can be decomposed as

A= PLU,

where P is a permutation matrix, L is a unit lower triangular matrix (i.e., a lower tri-
angular matrix with all 1’s on the diagonal), and U is a nonsingular upper triangular
matrix.

Note that, in the subsequent text, we will present decomposition-related results in blue
boxes, while other claims and theorems will be in gray boxes. This convention will be
consistently applied throughout the remainder of the book without explicit notification.

Remark 1.2: Decomposition Notation

The above decomposition is applicable to any nonsingular matrix A. We will see that
this decomposition emerges from elimination steps involving row operations such as sub-
traction and row exchange; the subtractions are documented in the matrix L, and the
row exchanges are recorded in the matrix P. To explicitly show row exchanges, the con-
ventional form of this decomposition is QA = LU, where Q = P precisely documents
the row exchanges in A. Otherwise, the P would record the row exchanges of LU. In
our case, we will make the decomposition to be clear for matrix A rather than for QA.
However, to maintain clarity for matrix A itself, rather than QA, we will consistently
place the permutation matrix on the right-hand side of the equation throughout the text,
without specific mention.

In certain cases, the use of the permutation matrix is unnecessary. This decomposition
is dependent on the leading principal minors. We offer a precise definition, crucial for the
subsequent illustration.

Definition 1.1 (Leading Principal Minors) Let A be an n X n square matriz. A
k x k submatriz of A obtained by deleting the last n —k columns and the last n— k rows
from A is called a k-th order leading principal submatriz of A, that is, the k x k
submatriz taken from the top-left corner of A. The determinant of the k X k leading
principal submatriz is called a k-th order leading principal minor of A.

Under mild conditions on the leading principal minors of matrix A, the LU decomposi-
tion will not require the use of the permutation matrix.

Theorem 1.3: (LU Decomposition without Permutation) For any n x n square
matrix A, if all the leading principal minors are nonzero, i.e., det(Aq.x1:1) # 0, for all

13
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ke {1,2,...,n}, then A can be decomposed as
A=LU,

where L is a unit lower triangular matrix (i.e., a lower triangular matrix with all 1’s on the
diagonal), and U is a nonsingular upper triangular matrix. Specifically, this decomposition
is unique. See Corollary 1.5.

Remark 1.4: Other Forms of the LU Decomposition without Permutation

In Theorem 1.3, we assume the leading principal minors are nonzero, in another word,
this means the leading principal submatrices and the matrix A are nonsingular.

Singular A. In the above theorem, we assume A is nonsingular as well. It’s worth
noting that the LU decomposition exists for singular matrices A as well. This can be
shown in the following section that, if matrix A is singular, some pivots will be zero, and
the corresponding diagonal values of U will be zero.

Singular leading principal submatrices. Even if we assume matrix A is nonsingu-
lar, the leading principal submatrices might be singular. Furthermore, in the scenario
where certain leading principal minors are zero, the LU decomposition is still viable;
however, it loses its uniqueness under these conditions.

We will discuss where this decomposition comes from in the next section. There are
also generalizations of LU decomposition to non-square or singular matrices, such as rank-
revealing LU decomposition. Interested readers are advised to consult Pan (2000); Miranian
and Gu (2003); Dopico et al. (2006) for further discussion or we will have a short discussion
in Section 1.11.

1.2. Relation to Gaussian Elimination

Solving the linear system equation Ax = b is a basic problem in linear algebra. Gaussian
elimination simplifies a linear system, transforming it into an upper triangular form through
elementary row transformations. This process unfolds over n — 1 stages for a square matrix
A € R As aresult, it is much easier to solve by a backward substitution. The elementary
transformation is defined rigorously as follows.

Definition 1.2 (Elementary Transformation) Given a square matriz A, the follow-
ing three transformations are referred to as elementary row/column transforma-
tions:

1. Interchanging two rows (or columns) of A;

2. Multiplying all elements of a row (or a column) of A by some nonzero values;

3. Adding any row (or column) of A multiplied by a nonzero number to any other row
(or column);

Specifically, the elementary row transformations of A are unit lower triangular that multiply
on the left of A (e.g., EA), and the elementary column transformations of A are unit upper
triangular that multiply on the right of A (e.g., AE).

14
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The Gaussian elimination is then described by the third type (elementary row trans-
formation) above. Suppose the upper triangular matrix obtained by Gaussian elimination
is given by U = E,,_1E,,_5... E1A (n — 1 steps), and at the k-th stage, the k-th column
of By _1Ey_o...FE1A is x € R". Gaussian elimination aims to introduce zeros below the

diagonal of x by
E,=1- zkeg,

where e, € R” represents the k-th unit basis vector, and z; € R" is defined as

zk:[0,...,0,zk+1,...,zn]T, zi:%, Vie{k+1,...,n}.
k

We realize that Ej, is a unit lower triangular matrix (with 1’s on the diagonal) with only
the k-th column of the lower submatrix being nonzero,

1 ... 0 0 ...0
0 1 0 0
Be= 1, —zpi1 1 0
0 ... -z, 0 ... 1

And multiplying on the left by E; will introduce zeros below the diagonal:

1 ... 0 0 ... 0 T T

I 1 0 ... 0 T || Tk
Bz =1 —zpe1 1 .. 0] |aesd| | O
0 ... —2z, 0 ... 1] [ @, | | 0

For example, we write out the Gaussian elimination steps for a 4 x 4 matrix. For simplicity,
we assume no row permutations. And in the following matrix, X represents a value that
may not be zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed.

A Trivial Gaussian Elimination For a 4 x 4 Matrix:

X X X K X X X K X X X X X X X K
X X X K By 0 X X K o 0 X X X B, 0 X X K (1.1)
X X X K 0 X X K 0 0 X K 0 0 X X|’ '
X X X K 0 X X K 0 0 X K 0 0 0 X

A E A E>E A EsE>FE A

where Ei, Ey, and Ej3 are lower triangular matrices. Specifically, as discussed above,
Gaussian transformation matrices E;’s are unit lower triangular matrices with 1’s on the
diagonal. This can be explained that for the k-th transformation Ej, working on the
matrix Ey_q...FE1A, the transformation subtracts multiples of the k-th row from rows
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{k+1,k+2,...,n} to get zeros below the diagonal in the k-th column of the matrix. And
never use rows {1,2,...,k —1}.

To be more concrete, for the transformation example above at stage 1, we multiply on
the left by E4 so that multiples of the 1-st row are subtracted from rows 2, 3,4 and the first
entries of rows 2, 3,4 are set to zero. Similar situations for step 2 and step 3. By defining
L=E 1E§ 1E§ Land denoting the matrix after elimination as U, ' we get A = LU. Thus
we obtain an LU decomposition for this 4 x 4 matrix A.

Definition 1.3 (Pivot) The first nonzero entry in the row after each elimination step
is referred to pivot. For example, the blue crosses in Equation (1.1) represent pivots.

However, it is possible for a;; (the entry (1,1) of matrix A) to have a value of zero on
occasion. No such matrix E; can make the next elimination step successful. So we need to
interchange the first row and the second row via a permutation matrix P;. This is known
as the pivoting, or simply permutation.

Gaussian Elimination With a Permutation In the Beginning:

0 N X X X X X K X KN K K
XN ¥ X X p |0 R R R g |0 KK
N KN K K N ¥ ¥ X 0 X X X
N K K K ¥ ¥ ¥ X 0 B B K
A PA E,PA
X K X K X K K X

|0 M R K| B |0 N B K

00 R R |0 0 ¥ ®

0 0 B X 0 0 0 ®

E.E P A EsEyE P, A

By defining L = E| 1E2_ 1E3_ Land P = Pl_l, the expression A = PLU represents a
comprehensive LU decomposition with permutation for the 4 x 4 matrix A.

In some circumstances, other permutation matrices P», Ps, ... will appear in between
the lower triangular E;’s. An illustration is provided below.

Gaussian Elimination With a Permutation In Between:

X X X K X X K K X X K K X X X K
X X X X| g [0 0 X K P 0 X X K 2N 0 X X K
X X X K 0 X X K 0 0 X K 0 0 X KX
X X X K 0 X X K 0 X X K 0 0 0 X
A E A P E A E,P E A

In this scenario, we find U = E>; P, E1A. In Section 1.4 or Section 1.10.1, we will show that
the interleaved permutations lead to the same form A = PLU, where P accounts for all
permutations.

1. The inverses of unit lower triangular matrices are also unit lower triangular matrices. And the products
of unit lower triangular matrices are also unit lower triangular matrices.
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The provided examples can be easily extended to any n x n matrix if we assume there
are no row permutations in the process. And we will have n — 1 such lower triangular
transformations. The k-th transformation Ej introduces zeros below the diagonal in the
k-th column of A by subtracting multiples of the k-th row from rows {k + 1,k +2,...,n}.
Finally, by defining L = E;'E;'...E, !, we obtain the LU decomposition A = LU
without permutation.

1.3. Existence of the LU Decomposition without Permutation

The Gaussian elimination or Gaussian transformation elucidates the basis of the LU decom-
position. We then prove Theorem 1.3 rigorously, i.e., the existence of the LU decomposition
without permutation by induction.

Proof [of Theorem 1.3: LU Decomposition without Permutation] We will prove by
induction that every n x n square matrix A with nonzero leading principal minors possesses
the LU decomposition A = LU. The 1 x 1 case is trivial by setting L = 1,U = A, thus,
A=1LU.

Assuming that any k£ x k matrix A with all the leading principal minors being nonzero
has an LU decomposition without permutation, our goal is to establish that any (k+1) x (k+
1) matrix Ag4q can also be expressed in this LU decomposition form without permutation.
This, once proven, completes the overall demonstration.

For any (k+1) x (k+1) matrix Axy1, suppose the k-th order leading principal submatrix
of Agyq is Ay with size k x k. Then Ay can be factored as Ay = LUy with Ly being a
unit lower triangular matrix and Uy being a nonsingular upper triangular matrix from the

assumption. Express Api1 as Agiq = [f—# Z} . Then it admits the factorization:
Ak b Lk 0 Uk Yy
A1 = |:CT d] = [wT 1] [O 2= Li11Uga,
where b = Ly, c'=z"U, d= :L'Ty + 2z, Ly, = ilqlf ﬂ, and Ugyq = [Uok g] From

the assumption, Ly and Uy are nonsingular. Therefore,
y:LI;lb7 wT:cTUk_l, z:d—:pTy.

If, further, we could prove z is nonzero such that Uy is nonsingular, we complete the
proof.

Because all the leading principal minors of A1 are nonzero, we have det(Ag 1) = ~
det(Ag)- det(d — ¢ A} 'b) = det(Ag) - (d — ¢ A} 'b) # 0 since d — ¢ A, 'b is a scalar. As
det(Ay) # 0 from the assumption, we conclude d — cTAlzlb # 0. By substituting b = Ly
and ¢! = ' Uy, into the formula, we have d — a:TUkAlzlka =d— 2" Uy(LU) 'Ly =
d —x 'y # 0, which exactly matches the form of z # 0. Thus, we find Lj,; with all the
values on the diagonal being 1, and Uy with all the values on the diagonal being nonzero

2. By the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M = {A B], then det(M) = det(A) det(D —

C D
CA™'B).
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1.4. EXISTENCE OF THE LU DECOMPOSITION WITH PERMUTATION

which means Ly and U1 are nonsingular. * This completes the proof. |

We further prove that if no permutation involves, the LU decomposition is unique.

Corollary 1.5: (Uniqueness of the LU Decomposition without Permutation)
Suppose the n X n square matrix A has nonzero leaning principal minors. Then, the LU
decomposition is unique.

Proof [of Corollary 1.5] Assuming the LU decomposition is not unique, then we can find
two decompositions such that A = L1U; = LoUs, which implies L, 1L1 =UU; 1 The left
of the equation is a unit lower triangular matrix and the right of the equation is an upper
triangular matrix. This suggests both sides of the above equation are diagonal matrices.
Since the inverse of a unit lower triangular matrix is also a unit lower triangular matrix,
and the product of unit lower triangular matrices is also a unit lower triangular matrix, this
results in that Ly 'L, = I. The equality implies that both sides are identity matrices such
that L; = Ly and U; = Us, resulting in a contradiction. [ |

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we have shown that the diagonal values of the upper
triangular matrix are all nonzero if the leading principal minors of A are all nonzero. We
then can formulate this decomposition in another form if we divide each row of U by its
corresponding diagonal value. This is called the LDU decomposition.

Corollary 1.6: (LDU Decomposition) For any n x n square matrix A, if all the
leading principal minors are nonzero, i.e., det(Ay.x 1.1) # 0, for all k € {1,2,...,n}, then
A can be uniquely decomposed as

A= LDU,

where L is a unit lower triangular matrix, U is a unit upper triangular matrix, and D is
a diagonal matrix.

The proof is trivial that from the LU decomposition of A = LR, we can find a diagonal
matrix D = diag(r11,722, - - ., 7nn) such that D~'R = U is a unit upper triangular matrix.
Its uniqueness follows from the distinctiveness of the LU decomposition.

1.4. Existence of the LU Decomposition with Permutation

In Theorem 1.3, we require that matrix A has nonzero leading principal minors. How-
ever, this is not necessary. Even when the leading principal minors are zero, nonsingular
matrices still have an LU decomposition, but with an additional permutation. The proof
still relies on induction. To elucidate this, we first define the Schur complement of a ma-
trix.

3. A triangular matrix (upper or lower) is nonsingular if and only if all the entries on its main diagonal are
nonzero.

18
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Definition 1.4 (Schur Complement) For any matriz A € R™ ", assume the entry
(1,1) of A is a11 and ayy is not zero, then Ay = Aoy 2:p — a—LAg;n’lALQm 15 called the
Schur complement of a11 in A.

Proof [of Theorem 1.1: LU Decomposition with Permutation] We note that any
1 x 1 nonsingular matrix has a full LU decomposition A = PLU by simply setting P = 1,
L =1,U = A. We will show that if every (n — 1) x (n — 1) nonsingular matrix has a
full LU decomposition, then this is also true for every n x n nonsingular matrix. Through
induction, we prove that every nonsingular matrix possesses a full LU decomposition.

We will formulate the proof in the following order. If A is nonsingular, then its row-
permuted matrix B is also nonsingular. And the Schur complement of b;; in B is also
nonsingular. Finally, we formulate the decomposition of A by B from this property.

We notice that at least one element in the first column of A must be nonzero, otherwise
A will be singular. We can then apply a row permutation that makes the element in entry
(1,1) to be nonzero. In specific terms, there exists a permutation P; such that B = P; A,
in which case b1; # 0. Since A and P; are both nonsingular and the product of nonsingular
matrices is also nonsingular, then B is also nonsingular.

Schur complement of B is also nonsingular:

Now, let’s consider the Schur complement of b7 in B, which has dimension (n — 1) x
(n—1):

B=B 1

2:m,2:n b11

Suppose there is an (n — 1)-vector « satisfies

B2:n,1B1,2:n~

Bz =0. (1.2)
Then x and y = —ﬁBLg:n - x satisfy
o3 =lee m] B0
Yy Bs.,1 Bamoan] |y 0
Since B is nonsingular, # and y must be zero. Hence, Equation (1.2) holds only if

« = 0 which means that the null space of B has dimension 0 and thus B is nonsingular
with a size of (n — 1) x (n —1).

By the induction assumption, any (n—1) x (n—1) nonsingular matrix can be decomposed
as the full LU decomposition form

B = P,L,U,.
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1.5. BANDWIDTH PRESERVING IN THE LU DECOMPOSITION WITHOUT PERMUTATION

We then factor A as

[ biy B ., ]
A=P/ ,
' |Bani Banon
_pT 1 0]] bn B2, }
! _0 P2_ _PQTBZ:n,l P2TB2:n,2:n
_pT 1 0][] bu B3,
L0 P |P)Byn1 LU+ P;ﬁBQ:n,.,lBLz:n
— PT 1 0 1T 1 0 bll B1,2:n
L0 P _%PQTBZTL,I Lyl |0 U |-

Therefore, we find the full LU decomposition of A = PLU by defining

1 0 1 0 b1 Bion
L [0 Pz} ’ |:b11P2TB2:n,1 LQ] ’ [0 U, ] ’
from which the result follows. [ |

1.5. Bandwidth Preserving in the LU Decomposition without
Permutation

The bandwidth of any matrix can be defined as follows.

Definition 1.5 (Matrix Bandwidth) Given any matric A € R™"™ with entry (i, j)
denoted by a;;. Then A has an upper bandwidth q if a;; = 0 for j > i+ ¢, and a
lower bandwidth p if a;; =0 for i > j+p.

An example of a 6 X 6 matriz with an upper bandwidth 2 and a lower bandwidth 3 is
illustrated below:

Co XXX KX
O KX KX KX
XXKXKKXKXKX

KKK KKO
KKK Koo
XXX ooo

Then, we prove that the bandwidth after the LU decomposition without permutation is
preserved.

Lemma 1.7: (Bandwidth Preserving) Given matrix A € R™*" with upper band-
width ¢ and lower bandwidth p. If A admits the LU decomposition A = LU, then U has
an upper bandwidth ¢ and L has a lower bandwidth p.

Proof [of Lemma 1.7] The LU decomposition without permutation can be obtained as

follows:
ain Ao 1 0 air A1
A= = F = LU
|:A2:n,1 A2:n72:n:| |:a11A2:n,1 In1:| |: 0 S :| =
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where § = A 2.0 — %AQ;TLJALQ;” is the Schur complement of a1; in A. We can name
this decomposition of A the s-decomposition of A. The first column of L; and the first row
of U; have the required structure (bandwidth p and g respectively), and the Schur comple-
ment S of a1; has an upper bandwidth ¢ — 1 and a lower bandwidth p — 1 respectively. The

result follows by induction on the s-decomposition of S. |

1.6. Block LU Decomposition
Another form of the LU decomposition is to factor the matrix into block triangular matrices.
Theorem 1.8: (Block LU Decomposition without Permutation) For any n x n

square matrix A, if the first m leading principal block submatrices are nonsingular, then
A can be factored as

I U1 U ... Ui
a-w- |t i a
: ’ Um—l,m
Lmi -+ Lomet I U,

where L; ;’s and Uj;’s are some block matrices.
Specifically, this decomposition is unique.

Note that the U in the above theorem is not necessarily upper triangular. An example is
provided below:

0 1.1 1 1 000 0 1:1 1
A= |2zt 2 ot oy st 2zimt 2

2 1.4 2 5 —211 0 0 0:-3 1

1 2:3 3 4 -1:0 1 0 0;—2 1

The trivial non-block LU decomposition fails on A since the entry (1,1) is zero. Neverthe-
less, the block LU decomposition is applicable in this case.

1.7. Application: Linear System via the LU Decomposition

In the case of a well-determined linear system Ax = b with A of size n X n and nonsingular.
Avoid solving the system by computing the inverse of A, we solve linear equation by the
LU decomposition. Suppose A admits the LU decomposition A = PLU, the solution is
given by the following algorithm.
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1.8. APPLICATION: COMPUTING THE INVERSE OF NONSINGULAR MATRICES

Algorithm 1 Solving Linear Equations by LU Decomposition

Require: matrix A is nonsingular and square with size n x n, solve Ax = b;

1: LU Decomposition: factor A as A = PLU; > (2/3)n? flops
2: Permutation: w = P b; > 0 flops
3: Forward substitution: solve Lv = w; >1+3+...+(2n—1) = n? flops
4: Backward substitution: solve Uz = v; >14+3+4...+(2n —1) =n? flops

The complexity of the decomposition step is (2/3)n3 floating point operations (flops)
(Lu, 2021c), the backward and forward substitution steps both cost 14+3+...4+(2n—1) = n?
flops. Therefore, the total cost for computing the linear system via the LU factorization is
(2/3)n3 + 2n? flops. Focusing on the dominant term, Algorithm 1 requires (2/3)n® flops,
with the LU decomposition contributing the most to the overall complexity.

Linear system via the block LU decomposition For a block LU decomposition of
A = LU, we need to solve Lv = w and Ux = v. But the latter system is non-triangular
and requires some extra computations.

1.8. Application: Computing the Inverse of Nonsingular Matrices

By Theorem 1.1, for any nonsingular matrix A € R™*"  we have a full LU factorization
A = PLU. The inverse can subsequently be derived by solving the matrix equation:

AX =1,

which contains n linear systems computation: Ax; = e; for all i € {1,2,...,n}, where x;
represents the i-the column of X and e; is the i-th column of I (i.e., the i-th unit vector).

Theorem 1.9: (Inverse of Nonsingular Matrix by Linear System) Computing the
inverse of a nonsingular matrix A € R"*" by n linear systems needs ~ (2/3)n?+n(2n?) =
(8/3)n? flops where (2/3)n? accounts for the computation of the LU decomposition of A.

The proof is trivial by using Algorithm 1. However, the complexity can be reduced by
taking the advantage of the structures of U, L. We find that the inverse of the nonsingular
matrix is A~ = U 'L™'P~1 = U~ 'L~'PT. By taking this advantage, the complexity is
reduced from (8/3)n® to 2n? flops.

1.9. Application: Computing the Determinant

Determining the determinant of a matrix is facilitated through LU decomposition. If A =
LU, then det(A) = det(LU) = det(L)det(U) = wujjuga...uUnn, where w;; is the i-th
diagonal of U for i € {1,2,...,n}. *

Further, for the LU decomposition with permutation A = PLU, det(A) = det(PLU) =
det(P)uiiuga . . . Upyn. The determinant of a permutation matrix is either 1 or —1 because

I. The determinant of a lower triangular matrix (or an upper triangular matrix) is the product of its
diagonal entries.
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after changing rows around (which changes the sign of the determinant °), a permutation
matrix becomes identity matrix I, whose determinant is one.

1.10. Pivoting
1.10.1 Partial Pivoting

In practice, it is desirable to pivot even when it is not necessary. When addressing a linear
system using the LU decomposition, as illustrated in Algorithm 1, selecting the pivot as
the largest entry, particularly when the diagonal elements of U are small, helps prevent
inaccuracies in the solutions. This approach, referred to as partial pivoting, is commonly
employed to enhance numerical stability. For example,

Partial Pivoting For a 4 x 4 Matrix:

X X X K X X X X X X X K X X X X
X X X K By 0 2 X KX P 0 7 X KX 2N 0 7 X K (1.3)
X X X K 0 5 X KX 0 5 X X 0 0 X K|’ '
X X X K 0 7 X X 0 2 X KX 0 0 0 K

A EA P E A E,P E A

in which case, we opt for 7 as the pivot following the transformation by E1, even when it
is not necessary. This interchange permutation guarantees that no multiplier exceeds an
absolute value of 1 during the Gaussian elimination. The general procedure for calculating
the LU decomposition with partial pivoting of a matrix A € R"*" is given in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 LU Decomposition with Partial Pivoting

Require: Matrix A with size n x n;

1: Let U = A;

2: for k=1ton—1do > i.e., get the k-th column of U

3: Find a row permutation P}, that swaps ugs with the largest element in |Uj.p, kl;

4: U=PU;

5: Determine the Gaussian transformation Ej to introduce zeros below the diagonal of
the k-th column of U;

6: U=FE.U;

7: end for

8: Output U;

The algorithm requires 2/3(n?) flops and (n—1)+(n—2)+...+1 ~ O(n?) comparisons
resulting from the pivoting procedure. Upon completion, the upper triangular matrix U is
obtained by

U=E, P,_,.. E;PE P A. (1.4)

Computing the final L And we here show that Algorithm 2 computes the LU decom-

position in the following form
A=PLU,

5. The determinant changes sign when two rows are exchanged (sign reversal).
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1.10. PIVOTING

where P = P P» ... P,_1 accounts for all interchanges, U is the upper triangular matrix
obtained directly from the algorithm, and L is unit lower triangular with |;;| < 1 for all
1<4,j <n. Liyi.p is a permuted version of Ej’s multipliers. To see this, we notice that
the permutation matrices used in the algorithm fall into a special kind of permutation matrix
since we only interchange two rows of the matrix. This implies the Py’s are symmetric and
P2 =1 forke{1,2,...,n— 1}. Suppose

My, = (Py_i...Pe1)Ex(Pisy ... Pot).
Then, substituting into Equation (1.4), U can be written as
U=M,_ ... MM P"A.

To see what Mj, is, we realize that Py is a permutation with the upper-left k x k block
being an identity matrix. And thus we have

My = (Po-1... Pop1)(In — zwep ) (Piya - Poo1)
=1I,— (Po1... Pop1)(zeg ) (Peg1 ... Poy)
=1I,— (Py-1.. .Pk+1zk)(ek P.y...P,,)
=I,— (Py_1... Poiizp)e) . (since e} Ppy1...Py_1=€])

This indicates that M}, is unit lower triangular with the k-th column being the permuted
version of Ej. And the final lower triangular L is thus given by

L=M"'M;' . .M7*'
We obtain the full LU decomposition A = PLU.

1.10.2 Complete Pivoting

In partial pivoting, when introducing zeros below the diagonal of the k-th column of U, the
k-th pivot is determined by scanning the current subcolumn Uy, . In complete pivoting,
the largest absolute entry in the current submatrix Uj.y, ., is interchanged into the entry
(k,k) of U. Consequently, an additional column permutation Qy is applied at each step.
The final upper triangular matrix U is obtained by

U=E,\P,_...([E2P,(E1PIAQ1)Q2) ... Q1.

The complete pivoting algorithm is presented in Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3 LU Decomposition with Complete Pivoting

Require: Matrix A with size n x n;

1: Let U = A;
2: fork=1ton—1do > the value k is to get the k-th column of U
3: Find a row permutation matrix P, and a column permutation ;. that swaps ugy

with the largest element in |Up.p, k|, 58y Uy = max |Ug.y, kel

4: U = P.UQg;

5: Determine the Gaussian transformation Ej, to introduce zeros below the diagonal of
the k-th column of U;

6: U=E/U;

7: end for

8: Output U,

The algorithm requires 2/3(n?) flops and (n?2+ (n—1)%2+...+12) ~ O(n®) comparisons
resulting from the pivoting procedure. Again, let P =P P>...P,_1, Q =Q1Q2...Qn_1,
M, = (Pn—l e Pk+1)Ek(Pk+1 - Pn—l), for all k£ € {1, 2,...,n— 1}

and
L=M"'M;' .M.
The final decomposition is expressed as A = PLUQ" or equivalently, PT AQ = LU.

1.10.3 Rook Pivoting

The rook pivoting offers an alternative to the partial and complete pivoting. Instead of
choosing the largest value in |Uj.p k:n| at the k-th step, it searches for an element of Uj.p, k:n
that is maximal in both its row and column. Notably, rook pivoting is not unique, and
multiple entries can satisfy the criteria. For example, for a submatrix Uy., i, as follows

1 2 3 4

2 3 7 3
Uk:n,k:n: 5 2 1 2|

2 1 2 1

where the 7 will be chosen by complete pivoting. And one among 5,4,7 could serve as a
rook pivot.

1.11. Rank-Revealing LU Decomposition

In numerous applications, a factorization obtained through Gaussian elimination with piv-
oting, when applied to a matrix A of rank r, will manifest the rank in the following form

L1 O] |U1 Uy
rra- [ 1% 4]

where L1; € R™" and Uj; € R™" are nonsingular, Lo, Uy € R™(=") and P,Q are
permutations. Gaussian elimination with rook pivoting or complete pivoting can yield such
decompositions (Hwang et al., 1992; Higham, 2002).
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Chapter 1 Problems

<=, Chapter 1 Problems <~

. Use row reduction to solve the linear system:

2xq1 + 3xo + 423 =9,
r1 + 229 + 323 = 5,
3x1 + 4xo + dry = T.

. Two matrices A and B are called row equivalent (denoted by A ~ B) if there is a

sequence of elementary row transformations that can be performed on A to obtain
B.

e Show that A ~ B if and only if A = PB for some nonsingular matrix P.
Show that if A ~ C and B ~ C, then A ~ B.

Show that if A ~ B and B ~ C, then A ~ C.

Show that if A ~ B, then B ~ A.

Show that A ~ B if both A and B are nonsingular.

. Given two matrices E and F' obtained from an identity matrix by adding multiples
of row i to rows j and k with ¢ £ j and i # k respectively, show that EF = FE.

. Show that the LU decomposition of the matrix (1] (1) does not exist.

. Suppose L; and Ly are nonsingular lower triangular, and U; and Us are nonsingular
upper triangular. Prove that LiU; = LyUs if and only if there exists an nonsingular
diagonal matrix D such that L1 = LoD and U; = D~'Us.
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2.1. Cholesky Decomposition

The status of positive definiteness or positive semidefiniteness represents a note-

worthy property for a matrix. This property not only provides insights into the

intrinsic nature of the matrix but also serves as a cornerstone for various mathe-
matical and computational applications. In this section, we will introduce decompositional
approaches for the two special types of matrices, exploring their unique characteristics and
applications. We first illuminate the widely acclaimed Cholesky decomposition, a powerful
tool that unveils the positive definiteness of a matrix through its factorization into the prod-
uct of a lower triangular matrix and its transpose. This decomposition not only facilitates
numerical computations but also plays a pivotal role in optimization, statistical modeling,
and diverse fields where the assurance of positive definiteness is paramount.

Theorem 2.1: (Cholesky Decomposition) Every positive definite (PD) matrix A €
R™ ™ can be decomposed as
A=R'R,

where R € R™" is an upper triangular matrix with positive diagonal elements. This
factorization is known as the Cholesky decomposition of A. R is known as the Cholesky
factor or Cholesky triangle of A.

Alternatively, A can be factored as A = LL" where L = R" is a lower triangular
matrix with positive diagonals.

Specifically, the Cholesky decomposition is unique (Corollary 2.7).

The Cholesky decomposition derives its name from a French military officer and mathe-
matician, André-Louis Cholesky (1875-1918), credited with its development during his sur-
veying work. Analogous to the LU decomposition for solving linear systems, the Cholesky
decomposition is primarily employed for positive definite linear systems. The methodol-
ogy for solving such systems aligns with that of the LU decomposition, as discussed in
Section 1.7 (p. 21), and will not be reiterated here.

2.2. Existence of the Cholesky Decomposition via Recursive Calculation

In this section, we prove the existence of the Cholesky decomposition via recursive cal-
culation. In Section 13.6.4 (p. 169), we will also prove the existence of the Cholesky
decomposition via the QR decomposition and spectral decomposition. Prior to demon-
strating the existence of Cholesky decomposition, we need the following definitions and
lemmas.

Definition 2.1 (Positive Definite and Positive Semidefinite) A matriz A € R"*"
is positive definite (PD) if &' Az > 0 for all nonzero € R". And a matriz A € R™*"
is positive semidefinite (PSD) if ' Ax > 0 for all x € R™. @

a. In discussions regarding positive definite or positive semidefinite matrices, it is essential to note that
these matrices are symmetric. Therefore, the concept of a positive definite matrix holds significance
only in the context of symmetric matrices.
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2.2. EXISTENCE OF THE CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION VIA RECURSIVE CALCULATION

One of the prerequisites for the Cholesky decomposition is the definition of the positive
definiteness for a matrix, as previously defined. We sketch several properties of this PD
matrix as follows:

Positive Definite Matrix Property 1 of 5

We will show the equivalent definition on the positive definiteness of a matrix A is
that A only has positive eigenvalues, or on the positive semidefiniteness of a matrix
A is that A only has nonnegative eigenvalues. The detailed proof is presented in
Section 13.6.2 (p. 167), derived from the spectral theorem.

While not all components of a positive definite matrix need to be positive, it is assured
that the diagonal components of such a matrix are positive, as asserted by the following
result.

Positive Definite Matrix Property 2 of 5

Lemma 2.2: (Positive Diagonals of Positive Definite Matrices) The di-
agonal elements of a positive definite matrix A are all positive. And similarly, the
diagonal elements of a positive semidefinite matrix B are all nonnegative.

Proof [of Lemma 2.2] From the definition of positive definite matrices, we have & Az > 0
for all nonzero ®. In particular, let & = e; where e; is the i-th unit basis vector with the
i-th entry equal to 1 and other entries equal to 0. Then,

e] Ae; = a;; >0, Vie{l,2,...,n},

where a;; represents the i-th diagonal component. The proof for the second part follows
similarly, thereby completing the proof. |

Like the LU decomposition, the existence of the Cholesky decomposition also depends
on the Schur complement.

Positive Definite Matrix Property 3 of 5

Lemma 2.3: (Schur Complement of Positive Definite Matrices) For any
positive definite matrix A € R™*", its Schur complement of a1; is given by S, 1 =
Az 2:m — %Aln,lA;—;n,la which is also positive definite.

A word on the notation. Note that the subscript n — 1 of S,,_1 means it is of
size (n — 1) x (n — 1) and it is a Schur complement of an n x n positive definite
matrix. We will use this notation in the following sections.

Proof [of Lemma 2.3] For any nonzero vector v € R"~!, we can construct a vector € R"
using the following equation:
1 AT
T = |:_1111A2:n,1'0:|

v
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which is nonzero. Then

T Ap — {_ 1 oTa, UT} { an A;m} [_(;IA;MU]

ail A2n,1 A2:n,2:n v
1 0

R 8
ail n—1U

:’UTSn_l’U.

Since A is positive definite, we have ' Ax = v'S,_jv > 0 for all nonzero v. Thus, the
Schur complement S,, 1 is positive definite as well. |

The above argument can be extended to PSD matrices as well. If A is PSD, then the
Schur complement S,, 1 is also PSD.

A word on the Schur complement In the proof of Theorem 1.1 (p. 13), we have
shown this Schur complement S,,—1 = A2 2.n — ThAQ:n,lA;—:n,l is nonsingular if A
is nonsngular and aj; # 0. Similarly, the Schur complement of a,, in A is §n_1 =
Aln—11:n—1 — ﬁAl:nfl,nAIn—l,nv which is also positive definite when A is positive
definite. This characteristic facilitates the proof that the leading principal minors of
positive definite matrices are all positive; additional details are available in Section 2.3.

We now illustrate the existence of Cholesky decomposition using these lemmas.
Proof [of Theorem 2.1: Existence of Cholesky Decomposition Recursively| For
any positive definite matrix A, we can write out (since aj; is positive by Lemma 2.2)

- T
_ | an Agn
A — ,
| Ao.n1 Ao

:- NE) 0 [air \/%A;n,l
L A2:n,1 I

1 T
0 A2:n,2:n - EAZH,IAQ:n,l

_ 1\/@ 0| [1 10 . Vai 7311A;n,1
\/TTAZ:n,l I|io A2:n,2:n_aA2:n,1A2;n71 0 I
1 0
_ pTl
_R] [O sn_l] R..

where

R =" i illA;—m’l )
0 I

Since we proved the Schur complement S,,_1 is positive definite in Lemma 2.3, then we can
factor it in the same way as

1 0 .
Sn,1 — R;— |:O Sn_2:| R2.
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Therefore, we have

1 0
A e Rir 5T ]_ O a Rl
-0 R2 0 Sn_2 R2
- 1 0
1 0 1 O
=R/ AT} 1 0 [ - }Rl
o Bifo |y g ||l &
1 0
= R]—]%;r 0 1 0 RyR;.
0 Sn—2

The same formula can be recursively applied. This process gradually continues down to the
bottom-right corner giving us the decomposition

A=R/R]..R'R,... RyR,
=R'R,

where R, R, ..., R, are upper triangular matrices with positive diagonal elements and
R=RiR>... R, is also an upper triangular matrix with positive diagonal elements from
which the result follows. u

The process in the proof can also be used to calculate the Cholesky decomposition and to
compute the complexity of the algorithm.

Lemma 2.4: (R" Ris PD) Given any upper triangular matrix R with positive diagonal
elements, then A = RT R is positive definite.

Proof [of Lemma 2.4] If an upper triangular matrix R has positive diagonals, it has full
column rank, and the null space of R is of dimension 0 by the fundamental theorem of linear
algebra (Theorem 0.3, p. 6). Consequently, Rx # 0 for any nonzero vector x. Therefore,
x Ax = | Rx||> > 0 for any nonzero vector . [ |

This lemma above works not only for the upper triangular matrices R, but can be extended
to any R with linearly independent columns.

A word on the two claims Combine Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.4, we can claim
that matrix A is positive definite if and only if A can be factored as A = RT R where
R is an upper triangular matrix with positive diagonals.

2.3. Sylvester’s Criterion: Leading Principal Minors of PD Matrices

In Lemma 2.3, we proved for any positive definite matrix A € R™*"  its Schur complement
of a1y is Sy—1 = Az 2. — TLAln,lA;:n ; and it is also positive definite. This is also true
for its Schur complement of any,, i.e., S,_; = Aim—11:n-1 — ﬁAlsnfl,nAIn—l,n is also

positive definite.
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We then claim that all the leading principal minors (Definition 1.1, p. 13) of a positive
definite matrix A € R™*"™ are positive. This is also known as Sylvester’s criterion (Swamy,
1973; Gilbert, 1991). Recall that these positive leading principal minors imply the existence
of the LU decomposition for positive definite matrix A by Theorem 1.3 (p. 13).

To establish Sylvester’s criterion, we need the following lemma.

Positive Definite Matrix Property 4 of 5

Lemma 2.5: (Quadratic PD) Let E be any invertible matrix. Then A is
positive definite if and only if ET AE is also positive definite.

Proof [of Lemma 2.5] We will prove by forward implication and reverse implication sepa-
rately as follows.

Forward implication Suppose A is positive definite, then for any nonzero vector x, we
have ' ETAEx = y' Ay > 0, since E is invertible such that Ex is nonzero. ' This
implies ET AFE is PD.

Reverse implication Conversely, suppose E' AE is positive definite, for any nonzero x,
we have ' ET AEx > 0. For any nonzero y, there exists a nonzero x such that y = Ex
since FE is invertible. This implies A is PD as well. |

We then provide a rigorous proof for Sylvester’s criterion.

Positive Definite Matrix Property 5 of 5

Theorem 2.6: (Sylvester’s Criterion) The real symmetric matrix A € R™"*"™
is positive definite if and only if all of its leading principal minors are positive.

Proof [of Theorem 2.6] We will prove by forward implication and reverse implication sep-
arately as follows.

Forward implication: = We will prove by induction for the forward implication. Suppose
A is positive definite. Since all the components on the diagonal of positive definite matrices
are positive (Lemma 2.2). The case for n = 1 is trivial that det(A) > 0 if A is a scalar.

Suppose all the leading principal minors for £ x k& PD matrices are all positive. To
complete the proof, we need to establish that this property also holds for (k+ 1) x (k+1)
positive definite matrices.

For a (k+ 1) x (k+ 1) matrix with the block form M = [A b}, where Aisa k x k

b" d
submatrix. Then its Schur complement of d, S, = A — ébb—r is also positive definite and its
determinant is positive from the assumption. Therefore, det(M) = det(d) det(A — 1bb")=
2 d-det(A — ébb—r) > 0, which completes the proof.

1. Since the null space of E is of dimension 0 and the only solution for Ex = 0 is the trivial solution & = 0.

A B], then det(M) = det(D) det(A —

2. By the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M = [C D

BD™'O).
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2.4. EXISTENCE OF THE CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION VIA THE LU DECOMPOSITION
WITHOUT PERMUTATION

Reverse implication: Conversely, suppose all the leading principal minors of A € R®*™
are positive, indicating that all the leading principal submatrices are nonsingular. Suppose
further the (7, j)-th entry of A is denoted by a;;, we realize that a1; > 0 by the assumption.
Subtract multiples of the first row of A to zero out the entries in the first column of A
below the first diagonal aq1. That is,

ail alg ... Qin a1l a2 ... Qin

a1 a2 ... Q2p E1A 0 az ... Qa9n
A= . . | =

anl An2 ... Gup 0 apa ... apn

Now subtract multiples of the first column of E1 A, from the other columns of E; A to
zero out the entries in the first row of E1A to the right of the first column. Due to the
symmetry of A, we can multiply on the right by Ef— to get what we want. We then have

a1l a2 ... Qin a1l a2 ... Qin ail 0 N 0

a1 a9 ... Qa2n E A 0 a2 ... Q2n| E; AEI 0 a2 ... Q2p
A= — —

anl Gp2 ... Gpp 0 ap2 ... Gnp 0 apa ... Gnp

This operation ensures the preservation of the principal minors of A. The leading principal
minors of E1AE] are exactly the same as those of A.

Continuing this process, we will transform A into a diagonal matrix E,, ... E; AElT ... E;
whose diagonal values are exactly the same as the diagonals of A and are positive. Let
E = E, ... E{, which is an invertible matrix. Apparently, EAET is PD, which implies A
is PD as well, as per Lemma 2.5. [ |

2.4. Existence of the Cholesky Decomposition via the LU Decomposition
without Permutation

By Theorem 2.6 on Sylvester’s criterion and the existence of LU decomposition without
permutation in Theorem 1.3 (p. 13), there is a unique LU decomposition for positive definite
matrix A = LUy, where L is a unit lower triangular matrix and Uy is an upper triangular
matrix. Additionally, it is established that the signs of the pivots of a symmetric matrix
are the same as the signs of the eigenvalues (Strang, 2009):

number of positive pivots = number of positive eigenvalues.

And A = LUj has the following form

1 0 ... 0 Uil U2 ... Uip
l21 1 ... 0 0 u22 ... U2p

A=LU, =
lpp lpe ... 1 0 0 ... upp



JUN LU CHAPTER 2. CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION

This implies that the diagonals of Uy contain the pivots of A. And all the eigenvalues of
PD matrices are positive (refer to Lemma 13.27, p. 167, as a consequence of the spectral
decomposition). Thus, the diagonals of Uy are positive.

Taking the diagonal entries of Uy and arranging them in a diagonal matrix D, we can
express Uy = DU in the following equation

1 0 ... 0 U1l 0 e 0 1 ulg/un . uln/un
l21 1 ... 0 0 uz2 ... 0 0 1 .o ZLQn/UQQ
lpi lno ... 1 0 0 ... Upn| |0 0 1

where U is a unit upper triangular matrix. By the uniqueness of the LU decomposition
without permutation in Corollary 1.5 (p. 18) and the symmetry of A, we conclude that U =
LT and A = LDL". Given the positive diagonals of D, we can set R = DY2LT, where
D2 = diag(\/u11, /U22; - - - , /Unn) such that A = R R is the Cholesky decomposition of
A, and R is upper triangular with positive diagonals.

2.4.1 Diagonal Values of the Upper Triangular Matrix

Ay A12:|
Ay A’

Assuming A is a positive definite matrix, we represent A as a block matrix A = [

where A;, € R¥**_ Tts block LU decomposition is given by

Ay A12] [Lk 0 } |:Uk U12]

[A21 Ao 07 |Lyy L) |0 U
_ [ LUy, LUy }

L1 U1 LoyUig + LUz | -

Then the leading principal minor (Definition 1.1, p. 13), denoted by Ay = det(Aq.x1:1) =
det(Ayg), is given by

Ak = det(Ak) = det(LkUk) = det(Lk) det(Uk).

We notice that Ly is a unit lower triangular matrix and Uy, is an upper triangular matrix.
By the fact that the determinant of a lower triangular matrix (or an upper triangular
matrix) is the product of the diagonal entries, we obtain

Ay = det(Uy) = ujjugg . . . ugg,

i.e., the k-th leading principal minor of A is the determinant of the k x k submatrix of
Up. This is also equal to the product of the first & diagonals of D (D is the matrix from
A=LDL"). Let D = diag(dy,ds, .. .,d,), therefore, we have

Ay, = dids...dy = Ap_qdy.

This gives us an alternative form of D, i.e., the squared diagonal values of R (R is the
Cholesky factor from A = R R), and it is given by

A AVY
D:diag <A1,2 >,

N
1 Ap_q
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where Ay is the k-th leading principal minor of A, for all & € {1,2,...,n}. That is, the
diagonal values of R are given by

. AQ An
diag <\/A1’”A1"'.”/An—1> .

2.4.2 Block Cholesky Decomposition

Following from the last section, suppose A is a PD matrix, take A as a block matrix

A= [Ak Am] , where A;, € R¥*k and its block LU decomposition is given by
Ay As
Ay, A12] |:Lk 0 } |:Uk Um]
[A21 Ao 07 |Lyy Lol |0 U
_ [LkUk LU, ]
Ly U, L2 Ui + LooUso| -

where the k-th leading principal submatrix Ay of A also has its LU decomposition, Ay =
LiUg. Then it is trivial that the Cholesky decomposition of an n X n matrix contains n — 1
other Cholesky decompositions within it: A, = R;—Rk, for all k € {1,2,...,n —1}. This
is particularly true that any leading principal submatrix Ay of the positive definite matrix
A is also positive definite. This can be shown that for a positive definite matrix Ay €

RE+HDx(E+1) - and any nonzero vector x;, € R¥ appended by a zero element @, = [:%k]

It follows that
x) Apxy, = T Apr1Thi1 > 0,

and Ay is positive definite. This recursive argument, starting from A € R™*™, demonstrates
that A,,_1 is positive definite, A, _o is positive definite, and so forth. Moreover, each of
these matrices admits a Cholesky decomposition.

2.5. Existence of the Cholesky Decomposition via Induction

In the last section, we prove the existence of the Cholesky decomposition through the
LU decomposition without permutation. Following the proof of the LU decomposition in
Section 1.3 (p. 17), we realize that the existence of Cholesky decomposition can be a direct
consequence of induction as well.
Proof [of Theorem 2.1: Existence of Cholesky Decomposition by Induction]
We will use induction to demonstrate that every n x n positive definite matrix A has a
decomposition A = RT R. The case for 1 x 1 matrices is straightforward; setting R = v/A
renders A = R2.

Assume that for any k x k positive definite matrix Ay, a Cholesky decomposition exists.
If we prove any (k + 1) x (k+ 1) PD matrix Ay can also be factored as this Cholesky
decomposition, then we complete the proof.

For any (k+ 1) x (k+ 1) PD matrix Ayg,1, write out Axi1 as

A1 = [?Tk Z] :
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Noting that Ay is positive definite, we can apply the Cholesky decomposition to express
it as Ay = R;Rk, as per the inductive hypothesis. Subsequently, we can form the upper
triangular matrix

R
Ry = {Ok :] ;

resulting in

R'R R
RkT+1Rk+1:[ .l k7 }

r"R, r'r+4+s%|°

Therefore, if we can prove R;_IR;CH = Aj1 is the Cholesky decomposition of A1 (which
requires the value s to be positive), then we complete the proof. That is, we need to prove

T
b — Rk’ ’I“,
d=r"r+ s

Since Ry, is nonsingular, we have a unique solution for r and s that

r=R; b,

s=Vd—rTr=,/d-bTA'b,

where we assume s is nonnegative. However, we must additionally demonstrate that s
is not merely nonnegative but also positive. Since Ay is PD, from Sylvester’s criterion,

A B], then det(M) =

and the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M = [ C D

det(A) det(D — CA~'B). We have
det(Ay41) = det(Ay)det(d — b" A, 'b) = det(Ay)(d—b" A 'b) > 0.

Since det(Ay) > 0, it follows that (d—b' A, 'd) > 0, and this implies s > 0. This completes
the proof.
|

2.6. Uniqueness of the Cholesky Decomposition

Corollary 2.7: (Uniqueness of Cholesky Decomposition) The Cholesky decom-
position A = RT R for any positive definite matrix A € R™ ™ is unique.

The uniqueness of the Cholesky decomposition follows directly from the uniqueness of the
LU decomposition without permutation. Alternatively, a rigorous proof of this uniqueness
is presented below.

Proof [of Corollary 2.7] Suppose the Cholesky decomposition is not unique, then we can
find two decompositions such that A = R] R; = RJ Ry, which implies

RIR;'=R;'R;.
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2.7. LAST WORDS ON POSITIVE DEFINITE MATRICES

From the fact that the inverse of an upper triangular matrix is also an upper triangular
matrix, and the product of two upper triangular matrices is also an upper triangular matrix,
* we realize that the left-side of the above equation is an upper triangular matrix and the
right-side of it is a lower triangular matrix. This implies Ri R, 1 Rl_TR;r is a diagonal
matrix, and Ry 'Ry = (R; 'Ry)" = RoR". Let A = RiR;' = RyR;" be the diagonal
matrix. We notice that the diagonal value of A is the product of the corresponding diagonal
values of Ry and Ry' (or Ry and R;'). That is, for

My T2 ... Tin S11 S12 ... Sin
0 22 ... T2n 0 S22 ... Son
Ry = | . . s Ry = | . . I
0 0 ... 7Tun 0 0 ... Smn
we have,
T s11
ol I L
RR'=|_ ™ 7 =] "™ | =RR;"
0o 0 ... §&= 0 0 ... ==
Given that both R; and Ry have positive diagonals, it follows that r1; = s11,700 =
592,y Tun = Sun. And A = RiR;' = RoR;' = I. In other words, Ry = Ry, which leads
to a contradiction. Therefore, the Cholesky decomposition is unique. |

Building upon the previous discussion, when the diagonal elements of R; and Ry are not
constrained to positive values, we have r;; = +s;; for i € 1,2,...,n. Consequently, the
factorization A = RT R is non-unique.

2.7. Last Words on Positive Definite Matrices

In Section 13.6.2 (p. 167), we will prove that a matrix A is PD if and only if A can be
factored as A = PP, where P is nonsingular. And in Section 13.6.5 (p. 169), we will
prove that PD matrix A can be uniquely factored as A = B?, where B is also PD. Both
results stem from the spectral decomposition of PD matrices.

To conclude, for a PD matrix A, we can factor it into A = R’ R where R is an
upper triangular matrix with positive diagonals as shown in Theorem 2.1 by Cholesky
decomposition; A = PT P where P is nonsingular in Theorem 13.28 (p. 168); and A = B?
where B is PD in Theorem 13.29 (p. 169). For a comprehensive overview, the different
factorizations of a positive definite matrix A are summarized in Figure 2.1.

2.8. Decomposition for Semidefinite Matrices

For positive semidefinite matrices, the Cholesky decomposition also exists with a minor
modification.

3. Same for lower triangular matrices: the inverse of a lower triangular matrix is also a lower triangular
matrix, and the product of two lower triangular matrices is also a lower triangular matrix.
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PD Matrix A
LY/ Spectfal
Sy eCt"?'/ Spectral Decorpposition
Recursive Decomposition
Y Y \
R'R B? P'P

Upper -
Triangular R Nonsingular P

Figure 2.1: Demonstration of different factorizations on positive definite matrix A.

Theorem 2.8: (Semidefinite Decomposition) Every positive semidefinite matrix
A € R™" can be factored as
A=R'R,

where R € R™ " is an upper triangular matrix. The diagonal elements of R may be zero,
and it’s important to note that the factorization is not unique in general.

In such a decomposition, the diagonal elements of R may not accurately indicate the rank
of A. (Higham, 2009).
Example 2.1 ((Higham, 2009)) Suppose

A=1]|-1 1 -1

The semidefinite decomposition is given by

1 0 0]t =1 1
A=|-1 0 0l]|0 0 1|=R'R.
1 10/|0 0 0

The matriz A has a rank of 2, whereas R only possesses a single nonzero diagonal element.
O

We observe that all PD matrices inherently possess full rank, a characteristic that sig-
nificantly influences many of the aforementioned proofs. Sylvester’s criterion (Theorem 2.6)
establishes this property by asserting that all leading principal minors of PD matrices are
positive. Alternatively, we can demonstrate that a PD matrix A being rank-deficient implies
the null space of A has a positive dimension, and there exists a vector @ in the null space
such that Aax = 0. This leads to a contradiction, violating the definition of PD matrices.

However, this assertion does not hold for positive semidefinite (PSD) matrices, where
the dimension of the null space can be larger than 0. Consequently, a more general rank-
revealing decomposition for semidefinite matrices is presented.
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2.9. APPLICATION: RANK-ONE UPDATE/DOWNDATE

Theorem 2.9: (Semidefinite Rank-Revealing Decomposition) Any positive semidef-
inite matrix A € R™*" with rank r can be decomposed as

Ry Ry

T _ pT . _
P AP=R R, with R—[O 0

:| c Rnxn

where Rij; € R™" is an upper triangular matrix with positive diagonal elements, and
Ry € Rrx(n—r)‘

The proof for the existence of the above rank-revealing decomposition for semidefinite ma-
trices is delayed to Section 13.6.3 (p. 168) as a consequence of the spectral decomposition
(Theorem 13.1, p. 149) and the column-pivoted QR decomposition (Theorem 3.2, p. 59).
Whereas, the proof for the trivial Semidefinite Decomposition Theorem 2.8 can be straight-
forwardly derived from the spectral decomposition and the trivial QR decomposition (The-
orem 3.1 on p. 49).

2.9. Application: Rank-One Update/Downdate

Updating linear systems after low-rank modifications of the system matrix is widespread
in machine learning, statistics, and many other fields. However, it is well known that this
update can lead to serious instabilities in the presence of round-off errors (Seeger, 2004). If
the system matrix is positive definite, it is almost always possible to use a representation
based on the Cholesky decomposition which is much more numerically stable. We will
shortly provide the proof for this rank one update/downdate via Cholesky decomposition
in this section.

2.9.1 Rank-One Update

A rank-one update A’ of matrix A by vector x is of the form:
A =A+wvv';
R'R=R'R+wvv'.
If we have already calculated the Cholesky factor R of A € R™*"™ then the Cholesky factor
R’ of A’ can be obtained efficiently. Note that A’ differs from A only via the symmetric
rank-one matrix. Hence we can compute R’ from R using the rank-one Cholesky update,
which takes O(n?) operations each saving from O(n?®) if we do know R, the Cholesky

decomposition of A up front, i.e., we want to compute the Cholesky decomposition of A’
via that of A. To see this, suppose there is a set of orthogonal matrices Q,Qn—1 ... Q1

such that -
Q.Qu1---Qi || = p

Then we find out the expression for the Cholesky factor of A’ by R/. Specifically, multiply
the left-hand side (L.h.s.) of the above equation by its transpose,

T

0 R Q1. .Qur1@uQuQur...Q: m "R Riwo'.
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And multiply the right-hand side (r.h.s.) by its transpose,

0

o ®) |

which agrees with the 1.h.s. equation. Givens rotations are such orthogonal matrices that

can transfer R and v into R'. The fundamental significance of Givens rotations, crucial for

proving the existence of QR decomposition, will be discussed shortly in Section 3.13 (p. 66).

In this section, we provide the definition and results directly. For an initial reading, this
section may be skipped.

:| — R/TR/,

Definition 2.2 (n-th Order Givens Rotation) A Givens rotation is represented by
a matriz of the following form

1

Gr = . )

L A nxn

where the (k, k), (k,1),(l,k),(l,1) entries are c,s,—s,c respectively, and s = cosf and
c = cosf for some 0.

Let 8 € R™ be the zero vector except that the k-th entry is 1. Then mathematically,
the Givens rotation defined above can be denoted by

G =TI+ (c—1)(8x0, +8:8]) + s(6x8, — 8;8}).

where the subscripts k and | indicate the rotation is in plane k and . Specifically,
one can also define the n-th order Givens rotation where (k, k), (k,1), (l,k), (l,1) entries
are ¢, —s, s, c respectively. The ideas are the same.

It can be easily verified that the n-th order Givens rotation is an orthogonal matrix and
its determinant is 1. For any vector & = [21,22,...,2,] € R, we have y = Gz, where

Yy = C- Tk + 8- Ty,
Y= —8-xptc- I,
Y; = Ty, (]#kal)
In other words, a Givens rotation applied to @ rotates two components of & by some angle
0 and leaves all other components the same.
Now, suppose we have an (n + 1)-th order Givens rotation indexed from 0 to n, and it

is given by
Gi = I+ (e — 1)(808] + 0x0}) + sx(800), — 8157 ),
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where ¢, = cos 0y, s; = sin 6y, for some 0y, Gj, € RFDx(+D) 5 c R g g zero vector
except that the (k + 1)-th entry is 1.

Taking out the k-th column of the following equation

(=)= =]

where we let the k-th element of v be vg, and the k-th diagonal of R be r;. We realize
2 2 — Tkk — Vi
that /vy + 1, # 0, let ¢, = T Sk e Then,

Vg — CpUE + Sprik = 0;

_ 2 2 _
Tkik —> —SkVk + CkTkik = \/ Vi + Thp = Tkk-

In other words, G will set the k-th element of v to zero and assign a nonzero value to
Tkk-

This finding above is essential for the rank-one update. And we obtain
vl 0
6.6 i) - [2].

Each Givens rotation requires 6n floating-point operations (flops). With a total of n rota-
tions, the computational cost becomes 6n? flops when considering only the leading term.
This reduces the complexity of calculating the Cholesky factor of A’ from %n?’ to 6n2 flops,
assuming the Cholesky factor of A is already known. The described algorithm plays a
crucial role in reducing the computational complexity of posterior calculations in Bayesian
inference for Gaussian mixture models (Lu, 2021a). At each stage, k new samples are
added/deleted from the old cluster, equivalent to applying k rank-one updates.

2.9.2 Rank-One Downdate

Now suppose we have calculated the Cholesky factor of A, and the A’ is the downdate of

A as follows:
A =A—vv';

R'R=R"R—vv'.

The algorithm follows a similar procedure:

G\Gs...G, [;’J — [11’;] . 2.1)

Again, Gj, = I+ (¢ —1)(800] + 610} ) + 51 (808, — 18] ), can be constructed as follows:

Taking out the k-th column of the following equation
0| v’
R| |R|’
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Y a—)
We realize that 7, # 0, and let ¢ = Y ik g — Yk Then,

Tkk Tkk

0 = Skrek = vk

— 2 2 — A
Tkk — CkTkk = \/ "L — Vi = Tkk-

To ensure the positive definiteness of A’ it is necessary for r,%k > v,%. Otherwise, ¢ as
defined above will not exist.

Again, one can check that by multiply the Lh.s. of Equation (2.1) by its transpose, we
obtain

[0 RT|G,...G2G1G1Gs... G, m ~R'R.

R
And multiplying the r.h.s. by its transpose, we have

o BT [

R’] —vv' +R"R.

This resultsin "R = R'R —vv'.

2.10. Application: Indefinite Rank Two Update

Let A = R" R be the Cholesky decomposition of A, Goldfarb (1976); Seeger (2004) intro-
duce a stable method for the indefinite rank-two update of the form

A =T+vu" AT +uv").
Let
{ z=R Tv, {v =Rz,
%
u= R 'w.

w = Ru,

And suppose the LQ decomposition * of I + zw ' is given by I + zw ' = LQ, where L is
lower triangular and @ is orthogonal. Thus, we have
A =T+vu" AT +uv")
—(I+R zw'R-"A(I + R"'wz'R)
=R (I+2w")(I+wz")R
—R'LQQ'L'R
=R'LL'R.

Let R’ = R' L, which is lower triangular, we determine the Cholesky decomposition of A’.

<= Chapter 2 Problems

4. We will shortly introduce in Theorem 3.10 (p. 71).
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Chapter 2 Problems

. Given positive semidefinite matrices A, B € R™*" show that A + B is also positive
semidefinite.

. Given symmetric matrices A € R"*™ and B € R"™*™. Prove the following two claims
are equivalent:

(a) A and B are positive semidefinite.
A 0. . . .
(b) [ 0 B] is positive semidefinite.

. Given a matrix B € R"** and let A = BB, show that
(a) A is positive semidefinite.
(b) A is positive definite if and only if B has full row rank.

. Show that if A is positive semidefinite, then A~ is positive definite.
. Given a positive semidefinite matrix A, show that its eigenvalue A is nonnegative.
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Part 11

Triangularization,
Orthogonalization, and
Gram-Schmidt Process
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3.1. QR Decomposition

In many applications, we are interested in the column space of a matrix A =

[a1,aq,...,a,] € R™*™ The successive spaces spanned by the columns ay, as, . ..
of A are

C(la1]) € C(lar,a2]) € C([ar,az2,a3]) < ...,

where C([...]) is the subspace spanned by the vectors included in the brackets. The concept
behind QR decomposition involves constructing a sequence of orthonormal vectors qy, qs, . - .
that span identical successive subspaces:

{Car]) =Cllar))} < {C(lq1, g2]) = C(la1, a2])} € {C([g1, @2. q3]) = C(la1, a2,a3])} C ...

The result of QR decomposition is presented in the following theorem, and the discussion
of its existence is deferred to the next sections.

Theorem 3.1: (QR Decomposition) Every mxn matrix A = [a1,a2,...,ay] (whether
it has linearly independent or dependent columns) with m > n can be decomposed as

A=QR,

where
1. Reduced: Q is m xn with orthonormal columns, and R is an n xn upper triangular
matrix, known as the reduced QR decomposition;
2. Full: Q is m x m with orthonormal columns, and R is an m X n upper triangular
matrix, known as the full QR decomposition. If we further restrict the upper tri-
angular matrix to be a square matrix, the full QR decomposition can be denoted

by
aeaft]

where Ry is an n X n upper triangular matrix.

Specifically, when A has full rank, i.e., A has linearly independent columns, R also has
linearly independent columns, and R is nonsingular in the reduced case. This implies the
diagonals of R are nonzero. Under this condition, when we further constrain the elements
on the diagonal of R to be positive, the reduced QR decomposition is unique. The full
QR decomposition is typically not unique since the right-most (m — n) columns in @ can
be arranged in any order.

3.2. Project a Vector Onto Another Vector

Projecting a vector a onto another vector b involves finding the vector closest to a on the
line defined by b. The projection vector a is a scalar multiple of b, denoted as a = zb,
where a — @ is perpendicular to b, as illustrated in Figure 3.1(a). This relationship yields
the following result:
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3.3. PROJECT A VECTOR ONTO A PLANE

Project Vector @ Onto Vector b

a* = a—a is perpendicular to b, so (a—zb) b =0: T = %2 and @ = & 2b = bb! g,

a
R\\‘
c}\_ 5 a a-a W
b C([b,,b,,sb, )
a=xb a
(a) Project onto a line. (b) Project onto a space.

Figure 3.1: Project a vector onto a line and a space.

3.3. Project a Vector Onto a Plane

The projection of a vector a onto a space spanned by by, bo, ..., b, involves determining
the vector closest to @ within the column space of [by, by, ..., b,]. The projection vector a
is expressed as a linear combination of by, bs,...,b,: @ = T1by + Toby + ...+ T,b,. This is
actually a least squares problem. To find the projection, we just solve the normal equation
B"Bz = B'a, where B = [by,bs,...,b,] and T = [Z1,29,...,2,]. Further details on this
projection, within the context of least squares, can be found in works by Strang (2009);
Trefethen and Bau III (1997); Yang (2000); Golub and Van Loan (2013); Lu (2022a). For
each vector b;, the projection of a in the direction of b; can be analogously obtained by

o b;b/
" b b

a, Vie{l,2,...,n}.

Let a =", a;, this yields
at = (a—a) L C(B),

meaning that (a —a) is perpendicular to the column space of B = [by, ba, ..., b,], as shown
in Figure 3.1(b).

3.4. Existence of the QR Decomposition via the Gram-Schmidt Process

For three linearly independent vectors {ai,as,as} and the space spanned by the three
linearly independent vectors, denoted by C([a1, a2, as]), which corresponds to the column
space of the matrix [a1, as,as], we aim to construct three orthogonal vectors {by, bs, b3}
such that C([by, b, b3]) = C([a1, a2, ag]). Subsequently, we normalize the orthogonal vectors
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by dividing each by its length. This process yields three mutually orthonormal vectors
— b — by — by

D= o7 2 = Moo 204 @2 = gy
For the first vector, we directly choose by = a;. The second vector by must be per-

pendicular to the first one. This is actually the vector as subtracting its projection along
b1:

b.b] b1b!
by =ay — bi—bll as = <I — bi—bl1> as (Projection view)

b]—ag . . .
——by, (Combination view)

bib]
bl by
as, i.e., projecting ay onto the orthogonal complement space of C([b1]). The second equality
in the above equation expresses as as a linear combination of by and by. It is evident that
the space spanned by by, by is the same space spanned by a1, as. The situation is shown in
Figure 3.2(a) in which case we choose the direction of b; as the z-axis in the Cartesian
coordinate system. a, is the projection of as onto line by. It can be clearly shown that
the component of as perpendicular to by is by = as — as from the figure.

where the first equation shows bs is a multiplication of the matrix (I — ) and the vector

For the third vector bs, it must be perpendicular to both b; and by, which is actually
the vector as subtracting its projection along the plane spanned by b; and bs

(Projection view)

bib] bobg bib]  bb)
1)3,:(,'!,3—11 22 3—([—11 22)0,3

as — Qa —
b b by by b/ b, b)by
as — birag - bQTag
b/ b b, by
—_——  —

as as

(3.1)

bo, (Combination view)

bib]  bobj
blbr  byby
and the vector ag, i.e., projecting a3 onto the orthogonal complement space of C([by, ba]).
The second equality in the above equation expresses ag as a linear combination of by, by, bs.
We will see this property is essential in the idea of the QR decomposition. Again, it can
be shown that the space spanned by b1, ba, b is the same space spanned by ai, a2, as. The
situation is shown in Figure 3.2(b) in which case we choose the direction of by as the
y-axis in the Cartesian coordinate system. aj is the projection of a3 onto line by,
while as is the projection of a3 onto line bs. The figure shows that the component of as
perpendicular to both by and by is b3 = a3 — a3 — as.

where the first equation shows that b3 is a multiplication of the matrix <I —

Finally, we normalize each vector by dividing its length, which produces three orthonor-

_ b _ b _ b
mal vectors g1 = Tou> 92 = Tou]” and g2 = o]
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3.5. ORTHOGONAL VS ORTHONORMAL

a,

~ . D
az/ 2 az/ ~ 4,
x / b, X / b,
| = 4 L =4

(a) Project a2 onto the space perpendicular to by . (b) Project as onto the space perpendicular to
b1, bs.

Figure 3.2: The Gram-Schmidt process.

This idea can be extended to a set of vectors rather than only three. And we call this
process Gram-Schmidt process. After this process, matrix A will be triangularized. The
method is named after Jorgen Pedersen Gram and Erhard Schmidt, but it appeared earlier
in the work of Pierre-Simon Laplace in the theory of Lie group decomposition.

As we mentioned previously, the idea of behind the QR decomposition is the construction
of a sequence of orthonormal vectors qi, qs, ... that span the same successive subspaces.

{C([q1]) = C(la1]) } € {C(lq1, q2]) = C([a1,a2])} € {C(lq1,q2,q3]) = C([ar,a2,a3])} C ....

This implies any vector ay is in the space spanned by C([q1,q2,...,qx]). ' As long as

we have found these orthonormal vectors, to reconstruct a;’s from the orthonormal matrix
Q =1q1,9,-..,qy], an upper triangular matrix R is needed such that A = QR.

The Gram—Schmidt process is not the only algorithm for finding the QR decomposition.
Other QR decomposition algorithms, such as Householder reflections and Givens rotations,
are available, demonstrating increased robustness in the presence of round-off errors. These
QR decomposition methods may also change the order in which the columns of A are
processed.

3.5. Orthogonal vs Orthonormal

The vectors qi1,qo,...,q, € R™ are mutually orthogonal when their dot products qzT q;
are zero whenever ¢ # j. After normalizing each vector by its length, the vectors become
orthogonal unit vectors. Then the vectors qi, qs, . . ., g, are mutually orthonormal. We put
the orthonormal vectors into a matrix Q:

e When m # n: the matrix Q is easy to work with because Q' Q = I € R"*". Such a
matrix @ with m # n is sometimes referred to as a semi-orthogonal matrix.

e When m = n: the matrix Q is square, the condition Q" Q = I means that Q" = Q!
meaning the transpose of Q serves as its inverse. Then we also have QQT =1, i.e.,

Q' is the two-sided inverse of Q. We call this Q an orthogonal matriz. °

[. And also, any vector g is in the space spanned by C([a1, az, ..., ax]).
2. Note that we use the term orthogonal matriz to mean the matrix @ has orthonormal columns. The term
orthonormal matriz is not used for historical reasons.
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To see this, we have

[fh qQ ... qn] =

a5 1
In other words, qiT g;j = 0;;, where 9;; is the Kronecker delta. The columns of an orthogonal
matrix @ € R™"™ constitute an orthonormal basis for R™.

Orthogonal matrices can be viewed as matrices transforming the basis of other matrices.
Hence they preserve the angle (inner product) between the vectors:

u'v=(Qu)  (Qu).

This invariance of the inner products of angles between the vectors also relies on the invari-
ance of their lengths:

1Qu| = [[ul].
In real cases, multiplication by an orthogonal matrix @ induces rotation (if det(Q) = 1) or
reflection (if det(Q) = —1) in the original vector space. Many decomposition algorithms

yield two orthogonal matrices, leading to two of such rotations or reflections.

3.6. Computing the Reduced QR Decomposition via CGS and MGS

Expressing the reduced QR decomposition in the form A = QR, where @ € R™*" and
R € R™" we have:

rnn

The orthogonal matrix @ can be easily calculated by the Gram-Schmidt process. To see
why we obtain the upper triangular matrix R, we explicitly write out these equations

1
a; = 111491 = 5 141,
i=1

k
ar =T1kq1 t T2kq2 + - -+ TReGe = ZT’ika
i=1

which aligns with the second equation of Equation (3.1) and conforms to the form of an
upper triangular matrix R. And if we extend the idea of Equation (3.1) to the k-th term,
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we will get
E—1 -1

ar =Y (¢ ar)gi+ay = (g ar)gi + HaﬁH * Qs
=1 1

B

<.
I

which implies we can gradually orthonormalize A to obtain an orthonormal set Q =

[q17q27"'7qn] by
e =q ap, Yie{l,2,... k—1};

k—1
1 .
a; = ap — E Tikqi;
=1

(3.2)
]
dr = ai/ Tkk-
The procedure is formulated in Algorithm 4.
Algorithm 4 Reduced QR Decomposition via Gram-Schmidt Process
Require: Matrix A has linearly independent columns with size m x n and m > n;
1: for k=1ton do > compute k-th column of Q, R
2: fori=1tok—1do
3: rip = q;—ak; > entry (i,k) of R
4: end for
5: ap = a, — 30 Tinds;
6: Thi = HaiH; > main diagonal of R
7 qr = aj; [Trk;
8: end for

9: Output Q = [q1, . ..,qn] and R with entry (i, k) being r;;

Orthogonal projection. We notice again from Equation (3.2), i.e., step 2 to step 6 in
Algorithm 4, that the first two equalities imply that

rie =q; ap, Vie{l,2,... k—1}

N = = aj = a, - Qp1Ql_1ar = (I - Qy1Qy_;)ax,
ay =ap— Y rirg;
i=1
(3.3)
where Qx—1 = [q1,q2, - . .,qxr—1]. This implies g can be obtained by
a ay (I - Qi1Q)_)ax
k= = .
lai ]| ([T = Qr1Qy)ax]

The matrix (I — Qk:—lQ;l—,l) in the above equation is known as an orthogonal projection
matriz that projects ap along the column space of Q;_1, ensuring the projected vector is
perpendicular to the column space of Qx—1 (Lu, 2021c). The net result is that the ai or
g, calculated in this manner will be orthogonal to C(Qg—_1), i.e., in the null space of Q;_l:
N(Q/_,) as per the fundamental theorem of linear algebra (Theorem 0.3, p. 6).
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Let P, = (I — Qx_1Q)] _,), and we assert that P; = (I — Q;_1Q]_,) is an orthogonal
projection matrix such that Pjv will project the vector v onto the null space of Q;—l'
Additionally, let P, = Qk—le,p then P» is also an orthogonal projection matrix such
that Pyv will project the vector v onto the column space of Qp_.

Why can the matrices P; and P, effectively project a vector onto the corresponding
subspaces? It can be easily shown that the column space of Qr_1 is equal to the column
space of Qk_lQ;f

C(Qi-1) =C(Qr—1Q}_,) = C(Py).

Therefore, the result of Pov represents a linear combination of the columns of P, which is
in the column space of P, or the column space of Qr_1. The formal definition of a projection
matriz P states that it is idempotent P? = P such that applying the projection twice is
equal to projecting once. What distinguishes P = Qk_ng_l is that the projection v of
any vector v is perpendicular to v — v:

(v =Pywv) L (v—0).

This aligns with the initial definition we presented: the orthogonal projection matriz. To
avoid confusion, one may use the term oblique projection matriz in the nonorthogonal case.
When P is an orthogonal projection matrix, P = I — P; is also an orthogonal projection
matrix that will project any vector onto the space perpendicular to the C(Qx—1), i.e.,
N (Q;l). Therefore, we conclude the presence of two orthogonal projections:

P :  project onto N'(Q}_,), along the column space of Qy_1;
P, : project onto C(Qx—_1), onto the column space of Qy_1.

An additional noteworthy result emerges when the columns of Qx_1 are mutually or-
thonormal. In such instances, we can observe the following decomposition:

P=1-Qi1Q} =T -qq{)I—q2q5)...(I - q_14;_1), (3.4)

where Qx_1 = [q1,G2, - - -,qk—1] and each (I — q;q;) functions to project a vector onto the
space perpendicular to g;. This finding is crucial for advancing towards a modified Gram-
Schmidt process (MGS), where we project and subtract on the fly. To avoid ambiguity,
the traditional Gram-Schmidt is called the classical Gram-Schmidt process (CGS). The
difference lies in the fact that in the CGS, we project the same vector onto the orthogonormal
ones and subsequently subtract. However, in the MGS, the projection and subtraction occur
interleaved. A three-column example A = [aj, a2, as] is shown in Figure 3.3, where each
step is denoted in a different color. We summarize the difference between the CGS and
MGS processes for obtaining g from the k-th column aj of A and the orthonormalized

vectors {q1,92,...,qr-1}:
(CGS) :obtain gj by normalizing aﬁ = - Qk_lQ;_l)ak;
(MGS) : obtain g, by normalizing ap = {(I —Q_1q) ) - - [(I — q2q9 ) ((I — qlqlT)ak>] },

where the parentheses of the MGS indicate the order of the computation.
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a3-(q191)as — (4292)as (0 — araT)as (I = q2q3)(I — q1q1)as
191)@;

qz ’ qz

q2 q;
Kﬁ(flzqu)%

(a) CGS, step 1: blue vector; step 2: vector;  (b) MGS, step 1: blue vector; step 2: purple vector.
step 3: purple vector.

Figure 3.3: CGS vs MGS in 3-dimensional space, where g5 is parallel to g2 so that
projecting on g is equivalent to projecting on gj.

What’s the difference? Consider a three-column matrix A = [a1, a2, a3] for illustration.
Suppose we have computed {qi, g2} satisfying span{qi, g2} = span{ai,as}, our objective
is to further compute gqs.

In the CGS algorithm, the orthogonalization of column as against column {qi, g2} is
accomplished by simultaneously projecting the original column as of A onto g; and qo,
followed by subtraction at once:

a3 = a3 — (g a3)q1 — (g3 a3)qe
=as — (Q1Q1T)a3 - (Q2CI2T)0J3 ; (3.5)
1L
_ a3
q3 = Haé' ’

as shown in Figure 3.3(a).

In the MGS algorithm, on the other hand, the components along each {q1, g2} are im-
mediately subtracted out of the rest of the column ag as soon as the {q1, g2} are computed.
Therefore the orthogonalization of column ag against {q1, g2} is not performed by project-
ing the original column as against {q1, g2} as it is in the CGS, but rather against a vector
obtained by subtracting from that column a3 of A the components in the direction of g1, go
successively. This distinction is crucial because it leads to smaller error components of qs
in span{q, @2} will be smaller (further discussed in the following paragraphs).

More precisely, in the MGS algorithm, the orthogonalization of column a3 against q; is
accomplished by subtracting the component of g; from the vector ag:

1
ay) = (I - qiq) Jas = a3 — (@] )as,

where agl) represents the component of as orthogonal to g;. The subsequently step is then

executed by

a) = (I - q2q))ay’ = a’ — (247 )al"
T Ty, (1) (3.6)
=a3 — (q1q; )az —|(q2q; )as "’ |,
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where a§2) denotes the component of az())l) orthogonal to g2, and we emphasize the distinction

from the CGS in Equation (3.5) using blue text. Consequently, a§2) corresponds to the

component of ag orthogonal to {q1, g2}, as shown in Figure 3.3(b).

Main difference and catastrophic cancellation. The key difference is that the a3 can
in general have large components in span{qi, g2} in which case one starts with large values
and ends up with small values that results in large relative errors in them. This is known

(1)

as catastrophic cancellation. Conversely, a;  is in the direction perpendicular to q; and has
only a small “error” component in the direction of ¢q;. A comparison of the text in

Equation (3.5) and (3.6) reveals that (g2qy )aél) in Equation (3.6) is more accurate from
the above argument. And thus, due to the much smaller error in this projection factor, the
MGS introduces smaller orthogonalization error at each subtraction step compared to the
CGS method. In fact, it can be shown that the final @ obtained in the CGS satisfies

|1-QQ7|| < o(en*(a)),

where k(A) is a value larger than 1 determined by A. Whereas, in the MGS, the error
satisfies

|1-0QT|| < o(enta)).
That is, the @ obtained in the MGS is “more orthogonal”.

More to go, preliminaries for Householder and Givens methods. While we as-
sert that, in practice, the MGS generally outperforms the CGS, it is not immune to the
catastrophic cancellation issue. Suppose, in iteration k& of the MGS algorithm, aj is al-
most in the span of {qi,q2,...,qk_1}, the resulting aé will have only a small compo-
nent perpendicular to span{qi, g2, ...,qx—1}. Consequently, the “error” component in the
span{qi, q2, . - ., qx—1} will be amplified, leading to a less orthogonal Q. In such cases, if we
can find a successive set of orthogonal matrices {Q1, Q2,...,Q;} such that Q;...Q2Q1A
is triangularized, then @ = (Q;...Q2Q1)" will be “more” orthogonal than those in both
the CGS and the MGS methods. This method will be explored in Section 3.12 and 3.13 via
Householder reflectors and Givens rotations.

3.7. Computing the Full QR Decomposition via the Gram-Schmidt
Process

A full QR decomposition of an m x n matrix with linearly independent columns is extended
by appending additional m — n orthonormal columns to @ so that it becomes an m x m
orthogonal matrix. In addition, rows of zeros are appended to R so that it becomes an
m X n upper triangular matrix. We call the additional columns in Q silent columns
and additional rows in R silent rows. Figure 3.4 illustrates the comparison between the
reduced QR decomposition and the full QR decomposition, where silent columns in @Q are
denoted in gray, blank entries are zero, and blue entries are elements that are not necessarily
Z€ro.
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3.8. DEPENDENT COLUMNS

X B . : .:| X
Rnxn Aan R

mxm mxn

Amxn men

(a) Reduced QR decomposition. (b) Full QR decomposition.

Figure 3.4: Comparison between the reduced and full QR decompositions.

3.8. Dependent Columns

Previously, we assumed matrix A has linearly independent columns. However, this assump-
tion is not always a prerequisite. Suppose in step k of CGS or MGS, aj is in the plane
spanned by q1,qo,...,qr_1 which is equivalent to the space spanned by a1,as,...,a;_1,
i.e., vectors ai,as,...,a; are dependent. When such dependency occurs, ri; becomes
zero (see Equation (3.2) or Algorithm 4), rendering q; indeterminate due to division by
zero. In such scenarios, one can arbitrarily select gi as any normalized vector orthogo-
nal to C([q1,q2,--.,qr—1]) and continue the Gram-Schmidt process. Again, for matrix A
with dependent columns, we have both reduced and full QR decomposition algorithms. We
rephrase the procedure for step k in the algorithm as follows:

k-1 k—1
(@ — > Tik@)/Thky  Tik =G Gk Tk = | @k — Y Tinds|[, i ree # 0,

o= =1 i=1
pick one inC*([q1,q2, . .., qr_1]), and normalize, if . = 0.

This concept extends even when g, is non-existent. In such instances, we simply proceed
to the next step, incorporating the silent columns at the end of the process. Consequently,
the QR decomposition of a matrix with dependent columns lacks uniqueness. However,
adhering to a systematic approach ensures the uniqueness of the QR decomposition for any
matrix.

This finding can also help to decide whether a set of vectors are linearly independent or
not. Whenever ri in CGS or MGS is zero, we report that the vectors a1, ao,...,ax are
dependent and stop the algorithm for “independence checking”.

3.9. QR with Column Pivoting: Column-Pivoted QR (CPQR)

If the columns of A are linearly dependent, we can obtain a column-pivoted QR (CPQR)
decomposition as follows.
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Theorem 3.2: (Column-Pivoted QR Decomposition) Every m x n matrix A =
[a1,aq, ..., a,] with m > n and rank r can be decomposed as

R R
AP:Q[ 0 012],

where Ry € R™*" is upper triangular, Ris € R™*("=") @Q € R™*™ is an orthogonal ma-
trix, and P is a permutation matrix. This is also known as the full CPQR decomposition.
Similarly, the reduced version is given by

AP =Q,[Ri1 Ry,

where Ry, € R™ " is upper triangular, Ris € R™*(»~")_ Q, € R™*" contains orthonormal
columns, and P is a permutation matrix.

3.9.1 A Simple CPQR via CGS

The CPQR. decomposition can be computed using the classical Gram-Schmidt process. In
the QR decomposition for dependent columns, when 7, = 0, it indicates that column k of A
is dependent on the previous k—1 columns. In such cases, we perform a column permutation,
moving this column to the last position, and then continue with the Gram-Schmidt process.
Here, P represents the permutation matrix that interchanges the dependent columns into
the last n —r columns. Suppose the first r columns of AP are [a1, as, ..., a,|, and the span
of these columns is just the same as the span of @, (in the reduced version) or the span of
Q. 1. (in the full version):

C(lar,az,...,a,]) =C(Qr) =C(Q:1.).

And Rj5 is a matrix that recovers the dependent n — r columns from the column space
of Q, or column space of Q... The comparison between the reduced and full CPQR
decompositions is shown in Figure 3.5, where silent columns in @ are denoted in gray,
blank entries are zero, and blue/orange entries are elements that are not necessarily zero.

. _ I Xru] . _ I Xr r
AF, 0 R, AF, 0

mxn mxr mxn mxm Rmxn

(a) Reduced CPQR, decomposition. (b) Full CPQR decomposition.

Figure 3.5: Comparison between the reduced and full CPQR decompositions.
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3.10. QR WITH COLUMN PIVOTING: REVEALING RANK-ONE DEFICIENCY

3.9.2 A Practical CPQR via CGS

We observe that the simple CPQR algorithm pivots the first » independent columns to the
first  columns of AP. Let A; be the first r columns of AP, and As be the remaining
columns. Subsequently, in the context of the full CPQR, we obtain:

AP—MMM—th mﬂ_kﬂmq@rmﬂ.

0 0 0 0
_ Ry5 Ry5
- o - %
where the penultimate equality comes from the orthogonal equivalence under the matrix
norm. Therefore, the norm of Rqs is determined by the norm of A,. For a well-conditioned

CPQR, it is desirable for Rys to have a small norm. And a practical CPQR decomposition is
to permute columns of the matrix A firstly such that the columns are ordered decreasingly

It is evident that

’ = || Ra2,

in vector norm:
A= APO = [ajl,an, e ,ajn],

where {j1,jo,...,jn} is a permuted index set of {1,2,...,n}, and
laj |l = llagll = ... > [laj,].

Then, we apply the “simple” reduced CPQR decomposition to X, yielding gPl = Q;[R11, R12).
The “practical” reduced CPQR of A is then recovered as

A PyP, = Q,[R11, Ry2).
P

The CPQR algorithm can be further optimized using the MGS, providing the additional ad-
vantage of halting when the factorization operates on a rank-deficient submatrix. Through
this MGS-enhanced CPQR, the numerical rank can be determined. This approach is rec-
ognized as partial factorization, and we will not delve into the details here (Lu, 2021c¢).

3.10. QR with Column Pivoting: Revealing Rank-One Deficiency

We notice that column-pivoted QR is just one method among several used to identify the
column permutation when A is rank-deficient. In this process, we rearrange the first r
linearly independent columns of A to occupy the first r columns of the matrix AP. If A
is nearly rank-one deficient, our objective is to determine a column permutation of A that
minimizes the pivotal element 7, in the resulting QR decomposition. This is known as the
revealing rank-one deficiency problem.

Theorem 3.3: (Revealing Rank-One Deficiency (Chan, 1987)) If A € R™*" and
v € R” is a unit 2-norm vector (i.e., |[v|| = 1), then there exists a permutation P such
that the reduced QR decomposition

AP = QR
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satisfies ry,, < y/ne, where € = ||Av||, and r,, is the n-th diagonal of R. Note the sizes of
Q € R™*"™ and R € R™*" in the reduced QR decomposition.

Proof [of Theorem 3.3] Suppose P € R™ " is a permutation matrix such that if w = P v,
where
lwp| = max |v;|, Vie{l,2,...,n}.

That is, we swap the entry with the largest magnitude to the last position, ensuring that
the last component of w equals the maximal component of v in absolute value. Then we
have |wy| > 1/4/n. Suppose the QR decomposition of AP is AP = QR, then

T'nnWn

e = ||Av|| = H(QTAP)(PTU)H = |Rw| = [ ] > |Pantn] > [ranl /v,

where the second equality follows from the preservation of length under orthogonal trans-
formation, and P is an orthogonal matrix satisfying PP " = I. This concludes the proof.
|

The following discussion relies on the existence of the singular value decomposition (SVD),
which will be introduced in Section 14.1 (p. 173). Feel free to skip at a first reading. Sup-
pose the SVD of A is given by A = Y " | aiui'v;r, where o;’s are singular values with
01> 09 > ...> 0y, i.e., oy is the smallest singular value, and wu;’s and wv;’s are the left and
right singular vectors, respectively. Then, if we let v = v,, such that Av, = o,u,, ° we
have

| Av]| = 0.

By constructing a permutation matrix P satisfying
|PTw|, = max|v;|, Vie{l,2,...,n},

we will find a QR decomposition of A = QR with a pivot ry,, smaller than /no,. If A
is rank-one deficient, then o, will be close to 0, the resulting pivot 7, is constrained to a
small magnitude near 0.

3.11. QR with Column Pivoting: Revealing Rank-r Deficiency*

Following from the last section, we now delve into the computation of the reduced QR
decomposition when A € R™*" is approximately rank-r deficient * with r > 1. Our goal
now is to find a permutation P satisfying

L M ] , (3.7)

AP_QR—Q[O N

where N € R™" and |[N|| is small in some norm. A recursive algorithm can be applied
to achieve this. Suppose we have already isolated a small k& x k block INj, based on which,

3. We will prove that the right singular vector of A is equal to the right singular vector of R if the A has
QR decomposition A = QR in Lemma 14.9 (p. 178). The claim can also be applied to the singular
values. So v, here is also the right singular vector of R.

4. Note that rank r here implies that the matrix has a rank of (min{m,n} —r), not r.
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if we can isolate a small (k + 1) x (k + 1) block Nj41, then we can find the permutation
matrix recursively. To reiterate, assuming the existence of the permutation Pj such that
N, € RF*k possesses a small norm:

= QR = Qy [ g J\]\/{ﬂ .

We want to identify a permutation Py such that Ny, € REFDX(EFD als0 exhibits a
small norm:

L M
AP = Qi1 Ry = Qi [ ](c;rl N;]:j .

Utilizing the algorithm outlined in the preceding section, there is an (n — k) x (n — k)
permutation matrix Py such that Ly, € R(” k)x(n=k) has the QR decomposition Ly Pj;+1 =
Qk+1Lk, where the entry (n — k,n — k) of L, is small. By constructing

b, 0 0
P, =P [ IBH I} , Qit1 = Qp {Qkﬂ I] ,

we have

L. Q] M,
APy = k41 .
1 = Qrt1 [ 0 N,

We know that entry (n — k,n — k) of ik is small, if we can prove the last row of C};FHM;C
is small in norm, then we find the QR decomposition revealing rank-(k + 1) deficiency (see
(Chan, 1987) for a proof).

3.12. Existence of the QR Decomposition via the Householder Reflector

Householder matrices, also known as Householder reflectors, that can reflect vectors play an
important role in numerical linear algebra for tasks such as solving linear systems, estimating
least squares problem, and obtaining Hessenberg forms. In this section, we present how
Householder reflectors can be used to prove the existence of QR decomposition.

Let’s begin with the formal definition of a Householder reflector, exploring its properties
thereafter.

Definition 3.1 (Householder Reflector) Let u € R™ be a vector of unit length (i.e.,
lul| = 1). Then H = I — 2uu' is termed a Householder reflector, also known as a
Householder transformation. We refer to this H as the Householder reflector associated
with the unit vector w, where the unit vector u is also known as the Householder vec-
tor. When a vector x undergoes multiplication by H , it undergoes reflection across the
hyperplane spanu-=.

Note that if ||[u]| # 1, we can define H =1 — 2% as the Householder reflector.
Derived from the definition of the Householder reflector, we obtain the following corol-

lary, indicating that specific vectors remain unaltered when subjected to the Householder
reflector.
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Figure 3.6: Demonstration of the House-
holder reflector. The Householder reflector
obtained by H = I — 2uu', where |Ju| = 1
will reflect vector & along the plane perpen-
dicular to u: ® = ®y + Ty —> Ty — Ty

Plane perpendicular to u

Corollary 3.4: (Unreflected by Householder) Assuming |[u| = 1, we define the
Householder reflector H = I —2uu'. Any vector v perpendicular to u remains unaltered
under the Householder transformation, that is, Hv = v if u'v = 0.

The proof is trivial since (I —2uu")v = v — 2uu'v = v.

Let uw be a unit vector with ||u|| = 1, and let v be a vector perpendicular to w. Then
any vector x in the plane can be decomposed into two parts: & = x,, + @, where the first
component &, is parallel to u and the second one ,, is perpendicular to u (i.e., parallel to
v). As discussed in Section 3.2 regarding vector projection, the computation of x,, involves

uu " T

Ty = 7, = uu , signifying the projection of x onto the vector u. We then transform

this « by the Householder reflector associated with w, Hx = (I — 2uu')(xy + €4) =
Xy, —uu'x = X, — x,. That is, the space perpendicular to w acts as a mirror and any
vector « is reflected by the Householder reflector associated with w (i.e., reflected by the
hyperplane span{u}*). The situation is shown in Figure 3.6.

The preceding explanation elucidates the process of determining the reflected vector
through the Householder reflector. Nevertheless, an additional question arises: If forewarned
that two vectors undergo a Householder reflection, how can we determine the corresponding
Householder reflector? This property holds paramount significance in QR decomposition
computations, where the objective is to reflect/transform a column into a predetermined

form.

Corollary 3.5: (Finding the Householder Reflector) Suppose x is reflected to y
by a Householder reflector with ||| = ||y||, then the Householder reflector is obtained by
H=1-2uu', where u = u.
|z -yl
Proof [of Corollary 3.5] Write out the equation, we have

(z-y)=" —y")
(x—y) (z—y)

T

Hxr=x - 2uu z=x —2 x

=z—(z—-y)=y.

Note that the condition ||| = ||y|| is required to prove the result. [ |
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The Householder reflectors are useful to set a block of components of a given vector to
zero. Specifically, there is often a need to reset all elements of the vector @ € R™ to zero
except the i-th element. In such instances, the Householder vector can be chosen as follows:

u= ﬂ, where r = + ||al|
la —rell
which is a reasonable Householder vector since |la|| = ||re;|| = |r|. We carefully notice that
when r = ||al|, the Householder reflector H = I — 2uu' reflects a to |lal| e;; conversely,
when 7 = — ||a|, a is reflected to — ||a|| e; via the Householder reflector.

In the following remark, we elucidate additional properties of the Householder reflector.

Remark 3.6: Householder Properties

If H is a Householder reflector, then it has the following properties:

e HH = I: reflecting a vector twice is equivalent to not reflecting it at all;
Symmetry: H = H';

Orthogonality: H'H = HH " = T such that Householder reflector is an orthogo-
nal matrix;

Hu=—u,if H=1-2uu'.

In the Gram-Schmidt section, we emphasized that QR decomposition involves using a
triangular matrix to orthogonalize a matrix A. The further idea is that, if we have a set of
orthogonal matrices that can can transform A into a triangular form step by step, then we
can also recover the QR decomposition. Specifically, if we have an orthogonal matrix Q1
that can introduce zeros to the 1-st column of A except the entry (1,1); and an orthogonal
matrix Q9 that can introduce zeros to the 2-nd column except the entries (2,1), (2,2); and
so forth. Then, we can also find the QR decomposition. To achieve this zero introduction,
we utilize reflections of the matrix columns with respect to a basis vector e; whose entries
are all zero except the first entry.

Let A = [a1,as,...,a,] € R™*" be the column partition of A, and let
r1 = |la1]|, u; = w, and  H; =1 —2uju,. (3.8)
a1 —rieq]|

Here, e; denotes the first unit basis in R™, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R™. Then

(3.9)

r1 R
HIA = [HlalaHla'Qa" . 7H1an] = |:01 gzn:l )

which reflects a1 to r1e; and introduces zeros below the diagonal in the 1-st column. We
observe that the entries below 71 become zero now after this specific reflection. Notice that
we reflect a; to ||ai| e1, where the two vectors have the same length, rather than reflect
a to e; directly. This choice is made to ensure numerical stability and aligns with the
criteria outlined in Corollary 3.5.
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Choice of ri: moreover, the choice of r; is not unique. For numerical stability,
a suitable choice is 7y = —sign(a11) |[|@1]|, where a;; denotes the first component of a;.
An alternative option is 71 = sign(aj1) ||a1||, provided that |lai| is equal to [[rieq]. A
comprehensive exploration of this matter, however, extends beyond the scope of the present
section.

We can then apply this process to By in Equation (3.9) to make the entries below the
entry (2,2) to be all zeros. Note that this process is selectively applied to the submatrix
B> within H1 A, not to the entire matrix. This strategic limitation is imposed to avoid
reintroducing nonzero values into the first column, thereby preserving the achieved progress.

Suppose By = [ba, bs, ..., b,] is the column partition of Bs, and let

by — raeq

r2 = [|ba|, uy =

N 1 0
Hy = I —2usu,, and  Hy = [0 ﬁj‘

by — r2€1]|’

In this context, e; denotes the first unit basis for R™~ ! and H, represents another orthog-
onal matrix, given the orthogonality of Hy. Consequently, we deduce that

rt T2 Rizm
H;H\A = [HyHa,,HyHay,...,HyHia,]= |0 1 Ry3,
0 0 Cs

The same process can go on, and we will finally triangularize A = (H,H,,_1... H;) 'R =
QR. And since the H;’s are symmetric and orthogonal, we have Q = (H,H,,_1 ... H;)™! =
H.H,... H,.

An illustrative 5 x 4 matrix is presented below, where X represents a value that is not

necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

N K K X R K K KX N N K X
N K X X 0 X R X 0 @ B R
N KK RBlor R RB|lo o @ X
N X X X 0 R R X 0 0 R R
N K XK X 0 R B X 0 0 B X
A H, A H,H, A
X X K X N N XK X

0 N M X 0 N B X

Blg o m R %0 0 ¥ X

0 0 0 K 0 0 0 K

0 0 0 ® 0 0 0 0

H;H,H, A H,H:H,H, A

A closer look at the QR factorization. The Householder algorithm is a method for
transforming a matrix into a triangular form through a series of orthogonal matrix oper-
ations. In the Gram-Schmidt process (both CGS and MGS), we use a triangular matrix
to orthogonalize the matrix. However, in the Householder algorithm, we use orthogonal
matrices to triangularize. This distinction can be summarized as follows:

e Gram-Schmidt algorithm: triangular orthogonalization;
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e Householder algorithm: orthogonal triangularization.

We further notice that, in the Householder algorithm or the Givens algorithm that we
will shortly see, a set of orthogonal matrices are applied so that the QR decomposition
obtained is a full QR decomposition. Whereas, the direct QR decomposition obtained by
CGS or MGS is a reduced one (although the silent columns or rows can be added later to
find the full version).

3.13. Existence of the QR Decomposition via the Givens Rotation

We have defined the Givens rotation in Definition 2.2 (p. 41) to find the rank-one update/-
downdate of the Cholesky decomposition. Let’s delve into the specific outcomes achieved by
Givens rotations through some illustrative examples. Consider the following 2 x 2 orthogonal

matrices:
F = [_C 8} , J = [c _8} , and G = [ ¢ 8] ,
s ¢ s ¢ —s c

where s = sinf and ¢ = cosf for some . The first matrix has det(F) = —1 and is a
special case of a Householder reflector in 2-dimension such that F = I —2uu ', where u =

!
[, / 1J2FC, —<| oru= [—, Jie, —/15¢| - The latter two matrices have det(J) =

det(G) =1 and effect rotations instead of reflections. Such a matrix is called a Givens
rotatzon.
Y=y, ]
x=[x;,x,]
X = [x1 s Xy ]
G 0 Y=[y,»]
94
(a) y = Jx, counter-clockwise rotation. (b) y = Gz, clockwise rotation.

Figure 3.7: Demonstration of two Givens rotations.

Figure 3.7 demonstrate a rotation of vector & under under the action of J, yielding
y = Jx with
Y1 =C-x1 —S- T2,
Y2 =8-T1+cC-Ta.
We aim to verify that the angle between vectors x and y is indeed # (indicating counter-

clockwise rotation) under the Givens rotation J, as illustrated in Figure 3.7(a). Firstly, we
have

x1
cos(a) = ————;
() Vi + a3 and cos(f) = ¢;
sin(a) = —an sin(6) = s.

2 2’
V& + x5
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This implies that cos(6+«) = cos(#) cos(a) —sin(f) sin(a). If we can show that cos(60+a) =
cos(6) cos(a) — sin(f) sin(«) is equal to —2—, then we complete the proof.

Vyitys
= —si ' _ cT1—sTy
For the former one, cos(6 + a) = cos(f) cos(ar) — sin(f) sin(«) T For the latter
one, it can be verified that \/ Y2 +ys = \/ z? + 22, and \/yy§1+y§ = c\;;;i;g This completes
the proof. Similarly, we can also show that the angle between vectors y = Ga and x is also

6 in Figure 3.7(b), and the rotation is clockwise.

It can be easily verified that the n-th order Givens rotation (Definition 2.2, p. 41) is an
orthogonal matrix and its determinant is 1. For any vector @ = [z1,x2, ... ,:cn]T € R", we
have y = G;x, where

Yk = C- Tk + 8- Ty,
Y= —s-xptc- I,
That is, a Givens rotation applied to @ rotates two components of & by an angle # and keeps

e and s = ——2L

2 2 2 2"
T+ VTt

all other components the same. When x% + 1‘12 £ 0, let ¢ =

Then,
v = \J22 + o,

Yy = 07
Y = Zj. (]#kal)
This finding is essential for executing the QR decomposition using Givens rotation.

Corollary 3.7: (Basis From Givens Rotations Forwards) For any vector € R",
there exist a set of Givens rotations {Gi2,G1s,...,G1,} such that Gy, ... G13Gr2x =
llz|| e1, where e; € R™ is the first unit basis in R™.

Proof [of Corollary 3.7] From the finding above, we can find a set of Givens rotations
G112, G113, and G4 such that

T
Giox = [\/x%+x%,0,3:3,...,xn] ,

T

G13G1ax = {\/x%+x%+x§,0,0,m4,...,xn] ,

+
G14G13G 10T = [\/x% + 23 + :1:% +22,0,0,0,z5,. .. ,xn] .

and

Continue this process, we obtain Gy, ... G13G12 = ||| e1. [ ]

Remark 3.8: Basis From Givens Rotations Backwards

In Corollary 3.7, we derive the Givens rotation for introducing zeros from the 2-nd entry
to th n-th entry (i.e., forward order). However, there are cases where we desire the
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reverse order, i.e., introducing zeros from the n-th entry to the 2-nd entry such that
G12G13... Gz = ||x|| e1, where e; € R™ is the first unit basis in R".
The procedure is similar. We can find Gin, Gy (n-1); G1,(n—2) using a similar ap-

proach, such that
-
G1n$: |:\/IZ‘%+$%,ZE2,IL'3,.-.,ZL'”1,0:| )

T
Gl,(n—l)Glnm = |:\/:U% + .1‘721_1 + .7,‘%, T, T3, ..., Tp—9,0, 0:| ,

and

T
Gl,(an)Gl,(nfl)Glnm = |:\/;U% + 1:72172 + ZL‘%fl + x%, 9,23, ...,Ln—3,0,0, 0:| .

Continue this process, we will obtain G12G13... G,z = ||| e;.

An alternative form. Alternatively, there are rotations {G12, Gas, . . ., G(n,l),n} such
that G12G23 e G(n—l),nw = Har:H er, where

-
_ /.2
Go-1)nT = [:cl, T2, ..., Tp_2,\/Th_1 + a2, 0} ,

T
G(n—Q),(n—l)G(n—l)ﬂ’Lm = |:$17 X2y ...,Tn-3, \/’1"%_2 + w%_l + ZL‘%, 07 O:| )

and

G(1-3),0-2)G(n-2),(n-1) G(n-1),n® =

-
[:Ul,:):g, e T4, \/:1:,21_3 +a2 ,+22 | +122,0,0, O} )
Continue this process, we will obtain G12G23 ... G(n—1)nT = [|Z| €1.

The backward Givens rotation basis update discussed above will prove useful in the
context of rank-one changes of the QR decomposition (Section 3.17).

From Corollary 3.7 mentioned earlier, to introduce zeros, we could rotate the columns
of the matrix to a basis vector e, where all entries except the first entry are zero. Let
A =[ay,as,...,a,] € R™*™ be the column partition of A, and let

Gi=Gp ... G13G12, (3.10)

where e; here is the first unit basis for R™, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R™. Then
G1A = [Gia1,Gray, ..., Gia,] = [”“1” RLZ:"] , (3.11)
0 By

which rotates a1 to ||a;|| e1 and introduces zeros below the diagonal in the 1-st column.
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We can then apply this process to By in Equation (3.11) to make the entries below the
(2,2)-th entry to be all zeros. Suppose By = [ba, bs, ..., b,], and let

G2 = Gop, ... G24Gas,
where Go,, ..., Gag, Gog can be implied from context. Then

lail 72 Rigmn
G2G1A = [GgGlal, G2G1a2, ey GgGlan] = 0 ||b2|| Rz’gm
0 0 Cs

The same process can go on, and we will finally triangularize A = (G,,G,,—1...G1) 'R =
QR. And since Gy’s are orthogonal, we have Q = (G,Gp_1...G1)™! = GlTGQT . ..GI,
and

G Gy .G =(G,..G:Gy)"

T (3.12)
= {(Gnm .. Gn,(n—i—l)) oo (G2m . G23)(G1m .- Gl?)} .

In practice, the Givens rotation algorithm outperforms the Householder algorithm when
A already contains many zeros below the main diagonal. Therefore, the Givens rotations
are particularly suitable for rank-one changes in the QR decomposition, as such changes
introduce only a small number of nonzero values (Section 3.17). An example of a 5 x 4
matrix is presented as follows, where X represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and
boldface indicates the value has just been changed.

Givens rotations in G;. For a 5 x 4 example, we realize that G, = G15G14G13G12.
And the process is shown as follows:

X X X KX X ¥ X X X X X KX
X X X K 0 X X KX 0 X XK K
N KKK R X0 R R R
X X X K X X X KX X X X X
N K KN K XN XN K K] N N B K
A G A G13G12A
™Y X X K] X X X K

0 X X X 0 X X KX

Ul N K K| |0 N N K

0 X X KX 0 X X KX

ER 0 8 B K

G14G13G12A G15G14G13G12A
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Givens rotation as a big picture. Take G1,G2, G3, G4 as a single matrix, we have

N K K X R KK K N K K X
N KN X X 0 R R X 0 R R R
N KK RS o RRSB|oo R R
N KN X X 0 R R X 0 0 R R
N N X X 0 R B KX 0 0 R X
A G, A G-G, A
X K X X N K X X

0 N @ X 0 N B X

“%lo 0 R R |0 0 ¥ ®

0 0 0 K 0 0 0 X

0 0 0 ® 0 0 0 0

G3GaGLA G,G:GLGL A

Orders to introduce the zeros. Utilizing Givens rotations for the QR decomposition
provides flexibility in choosing the order to introduce zeros in R. In our approach, we
introduce zeros column by column, but an alternative is to introduce zeros row by row.

3.14. Uniqueness of the QR Decomposition

The results of the QR decomposition from the Gram-Schmidt process, the Householder
algorithm, and the Givens algorithm may vary. Even within the Householder algorithm,
different approaches exist for selecting the sign of r; in Equation (3.8). Consequently, the
QR decomposition of a matrix is not unique.

However, if we use the procedure described in the Gram-Schmidt process, or systemati-
cally choose the sign in the Householder algorithm, then the decomposition is unique. The
uniqueness of the reduced QR decomposition for full column rank matrix A is assured when
R has positive diagonals by inductive analysis (Lu, 2021c). We here provide an alterna-
tive proof for the uniqueness of the reduced QR decomposition for matrices if the diagonal
values of R are positive, which will shed light on the implicit Q theorem in Hessenberg
decomposition (Section 8.4, p. 115) or tridiagonal decomposition (Theorem 9.2, p. 119).

Corollary 3.9: (Uniqueness of the reduced QR Decomposition) Suppose the
matrix A is an m X n matrix with full column rank n and m > n. Then, the reduced QR
decomposition is unique if the main diagonal values of R are positive.

Proof [of Corollary 3.9] Suppose the reduced QR decomposition is not unique, we can
complete it into a full QR decomposition, then we can find two such full decompositions so
that A = Q1R = Q2Ry. This implies R; = Ql_lQQRQ =V Ry, where V = QIIQQ is an
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orthogonal matrix. Write out the equation, we have

11 T12 ... Tin S11 S12 ... S1in
V11 V12 . Vim
T ... Ton 929 ... Son
. V21 V22 e Vom, ]
R, = O o= . ) O . | =VRy,
Tnn Vol U v Snn
(0 0 ... 0] o R O

This implies
711 = V11511, V2] = V31 = V41 = ... = Uyl = 0.

Since V' contains mutually orthonormal columns and the first column of V' is of norm 1, it
follows that v1; = +1. We notice that r;; > 0 and s;; > 0 for i € {1,2,...,n} by assumption.
Therefore, r11 > 0 and s;1 > 0, implying that v1; can only be positive 1. Since V is an
orthogonal matrix, we also have

U12:U13:U14:...:U1m:0.

Applying this process to the submatrices of Ry, V', and R, we will find the upper-left sub-
matrix of V' is an identity: Vi.y 1., = Iy, indicating Ry = Rp. This implies Q1[:,1 : n| =
Q2[:, 1 : n] and leads to a contradiction such that the reduced QR decomposition is unique. W

3.15. LQ Decomposition

We previously established the existence of the QR decomposition via the Gram-Schmidt
process in which case we are interested in the column space of a matrix A = [a1, ag, ..., a,] €
R™*™ However, in many applications (see Schilders (2009)), there is also interest in the
row space of a matrix B = [b;; b2T; ...;b;] € R™*" where b; is the i-th row of B. The
successive spaces spanned by the rows by, bs, ... of B are

C([b1]) € C([b1,b2]) < C([b1,b,b3]) C

The QR decomposition has a counterpart that characterizes the orthogonal row space.
When we perform the QR decomposition on BT = Qg R, we obtain the LQ decomposition
of the matrix B = L@, where Q = Qg and L =R".

Theorem 3.10: (LQ Decomposition) Every m x n matrix B (whether it has linearly
independent or dependent rows) with n > m can be decomposed as

B=LQ,

where

1. Reduced: L is an m x m lower triangular matrix and @ is m X n with orthonormal
rows, known as the reduced LQ decomposition;

2. Full: L is an m x n lower triangular matrix and @ is n X n with orthonormal rows,
known as the full LQ decomposition. If we further restrict the lower triangular matrix
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to be a square matrix, the full LQ decomposition can be denoted by
B=[L, 0]Q,

where Lg is an m X m square lower triangular matrix.

Row-pivoted LQ (RPLQ). Similar to the column-pivoted QR discussed in Section 3.9,
there exists a row-pivoted LQ (RPLQ) decomposition:

Reduced RPLQ: PB = } Q:;

Full RPLQ: PB = ] Q,
~~

where Li; € R™" is lower triangular, @, or Q... spans the same row space as B, and P
is a permutation matrix that interchanges independent rows into the upper-most rows.

3.16. Two-Sided Orthogonal Decomposition

To this end, an immediate consequence of the CPQR and RPL(Q decompositions is known
as the two-sided orthogonal decomposition, which simultaneously finds the orthonormal row
basis and orthonormal column basis.

Theorem 3.11: (Two-Sided Orthogonal Decomposition) Given a square matrix
A € R™ "™ with rank r, the full CPQR and RPLQ of A are given by

R R Li; O
ar—a [ el ma- |t (e

respectively. Then we would find out

Ry 1Ly + Ri2Ls; O
APA=Q, [ 11411 0 124021 0] Q,,
ranvkr

where the first » columns of @ span the same column space as A, the first r» rows
of Q2 span the same row space as A, and P is a permutation matrix. We name this
decomposition as two-sided orthogonal decomposition.

This decomposition exhibits a similarity with the singular value decomposition (SVD):
A =UXVT, where the first r columns of U span the same column space as A and the first r
columns of V' span the same row space as A (we shall see in Lemma 14.7, p. 176). Therefore,
the two-sided orthogonal decomposition can be regarded as an inexpensive alternative in
this sense.
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Proposition 3.12: (Four Orthonormal Basis) Given the two-sided orthogonal de-
composition of matrix A € R™*" withrank r: APA =UFV ", where U = [uy,us, ..., uy,]
and V' = [v1,v9,...,v,] are the column partitions of U and V respectively. Then, we
have the following property:

e {v,v9,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis of C(AT);

e {V;11,Vr42,...,V,} is an orthonormal basis of N'(A);

o {uj,ug,...,u,} is an orthonormal basis of C(A);

o {Uyi1,Ury2,...,Uy,} is an orthonormal basis of N'(AT).

3.17. Rank-One Changes

We previously discussed the rank-one update/downdate of the Cholesky decomposition in
Section 2.9 (p. 40). The rank-one change A’ of matrix A in the QR decomposition is defined
in a similar form:
A =A+uv',
AN
QR =QR+uv',

where if we set A’ = A — (—u)v', we recover the downdate form such that the update and
downdate in the QR decomposition are the same. To reiterate, the rank-one update/down-
date problem entails determining the QR decomposition of A’ if we have already calculated
the QR decomposition of A. Let w = Q" u, we have

A =QR+wv').

From the second form in Remark 3.8 regarding the introduction of zeros in reverse order,
there exist a set of Givens rotations G12Gog . . . G(n,l)m such that

G12G23 e G(n,1)7nw =4 HwH €,

where G(;_1); is the Givens rotation in plane k — 1 and k, which introduces zero in the
k-th entry of w. Applying this rotation to R, we have

G12Gas ... G 1) R = Hy,

where the Givens rotations in this reverse order (backward rotations) are useful to trans-
form the upper triangular R into a “simple” upper Hessenberg matriz, which is close to
upper triangular matrices (see Definition 8.1, p. 110 that we will introduce in the Hessen-
berg decomposition). However, if the rotations transforms w into + ||w|| e; from forward
order (forward rotations) as demonstrated in Corollary 3.7, we will not obtain this upper
Hessenberg Hy. To see this, consider the matrix R € R>*?, an example is shown as follows,
where K represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value
has just been changed. The backward rotations result in the upper Hessenberg Hj, which
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is relatively simple to handle:

X X X X K X X X X K X X X X K
0 X X XK K 0 X X X X 0 X X X KX
Backward: [0 0 ® ® K| ¥ |0 0 ¥ ¥ K| ¥ |0 0 R R X
0 0 0 X K 0 0 0 X KX 0 0 ¥ X K
00 0 0 K 0 0 0 B X 00 0 B X

R GisR GG R
X X X X X X X X X X
0 X X X KX X X X X X
6l R R R BP0 R KKK
0 0 X X K 0 0 X X KX
0 0 0 R K| 00 0 B X
G23G3.Gys R G12G23G3.Gys R

And the forward rotations result in a full matrix:

X X X XK X ™Y X X X K] ™Y X X X X]
0 X X K KX X X X X X X X X X KX
Forward: |0 0 R K ®|® |0 0 ¥ K M| ¥R R R B K
0 0 0 X K 0 0 0 X KX 0 0 0 X KX
00 0 0 K 000 0 0 |oo0o 0 0 X

R G12R Go3G1aR
X X X X K] X X X K K]
X X X X X X X X X K
‘U IR RN R RYINKKN KK
X X X X X X XX X KX
000 0K |RKRRRR,
G3.G23G12R G45G3.G23G12R

That is, the backward rotations will preserve many of the zeros as they are, whereas the
forward rotations will eliminate these zeros. Generally, the backward rotations result in

G12Gos . .. G(n—l),n(R+ va) = Hy+ Hw|| elvT =H,

which is also upper Hessenberg. Similar to triangularization via the Givens rotation in
Section 3.13, there exist a set of rotations Jia, Ja23, . .., J(—1), such that

J(n—l)m o JogdJioH = R’,
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is upper triangular. Following the example of a 5 x 5 matrix, the triangularization is shown

as follows
X X X X K Y X X X K X X X X KX
X XX X X K 0 ¥ X X KX 0 X X X X
Hot|wlew =0 R 8 ¥ K| |0 ¥ ¥ " X Z|0o 0 R B W
P 0 0 X XK KX 0 0 X X K 0 0 X X KX
0 0 0 X K 10 0 0 X K 0 0 0 X KX
H JioH JozJ1oH
@ X X X K X X X X X
0 X X X X 0 0 X X K
THlp 0 R ®R R %o 0 ¥ R K
0 0 0 XM KX 0 0 0 X KX
10 0 0 X X 0 0 0 0 KX
J34Jo3J1oH JusJ34Jo3J10H
And the QR decomposition of A’ is thus given by
A/:Q/R/
where
{R/ = (J(n—l),n ... J23J12)(G12G23 ... G(n—l),n)(R+ va); (3 13)
Q/ =Q {(J(n—l),n oo Jo3d12)(G12Gas . . G(n_l)m)}—r . ‘

3.18. Appending or Deleting a Column

In specific applications, such as the F-test for least squares via QR decomposition (Lu,
2022a), we want to delete or append a column to the observed matrix. The goal is to find
the QR decomposition of the modified matrix efficiently.

Deleting a column. Suppose the QR decomposition of A € R™*™ is given by A = QR,
where the column partition of A is A = [a1, as,...,a,]. Now, if we delete the k-th column
of A such that A" = [a1,...,ak_1,0%11,...,ay] € R™*(=1)  we want to find the QR
decomposition of A’ efficiently. Moreover, let R have the following form:

0 Tkk bT 1
0 0 R22 m—=k -
k—1 1 n-—k

R11 a R12 k—1

Apparently,
Ri1 Ry
Q'A=|0 b |=H
0 Ry
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is upper Hessenberg. An illustrative example is presented below, demonstrating the scenario
of a 6 x 5 matrix. Here, k = 3, and the column corresponding to k£ has been removed:

oo oo o
O X KX KX
coco oo o
cocoocoo XX
co X KX X
O XKXKXX

Ddoooo@&

QCCCoRKRK
N oo XK KK

H=Q"A
Again, for columns k to n — 1 of H, there exists a set of rotations Gy 11, Gr+1,k+2,

.., Gp_1,, that could introduce zeros in the elements hjy1 k. Akt k415 - -5 hnp—1 of H.
Subsequently, the resulting triangular matrix R’ is expressed as:

R =Gy 1. .Gri1p2Grp1 QT A
And the orthogonal matrix can be obtained by
Q= (Gn-1n--- Gk+1J<:+2Gk,k+1QT)T = QG;,kHGlLLHQ s GI—LTL? (3.14)

such that A’ = Q'R’. The 6 x 5 example is shown as follows, where X represents a value
that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

oo oo o
OX X KK KX
1
oo oo o
coco oo X KX
co XK XX
O XKXKX X
co oo o
S KKK KX
c oo oo o
cooco o XX
coc o XXX
COoORKXKKXK

A’ Gy H GyisG3uH

:Uoooogx
_‘

-Q'a H=Q

Appending a column. Similarly, suppose A= a1, ar, w, a1, ...,a,], where we ap-
pend vector w into the (k + 1)-th column of A. We can obtain

QTAV = [QTal, - ,QTak, QTU), QTa’k-i-l: SR QTa‘n] = H

A set of Givens rotations Jym—1.m; IJm—2,m—1,- -, Jp+1k+2 can introduce zeros in the the
elements Ap k41, Pm—1k+1, - - - Pit2,k+1 of H such that

e
R=Jp+2- - Im2m1dm-1m@Q A,

is upper triangular. Suppose H is of size 6 x 5 and k = 2, an example is shown as follows
where X represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value
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has just been changed:

X X X XK X X X X X X] X X X XK K] X X X X X]

0 X X X KX 0 X X X X 0 X X X X 0 X X X K

0 0 X K K 56 0 0 X X K a5 0 0 X XK K Jag 0 0 X X K

0 0 X 0 K 0 0 X 0 KX 0 0 X 0 KX 0 0 0 X KX

0 0 X 0 O 0 0B 0 O 0 0 0 0 KX 0 0 0 0 K

0 0 ® 0 0] 0o o o 0o 0of] (00 o0 o0 O] 0 0 0 0 0]
ﬁ J56E — 7163 =0 J45J56ﬁ — 7153 =0 J34J45J56ﬁ/ — 77,43 =0

And finally, we obtain the orthogonal matrix
é = (Jk+1,k+2 s Jm—lm—lJm—l,mQT)T = QJ;fl,m*Igfszl s Jl;r+1,k+2> (3.15)

such that A = éﬁ

Real world application. The method introduced above is useful for efficient variable
selection in the least squares problem via the QR decomposition. In each step, a column
of the data matrix A is removed, and an F-test is applied to assess the significance of the
variable. If the variable is found to be insignificant, it is eliminated, promoting a simpler
model (Lu, 2022a).

3.19. Appending or Deleting a Row

Similarly, we may also want to append or delete a row from the observed matrix. The goal
now is to find the efficient way to obtain the QR decomposition for this new matrix.

Appending a row. Suppose the full QR decomposition of A € R™*" is given by A =
[Al] = QR, where A; € R¥*" and Ay € R(™ k> Now, if we add a row such that

Ao
Ay
A = |w'| e RmtDXn  woe want to find the full QR decomposition of A’ efficiently.
Aa
Construct a permutation matrix
0 1 o Ay w’
P=|I, 0 0 | —Plw'|=|A
0 0 I, & A Ay
Then,
1 0 ;o w' .
o o) Pa-R]-m
is upper Hessenberg. Similarly, a set of rotations G2, Go3, ..., Gpnt1 can be applied to
introduce zeros in the elements hai, hsg, ..., hpy1,n of H. The triangular matrix R’ is given
by
R =G GG |- Y| Pa
— n,n+1 - - 32312 0 QT .
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And the orthogonal matrix is obtained by

/ 1 0 ! T O 41 AT T

such that A’ = Q'R/.

Ay

Deleting a row. Suppose A = |w' | € R™" where A; € RF*" A, ¢ Rim—k-1)xn
Ay

with the full QR decomposition given by A = QR, where Q € R™*™ R € R™*". We

A

want to compute the full QR decomposition of A= [ A
2

] efficiently (assume m — 1 > n).

Analogously, we can construct a permutation matrix

0 1 0
P=|I, 0O 0
0 0 I,k
such that
0 1 0 Ay w’
PA=|I, O 0 w'| =|A | =PQR= MR,
0 0 I, 1] |[A2 Ao
where M = PQ is an orthogonal matrix. Let m' be the first row of M, and construct
a set of givens rotations G—1,m, Gm-2,m—1,--.,G12 introducing zeros in the elements
Mans Min—1, - - -, Mo of m respectively such that G12... Gp—2,m—1Gm—1,mMm = aer, where

«a = £1. Therefore, we have
v’ 1
Gio...Gunom 1GnamBR=|R;| m—1,

which is upper Hessenberg with R; € R(m—1)xn being upper triangular. And

T T T a 0
MGm—l,me—Q,m—l s G1,2 - |:0 Q1:| )
where Q; € R(m=Dx(m=1) i an orthogonal matrix. The bottom-left block of the above ma-
trix is a zero vector since & = 1 and M is orthogonal. To see this, let G = G;_LmG;_Zm_l
. GI2 with the first column being g and M = [mT; m;; m;; . ,m;] being the row par-
tition of M. We have
ng ==1 — g ==+m,
m]m=0, Vie{23,...,m}.
This results in
PA=MR
= (MG, 1 G om-1---G12T)(G12...Gm-2m-1Gm-1,mR)

[0 o ] lote] - [5]

78



JUN LU CHAPTER 3. QR DECOMPOSITION

This implies Q1R; is the full QR decomposition of A= [il] .
2

<= Chapter 3 Problems -

1. Given orthogonal unit vectors u and v, prove that u + v is orthogonal to u — v.
2. Consider the rank of matrices:

e Suppose matrices A and B have full column ranks, prove that AB has full
column rank.

e Suppose AB has full column ranks, show that B also has full column rank.
However, it cannot be guaranteed that A will have full column rank.

e Discuss the rank of the upper triangular matrices obtained from the QR decom-
positions of AB, A, and B in various cases of the matrices involved.

3. We have stated in Theorem 3.1 that R is nonsingular in the reduced QR decomposition
when A has full column rank n. Suppose A does not have full column rank, examine
the relationship between the rank of A and the number of nonzero entries of R.

4. Use Gram-Schmidt process, Householder transformation, Givens rotation methods to
find the orthonormal basis for the space spanned by the vectors

V1 = [173777 5]T7
vy = [6,3,6,3]",
vy =1[5,2,7,4]".

5. Distance between a vector and a hyperplane. Given a nonzero vector 0 # a €

R™ and a scalar 3, we define the hyperplane H(a,3) = {x € R" :a'x + 3 = 0}. Let

y € R" be any vector, equipped with the projection along a line in Section 3.2, show
that the distance between the vector y and the hyperplane H(a, () is given by

d(y, H(a,B)) = (3.16)

Hint: choose two random points on the plane, and first show that a is orthogonal to
the plane.
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4.1. UTV Decomposition

The UTV decomposition extends the factorization of a matrix A into two or-

thogonal matrices U and V', along with a (upper/lower) triangular matrix T

A =UTV. "' The resulting T supports rank estimation. Moreover, T can be
either lower triangular, leading to the ULV decomposition, or upper triangular, resulting in
the URV decomposition. The UTV framework shares a similar form with the singular value
decomposition (SVD, see Section 14.1, p. 173) and it can be regarded as an inexpensive
alternative to the SVD.

Theorem 4.1: (Full ULV Decomposition) Every m x n matrix A with rank r can
be decomposed as
L 0
A=U [ 0 0] Vv,

where U € R™*™ and V € R™" are orthogonal matrices, and L € R"*" is a lower
triangular matrix.

The existence of the ULV decomposition is from those of the QR and LQ decomposition.
Proof [of Theorem 4.1] For any rank-r matrix A = [a1,as,...,a,], a column permuta-
tion matrix P (Definition 0.14, p. 7) can be employed to arrange the linearly indepen-
dent columns of A in the first r columns of AP. Without loss of generality, we assume
by, by, ..., b, are the r linearly independent columns of A and

AP =[by,by, ..., by bry1,. .. byl.

Let Z = [by,bs,...,b,] € R™*". Since each b; lies in the column space of Z, we can find a
matrix E € R"*("") such that

[bri1,byt2, ..., bn] = ZE.

In other words,
AP = [by,by,..., b, bpg1,..., b, = Z [IT E] ,

where I, is an r x r identity matrix. Moreover, Z € R™*" has full column rank such that
its full QR decomposition is given by Z = U [ 0], where R € R™™" is an upper triangular

matrix with full rank and U is an orthogonal matrix. This implies
R R RE
AP=17Z]I, E]:U[O} 1, E]:U[O 0} (4.1)

Since R has full rank, this means [R RE] also has full rank such that its full LQ decom-
position is given by [L 0] Vo, where L € R™" is a lower triangular matrix and V; is an
orthogonal matrix. Substitute this into Equation (4.1), we have

Lo .
A_U[O O}VOP :

I. These decompositions fall into a category known as the double-sided orthogonal decomposition. We
will see the UTV decomposition, complete orthogonal decomposition (Theorem 4.3), and singular value
decomposition all fall under this notion.
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Let V = VyP~!, which is a product of two orthogonal matrices, resulting in an orthogonal
matrix. This completes the proof. |

A second way to see the proof of the ULV decomposition will be discussed in the proof of
Theorem 4.3 shortly via the rank-revealing QR decomposition and trivial QR decomposi-
tion.

Now suppose the ULV decomposition of matrix A is

L 0
A—U[O O]V.

Let Uy = U. 1., and Vy = Vi, i.e., Up contains only the first r columns of U, and Vj
contains only the first » rows of V. Then, we still have A = UyLVj. This form is known
as the reduced ULV decomposition. Similarly, we can also claim the URV decomposition as
follows.

Theorem 4.2: (Full URV Decomposition) Every m x n matrix A with rank r can

be decomposed as
R O
A=U [ 0 0] Vv,

where U € R™*™ and V € R™ " are two orthogonal matrices, and R € R"*" is an upper
triangular matrix.

The proof closely resembles that of the ULV decomposition, and we omit the details. Ad-
ditionally, there exists a version of the reduced URV decomposition, with the distinction
between the full and reduced URV implied by the context. The ULV and URV are collec-
tively referred to as the UTV decomposition framework (Fierro and Hansen, 1997; Golub
and Van Loan, 2013).

We will soon observe that the structures of ULV and URV closely resemble the singular
value decomposition (SVD). All three decompositions factor the matrix A into two orthog-
onal matrices. Specifically, the ULV and URV provide bases for the four subspaces of A in
the fundamental theorem of linear algebra. Taking ULV as an example, the first r columns
of U form an orthonormal basis for C(A), and the last (m — r) columns of U constitute
an orthonormal basis for N (AT). Similarly, the first 7 rows of V' serve as an orthonormal
basis for the row space C(A "), while the last (n — ) rows form an orthonormal basis for
N(A) (resembling the two-sided orthogonal decomposition):

C(A) = span{ui,ug, ..., u},
N(A) = span{v, 1, Vr42,...,0n},
C(AT) = span{vy, v, ..., v}, (4.2)
N(AT) = span{Ur4+1, Up42, ..., Um }.

The SVD goes even further by establishing a connection between the two pairs of orthonor-
mal bases: the transformation from the column basis to the row basis, and from the left
null space basis to the right null space basis. Further elaboration on this connection will be
provided in the SVD section.
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4.2. Complete Orthogonal Decomposition

The UTV decomposition is related to what is known as the complete orthogonal decomposi-
tion, which also involves factoring into two orthogonal matrices.

Theorem 4.3: (Complete Orthogonal Decomposition) Every m xn matrix A with
rank 7 can be decomposed as
A—U {T O] Vv,

0 O

where U € R™*™ and V' € R™*™ are two orthogonal matrices, and T' € R"*" is an rank-r
matrix.

Proof [of Theorem 4.3] By rank-revealing QR decomposition (Theorem 3.2, p. 59), A can
be factored as

QT AP — [Rn R12:| ,

0 0

where Ry; € R™*" is upper triangular, Rjz € R™*(") Q; € R™ ™ is an orthogonal
matrix, and P is a permutation matrix.

Then, it is not hard to find a decomposition satisfying

RL} S
= Q2 ; (4.3)
AR
where Q9 is an orthogonal matrix, and S is an rank-r matrix. The decomposition is
T
reasonable because the matrix glrl € R™*" has rank 7 of which the columns stay in
12
a subspace of R™. Nevertheless, the columns of Q2 span the whole space of R”, where
T
we can assume the first » columns of Q2 span the same space as that of [ erl}. The
12
-
matrix S serves to transform Q2 into erl .
Then, it follows that
ST o
-
APQ; = .
ara,-[5 Y
Let U =Q,V = QQTPT, and T = ST, we complete the proof. |

T
We note that when Equation (4.3) is taken as the reduced QR decomposition of {gl%],

12
then the complete orthogonal decomposition reduces to the ULV decomposition.

4.3. Application: Row Rank equals Column Rank via UTV

The UTV framework enables the proof of a fundamental theorem in linear algebra, estab-
lishing the equality of row rank and column rank for a matrix. It is noteworthy that, for
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the proof employing the UTV decomposition, a slight adjustment is necessary in framing
the existence claim. For example, in Theorem 4.1, the initial assumption about the matrix
A is its rank being r. Given that rank r inherently implies equality of row rank and column
rank, a more precise assertion in this context would be to state that matrix A has a column
rank of 7 in Theorem 4.1. For a more detailed explanation, refer to Lu (2021b).

Proof [of Theorem 0.1, p. 5, A Second Way| Any m X n matrix A with rank r can
be factored as

L 0
A=
UO |:0 O:| ‘/07
where Uy € R™*™ and Vi € R™" are two orthogonal matrices, and L € R™*" is a lower
. L
triangular matrix °. Let D = o ol the row rank and column rank of D are apparently

the same. If we could prove the column rank of A equals the column rank of D, and the
row rank of A equals the row rank of D, then we complete the proof.

Let U = U, and V =V}, we have D = UAV. Decompose the above idea into two
steps, a moment of reflexion reveals that, if we could first prove the row rank and column
rank of A are equal to those of U A, and then, if we further prove the row rank and column
rank of U A are equal to those of U AV, we could also complete the proof.

Row rank and column rank of A are equal to those of UA. Let B = UA, and
further consider A = [a1,as,...,a,] and B = [b1, bs,...,b,] as the column partitions of
A and B, respectively. Therefore, it follows that [by, ba,...,b,]| = [Uai,Uas,...,Ua,]. If
r1a1 + x0a9 + ... + Tha, = 0, then we also have

U(zia1 + x2a2 + ...+ zpa,) = 21b1 + 22bo + ... + 2,0, = 0.

Let j1,72,...,jr be distinct indices between 1 and n, if the set {a;,,a;,,...,a; } is inde-
pendent, the set {b;,,bj,,...,b;. } must also be linearly independent. This implies

dim(C(B)) < dim(C(A)).
Similarly, by A = U B, it follows that
dim(C(A)) < dim(C(B)).

This implies
dim(C(B)) = dim(C(A)).

Apply the process to B and A", we have
dim(C(B")) = dim(C(A™")).

This implies the row rank and column rank of A and B = U A are the same.

2. Instead of using the ULV decomposition, in some texts, the authors use elementary transformations E;

and E5 such that A = E; ﬁ; g} E>, to prove the result.
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Row rank and column rank of UA are equal to those of UAV. Similarly, by
applying above discussion to UA and U AV, we can also demonstrate that the row rank
and column rank of UA and U AV are the same. This concludes the proof. |

<= Chapter 4 Problems <~

1. Prove the four spaces in Equation (4.2) can be spanned using the UTV decomposition.
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5.1. CR Decomposition

The CR decomposition is introduced in Strang (2021); Strang and Moler (2022).
As usual, we firstly present the result, deferring the discussion of its existence
and derivation to subsequent sections.

Theorem 5.1: (CR Decomposition) Any rank-r matrix A € R™*™ can be decom-
posed as
A =C R

mxn mxXr rXn

where C' contains the first r linearly independent columns of A, and R is an r X n matrix
used to reconstruct the columns of A from the columns of C. In particular, R is the
reduced row echelon form (RREF) of A without the zero rows.

The storage for the decomposition is then reduced or potentially increased from mn
floating-point numbers to r(m + n) floating-point numbers.

5.2. Existence of the CR Decomposition

Since the matrix A has rank r, it contains r linearly independent columns. We proceed by
selecting r linearly independent columns from A and assembling them into the matrix C"

Find r Linearly Independent Columns from A

1. If column 1 of A is nonzero, include it in the columns of C;

2. If column 2 of A is not a multiple of column 1, add it to the columns of C

3. If column 3 of A is not a linear combination of columns 1 and 2, append it to the
columns of C

4. Repeat this procedure until r linearly independent columns are identified (or until
all linearly independent columns are determined if the rank r is unknown beforehand).

When we have identified the set of r linearly independent columns from A, the existence
of the CR decomposition can be demonstrated through the column space perspective of
matrix multiplication.

Column space view of matrix multiplication. The multiplication of two matri-
ces, D € R™* and E € R¥*™ can be expressed as A = DE = Dlej,ey,...,e,] =
[Dey, Des, ..., De,], meaning that each column of A is a linear combination of columns
from D.

Proof [of Theorem 5.1] As the rank of matrix A is r and C contains r linearly independent
columns from A, the column space of C' is equivalent to the column space of A. If we take
any other column a; of A, a; can be represented as a linear combination of the columns of
C, i.e., there exists a vector r; such that a; = Cr;, Vi € {1,2,...,n}. Put these r;’s into
the columns of matrix R, we obtain

A:[al,ag,...,an] = [C’I"l,C’I“Q,...,C’rn] :CR,

from which the result follows. [ |
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5.3. Reduced Row Echelon Form (RREF)

In Section 1.2 (p. 14), Gaussian elimination was presented, involving the use of an elimi-
nation matrix (a lower triangular matrix) and a permutation matrix to convert A into an
upper triangular form. We app the Gaussian elimination to a 4 x 4 square matrix, where
X represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just
been changed:

Gaussian Elimination for a Square Matrix

X X X X X X X KX X X X X X X X K
X X X X[ g ([0 0 X XM p (0K XK g 060X X X
X X X X 0 ¥ X K 0 0 X K 0 0 X X
X X X K 0 X X K 0 X X K 0 0 0 X
A E A P E A E,P EA

Furthermore, the Gaussian elimination can also be applied to rectangular matrices, we
provide an example for a 4 x 5 matrix as follows:

Gaussian Elimination for a Rectangular Matrix

2 X 10 9 K 2 X 10 9 X 2 X 10 9 K

X X X X X By 0 0 5 6 KX 2N 0 0 5 6 X

X X X X KX 0 0 2 X KX 0 0 0 3 H|’

X X X X X 0 0 XX X X 0 0 0 0 O
A E A E>E A

where the blue-colored numbers are pivots, as we defined previously (Definition 1.3, p. 16).
And we call the final matrix above row echelon form of matrix A. It is noteworthy that,
in this specific instance, the 4-th row becomes a zero row. To refine the form further, row
operations can be applied by subtracting multiples of each row from the succeeding row,
ensuring that all entries above the pivots become zero:

Reduced Row Echelon Form: Get Zero Above Pivots

2 K 10 9 K 2 X 0 -3 K 2K 0 0 K
00 5 6K B (005 6 K g|0050K
00 0 3 K 000 3 K 00 0 3 X|
00 0 0 0 000 0 O 00 00 0
EyE A EsE,E A E,E;E-,E A
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where FE3 subtracts twice the 2-nd row from the 1-st row, and E4 adds the 3-rd row to the
1-st row while subtracting twice the 3-rd row from the 2-nd row. Ultimately, achieving the
full reduced row echelon form involves ensuring that the pivots are set to 1:

Reduced Row Echelon Form: Make The Pivots To Be 1

2 X 00 X 1 ® 00K
0050 m (0010
0003 K 0 00 1 X|
00 00 0 00 00 O
E,E;FE-,E A EsE\E;E2E. A

where Ej5 is used to set the pivots to be 1. Note here, it is not necessary for the transfor-
mation matrices E1, Es, ..., E5 to be lower triangular matrices, as required in LU decom-
position; they can also take the form of permutation matrices or other types. We call this
resulting matrix the reduced row echelon form (RREF) of A, where it has 1’s as pivots and
zeros above the pivots.

Lemma 5.2: (Rank and Pivots) The rank of A is equal to the number of pivots.

Lemma 5.3: (RREF in CR) The reduced row echelon form of the matrix A without
zero rows is the matrix R in the CR decomposition.

In summary, we begin by computing the reduced row echelon form of the matrix A using
rref(A). Subsequently, matrix C' is derived by excluding all non-pivotal columns from A
(identified by columns in rref(A) lacking pivots). Simultaneously, matrix R is obtained by
eliminating zero rows from rref(A). This process represents a specific instance of the rank
decomposition (see Theorem 5.4) for matrix A. However, CR decomposition is so special
that it involves the reduced row echelon form so that we introduce it here particularly.

Matrix R exhibits a notable structure, with its r columns, housing the pivotal elements,
constituting an r x r identity matrix. It is essential to reiterate that this matrix R can
be obtained by simply excluding the zero rows from the reduced row echelon form. In the
work by Strang (2021), the author introduces a specific notation for the reduced row echelon
form, including zero rows, denoted as Ry:

Ry =rref(A) = [10%] _ [{) lg] p.

where the n X n permutation matrix P arranges the columns of the r x r identity matrix
I, into their proper positions, aligning with the first r linearly independent columns of the
original matrix A.

The CR decomposition reveals a fundamental theorem of linear algebra, establishing
the equality between the row rank and column rank of any matrix.

1. Permutation matrix P on the right side of a matrix is to interchange the columns of that matrix.
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Proof [of Theorem 0.1, A Third Way| For the CR decomposition of matrix A = CR,
we have R = [I,,, F| P, where P is an n X n permutation arranging the columns of the r x r
identity matrix I,. into their correct positions, as shown above. It can be easily verified that
the r rows of R are linearly independent (since the submatrix I, in R is nonsingular) such
that the row rank of R is r.

Firstly, from the definition of the CR decomposition, the r columns of C are from r
linearly independent columns of A, and the column rank of A is r. Further,

e Since A = C'R, all rows of A are linear combinations of the rows of R. That is, the
row rank of A is not greater than the row rank of R;

e From A = CR, we also have (CTC)"'C'CR = (C'C)"!CT A, that is, R =
(CTC)"'CTA. CTC is nonsingular since C has full column rank r. Then all rows of R
are also linear combinations of the rows of A. That is, the row rank of R is not greater
than the row rank of A;

e By “sandwiching”, the row rank of A is equal to the row rank of R, which is 7.

Therefore, both the row rank and column rank of A are equal to r from which the result
follows. |

5.4. Rank Decomposition

As mentioned earlier, the CR decomposition is a specific instance of rank decomposition.
Formally, we rigorously establish the existence of the rank decomposition in the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.4: (Rank Decomposition) Any rank-r matrix A € R"*" can be decom-
posed as
A =D F,
mXxn mXr rXn
where D € R™*" has rank 7, and F' € R™*" also has rank r, i.e., D and F have full rank
r.
The storage for the decomposition is then reduced or potentially increased from mn
floating-point numbers to r(m + n) floating-point numbers.

Proof [of Theorem 5.4] By ULV decomposition in Theorem 4.1 (p. 81), we can decompose

A by
L 0
ol v

Let Uy = U. ., and Vy = Vi, i.e., Up contains only the first r columns of U, and Vj
contains only the first r rows of V. Then, we still have A = Uy LV}, where Uy € R™*" and
Vo € R™"™. This is also known as the reduced ULV decomposition. Let {D = UyL and
F =V,} or {D =Uj and F = LVj}, we find such a rank decomposition. [ ]

The rank decomposition is not unique. Even by elementary transformations, we have

Z 0

a-m |7 0

:| E27
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where Eq € R™"™ and Ey € R™™"™ represent elementary row and column operations, and
Z € R"™ ", The transformation is rather general, and there are dozens of these E1, E5, and
Z matrices. Using a construction analogous to the one illustrated in the preceding proof,
we can derive an alternative rank decomposition.

Analogously, we can find such D and F by SVD, URV, CR, CUR, and many other
decompositional algorithms. However, we may connect different rank decompositions by
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5: (Connection Between Rank Decompositions) For any two rank de-
compositions of A = D1 F; = D5 F5, there exists a nonsingular matrix P such that

D, =D,P and F, =P 'F,.

Proof [of Lemma 5.5] Since D1 F} = DyF5, we have D1F1F1—r = DQFQFIT. It is trivial
that rank(FyF,") = rank(Fy) = r such that FiF," is a square matrix with full rank and
thus is nonsingular. This implies Dy = DQFQFlT (F1F1T )7L Let P = FgFlT(FlFlT )7L we
have D; = DyP and F}, = P~ F. |

5.5. Application: Rank and Trace of an Idempotent Matrix

The CR decomposition is quite useful to prove the rank property of an idempotent matrix.
See also how it works in the orthogonal projection in Lu (2021¢, 2022a).

Lemma 5.6: (Rank and Trace of an Idempotent Matrix) For any nxn idempotent
matrix A (i.e., A2 = A), the rank of A equals its trace.

Proof [of Lemma 5.6] Any n X n rank-r matrix A has CR decomposition A = C' R, where
C € R™" and R € R™" with C' and R having full rank . Then,

A? = A leads to CRCR = CR leads tQ RCR = R leads tQ RC =1,

where I, is an r X r identity matrix. Thus
tr(A) = tr(CR) = tr(RC) = tr(I,) =,

which equals the rank of A. The equality above is from the invariance of cyclic permutation
of trace. m

<=, Chapter 5 Problems

1. Determine the reduced row echelon form and the CR decomposition for the matrix
1 3 2
A=1|3 7 6
4 5 8
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6.1. Skeleton/CUR Decomposition

The CR decomposition utilizes the actual columns of the matrix, while the skele-
ton decomposition extends this by incorporating both the actual columns and
rows of the matrix.

Theorem 6.1: (Skeleton Decomposition) Any rank-r matrix A € R™*" can be

decomposed as
A=C U' R,

mxn mxr rXT XN

where C' contains some 7 linearly independent columns of A, R contains some 7 linearly
independent rows of A, and U is the nonsingular submatrix at the intersection.

e The storage for the decomposition is then reduced or potentially increased from mn
floating-point numbers to r(m + n) + r? floating-point numbers.

e Or further, if we only record the position of the indices, it requires mr and nr
floating-point numbers for storing C' and R, respectively, and extra 2r integers to
remember the position of each column of C in that of A and each row of R in that
of A (i.e., construct U from C and R).

Skeleton decomposition is also known as the CUR decomposition, as indicated by the no-
tation. Figure 6.1 illustrates the skeleton decomposition, where the vectors represent
the linearly independent columns of A and green vectors represent the linearly indepen-
dent rows of A. In case of a square and invertible matrix A, the skeleton decomposition
A = CU 'R simplifies to A = AA™' A, where C = R = U = A. Specifically, given index
vectors I, J, both of size r, containing the indices of rows and columns selected from A into
R and C respectively, U can be denoted as U = A[I, J].

-1
Amxn mer Urxr Rrxn

Figure 6.1: Demonstration of the skeleton decomposition of a matrix.

6.2. Existence of the Skeleton Decomposition

In Corollary 0.1 (p. 5), we established the equality between the row rank and the column
rank of a matrix. In other words, it can be asserted that the dimension of the column space
is equal to the dimension of the row space. This property is crucial for the existence of the
skeleton decomposition. We are now prepared to demonstrate the existence of the skeleton
decomposition, and the proof is rather elementary.
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Proof [of Theorem 6.1] The proof relies on the existence of such a nonsingular matrix U,
which is central to this decomposition method.

Existence of such a nonsingular matrix U. Since matrix A is of rank r, we can pick
r linearly independent columns from A. Suppose we put the specific r linearly independent
columns a;1, @2, . . . , @iy into the columns of an m xr matrix N = [a;1, @2, . . ., @] € R™*".
The column space of N has a dimension of r, implying, by Corollary 0.1 (p.5), that the
row space of IN also has a dimension of r. Again, we can pick r linearly independent
TrOWS n}l, n;;, e ,n; from NN and put the specific r rows into the rows of an r x r matrix
U = [anl;n;.B; . ,n]TT] € R™". Using Corollary 0.1 (p. 5) again, the column space of U
also has a dimension of r, indicating there are r linearly independent columns within U.
So U is such a nonsingular matrix with size r x 7.

Main proof. Upon identifying a nonsingular r» x r matrix U within A, the existence of
the skeleton decomposition can be established as follows.

Suppose U = A[I, J], where I, J are index vectors of size r. Since U is a nonsingular
matrix, its columns are linearly independent. Thus the columns of matrix C based on the
columns of U are also linearly independent (i.e., select the r columns of A with the same
entries of the matrix U. Here C is equal to the N we construct above and C = A[:, J]).

As the rank of the matrix A is r, if we take any other column a; of A, a; can be
represented as a linear combination of the columns of C| i.e., there exists a vector & such
that a; = Cx, for all i € {1,2,...,n}. Let r rows (entries) of a; € R" corresponding to the
row entries of U be r; € R" for all i € {1,2,...,n} (i.e., r; contains r entries of a;). That
is, select the r entries of a;’s corresponding to the entries of U as follows:

A =lay,as,...,a,] € R™" — All:] =[r1,re,..., 1) € RT.

Since a; = Cx, U is a submatrix inside C, and r; is a subvector inside a;, we have r;, = Uz,
which states that £ = U~'r;. Thus, for every i € {1,2,...,n}, we have a; = CU 'r;.
Combining the n columns of such r; into R = [rq,72,...,7,], we obtain

A=ay,ay,...,a,) =CU 'R,

from which the result follows.

In summary, we first find r linearly independent columns of A and place them into
C € R™*", Subsequently, we extract an r x r nonsingular submatrix U from C. The r
rows of A corresponding to entries of U contribute to reconstruct the columns of A. Again,
the situation is illustrated in Figure 6.1. |

CR decomposition vs skeleton decomposition. We note that the CR decomposition
and the skeleton decomposition share a similar form, even extending to the notation used,
with A = CR for CR decomposition and A = CU 'R for skeleton decomposition.

In both CR and skeleton decompositions, we have the flexibility to choose the first r
independent columns to form the matrix C (the symbol for both the CR decomposition and
the skeleton decomposition). Consequently, C’s in the CR decomposition and the skeleton
decomposition are exactly the same (in this specific selection of columns). However, the
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distinction arises in the interpretation of R: in CR decomposition, it represents the reduced
row echelon form without zero rows, while in skeleton decomposition, it corresponds to
selected rows from A, imparting different meanings to R in the two methods.

A word on the uniqueness of CR decomposition and skeleton decomposition.
As mentioned above, in both the CR decomposition and the skeleton decomposition, we can
select the first r linearly independent columns to obtain the matrix C. In this sense, the CR
and skeleton decompositions have a unique form. However, if we select the last r linearly
independent columns, we will get a different CR, decomposition or skeleton decomposition.
We will not discuss this situation here, as it lies beyond the primary focus of this text.

To repeat, in the proof for the existence of the skeleton decomposition, we first find the
r linearly independent columns of A to construct the matrix C. Subsequently, from C,
we extract an r X r nonsingular submatrix U. Finally, from the submatrix U, we find the
row submatrix R € R"™™. A further question can be posed that if matrix A has rank r,
matrix C contains r linearly independent columns of A, and matrix R contains r linearly
independent rows of A, is the 7 x r “intersection” of C' and R invertible or not '.

Corollary 6.2: (Nonsingular Intersection) If matrix A € R”™*™ has rank r, matrix
C contains r linearly independent columns, and matrix R contains r linearly independent
rows, then the r x r “intersection” matrix U of C' and R is invertible.

Proof [of Corollary 6.2] If I, J are the indices of rows and columns selected from A into
R and C respectively, then R can be denoted as R = A[l,:], C can be represented as
C = A[;,J], and U can be denoted as U = A[I, J].

Since C' contains r linearly independent columns of A, any column a; of A can be
represented as a; = Cx; = A[:, J]x; for all i € {1,2,...,n}. This implies the r entries
of a; corresponding to the I indices can be represented by the columns of U such that
a;ll] =Ux; e R" for all i € {1,2,...,n}, ie.,

ai:Caci:A[:,J]xieRm — ai[I]:A[I,J]aZi:UwiERT.

Since R contains r linearly independent rows of A, the row rank and column rank of R are
equal to r. Combining the facts above, the r columns of R corresponding to indices J (i.e.,
the r columns of U) are linearly independent.

Again, by applying Corollary 0.1 (p. 5), the dimension of the row space of U is also equal
to r, which means there are the r linearly independent rows from U, and U is invertible. H

<=, Chapter 6 Problems -

1. Find the CUR decomposition for the matrix

3
A= 7
5

=
o SN

1. We express our gratitude to Gilbert Strang for posing this question.
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7.1. Interpolative Decomposition (ID)

The column interpolative decomposition (ID) factors a matrix as the product of

two matrices, one of which contains selected columns from the original matrix,

and the other of which has a subset of columns consisting of the identity matrix
and all its values are no greater than 1 in absolute value. Formally, we have the following
theorem describing the details of the column ID.

Theorem 7.1: (Column Interpolative Decomposition) Any rank-r matrix A €

R™*" can be decomposed as
A =C W,
mXxXn mXr rXn
where C' € R™*" contains r linearly independent columns of A, W € R"*" is the matrix
used to reconstruct A, The factor W contains an 7 x r identity submatrix (under a mild
column permutation). Specifically, entries in W have values no larger than 1 in magnitude:

max |w;;| <1, V i€ [1,r],j € [1,n].

The storage for the decomposition is then reduced or potentially increased from mn
floating-point numbers to mr and (n — r)r floating-point numbers for storing C and W,
respectively. And an extra r integers are required to track the position of each column of
C in that of A.

A C /4

mxn mxr rxn

Figure 7.1: Demonstration of the column ID of a matrix, where the yellow vectors denote
the linearly independent columns of A, white entries denote zero, and purple entries denote
one.

The illustration of the column ID is shown in Figure 7.1, where the yellow vectors
denote the linearly independent columns of A, and the purple vectors in W form an r x r
identity submatrix. The positions of the purple vectors inside W are exactly the same as
the positions of the corresponding vellow vectors inside A. The column ID is very similar
to the CR decomposition (Theorem 5.1, p. 89), both methods select 7 linearly independent
columns into the first factor, and the second factor contains an r x r identity submatrix.
However, the CR decomposition precisely chooses the first r linearly independent columns,
and the identity submatrix is associated with the pivots (Definition 1.3, p. 16). Notably,
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the second factor in the CR decomposition is derived from the RREF (Lemma 5.3, p. 91).
Consequently, the column ID finds applications in CR decomposition scenarios, such as
proving the rank equals trace in idempotent matrices (Lemma 5.6, p. 93), and establishing
the fundamental linear algebra theorem that the column rank equals the row rank of a
matrix (Corollary 0.1, p. 5). Moreover, the column ID also serves as a special case of the
rank decomposition (Theorem 5.4, p. 92) and is apparently not unique. The connection
between different column IDs is given by Lemma 5.5 (p. 93).

Notations that will be extensively used in the sequel. Following again the Matlab-
style notation, suppose Js is an index vector of size r containing the indices of columns
selected from A into C, then C can be denoted by C = A[:, Js]. The matrix C' contains
“skeleton” columns of A, hence the subscript s in J;. From the “skeleton” index vector Jg,
the r x r identity matrix inside W can be recovered by

W/, Js| =1, € R™".
Suppose further we place the remaining indices of A into an index vector .J,., where
JsNJp =2 and JsUlJ, ={1,2,...,n}.

The remaining n — r columns in W consist of an r x (n — r) expansion matriz since the
matrix contains expansion coefficients for reconstructing the columns of A from C:

E=W][,J,] e R,

where the entries of E are known as the expansion coefficients. Moreover, let P € R™*™ be
a (column) permutation matrix (Definition 0.14, p. 7) defined by P = IL,[:, (Js, J;)] so that

AP = A[;, (Js, J.)] = [C, A[:, J.]],

and
WP=WI, (J,J,)] =l E] leads to W = [I,,E] P'. (7.1)

7.2. Existence of the Column Interpolative Decomposition

Cramer’s rule. The proof of the existence of the column ID relies on the Cramer’s rule,
which we shall discuss shortly. Consider a system of n linear equations for n unknowns,
represented in matrix multiplication form as follows:

Mx =1,

where M € R™*" is nonsingular and «,l € R™. Then the theorem states that, in this case,
the system has a unique solution, whose individual values for the unknowns are given by:

. det(Mi)

%= Set1)” forall ie€{1,2,...,n},

where M is the matrix formed by replacing the i-th column of M with the column vector
. In full generality, the Cramer’s rule considers the matrix equation

MX =1L,
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where M € R™™ is nonsingular and X, L € R"™™. Let I = [i1,i2,...,ix] and J =
[71,72, - - -, Jk]) be two index vectors, where 1 < i3 <ip < ... < i <mand 1< j; <jy <
. < jk < n. Then, X[I,J] is a k x k submatrix of X. Let further My (I, J) be the
n x n matrix formed by replacing the (i5)-th column of M with (js)-th column of L for all
s€{1,2,...,k}. Then
det (ML<I, J))
det(X|[1,J]) = det(M)
When I and J are of size 1, it follows that

_ det (M1 (i, j))

T = det(M) (72)

Now we are ready to prove the existence of the column ID.

Proof [of Theorem 7.1] We have mentioned above the proof relies on the Cramer’s rule.
If we can show the entries of W can be denoted by the Cramer’s rule equality in Equa-
tion (7.2) and the numerator is smaller than the denominator, then we can complete the
proof. However, we notice that the matrix in the denominator of Equation (7.2) is a square
matrix. Here comes the trick.

Step 1: column ID for full row rank matrix. For a start, we first consider the full row
rank matrix A (which implies r = m, m < n, and A € R™*" such that the matrix C € R"*"
is a square matrix in the column ID A = CW that we want to obtain). Determine the
“skeleton” index vector Js by

Js = argmax {| det(A[:, J])| : J is a subset of {1,2,...,n} with size r = m}, (7.3)
J

i.e., Js is the index vector that is determined by maximizing the magnitude of the de-
terminant of A[:, Js]. As we have discussed in the last section, there exists a (column)
permutation matrix such that

AP = [A[,Js] A[,J]].

Since C = A[:, J4] has full column rank r = m, it is then nonsingular. The above equation
can be reformulated as

A=A J)] AL J]]PT

= A, J,||I, A[,J| A J]|P"

Y

=C|[I, C'A[J]]P"

/

w

where the matrix W is given by [I, C~'A[, J,]] PT = [I, E] P, from Equation (7.1).

To prove the claim that the magnitude of W is not greater than 1 is equivalent to proving

that entries in E = C~1A[:,.J,] € R™("=") are not greater than 1 in absolute value.
Define the index vector [j1, jo, ..., jn] as a permutation of [1,2,...,n| such that

(71,72, s gn] = [1,2,...,n]|P = [Jg, J]. !

1. Note here [j1,j2,---,jn], [1,2,...,n], Js, and J, are row vectors.
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Thus, it follows from CE = A[:, J,| that

[ajl,ajz,...,ajr]E = [ajr+1,ajr+2,... ,ajn],

=C=A[:,Js] =Al:,J.|:=B

where a; is the i-th column of A, and we let B = A[:, J;|. Therefore, by Cramer’s rule in
Equation (7.2), we have
det (Cp(k,1))
€kl = )
det (C)

where ey is the entry (k,l) of E, and Cp(k,!) is the r x r matrix formed by replacing the
k-th column of C with the [-th column of B. For example,

(7.4)

o, — 0t ([ajrﬂvajw""ajr])’ o, — 06 ([a), 2 ajs, - - - s @y, )7
det ([aj,, aj,, - .., a;]) det ([aj,, aj,, - .., a;])

eyt — det ([aj,, a,,,,...,a;]) ’ ey — det ([aj,, a;, s, ---,a;,]) '
det ([a’jva’jw e 7ajr]) det ([a’jl’ajzv e 7a’jr])

Since J, is chosen to maximize the magnitude of det(C') in Equation (7.3), it follows that
lew| < 1, forall ke{l,2,....,r}1e{l,2,...,n—r}

Step 2: apply to general matrices. To summarize what we have proved above and to
abuse the notation. For any matrix F' € R™" with full rank r < n, the column ID exists
that F = CyW, where the values in W are not greater than 1 in absolute value.
Apply the finding to the full general matrix A € R™*"™ with rank r < {m,n}, it is trivial
that the matrix A admits a rank decomposition (Theorem 5.4, p. 92):
A =D F,
mXxn mXr rXn
where D an dF have full column rank r and full row rank r, respectively. For the column
ID of F = CyW, where Cy = F[:, Js] contains r linearly independent columns of F. We
notice from A = DF such that

A[:,J,] = DF[:, J.],

i.e., the columns indexed by Js of (DF') can be obtained by DFT:, Js], which in turn are
the columns of A indexed by Js. This makes

Al:, Js] = DF:, J4,
——

———
C DC)
and
A=DF =DCyW = DF[.,J]JW =CW.
———
C
This completes the proof. |
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The above proof reveals an intuitive way to compute the “optimal” column ID of a ma-
trix A. However, any algorithm that is guaranteed to find such an optimally-conditioned
factorization must have combinatorial complexity (Martinsson, 2019; Lu, 2022b,c). There-
fore, randomized algorithms, approximation by column-pivoted QR (Section 3.9, p. 58) and
rank-revealing QR (Section 3.11, p. 61) are applied to find a relatively well-conditioned
decomposition for the column ID, where W is small in norm rather than having entries all
smaller than 1 in magnitude. While, the Bayesian approach can constrain the components
in W in the range of -1 to 1 strictly (Lu, 2022b,c). And we shall not go into the details.

7.3. Row ID and Two-Sided ID

The decomposition mentioned above is termed the column ID. This nomenclature is not
coincidental, as it has sibling decompositions:

Theorem 7.2: (The Whole Interpolative Decomposition) Any rank-r matrix A €
R™*" can be decomposed as

Column ID: A = C W
mXn mXr TXn
Row ID: =27 R |
mXr TXn
Two-Sided ID: =7 U W,
mxr TXT TXn

where

e C = A[;, Js] € R™*" contains some r linearly independent columns of A, W € R"*"
is the matrix used to reconstruct A, which contains an r X r identity submatrix
(under a mild column permutation): Wz, J| = I,;

e R = A[l;,:] € R™" contains some r linearly independent rows of R, Z € R"™*" is
the matrix used to reconstruct A, which contains an r x r identity submatrix (under
a mild row permutation): Z[Is,:] = I,;

e Entries in W, Z have values no larger than 1 in magnitude: max |w;;| < 1 and
max |z;;| < 1,

o U = A[l;, Js] € R™" is the nonsingular submatrix at the intersection of C and R;

e The three matrices C, R, and U in the texts share same notation as the skele-
ton decomposition (Theorem 6.1, p. 95), where they even have the same meanings
such that the three matrices make the skeleton decomposition of A: A = CU™'R.

The proof of the row ID is just similar to that of the column ID. Suppose the column ID
of AT is given by AT = CyW,, where Cj contains r linearly independent columns of AT
(i.e., r linearly independent rows of A). Let R = Cy and Z = W), the row ID is obtained
by A=ZR.

For the two-sided ID, recall from the skeleton decomposition (Theorem 6.1, p. 95). When
U is the intersection of C and R, it follows that A = CU'R. Consequently, employing
the row ID yields CU™! = Z. And this implies C = ZU. By column ID, it follows that
A =CW = ZUW, which proves the existence of the two-sided ID.

103



Chapter 7 Problems

Data storage In terms of data storage requirements for each ID, we can summarize as
follows:

e Column ID. It requires mr and (n — r)r floating-point numbers to store C' and W,
respectively, and r integers to store the indices of the selected columns in A;

e Row ID. It requires nr and (m — r)r floating-point numbers to store R and Z, re-
spectively, and r integers to store the indices of the selected rows in A;

e Two-Sided ID. It requires (m — r)r, (n — r)r, and r? floating-point numbers to store
Z, W  and U, respectively. And an extra 2r integers are required to store the indices
of the selected rows and columns in A.

Further reduction in storage for two-sided ID of sparse matrix A Consider the
column ID of A = CW, where C = A[:, Jg|, and a good spanning rows index I set of C

could be found:
All,:) = C|I;,:]W.

We observe that C[I,:] = A[ls, Js] € R™", which is nonsingular (since full rank r in the
sense of both row rank and column rank). It follows that

W = (A[l, J,)) *A[L, ).

Therefore, there is no need to store the matrix W explicitly. We only need to store A[lj, :]
and (A[I, Js]) 1. Alternatively, when we can compute the inverse of A[I, Js] dynamically,
it only requires r integers to store J; and we can recover A[l;, Js] from A[Ig,:]. The storage
of A[l,:] is cheap if A is sparse.

<= Chapter 7 Problems <~

1. Determine the column ID for the matrix

1
A=13
4

Ol g W
co O N
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Preliminary

In real applications, we often want to factor matrix A into two orthogonal matrices A =
QAQT, where A is diagonal or upper triangular, e.g., eigen analysis via the Schur decom-
position, and principal component analysis (PCA) via the spectral decomposition. This can
be computed via a sequence of orthogonal similarity transformations:

Qr...QQ AQIQ:...Q,
QT Q

which converges to A. However, this transformation will always be very hard to handle in
practice, for example, via the Householder reflectors. Following the QR decomposition via
the Householder example, ' the sequence of orthogonal similarity transformation can be
constructed via the Householder reflectors:

X N N 8 K R XX K Rl XX K
XN N N 8 K 0 R K KK _|RKRKEKK
N M KKK Do R D |8 RR R R,
N ¥ N 8 K 08 B K K R XX K
X K X 8 K 08 B X K Rl XX K
A HlA H114H1—r

where the left Householder (HjX) introduces zeros in the first column below the main
diagonal (see Section 3.12, p. 62), and unfortunately the right Householder (xH, ) will
destroy the zeros introduced by the left Householder.

However, if we are less ambitious to modify the algorithms into two phases, where the
first phase transforms the matrix into a Hessenberg matrix (Definition 8.1, p. 110) or a
tridiagonal matrix (Definition 9.1, p. 119). And if we find a second phase algorithm to
transform the results from the first one to the goal we want to find, then we complete the
algorithm:

XN N N 8 K X 8 8 K K N R R R X
N N N 8 K KRR EKRN |NRRKRKRK
X NN K R0 8 8RR |0R R R
N N N 8 K 08 B K K I R @ B X
X N N 8 K 08 B K K 0l R @ B X
A HA H,AH/

where the left Householder will not influence the first row, and the right Householder will
not influence the first column. A phase two “ algorithm for finding the triangular matrix is

[. where X represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been
changed.
2. which is usually an iterative algorithm.
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shown as follows:

N KN K K X X X X X X
N K X KN K 0 8 X B X
0 N N M M| ™%21) 0 R B W
0 0 N KN K 0 0 0 R K
0 0 0 N K 00 0 0 K
H;H,H,\AH| H) H A

From the discussion above, to compute the spectral decomposition, Schur decomposition,
or singular value decomposition (SVD), we usually reach a compromise to calculate the
Hessenberg, tridiagonal, or bidiagonal form in the first phase and leave the second phase to
finish the rest (Van Zee et al., 2012, 2014; Trefethen and Bau III, 1997).

8.1. Hessenberg Decomposition

The Hessenberg decomposition is a procedure employed to convert a matrix into
an upper Hessenberg form. This transformation simplifies the matrix, making
it suitable for use as a first phase in various algorithms, thereby reducing the
computational complexity. To begin, let’s offer a precise definition of upper Hessenberg
matrices.
Definition 8.1 (Upper Hessenberg Matrix) An upper Hessenberg matriz is a
square matriz, where all the entries below the first diagonal (i.e., the ones below the
main diagonal, a.k.a., lower subdiagonal) are zeros. Similarly, a lower Hessenberg
matriz is a square matriz, where all the entries above the first diagonal (i.e., the ones
above the main diagonal) are zeros.

The definition of the upper Hessenberg can also be extended to rectangular matrices,
and the form can be implied from the context.

In matriz language, for any matric H € R™*", and the entry (i, j) denoted by h;j for
alli,j € {1,2,...,n}. Then H with h;j =0 for all i > j + 2 is known as a Hessenberg
matrix.

Let i denote the smallest positive integer for which hiy1; =0 wherei € {1,2,...,n—
1}, then H is unreduced if i =n — 1.

Taking a 5 x 5 matrix as an example, the lower triangular below the lower subdiagonal
are zero in the upper Hessenberg matrix:

X ¥ X X X X X X X X
X X X X X M X X X X
0 X X X K or 0 X X X K
0 0 X X KX 0 0 0 X K
0 0 0 X KX 0 0 0 X K
possibly unreduced reduced

Then we have the following Hessenberg decomposition:
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Theorem 8.1: (Hessenberg Decomposition) Every n x n square matrix A can be
decomposed as
A=QHQ' o H=Q'AQ,

where H is an upper Hessenberg matrix, and @ is an orthogonal matrix.

It’s not hard to find that a lower Hessenberg decomposition of AT is given by AT =
QH'Q" if A admits the Hessenberg decomposition A = QHQ". The Hessenberg decom-
position shares a similar form as the QR decomposition in that they both reduce a matrix
into a sparse form, where the lower parts of both are zero.

Remark 8.2: Why Hessenberg Decomposition

We will see that the zeros introduced into H from A is accomplished by the left orthog-
onal matrix @ (same as the QR decomposition), and the right orthogonal matrix Q'
here does not transform the matrix into any better or simpler form. Then why do we
want the Hessenberg decomposition rather than just a QR decomposition, which has a
simpler structure in that it even has zeros in the lower subdiagonal? As mentioned above,
the answer is that the Hessenberg decomposition is usually used by other algorithms as
a phase one step to find a decomposition that factors the matrix into two orthogonal
matrices, e.g., SVD, UTV, and so on. And if we employ an aggressive algorithm that
even favors zeros in the lower subdiagonal (again, as in the QR decomposition), the right
orthogonal transform Q' will destroy the zeros that can be seen very shortly.

On the other hand, the form A = QHQ" on H is known as the orthogonal similarity
transformation (Definition 8.2) on A such that the eigenvalues, rank, and trace of A and
H are the same (Lemma 8.3). Then if we want to study the properties of A, exploration
on H can be a relatively simpler task.

8.2. Similarity Transformation and Orthogonal Similarity Transformation

As mentioned previously, the Hessenberg decomposition introduced in this section, the
tridiagonal decomposition in the next section, the Schur decomposition (Theorem 12.1,
p. 143), and the spectral decomposition (Theorem 13.1, p. 149) share a similar form that
transforms the matrix into a similar matriz. We now give the rigorous definition of similar
matrices and similarity transformations.

Definition 8.2 (Similar Matrices and Similarity Transformation) A and B are
called similar matrices if there exists a nonsingular matriz P such that B = PAP™!,
In words, for any nonsingular matriz P, the matrices A and PAP™! are similar
matrices. And in this sense, given the nonsingular matrizc P, PAP~" is called a simi-
larity transformation applied to matriz A.
Moreover, when P is orthogonal, then PAP" is also known as the orthogonal
similarity transformation of A.

The difference between the similarity transformation and orthogonal similarity transforma-
tion is partly explained in the sense of coordinate transformation (Chapter 15, p. 192).
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Next, we prove the important properties of similar matrices that will be shown very useful
in the sequel.

Lemma 8.3: (Eigenvalue, Trace and Rank of Similar Matrices) Any eigenvalue
of A is also an eigenvalue of PAP~!. The converse is also true that any eigenvalue of
PAP! is also an eigenvalue of A. Le., A(A) = A(B), where A(X) is the spectrum of
matrix X (Definition 0.2, p. 3).

Moreover, the trace and rank of A are equal to those of matrix PAP~! for any
nonsingular matrix P.

Proof [of Lemma 8.3] For any eigenpair (A, x) of A, we have Az = Ax. Then we have
APz = PAP~!'Px such that Pz is an eigenvector of PAP~! corresponding to .
Similarly, for any eigenpair (\,xz) of PAP~!, we have PAP 'z = Ax. Then we have
AP~ 'z = AP~ ' such that P~z is an eigenvector of A corresponding to \.
For the trace of PAP~!, we have tr(PAP™!') = tr(AP~'P) = tr(A), where the
first equality comes from the fact that the trace of a product is invariant under cyclical
permutations of the factors:

tr(ABC) = tr(BCA) = tr(CAB),
if all ABC, BCA, and CAB exist.

For the rank of PAP~!, we separate it into two claims as follows.

Rank claim 1: rank(ZA) = rank(A) if Z is nonsingular. We will first show that
rank(Z A) = rank(A) if Z is nonsingular. For any vector n in the null space of A, that is,
An = 0. Thus, we have ZAn = 0; that is, n is also in the null space of ZA. And this
implies N(A) C N (ZA).
Conversely, for any vector m in the null space of ZA, i.e., ZAm = 0, we have Am =
Z~'0 = 0. That is, m is also in the null space of A. And this indicates N(ZA) C N(A).
By “sandwiching”, the above two arguments imply

N(A)=N(ZA) — rank(ZA) =rank(A).

Rank claim 2: rank(AZ) = rank(A) if Z is nonsingular. We notice that the row rank
is equal to the column rank for any matrix (Corollary 0.1, p. 5). Therefore, rank(AZ) =
rank(Z " AT). Since ZT is nonsingular, by claim 1, we have rank(ZT AT) = rank(A") =
rank(A), where the last equality is again from the fact that the row rank is equal to the
column rank for any matrix. This results in rank(AZ) = rank(A), as claimed.

Since P and P! are nonsingular, we then have rank(PAP™!) = rank(AP™!) =
rank(A), where the first equality is from claim 1 and the second equality is from claim 2.
We complete the proof. [ ]

8.3. Existence of the Hessenberg Decomposition

We will prove that any n x n matrix can be reduced to Hessenberg form via a sequence
of Householder transformations that are applied from the left and the right to the matrix
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in an interleaved manner. Previously, we utilized a Householder reflector to triangularize
matrices and introduce zeros below the diagonal to obtain the QR decomposition. A similar
approach can be applied to introduce zeros below the subdiagonal.

Before introducing the mathematical construction of such a decomposition, we empha-
size the following remark which will be very useful in the finding of the decomposition.

Remark 8.4: Left and Right Multiplied by a Matrix with Block Identity

Given a square matrix A € R"*" and a matrix

[ o
B_{O Bn;j’

where I}, is a k x k identity matrix. Then B A will not change the first k rows of A, and
AB will not change the first £ columns of A.

The proof of this remark is trivial.

First Step: Introduce Zeros for the First Column

Let A = [a1,a2,...,a,] be the column partition of A, and each a; € R". Suppose
ai,as,...,a, € R" ! are vectors removing the first component in a;’s. Let
a; —re —
ry = Hfblu, Uy = _1711, and H,=1- 2u1u1T € R(n—l)x(n—1)7
a1 — ried]
where e here is the first unit basis for R*!, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R*~!. To intro-

duce zeros below the subdiagonal and operate on the submatrix As.; 1.,, we append the
Householder reflector into
1 0
m=lo )

0 H
in which case, H; A will introduce zeros in the first column of A below entry (2,1). The
first row of A will not be affected at all and kept unchanged by Remark 8.4. And we can
easily verify that both H; and H; are orthogonal matrices and they are symmetric (from
the definition of the Householder reflector). To have the form in Theorem 8.1, we multiply
H;1 A on the right by H{', which results in Hj AH, . The H on the right will not change
the first column of H; A and thus keep the zeros introduced in the first column.

An example of a 5 X 5 matrix is shown as follows, where X represents a value that is
not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

N KKK K N B N K K N B 8 X K
N K KK K N R RNKRK |FNRKRKRK
R R R KRR Yo D |0 R K
N K KK K 0N R @ X 0 8 B B ®
X 8 K K K 0N R B X I B B @ X
A H, A H,AH/
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Second Step: Introduce Zeros for the Second Column

Let B = HlAHlT , where the entries in the first column below entry (2,1) are all zeros.
And the goal is to introduce zeros in the second column below entry (3,2). Let By =
Bs.p2.n = [b1,ba,...,b,_1]. Suppose again l_)l, I_)g, .. .,l_)n_l € R™ 2 are vectors removing
the first component in b;’s. We can again construct a Householder reflector

b1 —rer

U = 7771 and ﬁg =1I—- 2UQ1L;— S R(R_Q)X(n_Q), (81)
o1 = rrea]

ri=[lou]]

where e now is the first unit basis for R"~2. To introduce zeros below the subdiagonal and
operate on the submatrix Bs3., 1.,, we append the Householder reflector into

I 0
H2:|:2 :|)

0 H,

where I is a 2 x 2 identity matrix. We can see that HoH1AH 1T will not change the first
two rows of Hy AH] , and as the Householder cannot reflect a zero vector such that the
zeros in the first column will be kept. Again, applying H, to the right of HoH; AH| will
not change the first 2 columns so that the zeros will be kept.

Following the example of a 5 x 5 matrix, the second step is shown as follows, where X
represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just
been changed:

N XM X K X XN X B XN KX XN ¥ B B K
N M X K KX XN X B X K SRR R K
0B B X B ™ o rRRR Py RE K
0 M XM X KX 0 0 B M K 0 0 M @ X
0 M XM X K 0 0 B R K 0 0 R @ X
HAH/ H,H,AH/ H,H,AH| H]

The same process can go on, and there are n — 2 such steps. We will finally triangularize
by
H=H, ;,H, ;.. HHAH/H, ... H  ,.

And since H;’s are symmetric and orthogonal, the above equation can be simply reduced
to
H=H, - H, 5. HHAH\H,.. H, .

Note here only n — 2 such stages exist rather than n — 1 or n. We will verify this number of
steps by the example below. The example of a 5 x 5 matrix as a whole is shown as follows
where again X represents a value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the
value has just been changed.

A Complete Example of Hessenberg Decomposition
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NN KKK N N X X X XN ® ¥ B X
NN KKK RN KR KX SN R R KK
N M RK XD oo R R D |0 KRR K
N KKK 0 M ¥ R X 0 ¥ N B X
N ¥ KKK 0 8 B ® X 0 ¥ ¥ B K

A H, A H,AH/

X X XN X K] N X RKR K

N X X X KX SN N KRR K

Ho x x H,

1o RN NKX 0 N M M X

0 0 M B K 0 0 M B X

0 0 M X K 0 0 M ¥ X

HyH,AH/ H,H,AH| H)

X X X K K] N ¥ X B X

XK K K SN KRR K
Hxlpg g 8 ® 1% |0 ¥ ® ® ®| |

0 0 M M X 0 0 X @ X

0 0 0 X X| 0 0 0 M X
H;H,H,AH| H) H;H,H,AH| H) H]

8.4. Properties of the Hessenberg Decomposition

The Hessenberg decomposition is not unique in the different ways to construct the House-
holder reflectors (say Equation (8.1)). However, under mild conditions, we can claim a
similar structure in different decompositions.

Theorem 8.5: (Implicit Q Theorem for Hessenberg Decomposition) Suppose
two Hessenberg decompositions of matrix A € R**" are givenby A=UHU' = VGV,
where U = [u1,ug,...,uy] and V = [v1,v2,. .., v,] are the column partitions of U and V/,
respectively. Suppose further that k is the smallest positive integer for which hjyx = 0,
where h;; is the entry (7,7) of H. Then

o If uy = vy, then uw; = +v; and |h; ;1| = |gsi—1] for i € {2,3,...,k}.

e When k£ = n — 1, the Hessenberg matrix H is known as unreduced. However, if

k <n—1, then gpy1 % = 0.

Proof [of Theorem 8.5] Define the orthogonal matrix @ = VU and we have

GQ=V'AVV'U=VvVTAU loads ¢ GO - OH
eads tg = ,
QH =V'UU"AU =V'TAU

the (i — 1)-th column of each can be represented as

Gqi—1 = Qh;_1,
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where g;—1 and h;_; are the (i — 1)-th column of @ and H, respectively. Since h;;—; =0
for I > i+ 1 (by the definition of upper Hessenberg matrices), Qh;_1 can be represented as

) i—1
Qhiv = hji1g; =hii1qi+ Y _hji1q;.
=1 =1

Combining the two findings above, it follows that

i—1
hii1gi = Gqic1 — Y hji1q;.

j=1
A moment of reflexion reveals that [qi, go, . . ., x| is upper triangular. And since @ is orthog-
onal, it must be diagonal and each value on the diagonal is in {—1,1} for i € {2,...,k}.

Then, q1 = e; and q; = *e; for i € {2,...,k}. Furthermore, since ¢; = VTu; and
hiic1 = q (Ggiox — Y02 hji1q;) = q) Ggi—y. For i € {2,....k}, ¢/ Gg;_1 is just
+gii—1. It follows that

hii—1] = |gii-1l, Vie{2,...,k},
u; = Fvj, Vie{2,...,k}.

This proves the first part. For the second part, if k <n — 1,

T T T
Jk+1,k = €, 1Gep = e, 1 GQ e, = kep QHey
+ + +

QH k-th column of QH
k+1 k
_ T _ T _ T _
= fep 1 Qhy = Feg 1 Y hjraj = el Yy hjg; =0,
J J

where the penultimate equality is from the assumption that hjyqx = 0. This completes the
proof. |

We observe from the above theorem, when two Hessenberg decompositions of matrix A
are both unreduced and have the same first column in the orthogonal matrices, then the
Hessenberg matrices H, G are similar matrices such that H = DGD™!, where D =
diag(+1,+£1,...,£1). Moreover, and most importantly, if we restrict the elements in the
lower subdiagonal of the Hessenberg matrixz H to be positive (if possible), then the Hessenberg
decomposition A = QHQ'" is uniquely determined by A and the first column of Q. This is
similar to what we have claimed on the uniqueness of the QR decomposition (Corollary 3.9,
p. 70), and it is important to reduce the complexity of the QR algorithm for computing the
singular value decomposition or eigenvalues of a matrix in general (Lu, 2021c).
The next finding involves a Krylov matrix defined as follows:

Definition 8.3 (Krylov Matrix) Given a matric A € R™*"™, a vector q € R", and a
scalar k, the Krylov matriz is defined to be

K(A,q.k)=[q, Aq ..., A*lqleR™N
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Theorem 8.6: (Unreduced Hessenberg) Suppose there exists an orthogonal matrix
Q such that A € R™™ can be factored as A = QHQ'. Then QTAQ = H is an
unreduced upper Hessenberg matrix if and only if R = Q" K (A, g1, n) is nonsingular and
upper triangular, where q; is the first column of Q.

If R is singular and k is the smallest index such that rix = 0, then £ is also the smallest
index satisfying hy r—1 = 0.

Proof [of Theorem 8.6] We prove by forward implication and converse implication sepa-
rately as follows:

Forward implication. Suppose H is unreduced, write out the following matrix
R = QTK(A,ql,TL) = [61, Hel, ey H”_lel],

where, obviously, R is upper triangular with 711 = 1. Observe that r;; = ho1hga ... hii—1
for i € {2,3,...,n}. When H is unreduced, R is nonsingular as well.

Converse implication. Now suppose R is upper triangular and nonsingular, we observe
that 7441 = Hry such that the (k + 2 : n)-th rows of H are zero and hyy;, # 0 for
ke{1,2,...,n—1}. Then H is unreduced.

If R is singular and k is the smallest index satisfying rg; = 0, then

Th—1k—1 = h21hsa ... hp—1 2 #0
Tkk = ho1hsz .. hg—1x—2hkr—1 =0

} leads tQ hik—1 =0,

from which the result follows. [ |

<= Chapter 8 Problems

1. Show that if A= ECE~! and B = FCF~!, then A and B are similar matrices.
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9.1. Tridiagonal Decomposition: Hessenberg in Symmetric Matrices

Similar to the Hessenberg decomposition, the tridiagonal decomposition can also

simplify a matrix and serve as a preliminary step for other algorithms, thereby

reducing their computational burden. We will begin by providing a formal defi-
nition of tridiagonal matrices.

Definition 9.1 (Tridiagonal Matrix) A tridiagonal matriz is a square matriz, where
all the entries below the lower subdiagonal and the entries above the upper subdiagonal
are zeros. In other words, the tridiagonal matriz is a band matriz.

The definition of the tridiagonal matriz can also be extended to rectangular matrices,
and the form can be implied from the context.

In matriz language, consider any matriz T € R™™™ with the entry (i,j) denoted by
tij for alli,j € {1,2,...,n}. Then T with t;; =0 for alli > j+2 and i < j—2 is
known as a tridiagonal matrix.

Let i denote the smallest positive integer for which hit1; =0 wherei € {1,2,...,n—
1}, then T is unreduced if i =n — 1.

Taking a 5 X 5 matrix as an example, the lower triangular below the lower subdiagonal
and upper triangular above the upper subdiagonal are zero in the tridiagonal matrix:

XK X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 0
X X X 0 0 X X X 0 0
0 X X X 0 0 X X X 0
0 0 X X X 0 0 0 X KX
0 0 0 X KX 0 0 0 X X
possibly unreduced reduced

Clearly, a tridiagonal matrix represents a specific instance of an upper Hessenberg matrix.
Subsequently, we can formulate the tridiagonal decomposition as follows:

Theorem 9.1: (Tridiagonal Decomposition) Every n X n symmetric matrix A can

be decomposed as
A=QTQ" o T=QTAQ,

where T is a symmetric tridiagonal matrix, and @ is an orthogonal matrix.

The existence of the tridiagonal matrix is straightforward by applying the Hessenberg de-
composition to the symmetric matrix A.

9.2. Properties of the Tridiagonal Decomposition

Similarly, the tridiagonal decomposition is not unique. However, and most importantly, if
we restrict the elements in the lower subdiagonal of the tridiagonal matrix T' to be positive
(if possible), then the tridiagonal decomposition A = QT'Q" is uniquely determined by A
and the first column of Q.
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Theorem 9.2: (Implicit Q Theorem for Tridiagonal) Suppose two tridiagonal de-
compositions of a symmetric matrix A € R™ " are given by A = UTU " = VGV ", where
U = [uj,ug,...,uy] and V = [v1,v9,...,v,] are the column partitions of U and V, re-
spectively. Suppose further that % is the smallest positive integer for which 1, = 0,
where t;; is the entry (7,7) of T'. Then

e If u; = vy, then u; = +v; and |tm‘_1| = |gi,i_1| for 7 € {2,3, .. .,k}.

e When k£ = n — 1, the tridiagonal matrix T is known as unreduced. However, if

k <n—1, then gyt = 0.

From the above theorem, we observe that if we restrict the elements in the lower subdiagonal
of the tridiagonal matrix T' to be positive (if possible), i.e., unreduced, then the tridiago-
nal decomposition A = QT Q" is uniquely determined by A and the first column of Q.
This again is similar to what we have claimed on the uniqueness of the QR decomposition
(Corollary 3.9, p. 70).

Similarly, a reduced tridiagonal decomposition can be obtained from the implication of
the Krylov matrix (Definition 8.3, p. 116).

Theorem 9.3: (Reduced Tridiagonal) Suppose there exists an orthogonal matrix Q
such that A € R™" can be factored as A = QT'Q". Then QT AQ = T is an unreduced
tridiagonal matrix if and only if R = QT K (A, q,7n) is nonsingular and upper triangular,
where @ is the first column of Q.

If R is singular and k is the smallest index satisfying r;x = 0, then £ is also the smallest
index that t; ;1 = 0.

<=, Chapter 9 Problems -

1. Following the proof of Theorem 8.5 and 8.6 (p. 115 and p. 117), prove Theorem 9.2

and 9.3.
2. (Golub and Van Loan, 2013) Given a square matrix A = S + cuu' € R™ " where
S € R™ " is skew-symmetric (satisfying A" = —A), u € R?, and ¢ € R. Show

that there exists an orthogonal matrix Q such that QT AQ = T + UelelT, where T is
tridiagonal and skew-symmetric.
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10.1. Bidiagonal Decomposition

In the case of a non-square symmetric matrix, obtaining the tridiagonal form

becomes a non-trivial task. However, we can take a step backward and seek a

decomposition involving two different orthogonal matrices. We firstly provide the
rigorous definition of upper bidiagonal matrices as follows.

Definition 10.1 (Upper Bidiagonal Matrix) An upper bidiagonal matriz is a square
matrix characterized by a banded structure with nonzero entries along the main diago-
nal and the upper subdiagonal (i.c., the ones above the main diagonal). This means
there are exactly two nonzero diagonals in the matriz.

Furthermore, when the diagonal below the main diagonal has the nonzero entries, the
matriz is lower bidiagonal.

The definition of bidigonal matrices can also be extended to rectangular matrices, and
the form can be implied from the context.

Taking a 7 x 5 matrix as an example, the lower triangular below the main diagonal and
the upper triangular above the upper subdiagonal are zero in the upper bidiagonal matrix:

[X

cococooco XX
cooco oo XX o
oo o X XKoo
o X Ko oo

OO OO OO

Then we have the following bidiagonal decomposition:

Theorem 10.1: (Bidiagonal Decomposition) Every m x n matrix A can be decom-
posed as
A=UBV' o B=U'AV,

where B is an upper bidiagonal matrix, and U € R™*™ V € R™*" are orthogonal matri-
ces.

The process of bidiagonalization exhibits a resemblance to the structure of a singular value
decomposition (SVD). The primary distinction lies in the entries of B in bidiagonal form,
featuring nonzero values on the upper subdiagonal. This distinction holds significance in the
computation of the singular value decomposition (Golub and Van Loan, 2013; Lu, 2021c).

10.2. Existence of the Bidiagonal Decomposition: Golub-Kahan
Bidiagonalization

In previous instances, we employed Householder reflectors to triangularize matrices, intro-
ducing zeros below the diagonal to achieve the QR decomposition, and zeros below the
subdiagonal to attain the Hessenberg decomposition. This analogous approach can be ap-
plied to obtain the bidiagonal decomposition.
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10.2. EXISTENCE OF THE BIDIAGONAL DECOMPOSITION: GOLUB-KAHAN
BIDIAGONALIZATION

First Step 1.1: Introduce Zeros for the First Column

Let A = [a1, a9, ...,a,] be the column partition of A, and each a; € R™. We can construct
the Householder reflector as follows:

a; —rie
ry = HalH ) uy = éj and H =1- 2u1u1T € Rme7
lar —rieq]|
where e here is the first unit basis for R, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R™. In this case,

H; A will introduce zeros in the first column of A below entry (1,1), i.e., reflect a; to rie;.
We can easily verify that H; is a symmetric and orthogonal matrix (from the definition of
Householder reflectors).

An example of a 7 x 5 matrix is shown as follows, where K represents a value that is
not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

KKK KXXKXKX KX
KK XKKXKXKXKKX KX
PR XKKK KX
KK XKKXXKX KX
KK XKXXKK
coocoocoolX
RN KXKX
RN XRKXKX
RN XRKXKX
XXX KXKX

H A

Up to this point, our procedure aligns with the steps outlined in the QR decomposition
using Householder reflectors, as detailed in Section 3.12 (p. 62). Expanding on this, the
introduction of zeros above the upper subdiagonal of H; A is analogous to introducing zeros
below the lower subdiagonal of (H;A)T.

First Step 1.2: Introduce Zeros for the First Row

Now suppose we are looking at the transpose of Hi A, that is (H1A)T = ATHir € R™>m,
and the column partition is given by AT H, = [21, 22, ..., 2m], where each z; € R™. Sup-
pose Z1, %2, ..., 2Zm € R"1 are vectors removing the first component in z;’s. Let

z1 —rie;

r = ||21|| N U1 and il =1I- 2’01'1);— S R(n—l)x(n—l)’

121 — e’
where e; now is the first unit basis for R*~!, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R*"!. To introduce
zeros below the subdiagonal and operate on the submatrix (AT H lT )2:n,1:m, We append the
Householder reflector into

L[l
' [0 Ll] ’

in which case, L1(A" H{) will introduce zeros in the first column of (AT H,") below entry
(2,1), i.e., reflect 2; to r1e;. The first row of (AT H, ) will not be affected at all and kept
unchanged by Remark 8.4 (p. 113) such that the zeros introduced in Step (1.1) will be
kept. And we can easily verify that both L; and I~L1 are orthogonal matrices and they are
symmetric (from the definition of Householder reflectors).

124



JUN LU CHAPTER 10. BIDIAGONAL DECOMPOSITION

Coming back to the original untransposed matrix H; A, multiplying on the right by LI
can introduce zeros in the first row to the right of entry (1,2). Again, following the example
above, a 7 x b matrix is shown as follows, where X represents a value that is not necessarily
zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

X ¥ 0 0 O
X 0 0 0 0 0 0 XK 0 0 0 0 0 0 I R B B X
KRR KK K N KN KRXR |0 RKREK
N KKK KKK XD orEKREREKD |0 8 RREK
N RRKRKRK K 0N R X B ® 0 8 B B ®
XN KKK KK K 0N R XN B ® 0 8 R B ®
ATHS LiATHY 0 X X X X
H\AL]

In short, H 1AL;r accomplishes the first step of introducing zeros to the first column
and the first row of A.

Second Step 2.1: Introduce Zeros for the Second Column

Let B = H; AL/, where the entries in the first column below entry (1,1) are all zeros,
and similarly, the entries in the first row to the right of entry (1,2) are all zeros as well.
In this step, the goal is to introduce zeros in the second column below entry (2,2). Let

By = By 2:p = [b1,b2,...,b,_1] € Rm=1)x(n=1)  \We can again construct a Householder
reflector
by —re o
r = ||b1|| , Uy = B B , and Hy,=1-— 211,2’11,;— S R(m_l)x(m_l),
b1 — req]]
where e; now is the first unit basis for R ! i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R~ . To introduce

zeros below the main diagonal and operate on the submatrix Bs.y, 2.,, We append the
Householder reflector into
1 0
H2 = |: :| ’

0 H
in which case, we can see that Hy(HjAL{) will not change the first row of (H;AL]) by
Remark 8.4 (p. 113). And since the Householder cannot reflect a zero vector such that the
zeros in the first column will be kept as well.

Following the example above, a 7 X 5 matrix is shown as follows, where X represents a
value that is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

[X [

KK KXKXKXKXKKX
e XRXKKK o

&~

SO OO OO

XXX KXKX o
O O OO OO

coocooco XX
KKK KKOO
XK KKXKKXo
XK KKKXOo

TTNRNNK KK o

s

HyH,AL{
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10.2. EXISTENCE OF THE BIDIAGONAL DECOMPOSITION: GOLUB-KAHAN
BIDIAGONALIZATION

Second Step 2.2: Introduce Zeros for the Second Row

Same as step (1.2), now suppose we are looking at the transpose of HngALlT, that is
(HyH,AL])" = LiATH| H) € R™™ and the column partition is given by Ly AT H H) =
[€1, T2, ..., Tny], where each x; € R™. Suppose &1, &2, . .., %, € R"2 are vectors removing
the first two components in x;’s. Construct the Householder reflector as follows:

xr1 —Trie ~ , ,
r = H.’.i'ln s Vo = é, and L2 =1I- 2’[72'1);— € R(n72)><(n72)’
|Z1 — r1e4]]
where e; now is the first unit basis for R"72, i.e., e; = [1;0;0;...;0] € R"2. To introduce

zeros below the subdiagonal and operate on the submatrix (LlATHng)gzml;m, we append
the Householder reflector into

0 Lo

where I is a 2x 2 identity matrix. In this case, La(L; ATH1TH2T) will introduce zeros in the
second column of (L1 AT H, H, ) below entry (3,2). The first two rows of (L1 AT H, H, )
will not be affected at all and kept unchanged by Remark 8.4 (p. 113). Furthermore, its
first column will be kept unchanged as well. And we can easily verify that both L
and Ly are orthogonal matrices and they are symmetric (from the definition of Householder
reflectors).

Coming back to the original untransposed matrix Ho H 1AL1T, multiplying on the right
by L; can introduce zeros in the second row to the right of entry (2,3). Following the
example above, a 7 x 5 matrix is shown as follows where X represents a value that is not
necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:

I, 0
wli 2]

= K 0 0 0

X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 R ® 0 0
XK X 0 0 0 0 0 XK 00 000/ |00 X KR K
I R KK KRKK X0 EEKRRD|0 ) RRK
0 B KKK K K 0 0 R R B X K 0 0 8 X K
0 B K K K K K 0 0 R R B X K 0 0 @ X K
L,ATH| H) LyL,ATH| H) 0 0 X X K]

H,H,ALTL]

In short, Hy(H,AL{)L] finishes the second step of introducing zeros for the second
column and the second row of A. The same process can go on, and we shall notice that there
are n such H; Householder reflectors on the left and n — 2 such L; Householder reflectors
on the right (suppose m > n for simplicity). The interleaved Householder factorization
is known as the Golub-Kahan bidiagonalization (Golub and Kahan, 1965). We will finally
bidiagonalize by

B=H,H, .. HHAL/ L) ...L] ,.
And since the H;’s and L;’s are symmetric and orthogonal, we have
B=H,H, .. HALLy...L, ».

A full example of a 7 x 5 matrix is shown as follows, where again X represents a value that
is not necessarily zero, and boldface indicates the value has just been changed:
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A Complete Example of Golub-Kahan Bidiagonalization

N N KN KN X N X B X X M ® 0 0 O
N KN KN XN X 0 ¥ R X X 0@ R R X
N KN KN K KX 08 R R |0 RKKXK
N KRR KR Yo R RS |) R K
N X K X KX 0 ¥ R X KX 0 X B B X
N N KN XN X 0 N R X KX 0@ R R R®
X ¥ N X K] 0 R R X X 0 R R R R
A H A HAL{
™ K K X K K K 0 0 0]
0 R R R X 0 X ® 0 0
0 0 R RRE| .|l00 R R
1) 0o 8 R R X |0 0 @ B W
0 0 B R X 0 0 ® B R
0 0 R R ® 0 0 @ R R
0 0 R B R® 0 0 B R K|
H,H AL/ HyH\AL{ L,
X K X X K] K K 0 0 0]
0 N N X K XN ® K 0 0
0 0 R R R [0 @ XK 0
Helg 0o 8 ®| % |0 0 ¥ ® R
00 0 R R 00 0 @ K
00 0 X K 00 0 @ X
0 0 0 R K| 0 0 0 R X|
H3;H,H,AL| L] H;HH AL L] L]
K X 0 0 0] K X 0 0 0
0 ® ® 0 0 0 X X 0 0
0 0 B ® 0 0 0 ® ® 0
Hx 1o 0 0 ®m m=| H 00 0 X K
00 0 0 R 00 0 0 X
00 0 0 K 000 0 O
00 0 0 R 00 0 0 0

H,HsH,H\ALTL,L]  H;H,HsH,H,AL] L,L]

We present in a way, where a right Householder reflector L; follows from a left one H;.
However, a trivial error that might be employed is that we do the left ones altogether,
and the right ones follow. That is, a bidiagonal decomposition is a combination of a QR
decomposition and a Hessenberg decomposition. Nevertheless, this is problematic, the right
Householder reflector Ly will destroy the zeros introduced by the left ones. Therefore, the
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BIDIAGONALIZATION

left and right reflectors need to be employed in an interleaved manner to introduce back
the zeros.

The Golub-Kahan bidiagonalization is not the most efficient way to calculate the bidiag-
onal decomposition. It requires ~ 4mn? — %n?’ flops to compute a bidiagonal decomposition
of an m X n matrix with m > n. Furthermore, if U and V are required explicitly, additional
~ 4m?n — 2mn? + 2n3 flops are required (Lu, 2021c).

LHC Bidiagonalization. Nevertheless, when m > n, we can extract the square triangu-
lar matrix (i.e., the QR decomposition) and apply the Golub-Kahan diagonalization on the
square n X n matrix. This is known as the Lawson-Hanson-Chan (LHC) bidiagonalization
(Lawson and Hanson, 1995; Chan, 1982), and the procedure is shown in Figure 10.1. The

l

~

4,., R,. R B B

nxn nxn mxn

Figure 10.1: Demonstration of LHC bidiagonalization of a matrix.

LHC bidiagonalization starts by computing the QR decomposition A = QR. 1t is then
followed by applying the Golub-Kahan process to R such that R = U BVT, where R is
the square n x n triangular submatrix inside R. Append U into

U
U0_|: I :|7

which results in R = UgpBV " and A = QUyBV . Let U = QU), we obtain the bidiagonal
decomposition. The QR decomposition requires 2mn? — %n?’ flops and the Golub-Kahan
process now requires %n3 (operating on an n X n submatrix) (Lu, 2021c). Thus the total

complexity to obtain the bidiagonal matrix B is then reduced to
LHC bidiagonalization: ~ 2mn? + 2n3 flops.

The LHC process creates zeros and then destroys them again in the lower triangle of the
upper n X n square of R, but the zeros in the lower (m — n) x n rectangular matrix of R
will be kept. Thus when m — n is large enough (or m > n), there is a net gain. Simple
calculations can show that the LHC bidiagonalization costs less when m > %n compared to
the Golub-Kahan bidiagonalization (Lu, 2021c).

Three-Step Bidiagonalization. The LHC procedure is advantageous only when m >
gn. A further trick is to apply the QR decomposition not at the beginning of the compu-
tation, but at a suitable point in the middle (Trefethen and Bau III, 1997). In particular,
the procedure is shown in Figure 10.2, where we apply the first k steps of left and right
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Householder reflectors as those in the Golub-Kahan process, while leaving the bottom-right
(m—k)x (n—k) submatrix “unreflected”. Then following the same LHC process on the sub-
matrix to obtain the final bidiagonal decomposition. By doing so, the complexity reduces
when n < m < 2n.

~ ~

R ety T(n-k)g(n-k)

B

mxn

mxn mxn

Figure 10.2: Demonstration of Three-Step bidiagonalization of a matrix.

To conclude, the costs of the three methods are shown as follows:

4
Golub-Kahan: ~ 4mn? — gn?’ flops,

LHC: ~ 2mn?+ 2n® flops,
2
3

3
- = flops.
3n ops

When m > 2n, LHC is preferred; when n < m < 2n, the Three-Step method is preferred
though the improvement is small enough as shown in Figure 10.3, where the operation
counts for the three methods are plotted as a function of . Notice that the complexity
discussed here does not involve the extra computations of factors U and V. We shall not
discuss the issue for simplicity.

Three-Step: ~ 2mn? + 2m?*n — 3™

10.3. Connection to Tridiagonal Decomposition

We first illustrate the connection between the tridiagonal and bidiagonal decompositions by
the following lemma, which reveals how to construct a tridiagonal matrix from a bidiagonal
one.

Lemma 10.2: (Construct Tridiagonal From Bidiagonal) Suppose B € R™*" is
upper bidiagonal, then T} = B" B and T, = BB are symmetric triangular matrices.

The lemma above reveals an important property. Suppose A = UBV T is the bidiagonal
decomposition of A, then the symmetric matrix AA" has a tridiagonal decomposition

AA"=UBV'VB'U"'=UBB'U".
And the symmetric matrix AT A has a tridiagonal decomposition

ATA=VvB'U'UBV'=VB'BV'.
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Figure 10.3: Comparison of the

complexity among the three bidiag- 6.5
onal methods. When m > 2n, LHC 6.0 (E) L
is preferred; when n < m < 2n, s 7 (2,6)
the Three-Step method is preferred '
though the improvement is small 5.0
enough. flzg %45
4.0
3.5
3.0
— Golub-Kahan
2.5 LHC
--- Three-Step
*%s 1.0 15 2.0 255 3.0

33

As a final result in this section, we state a theorem giving the tridiagonal decomposition of
a symmetric matrix with special eigenvalues.

Theorem 10.3: (Tridiagonal Decomposition for Nonnegative Eigenvalues) Sup-
pose an n X n symmetric matrix A has nonnegative eigenvalues, then there exists a matrix
Z such that

A=2Z".

Moreover, the tridiagonal decomposition of A can be reduced to a problem to find the
bidiagonal decomposition of Z = UBV " such that the tridiagonal decomposition of A is
given by

A=2ZZ'=UBB'U".

Proof [of Theorem 10.3] The eigenvectors of symmetric matrices can be chosen to be or-
thogonal (Lemma 13.3, p. 150) such that symmetric matrix A can be decomposed into
A = QAQT (spectral theorem 13.1, p. 149), where A is a diagonal matrix containing the
eigenvalues of A. When eigenvalues are nonnegative, A can be factored as A = AZAY2,
Let Z = QA'/2, A can be factored as A = ZZ". Thus, combining our findings yields the
result. |

<=, Chapter 10 Problems

1. Prove Lemma 10.2.
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11.1. Eigenvalue and Jordan Decomposition

Theorem 11.1: (Eigenvalue Decomposition) Any square matrix A € R"*" with
linearly independent eigenvectors can be decomposed as

A=XAX"1,

where X contains the eigenvectors of A as its columns, and A is a diagonal matrix
diag(A1, A2, ..., Ap) with A1, Ao, ..., A, denoting the eigenvalues of A.

Eigenvalue decomposition (EVD) is also known as to diagonalize the matrix A. When
no eigenvalues of A are repeated, the eigenvectors are guaranteed to be linearly independent,
enabling the diagonalization of A. Note here without n linearly independent eigenvectors,
we cannot diagonalize. In Section 13.4 (p. 155), we will further discuss conditions under
which the matrix has linearly independent eigenvectors.

11.2. Existence of the Eigenvalue Decomposition

Proof [of Theorem 11.1] Let X = [z1,®2,...,x,]| be the linearly independent eigenvectors
of A. Clearly, we have

A:El = /\13:1, ACCQ = /\2.’132, ey A.’Bn = )\nwn.
In the matrix form, we can express this as:
AX =[Ax;, Axy, ..., Axy) = Mz, e, ..., \py] = XA

Since we assume the eigenvectors are linearly independent, then X has full rank and is
invertible. We obtain
A=XAX"1

This completes the proof. |

We will discuss some similar forms of eigenvalue decomposition in the spectral decom-
position section (Section 13.1, p. 149), where the matrix A is required to be symmetric,
and the X is not only nonsingular but also orthogonal. Alternatively, the matrix A is
required to be a simple matriz, that is, the algebraic multiplicity and geometric multiplicity
are the same for A, and X will be a trivial nonsingular matrix that may not contain the
eigenvectors of A. The decomposition also has a geometric meaning, which we will discuss
in Section 15 (p. 192).

A matrix decomposition of the form A = X AX ! possesses a notable property, allowing
for efficient computation of the m-th power.

Remark 11.2: m-th Power
The m-th power of A is A™ = XA™X ! if the matrix A can be factored as A =
XAX L
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We observe that to establish the existence of the eigenvalue decomposition, it is necessary
for A to possess linearly independent eigenvectors. This requirement is inherently satisfied
under certain specific conditions.

Lemma 11.3: (Different Eigenvalues) Suppose the eigenvalues Aj, Ag,..., A\, of A €
R™ ™ are all different. Then the corresponding eigenvectors are inherently linearly inde-
pendent. In other words, any square matrix with different eigenvalues can be diagonalized.

Proof [of Lemma 11.3] Suppose the eigenvalues Ai, Ag,..., A, are all different, and the
eigenvectors ®i,x9,...,x, are linearly dependent. That is, there exists a nonzero vector
c=c1,co...,cn 1] satisfying

n—1
Ly, = Z C; ;.
=1
Then we have
n—1
Al’n =A (Z Cl’l‘i)
=1
=ciMx] +cMoTy+ ...+ Cr_1 A 1Tn_1.

and
Az, = \, 1,

=M1 + oo + ...+ cp_1Tp—1).
Combining the above two equations, we have

n—1

Z()\n — /\z)czmz =0.

i=1
This leads to a contradiction since A, # \; for all s € {1,2,...,n—1}, from which the result
follows. u

Remark 11.4: Limitation of Eigenvalue Decomposition

The constraints of eigenvalue decomposition include:

e The eigenvectors in X are usually not orthogonal and there are not always enough
eigenvectors (i.e., some eigenvalues are equal).

e To compute the eigenvalues and eigenvectors Ax = Ax requires A to be square.
Rectangular matrices cannot be diagonalized by eigenvalue decomposition.

11.3. Jordan Decomposition

In eigenvalue decomposition, we suppose the matrix A has n linearly independent eigenvec-
tors. However, this is not necessarily true for all square matrices. We introduce further a
generalized version of eigenvalue decomposition, which is called the Jordan decomposition,
named after Camille Jordan (Jordan, 1870).

We first introduce the definition of Jordan blocks and Jordan form for the further de-
scription of Jordan decomposition.
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Definition 11.1 (Jordan Block) An m xm upper triangular matriz B(A, m) is called
a Jordan block provided all m diagonal elements are the same value A, and all upper
subdigonal elements are ones:

A1 O 0 0 O]

0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
B(A\,m) =

0 0 O A1 0

0 0 O 0 X 1

100 0 ... 0 0 A] mxm

Definition 11.2 (Jordan Form) Given an n x n matriz A, a Jordan form J for A is
a block diagonal matriz defined as

J = diag(B(A1,m1), B(A2, m2), ... B(Ag, mu;))

where A1, Aa, ..., A\ are eigenvalues of A (duplicates possible) and mi+mao+...+my = n.

Then, the Jordan decomposition follows:

Theorem 11.5: (Jordan Decomposition) Any square matrix A € R™*" can be de-
composed as

A=XJX !,
where X is a nonsingular matrix containing the generalized eigenvectors of A as its
columns, and J is a Jordan form matrix diag(Jy, Jo, ..., Jx), where
(A 1 0 ... 0 0 O]
0O x 1 ... 0 0 O
0 0 XA ... 0 0 O
Ji=1: 1 Do
0 0 0 ... N 1 0
0O 0 0 ... 0 N 1
(0 0 0 ... 0 0 A -

is an m; X m; square matrix with m; being the number of repetitions of the eigenvalue \;,
and mq +mso + ... +my = n. The J;’s are referred to as Jordan blocks.

Furthermore, the nonsingular matrix X is called the matriz of generalized eigenvectors
of A.
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11.4. APPLICATION: COMPUTING FIBONACCI NUMBERS

As an example, a Jordan form can have the following structure:

J= diag(B()\lvml)7B()‘2a m2)7 SR B()‘kvmk))

[fA1 10
0 M 1
0 0 X\

[A]

|

A3

1
0 A3

Ak

| Ty

Decoding a Jordan decomposition. Note that zeros can appear on the upper sub-
diagonal of J and the first column is always a vector containing only eigenvalues of A in
each block. Taking out one block to decode, without loss of generality, we take out the first
block J;. We shall show the columns 1,2,...,m; of AX = XJ with X = [z}, ®9,...,2,)]:

Aasl = )\1$1

Axo = ANz + 2

Az, = MTpmy + Ty —1-

For more details about Jordan decomposition, please refer to Gohberg and Goldberg (1996);
Hales and Passi (1999).

The Jordan decomposition is not particularly interesting in practice as it is extremely
sensitive to perturbation. Even with the smallest random change to a matrix, the matrix
can be made diagonalizable (van de Geijn and Myers, 2020). As a result, there is no practical
mathematical software library or tool that computes it. And the proof takes dozens of pages
to discuss. For this reason, we leave the proof to interested readers.

11.4. Application: Computing Fibonacci Numbers

Eigenvalue decomposition can be utilized in the computation of Fibonacci numbers. This
particular example is derived and adapted from Strang (2009). Each new Fibonacci number,
denoted as Fjyo, is the sum of the two preceding Fibonacci numbers, Fyiq + Fj. The
sequence is represented as 0,1,1,2,3,5,8,.... Now, the question is: What is the value of
Fi9o? Utilizing eigenvalue decomposition can assist in determining the general formula for
the sequence.

Let u, = Fr . Then it follows that ugy1 = Frva = Il uy, by the rule that
Fk Fk+1 1 0
Fiy2 = Fy1 + Fr and Fiiq = Fiya.
Let A = E (1)] , we then have the general formula w99 = A'%%ug, where ug = [(1)] .
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We will see in Lemma 12.2 (p. 143) that det(A — AI') = 0, where A is the eigenvalue of
A. Simple calculation reveals det(A — M) = A2 — A\ +1 =0, and

L+vs  _1-V5

9 2 2

A =

The corresponding eigenvectors are

]

100
By Remark 11.2, A0 = XA Xx-1 = X [AB )\?00] X1, where X! can be easily
2
1 — X2 i ﬁ 5—\/5
calculated as X1 = 7’\1_1)‘2 )‘1,\_1/\2 = _Eﬁ 5i‘\)/g . We notice that wigg = A0,
M-z Ai—As 5 10

is just the first column of A%, which is

_ 2101 _y101
Fio1 [1 2 ]

U100 = = )\1>\06:§%00
Fwo_ 1)\ )\2
1—A2

A simple check on the calculation, we have Figy = 3.542248481792631e + 20. Or more
generally,

)\{(+17A£{+1
Fr 1 B v v
— — AL—A
U = =
== |
A1—A2
L AE_NE
where the general form of F is given by Fx = YE vt

11
Extension to general 2 by 2 matrices. The above matrix [1 0] is special in that

it has two linearly independent eigenvectors so that it admits eigenvalue decomposition.
However, it is also interesting to compute the n-th power of general 2 by 2 matrices, say

A:[Z Z]

Suppose « and 3 are eigenvalues of A so that o and [ are two roots of the characteristic
polynomial

—a1 \/a% —4dag
5 .

—det(A =) =X 4+aA+ap=0  leadst a,fB=
cacs 19

This reveals that a; = —(a+ ) and ag = af. According to the Cayley-Hamilton theorem,
a matrix satisfies its own characteristic equation:

A2+ a1 A +aol =0,

so that
A? — (a+B)A+aBI =0. (11.1)
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Following the tricks in Williams (1992), we define matrices X,Y, Z such that

A—pI A—aol .
Xﬁﬁ’ Y = B—a’ if a # 3;
Z=A—al, if =0,

where A = aX + Y, and we have properties from Equation (11.1), for any k > 2:

{X’f:X, XY=YX=0 Y=Y, if o # ;

zZF=o, if a = p.
Therefore,
n_ _n ny _ .n A-pI n A—aol : .
A — (aX +8Y)"=a"X +5"Y =« (a—5>+ﬁ <ﬁ—a>’ if a #£ 3,
(Z+al)" =na"1Z +a"T=a" (nA - a(n—-1)I), if a = g.
(11.2)

Hence, if matrix A is nonsingular, o # 0, and 8 # 0, Equation (11.2) holds for all integer
values of n; if matrix A is real, but the eigenvalues are complex with some power of them
is real, e.g., o = ™ = f is real, then we have A™ = f1I.

The n-th power for general matrices results in the general form of any sequence, e.g.,

2 3
U1 = [2 O] Uf.

And we shall repeat the details.

<=, Chapter 11 Problems >

1. Given a matrix A € R™*" with all entries equal to 1, find the n eigenvalues of A.

2. Given an idempotent matrix A € R™" (i.e., A? = A), show that BA and ABA
share the same eigenvalues.

3. Given a Householder transformation matrix H = I — 2uu' € R™" where |Ju| = 1,
show that u is an eigenvector H and determine its corresponding eigenvalue. Provide
a geometric interpretation of the eigenvalues of H. Suppose further v'u = 0, where
v is nonzero, show that v is also an eigenvector of H and find its corresponding
eigenvalue.

4. Suppose A is an eigenvalue of A € R"*™ show that A — p is an eigenvalue of A — ul.

5. Suppose \ is an eigenvalue of a nonsingular matrix A € R™ ", show that A~! is an
eigenvalue of A1,
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12.1. Schur Decomposition

Theorem 12.1: (Schur Decomposition) Any real square matrix A € R™*" with
real eigenvalues can be decomposed as

A=QUQT,

where @ is an (real) orthogonal matrix, and U is an (real) upper triangular matrix. That
is, any real square matrix A with real eigenvalues can be triangularized.

A close look at Schur decomposition. The first columns of AQ and QU are given by
Aqi and uq11q1, respectively. Consequently, uq1corresponds to an eigenvalue of A, while g
serves as its associated eigenvector. However, the other columns of Q may not necessarily
be eigenvectors of A.

Schur decomposition for symmetric matrices. For a symmetric matrix A = AT,
the relation QUQ" = QU Q' holds. Then U is a diagonal matrix. And this diagonal
matrix actually contains the eigenvalues of A. All the columns of Q) are eigenvectors of
A. Consequently, we conclude that all symmetric matrices are diagonalizable, even in the
presence of repeated eigenvalues.

12.2. Existence of the Schur Decomposition

To validate Theorem 12.1, we need to employ the following lemmas.

Lemma 12.2: (Determinant Intermezzo) We have the following properties for de-
terminant of matrices:

The determinant of the product of two matrices is given by det(AB) = det(A) det(B);
The determinant of the transpose is det(A") = det(A);

Suppose matrix A has an eigenvalue A\, then det(A — A\I) = 0;

Determinant of any identity matrix is 1;

Determinant of an orthogonal matrix Q:

det(Q) =det(Q) = £1,  since det(Q")det(Q) = det(Q' Q) = det(I) = 1;

For any square matrix A, and given an orthogonal matrix Q:

det(A) = det(Q ") det(A) det(Q) = det(Q"T AQ);

Suppose A € R™*", then det(—A) = (—1)"det(A).

Lemma 12.3: (Submatrix with Same Eigenvalue) Suppose the square matrix Ay €
READx(k+1) hag real eigenvalues A1, A2, ..., Ag+1. Then we can construct a k X k matrix
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Ay, with eigenvalues A2, A3, ..., A1 by

_p%_
Ay = : A1 [p2 p3 oo Pre]s
.
~Pr1—

where p; is a eigenvector of Axy; with norm 1 corresponding to the eigenvalue A;, and
P2, P3, - - -, Pp+1 denote any orthonormal vectors orthogonal to p;.

Proof [of Lemma 12.3] Let P11 = [p1,P2, ..., Pr+1]). It follows that PkTJrlP/H_l =1, and

A 0
PIL1Ak+1Pk+1 = [01 Aij .

For any eigenvalue A € {2, A3,..., A\t+1}, by Lemma 12.2, we have

det(Ap1 — AT) = det(Py (App1 — M) Pryy)
= det(Py, 1 Ap+1Pei1 — APy 1 Prt1)

B AL — A 0
_da<[ 0 Ak—AJ>

= ()\1 - )\) det(Ak — )\I).
The last equality is from the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M = { G H] ,
then det(M) = det(E)det(H — GE~'F). Since ) is an eigenvalue of A and \ # )1, then
det(Agy1 — M) = (A1 — A) det(Ar — AI) = 0 means A is also an eigenvalue of Ay. [ |

We establish the existence of the Schur decomposition through an inductive proof.
Proof [of Theorem 12.1: Existence of Schur Decomposition] We note that the
theorem is trivial when n = 1 by simply setting @ = 1 and U = A. Suppose the theorem
holds true for n = k for some k£ > 1. If we prove the theorem is also true for n = k + 1,
then we complete the proof.

Suppose for n = k, the theorem is valid for Ay = QkUkQ;.

Suppose further P,y contains orthogonal vectors Pyi1 = [p1,p2,...,Pk+1] as con-
structed in Lemma 12.3, where py is an eigenvector of Agi1 corresponding to eigenvalue
A1 and its norm s 1, and pa,...,pr+1 are orthonormal to p1. Let the other k eigenval-
ues of Agiq be Ag, A3, ..., Agy1. Since we suppose the theorem is true for n = k, we can
find a matrix Ay with eigenvalues Az, Az, ..., Ax11. So we have the following property by
Lemma 12.3:

Pl A P = [3 Xk] and  Agt1 P = Prn ﬁ]l XJ ,
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1 0

Let Q11 = Prt1 [0 o

] . Then, it follows that

1 0
A 1Qiy1 = Ap1 Py [ ]

0 Q
B A 01 o
A1 0

= P,

ol 0 Aka]
=P, A 0 ] (By the assumption for n = k)

1o QU
B 1 o0][xn O
= et 0 Qk] [0 Uk]

A 0

= Qr+1Ug+1. (Ugs1 = [01 Uk])

We then have Ap.iq = Qk+1Uk+1Q;+1, where Uy is an upper triangular matrix, and

} are both orthogonal matrices. M

0
Qx

. o 1
Q11 is an orthogonal matrix since Py41 and [0

12.3. Other Forms of the Schur Decomposition

In the proof of the Schur decomposition, we obtain the upper triangular matrix U1 by
appending the eigenvalue A1 to U. This ensures that the values on the diagonal consistently
represent eigenvalues. Therefore, we can decompose the upper triangular into two parts.

Corollary 12.4: (Form 2 of Schur Decomposition) Any square matrix A € R™*"
with real eigenvalues can be decomposed as

QTAQ=A+T, or A=-QA+T)Q,

where @ is an orthogonal matrix, A = diag(\1, \2,...,\,) is a diagonal matrix contain-
ing the eigenvalues of A, and T is a strictly upper triangular matrix (with zeros on the
diagonal).

A strictly upper triangular matrix is an upper triangular matrix having 0’s along the diago-
nal as well as the lower portion. Another proof of this decomposition is that A and U (where
U = QTAQ) are similar matrices so that they have the same eigenvalues (Lemma 8.3,
p. 112). Moreover, the eigenvalues of any upper triangular matrices are on the diagonal.
To see this, for any upper triangular matrix R € R™*", where the diagonal values are r;;
for all 7 € {1,2,...,n}. We have

Re; = rje;,

where e; is the i-th basis vector in R" (i.e., e; is the i-th column of the n x n identity matrix
I,). So we can decompose U into the sum of A and T
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A final observation on the second form of the Schur decomposition is shown as follows.
From AQ = Q(A +T), it follows that

k-1
Aqi = Mg + Y Lindi,
=1

where t;;, is the (i, k)-th entry of T. The form is quite close to the eigenvalue decompo-
sition. Nevertheless, the columns become orthonormal bases and these orthonormal bases
are correlated.

=, Chapter 12 Problems <>

1. We have shown several important results regarding the determinant of a matrix in
Lemma 12.2. Given A € R™"*", show that
det(cA) = " det(A); (Hint: use induction.)
det(A=1) = 1/det(A);
det(A™) = det(A)™;
det(I +uv') =1+u'v.
2. Given A € R™*" for n = 2, show that
o det(I + A) =1+ det(A) +tr(A).
For n = 3, show that
o det(I + A) =1+det(A) +tr(A) + 1tr(A)? — Ltr(A?).

3. Given A € R™™ and let B be the matrix obtained by interchanging two rows of A.
Prove that det(B) = —det(A). Hint: use induction.

4. Given A € R™™ and let B be the matrix obtained by multiplying a row of A by
nonnegative scalar . Prove that det(B) = ydet(A).
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13.1. Spectral Decomposition (Theorem)

The spectral theorem, also known as the spectral decomposition for symmetric

matrices, states that symmetric matrices possess real eigenvalues and can be di-

agonalized over an (real) orthonormal basis '. As usual, in the following sections,
we will present the main result and defer detailed discussions.

Theorem 13.1: (Spectral Decomposition) A real matrix A € R"*" is symmetric if
and only if there exists an orthogonal matrix @ and a diagonal matrix A such that

A=QAQ",
where the columns of Q = [q1, g2, - . ., g»] are eigenvectors of A and are mutually orthonor-
mal, and the entries of A = diag(\1, A2, ..., \,) are the corresponding eigenvalues of A,

which are real. And the rank of A is equal to the number of nonzero eigenvalues. This
is known as the spectral decomposition or spectral theorem of real symmetric matrix A.
Specifically, we have the following properties:

1. A symmetric matrix has only real eigenvalues;

2. The eigenvectors are orthogonal such that they can be chosen orthonormal by
normalization;
The rank of A is equal to the number of nonzero eigenvalues;
4. If the eigenvalues are distinct, the eigenvectors are linearly independent.

82

Spectral theorem vs eigenvalue decomposition. In the eigenvalue decomposition
(Theorem 11.1, p. 135), we require the matrix A to be square and the eigenvectors to
be linearly independent. Whereas in the spectral theorem, any symmetric matrix can be
diagonalized, and the eigenvectors are chosen to be orthonormal.

A word on the spectral decomposition. In Lemma 8.3 (p. 112), we proved that the
eigenvalues of similar matrices are the same. From the spectral decomposition, we notice
that A and A are similar matrices such that their eigenvalues are the same. For any diagonal
matrices, the eigenvalues correspond to the diagonal components. > To see this, we realize
that

Ae; = \ie;,

where e; is the i-th basis vector. Therefore, the matrix A contains the eigenvalues of A.

13.2. Existence of the Spectral Decomposition

We will prove the theorem in several steps.

1. Note that the spectral decomposition for Hermitian matrices states that Hermitian matrices also have
real eigenvalues and that they can be diagonalized over a complex orthonormal basis.

2. Actually, we have shown in the last section that the diagonal values for triangular matrices are the
eigenvalues of it.
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Symmetric Matrix Property 1 of 4

Lemma 13.2: (Real Eigenvalues) The eigenvalues of any symmetric matrix are
all real.

Proof [of Lemma 13.2] Suppose eigenvalue A is a complex number A = a + ib, where a and
b are real. Its complex conjugate is A = a — ib. Similarly, for the corresponding complex
eigenvector * = ¢+ id, its complex conjugate is € = ¢ — id, where ¢ and d are real vectors.
We then have the following property

_ - YA T A _3aT
Ax = \x leads to Az = \x transpose to T A=)z .

We take the dot product of the first equation with & and the last equation with :
T Ar = )\z 'z, and z' Az = \z'x.

Then we have the equality A& '@ = Az x. Since '« = (¢ —id) " (c +id) =c'c+d'd is
a real number. Therefore, the imaginary part of A is zero and A is real. |

Symmetric Matrix Property 2 of 4

Lemma 13.3: (Orthogonal Eigenvectors) The eigenvectors corresponding to
distinct eigenvalues of any symmetric matrix are orthogonal. Therefore, we can
normalize eigenvectors to make them orthonormal since Ax = Az leads to Aﬁ =

R
)\ﬁ, which corresponds to the same eigenvalue.

Proof [of Lemma 13.3] Suppose eigenvalues A; and Ay correspond to eigenvectors x; and
xo, respectively, satisfying Axqy = Ax1 and Axs = Aoxo. We have the following equality:

Axi = Mz leads tg aclTA = /\1331T leads tg :DlTAa:Q = )q:I:lTa:g,

and
Axo = Aoxo leads tg wlTA:pg = )\gccir:pg,

which implies )\1%?!62 = )\gar;leQ. Since eigenvalues A\ # Ao, the eigenvectors are orthogo-
nal. [ ]

In Lemma 13.3 above, we prove that the eigenvectors corresponding to distinct eigenval-
ues of symmetric matrices are orthogonal. More generally, we prove the important theorem
that eigenvectors corresponding to distinct eigenvalues of any matrix are linearly indepen-
dent.

Theorem 13.4: (Independent Eigenvector Theorem) If a matrix A € R"*" has
k distinct eigenvalues, then any set of k corresponding (nonzero) eigenvectors are linearly
independent.
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Proof [of Theorem 13.4] We will prove by induction. Firstly, we will prove that any
two eigenvectors corresponding to distinct eigenvalues are linearly independent. Suppose
eigenvectors v1 and vy correspond to distinct eigenvalues A; and Ag, respectively. Suppose
further there exists a nonzero vector © = [x1, z2] # 0 satisfying

T1V1 + 2209 = 0. (13.1)
That is, we assume v; and vy are linearly dependent. Multiply Equation (13.1) on the left

by A, we get
T1A1V1 + X2 Ao = 0. (13.2)

Multiply Equation (13.1) on the left by A2, we get
T1 V1 + To AUy = 0. (13.3)
Subtract Equation (13.2) from Equation (13.3) to find
z1(A2 — A1)v1 = 0.

Since A2 # A1 and v; # 0, we must have ;1 = 0. From Equation (13.1), vy # 0, we must
also have xo = 0, which arrives at a contradiction. Thus v; and v9 are linearly independent.

Now, suppose any j < k eigenvectors are linearly independent, if we could prove that any
J + 1 eigenvectors are also linearly independent, we finish the proof. Suppose vy, vo,...,v;
are linearly independent, and v, is dependent on the first j eigenvectors. That is, there
exists a nonzero vector © = [x1, %2, ...,2;] # 0 such that

Vj41 = X101 + V2 + ... + TjV;. (13.4)

Suppose the j + 1 eigenvectors correspond to distinct eigenvalues A1, Ao, ..., A\j, A\j41. Mul-
tiply Equation (13.4) on the left by A, we get

Njp1Vj41 = 1A V1 + TadoUa + ... + T Ajv;. (13.5)
Multiply Equation (13.4) on the left by Aj;1, we get
AjH1Vj41 = T1Aj 101 + T\ j1102 + .o+ TN j4105. (13.6)
Subtract Equation (13.6) from Equation (13.5), we find
21 (Ajr1 — Ao+ 22( N1 — A2)va + ..+ 25(Njr1 — Aj)v; = 0.
From assumption, \jy1 # X; for alli € {1,2,...,j}, and v; #0 for all i € {1,2,...,5}. We

must have 1 = 22 = ... = z; = 0, which leads to a contradiction. Then v, vo,...,vj,vj41
are linearly independent. This completes the proof. |

An immediate consequence of the above theorem is as follows:
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Corollary 13.5: (Independent Eigenvector Theorem, CNT.) If a matrix A €

R™ ™ has n distinct eigenvalues, then any set of n corresponding eigenvectors form a basis
for R™.

Symmetric Matrix Property 3 of 4

Lemma 13.6: (Orthonormal Eigenvectors for Duplicate Eigenvalue) If A
has a duplicate eigenvalue A; with multiplicity ¢ £ > 2, then there exist k orthonor-
mal eigenvectors corresponding to \;.

a. We will define multiplicity rigorously in Definition 13.2.

Proof [of Lemma 13.6] We note that there is at least one eigenvector @;; corresponding to
Ai. And for such eigenvector x;1, we can always find additional n — 1 orthonormal vectors
Y2, Y3, ..., Ypn so that {x;1,y2,¥ys,...,yn} forms an orthonormal basis in R™. Place the
Y2, Y3, ..., Yn into matrix Y7 and {x;1,y2,¥ys, ..., Yn} into matrix P

Y = [y2,¥3,-- -, Yn] and P =[x, Y1)

We then have
i 0
T _ %

As a result, A and PlT AP, are similar matrices such that they have the same eigenvalues
since Pj is nonsingular (even orthogonal here, see Lemma 8.3, p. 112). We obtain

det(P' AP, — \I,,) =° (\; — \) det(Y;' AY; — A1, _1).

If \; has a multiplicity of k£ > 2, then the term (\; — ) occurs k times in the polynomial from
the determinant det(P,’ AP, —\I,,), i.e., the term occurs k— 1 times in the polynomial from
det(Y;" AY; — AI,,_1). In other words, det(Y;" AY; — \;I,_1) = 0 and ); is an eigenvalue
of Y;T AY;.

Let B = YlTAYl. Since det(B — A;I,—1) = 0, the null space of B—\;I,,_; is not empty.
Suppose (B — \iI,_1)n =0, i.e., Bn = \;n and n is an eigenvector of B.
)(\)i g] , we have AP, [TZL] =P [)(\;’ g
From the left side of this equation, we have

From PlT AP, = ] [;] , where z is any scalar.

AP m — [Nz, AY] [Z]

= \izx;1 + AYn.

(13.7)

3. By the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M = [C D

A B], then det(M) = det(A) det(D —
CA™'B).
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And from the right side of the equation, we have

ofs 3= s 811

= [Nizi Y1B] [fl] (13.8)

= \izx;1 + Y1 Bn
= \;zz;1 + \Yin. (Since Bn = \;n)

Combining Equation (13.8) and Equation (13.7), we obtain
AYin = \Yn,

which means Yin is an eigenvector of A corresponding to the eigenvalue \; (the same
eigenvalue corresponding to x;1). Since Yin is a linear combination of y2,ys, . .., Y, which
are orthonormal to @x;1, the Yim can be chosen to be orthonormal to x;;.

To conclude, if we have one eigenvector x;; corresponding to A; whose multiplicity is k >
2, we could construct the second eigenvector by choosing one vector from the null space of
(B — \iI,—1) constructed above. Suppose now, we have constructed the second eigenvector
x;2, which is orthonormal to a;;. For such eigenvectors x;; and x;2, we can always find ad-
ditional n—2 orthonormal vectors ys, ya, . . . , Yn so that {x;1, T2, Y3, Y4, - . ., Y} forms an or-
thonormal basis in R™. Arrange the ys, yu, . . ., Yp, into matrix Y2 and {@;1, T2, Y3, Ya, - - -, Yn}
into matrix Ps:

Yo = [y3, Y4, -, Yn and P, = [z;1, T2, Y1)

We then have

A 0 0 AN 0 O
PJAP,= |0 X\ 0 =10 X\ 0],
0 0 Y, AY, 0 0 C

where C = Y, AY, such that det(P) APy — \I,) = (\; — A\)?det(C — \I,,_3). If the
multiplicity of A; is & > 3, det(C — \;I,,—2) = 0 and the null space of C — \;I,,_2 is not
none so that we can still find a vector from the null space of C — A\;I,_o and Cn = \;n.

21
Now we can construct a vector |zo| € R™, where z1 and 29 are any scalar values, such that
n
Z1 )\Z 0 0 Z1
APy (2| =P, |0 X\ O z9
n 0 0 Cf||n

Similarly, from the left side of the above equation, we will get A\;z12;1 + A\jzox0 + AYon.
From the right side of the above equation, we will get A\;z1x;1 + A\izoxio + \iYon. As a
result,

AYon = )\ Yon,

153



13.2. EXISTENCE OF THE SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION

where Yon is an eigenvector of A and orthogonal to @x;1, ;5. And it is easy to construct
the eigenvector to be orthonormal to the first two.

The process can go on, and finally, we will find k£ orthonormal eigenvectors corresponding
to )\i~

Actually, the dimension of the null space of P;' AP, — \;I,, is equal to the multiplicity
k. It also follows that if the multiplicity of )\; is k, there cannot be more than k orthogonal
eigenvectors corresponding to A;. Otherwise, it will come to the conclusion that we could
find more than n orthogonal eigenvectors, which leads to a contradiction. |

The proof of the existence of the spectral decomposition is trivial from the lemmas
above. Alternatively, we can use Schur decomposition to prove its existence.
Proof [of Theorem 13.1: Existence of Spectral Decomposition] From the Schur
decomposition in Theorem 12.1 (p. 143), symmetric matrix A = AT leads to QUQ" =
QU QT. Then U is a diagonal matrix. And this diagonal matrix contains eigenvalues of
A. All the columns of @Q are eigenvectors of A. We conclude that all symmetric matrices
are diagonalizable even with repeated eigenvalues. |

For a more compact proof, Lu (2021c) provides an alternative via Gram-Schmidt process
and induction.

For any matrix multiplication, the rank of the result is no greater than the rank of the
input matrices. However, the symmetric matrix A A is exceptional; the rank of AT A is
equal to that of A, which will be used in the proof of singular value decomposition in the
forthcoming section.

Lemma 13.7: (Rank of AB) Given any matrix A € R™*" and B € R"**_ then the
matrix multiplication AB € R™*¥ has rank(AB)<min(rank(A), rank(B)).

Proof [of Lemma 13.7] For matrix multiplication AB, we have

e All rows of AB are linear combinations of rows of B, the row space of AB is a subset
of the row space of B. Thus, rank(AB)<rank(B).

e All columns of AB are linear combinations of columns of A, the column space of AB
is a subset of the column space of A. Thus, rank(AB)<rank(A).

Therefore, rank(AB)<min(rank(A), rank(B)). [ |

Symmetric Matrix Property 4 of 4

Lemma 13.8: (Rank of Symmetric Matrices) If A is an nxn real symmetric
matrix, then rank(A) = the total number of nonzero eigenvalues of A. In particular,
A has full rank if and only if A is nonsingular. Furthermore, C(A) is the linear
space spanned by the eigenvectors of A that correspond to nonzero eigenvalues.
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Proof [of Lemma 13.8] For any symmetric matrix A, we have A, in spectral form, as
A =QAQ" and also A = QT AQ. Since we have shown in Lemma 13.7 that the rank of
the multiplication with rank(AB)<min(rank(A), rank(B)).

e From A = QAQ, we have rank(A) < rank(QA) < rank(A);

e From A = QT AQ, we have rank(A) < rank(Q ' A) < rank(A),

The inequalities above give us a contradiction. And thus rank(A) = rank(A), which is
the total number of nonzero eigenvalues.

Since A is nonsingular if and only if all of its eigenvalues are nonzero, A has full rank
if and only if A is nonsingular. |

Similar to the eigenvalue decomposition, we can compute the m-th power of matrix A
more efficiently via the spectral decomposition.

Remark 13.9: m-th Power

The m-th power of A is A™ = QA™Q" if the matrix A can be factored as the spectral
decomposition A = QAQ .

13.3. Uniqueness of Spectral Decomposition

Clearly, the spectral decomposition is not unique, primarily due to the eigenvalue mul-
tiplicity. When eigenvalues ); and ); coincide for certain 1 < 4,5 < n, interchanging
the corresponding eigenvectors in @ yields equivalent results, yet the decompositions are
different. However, the eigenspaces (i.e., the null space N(A — \;I) for eigenvalue ;) cor-
responding to each eigenvalue are fixed. So there is a unique decomposition in terms of
eigenspaces, and then any orthonormal basis of these eigenspaces can be chosen.

13.4. Other Forms, Connecting Eigenvalue Decomposition*

In this section, we discuss alternative forms of the spectral decomposition under differ-
ent conditions. To see this, we provide a rigorous definition of the characteristic polyno-
mial.
Definition 13.1 (Characteristic Polynomial) For any square matriz A € R™"*", the
characteristic polynomial det(\I — A) is given by

det(\I — A) = \" + ’)/nfl)\n_l + ... +MA+ %
=A== )k (= A,
where A1, Aa, ..., Ay are the distinct roots of det(AI — A) = 0 and also the eigenvalues
of A, and k1 + ko + ...+ kyn = n, d.e., det(A — A) is a polynomial of degree n for any

matriz A € R™™ (see proof of Lemma 13.6).
The equation det(AI — A) = 0 is called the characteristic equation of A.

The characteristic polynomial of a matrix is then employed to define an important
multiplicity as follows:
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Definition 13.2 (Algebraic Multiplicity and Geometric Multiplicity) Given the
characteristic polynomial of a matriz A € R™*":

det(A — A) = (A= AP (A= A)k2 ... (A = A)Pm.

The integer k; is called the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue \;, i.e., the algebraic
multiplicity of eigenvalue X; is equal to the multiplicity of the corresponding root of the
characteristic polynomial.

The eigenspace associated to eigenvalue \; is defined by the null space of (A —
)\11), i.e., N(A - )\ZI)

And the dimension of the eigenspace associated with \;, N(A — N\I), is called the
geometric multiplicity of \;.

In short, we denote the algebraic multiplicity of \; by alg(X\;), and its geometric
multiplicity by geo(\;).

Remark 13.10: Geometric Multiplicity

Note that for a matrix A and its eigenspace N (A — \;I) associated with eigenvalue \;,
the dimension of the eigenspace is also the number of linearly independent eigenvectors
of A associated with A;, namely a basis for the eigenspace. This implies that, while
there are an infinite number of eigenvectors associated with each eigenvalue )\;, the fact
that they form a subspace (provided the zero vector is added) means that they can be
described by a finite number of vectors.

By definition, the sum of the algebraic multiplicities equals n, while the sum of the
geometric multiplicities can be strictly smaller.

Corollary 13.11: (Multiplicity in Similar Matrices) Similar matrices have the same
algebraic multiplicities and geometric multiplicities.

Proof [of Corollary 13.11] In Lemma 8.3 (p. 112), we proved that the eigenvalues of similar
matrices are identical. Consequently, the algebraic multiplicities of similar matrices are the
same as well.

Suppose A and B = PAP~! are similar matrices, where P is nonsingular. And
the geometric multiplicity of an eigenvalue of A, say A, is k. Then there exists a set
of orthogonal vectors vy, v, ..., v, forming a basis for the eigenspace N (A — AI) such
that Av; = Av; for all ¢ € {1,2,...,k}. Then, w; = Puv;’s are the eigenvectors of B
associated with eigenvalue A. Furthermore, these w;’s are linearly independent since P
is nonsingular. Thus, the dimension of the eigenspace N'(B — \;I) is at least k, that is,
dim(N(A — X)) < dim(N(B — XI)).

Similarly, there exists a set of orthogonal vectors wi, wo, ..., wy forming a basis for the
eigenspace N (B — M), then v; = P~lw; for all i € {1,2,...,k} are the eigenvectors of A
associated with A. This will result in dim(N (B — AI)) < dim(N (A — \I)).

Therefore, by “sandwiching”, we get dim(N (A — AI)) = dim(N (B — AI)), which is the
equality of the geometric multiplicities, and the claim follows. |

156



JUN LU CHAPTER 13. SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION (THEOREM)

Lemma 13.12: (Bounded Geometric Multiplicity) For any matrix A € R™*" its
geometric multiplicity is bounded by algebraic multiplicity for any eigenvalue \;:

geo(N;) < alg(\;).

Proof [of Lemma 13.12] If we can identify a similar matrix B of A with a specific form of
the characteristic polynomial, the proof will be complete.

Suppose Py = [v1,v2,...,v] contains the linearly independent eigenvectors of A as-
sociated with ;. That is, the k vectors form a basis for the eigenspace N (A — \;I) and
the geometric multiplicity associated with A; is k. Expanding it to n linearly independent
vectors yields

P = [Pl, PQ] = [’Ul, V2,...,Vk,Vk41y:--, ’Un],

where P is nonsingular. Then we have AP = [\; P, AP;].

A"OI’“ g} where AP, = P,C + P,D, then P"'AP = B
such that A and B are similar matrices. We can always find such C and D that meet the
above condition, since v;’s are linearly independent with spanning the entire space R", and

any column of AP belongs to the column space of P = [P}, P;]. Therefore,

Construct a matrix B = [

det(A — M) = det(P~ 1) det(A — AI) det(P) (det(P~') =1/ det(P))
=det(P7'(A - AI)P) (det(A) det(B) = det(AB))
= det(B — \I)

= det ([(Ai _OA)I’f D fMD

= (A — NEdet(D — AI),
where the last equality is from the fact that if matrix M has a block formulation: M =

[é g] , then det(M) = det(A) det(D — CA*lB). This implies

geo(Ni) < alg(N;).
And we complete the proof. |
Building on the proof of Lemma 13.6, it is evident that symmetric matrices exhibit

equality between algebraic and geometric multiplicities. Such matrices are referred to as
simple matrices.

Definition 13.3 (Simple Matrix) When the algebraic multiplicity and geometric mul-
tiplicity are the same for a matriz, we call it a simple matriz.

Definition 13.4 (Diagonalizable) A matriz A is considered diagonalizable if there
exists a nonsingular matriz P and a diagonal matriz D such that A= PDP~!,

Diagonal matrices possess a very simple structure, facilitating efficient computation of de-
terminants and inverses. The eigenvalue decomposition in Theorem 11.1 (p. 135) and
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the spectral decomposition in Theorem 13.1 exemplify matrices that are diagonalizable.

Lemma 13.13: (Simple Matrices are Diagonalizable) A matrix is a simple matrix
if and only if it is diagonalizable.

Proof [of Lemma 13.13] We will show by forward implication and backward implication
separately as follows.

Forward implication. Suppose that A € R™" is a simple matrix, meaning that the
algebraic and geometric multiplicities for each eigenvalue are equal. Consider a specific
eigenvalue \;, let {vi,vé,...,v,@i} be a basis for the eigenspace N(A — \;I), that is,
{v{, 'vé, . ,v};i} is a set of linearly independent eigenvectors of A associated with \;, where
k; is the algebraic or geometric multiplicity of A\;: alg()\;) = geo(\;) = k;. Suppose there
are m distinct eigenvalues, since k1 4+ ko + ... 4+ k,, = n, the set of eigenvectors consists of
the union of n vectors. Suppose there is a set of x;’s such that

kl k‘2 km
zsz}v}—%Zx?vf—i—...—l—Zaﬁ?‘v;”:0. (13.9)
Jj=1 J=1 Jj=1

Let w* = Zj;l ziv;. Then w' is either an eigenvector associated with A;, or it is a zero
vector. That is, z = > /", w' is a sum of either zero vector or an eigenvector associated
with different eigenvalues of A. Since eigenvectors associated with different eigenvalues are

linearly independent. We must have w’ = 0 for all € {1,2,...,m}. That is,
wi:Z:c;v;:O, for all i € {1,2,...,m}.

Since we assume the eigenvectors U;’S associated with \; are linearly independent, we must
have x; =0 forall i € {1,2,...,m},j € {1,2,...,k;}. Thus, the n vectors are linearly
independent:

{vl, v, ... ,v,ﬁi},{'v%,v%, ... ,'v,%i}, R /A S i &

By eigenvalue decomposition in Theorem 11.1 (p. 135), matrix A can be diagonalizable.

Backward implication. Suppose A is diagonalizable. That is, there exists a nonsingular
matrix P and a diagonal matrix D satisfying A = PDP~!. A and D are similar matrices
such that they have the same eigenvalues (Lemma 8.3, p. 112), same algebraic multiplici-
ties, and geometric multiplicities (Corollary 13.11). It can be easily verified that a diagonal
matrix has equal algebraic multiplicity and geometric multiplicity such that A is a simple
matrix. |
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Remark 13.14: Equivalence on Diagonalization

From Theorem 13.4 that any eigenvectors corresponding to different eigenvalues are lin-
early independent, and Remark 13.10 that the geometric multiplicity is the dimension
of the eigenspace. We realize, if the geometric multiplicity is equal to the algebraic
multiplicity (for all eigenvalues), the eigenspaces can span the entire space R™ if matrix
A € R™ ™. So the above Lemma is equivalent to claiming that if the eigenspaces can
span the entire space R™, then A can be diagonalizable.

Corollary 13.15 A square matrix A with linearly independent eigenvectors is a simple
matrix. Or if A is symmetric, it is also a simple matrix.

The proof for the aforementioned corollary is straightforward, as derived from the eigenvalue
decomposition in Theorem 11.1 (p.135) and the spectral decomposition in Theorem13.1.
Now we are ready to show the second form of the spectral decomposition.

Theorem 13.16: (Spectral Decomposition: The Second Form) A simple matrix
A € R™" can be decomposed as a sum of a set of idempotent matrices

A=) NA;,
i=1
where \; for all i € {1,2,...,n} are eigenvalues of A (duplicate possible), and also known

as the spectral values of A. Specifically, we have the following properties:
1. Idempotent: A? = A, for all i € {1,2,...,n};
2. Orthogonal: A;A; = 0 for all ¢ # j;
3. Additivity: Y A; = Ip;
4. Rank-Additivity: rank(A;) 4+ rank(As) + ... + rank(A,) = n.

Proof [of Theorem 13.16] Since A is a simple matrix, from Lemma 13.13, there exists
a nonsingular matrix P and a diagonal matrix A such that A = PAP~!, where A =

diag(A1, A2, ..., A\n), and \;’s are eigenvalues of A and columns of P are eigenvectors of A.
Suppose
w]
|
P = [1;1 vy ... 'un] and P =
w,

are the column and row partitions of P and P!, respectively. Then we have

w]
L
A=PAP ! = A2 25w
= PAP —['vl vy ... vn] : —Z VW, .
: i=1
w,
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Let A; = vi'w;r, we have A = Z?:l \iA;. We realize that P~'P = I such that

wvy =1, ifi=j;
wiT'vj:O, if 4 # j.

Therefore,

T oo .

viw;, =A4A;, ifi=yj;

AA; = viw;—vjw;r = " v ‘7'

0, if ¢ # j.
This implies the idempotency and orthogonality of A;’s. We also notice that » ;" | A; =
PP~ ! =TI, implying the additivity of A;’s. The rank-additivity of the A;’s is trivial since
rank(A;) =1 for all i € {1,2,...,n}. |

The decomposition is closely related to the Cochran’s theorem, and its application in the
distribution theory of linear models (Lu, 2021c, 2022a).
Going further, suppose we have k distinct eigenvalues, we have the following result.

Theorem 13.17: (Spectral Decomposition: The Third Form) A simple matrix
A € R™" with k distinct eigenvalues can be decomposed as a sum of a set of idempotent

matrices .
A=) NA;,
i=1
where \; for all i € {1,2,...,k} are the distinct eigenvalues of A, and also known as the

spectral values of A. Specifically, we have the following properties:
1. Idempotent: A? = A; for all i € {1,2,...,k};
2. Orthogonal: A;A; = 0 for all i # j;
3. Additivity: Y8 | A; = I,;
4. Rank-Additivity: rank(A;) + rank(Ag) + ...+ rank(A;) = n.

Proof [of Theorem 13.17] From Theorem 13.16, we can decompose A by A = Z?Zl BiB;.
Without loss of generality, the eigenvalues 5;’s are ordered such that g1 < o < ... < Sy,
where duplicate is possible. Let {A1, Ag,...,\r} be the k distinct eigenvalues, and A; be
the sum of the B;’s associated with A;. Suppose the multiplicity of A; is m;, and the B;’s
associated with A; can be denoted by {Bj,B5,..., B, }. Then A; can be denoted by

A; = Z;’Zl BJZ Apparently, we have A = Zle AiA;.

Idempotency. A? = (Bi+Bi+...B}, )(Bi+Bi+...B. )=B,+Bi+...B}, =A;
from the idempotency and orthogonality of B;-’s.

Ortogonality. A;A; = (B + By +... Bﬁnz)(B{ + Bg +... Bfﬁj) = 0 from the orthogo-
nality of the B;’s.

Additivity. Tt is trivial that Y% | A, = I,.
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Rank-Additivity. rank(A;) = rank(} 7", B!) = m; such that rank(A;) 4 rank(Az) +
...+ rank(Ag) =mi +ma2+ ...+ mp =n. [ ]

Theorem 13.18: (Spectral Decomposition: Backward Implication) If a matrix
A € R™" with k distinct eigenvalues can be decomposed as a sum of a set of idempotent

matrices .
A=) NA,
i=1

where \; for all ¢ € {1,2,...,k} are the distinct eigenvalues of A, and
1. Idempotent: A? = A; for all i € {1,2,...,k};
2. Orthogonal: A;A; = 0 for all i # j;
3. Additivity: Zle A, =1I,;
4. Rank-Additivity: rank(A;) + rank(As2) + ... + rank(Ag) = n.

Then the matrix A is a simple matrix.

Proof [of Theorem 13.18] Suppose rank(A;) = r; for all i € {1,2,...,k}. By ULV decom-
position in Theorem 4.1 (p. 81), A; can be decomposed as

L, 0

Ai:Ui[o 0

|v.
where L; € R"*"i ig lower triangular, and U; € R™*™ and V; € R™*"™ are orthogonal. Let

L; _ Y
Xi—Ui[O:| and V;—|:Zi:|,

where X is of size R™ " and Y; € R"*" is the first r; rows of V;. Then we have
A, = X}Y;.
This can be seen as a reduced ULV decomposition of A;. Appending the X;’s and Y;’s

into X and Y,

X =[X1,Xo,..., X, Y = ,

where X € R™"™ and Y € R™™"™ (from rank-additivity). By block matrix multiplication
and the additivity of A;’s, we have

k k

XY =) XYi=) A;=1I

=1 i=1
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Therefore, Y is the inverse of X, and

Y; YiXi ' Xe ... Y1X;
Y> Y2 X1 Yo Xo ... Yo X,
YX= . [X17X27"',Xk]: . . . . =1,
Y, Y. X: Y.Xo ... Y.X,
such that

I., ifi=j;
vix;={m 2
0, if 7 # j.

This implies

Xi, ifi=j;
AX; = PIES O and AX = A X
0, ifi#j,

Finally, we have

AX = A[X), Xo, ..., Xi] = M X1, o Xo, ..., Xk = XA,

where
M1y, 0 . 0
0 Mlp, ... 0
A= ) ) . )
0 0 Y

is a diagonal matrix. This implies A can be diagonalized, and from Lemma 13.13, A is a
simple matrix. |

Corollary 13.19: (Forward and Backward Spectral) Combining Theorem 13.17
and Theorem 13.18, we can claim that matrix A € R™*" is a simple matrix with k distinct
eigenvalues if and only if it can be decomposed as a sum of a set of idempotent matrices

where \; for all ¢ € {1,2,...,k} are the distinct eigenvalues of A, and
1. Idempotent: A? = A; for all i € {1,2,...,k};
2. Orthogonal: A;A; = 0 for all i # j;
3. Additivity: Zle A, =1,;
4. Rank-Additivity: rank(A;) + rank(Ag) + ...+ rank(Ay) = n.

13.5. Skew-Symmetric Matrix and its Properties™®

We have presented the spectral decomposition for symmetric matrices. Another note-
worthy class of matrices connected to symmetry is known as skew-symmetric matrices.
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Definition 13.5 (Skew-Symmetric Matrix) If a matriz A € R™"™ satisfies the con-
dition

AT =—A,
it is termed a skew-symmetric matriz. Notably, under this definition, the diagonal
values ay; for all i € {1,2,...,n} satisfy the condition a;; = —aj;, implying that all the
diagonal components are equal to 0.

We have established, as per Lemma 13.2, that the eigenvalues of symmetric matrices
are real. Similarly, we can demonstrate that all eigenvalues of skew-symmetric matrices are
imaginary.

Lemma 13.20: (Imaginary Eigenvalues) The eigenvalues of any skew-symmetric
matrix are either purely imaginary or zero.

Proof [of Lemma 13.20] Suppose the eigenvalue A of the skew-symmetric matrix A is a
complex number X\ = a + ib, where a and b are real. Its complex conjugate is A = a — ib.
Similarly, for a complex eigenvector & = ¢ + id, its complex conjugate & = ¢ — id, where ¢
and d are real vectors. We then have the following property

_ - 3 ST AT _ 32T
Ax = \x leads to Az = \x transpose to T A =)\x'.

Taking the dot product of the first equation with & and the last equation with a:

z' Az = \z 'z, and z' Az =)z .
Then we have the equality —A\@ 'z = Az (since AT = —A). Since 'x = (c —id) " (c +
id) = ¢' c+d'd is a real number, the real part of A is zero, indicating ) is either imaginary
or zero. m

Lemma 13.21: (Odd Skew-Symmetric Determinant) Given a skew-symmetric ma-
trix A € R"*" if n is odd, then det(A) = 0.

Proof [of Lemma 13.21] When n is odd, we have
det(A) = det(AT) = det(—A) = (—1)"det(A) = — det(A).

This implies det(A) = 0. [ |

Theorem 13.22: (Block-Diagonalization of Skew-Symmetric Matrices) A real
skew-symmetric matrix A € R™"*™ can be decomposed as

A=2ZDZ",
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where Z is an n X n nonsingular matrix, and D is a block-diagonal matrix with the

following form
. 0 1 0 1
oo ([% 1 [%, Jo).

Proof [of Theorem 13.22] We will prove this by recursive calculation. As usual, we will
denote the entry (i,7) of a matrix A by a;;.

Case 1). Suppose the first row of A is nonzero, we notice that EAE" is skew-symmetric
for any matrix E if A is skew-symmetric. This will make both the diagonals of A and
EAET zeros, and the upper-left 2 x 2 submatrix of EAET takes the following form

T . 0 T
(EAE )i1212= {—az O] :

Since we suppose the first row of A is nonzero, there exists a permutation matrix P (Def-
inition 0.14, p. 7), such that we will exchange the nonzero value, say a, in the first row to
the second column of PAPT. As previously discussed, the upper-left 2 x 2 submatrix of
PAPT has the following form

T . 0 a
(PAP ' )i1:2 = [—a O] -
1/a 0

0 Infl
of MPAPT M has the following form

Construct a nonsingular matrix M = [ ] such that the upper left 2 x 2 submatrix

0 1
(MPAP "M ")1910 = {_1 0} )

Now we finish block-diagonalizing the upper-left 2 x 2 block. Suppose now (M PAP™M T)
has a nonzero value, say b, in the first row with entry (1, j) for some j > 2, we can construct
a nonsingular matrix L = I —b- Ej9, where Ej9 is an all-zero matrix except the entry (j,2)
is 1, such that LLMPAPTMT)L" will set the entry with value b to 0.

A Trivial Example

For example, suppose MPAPT M7 is a 3 x 3 matrix with the following value

0 1 1 0 0
MPAP'M"=|-1 0 x|, and L=I-b-Ep=|0 1 0],
x x 0 0 —b 1
where j = 3 for this specific example. This results in
1 0 0 0O 1 b1 0 O 0 1 0
LMPAP'M'L" =10 1 0| |-1 0 x||0 1 —b|=|-1 0 x
0 —b 1 x x 0]1]10 0 1 x x 0
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Similarly, if the second row of LM PAPTMTLT contains a nonzero value, say ¢, we could
construct a nonsingular matrix K = I + ¢+ Ej; such that K(LMPAP "M TLT)K" will
introduce 0 for the entry with value c.

A Trivial Example

For example, suppose LM PAPTM 'L is a 3 x 3 matrix with the following value

0 1 0 1 00
LMPAP'M'L"=|-1 0 ¢|, and K=I+c-Ej;j=10 1 0|,
X x 0 c 01
where j = 3 for this specific example. This results in
1 0070 1 0]t 0 ¢ 0 1 0
KLMPAP " M'L'K" =10 1 0| |-1 0 ¢/ |0 1 0l=|-1 0 0
c 0 1 x x 0110 0 1 x x 0

Since we have shown that KLMPAP "M TLTKT is also skew-symmetric, then, it is
actually

0 10

KLMPAP'M'L'K"=|-1 0 0

0 00

)

so that we do not need to tackle the first 2 columns of the above equation.

Apply this process to the bottom-right (n — 2) x (n — 2) submatrix, we will complete the
proof.

Case 2). If the first row of matrix A is zero, we can utilize a permutation matrix to
reposition the first row to become the last row. Subsequently, we can apply the procedure
outlined in Case 1 to complete the proof. |

The block-diagonalization of skew-symmetric matrices, as discussed earlier, reveals that
the rank of a skew-symmetric matrix is always even. And we could prove the determinant of
skew-symmetric matrices with even order is nonnegative as follows.

Lemma 13.23: (Even Skew-Symmetric Determinant) Given a skew-symmetric
matrix A € R" " if n is even, then det(A) > 0.

Proof [of Lemma 13.23] Applying Theorem 13.22, we could block-diagonalize A = ZDZ T,
resulting in

det(A) = det(ZDZ") = det(Z)? det(D) > 0.

This completes the proof. |
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13.6. Applications
13.6.1 Application: Eigenvalue of Projection Matrix

In Section 14.5 (p. 180), we will show that the QR decomposition can be applied to solve
the least squares problem, where we consider the overdetermined system Ax = b with A €
R™*™ being the data matrix, and b € R™ being the observation matrix (m > n). Normally,
A will have full column rank since the data from real work has a large chance to be unrelated.
And the least squares solution is given by x5g = (AT A)"'ATb for minimizing || Az — b||?,
where AT A is invertible since A has full column rank and rank(A” A) = rank(A). The
recovered observation vector is then b = Azrg = A(ATA)"*ATb. The observed b may
not lie in the column space of A, but the recovered b is within this column space. We then
define such a matrix H = A(ATA)"'A" to be a projection matrix, i.e., projecting b onto
the column space of A. It is also known as a hat matriz, since we put a hat on b. It can
be easily verified the projection matrix is symmetric and idempotent (i.e., H = H' and

H?=H).
Remark 13.24: Column Space of Projection Matrix

We notice that the hat matrix H = A(AT A)"' AT projects any vector in R™ into the
column space of A. That is, Hy € C(A). Notice again Hy is a linear combination of
the columns of H, establishing C(H) = C(A).

In general, for any projection matrix H projecting vectors onto the subspace V, the
relation C(H) = V holds. In a mathematical language, this property can be formally
proved by singular value decomposition (Section 14.1, p. 173).

We now show that any projection matrix has specific eigenvalues.

Proposition 13.25: (Eigenvalue of Projection Matrix) The eigenvalues of a pro-
jection matrix are limited to 0 and 1.

Proof [of Proposition 13.25] Since H is symmetric, we have spectral decomposition H =
QAQ'. From the idempotent property, we have

(QAQT)* =QAQT

QA*QT = QAQT
A=A
A=A,
Consequently, the eigenvalues of H are confined to 0 and 1. |

This property of the projection matrix is important in the analysis of distribution the-
ory for linear models. See Lu (2022a) for more details. Following the eigenvalue of the
projection matrix, it leads to the construction of the perpendicular projection I — H.
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Proposition 13.26: (Project onto Vl) Let V be a subspace, and H be a projection
onto V. Then, I — H serves as the projection matrix onto V.

Proof [of Proposition 13.26] First, (I — H) is symmetric, (I - H)' =T -H" =1 - H
since H is symmetric. Furthermore, it follows that

(I-H?=I*-IH-HI+H>=1-H,

i.e., I — H is idempotent. Thus, I — H is a projection matrix. By spectral theorem again,
let H=QAQ'". ThenI-H =QQ" —QAQ" = Q(I-A)Q'. Consequently, the column
space of I — H is spanned by the eigenvectors of H corresponding to the zero eigenvalues
of H (by Proposition 13.25), aligning precisely with V*. [ |

Again, for a detailed analysis of the origin of the projection matrix and results behind
the projection matrix, we recommend consulting Lu (2021c), although it is not the main
interest of matrix decomposition results.

13.6.2 Application: An Alternative Definition of PD and PSD of Matrices

In Definition 2.1 (p. 29), positive definite matrices and positive semidefinite matrices are
defined based on the quadratic form of the matrices. We here establish that a symmetric
matrix is positive definite if and only if all eigenvalues are positive.

Lemma 13.27: (Eigenvalues of PD and PSD Matrices i.e., the Eigenvalue Char-
acterization Theorem) A matrix A € R"*" is positive definite (PD) if and only if A
has only positive eigenvalues. And a matrix A € R™ " is positive semidefinite (PSD) if
and only if A has only nonnegative eigenvalues.

Proof [of Lemma 13.27] We will prove by forward implication and reverse implication
separately as follows.

Forward implication. Suppose A is PD, then for any eigenvalue A and its corresponding
eigenvector v of A, we have Av = A\v. Thus

vl Av = \|v|]* > 0.
This implies A > 0.

Reverse implication. Conversely, suppose the eigenvalues are positive. By spectral
decomposition of A = QAQ', if x is a nonzero vector, let y = Q ", we have

' Ar =2 (QAQ Nz = (z"Q)AQ z) =y Ay = Z Aiy? > 0.

That is, A is PD.
Analogously, we can prove the second part of the claim. |
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Theorem 13.28: (Nonsingular Factor of PSD and PD Matrices) A real symmet-
ric matrix A is PSD if and only if A can be factored as A = PP, and it is PD if and
only if P is nonsingular.

Proof [of Theorem 13.28] For the first part, we will prove by forward implication and
reverse implication separately as follows.

Forward implication. Suppose A is PSD, its spectral decomposition is given by A =
QAQ'. Since eigenvalues of PSD matrices are nonnegative, we can decompose A =
AY2AY2 Let P = AY2QT, we can decompose A as A = P P.

Reverse implication. If A can be factored as A = P" P, then all eigenvalues of A are
nonnegative since for any eigenvalues A and its corresponding eigenvector v of A, we have

5= v'Av v 'P'Pv | Po|?

O T

This implies A is PSD by Lemma 13.27.

Similarly, we can prove the second part for PD matrices, where the positive definiteness
will result in the nonsingular P, and the nonsingular P implies the positivity of the eigen-
values. m

13.6.3 Proof for Semidefinite Rank-Revealing Decomposition

In this section, we provide a proof for Theorem 2.9 (p. 40), establishing the existence of the
rank-revealing decomposition for positive semidefinite matrices.

Proof [of Theorem 2.9, p. 40] The proof relies on the nonsingular factor of PSD matrices
(Theorem 13.28) and the existence of column-pivoted QR decomposition (Theorem 3.2,
p. 59).

By Theorem 13.28, the nonsingular factor of PSD matrix A is given by A = Z' Z,
where Z = AI/QQT, and A = QAQ" is the spectral decomposition of A.

By Lemma 13.8, the rank of matrix A is the number of nonzero eigenvalues (here, the
number of positive eigenvalues since A is PSD). Thus, only r components in the diagonal
of AY? are nonzero, and Z = A/2Q7 contains only r independent columns, i.e., Z is of
rank r. Using column-pivoted QR decomposition, we have

Ri R
ZP:Q[ o 012},

where P is a permutation matrix, R1; € R™™" is upper triangular with positive diagonals,
and Ry € R™*(=7) Therefore

R/, 0] [R; R
T PPl T _ 11 11 12
PAP_PZZP_{R1T2 0][0 0].

Let

R [Rn R12] ’

0 0
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we find the rank-revealing decomposition for semidefinite matrix: PT AP = R R. |

This decomposition is produced by using complete pivoting. At each stage, the algorithm
permutes the largest diagonal element in the active submatrix into the pivot position. The
process is similar to the partial pivoting technique discussed in Section 1.10.1 (p. 23).

13.6.4 Application: Cholesky Decomposition via the QR Decomposition and
the Spectral Decomposition

In this section, we provide an alternative proof for the existence of the Cholesky decompo-
sition.

Proof [of Theorem 2.1, p. 29] From Theorem 13.28, the PD matrix A can be factored as
A = PP, where P is a nonsingular matrix. Then, the QR decomposition of P is given
by P = QR. This implies

A=P'P=R'Q"QR=R'R,

which closely resembles the Cholesky decomposition, albeit without the stipulation that R
has solely positive diagonal values. Considering the CGS algorithm for computing the QR
decomposition (Section 3.6, p. 53), we realize that the diagonals of R are nonnegative. If
P is nonsingular, these diagonals of R are also positive. |

The above proof is a consequence of the existence of both the QR decomposition and
the spectral decomposition. Therefore, the existence of the Cholesky decomposition can
be demonstrated through the QR decomposition and the spectral decomposition in this
context.

13.6.5 Application: Unique Power Decomposition of Positive Definite
Matrices

Theorem 13.29: (Unique Power Decomposition of PD Matrices) Any n x n
positive definite matrix A can be uniquely decomposed as a product of a positive definite
matrix B such that A = B2.

Proof [of Theorem 13.29] We first prove that there exists such positive definite matrix B
such that A = B2

Existence. Since A symmetric and positive definite, its spectral decomposition is given
by A = QAQ'. Since the eigenvalues of PD matrices are positive by Lemma 13.27, the
square root of A exists. We can define B = QAY2QT such that A = B2, where B is
apparently PD.

Uniqueness. Suppose such factorization is not unique, then there exist two of this de-
composition such that
A =B} = Bj,

where B; and By are both PD. Their spectral decompositions are given by
B =QiA1Q] and By =QyAQ;.
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We notice that A} and A3 contain the eigenvalues of A, and both eigenvalues of B; and
B; contained in A; and Ay are positive (since B; and By are both PD). Without loss of
generality, we suppose A; = Ay = AY2 and A = diag(A1, A2, ..., A\p) such that Ay > Ay >
... > Ap. By B% = B%, we have

Q1AQ| = Q:AQ,  leads t Q) QA =AQ, Q.

Let Z = Q;Ql, this implies A and Z commute, and Z must be a block diagonal matrix
whose partitioning conforms to the block structure of A. This results in A2 =ZAV2ZT
and

By = Q:A'?Q; = @:Q;QiA*Q{ Q:Q; = B1.
This completes the proof. |

Similarly, we could prove the unique decomposition of PSD matrix A = B2, where B is
PSD. A more detailed discussion on this topic can be referred to Koeber and Schéfer (2006).

Decompositions for PD matrices. In summary, for a PD matrix A, we can factor it
into A = RTR, where R is an upper triangular matrix with positive diagonals as shown
in Theorem 2.1 (p. 29) by Cholesky decomposition; A = PT P, where P is nonsingular in
Theorem 13.28; and A = B?, where B is PD in Theorem 13.29.

<= Chapter 13 Problems -

1. Show that the matrix A € R™ ™ and its transpose A have the same eigenvalues.
Hint: prove this using the characteristic polynomial of A.

2. Given symmetric positive definite matrices A and B, the product AB may not retain
symmetry, but its eigenvalues remain positive. Hint: take the product of Bx and
ABx = \x.

3. Given a symmetric positive definite matrix A, show that BT AB is positive definite
if B contains linearly independent columns.

4. Given a symmetric positive definite matrix A € R™*" with eigenvalues arranged in
descending order as A\1 > Ao > ... > A\,.

What are the eigenvalues of A\I — A?

Prove the positive semidefinteness of A\I — A.
Show that \jz'x > x " Az for every € R".
Find the maximum value of " Ax/x " x.

5. Given a matrix A € R™*" satisfying A?> — A = 2I, show that A is diagonalizable.
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14.1. Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)

In eigenvalue decomposition, the matrix is typically factored into a diagonal ma-

trix. However, this is not universally applicable. If A lacks linearly independent

eigenvectors, such diagonalization is impossible. The singular value decompo-
sition (SVD) addresses this limitation. Instead of being decomposed into an eigenvector
matrix, the matrix is split into two orthogonal matrices through SVD. We provide the
result of SVD in the following theorem and we will discuss the existence of SVD in the
following sections.

Theorem 14.1: (Reduced SVD for Rectangular Matrices) Given any real m x n
matrix A with rank r, the matrix A can be decomposed as

A=UXV'T,

where ¥ € R™" is a diagonal matrix 3 = diag(o1,02...,0,) withoy > 09> ... >0, >0
and
e The o;’s are the nonzero singular values of A, in the meantime, they are the (positive)
square roots of the nonzero eigenvalues of AT A and AAT.
e Columns of U € R™*" contain the r eigenvectors of AAT corresponding to the r
nonzero eigenvalues of AAT.
e Columns of V' € R™ " contain the r eigenvectors of AT A corresponding to the r
nonzero eigenvalues of AT A.
e Moreover, the columns of U and V' are called the left and right singular vectors of
A, respectively.
e Further, the columns of U and V are orthonormal (by Spectral Theorem 13.1,
p. 149).
In particular, we can express the matrix decomposition as the sum of outer products
of vectors A =UXV ' = 2221 aiuiv;r , which is a sum of r rank-one matrices.

If we append additional m — r silent columns that are orthonormal to the r eigenvectors
of AAT, just like the silent columns in the QR decomposition (Section 3.7, p. 57), we will
obtain an orthogonal matrix U € R™*™. The same principle applies to the columns of
V', and this yields the full SVD. The comparison between the reduced and the full SVD
is shown in Figure 14.1, where white entries are zero, and blue entries are not necessarily
Z€ro.

14.2. Existence of the SVD

To prove the existence of the SVD, we need to use the following lemmas. We mentioned
above that the singular values are the square roots of the eigenvalues of AT A. While
negative values do not have square roots such that the eigenvalues must be nonnegative.
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(a) Reduced SVD decomposition. (b) Full SVD decomposition.

Figure 14.1: Comparison between the reduced and full SVD.

Lemma 14.2: (Nonnegative Eigenvalues of AT A) Given any matrix A € R™*",
AT A has nonnegative eigenvalues.

Proof [of Lemma 14.2] For eigenvalue A and its corresponding eigenvector x of AT A, we
have

ATAz = \x leads tg AT Ax = )z x.

Since 2T AT Az = ||Az|? > 0 and "2 > 0, we have A > 0. [ |

Since AT A has nonnegative eigenvalues, we can define the singular value o > 0 of A

such that o2 is the eigenvalue of AT A, i.e., | AT Av = o%v | This is essential to the existence
of the SVD.

We have shown in Lemma 13.7 (p. 154) that rank(AB)<min{rank(A), rank(B)}. How-
ever, the symmetric matrix AT A is rather special in that the rank of AT A is equal to
rank(A). And we now prove it.

Lemma 14.3: (Rank of ATA) AT A and A have same rank.

Proof [of Lemma 14.3] Let € N(A), we have
Ax =0 leads tQ AT Az =0,

Le., x € N(A) leads to @ € N(AT A), therefore, N(A) CN(AT A).
Further, let z € N(AT A), we have

AT Az =0 leads tg @' AT Aw = 0 leads tg ||Az|* = 0 leads tg Az =0,

ie,x € N(ATA) leads to € N'(A), therefore, N(ATA) C N(A).
As a result, by “sandwiching”, it follows that

N(A) =N(ATA)  and  dim(N(A)) = dim(N (AT A)).

Applying the fundamental theorem of linear algebra (Theorem 0.3, p. 6), AT A and A have
the same rank. [}

174



JUN LU CHAPTER 14. SINGULAR VALUE DECOMPOSITION (SVD)

Applying the observation to AT, we can also prove that AAT and A have the same
rank:

rank(A) = rank(A'" A) = rank(AA").

In the form of the SVD, we claimed the matrix A is a sum of r rank-one matrices, where
r denotes the number of nonzero singular values. This count of nonzero singular values is,
in fact, equivalent to the rank of the matrix.

Lemma 14.4: (The Number of Nonzero Singular Values vs the Rank) The
number of nonzero singular values of a matrix A is identical to its rank.

Proof [of Lemma 14.4] The rank of any symmetric matrix (here AT A) equals the number
of nonzero eigenvalues (with repetitions) by Lemma 13.8 (p. 154). So the number of nonzero
singular values equals the rank of AT A. By Lemma 14.3, the number of nonzero singular
values equals the rank of A. |

We are now ready to prove the existence of the SVD.
Proof [of Theorem 14.1: Existence of the Reduced SVD] Since A A is a symmetric
matrix, by Spectral Theorem 13.1 (p. 149) and Lemma 14.2, there exists an orthogonal
matrix V' such that

ATA=v=VT|,

where ¥ is a diagonal matrix containing the singular values of A, i.e., X2 contains the

eigenvalues of ATA. Specifically, ¥ = diag(oy,09,...,0,) and {07,03,...,02} are the
nonzero eigenvalues of AT A with r being the rank of A. In other words, {o1,...,0,} are

the singular values of A. In this case, V' € R"*". We now delve into the core of the proof.

Starting from | AT Av; = o2v; |, Vi € {1,2,...,r}, i.e., the eigenvector v; of AT A is
2.
ot

corresponding to eigenvalue o
1. Multiplying both sides by v, :

v AT Av; = o%v; v leads to | Av;||* = o2 leads to | Av;|| = o;.

2

2. Multiplying both sides by A:

AAT Av; = U?A’Ui leads to AATAi?i = 0‘?&

o g3

leads tg AATui = agui,
where we notice that this form can find the eigenvector of AAT corresponding to o,
v;

which is Aw;. Since the length of Awv; is 0;, we then define u; = ’?7 with a norm of 1.

These u;’s are orthogonal because (Av;)" (Av;) = v AT Av; = UJZ-U;FU]‘ =0if ¢ # j. That
is,

AAT —UsUT |
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Since | Av; = o;u; |, we have

[Avy, Avg, ..., Av,| = [o1u1,00us, . .., 00U, leads tQ AV =UX,

which completes the proof. |

By appending silent columns into U and V', we can easily find the full SVD. A additional
outcome of the above proof is that the spectral decomposition of AT A = VE2V T will result
in the spectral decomposition of AAT = UX?U T with the same eigenvalues.

Corollary 14.5: (Eigenvalues of AT A and AAT) The nonzero eigenvalues of AT A
and AAT are the same.

We have shown in Lemma 14.2 that the eigenvalues of A" A are nonnegative. Consequently,
the eigenvalues of AAT are nonnegative as well.

Corollary 14.6: (Nonnegative Eigenvalues of A" A and AA") The eigenvalues of
ATA and AAT are nonnegative.

The existence of the SVD is important for defining the effective rank of a matrix.

Definition 14.1 (Effective Rank vs Exact Rank) Effective rank, or also known as
the numerical rank. Following Lemma 14.4, the number of nonzero singular values is
equal to the rank of a matriz. Assume the i-th largest singular value of A is denoted as
0i(A). Then if o,.(A) > o,41(A) = 0, r is known as the numerical rank of A. Whereas,
when o;(A) > o,41(A) = 0, it is known as having exact rank r as we have used in
most of our discussions.

14.3. Properties of the SVD
14.3.1 Four Subspaces in SVD

For any matrix A € R™*" we have the following property:

e N(A) is the orthogonal complement of the row space C(AT) in R™: dim(N(A)) +
dim(C(AT)) = n;
e N(AT) is the orthogonal complement of the column space C(A) in R™: dim(N(AT))+
dim(C(A)) = m.
This is referred to as the fundamental theorem of linear algebra, also known as the
rank-nullity theorem (Theorem 0.3, p. 6). Using the SVD, we can identify an orthonormal
basis for each subspace.

Lemma 14.7: (Four Orthonormal Bases) Given the full SVD of a matrix A =
UXV', where U = [uy,us,...,uy] and V = [v1,vs,...,v,] are the column partitions
of U and V, respectively. Then, we have the following property:

e {v,v9,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis of C(AT);

e {V;11,Vr42,...,V,} is an orthonormal basis of N'(A);
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column
space
of A

Figure 14.2: Orthonormal bases that diagonalize A from SVD.

o {uj,ug,...,u,} is an orthonormal basis of C(A);

o {Uri1,Ury2,..., Uy} is an orthonormal basis of N'(AT).

The relationship of the four subspaces is demonstrated in Figure 14.2, where A transfers
the row basis v; into column basis u; by o;u; = Av; for all i € {1,2,...,r}.

Proof [of Lemma 14.7] From Lemma 13.8 (p. 154), for symmetric matrix AT A, C(AT A)
is spanned by the eigenvectors, thus {v;,vs,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis of C(AT A).
Considering the following;:

1. AT A is symmetric, then the row space of A" A equals the column space of AT A.

2. All rows of AT A are the linear combinations of the rows of A, so the row space of
AT A C the row space of A, ie., C(ATA) CC(AT).

3. Since rank(AT A) = rank(A) by Lemma 14.3, we then have:
The row space of AT A = the column space of AT A = the row space of A, i.e.,
C(ATA)=C(AT"). Thus, {v1,vs,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis of C(AT).

Furthermore, the space spanned by {v;41,Vr42,...,v,} is an orthogonal complement
to the space spanned by {vi,vs,..., v}, S0 {Vy41,Vry2,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis of
N(A).

If we apply this process to AA", we will prove the rest claims in the lemma. Also, we
can see that {uy,us,...,u,} is a basis for the column space of A by Lemma 0.2 (p. 6) ',
sinceui:AU—?,VZ'E{LZ...,T}. [ |

I. For any matrix A, let {ri,7r2,...,7-} be a set of vectors in R", which forms a basis for the row space,

then {Ary, Ars, ..., Ar,} is a basis for the column space of A.
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14.3.2 Relationship between Singular Values and Determinant

Let A € R™™ be a square matrix, and the singular value decomposition of A is given by
A=UXVT, it follows that

|det(A)| = |det(UZV )| = |det(Z)| = g109. .. on.

If all the singular values o; are nonzero, then det(A) # 0. That is, A is nonsingular. If
there is at least one singular value such that o; = 0, then det(A) = 0, and A does not have
full rank, and is not invertible. Then the matrix is called singular. This is why o;’s are
known as the singular values.

14.3.3 Orthogonal Equivalence

We have defined in Definition 8.2 (p. 111) that A and PAP~! are similar matrices for any
nonsingular matrix P. The orthogonal equivalence is defined in a similar way.

Definition 14.2 (Orthogonal Equivalent Matrices) Given any orthogonal matri-
ces U and V', the matrices A and UAV are called orthogonal equivalent matrices.
Or unitary equivalent in the complexr domain when U and V' are unitary.

Then, we have the following property for orthogonal equivalent matrices.

Lemma 14.8: (Orthogonal Equivalent Matrices) Given any orthogonal equivalent
matrices A and B, then singular values are the same.

Proof [of Lemma 14.8] Since A and B are orthogonal equivalent, there exist orthogonal
matrices that B = UAV. We then have

BB' = (UAV)(VTATUT)=UuAATU".

This implies BB" and AAT are similar matrices. By Lemma 8.3 (p. 112), the eigenvalues
of similar matrices are the same, which proves the singular values of A and B are the same.
|

14.3.4 SVD for QR

Lemma 14.9: (SVD for QR) Suppose the full QR decomposition for a matrix A €
R™*™ with m > n is given by A = QR, where Q € R™*™ is orthogonal and R € R™*" is
upper triangular. Then A and R have the same singular values and right singular vectors.

Proof [of Lemma 14.9] We notice that AT A = R" R such that AT A and R" R have the
same eigenvalues and eigenvectors, i.e., A and R have the same singular values and right
singular vectors (i.e., the eigenvectors of AT A or R"R). |

178



JUN LU CHAPTER 14. SINGULAR VALUE DECOMPOSITION (SVD)

The above lemma implies that the SVD of a matrix can be constructed by its QR
decomposition. Suppose the QR decomposition of A is given by A = QR, and the SVD of
R is given by R = UpXV . Therefore, the SVD of A can be obtained by

A=QU,xV'.
U

14.4. Polar Decomposition

A decomposition closely related to the SVD is the polar form of a matrix. In the context of
continuum mechanics, it is imperative to distinguish between stretching and rotation. The
polar decomposition factors any matrix into an orthogonal matrix (corresponds to rotation)
and a symmetric matrix (corresponds to stretching or compression, see Chapter 15, p. 192).

Theorem 14.10: (Polar Decomposition) Given a real n X n square matrix A with
rank r, then the matrix A can be decomposed as

A=QS,

where @ is an orthogonal matrix, and S is a positive semidefinite matrix. And this form
is called the left polar decomposition. Also the matrix A can be decomposed as

A: SQT;

where @), is an orthogonal matrix, and S is a positive semidefinite matrix. And this form

is called the right polar decomposition.
Specially, the left and right polar decomposition of a square full-rank matrix A is

unique.

Since every n x n square matrix A has full SVD A = UXV ", where both U and
V are n x n orthogonal matrix. We then have A = (UVT)(VEVT) = Q;S, where it
can be easily verified that Q; = UV'" is an orthogonal matrix, and § = VIV is a
symmetric matrix. We notice that the singular values in 3 are nonnegative, showing that
S=vIVT =vE/2x2TyT and S is PSD.

Similarly, we have A = USU UV = (USU ") (UV") = 8Q,. Here, S =UXU " =
USY2512TUT such that S is PSD as well.

For the uniqueness of the right polar decomposition, we suppose the decomposition is
not unique, and two of the decompositions are given by

A=51Q1 = 50Q,

such that
51 = 5:Q:Q1 .

Since S7 and Sy are symmetric, we have
St = S518] = 5:Q:Q{Q:1Q; 52 = S5.
This implies S; = S9, and the decomposition is unique (Theorem 13.29, p. 169). Similarly,

the uniqueness of the left polar decomposition can be implied from the context.
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Corollary 14.11: (Full-Rank Polar Decomposition) When A € R™*" has full rank,
then the S in both the left and right polar decomposition is a symmetric positive definite

matrix.

14.5. Application: Least Squares via the Full QR Decomposition, UTV,
SVD

Least Squares via the Full QR Decomposition

Let’s consider the overdetermined system Ax = b, where A € R"™*" is the data matrix,
b € R™ with m > n is the observation matrix. Normally, A will have full column rank
since the data from real work has a large chance to be unrelated. And the least squares
(LS) solution is given by #15 = (AT A)"'ATb for minimizing || Az — b||*, where AT A is
invertible since A has full column rank and rank(A" A) = rank(A).

However, the inverse of a matrix is not easy to compute, we can then use the QR
decomposition to find the least squares solution as illustrated in the following theorem.

Theorem 14.12: (LS via QR for Full Column Rank Matrix) Let A € R™*",
and A = QR represents its full QR decomposition with Q € R™*™ being an orthogonal
matrix, R € R™*" being an upper triangular matrix appended by additional m — n zero

rows. Assume A has full column rank with m > n. Suppose further R = [ 01], where

R, € R™™ is the square upper triangular in R, and b € R™, then the LS solution to
Ax = b is given by
TLs = Rl_lca

where ¢ is the first n components of Q"b.
Proof [of Theorem 14.12] Since A = QR is the full QR decomposition of A and m > n,

the last m — n rows of R are zero as shown in Figure 3.4 (p. 58). Then R; € R"*" is the

square upper triangular in R and Q' A = R = 131 . Thus,

|Az — b||* = (Az — b)T (Az — b)

= (Az—-b)'QQ"(Azx —b) (Since Q is an orthogonal matrix)
2

= HQTASB - QTbH (Invariant under orthogonal)
2

|5z

2 2
= [[Raz — c[” + [|d[|7,

where ¢ is the first n components of Q' b, and d is the last m —n components of Q' b. And
the LS solution can be calculated by performing back substitution of the upper triangular
system Rjx = ¢, which can be expressed as x;g = Rl_lc. |
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To verify Theorem 14.12, we consider the full QR decomposition of A = QR, where
Q € R™™ and R € R™™, Together with the LS solution x;5 = (AT A)"'ATb, we
obtain
xrs=(ATA)TATH

_ (RTQTQR)flRTQTb

_ (RTR)—IRTQTb
(R{R))'R'Q'b (14.1)
=R 'R; "R/ Qb
= R{'Q[b,

0
is the first n columns of @ (i.e., Q1R is the reduced QR decomposition of A). Then the
result of Equation (14.1) agrees with Theorem 14.12.

R . . )
where R = [ 1] and Ry € R™ " is an upper triangular matrix, and Q1 = Q1.m,1:n € R™*"

To conclude, using the QR decomposition, we first derive directly the least squares
result, which results in the argument in Theorem 14.12. Moreover, we verify the result of
LS from calculus indirectly by the QR decomposition as well. The two results coincide with
each other. For readers who are interested in LS in linear algebra, a pictorial view of least
squares for full column rank A in the fundamental theorem of linear algebra is provided in
Lu (20214).

Least Squares via ULV /URV for Rank-Deficient Matrices

In the above section, we introduced the LS via the full QR decomposition for full-rank matri-
ces. However, if often happens that the matrix may be rank-deficient. If A does not have full
column rank, AT A is not invertible. We can then use the ULV /URV decomposition to find
the least squares solution as illustrated in the following theorem.

Theorem 14.13: (LS via ULV /URV for Rank-Deficient Matrix) Let A € R™*"
with rank r and m > n. Suppose A = UTYV is its full ULV/URV decomposition, where
U e R™*™ and V € R™" are orthogonal matrices, and

[T, o
r-[

where T1; € R™ " is a lower triangular matrix or an upper triangular matrix. Suppose
b € R™, then the LS solution with the minimal #s-norm to Az = b is given by

-1
s =[]

where ¢ represents the first » components of U "b.
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Proof [of Theorem 14.13] Since A = QR is the full QR decomposition of A and m > n,
the last m — n rows of R are zero as shown in Figure 3.4 (p. 58). Then, R; € R™*"™ is the

square upper triangular in R and Q' A = R = [ROI] . Thus,
|Axz — b|* = (Az — b) T (Az — b)
= (Az —b)'UU " (Ax — b) (Since U is an orthogonal matrix)
2
= HUTAJ: -U TbH (Invariant under orthogonal)

2
= HUTUTV:c _ UTbH
2
- HTVa: _ UTbH
= |Tue — ¢l + |4,

where ¢ is the first 7 components of U b, d is the last m — r components of U ' b, e is the
first 7 components of V&, and f is the last n — r components of Vx:

sl vl

And the LS solution can be calculated by performing back/forward substitution of the
upper/lower triangular system T11e = ¢, i.e., e = Tl_llc. For x to have a minimal /5>-norm,
f must be zero. That is,

_yvT Tl_lc
:ICLS—V I: 0 .

This completes the proof. |

A word on the minimal /s-norm LS solution. For the least squares problem, the set
of all minimizers
X ={x e€R":|Ax — b| = min}

is convex (Golub and Van Loan, 2013). If ;, 2 € X and A € [0, 1], then

|AQ@: + (1= Nwz) = bl < Al|Aws = bl + (1= ) | Awz — b]| = min || Az ] .

Thus, Ax; + (1 — A)xe € X. In the above proof, if we do not set f = 0, we will find more
least squares solutions. However, the minimal fo-norm least squares solution is unique. For
the full-rank case as discussed in the previous section, the least squares solution is unique
and it must have a minimal ¢o-norm. See also Foster (2003); Golub and Van Loan (2013)
for a more detailed discussion on this topic.

Least Squares via SVD for Rank-Deficient Matrices

Apart from the UTV decomposition for rank-deficient least squares solution, SVD serves as
an alternative.
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Theorem 14.14: (LS via SVD for Rank-Deficient Matrix) Let A € R™*" and
A =UXV represents its full SVD decomposition, where U € R™*™ and V € R™ " are
orthogonal matrices, and rank(A) = r. Suppose U = [u1, U, ..., Up], V = [v1,02,..., 0],
and b € R™, then the LS solution with minimal #>-norm to Ax = b is given by

b
TLs =Y ——v;=VETUb, (14.2)
=1
: b mnxm e o s : L [=F o] .

where the upper-left side of X7 € R is a diagonal matrix, and X7 = 0 0o with
= diag(oil, (%2, e %)
Proof [of Theorem 14.14] Write out the loss to be minimized
|Az —b||> = (Az —b) " (Az — b)

= (Az —b)'UU " (Axz — b) (Since U is an orthogonal matrix)

2
= HUTA:B - UTbH (Invariant under orthogonal)
T T T2
= HU AVV 'k -U bH (Since V is an orthogonal matrix)
2
- Hza - UTbH (Let a = V)
T m
= (oo —u/b)* + ) (u/b)%. (Since 041 = Opio=...= 0y =0)
i=1 i=r+1
.

Since & only appears in a, we just need to set o = — ® for all i € {1,2,...,r} to minimize

g4

the above equation. Any value assigned to @,t1, @y9,...,a, will not affect the result.
From the regularization point of view (or here, we want the minimal fs-norm), we can set
them to be 0. This gives us the LS solution via SVD:

~ub +T +
Trs =) v,=VEtU b= A,

o

i=1

where AT = VETUT € R™™ is known as the pseudo-inverse of A. |

14.6. Application: Principal Component Analysis (PCA) via the Spectral
Decomposition and the SVD

An important application of SVD is to apply principal component analysis (PCA). The
PCA is frequently employed to identify patterns in data and find the variance-covariance
structure of the data so as to accomplish

1. Data reduction. We reduce the data dimension using a smaller number of principal
components.
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14.6. APPLICATION: PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS (PCA) VIA THE SPECTRAL
DECOMPOSITION AND THE SVD

2. Interpretation. The PCA can help reveal relationships that were not suspected previ-
ously.

Given a data set of n observations {x1, 2, ..., ®,}, where x; € RP foralli € {1,2,...,n}.
Our goal is to project the data onto a low-dimensional space, say m < p. Define the sample
mean vector and sample covariance matrix

1 — 1 <
T = n;wl and S = n_I;(iEi—w)(mi_w)Tv

where the n — 1 term in the covariance matrix is to make it to be an unbiased consistent
estimator of the covariance (Lu, 2022a). Or the covariance matrix can also be defined as
S=15" (z;—%)(x;—)", which is also a consistent estimator of the covariance matrix
2

n

Each data point «; is then projected onto a scalar value using a vector u; (see discussion
below) such that w{ ;. The mean of the projected data is obtained by E[u{ ;] = u{ Z,

and the variance of the projected data is given by

n

1
Cov[u{ x;] = 1 (u] ¢ —u{ T)? =
i=1

1 < _ _
p—] Z ul (x; — %) (z; — ) wy
i=1

=u{ Su;.

Our objective is to maximize the projected variance uir Swuy concerning w; to retain more
information from the projected data. To achieve this, we need to impose a constraint
on |luy]| to prevent it from approaching infinity, which is achieved by setting u| u; = 1.
Employing Lagrange multiplier (see Bishop (2006); Boyd et al. (2004)), we can maximize
the following objective:

w] Sup + A (1 —uj uy).

A trivial calculation will lead to
Sui = \ug leads tg u]—Sul = A1.

That is, w1 is an eigenvector of S corresponding to eigenvalue A;. And the maximum
variance projection w; is corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of S. The eigenvector is
known as the first principal axis.

Define the other principal axes by decremental eigenvalues until we have m such principal
components. The procedure brings about the dimension reduction. This is known as the
mazimum-variance formulation of PCA (Hotelling, 1933; Bishop, 2006; Shlens, 2014). An
alternative approach, known as the minimume-error formulation of PCA, is discussed in
Pearson (1901); Bishop (2006).

2. Consistency: An estimator 6, of 6 constructed on the basis of a sample of size n is said to be consistent
if 0, 2 0 as n — oo.
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PCA via the spectral decomposition. Now let’s assume the data are centered such
that the sample mean vector T is zero, or we can set x; := x; — T to centralize the data,
i.e., achieving data centering by subtracting the mean from each data point. Let the data
matrix X € R™*P contain the data observations as rows. The covariance matrix is given by

T
S:X X7
n—1

which is a symmetric matrix, and its spectral decomposition is given by
S=UAU", (14.3)

where U is an orthogonal matrix of eigenvectors (the columns of U are eigenvectors of S),
and A = diag(A1, A2,...,\,) is a diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues (ordered such
that Ay > Ao > ... > \,). The eigenvectors are called principal azes of the data, and they
decorrelate the the covariance matrix. Projections of the data on the principal axes are
called the principal components. The i-th principal component is given by the i-th column
of XU. If our objective is to reduce the dimension from p to m, we simply select the first
m columns of XU.

PCA via the SVD. If the SVD of X is given by X = PXQ", then the covariance
matrix can be expressed as
XTx 2
S = =Q

n—1

Q, (14.4)

n—1
where Q € RP*P is an orthogonal matrix containing the right singular vectors of X, and
the upper-left part of 3 is a diagonal matrix containing the singular values diag(oy, o9, ...)
with o1 > o2 > .... The number of singular values is equal to min{n, p}, which will not be
larger than p and some of then may be zeros.

The comparison between Equation (14.4) and Equation (14.3) suggests that Equa-
tion (14.4) also represents a spectral decomposition of S. This is due to the fact that
both the eigenvalues in A and singular values in 3 are ordered in a descending order, and
the spectral decomposition in terms of the eigenspaces is unique (Section 13.3, p. 155).

In other words, the right singular vectors @ can also serve as the principal axes, which
decorrelate the covariance matrix, and the singular values are related to the eigenvalues

2
of the covariance matrix through the relationship: A; = najl. To reduce the dimension-
ality of the data from p to m, we should select the largest m singular values and the
corresponding right singular vectors. This is also related to the truncated SVD (TSVD)

Xm =y UipiqiT, where p;’s and g;’s are the columns of P and Q.

A byprodugt of PCA via the SVD for high-dimensional data. For a principle axis
u; of S = XX we have

n—1
X'x
—U; = )\Zuz
n—1
Left multiply by X, we obtain
bo.d

n—1 (Xul) = )\Z(Xuz),
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which implies ); is also an eigenvalue of )fL )fl € R™"™ and the corresponding eigenvector

is Xu;. This relationship is also stated in the proof of Theorem 14.1, which establishes

the existence of the SVD. If p > n, instead of finding the eigenvector of S = XT{(, ie.,
XTx
n—1
complexity from O(p3) to O(n?) if p > n.

Return to the principle axes of S = }g i{( . Suppose now, the eigenvector of X

corresponding to a nonzero eigenvalue \;,

n—

, we can find the eigenvector of XX L. This reduces the

the principle axes of S = o

X7 .
n_i 1S Vi,

xxT
U;
n—1

= )\i'Ui-

Left multiply by X T, we obtain

X'x
n—1

(X Tv) = 8(X Tv;) = M(X Twy),
i.e., the eigenvector u; of S, is proportional to X Tv;, where v; is the eigenvector of )fl i(lT

corresponding to the same eigenvalue );. Note here, a further normalization step is needed
to make ||u;| = 1.

14.7. Application: Low-Rank Approximation

Considering a low-rank approximation problem, there are basically two types related due
to the interplay of rank and error: fixed-precision approximation problem and fized-rank
approzimation problem. In the fixed-precision approximation problem, for a given matrix
A and a given tolerance €, one wants to find a matrix B with rank » = r(e) such that
||A — B|| < € in an appropriate matrix norm. On the contrary, in the fixed-rank approxi-
mation problem, one looks for a matrix B with fixed rank k and an error |A — B|| as small
as possible. In this section, we will consider the latter. Some excellent examples can also
be found in Kishore Kumar and Schneider (2017); Martinsson (2019).

Suppose we want to approximate matrix A € R™*" with rank r by a rank-k matrix B
(k < r). The approximation is measured by spectral norm:

B = argmin [|A - B|,,
B

where the spectral norm is defined as follows:

Definition 14.3 (Spectral Norm) The spectral norm of a matric A € R™*" is de-

fined as

A
1A, = max A2l Az,
20 ||zl weRriful,=1

which is also the mazimal singular value of A, i.e., ||A|, = 01(A).

Then, we can recover the optimal rank-k£ approximation by the following theorem.
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Theorem 14.15: (Eckart-Young-Misky Theorem w.r.t. Spectral Norm) Given
a matrix A € R™*™ and 1 < k <rank(A) = r, and let Ay be the truncated SVD (TSVD)
of A with the largest k terms, i.e., Ay = Ele Jiui'viT from the SVD of A =", Jiuiv;
by zeroing out the r — k trailing singular values of A. Then, Ay is the optimal rank-k
approximation to A in terms of the spectral norm.

Note that Ay can be stored using (m + n)k + k entries, as opposed to mn entries.

Proof [of Theorem 14.15] We need to show for any matrix B, if rank(B) = k, then
A= Blly > [|A = Agl,.
Since rank(B) = k, then dim(N(B)) = n— k. As a result, any set of k4 1 basis vectors

in R™ intersects N'(B). As shown in Lemma 14.7, {v1,v,...,v,} is an orthonormal basis
of C(AT) C R™, so that we can choose the first k + 1 v;’s as a k + 1 basis for R". Let
Vi41 = [v1, 02, ..., Vk41], then there is a vector @ such that

x € N(B)NC(Vit1), st x|l = 1.

That is, « can be expressed as © = ijll a;v;, and HijII a;v;
= = 2

also have Bx = 0. Thus, it follows that

= Zf;rll a? = 1. And we

|A— B3> |(A—-B)x|3-|z|3, (From defintion of spectral norm)
= |\Aac||§, (z in null space of B)
k+1
= Z ol (v )2, (x orthogonal to vg42,...,v,)
=1
k+1
> 074 Z(U;@Q, (o1 <op <...<0q)
i=1
k+1
ZUI%HZCE?, (v, & = a;)
i=1
2
= Ok+1-
On the other hand, it is evident that ||A — Agl3 = [ UiuiviTH; = op,;- Thus,
|A— Agll, < ||A — BJ|,, which completes the proof. [ ]

Moreover, readers can prove that Ay is also the optimal rank-k approximation to A in
terms of the Frobenius norm. The minimal error is given by the Euclidean norm of the singu-

lar values that have been zeroed out in the process: ||A — Ag||p = \/U,%H + 030+ ...+ 02
(Lu, 2021c¢).
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Definition 14.4 (Frobenius Norm) The Frobenius norm of a matric A € R™ ™ is
defined as

m,n
lAlp = | 2 (ai)? = /tr(AAT) = \ /(AT A) =\ /o? + 03 + ...+ 02,
i=1,j=1
where 01,09, ...,0, are nonzero singular values of A.

Exercise 14.1 Given the definition of the Frobenius norm, show that Ay = Zle aiuiv;
s also the optimal rank-k approximation to A in terms of the Frobenius norm.

<= Chapter 14 Problems <~

1. Given a matrix A € R™*" show that the trace of AT A is equal to the sum of all a?

©5°
ie, tr(ATA) = EZE’; a?j.

2. Given a matrix A € R™*" with rank r, suppose further the columns of B € R"*"
span the column space of A, and the columns of C € R™*" span the row space of A.
Show that the matrix A admits the factorization A = BEC', where E is an r by r
nonsingular matrix.

3. Given a square matrix A € R™*™ with rank r, and consider the (2n) x (2n) symmetric

matrix
0o A
B- [ 2 0] .
Suppose A admits the full SVD A = UXV ", where = diag(oy, 09, ...,0n).

e Show that oy, is an eigenvalue of B corresponding with the eigenvector [Z];] for
any k € {1,2,...,n}, and that —oy, is an eigenvalue of B corresponding with the
eigenvector [_U’ZJ for any k € {1,2,...,n}.

e Show that the 2n eigenvectors are pairwise orthogonal.

4. Given a rectangular matrix A € R™*" with rank r, and consider the (m-+n) x (m+n)

B:[O A].

symmetric matrix
AT 0
Suppose A admits the full SVD A = UXV ", where X = diag(o1, 09,...,05).
e Show that oy, is an eigenvalue of B corresponding with the eigenvector [Zk:] for
k
any k € {1,2,...,7}, and that —oy is an eigenvalue of B corresponding with the
eigenvector [ 'v:; } for any k € {1,2,...,r}.
—uy

e Show that the remaining m + n — 2r eigenvectors of B are corresponding to the
eigenvalue 0.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

e Show that the m 4+ n eigenvectors are pairwise orthogonal.

. Given two nonzero vectors u,v € R”, and let A = wv'. Show that the nonzero

singular value of A is |lu|| - ||v]|.

. Given a square matrix A € R™*" with singular values o1 > 02 > ... > 0,. Show that

03,03, ...,00 are the singular values of AATA.

Given a rectangular matrix A € R™*"_ and let B € R™*™ be the submatrix of A,
where m < m and n < n. Show that the largest singular value of B is not greater
than the largest singular value of A.

. Given a positive definite matrix A € R"*", show that the singular values and the

eigenvalues of A are the same.

. Given a matrix A € R™*" and a positive definite matrix B € R™*", prove that the

singular values of BA and A are the same. And also discuss the relationship between
the left and right singular vectors of BA and A.

We have shown in Lemma 14.8 that orthogonal equivalent matrices have the same
singular values. Prove the reverse implication that if two matrices have the same
singular values, then they are orthogonal equivalent.

We only discuss the SVD of real matrices in this chapter: A = UXV ", Show that if
A is real, then U and V are real.

Given a Householder transformation matrix H = I — 2uu' € R™", where ||u| =
1, determine the eigenvalues, determinant, and singular values of the Householder
transformation matrix.

Given the nonzero singular values o1, 09,...,0, of A, discuss the singular values of
AT, yA with v > 0, and A~! with A being nonsingular.

Given a square and real matrix A € R"*" show that A = 0 if and only if A has only
zero eigenvalues.

Given a square matrix A € R™ ", show that AT A and AAT are similar (Defini-
tion 8.2, p. 111). Hint: proceeding with the SVD of A.

Show that all eigenvalues of a square matrix are less than or equal to the maximal
singular value o7;.

Suppose x is an eigenvector of AT A corresponding to a nonzero eigenvalue, discuss
the eigenvector of AA". Hint: pre-multiply by A.

Given the SVD of a nonsingular square matrix A = UXV T € R™ ", find the singular
values of AT A.

Find the optimal rank-1 approximation in terms of the spectral norm for the following
matrix:

cosf) —sinf
sinf cos@ |’

Skew-symmetric. Given a skew-symmetric and tridiagonal matrix S € R™*", show
that it admits the decomposition

0 BT
T _

P'SP = [B 0 ] ,
where B € R"™*™ n = 2m, and P is a permutation. Given further the SVD of

B =UXV", find the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of S.
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We consider a vector v € R? with elements v = [3,7,2] . However, it is essential

to clarify the significance of these values: In the Cartesian coordinate system,

they represent a component of 3 along the z-axis, a component of 7 along the
y-axis, and a component of 2 along the z-axis. Matrix multiplication, on the other hand,
gains significance when applied in high-dimensional spaces.

15.1. An Overview of Matrix Multiplication

Coordinate defined by a nonsingular matrix. Suppose we have a 3 x 3 nonsingular
matrix B, which is invertible and possesses linearly independent columns. Consequently,
the three columns of B collectively establish a basis for the R? space. Taking a step further,
these three columns of B can be viewed as the basis for a new coordinate system, referred
to as the B coordinate system.

Returning to the Cartesian coordinate system, we also have a set of three vectors forming
a basis, denoted by {ej, es, es}. If we arrange these three vectors as columns in a matrix,
this matrix will be an identity matrix. Therefore, when we multiply a vector v by the
identity matrix, denoted by Iv, we are essentially performing a coordinate transformation
that leaves v in the same coordinate system. In other words, v = v means transferring
v from the Cartesian coordinate system into the Cartesian coordinate system,
the same coordinate.

Similarly, when we multiply a vector v by the matrix B, denoted by Bv, we are trans-
forming v from the Cartesian coordinate system into the B coordinate system.
To illustrate this with a specific example, consider v = [3,7,2]" and B = [by, by, b3]. In
this case, we have u = Bwv = 3by + Tby + 2bs, i.e., vector u contains 3 of the first basis
b; of B, 7 of the second basis by of B, and 2 of the third basis bs of B. Now, if we wish
to transform the vector w from the B coordinate system back to the Cartesian coordinate
system, we can achieve this by multiplying w by the inverse of B, denoted by B~!. This
operation results in B~ lu = v.

Coordinate defined by an orthogonal matrix. A 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix @ defines
a “better” coordinate system since its three columns, forming the basis, are orthonormal to
each other (same as those in the Cartesian coordinate system). The operation Qu facilitates
the transition of v from the Cartesian coordinate system to the one defined by the orthogonal
matrix. Since the basis vectors from the orthogonal matrix exhibit orthonormality, just like
the three vectors ey, es, e3 in the Cartesian coordinate system, the transformation induced
by the orthogonal matrix involves rotating or reflecting the Cartesian system. To revert to
the Cartesian coordinate system, one can utilize Q' = Q.

15.2. Eigenvalue Decomposition

A square matrix A with linearly independent eigenvectors can be factored as A = X AX 1,
where X and X ! are nonsingular so that they define a system transformation inherently.
The operation Au = X AX u firstly transfers w into the coordinate system defined by
X!, which we shall refer to as the eigen coordinate system. Subsequently, the opera-
tion A(-) stretches each component of the vector in the eigen system by the length of the
eigenvalue. And then X facilitates the transformation of the resultant vector back to the
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15.3. SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION

Figure 15.1: Eigenvalue Decomposition A = XA X ~!: X! undergoes a transformation
into a different coordinate system, followed by stretching with A, and then transforming
back with X. X! and X are nonsingular, which will change the basis of the system, and
the angle between the vectors v; and vy will not be preserved. In other words, the angle
between v; and vy is different from the angle between U’l and vé. The lengths of v1 and
vy are also not preserved, that is, ||v1]| # [|v]]] and |lva|| # ||v5]-

Cartesian coordinate system. A visual representation of the coordinate system transfor-
mation via eigenvalue decomposition is presented in Figure 15.1, where v; and vy are two
linearly independent eigenvectors of A such that they form a basis for R2.

T

A
o A Qo Aty
/ v 1 ¥ R
2
1 - 2,
b% - llql
0

Figure 15.2: Spectral Decomposition QAQ": QT rotates or reflects, A stretches the cycle
to an ellipse, and Q rotates or reflects back. Orthogonal matrices QT and Q only change
the basis of the system. However, they preserve both the angle between the vectors g; and
g2, and their lengths.

15.3. Spectral Decomposition

A symmetric matrix A can be decomposed as A = QAQ", where Q and QT are orthogonal
matrices so that they define a coordinate system transformation inherently as well. The
operation Au = QAQ "u firstly rotates or reflects u into the coordinate system defined
by Q', which we shall refer to as the spectral coordinate system. The operation A(:)
stretches each component of the vector in the spectral system by the length of the corre-
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sponding eigenvalue. Subsequently, @ facilitates the rotation or reflection of the resultant
vector back to the original coordinate system. A demonstration of how the spectral decom-
position transforms between coordinate systems in R? space is shown in Figure 15.2, where
q1 and g5 represent two linearly independent eigenvectors of A such that they form a basis
for R2. The coordinate transformation in the spectral decomposition is similar to that in
the eigenvalue decomposition, with the distinction that in spectral decomposition, orthog-
onal vectors transformed by QT remain orthogonal. This is also a property of orthogonal
matrices. That is, orthogonal matrices can be viewed as matrices, which change the basis
of other matrices. In the meantime, they preserve the angle (inner product) between the
vectors:

u'v=(Qu) (Qu).

The aforementioned invariance of the angle between vectors also relies on the invariance of
their lengths:

1Qul =[]

15.4. SVD

v 2 v

Figure 15.3: SVD A = UXV': VT and U rotate or reflect, ¥ stretches the circle to
an ellipse. Orthogonal matrices V| and U only change the basis of the system. However,
they preserve both the angle between the vectors v; and wve, and their lengths.

Any m x n matrix with rank r can be factored as A = UXV', which represents
the SVD. The operation Au = UXV "u then firstly rotates or reflects vector w into the
system defined by V', which we refer to as the V coordinate system. X stretches the
first r components of the resulting vector in the V' system by the lengths of the singular
values. If n > m, then X only keeps additional m — r components, which are scaled
to zero while removing the final n — m components. If m > n, then X scales n — r
components to zero, and also adds additional m — n zero components. Finally, U rotates
or reflects the resulting vector into the U coordinate system defined by U. A visual
demonstration of how the SVD transforms by a 2 x 2 example is shown in Figure 15.3.
Further, Figure 15.4 demonstrates the transformation of VIV T in a 2 x 2 example. Similar
to the spectral decomposition, orthogonal matrices V' and U only change the basis of the
system. However, they preserve the angle between vectors v; and vs.
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15.5. POLAR DECOMPOSITION

vt N

\$

4l

Figure 15.4: VXV from SVD or Polar decomposition: V' rotates or reflects, ¥
stretches the cycle to an ellipse, and V rotates or reflects back. Orthogonal matrices VT
and V only change the basis of the system. However, they preserve both the angle between
the vectors v1 and vg, and their lengths.

vt 2 v

«
[
«

«

0, 7
(15}

oV

oV

Figure 15.5: Polar decomposition A = Q;S: V' | rotates or reflects, 3 stretches the cycle
to an ellipse, and V rotates or reflects back. Orthogonal matrices V', V', and Q; only
change the basis of the system. However, they preserve both the angle between the vectors
v1 and vg, and their lengths.

15.5. Polar Decomposition

Any square matrix A € R™ "™ can be factored as the left polar decomposition A =
(UVT(VEVT) = Q;S. Similarly, the operation Au = Q;(VEV ")u transforms u into

196



JUN LU CHAPTER 15. TRANSFORMATION IN MATRIX DECOMPOSITION

the system defined by V', and stretch each component by the lengths of the singular values.
Subsequently, the resulting vector is transferred back into the Cartesian coordinate system
by V. Finally, Q; will rotate or reflect the resulting vector from the Cartesian coordinate
system into the @) system defined by @Q;. The right polar decomposition carries a similar
interpretation. Similar to the spectral decomposition, orthogonal matrices V' and V only
change the basis of the system. However, they preserve the angle between the vectors v
and vo.

<= Chapter 15 Problems -

1. Is there any coordinate transformation in the QR or LQ decomposition?
2. Given the SVD of the matrix

o[ -5 90 AL v

—1 1] 0o 1] 0o v2||-1/v2 1/\/§]ZUEVT‘

Illustrate the coordinate transformation of this decomposition in a two-dimensional
figure.
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16.1. Preliminary: Least Squares Approximations

The linear model is the primary technique employed in regression problems, with

the least squares approximation serving as the fundamental tool for minimizing

the sum of squared errors. This choice is natural when seeking the regression
function that minimizes the corresponding expected squared error. In recent decades, lin-
ear models have found wide-ranging applications, including decision making (Dawes and
Corrigan, 1974), time series (Christensen, 1991; Lu, 2017), quantitative finance (Menchero
et al., 2011), and various fields of study such as production science, social science, and soil
science (Fox, 1997; Lane, 2002; Schaeffer, 2004; Mrode, 2014).

To be more specific, let’s consider the overdetermined system b = Ax, where A € R™*"
represents the input data matrix, b € R is the observation vector (or target vector), and
the number of samples m exceeds the dimensionality n. The vector & denotes weights for
the linear model. Typically, A will have full column rank since real-world data is often
uncorrelated or becomes uncorrelated after post-processing. In practice, a bias term is
introduced in the first column of A to enable the least squares method to find the solution
for:

Az = [1, A] [ﬂ = b. (16.1)

On the other hand, it often happens that b = Ax has no solution (the system is
inconsistent). This typically occurs when there are too many equations, indicating the
matrix has more rows than columns. Define the column space of A as {Avy : Vv € R"},
denoted by C(A). In essence, when we say b = Ax has no solution, it implies that b lies
outside the column space of A. In other words, the error e = b — Ax cannot be reduced
to zero. When the error e is minimized in terms of the mean squared error, &g becomes a
least squares solution, i.e., ||[b — Axyg||* is minimized. The method of least squares stands
as one of the most powerful tools in mathematical sciences. Numerous dedicated books
cover this topic, and interested readers are encouraged to consult works by Trefethen and
Bau III (1997); Strang (2019, 2021); Lu (2022a).

Least squares by calculus. When ||b — Az|? is differentiable, and the parameter space
of x covers the entire space R™ !, the least squares estimator corresponds to the root of
|b — Az||®. This leads us to the following lemma.

Lemma 16.1: (Least Squares by Calculus) Assume the data matrix A € R™*" is
fixed and has full rank (i.e., the columns of A are linearly independent) with m > n.
Considering the overdetermined system b = Az, the least squares solution, obtained
by employing calculus and setting the derivative in every direction of ||b — A:13||2 to be
zero (i.e., the gradient is a zero vector), is g = (AT A)"'ATb 2 The value, ;g =

1. In other words, the domain of the optimization problem ming ||b — A:I:H2 is the entire space R".
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(ATA)"'ATb, is commonly referred to as the ordinary least squares (OLS) estimator or
simply the least squares (LS) estimator of x.

a. This is known as the first-order optimality condition for local optima points. Note the proof of the
first-order optimality condition for multivariate functions strongly relies on the first-order optimality
conditions for one-dimensional functions, which is also known as the Fermat’s theorem. See (Lu, 2021c).

To prove the aforementioned lemma, we must establish the invertibility of AT A. Since
we assume A has full rank and m > n, ATA € R™" is invertible if it has a rank of n,
which is equivalent to the rank of A (as verified in Lemma 14.3, p. 174). Extending this
insight to AT, we can similarly prove that AAT and A share the same rank. This result
leads to the ordinary least squares estimator, expressed as follows.
Proof [of Lemma 16.1] Recalling from calculus that a minimum of a function f(x) occurs
at a value g, where the gradient Vf(z) = 0. The gradient of ||b — Ax|* is given by
2ATAx —2ATb. AT A is invertible since we assume A is fixed and has full rank with
m > n (Lemma 14.3, p. 174). So the OLS solution for  is €75 = (AT A)"'ATb, which
completes the proof. [ |

Definition 16.1 (Normal Equation) The condition for the gradient of |b— Az|* to
be zero can be expressed as AT Axrg = ATb. The equation is also known as the normal
equation. Under the assumption that A has full rank with m > n, it follows that AT A
is invertible, implying x5 = (AT A)"1ATb.

f(x) = x? fix) = — x2 f()()=)(2_|_e—5(x—0.5)2

(a) A convex function. (b) A concave function. (¢) A random function.

Figure 16.1: Three functions.

However, it is not certain whether the least squares estimator obtained in Lemma 16.1
is the smallest or largest achievable estimator, or neither. An example illustrating this
ambiguity is presented in Figure 16.1. What we can assert with confidence is the existence
of at least one root for the function f(z) = ||b — Az|*. The following remark can provide
clarification on this matter.

Remark 16.2: Verification of Least Squares Solution

Why does the zero gradient imply the least mean squared error? The typical explanation
arises from convex analysis, as we will see shortly. Here, we directly confirm that the
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OLS solution indeed minimizes the mean squared error. For any x # xyg, we have

|b— Az|> = |b— Az + Axps — Az|® = |b— Azps + A(zrs — x)|°
= Ib— Azps|* + |AxLs — @)|* + 2 (A(zLs — =) (b— AzLs)
= ||b— Axps|* + |A(zrs — ) ||> + 2(xrs —x) (ATb— AT Axpg),

where the third term is zero as a result of the normal equation, and ||A(zLs — x)||> > 0.
Therefore,
I — Aw[|* > [[b— Azps||”.

Thus, we demonstrate that the OLS estimator indeed corresponds to the minimum,
rather than the maximum or a saddle point, using the calculus approach. As a matter of
fact, this condition from the least squares estimator is also known as the sufficiency of
stationarity under convexity. When @ is defined over the entire space R"”, this condition
is also known as the necessity of stationarity under convexity.

Another question that arises is: why does this normal equation magically yield solutions
for 7 A simple example can shed light on the answer. The equation #2> = —1 has no real
solution. But z - 22 = x - (—1) has a real solution # = 0, in which case # minimizes the
difference between z? and —1 as much as possible.

Example 16.1 (Changing the Solution Set by Left Multiplication) Consider the fol-
lowing data matriz and target vector

-3 -4 1
A= 1|4 6 and b= |-1
1 1 0

It can be easily verified that Ax = b has no solution for x. However, if we multiply on the

left by
0 -1 6
B- [ ] |
0 1 -4

Then we have xrs = [1/2,—1/2]" as the solution to BAx = Bb. This specific example
illustrates why the normal equation can yield the least squares solution. Multiplying on the
left of a linear system will change the solution set. ([l

Rank-Deficiency

Note here, we assume A € R™*" has full rank with m > n to make AT A invertible.
However, when two or more columns of A are perfectly correlated, the matrix A be-
comes deficient and AT A becomes singular. To address this issue, one can choose x
that minimizes szmLs in accordance with the normal equation. That is, we select
least squares solution with the smallest magnitude. However, this is not the main focus
of the text, and we leave it for readers to explore further. In Section 14.5 (p. 180), we
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briefly discuss how to use UTV decomposition and SVD to address the rank-deficient
least squares problem.

16.2. Netflix Recommender and Matrix Factorization

In the Netflix Prize competition (Bennett et al., 2007), the objective is to predict the ratings
of users for various movies based on their existing ratings for other movies. We index M
movies with m = 1,2,..., M and N users by n =1,2,..., N. We denote the rating of the
n-th user for the m-th movie by a;,,. Let A be an M x N rating matrix with columns
a, € RM containing ratings provided by the n-th user. Note that many ratings {a,.,} are
missing, and our objective is to accurately predict these missing ratings.

We formally consider algorithms for solving the following problem: factorizing the matrix
A into an M x K matrix W and a K x N matrix Z to achieve an approximate representation.
Usually, K is chosen to be smaller than both M and N, ensuring that W and Z are smaller
than the original matrix A. This reduction in dimensionality results in a compressed version
of the original data matrix. An appropriate choice for the value of K is crucial in practice;
but the choice of K is very often problem-dependent. The factorization is significant in the
sense; suppose A = [a1,a2,...,ay]| and Z = [z1, z2,...,2n] are the column partitions of
A and Z, respectively. Then a, = W z,, meaning each column a,, is approximated by a
linear combination of the columns of W, weighted by the components in z,. Therefore,
the columns of W can be considered as containing the column basis of A. This concept
is similar to the factorization methods discussed in the data interpretation part (Part III,
p. 88). What sets this approach apart is that we do not constrain W to consist of exact
columns from A.

To achieve the approximation A ~ W Z, we need to define a loss function that measures
the distance between A and W Z. In our discussion, the selected loss function is the
Frobenius norm (Definition 14.4, p. 188) between two matrices, which vanishes to zero if
A = W Z, and the benefits of this choice will become apparent shortly.

To simplify the problem, let’s first assume that there are no missing ratings. Project
data vectors a, € RM into a lower dimension z, € RX with K < min{M, N} in a way
that the reconstruction error as measured by the Frobenius norm is minimized (assume K
is known):

N M 9
. T
‘I/‘I}HZI g g (amn - 'wmzn) , (16.2)
n=1m=1

where W = [w{ ;wq ;...;w},] € RM*K and Z = [21, 29, ..., zy] € RE*Y containing w,,’s
and z,’s as rows and columns, respectively. The loss formulation in Equation (16.2) is
termed the per-example loss. It can be equivalently expressed as

N M 9
L(w,z)=% (amn - w;zn) — Wz - A2,

=1 m=

3
—_

Moreover, the loss function L(W, Z) = 27]:7:1 Z%zl (@mn — w,,2,) is convex with respect
to Z given W, and vice versa. This enables a two-step optimization approach: initially
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minimizing it with respect to Z while keeping W fixed (ALS1), followed by minimizing it
with respect to W with Z fixed (ALS2):

Z <+ argmin L(W, Z); (ALS1)
zZ

W < argmin L(W, Z). (ALS2)
w

This strategy defines the coordinate descent algorithm, alternately optimizing least squares
with respect to W and Z, and is known as the alternating least squares (ALS) algorithm
(Comon et al., 2009; Takacs and Tikk, 2012; Giampouras et al., 2018). The convergence is
assured if the loss function L(W', Z) decreases at each iteration, a topic we will delve into
further in the sequel.

Remark 16.3: Convexity and Global Minimum

While the loss function defined by Frobenius norm |[W Z — A||? exhibits convexity con-
cerning either W when Z is fixed or vice versa, it lacks jointly convexity in both variables
simultaneously. Consequently, identifying the global minimum is infeasible. Nonetheless,
the convergence is guaranteed to find local minima.

Given W, optimizing Z. Now, let’s examine the problem of Z <+ argmin, L(W, Z).
When there exists a unique minimum of the loss function L(W', Z) with respect to Z, we
refer to it as the least squares minimizer of argmin, L(W, Z). Given W fixed, L(W, Z)
can be represented as L(Z|W') (or more compactly, as L(Z)) to emphasize the variable of
Z:

Wzl—al 2
2 2 WZZ_GQ
L(ZIW) = ||WZ - A|" =||W]z1,22,...,2n] — [a1,a2,...,an]||" =
WZN—(IN
Now, if we define
w 0 0 z1 al
W o w .. 0 c RMNXKN 5 _ %2 cREN = a2 c RMN
0 0 .. W ZN ay

then the (ALS1) problem can be reduced to the ordinary least squares problem for mini-

N 2
mizing HWE — Ei” with respect to z. And the solution is given by

z=W'W)'W'a.

2. The matrix norm employed in this context is the Frobenius norm (Definition 14.4, p. 188). It is defined
as Al = /3707 =1 (ai;)? for A € R™*". And the vector norm used here is the ¢2-norm, given by

el = /ST a7 if @ € R™.
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However, it is not advisable to obtain the result using this approach, as computing the
inverse of W' W requires 2(K N)? flops (Lu, 2021c). Alternatively, a more direct approach
to solving the problem of (ALS1) is to find the gradient of L(Z|W') with respect to Z
(suppose all the partial derivatives of this function exist):

dtr(WZ-A)(WZ-A)")

VL(Z|W) = 57
O (WZ-A)(WZ—-A)T)aWZ - A) (16.3)
- O(WZ — A) 0Z

ZOWT (WZ — A) e REXN,

where the first equality arises from the definition of the Frobenius norm (Definition 14.4,

p. 188) such that [|A| = Z;ﬁ:”szl(a”)Q = /tr(AAT), and equality () is a consequence
of the fact that %AAT) = 2A. When the loss function is a differentiable function of Z,

we can determine the least squares solution using differential calculus. And a minimum of
the function L(Z|W') must be a root of the equation:

VL(Z|W) =0.

By finding the root of the equation above, we obtain the “candidate” update for Z that
finds the minimizer of L(Z|W):

Z=W'W)'WTA « argmin L(Z|W). (16.4)
Z

This takes 2K flops to compute the inverse of W T W as compared to 2(KN)? flops to
get the inverse of W' W (Lu, 2021c). Before we declare a root of the equation above is
actually a minimizer rather than a maximizer (that’s why we call the update a “candidate”
update), we need to verify the function is convex. In the case where the function is twice
differentiable, this verification can be equivalently achieved by confirming:

ViL(Z|W) > 0. "

That is, the Hessian matrix is positive definite (recall the definition of positive definiteness,
Definition 2.1, p. 29; see Beck (2014)). To see this, we explicitly express the Hessian matrix
as

VIL(Z|W) = 2W W ¢ RENXEN, (16.5)

which has full rank if W € RM*K has full rank and K < M (Lemma 14.3, p. 174).

3. In short, a twice continuously differentiable function f over an open convex set S is called convezx if
and only if V2f(x) > 0 for any = € S (sufficient and necessary for convex); and called strictly convex
if V2f(x) > 0 for any & € S (only sufficient for strictly convex, e.g., f(z) = x° is strictly convex, but
f"(z) = 30x* is equal to zero at = 0.). And when the convex function f is a continuously differentiable
function over a convex set S, the stationary point V f(x*) = 0 of * € S is a global minimizer of f over
S. In our context, when given W and updating Z, the function is defined over the entire space R¥*¥
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Remark 16.4: Positive Definite Hessian if W Has Full Rank

We claim that if W € RM*K has full rank K with K < M, then V2L(Z|W) is positive
definite. This can be demonstrated by confirming that when W has full rank, the equa-
tion Wax = 0 only holds true when @ = 0, since the null space of W is of dimension O.
Therefore,

x QW W)z >0, for any nonzero vector & € R¥.

Now, the problem becomes that we need to verify whether W has full rank so that
the Hessian of L(Z|W) is positive definite; otherwise, we cannot claim the update of
Z in Equation (16.4) reduces the loss (due to convexity) so that the matrix decomposition
progressively improves the approximation of the original matrix A by W Z in each iteration.
We will shortly come back to the positive definiteness of the Hessian matrix in the sequel,
relying on the following lemma.

Lemma 16.5: (Rank of Z after Updating) Suppose A € RM*N has full rank with
M < N and W € RM*E has full rank with K < M (i.e., K < M < N), then the update
of Z=(WTW)'WTA cREXN in Equation (16.4) has full rank.

Proof [of Lemma 16.5] Since W W € RE*K has full rank if W has full rank (Lemma 14.3,
p. 174), it follows that (W TW)~! has full rank.

Suppose W ' = 0, this implies that (W W) 'W e = 0. Thus, the following two
null spaces satisfy:

NWTYCN ((WTW)*1WT> .

Moreover, suppose  is in the null space of (W TW)~!W T such that (W TW)"'W Tz = 0.
And since (W "W)™ is invertible, this implies W Ta = (W TW)0 = 0, and

N ((WTW)—le) CNWT).
As a result, by “sandwiching”, it follows that
NWT) =N ((WTW)*IWT) . (16.6)

Therefore, (W TW)™'W T has fulltank K. Let T = (W W)W T € REXM and suppose
T Tz = 0. This implies A'T & = 0, and

N(TTYCNATT.

Similarly, suppose AT (T'T2) = 0. Since A has full rank with the dimension of the null space
being 0: dim (M(AT)) = 0, (T'"2) must be zero. The claim follows since A has full rank
M with the row space of AT being equal to the column space of A, where dim (C(A)) = M
and the dim (M(AT)) = M — dim (C(A)) = 0. Therefore, x is in the null space of T if x
is in the null space of ATTT:

NATTT Cc N(TT).
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By “sandwiching” again,

N(TH=NATT". (16.7)
Since T has full rank K < M < N, it follows that dim (AV(T")) = dim (M(ATTT)) = 0.
Therefore, Z' = ATTT has full rank K. We complete the proof. |

Given Z, optimizing W. Given Z fixed, L(W, Z) can be expressed as L(W|Z) (or
more compactly, as L(W)) to emphasize the variable of W:

L(W|2Z) = |WZ - A|*.

A direct approach to solve the optimization of (ALS2) is to find the gradient of L(W|Z)
with respect to W

dtr(WZ-A)(WZ-A)")

VL(W|Z) = T
Ot (WZ-A)(WZ-A)T)dWZ - A)
- OWZ — A) oW

=20WZ - A)Z" ¢ RMXE,

Similarly, the “candidate” update for W can be obtained by locating the root of the gradient
VL(W|Z):

W' =(Z2Z")'ZA" « argmin L(W|Z). (16.8)
w

Once more, we emphasize that the update is merely a “candidate” update. Further verifi-
cation is required to determine whether the Hessian is positive definite or not. The Hessian
matrix is expressed as follows:

V2L(W|Z)=2ZZ" ¢ REM*XEM (16.9)

Therefore, by analogous analysis, if Z has full rank with K < N, the Hessian matrix is
positive definite.

Lemma 16.6: (Rank of W after Updating) Suppose A € RM*¥ has full rank with
M > N and Z € REXN has full rank with X < N (i.e., K < N < M), then the update
of W' =(ZZT7)"'ZA" in Equation (16.8) has full rank.

The proof of Lemma 16.6 is similar to that of Lemma 16.5, and we shall not repeat the
details.

Key observation. Combine the observations in Lemma 16.5 and Lemma 16.6, as long as
we initialize Z and W to have full rank, the updates in Equation (16.4) and Equation (16.8)
are reasonable since the Hessians in Equation (16.5) and (16.9) are positive definite.
Note that we need an additional condition to satisfy both Lemma 16.5 and
Lemma 16.6: M = N, i.e., there must be an equal number of movies and users.
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We will relax this condition in the next section through regularization. We
summarize the process in Algorithm 5.

Algorithm 5 Alternating Least Squares

Require: Matrix A € RM*N with M = N;
Initialize W € RMXE Z ¢ REXN with full rank and K < M = N;
Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error J;
Choose the maximal number of iterations C;
iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
while ||[A — W Z|| > ¢ and iter < C do
iter = iter + 1;
Z=(W'W)"'WTA « argming L(Z|W);
W' =(ZZ")"'ZAT <+ argminy, L(W|Z);
end while
Output W, Z;

—_
e

16.3. Regularization: Extension to General Matrices

Regularization is a machine learning technique utilized to mitigate overfitting and enhance
model generalization. Overfitting occurs when a model is overly complex, fitting the train-
ing data too closely but performing poorly on unseen data. Regularization introduces a
constraint or penalty term into the loss function used for model optimization, discouraging
the development of overly complex models. This introduces a trade-off between having a
simple, generalizable model and fitting the training data well. Common regularization types
include ¢; regularization, ¢ regularization, and elastic net regularization (a combination of
¢ and ¢, regularization). Regularization is widely employed in machine learning algorithms
such as linear regression, logistic regression, and neural networks.

In the alternating least squares problem, incorporating an ¢» regularization term aims
to minimize the following loss:

LW,Z)=|WZ—-AP+ X WP+ X 1Z]7, Aw>0,A >0, (16.10)
where the gradient with respect to Z and W are given respectively by

VL(ZIW)=2W " (WZ - A) +2)\.Z ¢ RE*V,
(16.11)

VLW|Z)=2WZ - A)Z" +2\,W € RM*E,
The Hessian matrices are given respectively by

VIL(Z|W) = 2W W + 2).T € RENXEN.
VLW |Z)=2ZZ" + 2,1 € REM*XEM
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which are positive definite due to the regularization-induced perturbation. This can be
justified by observing that

' QW W 420,z =22 W W +2X, ||z|> >0, for nonzero x;
-—
>0

' (2ZZ" + 22 Dx =22 ZZ x+2)\, |z|* >0, for nonzero x.
>0

The regularization ensues that the Hessian matrices become positive definite,
even if W and Z are rank-deficient. Consequently, matrix decomposition can be
extended to any matrix, irrespective of whether M > N or M < N. In certain instances,
K can be selected as K > max{M, N} to obtain a high-rank approzimation of A. However,
in most scenarios, the objective is to find the low-rank approzimation of A with K <
min{M, N}. For example, the ALS can be employed to find the low-rank neural networks,
reducing the memory usage of the neural networks while improving performance (Lu, 2021c).
Therefore, the minimizers can be determined by identifying the roots of the gradient:

Z=W'W+\I)"'W'A;
(16.12)

W' =(2zZ" +\,I)"1ZA".

The regularization parameters A,, A\, € R are used to balance the trade-off between the
accuracy of the approximation and the smoothness of the computed solution. The selection
of these parameters is typically problem-dependent and can be obtained through cross-
validation. Again, we summarize the process in Algorithm 6.

Algorithm 6 Alternating Least Squares with Regularization

Require: Matrix A € RM*N,
1: Initialize W € RM*K Z € REXN randomly without condition on the rank and the
relationship between ]\[ , N, K;
Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error 9;
Choose regularization parameters Ay, Ay;
Choose the maximal number of iterations C;
iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
while [|[A - WZ| > ¢ and iter < C do
iter = iter + 1;
Z=W'W +)\I)"'WTA + argminy, L(Z|W);
W' =(ZZ" + \yI)"'ZA" + argminy, L(W|Z);
end while
: Output W, Z;

— =
= o

16.4. Missing Entries and Rank-One Update

Given the widespread application of matrix decomposition via ALS in the context of Netflix
recommender data, it is pertinent to consider scenarios where a significant number of entries
are missing. This occurs when users have not watched specific movies or have chosen not
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to rate them for various reasons. To address this, we can incorporate an additional mask
matrix M € RM*N where mp, € {0,1} denotes whether the user n has rated the movie
m or not. Consequently, the loss function can be defined as

LW,Z)=|M®A-M® (W2Z)|?,

where ® represents the Hadamard product between matrices. For example, the Hadamard
product of a 3 x 3 matrix A and a 3 X 3 matrix B is

a1 a2 a3 bi1 b1z bis a11bi1  aizbiz  ai3bis
A®B = |az1 a2z a3| ® |ba1 by baz| = [a21ba1 a22b2 a23b23
azy agz as3 bs1 b32 b33 asz1b31  aszabsy  aszbss

To find the solution of the problem, we decompose the updates in Equation (16.12) into:

2n=W'W+\.I)"'W'a,, forne {1,2,...,N}; (16.13)

Wy =(ZZ" + \pI)" ' Zb,,, for m e {1,2,..., M}, ‘
where Z = [z1,22,...,2n] and A = [a1,a9,...,ay] represent the column partitions of Z
and A, respectively. Similarly, W T = [w1,ws,...,wy] and AT = [by, by, ..., by are the

column partitions of W T and AT, respectively. This decomposition of the updates indicates
the updates can be executed in a column-by-column manner (the rank-one update).

Given W. Let o, € RM represent the movies rated by user n, where o,,, = 1 if user n has
rated movie m, and oy, = 0 otherwise. Then the n-th column of A without missing entries
can be denoted using the Matlab-style notation as a,[0,]. And we want to approximate the
existing entries of the n-th column by a,[o,] ~ W|o,,:|z,, which constitutes a rank-one
least squares problem:

20 = (Wlow T Wio,. 1 + )\ZI)il Wion,|Tanlon],  forne{1,2,... . N}. (16.14)

Moreover, the loss function with respect to z, can be described by
2
L(z,|W) = Z (amn — w;rlzn>
meEon

and if we are concerned about the loss for all users:

N 2
rzw)=>% Y (amn —w;zn) .

n=1 mecon

Given Z. Similarly, if p,, € R denotes the users who have rated movie m, with py, = 1
if the movie m has been rated by user n, and p,,, = 0 otherwise. Then the m-th row of
A without missing entries can be denoted by the Matlab-style notation as by, [pm,]. And
we want to approximate the existing entries of the m-th row by by, [pm] ~ Z[:, Pm] " Wi,
which is a rank-one least squares problem again:

Wy = (Z[5, D] Z]:, D] " + Ao D) Z [ Do) b [P form e {1,2,...,M}.  (16.15)

|. Note that Z[:, p,.]" is the transpose of Z[:, pmm], which is equal to Z" [pm, ], i.e., transposing first and
then selecting.
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Moreover, the loss function with respect to w,, can be described by
- 2
L(w,|Z) = Z (amn - wmzn>
nEPm
and if we are concerned about the loss for all users:
2
LW|Z) = Z Z (amn w zn> .
m=1n€Epm

The procedure is once again presented in Algorithm 7.

Algorithm 7 Alternating Least Squares with Missing Entries and Regularization

Require: Matrix A € RM*N,
1: Initialize W € RM*K Z € REXN randomly without condition on the rank and the
relationship between Z\[ , N, K;
2: Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error ¢;
3: Choose regularization parameters Ay, A,;
4: Compute the mask matrix M from A;
5: Choose the maximal number of iterations C;
6: iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
7
8
9

. while |[M® A — M ® (WZ)||*> 6 and iter < C do
iter = iter + 1;
forn=1,2,...,N do

10: zp = (Wlon,:]"Wiop,:] + )\ZI)_l Wlon,:]"an[on]; > n-th column of Z
11: end for

12: form=1,2,...,M do

13: Wi = (Z[, 0] Z[5, Pm) T + Ao D) L Z ] D] [Pm); > m-th column of W
14: end for

15: end while

16: Output w' = [wi,ws,...,wy|, Z = [z1,22,...,2N];

16.5. Vector Inner Product

We have observed that the ALS algorithm seeks to find matrices W and Z such that their
product W Z can approximate A ~ W Z in terms of squared loss:

N M
g2 (omn — i)
n=1m=1
.

that is, each entry a,,, in A can be approximated as the inner product of two vectors w,,, zy,.
The geometric definition of the vector inner product is given by

wyzn = |w] - |12]| cosd,
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where 6 represents the angle between vectors w and z. So if the vector norms of w and z
are determined, the smaller the angle, the larger the inner product.

Returning to the Netflix data, the movie ratings range from 0 to 5 with higher ratings
indicating a stronger user preference for the movie. If w,, and z, fall sufficiently “close”, the
value w' z increases. This concept underlies ALS, where w,, represents the features/at-
tributes of movie m, while z, encapsulates the features/preferences of user n. In other
words, the ALS associates each user with a latent vector of preference, and each movie with
a latent vector of attributes. Moreover, each element in w,, and z, signifies a specific fea-
ture. For example, it could be that the second feature w,,2 ° represents whether the movie
is an action movie or not, and z,s denotes if the user n has a preference for action movies.
When this holds true, then w;zn becomes large and provides a good approximation of @;,,.

In the decomposition A ~ W Z, it is established that the rows of W contain the
hidden features of the movies, and the columns of Z contain the hidden features of the
users. Nevertheless, the explicit meanings of the rows in W or the columns in Z remain
undisclosed. Although they might correspond to categories or genres of the movies, fostering
underlying connections between users and movies, their precise nature remains uncertain.
This ambiguity gives rise to the terms “latent” or “hidden”.

16.6. Gradient Descent

In Algorithm 5, 6, and 7, we reduce the loss via the inverse of matrices. The reality, however,
is frequently far from straightforward, particularly in the big data era of today. As data
volumes explode, the size of the inversion matrix will grow at a pace proportional to the cube
of the number of samples, which poses a great challenge to the storage and computational
resources. On the other hand, this leads to the creation of an ongoing development of
the gradient-based optimization technique. The gradient descent (GD) method and its
derivation, the stochastic gradient descent (SGD) method, are among them the simplest,
fastest, and most efficient methods (Lu, 2022d). Convex loss function optimization problems
are frequently solved using this type of approach. We now delve into the principles behind
these techniques.

In Equation (16.13), we derive the column-by-column update directly from the full ma-
trix approach in Equation (16.12) (with regularization considered). Now delve into the
underlying concept. As expressed in Equation (16.10), the loss function, taking regulariza-
tion into account, can be expressed as:

LW,Z)=|WZ - A+ X\ WP+ X || Z]]*, Ao >0,) >0, (16.16)

Since we are now considering the minimization of the above loss with respect to z,, we can
decompose the loss into
L(zy) = |[WZ — A|* + 0 W] + ). | 2]
= [Wzn = anl? + X 20> + Y IIWzi — @il + 0D |z + A W7, (16.17)
C:,

5. wm2 represents the second element of vector wa,.
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where C', represents a constant with respect to z,,, and Z = [z1, z2,...,2n]|, A = [a1,a2,...,ayN]
are the column partitions of Z, A respectively. Taking the gradient

VL(z,) = oW Wz, —2W "a, + 2\, 2,
under which the root is exactly the first update of the column fashion in Equation (16.13):
2n= W' W+ AI)"'W'a,, forne{l,2,. .. N}
Similarly, we can decompose the loss with respect to w,,
L(wn) = [WZ — A + X [W]* + . | 2]
= |z7w - ATH2 + A HWTH2 + |z

= HZTwm — b,

2 2
A llomll” + 7 || 27w = b+ A Y il + 21127,

Cum
(16.18)
where C),, , represents a constant with respect to w,,, and W' = [w1, wa, ..., wyl, AT =
[b1, b, ..., by are the column partitions of W', AT respectively. Analogously, taking the

gradient with respect to w,y,, it follows that
VL(wy) =2ZZ w,, —2Zb, + 2 \pwy,,
under which the root is exactly the second update of the column fashion in Equation (16.13):
Wy =(ZZ" + \oI)"'Zb,,, forme{1,2,...,M}.

Now suppose we express the iteration number (k = 1,2,...) as the superscript, and we
want to find the updates {zﬁlkﬂ), w,(jfﬂ)} in the (k + 1)-th iteration base on {Z®*) W¥)}
in the k-th iteration:

2+

«— argmin L(z(M);
P

w1 arg min L(w®).
(k)

Wm

For brevity, we will only derive for z#’,ﬂ) +— arg minz(k) L(zgk)), and the derivation for the

update on w,(n,lfﬂ) will be the same.

Approximation by linear update. Suppose we want to approximate z7(1k+1) by a linear

update on zgk) :

Linear Update: 27(1]‘7“) = sz)

+ nv.

The problem now turns to the solution of v such that

v = argmin L(z¥) + nv).

v
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By Taylor’s formula, L(zqgk) + nv) can be approximated by

L(z) + o) = L(z{) + 0 TVL(Z),
where 7 is a small value and VL(z,(lk)) represents the gradient of L(z) at 2 Then a search
under the condition ||v|| =1 given positive 7 is shown as follows:

n

v = argmin L(z) + o) ~ argmin { L() + o  VL(z()}
lvl=1 [o]=1

This approach is known as the greedy search. The optimal v can be obtained by

VL)
V= _716)’
HVL(zﬁL )
i.e., v points in the opposite direction of VL(zék)). Therefore, it is reasonable to update
zgkﬂ) as follows: "
2
A1) ) |y = () ”LGk)’
vz

which is usually called the gradient descent (GD). Similarly, the gradient descent for w£f+1)

is given by

Wm

The revised procedure for Algorithm 6 employing a gradient descent approach is presented
in Algorithm 8.

Geometrical interpretation of gradient descent.

Lemma 16.7: (Direction of Gradients) An important fact is that gradients of vari-
ables given a loss function are perpendicular to level curves (a.k.a., level surface).

Proof [of Lemma 16.7] This is equivalent to proving that the gradient is orthogonal to the
tangent of the level curve. For simplicity, let’s first look at the 2-dimensional case. Suppose
the level curve takes the form f(z,y) = c¢. This implicitly establishes a relationship between
x and y such that y = y(z), where y can be regarded as a function of xz. Therefore, the
level curve can be expressed as

fla,y(z)) = c.
of dv 0fdy _
Oxr dx ~ Oydxr

>~

The chain rule indicates
0.

Therefore, the gradient is perpendicular to the tangent:
of Of\ [do dy\ _
ox’ Oy de’ dz /|
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Algorithm 8 Alternating Least Squares with Full Entries and Gradient Descent
Require: Matrix A € RM*N.
1: Initialize W € RM*E  Z ¢ REXN randomly without condition on the rank and the
relationship between M, N, K;

2: Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error 9;
3: Choose regularization parameters Ay, A,, and step size 1y, 7;;
4: Choose the maximal number of iterations C'
5: iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
6: while ||[A — (W Z)||* > 6 and iter < C do
7: iter = iter + 1;
8: forn=1,2,...,N do o
9: z,(LkH) = z,(f) — nzm; > n-th column of Z
10: end for
11: form=1,2,...,M do
12: w,(ffﬂ) = 'wgf) — nwm; > m-th column of W T
VL)
13: end for
14: end while
15: Output W' = [wy, wo, ..., wy|, Z = [21,22,...,2N];
In full generality, consider the level curve of a vector € R": f(x) = f(x1,x2,...,2,) = c.

Each variable z; can be regarded as a function of a variable ¢ on the level curve f(x) = ¢

flx1(t), z2(t),...,zn(t)) = c. Differentiate the equation with respect to ¢t using chain rule:
of dxq Of dxo of dxy,
S R R )
Ox1 dt + Oxg dt + Ox, dt

Therefore, the gradient is perpendicular to the tangent in the n-dimensional case:

of of OfN\ [du dry dwa\
dx1’ Oxe’ 7 Oy, dt’dt’ At /T

This completes the proof. |

The lemma elucidates the geometrical interpretation of gradient descent. When seeking a
solution to minimize a convex function L(z), gradient descent proceeds in the direction op-
posite to the gradient, inducing a decrease in the loss. Figure 16.2 depicts a two-dimensional
case, where —V L(z) drives a reduction in the loss for the convex function L(z).

16.7. Regularization: A Geometrical Interpretation

In Section 16.3, we discussed how regularization can extend the ALS algorithm to general
matrices. Gradient descent can reveal the geometrical meaning of the regularization. To
avoid confusion, we denote the loss function without regularization as [(z) and the loss
with regularization as L(z) = [(z) 4+ \. ||z||?, where I(2) : R” — R. When minimizing (2),
a descent method searches for a solution in R”. However, in machine learning, searching
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2.0

< 3'54.045 051.01'5 o
5.0 0.0 21

(a) A 2-dimensional convex function L(z). (b) L(z) = c is a constant.

Figure 16.2: Figure 16.2(a) shows surface and contour plots for a specific function
(blue=low, yellow=high), where the upper graph is the surface plot, and the lower one
is the projection of it (i.e., contour). Figure 16.2(b): —VL(z) pushes the loss to decrease
for the convex function L(z).

l(z)=c
7
[ ]
1 2 Vi(z)
> Z 1
. RN Ti(z1)
0 \\\\\
N VA
\\\\ ]7
h \\\\X —
z' z=C —24z,

Figure 16.3: Constrained gradient descent with z"z < C. The green vector w represents
the projection of vy into z'z < C, where v; is the component of —VI(z) that is perpen-
dicular to z;. The image on the right illustrates the next step after the update in the left
picture. z* denotes the optimal solution of {mini(z)}.

across the entire space R™ can lead to overfitting. A partial solution is to search within a
subset of the vector space, e.g., searching in z' z < C for some constant C. That is,

argmin  [(2), st., z'z<C.
z
As demonstrated above, a basic gradient descent method advances in the direction of
—Vl(z), updating z as z + z — nVI(z) for a small step size 7. When the level curve
is [(z) = ¢1 and the current position of parameter z is z = z;, where z; is the intersection

of zTz = C and I(z) = ¢y, the descent direction —VI(2;) will be perpendicular to the level
curve of [(z1) = ¢; as shown in the left picture of Figure 16.3 (by Lemma 16.7). However,
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if we further restrict that the optimal value must lie within 2Tz < C, the trivial descent
direction —Vi(z1) will lead the update zo = z; —1Vi(z1) beyond the boundary of 2"z < C.
One solution is to decompose the step —VI(z1) into

—Vi(z1) = az + vy,
where az; represents the component perpendicular to the curve of z"z = C, and v is the

component parallel to the curve of 2"z = C. Keep only the step v;, then the update is

29 = project(z1 + nv1) = project | z1 +n(=Vi(z1) —az1) | ,°

v1

which will lead to a smaller loss from [(z;) to [(z2), while matching the prerequisite of
2Tz < C. This approach is known as the projection gradient descent. It is not hard to see
that the update zo = project(z;+nv1) can be understood as finding a vector w (represented
by the green vector in the left picture of Figure 16.3) such that zo = z; + w lies inside the
curve of z'z < C. Mathematically, the w can be determined as —Vi(z1) — 2Az; for some
A, as shown in the middle picture of Figure 16.3. This is exactly the negative gradient of
L(z) = I(z) + \||z||* such that

—VL(z) =—-Vi(z) — 2)\z,

and
w=—VL(z) leads to zo =z1+w=2z —VL(2).

And in practice, a small step size 1 prevents moving outside the curve of 2"z < C:
zg = z1 —nNVL(2),
which is exactly what we have discussed in Section 16.3, the regularization term.

Sparsity. Inrare cases, we seek to identify a sparse solution z such that [(z) is minimized.
Regularization to be constrained in ||z|[; < C exists to this purpose, where ||-||; is the ¢;-
norm of a vector or a matrix. Similar to the previous case, the ¢ constrained optimization
pushes the gradient descent towards the border of the level of ||z||; = C. The situation
in the two-dimensional case is shown in Figure 16.4. In a high-dimensional case, many
elements in z will be pushed towards the breakpoint of ||z|; = C, as shown in the right
picture of Figure 16.4.

16.8. Stochastic Gradient Descent

The gradient descent method is a valuable optimization algorithm; it exhibits certain lim-
itations in practical applications. To comprehend the issues associated with the gradient
descent method, we consider the mean squared error (MSE) derived from Equation (16.2):

1 T2
TN vn‘}uzl Z Z:l (amn - wmzn) . (16.19)

6. where the operation project(a) will project the vector @ to the closest point inside z'z < C. Notice
here the unprojected update z2 = 21 + nv; can still make z2 fall outside the curve of P <C.
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1(2) = cp,

breakpoint —

Figure 16.4: Constrained gradient descent with ||z||; < C, where the red dot denotes the
breakpoint in #1-norm. The right picture illustrates the next step after the update in the
left picture. z* denotes the optimal solution of {minl(z)}.

The MSE needs to calculate the residual e, = (amn — w;zn)Q for each observed entry

amn, representing the squared difference between predicted and actual values. The total
sum of residual squares is denoted by e = Z% 17\[:1 eémn- In cases with a substantial number
of training entries (i.e., large M N), the entire computation process becomes notably slow.
Additionally, the gradients from different input samples may cancel out, resulting in small
changes in the final update. To address these challenges, researchers have enhanced the
gradient descent method with the stochastic gradient descent (SGD) method. The core
idea of the stochastic gradient descent method is to randomly select a single sample from

all training samples during each iteration.

We consider again the per-example loss:

N M 9 M N
LW, Z) :ZZ (amn—w;zn) + Aw Z ||wm||2+)\z2||zn||2'
m=1 n=1

n=1m=1

As we iteratively reduce the per-example loss term [(wy,, z,) = (amn — wTTnzn)2 for all
me{1,2,...,M},ne{l,2,...,N}, the overall loss L(W, Z) decreases accordingly. This
process is also known as the stochastic coordinate descent. The gradients with respect to
w,, and z,, and their roots are given by

Vi(z,) = W = 2wmw;zn + 220 Wm — 20mnWm
Zn
leads tQ zn = amn(wmw; + .1 tw,,;
l my n
Vi(wy,) = a(gin) = 2znzgwm + 220 — 2Qmnzn
leads to w,, = amn(znz; + )\wI)_l'wn.
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or analogously, the update can be performed using gradient descent. Since we update based
on per-example loss, this approach is also known as the stochastic gradient descent (SGD):

R Vi(zn)
m AT RNz
I A
= T I (w )

The stochastic gradient descent update for ALS is formulated in Algorithm 9. And in
practice, the values of m and n in the algorithm can be randomly generated, hence the
term “stochastic”.

Algorithm 9 Alternating Least Squares with Full Entries and Stochastic Gradient Descent

Require: Matrix A € RM*N,
1: Initialize W € RM*E  Z ¢ REXN randomly without condition on the rank and the
relationship between M, N, K;

2: Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error 9;

3: Choose regularization parameters Ay, A,, and step size 1y, 7,3

4: Choose the maximal number of iterations C'

5: iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
6: while ||[A — (W Z)||* > 6§ and iter < C do

7: iter = iter + 1;

8: forn=1,2,...,N do

9: form=1,2,...,M do > in practice, m,n can be randomly produced
10: Zn = Zp — nz%; > n-th column of Z
11: Wy, = Wy, — nw%; > m-th column of W T
12: end for

13: end for

14: end while

15: Output W' = [wy, we, ..., wy|, Z = [21,22,...,2N];

16.9. Bias Term

In ordinary least squares, a bias term is usually incorporated into the raw matrix, as il-
lustrated in Equation (16.1). A similar idea can be applied to the ALS problem. We can
append a fixed column filled with all 1’s to the last column of W, thus an extra row
should be added to the last row of Z to fit the features introduced by the bias term in W.
Analogously, a fixed row with all 1’s can be added to the first row of Z, and an extra
column in the first column of W can be added to fit the features. The situation is shown
in Figure 16.5.
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~ ~

A

MxN WMxK ZK><N WMX(K+2) Z(K+2)><N

Figure 16.5: Bias terms in alternating least squares, where the yellow entries denote ones
(which are fixed) and cyan entries denote the added features to fit the bias terms. The
dotted boxes provide an example of how the bias terms work.

Following the loss with respect to the columns of Z in Equation (16.17), suppose z, =

[zl } is the n-th column of Z , we have
n

~ o~ 2 —~ 112
L(zn):HWZ—AH +>\wHWH 4

_ HW H —a,

~12
d

2
WA S szi py
~— 4

=Xzllzall®4+Az

2 —~ |12
A IEN + 2 | W
i#£n

2
2

+ Az ||zn||2+0zn: Wzn_(an_EO) + Az ||zn||2+CZn’
—_———

i

Qan

(16.20)
where W represents the first column of W, W denotes the last K columns of W, and C,
is a constant with respect to z,. Let a@,, = a,, — wy, the update for z,, is just similar to the
one in Equation (16.17), with the gradient given by:

VL(z,) = QWTWzn — QWTEn 42X, 2z,
Therefore, the update for z, is given by determining the root of the gradient above:

Zn = (WTWJr )\ZI)_IWTEn, forne {1,2,...,N};
update for 2z, is ¢ _ [ 1 ]
Zn = )
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Similarly, following the loss with respect to each row of W in Equation (16.18), suppose

Wy, = [’wm} is the m-th row of W (or m-th column of W), we have

1
S T2 — 2 112
Lwy) =|ZTW - a H + 0 [WT| | 2]
~ 2 ~ 2 112
o AR I Y e S AR R S W S T SR |
5 i£m i#Em
:)\wHwn‘L” +>\w
2
— w
= [ZT Eo} [ 1m] —bm +>\w‘|wm||2+owm
—T - 2 9
= |Z"wn = B —20)|| + Ao lwnl® + Cu,
(16.21)
where Zj represents the last column of Z" and ZT contains the remaining columns of it,
Cy,, is a constant with respect to w,,, and W' = [wi,wy, . .. ,wyr], AT = [by, by, ... byl

are the column partitions of W', AT respectively. Let b,, = b,,, — Zo, the update for w,y,
is again just similar to the one in Equation (16.18), with the gradient given by:

VL(wnd) = 2Z - Z W — 2Z - by + 2\ W
Therefore, the update for w,, is given by the root of the gradient above:

wy, =(Z-Z

update for wy, is ¢ w,,
w= (7]

+ X I)'Z 0, forme{1,2,...,M};

Similar updates through gradient descent with the consideration of the bias terms or treat-
ment on missing entries can be deduced, and we shall not repeat the details (see Section 16.6
and 16.4 for a reference).

16.10. Movie Recommender

The ALS algorithm finds significant application in the domain of movie recommendation
systems, particularly demonstrated using the “MovieLens 100K” data set (Harper and Kon-
stan, 2015)". This data set comprises 100,000 ratings from 943 users for 1,682 movies, with
ratings ranging from 0 to 5. The data was gathered through the MovieLens website over a
seven-month period from September 19th, 1997 through April 22nd, 1998. This data has
been cleaned up - users who had less than 20 ratings or did not have complete demographic
information were removed from this data set such that simple demographic info for the
users (age, gender, occupation, zip) can be obtained. However, our focus will solely be on
the raw rating matrix.

The data set is divided into training and validation data, around 95,015 and 4,985
ratings, respectively, to fit by the ALS algorithm. The error is assessed using the root mean

7. http://grouplens.org
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squared error (RMSE). The RMSE is frequently used as a measure of the difference between
values. For a set of values {x1,x9,...,2,} and its predictions {Z1, &2, ..., &y}, the RMSE
is defined as

RMSE(z, %) =

The minimal RMSE for validation set is obtained when K = 185 and A, = A, = 0.15,
resulting in a RMSE of 0.806 (smaller than 1), as shown in Figure 16.6. Therefore, when
the rating ranges from 0 to 5, the ALS at least can predict whether the user is inclined to
watch a movie (e.g., ratings of 4 to 5) or not (e.g., ratings of 0 to 2).

1.2 1.6

— Training: A, =A,=0.01 A .
— Training: Ay =A,=0.08 vy v ,WV"\I\ -

10 Training: Ay =A,=0.15 14 . f‘»"M' v VM‘,‘"’WW\/’\
— Training: A, =A,=0.2 I |

1.0

] 0
0.6

= Zo0s
0.4 0.6

R 0.41 - Training: A, =A,=0.01

02 W —— Validation: A, =A,=0.08

Validation: A, =A,=0.15
021__ validation: A, =A,=0.2

0.0

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8 90 100
Rank Rank
(a) Training. (b) Validation.

Figure 16.6: Comparison of training and validation error for the “MovieLens 100K” data
set with different reduction dimensions and regularization parameters.

Recommender 1. A recommender system can work simply by suggesting the movie m
when a,,, > 4 if user n has not rated the movie m.

Recommender 2. Or in rare cases, it happens that the user n has rated all the movies
he likes (say rates > 4). In such situations, a partial solution is to find out similar movies
to the high-rated movies to recommend. Suppose user n likes movie m very much and he
has rated the movie m with 5: a,,, = 5. Under the ALS approximation A = W Z, where
each row of W represents the hidden features of each movie (see Section 16.5 on the vector
inner product). The solution is given by identifying the most similar movies, which user n
has not rated (or watched), to movie m. In mathematical language,

argmax  similarity(w;, wy,), for all i ¢ oy,
w;

where w;’s are the rows of W, each representing the hidden features of movie ¢, and o,
represents a mask vector, indicating the movies that user n has rated.

The method described above relies on a similarity function applied to two vectors. The
cosine similarity is the most commonly used measure. It is defined as the cosine of the
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angle between the two vectors:

$Ty

cos(x,y) = ————
]| - Iyl

where the value ranges from —1 to 1, with —1 representing perfectly dissimilar and 1 being
perfectly similar. Based on this definition, it follows that the cosine similarity depends only
on the angle between the two nonzero vectors, but not on their magnitudes since it can be
regarded as the inner product between the normalized versions of these vectors. Another
measure for calculating similarity is known as the Pearson similarity:

Y@ -n)m-9)
V@i — )2/ (i — 9)?

whose range varies between —1 and 1, where —1 is perfectly dissimilar, 1 is perfectly similar,
and 0 indicates no linear relationship. The Pearson similarity is usually used to measure
the linear correlation between two sets of data. It is calculated as the ratio between the
covariance of two variables and the product of their standard deviations.

Both Pearson correlation and cosine similarity are used in various fields, including ma-
chine learning and data analysis. Pearson correlation is commonly used in regression anal-
ysis, while cosine similarity is commonly used in recommendation systems and information
retrieval, as we will see the cosine similarity performs better in the precision-recall curve
analysis.

Cov(z,y)

Pearson(x,y) =

Op -+ Oy

Cosine Bin Plot

= nSample
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Probabi l ity
o
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(a) Cosine Bin Plot
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Probabi | ity
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(b) Pearson Bm Plot
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Recall
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Figure 16.7: Distribution of the insample and outsample using cosine and Pearson simi-
larity, and the Precision-Recall curves for them.

Building upon the previous example using the MovieLens 100K data set, we choose
Aw = A, = 0.15 for regularization and a rank of 62 to minimize RMSE. We want to look
at the similarity between different movie hidden vectors and the goal is to see whether the
matrix factorization can help differentiate high-rated from low-rated movies, so that the
system can recommend the movies correlated to the existing high-rated movies for each
user. Define further the term “insample” as the similarity between the movies having rates
5 for each user, and “outsample” as the similarity between the movies having rates 5 and 1
for each user. Figure 16.7(a) and 16.7(b) depict the bin plots of the distributions of insample
and outsample under cosine and Pearson similarities, respectively. In both scenarios, a clear
distinction is observed between the distributions of the “insample” and “outsample” data,
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showing that the ALS decomposition can actually find the hidden features of different movies
for each user. Figure 16.7(c) shows the precision-recall (PR) curve for these scenarios,
where we find the cosine similarity works better such that it can find out more than 73%
of the potential high-rated movies with a precision of 90%. However, Pearson similarity
can identify only about 64% of the high-rated movies with the same precision. In practice,
other measures can also be explored, such as the negative Fuclidean distance in which case
the Euclidean distance can measure the “dissimilarity” between two vectors, and a negative
one thus represents the similarity between them.

<= Chapter 16 Problems

1. Prove Lemma 16.6.

2. Find the update of column-by-column fashion for Algorithm 6.

3. Constrained (Regularized) least squares (CLS). Given A € R™*" b€ R", B €
RP*™ and A € Ry, we consider the regularized least squares problem

min ||Az — b|* + \ || Bz|*.
xER™

Show that the constrained least squares (CLS) problem has a unique solution if and
only if N(A) NN (B) = {0}.

4. Weighted least squares (WLS). Going further from the assumptions in Lemma 16.1,
we consider further that each data point i € {1,2,...,m} (i.e., each row of A) has a
weight w;. This means some data points may carry greater significance than others
and there are ways to produce approximate minimzers that reflect this. Show that
the value xyrs = (ATW2A)"LATW?b serves as the weighted least squares (WLS)
estimator of &, where W = diag([wy, w2, ..., wy]) € R™*™. Hint: find the normal
equation for this problem.

5. Restricted least squares (RLS). Going further from the assumptions in Lemma 16.1,
we consider further the restriction & = Cv + ¢, where C € R™* is a known matrix
such that AC has full rank, ¢ is a known vector, and - is an unknown vector. Show
that the value zprs = C(CTATAC) Y (CTAT)(b— Ac) + c serves as the restricted
least squares (RLS) estimator of x.

6. Find the restricted weighted least squares estimator.
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17.1. Nonnegative Matrix Factorization (NMF)

Following the matrix factorization via the ALS, we now consider algorithms for solving the
nonnegative matrix factorization (NMF) problem:

MxN
R+

e Given a nonnegative matrix A € with rank r, find nonnegative matrix factors

W e RY*K and Z € RE*YN such that:
AxWZ.

To measure the quality of the approximation, we evaluate the loss by computing the Frobe-
nius norm of the difference between the original matrix and the approximation:

LW, Z) = |WZ - Al’.

NMF is a machine learning technique employed to factorize a nonnegative matrix into
two (or more) nonnegative matrices. Similar to ALS approximation, NMF can also reveal
hidden patterns and structures in the data represented by the nonnegative matrix. It finds a
wide range of applications in areas such as text mining, image processing, and recommender
systems.

Early consideration of the NMF problem is due to Paatero and Tapper (1994); Cohen
and Rothblum (1993), where they called it positive matriz factorization. While Lee and
Seung (2001) later made the problem famous by the multiplicative update. See also the
applications of the NMF in the survey paper Berry et al. (2007). When we want to find
two nonnegative matrices W € RY*" and Z € R such that A = W Z, the problem is
known as the Exact NMF of A of size r. Exact NMF is NP-hard (Gillis, 2020). Thus, we
only consider the approximation of NMF here.

17.2. NMF via Multiplicative Update (MU)

We consider the NMF via an alternating update. The hidden features in W and Z are
modeled as nonnegative vectors in low-dimensional space. These latent vectors are randomly
initialized and iteratively updated via an alternating multiplicative update rule to minimize
the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the observed and modeled matrices. Following
Section 16.2 (p. 202), we consider the low-rank with K problem; given W € RY*%  we

want to update Z € Rf *N the gradient with respect to Z is given by Equation (16.3)
(p. 204):
aL(aZZ’W) —2W ' (WZ - A) e REXV,

Applying the gradient descent idea discussed in Section 16.6 (p. 211), the trivial update for
Z can be obtained by

OL(Z|W)
0Z

where 7 represents a small positive step size. Now if we impose a different step size for each
entry of Z and incorporate the constant 2 into the step size, the update can be obtained by

L(Z
ez e <<‘9<|W>>
(GD' on Z) 2 0Z kn

= Zkn — Nn (W WZ —WT'TA),,, ke{l,....K},ne{l,...,N},

(GD on Z) Z<—Z—77< ):Z—n<2WTWZ—2WTA),

Tkn
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where zp,, denotes the (k,n)-th entry of Z. To proceed, we further rescale the step size:

. Zkn
Ten = WTW Z)

Then we obtain the update rule:

(WTA),

(MU on Z) Zkn < anm,

ke{l,...,K},ne{l,...,N},
which is known as the multiplicative update (MU), and is first developed in Lee and Seung

(2001) and further discussed in Pauca et al. (2006). Analogously, the multiplicative update
for W can be obtained by

(AZ )k

(MU on W) Wk < wmkm7

me{l,.... M}, ke{l,...,K}. (17.1)

Theorem 17.1: (Convergence of Multiplicative Update) The loss L(W,Z) =
|WZ — A|? remains non-increasing under the following multiplicative update rules:

(WITA)kn

anFanm, kE{l,...,K},ne{l,...,N};
(AZT) k

wmk%wmkﬁ, mE{l,,M},kE{l,,K}

We refer the proof of the theorem above to Lee and Seung (2001). Clearly, the approxima-
tions W and Z remain nonnegative during the updates. It is generally better to update W
and Z “simultaneously” rather than “sequentially”, i.e., updating each matrix completely
before the other. In this case, after updating a row of Z, we update the corresponding
column of W. In the implementation, it is advisable to introduce a small positive quantity,
say the square root of the machine precision, to the denominators in the approximations of
W and Z at each iteration. And a trivial value like e = 10~ suffices. The full procedure
is shown in Algorithm 10.

17.3. Regularization

Similar to the ALS with regularization discussed in Section 16.3 (p. 207), recall that the
regularization can help extend the applicability of ALS to general matrices. Additionally,
a regularization term can be incorporated into the NMF framework to enhance its perfor-
mance:

LW,Z)=|WZ—A|* + X\ |W|*+ X || Z|?, Aw > 0,\, > 0,

where the employed matrix norm is still the Frobenius norm. The gradient with respect to
Z given W is the same as that in Equation (16.11) (p. 207):

OL(Z|W)

57 W' (WZ — A)+2)\.Z e REXN,

226



JUN LU CHAPTER 17. NONNEGATIVE MATRIX FACTORIZATION (NMF)

Algorithm 10 NMF via Multiplicative Updates

Require: Matrix A € RM*N.
Initialize W € RM*K  Z ¢ REXN randomly with nonnegative entries;
Choose a stop criterion on the approximation error d;
Choose maximal number of iterations C;
iter = 0; > Count for the number of iterations
while |A — (W Z)||? > § and iter < C do

iter = iter + 1;

for k =1to K do

for n =1to N do > update k-th row of Z

w'A
Zkn < Zkn (VV('TWZﬁ:—&-C;

end for
for m =1 to M do > update k-th column of W

(AZT )i .
Wk <~ Wik (W ZzZ7 ) fe

— =
= o

—
N

end for
14: end for
15: end while
16: Output W, Z;

—
w

The gradient descent update can be obtained by

OL(Z|W)

(GD on Z) Z<—Z—n( 57

> =Z-n(2WWZ-2WTA+2.2),

Analogously, if we assume a different step size for each entry of Z and incorporate the
constant 2 into the step size, the update can be obtained by

e _ Mkn <8L(Z]W)>
(GD' on Z) " "2 0Z kn

= 2n — Nen (W WZ - WTA+ N Z)pp, ke {l,...,K},ne{l,...,N}.
Now if we rescale the step size:

. Zkn

then we obtain the multiplicative update rule:

(WTA)kn - /\zzkn,
(WTWZ)km ’

(MU on Z)  zgn < 2kn ke{l,...,K},ne{l,...,N}.

Similarly, the multiplicative update on W can be obtained by

(AZT)mk — AWk
WZZ" )
A nonnegative matrix factorization A ~ W Z can be applied for clustering algorithm.

Specifically, the data vector a; is assigned to cluster ¢ if 2;; is the largest element in column
j of Z (Brunet et al., 2004; Gao and Church, 2005).

me{l,.... M}, ke{l,...,K}.

(MU on W) wpi Wk
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In the context of collaborative filtering, it is recognized that the NMF via multiplicative
update can result in overfitting despite favorable convergence results. The overfitting can
be partially mitigated through regularization, but its out-of-sample performance remains
low. Bayesian optimization through the use of generative models, on the other hand, can
effectively prevent overfitting for nonnegative matrix factorization (Brouwer et al., 2017; Lu
and Ye, 2022; Lu, 2023).

For other issues in the NMF, readers are advised to consult the survey of Berry et al.
(2007).

17.4. Initialization

A significant challenge in NMF is the absence of guaranteed convergence to a global mini-
mum. It often happens that convergence is slow and a suboptimal approximation is reached.
In the preceding discussion, we initialized W and Z randomly. To mitigate this issue, there
are also alternative strategies designed to obtain better initial estimates in the hope of con-
verging more rapidly to a good solution (Boutsidis and Gallopoulos, 2008; Gillis, 2014). We
sketch the methods as follows for reference:

o Clustering techniques. Apply some clustering methods to the columns of A, set the
cluster means of the top K clusters as the columns of W, and initialize Z as a proper
scaling of the cluster indicator matrix (that is, zp, # 0 indicates a,, belongs to the
k-th cluster);

o Subset selection. Pick K columns of A and set those as the initial columns for W,
and analogously, K rows of A are selected to form the rows of Z;

o SVD-based approach. Suppose the optimal rank-K approximation of A is A =
2221 Uiuiv; , where each factor Uiuiv; is a rank-one matrix with possible negative
values in u; and v;, and nonnegative ;. Denote [z]4 = max(z,0), we notice

uv] = [wil o] + [—wile[—vil ] — [—ulg o] | — [us[—vi]

where the first two rank-one factors in this decomposition are nonnegative. Then,
either [u;]4[v;]] or [—u;]4+[—v;]] can be selected to replace the factor u;v;". Boutsidis
and Gallopoulos (2008) suggests to replace each rank-one factor in Zfi L oiwv; with
either [u;]4[v;]] or [—u;]+[—v;]], selecting the one with larger norm and scaling it
properly. ' In other words, if we select [u;]4[v;]], then o; - [u;]4+ can be initialized as

the i-th column of W, and [v;]] can be chosen as the i-th row of Z.

However, these techniques are not guaranteed to yield better performance theoretically. We
recommend referring to the aforementioned papers for more information.

17.5. Movie Recommender Context

Both the NMF and the ALS methods approximate the matrix and reconstruct the entries
in the matrix with a set of basis vectors. The basis in the NMF is composed of vectors
with nonnegative elements while the basis vectors in the ALS can have positive or negative
values. The key distinction lies in how the approximation is carried out. In NMF, each

1. Note here we consider general matrix A. If A is nonnegative, then u,; and v, are nonnegative as well.
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vector is reconstructed as a positive summation of the basis vectors with a “relative” small
component in the direction of each basis vector. Whereas, in the ALS approximation, the
data is modeled as a linear combination of the basis such that we can add or subtract
vectors as needed and the components in the direction of each basis vector can be large
positive values or negative values. Therefore, depending on the application, one or the
other factorization can be utilized to describe the data with different meanings.

In the context of a movie recommender system, the rows of W represent the hidden
features of movies, while the columns of Z represent the hidden features of users. In the
NMF method, we can say that a movie is 0.5 comedy, 0.002 action, and 0.09 romantic.
However, in the ALS approach, we can get combinations such as 4 comedy, —0.05 comedy,
and —3 drama, i.e., a positive or negative component on that feature.

The ALS and NMF are similar in the sense that the importance of each basis vector
is not ranked in a hierarchical manner. Whereas, the key difference between the ALS (or
NMF) and the SVD is that, in the SVD, the importance of each vector in the basis is relative
to the value of the singular value associated with that vector. In the SVD representation
of A = Z: o;u;v,; , this usually means that the reconstruction alulfvir via the first set
of basis vectors dommates and is the most used set to reconstruct data, followed by the
second set, and so on. So the basis in the SVD has an implicit hierarchy and that doesn’t
happen in the ALS or the NMF approaches.

<=, Chapter 17 Problems

1. * Suppose C = P(A) is defined as the matrix obtained by setting each entry of C
as the absolute value of A € R™*™. Suppose further that B — P(A) € R}*", then it
follows that

p(A) < p(P(A)) < p(B),

where p(X) is the spectral radius of matrix X (Definition 0.2, p. 3).
2. * Given A € R", show that

min E A < p(A) < max g Qs
1<i<n 1<z<n

min g a;; < < max g a;
1<j<n 4 i < (A 1<j<n 4 gh
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18.1. Existence of the Biconjugate Decomposition

The biconjugate decomposition was proposed in Chu et al. (1995) and discussed

in Yang (2000). A variety of matrix decomposition methods can be unified via this

biconjugate decomposition. And the existence of the biconjugate decomposition
relies on the rank-one reduction theorem shown below.

Theorem 18.1: (Rank-One Reduction) Given an m xn matrix A € R™*" with rank
r, consider a pair of vectors £ € R™ and y € R™ such that w = y' Az # 0, then the
matrix B = A —w 'zy A has rank r — 1, which has exactly one less than the rank of A.

Proof [of Theorem 18.1] If we can show that the dimension of the null space N (B) is one
greater than that of A, it implicitly indicates that B has a rank exactly one less than the
rank of A.

For any vector n € N(A), i.e., An = 0, we then have Bn = An —w lzy' An = 0,
implying that N'(A) C N (B).

Now, consider any vector m € N (B). We have Bm = Am — w'zy' Am = 0.

Let k = w™'y" Am, which is a scalar. Therefore, A(m — kx) = 0, i.e., for any vector
n € N(A), we could find a vector m € N(B) such that n = (m — kx) € N(A). Note that
Ax # 0 based on the definition of w. Thus, the null space of B is therefore obtained from
the null space of A by adding « to its basis, which will increase the order of the space by
1. Therefore, the dimension of N'(A) is smaller than the dimension of N(B) by 1, which
completes the proof. [ |

Suppose matrix A € R™*"™ has rank r, we can define a rank-reducing process to generate
a sequence of Wedderburn matrices {Ay}:

A=A, and Ay = Ay — w, Agziy) Ay,

where x; € R™ and y; € R™ are any vectors satisfying wy = y;—Aazk # 0. The sequence
will terminate after r steps because the rank of A, decreases by exactly one at each step.
Write out the sequence:

A=A,
A — Ay = wi Ay Ay,
Ag — Az = wy ' Ayay, Ay,
Az — Ay = wyt Azxzys Az,

Ar 1 _Ar = r_llAT 1Lr— 1y: 1AT—17
A —0=wlAz.y A,.

By adding the sequence, we obtain

(A —Ag) + (A —A3)+...+ (A1 —A)+ (A, —0)= A= Zw YAy A
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Theorem 18.2: (Biconjugate Decomposition: Form 1) This equality, resulting
from rank-reducing process, implies the following matrix decomposition

A=d0"'9"
where 2 = diag(wlaw27 cee 7w7“)7 ® = [¢17 ¢27 cee 7¢r] € Rmxr, and ¥ = ["1[;171»[)23 cee 7#’7‘]
with
¢ = Agzy, and Yy = A;yk,
Obviously, different choices of x’s and y;’s will result in different factorizations. Therefore,

this factorization is rather general and quite versatile. We will demonstrate its connection
with some well-known decomposition methods.

Remark 18.3

Regarding the vectors x; and vy in the Wedderburn sequence, the following property

holds: -
xp € N(Ap1)LC(Apyy),

yh € N(AL)LC(A).

Lemma 18.4: (General Term Formula of Wedderburn Sequence: V1) For each
matrix with Agy11 = A — wglAka:ky,;rAk, then Ag.; can be expressed as

k
-1 T
A1 =A-) w'Auw/ A,
i=1

where
k—1
UiTA:L'k y,;rAuZ
U = T — E ——u;, and Vp = Y — E
—1 Wy
1=

The proof of this lemma is delayed in Section 18.4. We notice that w; = yl;rAka:k in the
general term formula is related to Ay, which means it is not the true general term formula.
We will later reformulate w; to be related to A rather than Aj;. From the general term
formula of the Wedderburn sequence, we have

k
—1 T
Ak+]_ = A — sz A/U;i’UZ‘ A,
=1

k—1
Ap=A-) w'Aup] A
i=1
Thus, we have Axi1 — A = —wk_lAukvaA. Since we define the sequence as Ay, =
A — wk_lAk:z:ky,;rAk, we can derive that wglAukv;A = wglAkmky,;rAk. It is trivial to
see
Auy, = Ay,

(18.1)
v A=y Ay
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-
Let z; = 2 ;fck , which is a scalar. Referring to the definitions of u; and vy in the lemma

above, we can express them explicitly as follows:

® U3 = Ty;

® Uy = T2 — 221U,

® U3 = T3 — 23,1U] — 232U2;
o . ...

This process bears resemblance to the Gram-Schmidt process (Section 3.4, p. 50). However,
in this process, we do not perform an orthogonal projection of s onto @ to find the vector
component of x5 along @1, as we would do in an orthogonal projection. Instead, the vector
of x2 along x; is now defined by 227 (i.e., an oblique projection, see (Lu, 2021c)). This
process is illustrated in Figure 18.1. In Figure 18.1(a), us is not perpendicular to uq (ue will
be perpendicular to u; in the Gram-Schmidt process via orthogonal projections). However,
uy does not lie on the same line as u; so that {w;,ua} can still span a R? subspace.
Similarly, in Figure 18.1(b), ug = x3 — 23,1%1 — 23.2u2 does not lie in the subspace spanned
by {w1,us} so that {uy, us, u3} still can span a R? subspace.

A moment of reflexion would reveal that the span of {2, 21} is the same as the span of
{u2,u;1}. This equivalence extends to the v; vectors and y; vectors as well. We can express
this property as follows:

{span{ml,wg, coxyp =span{ul, ug, ... uj},  Vjie{l,2,...,r}; (18.2)

span{yi,y2,...,y;} = span{vy,vo,...,v;}, Vje{l,2,...,r}

o

Zy U

(a) “Project” onto a line. (b) “Project” onto a space.

Figure 18.1: “Project” a vector onto a line and onto a space. Compare to the Gram-
Schmidt process in Figure 3.2 (p. 52).

Furthermore, based on the rank-reducing property in the Wedderburn sequence, we have

C(Al) > C(AQ) D) C(Ag) D
N(A])CN(AJ)CN(A]) C....

Since yy € ./\/’(A;_l), it then follows that y; € N (A, ) for all j <k +1, ie., A,Llyj =0
for all j < k+ 1. This also holds true for a:,I+1A,I+1yj =0 for all j < &£+ 1. From
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Equation (18.1), we also have u;—HATyj =0 for all j < k+ 1. Following Equation (18.2),
we obtain
v Augyy =0 forall j <k +1.

Similarly, we can prove
vaHAuj =0forall j <k+1

Moreover, we have defined wy = y,;rAk:ck. According to Equation (18.1), we can express
the wy, as:

-
wg = Y, ApTk

= v Axy,

v, A
= v A(uy + Z Tk g (by the definition of uj in Lemma 18.4)
= v, T Auy, (by v,;rAu]- =0 for all j < k)

which can be utilized to substitute the wy in Lemma 18.4 and we then have the full version
of the general term formula of the Wedderburn sequence. In this form, the formula does
not depend on Ay’s (in the form of wy’s):

TA:ck " Y, Au;
up = T — and UV = Yr — k ;. 18.3
k= Tk Z ,TAw k= Yk ;U?Aw i ( )
Gram-Schmidt process from Wedderburn sequence. Suppose X = [x1,2,...,%,] €

R™7Y = [y1,y2,...,Yr] € R™*" effect a rank-reducing process for A. Let A be the iden-
tity matrix and (X,Y’) be identical and contain the vectors for which an orthogonal basis
is desired, then (U = V') gives the resultant orthogonal basis.

The expressions of uj and v in Equation (18.3) closely resemble the projection onto the
perpendicular space in the Gram-Schmidt process, as shown in Equation (3.1) (p. 51). We

then define | < @,y >:= y' Az |to explicitly mimic the form of projection in Equation (3.1)
(p. b1).

We consolidate the results obtained so far into the following lemma, which provides a
concise overview of what we have been working on. These results will be extensively utilized
in the sequel.

Lemma 18.5: (Properties of Wedderburn Sequence) For each matrix with Ay =
Ay — w;lAkwky,;rAk, then Agy; can be expressed as

k
=1 T
Ak+1 =A- Zwi A’U,i’UZ- A,
i=1

where

k—1 k—1
< T, V; > < U, Yi >
U = T — g —u; and v = — g — ;. 18.4
k k <up,v; > e <uwp,v; > ( )

i=1 =1
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Furthermore, we can observe the following properties:

Auy = Apxy,

(18.5)

v A=y A
< uy,v; >=<uj,v; >=0 for all j <k. (18.6)
Wg = y,;rAkack =< U, v > (18.7)

By substituting Equation (18.5) into Form 1 of the biconjugate decomposition, and
using Equation (18.7), which implies wy = ’u,;rAuk, we obtain the Form 2 and Form 3 of
this decomposition:

Theorem 18.6: (Biconjugate Decomposition: Form 2 and Form 3) The equality
arising from rank-reducing process implies the following matrix decomposition

A=AUQ 'V A,

where 0, = diag(wy,we,...,w,), U, = [uj,ug,...,u,] € R™*" and V, = [v1,v9, ...
v,] € R™" with

k—1 k—1
< Tk, V; > < U;, Y >
U = T — ——u; and Vi = Yg — —— ;. 18.8
k k ;<ui’vi> i) k= Yk ;<ui,’vi> i ( )
And also the following decomposition

V. AU, = Q,, (18.9)

where Q. = diag(wi,we,...,wy), U, = [u1,us,...,u,] € R™*7 and V, = [v1,v2, ...,
vy] € R™7. Note the difference between the subscripts r and v we employed here with
YT

We notice that, in the above two forms of the biconjugate decomposition, they are inde-
pendent of the Wedderburn matrices {Ay}.

A word on the notation. We will employ subscripts to indicate the dimension of the
matrix to prevent confusion in the following discussion, e.g., the r,~ notation used in the
preceding theorem.

18.2. Properties of the Biconjugate Decomposition

Corollary 18.7: (Connection of U, and X)) If (X,,Y,) € R™7 x R™*7 effects a

rank-reducing process for A, then there are unique unit upper triangular matrices R,(f) €
RY*7 and R,(yy) € R7*7 such that

X,=U,R{", and Y,=V,RY,
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where U, and V,, are matrices with columns derived from the Wedderburn sequence, as
described in Equation (18.9).

Proof [of Corollary 18.7] The proof is straightforward based on the definitions of uj and

vy, in Equation (18.4) or Equation (18.8), by setting the j-th column of Rg‘r) and ng) as
follows:

<1Bj,’01> <acj,v2> <mj,Uj—1> Lo.0 . T
<wup,vr > <wugvg>T T <uyg,vim >0 ’
and )
<wup,vr > <u,ve > <wujoi,v1 > )
This completes the proof. -

The pair (U,, Vy) € R™*7 x R"*7 in Theorem 18.6 is called a biconjugate pair with
respect to A if €0, is nonsingular and diagonal. Furthermore, suppose the pair (X,,Y,) €
R™7 x R™*7 effects a rank-reducing process for A. Then the pair (X,,Y,) is said to
be biconjugatable and biconjugated into a biconjugate pair of matrices (U,, V;),
if there exist unit upper triangular matrices R,(yx) and R,(yy) such that X, = va(yx) and

Y, = V,RY.

18.3. Connection to Well-Known Decomposition Methods
18.3.1 LDU Decomposition

Theorem 18.8: (LDU, Chu et al. (1995) Theorem 2.4) Given (X,,Y,) € R"*7 x
R™*7 and A € R™ " with v in {1,2,...,r}. Then (X,,Y,) can be biconjugated if and
only if YJAXV has an LDU decomposition.

Proof [of Theorem 18.8] Suppose X, and Y, are biconjugatable, then there exist unit
upper triangular matrices R(f) and R,(yy) such that X, = UA,R(f), Y, = V«,R(Wy), and
VvTAU,y = {2, is a nonsingular diagonal matrix. Then it follows that

T Ty, T T T T
Y, AX, =RYVAU,R{"” = RV QR

is the unique LDU decomposition of YWTAX,Y. This expression can be regarded as the
fourth form of biconjugate decomposition.

Conversely, suppose YWTAXV = R; DR; is an LDU decomposition with both R; and
R5 being unit upper triangular matrices. Then since R1_1 and Ry L are also unit upper
triangular matrices, (X, Y) biconjugates into (X, R; ', Y, R, ). [ |
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Corollary 18.9: (Determinant) Suppose (X,,Y;) € R"*7xR"™*7 are biconjugatable.

Then it follows that )

det(Y,' AX,) = [ [ wi.
=1

Proof [of Corollary 18.9] By Theorem 18.8, since (X,,Y,) are biconjugatable, then there

exist unit upper triangular matrices R(yx) and R,(yy) such that YJAX7 = R(yy)TQVRE,z).
The determinant is simply the product of the trace. |

Lemma 18.10: (Biconjugatable in Principal Minors) Let r = rank(A) > ~ with
A € R™*"  In the Wedderburn sequence, we choose x; as the i-th basis in R™ for i €
{1,2,...,7} (i.e., z; = e; € R"), and y; as the i-th basis in R™ for i € {1,2,...,7} (i.e.,
y; = e; € R™). That is, YVTAXA, corresponds to the leading principal submatrix of A,
ie., YWTAXV = Aj. 1. Then, (X,,Y,) is biconjugatable if and only if the y-th leading
principal minor of A is nonzero. In this case, the y-th leading principal minor of A is
given by [[)_; wi.

Proof [of Lemma 18.10] The proof is straightforward that the 7-th leading principal minor
of A being nonzero will imply that w; # 0 for all ¢ < . Thus the Wedderburn sequence can
be successfully obtained. The converse holds since Corollary 18.9 implies the det(YVTAXW)
is nonzero. |

We have now arrived at the LDU decomposition for square matrices.

Theorem 18.11: (LDU: Biconjugate Decomposition for Square Matrices) For
any matrix A € R™* " the pair (I,,I,) is biconjugatable if and only if all the leading
principal minors of A are nonzero. In this case, A can be decomposed as

A=V TQ,U'=LDU,

where Q,, = D is a diagonal matrix with nonzero values along its diagonal, V" = L is
a unit lower triangular matrix, and U, ! = U is a unit upper triangular matrix.

Proof [of Theorem 18.11] According to Lemma 18.10, it is evident that the pair (I, I,,)
is biconjugatable. Based on Corollary 18.7, we have UnR,(f) =1I,and I, = VnRS/), thus
Rff) =U, ! and R,(ly) = V1 are well defined and we complete the proof. |

18.3.2 Cholesky Decomposition

For symmetric and positive definite matrices, the leading principal minors are always posi-
tive. The proof is provided in Section 2.3 (p. 32). Then we have the following biconjugate
decomposition for positive definite matrices.
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Theorem 18.12: (Cholesky: Biconjugate Decomposition for PD Matrices) For
any symmetric and positive definite matrix A € R"*"  the Cholesky decomposition of A
can be obtained from the Wedderburn sequence when setting (X,,, Y;) as the pair (I, I,).
In this case, A can be factored as

A=U,"Q.U,"' = (U, 2/*)(Q/U,") = R'R,

where €, is a diagonal matrix with positive values along the diagonal, and U~ is a unit
upper triangular matrix.

Proof [of Theorem 18.12] Since the leading principal minors of positive definite matrices
are positive, w; > 0 for all © € {1,2,...,n}. It can be easily verified via the LDU from
biconjugation decomposition and the symmetric property of A that A = U, "Q,U,'. And

since w;’s are positive, thus €2, is positive definite and it can be factored as €2,, = 9711/ 2971/ 2,
This implies Q 2Un* !'is the Cholesky factor. [

18.3.3 QR Decomposition

Without loss of generality, we assume that A € R™*"™ has full rank so that A admits the
QR decomposition: A = QR with Q, R € R™*"™ and Q, R have full rank. Then we have
the following result.

Theorem 18.13: (QR: Biconjugate Decomposition for Nonsingular Matrices)
For any nonsingular matrix A € R™*™, the QR decomposition of A can be obtained from
the Wedderburn sequence when setting (X,,,Y,,) as (I, A). Thus, A can be factored as

A=QR,

where Q = V,Q, 12 is an orthogonal matrix and R = Q,l/ 2R£Lx) is an upper triangular
matrix, according to the Form 4 in Theorem 18.8 and let v = n:

Y, AX, = RWTVAU,R® = RY"Q,R®,

where we set v = n since 7 is any value with v < r and the rank r = n.

Proof [of Theorem 18.13] Since (X,,,Y,) = (I, A), applying Theorem 18.8, we have the
decomposition

Y, AX,=RYTVAU,R® = RYTQ,R™.
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Substituting (I, A) into the decomposition above, we obtain:

Y, AX, = RY"V. AU,R® = RY"Q, R®
ATA=RWTQ,R®
ATA=R/Q,R, (AT A is symmetric and let Ry = R = RWY) (18.10)

ATA = (R]QY*T)(QYV*Ry)

ATA=R'R. (Let R =Q?R))
1/2T 1/2 . .
To see why €, can be factored as €, = Q;/° )", we consider the following steps.
Suppose A = [a1,@as,...,a,] is the column partition of A, we obtain w; = a;ai >0
since A is nonsingular. Thus, €,, = diag(w, we,...,w,) is positive definite and it can be

factored as
Q, = Q202 = ql/2Tal/2 (18.11)

By X, = U,YRgf) in Theorem 18.8 for all v € {1,2,...,n}, we have

X, =U,R;
I, =U,R, (Since X,, = I,,)
U,=R;'

ByY, = VVR,(Yy) in Theorem 18.8 for all v € {1,2,...,n}, we have

Y, =V.Ry
A=V,Ry, (A=Yn)
ATA=R/VV,R,
R/Q.,R =R|V,V,Ry, (Equation (18.10))
(R Q2T (QL2R)) = (R Q2T 2Ty v, (9 /2Q/?R)), (Equation (18.11))
RTR _ RT(Q;I/TFVHT)(‘/”QY—LI/Q)R
(18.12)
Thus, Q = Vnﬂﬁl/2 is an orthogonal matrix. |
18.3.4 SVD
To distinguish the notation, let A = UVIEsvdysvdT he the SVD of A, where UsVd =
[wdd ugvd L usvd] Vv = [ofvd svd L oPvd]) and B5V4 = diag(oy, 09, ..., 0,). With-

out loss of generality, we assume A € R"*" and rank(A) = n. Readers can verify the
equivalence for a general matrix A € R™*",

If the pair (X, = V4, Y, = US"Y) effects a rank-reducing process for A. From the
definition of u; and vy in Equation (18.4) or Equation (18.8), we have

up = vZVd and v = uZVd and wy = y;Awk = O}.
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This implies V,, = U4, U,, = V™4, and Q,, = %4, where we set v = n since v is any
value that v < r and the rank r = n.
By X, = Uanf) in Theorem 18.8, we have

X, =U,R)  leadstg V™' =V™VRJ  leadstg I,=R

By Y, = Vanly) in Theorem 18.8, we have
Y, =V,RY  leadsto U™ =U"RY  leadstg I,=RY
Again, applying Theorem 18.8 and letting v = n, we have
Y, AX, = RY"VAU,R® = R¥VTQ,R™.

That is
UsvdTAstd — Esvd

which corresponds precisely to the form of a SVD and we prove the equivalence between
the SVD and the biconjugate decomposition when the Wedderburn sequence is applied to
(Vv UVY) as (X, Yy).

18.4. Proof General Term Formula of Wedderburn Sequence

We define the Wedderburn sequence of A by Ax11 = A — wglAkwky,;rAk and A; = A.
The proof of the general term formula for this sequence is as follows:
Proof [of Lemma 18.4] For Ay, we have:

AQ = A1 - wl_lAlwly;rAl
= A—w ' Auv] A,

where u; = ®1, and v| = y;.
For Aj, we can write out the equation:

A3 = A2 — w51A2$2y;A2
= (A —w; ' Aujv] A)

—wy (A —w ' Augv] A)xays (A — wit Augv] A) (substitute Ag)
= (A —w; ' Auyv] A)
—wy PA(xy — wi tugv] Az (ys — wilyy Augv] )A (take out A)

=A—w'Auv] A —wyt Augv, A

2
-1 T
=A—- E w;  Au;v; A,
i=1
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-
v, A

where uy = 19 — wl_lul'vIAazg = 9 — 71:1:21’117 and vy = yg — wfly;—Aulvl = Yo —

w
yg Auy

o Ul Similarly, we can find the expression of A4 by A:

A4 = A3 — ’wg_lAgwgy;Ag,

2
=A-> w'Aujv/ A
i=1

2 2
— w3 (A~ Z w; Auv] A)xzys (A — Zw;lAuiv;A) (substitute As)
i=1 =1

2
=A-> w'Auv A

=1

2 2
— w3zt A(xs — Z wtzsuv A)(ys — Z w;lyy Auv] ) A (take out A)
i=1 i=1

2
=A— E w;lAuiviTA - wg_lAugvg,TA
i=1

3
= A=) wAuw,/ A,
=1

T T
2 v, Axg 2 Y, Au;
where uz =3 — ) ;7 | — v Wi, and v3 =Yz — > ;4 QT“UZ

Continuing this process, we can define

k=1 T k-1 T
v, Axy Y, Au;
Uy = T} — E z Uu; and Vi = Yp — g =,
k k ' w; i k= Yk ' s i
=1 =1
and find the general term of Wedderburn sequence. |

<=, Chapter 18 Problems -
1. Discuss the Gram-Schmidt process within the context of the Wedderburn sequence.

2. Following Section 18.3.4, verify the equivalence between the SVD and the biconjugate
decomposition for a general matrix A of size m x n.
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