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CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF A TWO-GRID METHOD FOR
NONSYMMETRIC POSITIVE DEFINITE PROBLEMS

XUEFENG XU

ABSTRACT. Multigrid is a powerful solver for large-scale linear systems aris-
ing from discretized partial differential equations. The convergence theory of
multigrid methods for symmetric positive definite problems has been well de-
veloped over the past decades, while, for nonsymmetric problems, such theory
is still not mature. As a foundation for multigrid analysis, two-grid convergence
theory plays an important role in motivating multigrid algorithms. Regarding
two-grid methods for nonsymmetric problems, most previous works focus on
the spectral radius of iteration matrix or rely on convergence measures that
are typically difficult to compute in practice. Moreover, the existing results are
confined to two-grid methods with exact solution of the coarse-grid system. In
this paper, we analyze the convergence of a two-grid method for nonsymmetric
positive definite problems (e.g., linear systems arising from the discretizations
of convection-diffusion equations). In the case of exact coarse solver, we estab-
lish an elegant identity for characterizing two-grid convergence factor, which
is measured by a smoother-induced norm. The identity can be conveniently
used to derive a class of optimal restriction operators and analyze how the con-
vergence factor is influenced by restriction. More generally, we present some
convergence estimates for an inexact variant of the two-grid method, in which
both linear and nonlinear coarse solvers are considered.

1. INTRODUCTION

Multigrid is one of the most efficient numerical methods for solving large-scale
systems of linear equations that arise from discretized partial differential equations.
It has been shown to be a powerful solver, with linear or near-linear computational
complexity, for a large class of linear systems; see, e.g., [9, 3, 21, 22]. The fundamen-
tal module of multigrid methods is a two-grid scheme, which consists of two com-
plementary error-reduction processes: smoothing and coarse-grid correction. The
smoothing process is typically a simple iterative method, such as the (weighted)
Jacobi and Gauss—Seidel methods. One limitation of these classical methods is that
they are only efficient at eliminating high-frequency (i.e., oscillatory) error in gen-
eral. The remaining low-frequency (i.e., smooth) error will be further reduced by
the coarse-grid correction, which is essentially a projection-type method. These two
processes will be applied iteratively in multigrid algorithms until a desired residual
tolerance is achieved.

Much of multigrid analysis within the literature relies on the problem matrix, A,
being symmetric positive definite (SPD). For such problems, the convergence theory
of multigrid methods has been well developed; see, e.g., [24, 4, 5, 22, 25, 27, 28|.
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When A is SPD, the convergence analysis of a symmetric two-grid method (i.e., pre-
and postsmoothing steps are performed in a symmetric way) amounts to analyzing
the eigenvalues of its iteration matrix (also called the error propagation matrix),
because the A-norm of the iteration matrix, called the convergence factor, coincides
with its spectral radius. In the case of Galerkin coarse solver, an identity has been
established to characterize the convergence factor of two-grid methods [24, 5, 29],
which has been widely used to analyze two-grid methods; see, e.g., [5, 25, 1, 26].
Nevertheless, it is often too costly to solve the Galerkin coarse-grid system exactly,
especially when its size is relatively large. Recently, Xu and Zhang [27, 28] extended
the two-grid convergence theory to the case of non-Galerkin coarse solvers. They
proposed two theoretical frameworks for analyzing the convergence of inexact two-
grid methods, which have been successfully applied to the convergence analysis of
multigrid methods.

Unlike the SPD case, the convergence theory of multigrid methods for nonsym-
metric problems is still not mature. Most existing algorithms are based largely on
heuristic or incomplete theory. In general, a nonsymmetric matrix fails to induce a
norm and the error propagation matrix of the coarse-grid correction is an oblique
projection. Thus, two fundamental questions need to be answered when studying
two-grid methods for nonsymmetric problems. The first one is how to choose a suit-
able convergence measure. Ideally, the selected measure can facilitate us to derive
an identity for characterizing the convergence of two-grid methods, as in the SPD
case. The simplest choice is the spectral radius of iteration matrix [17, 23, 15, 6].
However, it describes only the asymptotic convergence, which may be a completely
misleading indicator [8, 14, 18], especially when the iterations are not carried out
enough times. Some other measures (e.g., the VAT A- and v AAT-norms) and the
associated convergence estimates can be found in [2, 12, 14, 13, 16, 18] and the
references therein.

The second question is how to build the intergrid transfer operators R € R™<*™
(restriction) and P € R™*" (prolongation) such that the coarse-grid correction
will not increase error [16], where n. is the number of coarse variables and n is the
number of fine ones (A € R"*™). The error propagation matrix of the correction
process takes the form I — P(RAP)"'RA, provided that RAP € R™*"¢ is nonsin-
gular. Note that I — P(RAP)"'RA is a projection (i.e., an idempotent operator).
For any operator norm || - ||, it holds that

|I — P(RAP)"'RA| > 1.

If | — P(RAP)"'RA| > 1, then the correction process may increase error, which
is contrary to the core idea of multigrid methods. Indeed, the coarse-grid correction
is key to the fast convergence of multigrid algorithms. Therefore, for a fixed R, one
needs to design a prolongation P such that || — P(RAP)"'RA|| = 1 in order to
ensure that the correction process will not increase error.

In this paper, we are concerned with the convergence theory of a two-grid method
for nonsymmetric positive definite problems (e.g., linear systems arising from dis-
cretized convection-diffusion equations). In the two-grid method, an SPD matrix,
M € R™ " is used as a smoother and the induced M-norm is used for measuring
two-grid convergence. In addition, M ~'ATRT is used as a prolongation operator
in order to ensure that the coarse-grid correction will not increase error. Such a
prolongation can be viewed as a multiplicative perturbation of the classical choice
RT (since M~1AT = I). Unlike the existing estimates, we here establish a succinct
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identity for the convergence factor of the two-grid method. It can be conveniently
used to derive a class of optimal restriction operators and analyze how the conver-
gence factor is influenced by the row space of R. Compared with the exact case, the
convergence theory of inexact two-grid methods is of more practical significance,
while, for nonsymmetric problems, such theory is scarce in the literature. Motivated
by this observation, we present some convergence estimates for an inexact variant
of the two-grid method (both linear and nonlinear coarse solvers are considered),
which lay a theoretical foundation for developing new algorithms.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a two-grid
method for solving nonsymmetric positive definite linear systems. In Section 3, we
establish an identity for the convergence factor of the two-grid method, followed by
two applications of the identity. In Section 4, we propose and analyze an inexact
variant of the two-grid method. In Section 5, we give some concluding remarks.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For convenience, we first list some notation used in the subsequent discussions.

— I, denotes the nxn identity matrix (or I when its size is clear from context).
= Amin(); AL (), and Apax(+) stand for the smallest eigenvalue, the smallest
positive eigenvalue, and the largest eigenvalue of a matrix, respectively.

— Ai(+) denotes the ith smallest eigenvalue of a matrix.
— A(+) denotes the spectrum of a matrix.
I - |l2 denotes the spectral norm of a matrix.

— |I- |]as denotes the norm induced by an SPD matrix M € R™*": if v € R",
then |[v|ly = VvI Mv; if X € R™*", then || X ||y = maxyern\ {0} XV lar

R4IEY;

— E[] denotes the expectation of a random variable.

Consider solving the linear system
(2.1) Au=f,

where A € R™*" is nonsymmetric but positive definite (namely, v7' Av > 0 for all
v € R™"\{0}, which implies that A is nonsingular), u € R”, and f € R”. A natural
splitting of A is given by
A= Asym + AskeW7
where Agym = %(A + AT) and Agew = %(A — AT are the symmetric and skew-
symmetric parts of A, respectively. It is easy to check that A is positive definite if
and only if the symmetric matrix Agym is positive definite.
Several basic assumptions involved in the analysis of two-grid methods are sum-

marized as follows.

e Let M € R™ " be an SPD smoother such that ||[I — M 1A, < 1.

e Let R € R™*™ be a restriction matrix of rank n., where n. (< n) is the

number of coarse variables.
e Let P € R™*" be a prolongation (or interpolation) matrix of rank ne.
e Assume that the coarse-grid matrix A, := RAP € R"<*" is nonsingular.

Remark 2.1. The assumption ||[I — M~1A||p < 1 is equivalent to
Amax (I = M™FAM ™ 2) (I = M2 ATM %)) <1,
that is,
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where
(2.2) A=A+ AT — AM1AT,

As a result, |[I — M~1A|[5; <1 if and only if the symmetric matrix A is positive
semidefinite, which is a very weak assumption. If A fails to be positive semidefinite,
one only needs to modify M properly, e.g., replace M by wM (w > 0 is a parameter).
Indeed, there always exists an SPD matrix M such that ||[I — M ~1A| ) < 1.

With the above assumptions, an exact two-grid method for solving (2.1) can be
described by Algorithm 1, in which AZ ! is used as a coarse solver.

Algorithm 1 Exact two-grid method.

[y

. Smoothing: u™ + u(® 4+ M~1(f — Au®) > u® € R™ is an initial guess
2: Restriction: r; < R(f - Au(l))

3: Coarse-grid correction: e. +— A 'r.

4

: Prolongation: upg < uV + Pe,

Remark 2.2. When A is SPD, pre- and postsmoothing steps are often performed in a
symmetric way. The resulting two-grid iteration matrix is symmetric in the A-inner
product, in which case the A-norm of the two-grid iteration matrix coincides with its
spectral radius. However, for nonsymmetric problems, the two-grid iteration matrix
will no longer be symmetric, even if a postsmoothing step is added in Algorithm 1.

In fact, Algorithm 1 involves the following two error-reduction processes:

(2.3a) u—u) = (I - M1A) (u— u(o)),
(2.3b) u—urpg = (I—HA)(u—u(l)),
where

(2.4) Il := PAZ'RA.

Then

Ju—u®||,, < IT - M~ Al|p|ju— @],
lu = wrcllar < | = Dallar|fu —u®| -

Recall that ||[7— M ~'A|[y; < 1. The initial error |u—u(®||, will not be amplified
by (2.3a).

It can be seen from (2.4) that IT4 is a projection along (or parallel to) null(RA)
onto range(P), which leads to

I = 1Lallar = 1,

with equality if and only if IT4 = M ~'ITY M. To ensure that the error Hu— u® HM
will not be amplified by (2.3b), it suffices to choose a prolongation P such that
(2.5) Iy =M 'ATRT(RAP)"TPT M.
Observe that IT 4 is a projection along null(RA) onto range(P), while the right-hand
side of (2.5) is a projection along null(P? M) onto range(M ~' AT RT). Hence, (2.5)
entails that

range(P) = range(M 'ATRT) and null(P”M) = null(RA),
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which can be satisfied by

P=M'ATR"W
for any n. x n. nonsingular matrix W. Taking W = I,,_ yields the prolongation
(2.6) P, =M 'ATRT.

For any coarse vector v, € R, P,v. can be easily computed, because the action of
M~ is always available. Furthermore, it is possible that P, has a sparse structure.
For instance, if A is sparse, M = wdiag(A4), and R = (0 Inc), then P, is sparse.

Remark 2.3. For SPD problems, it is advisable to take P = R which is the most
commonly used prolongation in both geometric and algebraic multigrid methods.
Then

|I—Ialla=|I-R"(RAR")'RA| , =1,
which shows that the error Hu—u(l) HA will not be amplified by (2.3b). However, for
nonsymmetric problems, this goal cannot be achieved by the choice RT. According
to the above discussion, it is suggested to take P = P,, which can be viewed as a
multiplicative perturbation of RT. Moreover,
[P — BT ||
1B ([

Combining (2.3a) and (2.3b), we obtain

<N —=MPAT |y = I = M7 A|y < 1.

u—urg = Frg (u — u(o)),

where
(2.7) Bra = (I — IL4)(I - M~1A),
which is called the iteration matriz (or error propagation matriz) of Algorithm 1.
Then, it holds that

lu—urg|m < ||ETG||MHU - U-(O)HM
with
(2.8) IBrallar = ||(I = M2 IIAM™2) (I - M~z AM™%)||,.

The quantity (2.8) is referred to as the M -convergence factor of Algorithm 1, which
will be analyzed in the next section.

3. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF ALGORITHM 1

In this section, we analyze the convergence of Algorithm 1 with prolongation P,.
A succinct identity for characterizing the convergence factor || Erg||ar is established,
followed by discussions on how the identity can be used to derive a class of optimal
restriction operators and analyze the influence of range(RT) on || Erc||as-

We start with a technical lemma, which provides a sufficient and necessary con-
dition for ||Erg|lam < 1 (see the proof of Theorem 3.3 for details).
Lemma 3.1. Let A and I1, be defined by (2.2) and (2.4), respectively. Then

(3.1) null(4) Nnull(RA) = {0}
if and only if rank (/Nlé (I —1I4)) =n—ne.
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Proof. Observe that rank (/Nlé (I —II4)) =n — nc is equivalent to
(3.2) null (A% (I — I14)) = null(I — I1,).
Thus, it suffices to show that (3.1) and (3.2) are equivalent.
“(3.1)=(3.2)”: For any x € null (ﬁ% (I — I4)), we have
A(I = ITa)x =0,

which implies that (I —IT4)x € null(A). On the other hand, (I —IT4)x € null(RA).
If (3.1) holds, then x € null(I — IT4). The arbitrariness of x yields

null (Z% (I —I4)) Cnull( — ),

which, together with the fact null( — IT4) C null (g% (I — I4)), leads to (3.2).
“(3.2)=-(3.1)”: Assume that the relation (3.1) does not hold, i.e., there exists a
nonzero vector y in null(A) Nnull(RA). Since

null(RA) = range(I — I14),

y can be expressed as y = (I — II4)z for some z € R™\ range(P), which, combined

~ ~1

with the fact y € null(A) = null (42), yields
A3(I = I14)z = 0.

Consequently, z is in null (g% (I —I14)) but not in null(I — I1,), which contradicts
with (3.2). This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. Obviously, the condition (3.1) will be satisfied if Ais SPD, or, equiv-

alently, ||[I — M~1A||ps < 1. In addition, (3.1) implies that rank(A) > n — ne.
Using (2.8) and Lemma 3.1, we can derive the following identity.

Theorem 3.3. Under the assumptions of Algorithm 1 and the condition (3.1), the
M -convergence factor of Algorithm 1 with prolongation (2.6) can be characterized
as

(33) ||ETG||M = \/1 —oTQ
with
(3.4) org = N (MTTA(I — 114)),

where A and IT4 are defined by (2.2) and (2.4), respectively.

Proof. If P = P,, then
A. = RAP, = P'MP,

and
Iy = P,A;'RA =P, (P'MP,)" ' PI' M.
Let
IT=M>IT,M" 3.
Then

(3.5) II=M>P,(PTMP,)"'PT M=,
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Since IIT = IT = I1? and rank(IT) = n., there exists an n x n orthogonal matrix
@ such that

(3.6) QTIIQ = (ISC 8)-
By (2.8), we have
| Bralld = |1 - m)(I - M‘%AM‘%)HE
= Amax (I = M2 ATM~2)(I — ) (I — M2 AM~ %))
= Ao (I = M 2AM~2) (1 — M~ ATM~2)(I — IT))
= A (= M3 AMH) (1 - 1)
=1 Ain (1T + M™2AM™3(I — II)).

l\)l»—‘

Let

TR AMhQ = (L X2
(3.7) Q"M =AM Q_(Xg X3>’

where X; € R™*" X, € fIi&"““"‘"”, and X3 € R(®—me)x(n=nc) = The positive
semidefiniteness of Q7 M 3 AM _%Q implies that of X3. From the relation
I-QTM 2AM™:Q = QT (I - M 2 AM~%)Q
=QT(I - M PAM™%)(I - M~2ATM"%)Q,

we deduce that I,,_,. — X3 is SPSD. It follows that A(X3) C [0, 1]. Direct compu-
tation yields

I+M 2AM (I —1)=Q <I"° %) Q.

0
Then
1Brc|3r =1 — Amin (1T + M~2 AM ™% (I — IT))
=1—min {17 Amin()(fi)}
=1- )\min(XS)-
Since
11 0O 0 T
(I-—HO)M 2AM 2(I—-1I)=Q Q" ,
0 X3
we obtain

rank(X3) = rank ((I — IT)M 2 AM~2(I — IT))
= rank (AZ M3 (I — 1))
= rank (2%(1 —II4)) =n—ne,

where we have used Lemma 3.1. This means that X3 is SPD, i.e., Apin(X3) > 0.
Due to

(3.8) M A —m =@ (0 ) QT
0 X
it follows that N
Amin(X3) = Ar (M2 AM ™2 (1 - IT)).

min
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Thus,
I1Eraly = 1= Ao (M2 AM ™3 (1 - 1))
N (MTTAM 2 (1 — )M 2)
=1 —/\ﬁun( LA - 1)),
which leads to the identity (3.3). O

The identity (3.3) provides a straightforward approach to analyzing the conver-
gence properties of Algorithm 1. Of particular interest is a restriction operator that
minimizes the convergence factor || Erc | ar, provided that M is preselected.

The following inequality, known as the Poincaré separation theorem (see, e.g., [11,
Corollary 4.3.37]), will be used to analyze the optimal restriction.

Lemma 3.4. Let H € C™*" be Hermitian, and let {qi}i, C C" (1 <m <mn) be
a set of orthonormal vectors. Then, for any i =1,...,m, it holds that

)‘Z(H) < )‘l(H) < )\H—n—m(H)a
where H = ( qu)” 1 € C™*™ and qf denotes the conjugate transpose of q;.

Based on (3.3) and Lemma 3.4, we can establish the following optimal restriction
theory.

Theorem 3.5. Let A be defined by (2.2), and let {(u, v;)}, be the eigenpairs of
the generalized eigenvalue problem
Av = uMv,
where
1 ifi=y
<py << and vIiMv;= ’
H1 = H2 = S p i J {O ifi#j.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, it holds that

| Ercllm > /1= pnet1,
with equality if null(RA) = span{v,_41,...,Vn}.
Proof. Observe that
AM~A) = \(M~2AM3).
Since M~ 2 AM~2 and I — M~2AM ™3 are SPSD, it follows that
O=p1 =" =pnr < pln—yt1 < - <pp <1,

where r = rank(A) > n — ne.
Let
_1
V=(vi,...,v,) and Uy =V 'P(P'V-Ty—1p,) 2.
It is easy to check that V is an n x n nonsingular matrix with V=! = VT M and
Uy is an n X n. matrix with orthonormal columns (i.e., U Uy = I,,.). Let Uy be an

n %X (n — n¢) matrix such that (U; Us) € R™*™ is orthogonal, i.e.,

(U, Up)™t = (U, Uu)T.
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Then
M7 A(I — 14) = M~ A(1 — P.(PFMP,)~' PT M)
M7YA(I - vU (Ul v MvU,) Ul v M)
=M A1 - VULUIVTM)
=M A -VULUTVY
= M TAVULUT V!
= VAULUT V!,
where A = diag (O, co s 0y g1y - - ,un) € R™*"™, Hence,
AAULUT) = M(MTYA(I - I14))
=AM FAM™EM3(I — [I4)M~%)
= MNM~FAM™%(I - II)),

which, together with (3.8), yields that AUsUZ has n — n. positive eigenvalues and
eigenvalue 0 with multiplicity n.. Due to

(7)o -(3 1),
it follows that UJ AU, is SPD. Using (3.3) and Lemma 3.4, we obtain
| Eralla = \/1 — N (M—YA(I = I14))
= /1= Ao (ATRUY)
1 — M (UFAU,)

> \V 1- Hne+1-

In particular, if null(RA) = span{v,_+1,...,Vn}, then

T
VP, = VM T ATRT = VIATRT — (RAV)T (}E)

where R, = RA(v1,...,Vy,) € R is nonsingular. We then have
UUl =1 -0,Uf
— -V P (PTV-TVip) ' PTVT

RT\ o
_I—<O>RCTRC1(RC 0)

(0 0
N 0 In—nc '

||ETGHM - \/1 - mln AUQUT) V 1- Hne+1-

This completes the proof. 0

Thus,

To analyze the influence of range(R”) on || Etg||ar, we need the following lemma;
see, e.g., [11, Corollary 4.3.5].
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Lemma 3.6. Let Hy and Hs be n x n Hermitian matrices. If Ho is singular, then
Ai(Hy 4+ Ha) < Aivank (i) (H1)
foralli=1,...,n —rank(Hs).

The following theorem shows that ||Erc|asr decreases when expanding the row
space of R.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that B € R7*™ has full row rank, where n. < ne < n. If
range(RT) C range(R™), then

(3.9) 1Erallm < 1Evallu,
where Erg is given by (2.7) and Erq is formed by replacing R in (2.7) with R.

Proof. Since range(RT) C range(RT), there exists an A, X n, matrix Y, with full
column rank, such that

RT = RTY.

Let Y be an Ne X N nonsingular matrix such that

s (1.
voi ()
BT = BTV (I) |
0
Hence, there exists an n x (. — n¢) matrix Zp, with full column rank, such that

(3.10) RT = (RT Z,)Y V.

Then

According to the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have

ore = N (MYA(T — Py(PTMP,)~ PI M)
= Mes1 (MTYA(I = P.(PTMP,) " P M)
= Met1 (A(I = P.(PTMP) ' PT M) MY
= et (A (M~ P(PEMP)PE) A,

Similarly, one has

|Ercllp = V1 - 01,

where
o1 = Anos1 (AT (M~ — P(PTMP,)"'PT)A%) with P, =M 'A"R".
By (3.10), we have
P,=(P. 2)Y™' with Z=M"1ATZ,
Let
D, =P.(PTMP)'PT — P.(PTMP,)"'PT,

)
I I, 0
* T \—ZT"MP,(PPMP)" Ii_,.)’
=7"M7Z - Z"MP . (P'TMP,)'P'MZ.
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Then

PTMP, PTMZzZ\' ((PTMP)™! 0 T

_ (. 2) {Lf <(prp*)—1 0 >L*_ <(prp*)—1 0)](]3* 2"

0 St 0 0
_(pT —1pT _(pT —1pT T
:(P* Z)( (P*]\if*) P*MZ>S*—1< (P*]\if*) P*MZ> (P* Z)T,

from which we deduce that D, is SPSD and rank(D,) < ni. — n.. It follows that
rank (/Nlé D*Av%) < Ne — N,

which, together with Lemma 3.6, yields

Thus,
|Ercllv = vI—ore > V1 -61c = |Erclla,
which gives the inequality (3.9). O

4. AN INEXACT VARIANT OF ALGORITHM 1

Recall that the coarse-grid system in Algorithm 1 to be solved reads
(4.1) Ace. = re.

In practice, it is often too costly to solve (4.1) exactly when its size is large. Instead,
without essential loss of convergence speed, it is advisable to find an approximation
to the exact solution e. = A 'r.. Note that, unlike the original problem (2.1), the
coefficient matrix in (4.1) is SPD if P, is used as a prolongation. For such linear
systems, there are many efficient numerical methods available in the literature, such
as multigrid and conjugate gradient methods.

In what follows, we analyze the convergence of an inexact variant of Algorithm 1,
which is formalized as Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Inexact two-grid method.

1: Smoothing: u® « u® + Ar—1 (f — Au(o)) > ul® € R™ is an initial guess
2: Restriction: r¢ « R(f — Au(l))

3: Coarse-grid correction: €. <~ Z.[r.] > Z.[]:R"™ — R"™ and %.[] ~ A_*
4: Prolongation: urrg + u¥) 4+ P,é, > P, is given by (2.6)
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4.1. Linear coarse solvers. The solver %.[] in Algorithm 2 is a general mapping

from R™ to R™<, which is expected to be a good approximation to A_!. In this sub-

section, we consider the linear case %.[-] = B, 1 where B, is an n¢ x n. nonsingular

matrix such that B, + Bl — A is SPD, or, equivalently, ||I,,, — Bc_lACHA < 1.
From Algorithm 2, we have ’

u—urrg = Errg (u—ul?),

where
Errg = (I — P.B;'RA)(I - M~ A).

In view of (2.6), Erpg can be expressed as

(4.2) Errg = (I — P.B;*PIM) (I — M~*A).
Define
(4.3) Be:= B(B.+ BT — A.)"'BT.

By (4.2), we have
|Errcll3; = ||(I - P.BSYPTM)(I - M1 4)|3,
= ||(1 - M2P.B;'PTME) (I - M3 AM %)
— Ao (T = M2 ATM2)(I = M3 P, B, PYM3?)(I — M~ AM %)),
Due to
1-ASB A8 = (1 AdB.TAl) (1- A B AL,

it follows that B, — A, is SPSD. Let
-1

(4.4a) 1 = Amin (Be Ac),
(4.4b) 2 = Amax (B Ae).
Then

O0<ag <ag<1.
From (4.4a) and (4.4b), we deduce that B, — O%AC and O%AC — B, are SPSD. Hence,
(4.5) Amax(E2) < [|Erra iy < Amax(E1),
where
Ee=(—-M2ATM 2)(I — a,IT)(I — M~ 2AM~?)
with IT being given by (3.5).

To estimate the largest eigenvalues of &, and &5, we need the following eigenvalue
identities.

Lemma 4.1. Let IT be given by (3.5).
(4.62)  Awmin (I - M~ 2ATM %) (I -
I— M*2ATM*%)
)
)

(4.6D) A (( (I - H)(I M~3AM~%)) =1 - orq,
(4.6¢)  Amin((I— TM~2)II(I - M~ 3AM~%)) =0,
(4.6d)  Amax (I =M 2ATM™3)[I(I - M~2AM™2)) = 1 - drc,
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where org is given by (3.4) and

(4.7) Sra = {)‘ilin (M~YAIl,) if null(A) Nrange(P,) = {0},

0 if null(A) Nrange(P,) # {0}.

Proof. Recall that I — IT is an L?-orthogonal projection operator. Then, the ma-
trix (I — M~z ATM~3)(I — IT)(I — M~2 AM~%) is SPSD, which leads to (4.6a).
Similarly, the identity (4.6¢) holds. The identity (4.6b) follows from (3.3) and the
fact

1 Erc|3r = Amax (I = M™2ATM™2)(I — II)(I = M™2 AM %)),

It remains to prove (4.6d).
By (3.6) and (3.7), we have

11 IL,.— X1 O
(4.8) (I-M"3AM 2)H_Q< X7 0> Qr,
(4.9) HM%ZM%HZQ()gl 8)@?
Due to

(I-M 2AM ) (I -M 2ATM %) =1 M *AM %,
it follows that
Ao (I = M72ATM = 2) I (I = M~ 2 AM %)) = A (I = M~ 2 AM~2)11)
= max{l — Amin(X1), O},

where we have used the fact (4.8). Since QTM 2AM~2Qand I-QTM -2 AM~3Q
are SPSD, we deduce from (3.7) that X7 is SPSD and A(X;) C [0,1]. Thus,

(4.10) Amax (I = M2 ATM=2) (1 = M™2AM ™ %)) = 1 — Apin(X1).
From (4.9), we have

rank(X;) = rank

with equality if and only if

(4.11) null(A) Nrange(P,) = {0}.

In fact, if the relation (4.11) holds, then PKZP* is SPD, because it is SPSD and
vIPIAP,v. = (P,v.)T A(P,v.) = 0 entails that v. = 0. Hence,

rank (K% P*) = rank (P*TAP*) = nec.

Conversely, if rank (ﬁ% P*) = ne, then rank (PKAP*) = ng, i.e., PKEP* is SPD.
If (4.11) does not hold, then there exists a nonzero vector w, € R™ such that

AP, w. = 0.
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Accordingly, W?PE;{P*WC = 0, which contradicts with the positive definiteness of
PTAP,. The above analysis, together with (4.9), yields

)\Jr

Fa(IIM~2 AM~311)  if (4.11) holds,
(4.12) Amin(X1) =

otherwise.
The identity (4.6d) then follows from (4.10), (4.12), and the fact

)\+

min

(TM~3AM~31IT) = X},

min

(M~3AM~31IT) = X}

min

(M~YAILy).
This completes the proof. 0

To bound Apax(€1) and Apax(E2), we also need an important tool for eigenvalue
analysis, which is the following Weyl’s theorem; see, e.g., [11, Theorem 4.3.1].

Lemma 4.2. Let Hy and Hy be n xn Hermitian matrices. Assume that the spectra
Of Hl, HQ, and H1 —+ HQ are {AZ(Hl) ?:1, {AZ(HQ) ?:1, and {Az(Hl + HQ)}?:l,
respectively. Then, for each k =1,...,n, it holds that

Mo—jr1 (H1) + Xj(H2) < Mpe(Hi + H2) < Agge(Hr) + An—e(H2)
forallj=1,...)k and £ =0,...,n — k. In particular, one has

(4133) Amax(lil + HQ) Z max {)\max(Hl) + Amin(IJQ); /\min(Hl) + )\max(H2)}7
(413b) Amax(lil + HQ) S Amax(lil) + )\max(HQ)-

We are now ready to present a convergence estimate for Algorithm 2.

Theorem 4.3. Let B. be an n. X n. matriz such that B. + BCT — A. is SPD, and
let B[] = B-1. Then, the M-convergence factor of Algorithm 2 satisfies

(4.14) Z(az) < |Errcllm < % (o)

with

(4.15a) ZL(ag) = \/1 — min {orG, Amin(M~1A4) + as(1 - é1c)},
(415b) %(041) = \/1 — 107G — (1 — al))\min(M_lAv),

where org, Ota, a1, and ag are given by (3.4), (4.7), (4.4a), and (4.4b), respec-
tively.

Proof. In view of (4.5), one can obtain a two-sided estimate for || Errc|/as by bound-
ing the eigenvalues A\pax(€1) and Apax(E2).
By (4.6d) and (4.13a), we have

)\max (52)

1

= Mo (1 = MTEATMN) (1 = o) (T = M3 M)
> A (I = M2 ATM=3) (I — M~3 AM~ %))

— o Amax (I = MTEATM™3)I1(1 — M~ AM~ %))
- )\max((I N M_%AM_%)(I_ M_%ATM_%)) —as(l —dérg)
= 1= Amin(M " 4) = a2(1 = drc).
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On the other hand, we deduce from (4.6b), (4.6¢), and (4.13a) that

1

M) = D (1 = MHATME) (I = IT 4+ (1= ) 1) (1~ M3 AMH))
> (I = M3ATM3) (1 I1) (T = M3 AM2))
+ (1= ao)Amin (I = M™2ATM~2)I1(1 = M~2AM ™))
=1-o7¢.

)

)

Thus,
(4.16) Amax(E2) > 1 — min {0, Amin(M1A) + az(1 - d1c) }-
Using (4.6b) and (4.13b), we obtain
Amax(E1) = Amax (I = M72ATM™2) (1 — an)] + ar(I — 1)) (I — M~2AM ™))
< (1= a)Amax (I = M72ATM™2) (I = M2 AM™ %))
+ o Amax (I = M3 ATM™3)(I — I) (I — M™3AM™ %))
= (1= @) Amax (I = M~3AM™2) (I = M~2ATM %)) + oy (1 — o)
=(1—a)(l = Amin(M7LA)) + 1 (1 - orc),
that is,
(4.17) Amax(E1) < 1= arorg — (1 — a1) Amin (M1 A).
Combining (4.5), (4.16), and (4.17), we can arrive at the estimate (4.14). O
Remark 4.4. From (4.6b), (4.6d), and (4.13b), we deduce that
2= 076 — 016 > Amax (I = M 2 ATM = 2) (I = M2 AM %)) = 1 — Apin (M1 4),
which yields N
1= 671G + Amin(M ™ A) > orq.

If B[] = AZ!, then a; = g = 1, in which case one has
L(az) = U () = V1 - ora,
and hence (4.14) reduces to the identity (3.3).
As a consequence of Theorem 4.3, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Let .Z(-) and % (-) be defined by (4.15a) and (4.15b), respectively.
Assume that B. is an ne X ne. matriz such that 2B, — A. is SPD, and let

(4.18) B1=Amin(B ' Ac)  and B2 = Amax (B "Ac).

Then, the convergence factor of Algorithm 2 with B.[-] = B! satisfies the follow-
g estimates.

(i) If B2 < 1, then
ZL((2-B2)B2) < |Errcllm <% ((2 = B1)B1).
(i) If B1 < 1 < Ba, then
Z(1) < ||Errellv <% (min {(2 = 41)B1, (2— B2)B2}).
(iii) If 1 < 1 < By < 2, then
ZL(2-61)61) < |Errcllm < % ((2 = B2)B2).
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Proof. Since B, is SPD, it follows from (4.3) that

B, 'A. = (21, — B7'A) B A..

With the notation in (4.18), we have

(2—B1)B if B2 <1,
a1 = Auin (B, Ac) = { min {(2 = 81)Br, (2= B2)Bs} 1 B <1< B,
(2 = B2)B2 f1<p <pB2<2,
(2= B2)B2 if B2 <1,
02 = Amax (B, Ac) =4 1 if 1 <1< fo,
(2=pB1)B1 ifl1<pBr <<
The desired result then follows from Theorem 4.3. O

4.2. Nonlinear coarse solvers. In Theorem 4.3, the extreme eigenvalues a; and
ag (or their bounds) are required in order to get an estimate for || Errg||as. However,
such quantities will be unavailable if Z.[-] is a nonlinear solver (e.g., the conjugate
gradient [10] and generalized minimal residual methods [20]). In this subsection,
we analyze the convergence of Algorithm 2 with nonlinear coarse solvers.

Theorem 4.6. If
(4.19) lec = Belrc]| ,. < elleca.

for some e € [0,1), then urrg produced by Algorithm 2 satisfies

(4.20) lu—urrg||ar < \/1 — (1 -e2)ore — e2Amn(M1A) [lu—u@],,,
where o s given by (3.4).
Proof. From (4.19), we have
leclh, —2xf Zelre] + || Zelre|[}, < llecl..
that is,
(4.21) 2r? Be[re] > (1 - e)llecll. + || Zelre|’, -
Due to
u—ure =u—u — P,%[r],
it follows that
[lu— uIT(;H?W = (u —u® - P*%C[[rc]])TM(u —u® - p.&. [[rc]])
= [fa=u®|, —2(a - u) MP.B[rc] + | Zelr]| ),
= Hu —u® H?\z{ — 2(u - u(l))TATRT%C[[rCﬂ + ||<@C[[rc]]HZC
= Hu — u(l)H?w — Qrgﬂc[[rcﬂ + ||<@C[[rc]]Hic.
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Using (4.21), we obtain

Ju— e < flu—u®[f}, — (0 - ) e,

I = A RA( = uD)|[}

o — (1=
(1-¢?

= [lu—u® [}, = (1 =) AT PIM (u -]
~(1-¢%
(

= ||u—u(1 1—¢?

Ac
1—¢? (u u ) M2IIM?> (u—u(l))
=(u— u(l))TM% I-(1-¢ )H)M§ (u— u(l)),
where II is given by (3.5). Since
u—ul = (- M~A)(u— u(o)),
it follows that
lu —urral/3; < (u— u(o))TM%EM% (u— u(o))

with

€= (1= MEATME) (1~ (1= 2)I) (1 = M—EAM~E),
Hence,
(4.22) [u—urrell3; < /\max(E)Hu—u(O)HL,

By (4.6b) and (4.13b), we have
Amax(€) = Amax (I = M2 ATM™2) (21 + (1 — €2)(I — IT)) (I - M™2 AM %))
< M Nnax (I = M3ATM™2) (I — M™3AM %))
+ (1= e (I = MTZATM2) (1 — IT)(I — M2 AM 7))
= Ao (I = M2 AM~2) (I = M2 ATM~3)) 4 (1 — £2)(1 — orc)
=2(1 = Amin(MLA)) + (1 - 2)(1 - orc)
=1-(1-¢)orc — e Amm(M 1 4),
which, combined with (4.22), yields the estimate (4.20). O

Besides deterministic methods, one may apply some randomized methods to the
problem (4.1). Similarly to Theorem 4.6, one can derive the following convergence
estimates.

Theorem 4.7. Assume that B[] : R" — R" is a randomized coarse solver, and
let v1,72 € [0,1) be two tolerance factors.

(i) If
(4.23) |Efec — Ze[rel] |, < mllecl?.,
then
IE[u - wra]|3, < (1 - (1= 7)ore — NAmin(M ) Ju— @3,
(ii) If
(4.24) E[[lec - Zelrel|} | <ellecl..
then
Efllu—wrc|3] < (1 - (1 —)ore — 72)\min(M_1‘2{)) Ju— u(O)H?\/I'
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Proof. From (4.23) and (4.24), we deduce that
2T E[Belre]] > (1—)llecl3, + [[E[Zelrel]|[%
2xTE[B[r]] > (- )llecl, +E[| 2] ]

Then
IEfu - urr] 3 = [[u - u® - PE[Z[r]]|[%,
= [[u—u D3, - 2TE[Z[r]] + |[E[ZIx]]|I%,
<l —a®[, = (1 =)l
E[Ju—wrel},] = EfJu—u® - P x|},
= Ju—u®[}}, - 2T E[Bc[xe]] +E[||Zclr]|l}, |
< Ju—u® 3, = (@ —2)llecl?..
The remainder of this proof is similar to Theorem 4.6. O

Remark 4.8. We remark that the conditions (4.23) and (4.24) can be satisfied by a
wide variety of randomized/stochastic algorithms; see, e.g., [7, 19]. For any random
vector A.[r.], it holds that (see [7, Lemma 4.1])

E[[lec - Zelxel|l}. | = [Efec = olxel] |5, +E[[|Zelre] - B[] [, |-

This shows that (4.24) is a stronger type of condition compared to (4.23).

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we analyze the convergence of a two-grid method for nonsymmetric
positive definite problems. In the case of exact coarse solver, we establish an elegant
identity for characterizing the M-convergence factor of the two-grid method. Based
on the identity, we derive a class of optimal restriction operators and analyze the
influence of the row space of restriction on the convergence factor. Furthermore, we
present some convergence estimates for an inexact variant of the two-grid method,
in which both linear and nonlinear coarse solvers are considered. It is worth pointing
out that our results can be extended straightforwardly to the complex case (non-
Hermitian positive definite problems). In the future, we expect to develop some new
practical algorithms for nonsymmetric or non-Hermitian positive definite problems
based on our two-grid theory.
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