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Abstract

The accumulated quadrature weights of Gaussian quadrature formulae constitute bounds
on the integral over the intervals between the quadrature nodes. Classical results in this
concern date back to works of Chebyshev, Markov and Stieltjes and are referred to as
Separation Theorem of Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes (CMS Theorem). Similar separa-
tion theorems hold true for some classes of rational Gaussian quadrature. The Krylov
subspace for a given matrix and initial vector is closely related to orthogonal polynomi-
als associated with the spectral distribution of the initial vector in the eigenbasis of the
given matrix, and Gaussian quadrature for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with
this spectral distribution. Similar relations hold true for rational Krylov subspaces. In
the present work, separation theorems are reviewed in the context of Krylov subspaces
including rational Krylov subspaces with a single complex pole of higher multiplicity
and some extended Krylov subspaces. For rational Gaussian quadrature related to some
classes of rational Krylov subspaces with a single pole, the underlying separation theo-
rems are newly introduced here.
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1. Introduction and historical context

In the present work we consider an Hermitian matrix A € C"*" and a given vector u €
C™. The coefficients of u in the orthonormal eigenbasis of A are referred to as spectral
coefficients, see (2.3) below. These coefficients rely on an underlying inner product on C”
which is specified in (2.2), and denoted as M-inner product in the sequel. Furthermore,
Krylov subspaces in the sequel also rely on the M-inner product.

1.1. Historical context and previous works

For a polynomial or rational Krylov subspace of a matrix A with starting vector u, the
spectral coefficients of u play a crucial role: The linear functional f — (u, f(A4)u)m
can be understood as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with a non-decreasing step
function «,. This step function is defined by the eigenvalues of A and the spectral
coefficients of u, and many results concerning the theory of polynomial Krylov subspaces
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have their origin in the theory of orthogonal polynomials, namely, polynomials on the real
axis which are orthogonal w.r.t. the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with c,; see
also [ | for a survey. We also refer to these polynomials as orthogonal polynomials
associated with the distribution da,,. In a similar manner, orthogonal rational functions
describe rational Krylov subspaces.

For the polynomial case, the Lanczos method | | is used in practice to gener-
ate an M-orthonormal basis of the Krylov subspace and the associated Jacobi matrix,
which corresponds to the representation of A in the respective Krylov subspace, see
also | |. The respective M-orthonormal basis vectors satisfy a three-term recursion
which conforms to the three-term recursion of the underlying orthogonal polynomials as-
sociated with da,,; the Krylov basis and the orthogonal polynomials exist in an equivalent
manner.

The Jacobi matrix associated with orthogonal polynomials for a given distribution
plays a crucial role for Gaussian quadrature formulae for the respective Riemann-Stieltjes
integral, which also goes by the name Gauss-Christoffel quadrature, cf. [ |. For
the Gauss-Christoffel quadrature formula with m quadrature nodes which integrates
polynomials of degree < 2m — 1 exactly, the quadrature nodes are given by the zeros of
the (m + 1)-th orthogonal polynomial and the quadrature weights are given by so called
Christoffel numbers. Early works on quadrature formulae [ , | (historical
remarks in [ ] also refer to earlier works of Goertzel) show that these quadrature
nodes and weights can be computed via the Jacobi matrix; the zeros of the (m + 1)-th
orthogonal polynomial coincide with eigenvalues of the respective Jacobi matrix, and
the Christoffel numbers correspond to entries of its eigenvectors. In these works, the
underlying distribution is not necessarily based on a matrix-vector pair as it is the case
when considering a polynomial Krylov subspace; a reference to the Krylov setting is
made later in [ , ] and also discussed in detail (including historical remarks)
in | , ]. In this context, the eigenvalues of the Jacobi matrix are also referred
to as Ritz values, and m denotes the dimension of the Krylov subspace. Furthermore,
the Christoffel numbers, which are given by entries of the eigenvectors of the Jacobi
matrix, can be written as spectral coefficients of a vector x € R™. In particularly,
the vector = corresponds to the representation of the starting vector u in the Krylov
subspace, i.e., the first unit vector scaled by the norm of u. Here, the spectral coeflicients
of x € R™ denote its coefficients in the ¢?-orthonormal' eigenbasis of .J,,,.

The Separation Theorem of Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes (CMS Theorem) states that
accumulated quadrature weights of a Gaussian quadrature formula (i.e., the accumu-
lated Christoffel numbers) are bounded by Riemann-Stieltjes integrals over the interval
between the left integral limit and the quadrature nodes. For details and historical
remarks see | , , ]. In an equivalent manner, this statement can be
formulated in a Krylov setting: The accumulated entries of eigenvectors of the Jacobi

I The notation ‘¢2-orthonormal’ refers to a basis orthonormal w.r.t. the Euclidean inner product.
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matrix (spectral coefficients of z) are bounded by Riemann-Stieltjes integrals associated
with oy, over the interval between the left-most eigenvalue of A and the Ritz values. The
step function «,, corresponds to accumulated spectral coefficients of u, and as a corol-
lary, accumulated spectral coefficients of x yield bounds on sums of spectral coefficients
of w and vice versa. Analogously, this statement can be formulated as an intertwin-
ing property of the distribution da,, and a distribution da,, associated with the step
function a,,, which is defined by Ritz values and spectral coefficients of x: Similar to
f = (u, f(A)u)m and ay, the functional f — (z, f(J,,)z)2 can be understood as a
Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with the step function «,,. The underlying Gaus-
sian quadrature formula implies (u, p(A) u)m = (x, p(Jm) )2 for polynomials p of degree
< 2m — 1, and therefore, the distributions da,, and da;,, have the same moments up to

degree 2m — 1.
For distributions with the same moments, an intertwining property is stated in | ,
Theorem 22.2], see also | , Theorem 2.2.5] and | , Theorem 3.3.4]. Indeed,

this intertwining property coincides with the result of the CMS Theorem. In the
context of Krylov subspaces, the intertwining property of the distributions da, and
da,, already appeared earlier in | , , |. For further remarks (includ-
ing many historical remarks) on the moment problem we particularly refer to [ ]-
The identity (u,p(A)u)m = (x,p(Jm) x)2 above corresponds to quadrature properties,
and results from well-known identities for polynomials in the Krylov subspace in an
equivalent manner; p(A)u = V,, p(Jy)x for polynomials p of degree < m — 1 and
p(A)u — Vi p(Jm)x Ly Vi, for polynomials p of degree m where V,,, € C"™*™ denotes
the M-orthonormal Krylov basis written in matrix form.

The related theory in | , | applies in a slightly more general setting, namely,
for Gaussian quadrature formulae which integrate polynomials of degree < 2m—2 exactly
(where m is the number of quadrature nodes). This includes Gauss-Radau quadrature
formulae where one of the m quadrature nodes is preassigned. The quadrature nodes
and weights of Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae can be represented by the zeros of a
so-called quasi-orthogonal polynomial and the Christoffel numbers associated with this
polynomial, respectively. Similar to the Jacobi matrix, the recursion of the underlying
set of polynomials constitutes a tridiagonal structure in matrix form, and the respective
quadrature nodes and weights correspond to the eigenvalues and entries of eigenvectors,
respectively, of this tridiagonal matrix. This relation between Gauss-Radau quadrature
formulae and the eigendecomposition of this Jacobi-like tridiagonal matrix goes back
to | ] and is reviewed in detail in [ , Section 6.2].

In the present work we also consider rational Krylov subspaces, namely, subspaces
spanned by {r(A)u} where r = p/q for polynomials p of degree < m—1 and a preassigned
denominator polynomial ¢ of degree < m — 1 (here, p and ¢ are complex polynomials
and m again denotes the dimension of the Krylov subspace). For early works on rational
Krylov subspaces we refer to | , ], and for a review we refer to | |. The
zeros of the denominator ¢ are also referred to as poles in this context. Rational Krylov
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techniques using a single pole of multiplicity m — 1 yield the most prominent cases, the
resulting rational Krylov subspaces are also referred to as Shift-and-Invert (Sal) Krylov
subspaces.

The rational Krylov subspace with preassigned denominator polynomial g and starting
vector u is identical to the polynomial Krylov subspace with starting vector g(A) tw.
The respective orthogonal polynomials (particularly, orthogonal polynomials associated
with a scaled distribution da,) divided by the denominator polynomial ¢ yield rational
functions which are orthogonal w.r.t. the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with a,
(as given previously), cf. | ]. These orthogonal rational functions, evaluated at A
as a matrix function and applied to u, provide an M-orthonormal basis of the rational
Krylov subspace. Furthermore, results regarding Gaussian quadrature formulae carry
over to the rational setting: The orthogonal rational functions which span the rational
Krylov subspace of dimension m with a preassigned denominator ¢ constitute a ratio-
nal quadrature formula for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with «,, which
integrates rational functions r = p/|q|? exactly for polynomials p of degree < 2m — 1.
For an overview on rational Gaussian quadrature see also | |, and for the rela-
tion between rational Krylov subspaces and rational Gaussian quadrature we also refer
to | , , ].

The relation between a rational Krylov subspace with denominator ¢ and starting
vector u, and the polynomial Krylov subspace with starting vector q(A)~'u is more
of a theoretical nature. In practice, various algorithms, covering different settings, are
relevant to construct a rational Krylov subspace, and result in different sequences of
M-orthonormal basis vectors of this subspace. To keep our results general, we do no
restrict ourselves to a specific algorithm or an underlying recursion for the basis vectors
in that concern. Assuming an M-orthonormal basis of a rational Krylov subspace is
given, we refer to the representation of A in this basis as Rayleigh quotient A,, € C™*™,
Furthermore, we reuse the notation x € C™ for the representation of w in the given ba-
sis. As stated above, a rational Krylov subspace is closely related to orthogonal rational
functions which constitute a rational Gaussian quadrature formula. In particular, the
quadrature nodes and weights for this rational Gaussian quadrature formula correspond
to the eigenvalues of the Rayleigh quotient A, and the spectral coefficients of z, respec-
tively. We remark that the eigenvalues of A, (also referred to as rational Ritz values,
which are real due to A,, being Hermitian) and the spectral coefficients of x, which refer
to the coefficients of = in the ¢?-orthonormal eigenbasis of A,,, are independent of the
choice of the basis. Furthermore, the respective quadrature formula conforms to the
identity (u,7(A)u)m = (x,7(A,) x)2 for rational functions r = p/|q|? as above.

Similar to the polynomial case, the functional f — (x, f(A4;,)z)2 can be understood
as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with «,,, which is now defined by eigenvalues
of A,, and the spectral coefficients of x. The rational quadrature properties imply that
da, and do,, have 2m — 1 identical rational moments.

For rational Gaussian quadrature formulae, CMS type results depend on the choice
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of the denominator, and do not seem to be as popular as for the polynomial case.
In | | a separation theorem is given for a class of Laurent polynomials and an integral
defined on the positive real axis. Here, Laurent polynomials correspond to rational
functions with denominator g(\) = A"/2 for even m. In a Krylov setting, this class of
rational functions is related to some extended Krylov subspaces | | for a matrix A
with positive eigenvalues (i.e., the step function «y, is defined on the positive real axis).
However, the results of | ] have not been applied in a Krylov setting yet.

More recently, | | computes piecewise estimates on «,, based on a Shift-and-
Invert Krylov subspace with a pole of multiplicity m — 1 at zero (i.e., g(A) = A1), for
a matrix A with positive eigenvalues. In this work, a Shift-and-Invert representation is
used instead of the Rayleigh quotient (see also | , Subsection 5.4.3]). The given
estimates are based on an intertwining property of da,, and a distribution given by
spectral properties of the Shift-and-Invert representation; the intertwining property goes
back to the polynomial case, referring to | , Theorem 22.2].

In the present work, we also consider Krylov techniques related to rational Gauss-
Radau quadrature formulae. These quadrature formulae integrate rational function r =
p/|q|? exactly, where p is a polynomial of degree < 2m — 2, q is the given denominator,
and one of the m quadrature nodes is preassigned, see also | , ]. For rational
Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae in a more general setting see also | , ,

]. Analogously to the Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae in the polynomial case,
this slightly generalizes the previously discussed rational quadrature properties but can
be treated similarly concerning the intertwining properties of the underlying distributions
day, and doy,.

1.2. Applications

Computable estimates on spectral coefficients of u. A direct computation of eigen-
values and spectral coefficients requires access to the eigenbasis of the given matrix A
which is not practical for problems of a large problem size n in general; typically, the
full spectrum of A is not available. However, information on partly accumulated spec-
tral coefficients, namely, the step function «, on subsets of the spectrum of A, can be
sufficient for some applications. CMS type results provide suitable estimates for this
purpose, which can be evaluated using Krylov techniques. In particularly, this yields
piecewise estimates on «,, covering the full spectrum of A. These estimates hold true
independently of the convergence of individual (rational) Ritz values. However, more
detailed information is provided for parts of the spectrum which are well resolved by
(rational) Ritz values. We proceed to give some applications based on estimates on «,.

The eigenvalues of A together with the spectral coefficients of v have some relevance for
the approximation of the action of a matrix function f(A)u, e.g., the matrix exponential
function or the matrix inverse. Polynomial Krylov methods yield good approximations
on matrix functions without any a priori information on the spectrum of A. However,
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further knowledge on the spectrum of A can help to improve the quality of the approxi-
mation (here we also refer to the introduction of | ). In| ], piecewise estimates
on «,, are applied to construct a polynomial preconditioner for the conjugate gradient
method. This approach is based on the intertwining property of the distributions day,
and da,,, where the latter is computed using a small number of Lanczos iterations in
the progress (thus, «, is based on a polynomial Krylov subspace here).

In [ |, the authors consider iterative bidiagonalization methods to solve ill-posed
linear systems. In this work, effects of a noisy right-hand side on the projected problem
are discussed. The ill-posed problems therein are associated with an underlying distri-
bution (similar to dey, given previously in the present introduction), and due to problem
assumptions and noise on the initial data this distribution is of a special structure which
carries over to the projected problem. This process is closely related to the intertwining
property of the distributions de,, and da,, in the Lanczos case, and results in criteria
to detect the noise level on the run, as introduced in [ .

In [ |, an inhomogeneous differential equation, arising in applications of dynamic
analysis of structure, is diagonalized using eigenvectors of a large matrix. This requires
computation of a moderate number of eigenvectors, namely, eigenvectors such that the
external force vector is resolved with sufficient accuracy. The spectral decomposition of
this vector is associated with a distribution de,,, and estimates on this distribution allow
to determine intervals which cover eigenvalues corresponding to the required eigenvec-
tors. In | ], estimates on «, are based on a Shift-and-Invert Lanczos method, and
yield a pole selection strategy and stopping criteria for an eigenproblem solver based on
rational Krylov methods.

In future works, estimates on «,, will be applied to design special rational approxima-
tions to the action of the exponential of skew-Hermitian matrices.

The structure of «,, roughly carries over to «,,. In | |, the authors consider a
localized best approximation property of rational Krylov approximants to the action of
a matrix exponential. In particularly, we consider the exponential of a skew-Hermitian
matrix applied to a vector which is subject to some assumptions. Namely, strict increases
of au, are, up to a small perturbation, located in an interval. For some rational Krylov
subspaces we illustrate that such properties carry over to the associated step function
am. These ideas are based on theoretical results derived in the present work; and
in | | this approach motivates a localized best approximation result which can
show a mesh-independent convergence (in a setting where the matrix exponential arises
from a spatial discretization of a PDE (evolution equation)). In contrast to previously
mentioned applications, computable estimates on «, are not topical for | ].

Other applications. Apart from the Krylov setting, the CMS Theorem has applications
in various fields, e.g., for a work on discretization of quantum systems see | l.
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Furthermore, bounds on distribution functions have some importance in probability
theory and statistics; and various bounds are referenced to Chebyshev, Markov, Stieltjes
and others. This includes variants of the CMS Theorem formulated in terms of moments,
e.g., | | or more recently | ]. Moment-matching methods also appear in the
context of system theory | .

Krylov methods also have applications in the approximation to bilinear forms (u, f(A) u)m,
where f is a given function, see also [ , , , ]. Due to the relation
between (u, f(A)u)m and a Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with ay,, estimates on
this bilinear form are directly related to quadrature formulae. However, these applica-
tions will not be further discussed in the present work.

1.3. Main contributions and overview of present work

We proceed to highlight the main contributions of the present work, including results or
remarks which are considered to be new by the author.

e We introduce a new CMS type result for a class of rational Gaussian quadrature
formulae, namely, quadrature formulae based on rational functions with a single
real pole of higher multiplicity, see Theorem 4.11 in Subsection 4.3. To prove this
result, we introduce rational majorants and minorants on Heaviside type functions
in Proposition 4.12. In a Krylov setting, this theorem applies to the Sal Krylov
subspace with a real shift. Our results include the case that the shift is located in
the contour of the matrix spectrum; we consider a more general setting compared
to [ |. An intertwining property of the distributions de,, and day, holds true
up to a constant, see Proposition 4.13.

e For the setting of rational functions with a single complex pole of higher multi-
plicity, we introduce a new CMS type result which yields an upper bound on the
Riemann-Stieltjes integral over the interval between neighboring quadrature nodes
and at the boundary, see Proposition 4.19 in Subsection 4.4. This result applies
to the Sal Krylov subspace with a single complex shift of higher multiplicity. To
prove this upper bound, we make use of polynomial majorants on Heaviside type
functions on the unit circle given in [ ]. Furthermore, we propose the use of
an isometric Arnoldi method to compute the Rayleigh quotient of the Sal Krylov
subspace with complex shift in a cost efficient way (comparable to the Lanczos
method which applies when the shift is real), see Remark 2.7.

e Applying a CMS type result given in | |, we present an intertwining property
for da,, and day, in the setting of an extended Krylov subspace in Subsection 4.5.

Recalling results of [ | and others, we also apply the theory of quasi-orthogonal
polynomials in a polynomial Krylov setting. This results in an Arnoldi-like decompo-
sition where the residual is provided by a quasi-orthogonal polynomial; we refer to the
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respective representation as a quasi-orthogonal residual (qor-) Krylov representation for
which one of the eigenvalues can be preassigned.

e The CMS Theorem is known to apply to Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae. In the
present work, we specify these results in a Krylov setting; results in Section 4 for
the polynomial case include the qor-Krylov setting, e.g., the intertwining property
of day, and da,, holds true when «,, is based on the qor-Krylov representation.
This potentially leads to refined estimates on «,, in practice.

e Furthermore, we introduce a qor-Krylov approximation to the action of matrix
functions in Subsection 3.1, comparable to the corrected Krylov scheme for the
matrix exponential function given in [ .

Various results for the polynomial case carry over to the rational case, and we introduce
a rational qor-Krylov representation where one of the eigenvalues is preassigned, similar
to | , JR13].

e For the rational case, we introduce an efficient procedure to compute a rational
qgor-Krylov representation in Subsection 3.2.

e The CMS type result given in Subsection 4.3 and further estimates in Subsec-
tion 4.4 include the rational qor-Krylov case. Considering these CMS theorems,
for some cases bounds on quadrature weights related to quadrature nodes at the
right boundary (of the spectrum of A) are affected by «,, at the left boundary (of
the spectrum of A) and vice versa, e.g., as in Corollary 4.16; «,, affects the bounds
in a cycled sense at the boundaries. This is no longer the case when one of the
nodes is preassigned at the boundary of the spectrum, see also Remark 4.17, and
this potentially results in refined bounds.

e We introduce a rational qor-Krylov approximation to the action of matrix functions
in Subsection 3.2.

Overview of present work In Section 2 we first recall some theory of orthogonal poly-
nomials and the relation between orthogonal polynomials and the polynomial Krylov
subspace. Here, polynomials are orthogonal w.r.t. an inner product on the vector space,
which can be written as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with a non-decreasing
step function a,,. Furthermore, we recall some known results for rational Krylov sub-
spaces based on the polynomial case. In Subsection 2.1 we provide some remarks on
the Sal Krylov subspace. This includes a new approach to compute the Sal Krylov
subspace with a complex shift based on the isometric Arnoldi method — a short-term
recursion. In Section 3 we recall some theory on quasi-orthogonal polynomials which
results in a polynomial and rational qor-Krylov representation in Subsection 3.1 and 3.2,
respectively. Here, we also include some algorithmic details.
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The main results of the present work concerning CMS theorems and intertwining
properties of distributions are stated in Section 4. We first recall quadrature proper-
ties in Subsection 4.1 concerning polynomial and Gaussian quadrature formulae for the
Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with the step function «,,. Quadrature nodes and
weights for these quadrature formulae are provided by the Jacobi matrix or the Rayleigh
quotient of the respective Krylov subspace. The following results in Subsection 4.2—4.5
are stated for quadrature nodes and weights of respective quadrature formulae, and as
such apply to eigenvalues and spectral coeflicients for representations in the respective
Krylov subspaces. In Subsection 4.2 we recall the classical CMS Theorem which applies
to the polynomial Krylov setting. Besides other remarks in this subsection, we also
specify the step function a,, and recall the intertwining property of the distributions
da,, and day,. In Subsection 4.3 we introduce new results concerning rational Gaussian
quadrature formulae for a class of rational functions with a single pole s € R of higher
multiplicity. This result applies to the Sal Krylov setting with a real shift, and the distri-
butions da,, and da,, (whereat, da,, is now provided by the rational Krylov subspace)
satisfy an intertwining property up to a constant shift. In Subsection 4.4 we proceed
with a similar upper bound for the rational case with a single pole s € C of higher multi-
plicity, which corresponds to a Sal Krylov setting with a complex shift. In Subsection 4.5
we apply CMS theorems given in | | in the setting of an extended Krylov subspace,
which yields results similar to the polynomial case. Previously discussed intertwining
properties which correspond to CMS theorems are verified by numerical examples in
Section 5.

2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

A basis of a Krylov subspace obtained by the Lanczos method is closely related to the
theory of orthogonal polynomials. This relationship is explained in | | and others
and is reviewed here.

In the sequel, let A € C™*" be a given Hermitian matrix, and let u € C™ be a given
initial vector. The polynomial Krylov subspace, with m < n, is denoted by

Km(A,u) = span{u, Au,..., A"} c C" (2.1)

Krylov subspace techniques rely on an inner product. Although the Euclidean inner
product on the underlying vector space is practical in many cases, we consider a more
general notation: For two vectors z,yy € C" we define the M-inner product by?

(z,y)m = 2" My, (2.2)

2The M-inner product given in (2.2) induces a vector norm, i.e., ||z|p = +/(z, ), which is equivalent
to the Euclidean norm.

10
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where M € C™" is an Hermitian® positive definite matrix which is given by the un-
derlying problem setting. This notation includes the Euclidean inner product, namely,
the case M = I with* (z,y)m = (,y)2. In the current work, the motivation behind the
M-inner product lies in problems which are based on discretized Hilbert spaces, e.g., for
a FEM discretization of the Hilbert space L? (on a spatial domain) the inner product
(z,y)m = xH My with M representing the mass matrix of the finite element space is a
natural choice.

In the sequel we assume that A is Hermitian (self-adjoint) w.r.t. the M-inner product,

(Az,y)m = (z, Ay)m, =z,y€C™

Let A1,..., A\n € R denote the eigenvalues and ¢, .. ., g, € C" the M-orthonormal eigen-
vectors of A € C"", ie., Ag; = \jq; with (g;,qx)m = 0ji, and let

w; = (qj,u)M eC (23)
denote the corresponding spectral coefficients of the initial vector v € C", i.e.,
n
u = Z ’UJj Qj'
j=1
In practice, the Lanczos method (cf. | ]) delivers an M-orthonormal® basis V,,, =
(V1,...,Up) € C™™ of the Krylov subspace K,,(A,u), i.e.,
span(Vy,) = Kin(A,u), and (Vi,Vio)m =1,
for which the starting vector u satisfies
(Vm,u)M = ﬂo eq, ,30 = HUHM and e = (1,0, . ,O)H e R™.
‘Full rank’ of K, (A, u) means
rank (u, Au,..., Am_lu) =m. (2.4)

To proceed with the construction of Ky, 41(A, u) at the m-th Lanczos iteration step we
require (2.4) to hold also for m + 1. Otherwise K,,(A, u) is an invariant subspace of A,
and we refer to this case as a lucky breakdown after m steps. We remark that only if
there exist at least m coefficients w; # 0 with distinct eigenvalues \;, then (2.4) holds
true for a respective® m. In the sequel we will assume that no lucky breakdown occurs:

3The matrix M is Hermitian w.r.t. the Euclidean inner product, i.e., M = M".
“By (-,-)2 and || - |2 we denote the Euclidean inner product and norm, respectively.

For two vectors z,y € C™ an M-orthonormal basis V,, satisfies (Vi z, Vim y)m = (2, 9)2.
5See Proposition A.1, Appendix A.

11
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Le., without loss of generality we assume that (2.4) holds true for m < n, hence we
consider w; # 0 with distinct eigenvalues A; for j = 1,...,n. We further assume the
ordering

A< Ay < ... < A\

With (2.1) there exist polynomials py, ..., pm—1 which satisfy
=pr—1(A)u, €=1,...,m.
For these polynomials the orthonormal property of V,,, i.e., (vg, vg)m = O, yields

(pg_l(A)U,pk_l(A)U)M = ok Lk=1,...,m. (25)

Various properties of Krylov subspaces have their origin in the theory of orthogonal
polynomials for which we mainly refer to [ ) ]. The theory therein can be
formulated in terms of an integral-based inner product: Following | |, depending
on u we consider the step function

0, A< A,
an(N) =1 Y wi A <A< Mg, £=1,...,n—1, (2.6a)
Z;L 1 |wj|27 )\n S )\
We choose an interval (a,b) which includes A,..., \,. For f: R — C we have

ZW A / FO) dan (X (2.6b)

where the right-hand side is to be understood as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral. For the
corresponding inner product we introduce the notation

/ FNg(N) dan(N). (2.6¢)

In the eigenbasis of A the vector p(A)u, where p is a polynomial, has the representation

n

p(A)u=>" p(\j) w;q;.

=1

For two complex polynomials p and g the M-inner product of p(A)u and g(A)u reads

(p(A)u, g(Ayu)y =D [wi P9 (). (2.7)
j=1

12
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With (2.6b), (2.6¢) and (2.7) we have the equivalent formulations

n

b
(P, o, = / PG dan(N) = 3 [ PFON)90y) = (A, g(Au)y.  (28)

j=1
Thus, polynomials which satisfy (2.5) are indeed ‘ay, - orthonormal’, i.e.,
(pesPk)ay, = Ok, L k=0,....,m—1. (2.9)

We remark that the normalization factor §y as given previously satisfies the identities

Bo = ((w,u)m) " = ((1,1)a,)"* = (/b 1dan(/\)>1/2. (2.10)

a

Three-term recursion, zeros of orthogonal polynomials, and the Jacobi matrix. Our
assumption that a lucky breakdown does not occur for any m < n corresponds to w; # 0

and \; being distinct for j = 1,...,n and entails that the step function o, has n
points of strict increase. Following [ , Section 2.2] the respective inner product
yields orthonormal polynomials pqg,...,p,_1 of degree 0,...,n — 1, respectively. These
polynomials enjoy a three-term recursion, see also [ , Section 2.2] or | , ]:

Proposition 2.1. Let fy = ([’ 1da,)"/? as in (2.10). With py = 1/By, p-1 = 0

and m < n there exist ai,...,am € R, B1,...,8m > 0 and ay-orthonormal polynomi-
als po, . .., pm for which the three-term recursion
)\pjfl()\) = ﬁj,1p3;2(>\) + ajpj,l()\) + ﬁjpj()\), i7=1,....m, (2.11)

holds. Here, aj = (pj—1, \Pj—1)ayn, and 3; > 0 is fized such that (p;,pj)a, = 1.

In the sequel the notation po,...,p;, refers to the orthonormal polynomials from
Proposition 2.1, where p; is of degree j for j = 0,...,m due to the recursion (2.11).

Proposition 2.2 (See Section 3.3 in | ). We recall the following well-known prop-
erties of the zeros of pm;

1. The zeros 01,...,0, € R of pn, are distinct. Assume

01 <0y <...<0Op.

2. The zeros of py, and the eigenvalues A1, ..., A\, of A are interlacing. This means A1 <
01, O < An , and for k =1,...,m — 1 there exists at least one \j) with

Hk < )\j(k) < (91€+1.

13



2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

The three-term recursion (2.11) can be represented in terms of the so-called symmetric
Jacobi matrix J,,, whose eigenvalues coincide with the zeros of p,,: With ay,...,a,m € R
and B1,...,08m >0,

a1 P

I = e R™X™, (2.12)

Bme Gm—1 Bmfl
/Bm—l Qm

Denoting P(\) = (po(A), ..., pm—1(A)" € C™, the recursion (2.11) can be written in
matrix form,

)‘P(A) =Jm P(A) + Bmpm()‘)em' (2'13)

From (2.13) we observe that the zeros 61,...,0,, of p,, are eigenvalues of .J,,, with non-
normalized eigenvectors P(6;) = (po(6;),- - ., pm—1(0;)),

0;P(0;) = Jo P(6;), j=1,...,m.

We conclude that the matrix J,, has m distinct eigenvalues 61, ...,0,, € R which are
indeed identical to the zeros of p,, and for which the properties from Proposition 2.2
hold true. We refer to 61, ...,0,, € R as Ritz values.

Polynomial Krylov subspace. We recall the usual denotation V,, = (v1,...,vm) €
C™™ for the M-orthonormal basis of K,,(A,u) provided by the Lanczos method. We
have span{V,,} = K, (4, u) and (Vyp41, Ving1)m = I where V41 includes the subsequent
basis vector vy, +1. The basis {v1,...,vm,+1} satisfies a three-term recursion according to
the Lanczos algorithm | , Section 6.6]. (The Lanczos algorithm in | , Section
6.6] relies on the Euclidean inner product but can be generalized in a direct manner.)
Substituting A for A in (2.11) and applying u yields a recursion for po(A)u, ..., pm(A)u
which coincides with the Lanczos three-term recursion. Hence, v; = p;_1(A)u for j =

1,...,m+ 1 with the orthonormal polynomials py, ..., pm, from Proposition 2.1. Analo-
gously to (2.13) the three-term recursion defining V;,, can be written in matrix form,
AViy = Vi Jon + Bnmgrel. (2.14)

We refer to By, V1 as a residual. With (2.14) and the M-orthogonality property of V,,

the Jacobi matrix satisfies
Im = Vi, AV M-

The tridiagonal structure of .J,,, implies A7 v = ByVjn J, eq for j=0,...,m—1 and
BoVimer = u where By = ||ullm [ , ]. Thus,’
p(A)u = BoVip(JIm)er, p €Il (2.15a)

"The denotation II; refers to the class of complex polynomials of degree < j.

14



2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

Furthermore, the corresponding deviation for a polynomial p € II,, of exact degree m is
in the span of the residual,

BoVin p(JIm)er — p(A)u € span{vpi1} Ly K (A4, ). (2.15b)
Proposition 2.3. With respect to the M-inner product the identity
(u, p(A)u)m = 55 (er,p(Jm)er)2,  p € Map (2.16)
holds true.
Proof. For p € Ily,,_1 we can write p = g1 go with g1 € Il,,,_1 and ¢go € 1I,;,, and
(u, p(A)u)m = (71 (A)u, g2(A)u)m and (e1, p(Jm)er)2 = (1(Jm)er, g2(Jm)er)2. (2.17)

For g, (A)u and g2(A)u we apply (2.15a) and (2.15b), respectively, to conclude

(G1(A)u, go(A)uw)m = 55 (Vin 1 (Jm)ers Vin g2(Jm)er)m- (2.18)
With (Vin, Vin)m = I we recall

(Vin G1(Jm)er, Vin g2(Jm)er)m = (71 (Jm)er, ga(Jm)e1)s. (2.19)
Combining (2.17), (2.18) and (2.19) implies (2.16). 0

Rational Krylov subspace. For rational Krylov subspaces we consider rational func-
tions r = p/q with a preassigned denominator q. The zeros of ¢ are also referred to as
the poles of r. Using the notation si, s2,... € C U to0 for the poles of r, for which we
define

m—1
N = I (—sp) (2:20)
j=1,sj7#+o0

Here we admit s; = £oo in order to include cases for which the denominator of r is of a
smaller degree than its numerator. This can be used to constitute the so called extended
Krylov subspace, see also | ] and will further be relevant in Subsection 3.2 below.®
We assume that the poles s; are distinct from the eigenvalues g, ..., A, of A, such that
qrjlil(A) is well-defined. The rational Krylov subspace Q,, (A, u) with poles s1, ..., Sy,—1
and g,_1 from (2.20), is defined by the span of {r(A)u: r = p/qn_1 for p € I,,_1}, i.e.,”

-1 —1 -1 -1
Qu(A,u) :=span{q,  (A)u, Ag ' | (Au,..., A" g 1 (A)u} (2.21a)
= K (A, g1 (A)u).
8For 0 # s1,52,... € C we can exchange the factors of gm—_1, i.e., (A — s;), with (1 — \/s;) to obtain a

definition of ¢,—1 which is equivalent to (2.20). This clarifies the convention s; = £oo in (2.20).
In the sequel, we also use g,," ;(\) for gm—1(A\)"" = 1/gm—1(\) to shorten the denotation.

15



2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

To simplify the notation we write
ug = q,," (A)u. (2.21b)

With (2.21), the rational Krylov subspace Q,, (A, u) is identical to the polynomial Krylov
subspace ICp, (A4, uq). Let w; be the spectral coefficient of u w.r.t. the eigenvalue A;, then
q;nl_l()\j)wj is the corresponding spectral coefficient of u,. Analogously to oy, in (2.6a),
we introduce the step function

0, A<\
an(N) =14 i |q;1_1(xj)wj|2, M<A<Mg, €=1,...,n—1, (2.22)
Z}Ll |G (Wi A <A

Analogously to (2.6¢), the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with @, defines an inner
product,

b
(. 9)a, = / F(Ng(N) dain (V).

The &,-orthonormal polynomials given by Proposition 2.1 constitute a basis of ICp, (A, ug).
For the existence of these orthonormal polynomials, analogously as before we assume that
we have n coefficients w; # 0 for distinct eigenvalues \;, together with 0 # q;ll_l (Aj) € C.

Let J,, and V;,, be the Jacobi matrix and the M-orthonormal basis for Ky, (A, u,). For
the eigenvalues 61, ..., 0, of J,, the results of Proposition 2.2 remain valid.

The Jacobi matrix J,, = (V,, A V)M corresponds to a representation of A in the
underlying rational Krylov subspace Q,,(A,u) = Ky, (A, u,). However, V,,, and .J,, are
more of a theoretical nature in this context. In practice, u, = q;bl_l(A)u, is not di-
rectly available and the rational Krylov subspace is not constructed via its polynomial
counterpart, but in an iterative manner. While the Lanczos method is by far the most
prominent approach to construct a polynomial Krylov subspace, various iterative algo-
rithms are relevant for the rational case. Choosing a proper algorithm to construct a
rational Krylov subspace depends on the setting, e.g., the choice of poles. For computa-
tional details we also refer to [ , , , ]. Unlike the polynomial case,
where V), refers to the orthonormal basis constructed by the Lanczos method, we choose
the notation for the rational Krylov subspace independent of the underlying algorithm:
We assume Uy, € C"*™ is a given M-orthonormal basis of Q,,(A,u), i.e.,

Up € CY™ span{Up} = Qn(A,u) and (Un,Upn)m = 1,
and we let A,, refer to the respective Rayleigh quotient
Ap = (Up, AUy, ) € C™™,

For instance, this notation covers rational Krylov bases and representations constructed
as in Subsection 2.1. The matrix A,, is Hermitian w.r.t. the Euclidean inner product
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2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

but in general not tridiagonal and does not coincide with J,,,. Let us denote
Km = (Vin, Up)m € C™77 (2.23a)
U,, and V,, represent orthonormal bases of the same subspace, thus,
Un = Vin(Vin, Un )M = Vin K. (2.23b)

By definition of the M-inner product we have K K, = UH MV, K,,, and together with
Vil = Up, (2.23b) this yields

KN Ky = (U, Un)m = 1. (2.23c)

Furthermore, A,, and J,, are orthogonally similar matrices,
Ap = (U, AU = KN (Vi AV )M Ko = KH T K, (2.24)
therefore, the eigenvalues of A,, are equal to the Ritz values 04, ..., 0,, corresponding

to K (A, ug).
We proceed with some identities in the rational Krylov subspace, a rational counter-
part to (2.15). Assume that ¢ ' ,(4,,) is well-defined, and let

x = (Up,u)m € C™.

Then,
r(Au = Upr(Am)z  for r =p/gm—1 with p € II,,,_;. (2.25a)
This result was given earlier in [ , Lemma 4.6] and others. Furthermore, let r =
p/@m—1 for a polynomial p € II,, of degree exactly m, then'
(Unr(Ap)x —r(A)u) Ly span{U,,} = Qm (A, u). (2.25b)
Following | , Remark 3.2] we conclude:
Proposition 2.4. For x = (Up,u)m € C™ and rational functions r = p/|qm—1/>
with p € Ioy—1,
(u, r(A)um = (2, 7(Am)T)2. (2.26)

Proof. For r € Moy _1/|gm-1]*> we write r = ryro with r1 € II,,_1/G,, 1 and 1o €
Hm/Qm—lv and

(u,7(A)u)m = (F1(A)u, ro(A)u)m, and (z,7(Am)x)2 = (F1(An)z, ro(Am)z)2. (2.27)

For 71 € I,,—1/qm—1 and r9 € I, /gm—1 we apply (2.25a) and (2.25b), respectively, to
conclude

(T1(A)u, r2(A)u)m = (Un T1(Am)z, U m2(Am) T) M- (2.28)
Combining (2.27) with (2.28) and making use of (Up,, Up)m = I implies (2.26). O
10A proof of (2.25a) and (2.25b) is also provided in Proposition A.3, Appendix A.
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2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

2.1. Some remarks on the Shift-and-Invert (Sal) Krylov subspace

The poles s; are not required to be distinct. A prominent example is the
Shift-and-Invert (Sal) Krylov subspace,
with ¢,,_1(\) = (A — 8)™~! for a single pole s € C of multiplicity m — 1.

Remark 2.5. The rational Krylov subspace Q.,(A,u) with a single pole s € C of
multiplicity m — 1 is identical to the polynomial Krylov subspace K (X, u) with X =
(A—sI)7Y de.,

Ko (X, u) = span{u, (A — sI) " u, ..., (A — sI)~(" Dy},

Note that Qpn(A,u) C K (X, u) via the partial fraction decomposition for rational func-
tions with denominator qm—1(\) = (A — 8)™ L, and Kn(X,u) C Qm(A,u) by nor-
malizing. Thus, the rational Krylov subspace Qp,(A,u) can be constructed analogously
as the polynomial Krylov subspace K, (X,w). The matriz X is no longer Hermitian
forIms # 0, and in this case the construction of the Krylov subspace K, (X, u) requires
the Arnoldi method, the counterpart of the Lanczos method for general matrices. Fur-
ther computational details for the case Ims # 0 are given in Remark 2.7 below. The
Lanczos or Arnoldi method for K, (X,u) generates an orthonormal basis U,, and an
upper Hessenberg matriz X, = (U, XUp)m. With the subsequent basis vector 41
and Trm41,m = (Xm+1)m+1,m, the Arnoldi decomposition of K, (X, u) (similar to (2.14))
gives

(A—sI) W = Un X + Tt m Ums1 €. (2.29)
With (2.29) and using the notation yH = el X—1 we obtain
AUp = Un( X  +81) — 2ma1m(A — s Dt i1yt (2.30)

For the Rayleigh quotient Ay, = (Upy, AUp )M, identity (2.30) implies
Ap =Xt 51— Zm+1,m (Ums Atumi1)m y;'l (2.31)
This identity can be further simplified in view of numerical efficiency and stability (sim-

ilar to [ , eq. (5.7)] for s =0 or [ , eq. (5.8)] for s € R): With A being
Hermitian and the identity (2.30) we have

(Um7 Auerl)M = (A Un, Um+1)M = _xm+1,m((A Um+1, uerl)M - §)ym (232)
Combining (2.31) and (2.32) together with k = (Um+1, Aum+1)m € R yields

Ap =XV +sT+ mfnJrl,m(/f — F)ymyH. (2.33)
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2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

Algorithm 1: An algorithm to compute an orthonormal basis U, and the
Rayleigh quotient A,, of Q,,(A,u) for a single pole s € C of multiplicity m —1,
the Sal case.

X =(A-s)7h

if s € R apply the Lanczos method for &Cp,—1(X, u);

else apply the Arnoldi method for &C,,,—1 (X, u);
in both cases this returns 5o, U, X = (U, XU )M, By Um+1;
K= (Um+1, AUms1)m € R;

Am = (X! + (X,DM)/2 + Re(s) I+ B2, (5 — Re(S))ym Yo
set © = Boeq;
return z, Uy, A

With Ay, and ymyt € C™™ being Hermitian we take the Hermitian part of (2.33) to
obtain
A = (X5 + (D)2 + Re(s) I+ 27,11 (5 — Re(5))ym Y.

This representation for A, is equivalent to (2.31) but it is better suited for numerical
computation. A shift of the inverse of the Hessenberg matriz X,,, i.e., Xt + s1, is
closely related to the Rayleigh quotient A,,, see also [ , Subsection 5.4.3], but it
does not conserve orthogonality. E.g., for s ¢ R the matriz X,,' + s 1 is not necessarily
Hermitian.

Note that x = By ey for the Sal Krylov subspace.

The procedure which is stated in Remark 2.5 is summarized in Algorithm 1.

In some works concerning the Sal Krylov subspace, the matrix X! + sI appears in
place of the Rayleigh quotient, e.g. | , ]; for a comparison see also | ,
Subsection 5.4.3]. In the following remark we show that for s € R the matrix X! + sI
satisfies an identity similar to (2.26).

Remark 2.6. Let X = (A — sI)~! for a given shift s € R. Thus, X is Hermitian.
Then, the matriz X, = (Vin, X Vin)m associated with the polynomial Krylov subspace
Km (X, u) satisfies (u, p(X)u)m = (z,p(Xm)x)2 for p € llaym—1 due to Proposition 2.3.
Polynomials of X can be rewritten as rational functions of A, see also Remark B.1 in
Appendiz B. A polynomial in X, can be rewritten in an analogous manner: We recall
Gm-1(A) = (A = 8)™ L for the given shift s € R. For a given p € Iy, o we have
r € Hom—_a/q>, 1 with p(X) = r(A) and p(Xn,) = r(X,;} + sI). Thus, similar to (2.26)
we have the identity

(u,r(A)u)m = (ac,r(X;ll +sDx)y, 7€ am_s/|gm-1|* (2.34)
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2. Krylov subspace techniques and orthogonal polynomials

Here, we remark |gm—1| = gm-1 for s € R. In (2.34), the numerator is of degree 2m — 2
instead of 2m — 1 as in (2.26).

We proceed with some additional remarks on the Sal Krylov subspace with a complex
shift s € C\ R.

Remark 2.7. As stated in Remark 2.5, the rational Krylov subspace with a single pole
s € C of multiplicity m—1 corresponds to the polynomial Krylov subspace ICp, (X, u) with
X =(A—sI)"t € C"™". Let us consider the case s € C\ R.

In contrast to the case s € R, the matriz X is not Hermitian for s € C\ R, and thus,
the Lanczos three-term recursion fails to construct the Krylov subspace ICp, (X, u). The
Arnoldi method can be applied in this case but results in additional computational cost
compared to the Lanczos method. However, to preserve some favorable properties of the
Lanczos method in the case of s € C\R, we can construct the Krylov subspace by applying
an isometric Arnoldi method on a transformed matriz, using a Cayley transform: We
recall that A € C™*" is Hermitian w.r.t. the M-inner product. Then, the matriz

Z=(A-35I)(A—-sI)~teCc™

is unitary w.r.t. the M-inner product, i.e., (Zv,Zw)m = (v,w)m for v,w € C". We
introduce the notation T for the corresponding scalar Cayley transform

N =0-5A-s) 1, 7:R-T\{1} (2.35)

where T C C denotes the unit circle. The matriz Z has eigenvalues T(X\j) and eigen-
vectors qj, where \; and q; denote the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of A, respectively.
The function T as given in (2.35) is bijective, which implies that A and Z have the same
number of distinct eigenvalues with nonzero spectral coefficients w; = (qj,u)m. From
remarks stated previously in the current section, and Proposition A.1 in Appendix A,
we conclude that the rank of Qm(A,u) and the rank of Ky, (Z,w) are identical. For the
polynomial Krylov subspace ICp(Z,u) we observe K, (Z,u) C Qm(A,u) by normalizing.
Due to having the same rank, the rational Krylov subspace Qp, (A, u) and the polynomial
Krylov subspace K, (Z,u) are identical.

For K,(Z,u) we consider the following setting: Let V,, denote an M-orthonormal
basis of the Krylov subspace K (Z,u) with (Vi,,u)m = Poer and an upper Hessenberg
matric Zy, = Vi, Z Vin)m € C™*™ ) and let vy,41 denote the subsequent basis vector with
normalization factor zmi1m = (Zmt+1)m+1m > 0, [[Ums1llm = 1 and (Vin, vmy1)m = 0,
such that

Z Vo = VenZom + Zmat.m €3 vm1. (2.36)

Such a representation can be generated by a short term Arnoldi method, e.g., the iso-
metric Arnoldi method |[. , Algorithm 3.1, eq. (3.4) and (3.5)] introduced in [ ,

|. For further details we also refer to | , , [. We also recapit-
ulate the isometric Arnoldi method in Algorithm 2. In contrast to the standard Arnoldi
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method, the isometric Arnoldi method is more efficient in terms of computational cost,
comparable to the Lanczos algorithm for Hermitian matrices.

Let the decomposition (2.36) be given and set Uy, := Vp,, then U,, conforms to an
orthonormal basis of the rational Krylov subspace Qp, (A, u) with denominator gu,—1(\) =
(A —s)™ L and x = Boe1. Substituting Z and Vi, in (2.36) yields

(A-351)(A—- 81)71 Un =UnZm + 2Zm+1,m €I;|n’Um+]_.

Similar to Remark 2.5, this provides a computable formulation for the Rayleigh quotient
Ay = (U, AU M. With k= (Uima1, AUma1)m € R and yH .= el (1 — Z,,)71 we have

Ay = (51 —sZp,)(I — Zm)f1 + z,2n+1,m (m — §)ymy,'jl

This procedure is summarized in Algorithm 3.

As an alternative approach to compute the Sal Krylov subspace with s € C\R, we also
remark that the matriz X = (A—s1)~! is in the class of so called normal(1,1) matrices
(cf. [ ), i.e., the M-adjoint of X corresponds to a rational function p(X)q(X)™!
with p,q € 111, namely,

X*=(A-5D ' '=X1+ -5 tT=XT+(s—5 X))},

due to X' = A — sI. For normal(1,1) matrices a short Arnoldi recurrence exists,
see [ , ], but we do not further discuss this approach in the current work.

3. A review on quasi-orthogonal polynomials

The theory of quasi-orthogonal polynomials is for instance covered in | , ,

|. We will refer to a special linear combination p,, of p,,—1 and p,, as a quasi-
orthogonal polynomial of degree m, where py, . . ., py, denote the orthonormal polynomials
from the previous section. In the class of quasi-orthogonal polynomials we impose an
additional condition, i.e., we require that

the quasi-orthogonal polynomial p,, vanishes at a given £ € R, i.e., pp(§) =0. (3.1)

Quasi-orthogonal polynomials also appear in the theory of Gauss-Radau quadrature for-
mulae. Similar to the three-term recursion of the orthogonal polynomials, the underlying
recursion of the polynomials p1,...,pm_1 and Dy, constitutes a matrix T}, which coin-
cides with the Jacobi matrix J,, up to one entry. It was already shown in | ) ],
that T, provides quadrature nodes and weights of Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae
associated with the underlying distribution (i.e., day, in the present setting). In the
context of Gauss-Radau quadrature formulae, the preassigned zero £ corresponds to a
preassigned quadrature node, see also [ , l.
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Algorithm 2: An isometric Arnoldi method to compute an orthonormal
basis Uy, and the Z,,, = (Up,, Z Up)m of Ky (Z, u) for a unitary matrix Z, e.g.,
a Cayley transform Z = (A —31I)(A — sI)~! where A is an Hermitian matrix
and s € C\ R. See Remark 2.7 and references therein.

Bo = |lullm, vi=u/Bo, V=201, Zm = Lmxm;

for k=1:m;
w = Zvg;
v = —(v,w)m;
Unext = W + 76;
0 = |lvnextlim; // = (1 — |7]?)Y/? in exact arithmetic;
Vk41 = Unext/0;
if k <mg
(Zm):,[k::k’—i-l} — (Zm):,[k::k-i-l} ’ < 0:7 ; );
U4 00+ JUpaq;
v« U/||9|lm; // not required in exact arithmetic;
else // k=m;
(Zm):,k — _'Y(Zm):,kS
Zm+1,m = 03
return Sy, Up, = (U1, .-+, Um), Um+1s Zm, Zmt1,m;

Algorithm 3: An optimized algorithm to compute an orthonormal basis Uy,
and the Rayleigh quotient A,, of Q,,(A4,u) for a single pole s € C\ R of
multiplicity m — 1, see Remark 2.7.

Z=(A-350)(A—-sI)7}

apply the isometric Arnoldi method for K\, (Z, u), see Algorithm 2;
this returns 5o, Um, Zm = (U, ZUm)Ms Zm+1,ms Um+1;

K= (Umt1, AlUms1)m € R;

y::ln = 67'1 (- Zm)715

Ay = (I —sZp)(I — Zm)_1 + z?nJer (n — E)ymy;'“

set © = Pyeq;

return x, Uy, Am;
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At the beginning of the present section we recall some theory on quasi-orthogonal
polynomials. In Subsection 3.1 this theory will be applied to the polynomial Krylov
subspace K, (A, w). While keeping the orthonormal basis V;,, of K,,,(4, u) as before, we
consider the modified matrix 7T, (given by the underlying recursion; see (3.4) below)
as a representation of A in /Cp, (A, w). This results in the matrix decomposition (3.6),
where p,, provides the residual. Thus, we also refer to T, as a

quasi-orthogonal residual (qor-) Krylov representation.

The zero £ € R of p,, which is preassigned constitutes an eigenvalue of the modified
matrix T;,. The spectrum of T;, constitutes a step function «,, which is introduced
properly in Section 4 below. Based on the CMS Theorem, the distributions dca, and
da,, satisfy some intertwining property (in general, this result is known for the Gauss-
Radau quadrature rule; in the Krylov setting we specify this result in Section 4 below). In
the qor-Krylov setting, we can make use of the preassigned zero £ to modify computable
bounds on «,,, which potentially result in refined bounds. Furthermore, we consider the
matrix 7, to approximate a matrix function f(A)u. This is referred to as qor-Krylov
approximation, see (3.10) below. The qor-Krylov approximation can be understood as
a corrected Krylov approximation, comparable to the corrected Krylov scheme for the
matrix exponential in | |. In the context of approximating matrix functions, making
use of quasi-orthogonal polynomials is a new idea.

Later on in this section the theory of quasi-orthogonal polynomials will be applied to
the case of a rational Krylov subspace. We also refer to | ] for rational Gauss-Radau
quadrature formulae, which are also applied in a Krylov setting in [ , . As
in the polynomial case, we aim to refine estimates on «, in the sequel, and we also
introduce a rational qor-Krylov approximation. In Remark 3.8 below, we introduce a
new procedure to efficiently compute the rational qor-Krylov representation, i.e., we
rewrite a rational Krylov subspace with arbitrary complex poles as an extended Krylov
subspace with a modified initial vector, and then construct the rational qor-Krylov
representation based on results for the polynomial case.

We proceed to recall some theory on quasi-orthogonal polynomials. Let po,...,pm, be
the sequence of orthonormal polynomials from Proposition 2.1. Let §,,—1 > 0 be given
as in Proposition 2.1, and let w,, € R (to be fixed in the sequel, see (3.3b)). We define

Pm(A) = (A = wm)pm-1(A) = Brn-1Pm—2(X). (3.22)

The polynomial p,, satisfies the recursive identity (2.11) (for j = m). Thus, p,, can be
expressed as a linear combination of p,,_1 and pyy,,

ﬁm = B Pm + (am - Wm)pm—h hence, ﬁm L po,.--sPm—2- (3'2b)

23



3. A review on quasi-orthogonal polynomials

With the orthogonality property (3.2b) we refer to p,, as quasi-orthogonal polynomial
of degree m.'!

According to the requirement p,,(£) = 0 imposed above (see (3.1)) for a given £ € R
with py,—1(§) # 0, definition (3.2a) implies

0 =pm(§) = (£ — wm)Pm-1(§) = Bm-1Pm—2(§)- (3.3a)

This fixes the value of wy,,

W = € — Bmlm' (3.3b)

We now reuse the denotation 61,...,0,, in a modified way: In the context of quasi-
orthogonal polynomials, 61, ..., 60,, € R denote the zeros of p,,,. We assume the ordering
01 <0y <...<b,,.

Proposition 3.1 (See also Section 3.3 in | ). Let py, be the quasi-orthogonal poly-
nomial defined in (3.2a), with wy,, from (3.3b) for a given & € R with py,—1(§) # 0.

(i) The zeros 01,...,0n of Dm are distinct.

(ii) Interlacing property of eigenvalues A1, ..., Ap and zeros of py: Fork =1,...,m—1
there exists at least one Aj) with

0, < )\j(k) < 9k+1.

(iii) At most one of the zeros 01, ... ,0,, is located outside of [A\1, \n]. E.g., in the case
E< AL we have 01 < A < s < ... < Op < Ap.

As a slight modification of the Jacobi matrix J,, from (2.12) we now define the sym-
metric tridiagonal matrix

ar B
Bi az P
T, = e R™™  with w,, from (3.3b). (3.4)
Bm—2 am-1 Bm-1
Bm-1 Wm
With the recursion (2.11) and identity (3.2b) the sequence of orthonormal polynomi-
als P(\) = (po(A), - .., pm—1(A\)" € R™ and p,, satisfy
AP(A) = Ty P(X) + Pra(Nem. (3.5)

Thus, the eigenvalues of T}, are exactly the zeros 01, ...,0,, of Dp,.

11n the case dm = wm the polynomial Py, in (3.2a) is identical to Bmpm, thus, Dm is an orthogonal
polynomial.
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3.1. Krylov methods and quasi-orthogonal polynomials

Let po,...,pm be the orthonormal polynomials from Proposition 2.1, which provide the
M-orthonormal Krylov basis vectors v; = pj_i1(A)u for j =1,...,m+1, and let V11 =

Pm(A)u with the quasi-orthogonal polynomial p,, from (3.2). Analogously to (3.5) we
have the matrix decomposition

AV = Vi Ty 4 Omy1 €. (3.6)
We refer to Uy,+1 € C™ as the residual of (3.6), with
Um+1 € span{vm, Um41} Ly Km—1(A, u).
Proposition 3.2. Forp e Il,,_1,
BoVim p(Tm)er = p(A)u. (3.7)

Proof. We prove BonTﬂ},, e1 = Alu for j =0,...,m — 1 by induction. This holds true
for j = 0. Assuming that it also holds true for some j < m — 1, then

Ay = AAu=P5A Vng@ e1.
Together with identity (3.6) this gives

. ~ . H i
ATy = ﬁonTﬁj_ e+ ﬂg’UerlemT% e1.

Due to the tridiagonal structure of T;, we have el Tl e = 0 for 73 =0,...,m—2.
Altogether, this implies BV, Toner = Al u for j = 0,...,m — 1, which completes the
proof of (3.7). O

In addition to Proposition 3.2 we note that for p € II,,, exactly of degree m,
ﬁOVmp(Tm)el - p(A)u € Span{vm7vm+1} Lm ICm—l(Avu)'

The following proposition is associated with identities of Gauss-Radau quadrature
formulae, see also [ ] or | , Subsection 3.1.4]. This relation is discussed in
more detail in Section 4 below.

Proposition 3.3. For p € Iy, o,

(u, p(A)u)m = B3 (e1, p(Trm)er)2- (3.8)

Proof. We write p = g1 go with g1, g2 € Il,,—1 and apply Proposition 3.2 to both terms,
(u, p(A)u)m = (T1(A)u, g2(A)u)m = B5(Vin G1(Tm)er, Vin g2(Trn)er ).

With (Vn, Vip)m = I this implies (3.8). 0
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Algorithm 4: An algorithm to compute V,,, and the qor-Krylov representation
Ty, for a given £ € R which is distinct to the eigenvalues of J,,_1.

apply the Lanczos method for /C;,—1 (A, u): this
returns Bo, Vin—1, Jm—1, Bm—1, Um;
set wy, = &+ B2, _1el  (Jm—1 — €I)7ten—1 and define T), via (3.4);
set Vin = (Vin—1, Um);
return B, Vin, Tin;

We proceed by recapitulating results from | , Subsection 6.2.1] and [ , Sec-
tion 7] which reveal an algorithm to construct To,,.

Remark 3.4 (] , ). Let Jp—1 be the Jacobi matriz constructed by m — 1
steps of the Lanczos method. After substituting § for X in (2.13), the Jacobi matrix Jy,—1

and P(€) = (po(€),...,pm—2(6))F € R™1 satisfy
(Jm—1 = &) P(&) = —Bm—1pm—-1(§)em—1.

The solution § = (81, ...,6m—1) € R™™1 of the linear system

(Jm-1 = E1)6 = By, _1€m—1 (3.9)

s given by

_ pe—1(§) _ B
(5@— Bm_1p7m_1(€), f—l,...,TTl 1.

The eigenvalues of Jy,—1 are identical to the zeros of py—1, hence, with pym—1(§) # 0 the
matriz (Jy—1 — £I) is invertible. The solution 6 € R™~1 of (3.9) yields a computable
formula for wy, via (3.3b),

Wi =&+ Om—1.

Algorithm 4 represents a summary on Remark 3.4. In Figure 1 we show values of w;,
over ¢ for a given example.

A quasi-orthogonal residual (qor-)Krylov approximation to matrix functions f(A)u.

We refer to
BoVim f(Tm)er = f(A)u (3.10)

as quasi-orthogonal residual (qor-)Krylov approximation, based on the construction of
Vin and T, according to Algorithm 4. We recall that only m — 1 steps of the Lanczos
iteration are required. This provides the orthonormal basis V;,_1, the subsequent ba-
sis vector v, and the Jacobi matrix J,,—1. The qor-Krylov approximation makes use
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50

40 -
35 |-
30 -
25 — — — O

Wm
20

-10 0

Figure 1.: This figure shows the matrix entry w,, of the qor-Krylov representation T,
computed for different values of & € R and m = 5. To compute the
entries w,, we follow Algorithm 4. As an example we choose A to be
a n X n diagonal matrix with n = 50 and diagonal entries (1,...,n), and
we choose u = (1,...,1)" € R". When the choice of ¢ matches one of the
eigenvalues of J,, (marked by (’0’)), then the matrices T, and J,, coincide
(the matrix entry a,, of J,, is illustrated by the dashed horizontal line). On
the other hand, when & coincides with an eigenvalue of J,,,_1 (marked by ("x’)
and dotted vertical lines), then wy, is undefined and Algorithm 4 fails. We
remark that two neighboring eigenvalues of .J,,, enclose exactly one eigenvalue
of Jym—1, cf. | , Theorem 3.3.2]. This property carries over to the eigenval-
ues of T, via (3.2b) (indeed, the sign of p,, corresponds to the sign of p,, at the
zeros of p,,—1 and at the boundary of R). Thus, two neighboring eigenvalues
of T,,, enclose exactly one eigenvalue of J,,—1 for any valid choice of €.
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of the orthonormal basis V,, = (Vij,—1,vm), where the polynomial Krylov approxima-
tion, i.e, BoVin—1f(Jm-1)e1 = f(A)u, provides an approximation in the basis V;,,—1.
The idea to ‘correct’ the Krylov approximation by including the subsequent basis
vector (which is v, at the (m — 1)-th step) also appears in | |, namely, the cor-
rected Krylov scheme for the matrix exponential which is widely used in the Expokit
package | | and others. Compared to the corrected Krylov scheme, the qor-Krylov
approximation can be favorable if spectral properties of f(A) are relevant, e.g., the mass
conservation of e 4y carries over to the qor-Krylov approximation ByVpe #Tme; due
to T, being Hermitian.
3.2. Rational Krylov methods and the theory of quasi-orthogonal
polynomials

A rational Krylov subspace satisfies Qy,(A,u) = Kyn(A,uy) for ug = g,"(A)u, where
¢m—1 denotes the denominator given by preassigned poles. Let J,, and V,, denote the
Jacobi matrix and M-orthonormal basis of Ky, (A4, u,). The procedure of Subsection 3.1
applies to the polynomial Krylov subspace K, (A4, uy): For a given & € R the matrix T,
is defined in (3.4) and satisfies the matrix decomposition (3.6) together with A and V,,.

In a practical setting, u, = q;ll_l (A)u is not directly available to construct the rational
Krylov subspace via K, (A, uy). We proceed to generalize the qor-Krylov representation
for the rational Krylov subspace: Let U, be a given M-orthonormal basis of Q,,(A,u),
ie., span{Uy} = OQn(A,u) and (Up,Upn)m = I. The respective Rayleigh quotient
is Ay, = (U, AUy, )m. With the orthonormal transformation K, = (V,,,, Up,)m € C™*™
we have A, = K#L JIm K, as given in (2.24). For a representation of T}, in the basis U,

we introduce the notation
B, =KHT, K. (3.11)

The eigenvalues of B,, are equal to the eigenvalues 61,...,60,, € R of T,, and satisfy
Proposition 3.1. The Hermitian structure of T3, carries over to B,,.

Proposition 3.5. With x = (Up,, u)m we have
r(A)u = Uy r(Bpy)x  for v e€lln_1/qm-1. (3.12)

Proof. Let (o = |lug|/m, let V3, be the M-orthonormal basis of /C,, (A, uq), and let T}, be
the respective qor-Krylov representation for a given £ € R. Then Proposition 3.2 w.r.t.
Km(A, ug) implies

p(A)ug = Co Vinp(Tm)er, p € . (3.13)

This implies gm—1(A)ug = (Vi gm—1(Tm)e1, and with the identities ¢;,—1(A)ug = w and
(Vin, Vin)m = I we arrive at

CO €1 = q;llfl(Tm)(Vm’ u)M- (314)
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Let » = p/qm—1 for p € I,y then r(A)u = p(A)u,, and with (3.13) we have

r(A)u = (o Vin p(Tn)er. (3.15)
Inserting (3.14) into (3.15) gives
r(A)u = Vo p(T) a0, 1 (Ton) Vs W = Vi 7(T) (Vi w) M- (3.16)

With K, KH =TI (see (2.23c)) the matrix B,, in (3.11) satisfies r(Ty,) = Kpnr(Bm)KH,
and together with V,,, K, = Uy, (2.23¢) we have

Vin "(Tn) (Vin, )M = Up 7(Bin) (Upn,, ) M- (3.17)
Combining (3.16) with (3.17) results in (3.12). O

The following proposition is associated with identities of rational Gauss-Radau quadra-
ture formulae, see also | , §3.1.4.4]. For more details on this relation see Section 4
below.

Proposition 3.6. With © = (U, u)m,
(u,7(A)u)m = (x,7(Bm)x)s  for v € Hopm_o/|qm_1/*. (3.18)

Proof. For rational functions r € Ila,,_2/|qm_1|* we write r = r1 ro, where 71 € I,,—1/G,,_4
and 79 € I1;,—1/Gm—1. With this notation we write

(u,r(A)u)m = (F1(A)u,ro(A)u)m, and (z,7(Bp)x)2 = (F1(Bm)x, r2(Bm)x)2. (3.19)
For r1, r9 € I1,,—1/Gm-1 we apply Proposition 3.5 to conclude

(TF1(A)u, ra(A)u)m = (U T1(Bm) @, Up 12( B ) T) M- (3.20)

Combining (3.19) with (3.20) and making use of (U, Uy, )m = I we conclude (3.18). [

The definition of By, in (3.11) is of a theoretical nature. We propose a setup in which
B,, can be computed efficiently. Let Q,,—2(A,u) be a rational Krylov subspace with
arbitrary poles sy, ..., s;m—3 € CU{£oo}. The poles sy, ..., S;,—3 define the denominator
gm-—3 and we write u, = ¢.' 5(A)u. We also recall the identities

Om—2(A4,u) = Km—2(A,uq) and Kp(A, ug) = Km—2(A, uq) ® span{Au, A2u}.

We extend the rational Krylov subspace Q,,—2(A,u) by two additional polynomial
Krylov steps, i.e.,

K (A ug) = Qm-2(A,u) @ span{Au, A%u}, where u, =g, 5(A)u. (3.21)

The Krylov subspace KCp,(A, uq) can be referred to as an extended Krylov subspace,
and some of the following results are related to | , Section 5].
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Proposition 3.7. Let m be fized and ug = q%{S(A)u for a given denominator qp,_s3.
Let Upy—g € C™™2 be q given M-orthonormal basis of Qu—2(A,u) = Ky—2(A,u,), and
Ap—2 = (Un—2,AUpn—2)m. Let Ky (A,ug) refer to the extended Krylov subspace given
in (3.21). Let Vi, = (vi,...,0p) € C™™ be the M-orthonormal basis of Ky, (A, uq)
provided by the Lanczos method. Then the following statements hold true and provide
a procedure to compute the qor-Krylov representation of B, for a given £ € R and the
basis Un, (given below) of the extended Krylov subspace K (A, ug).

(i) With Up, = (Unm—2,Um—1,vm) € C™™ we have an M-orthonormal basis of the ex-
tended Krylov subspace ICp (A, ug), i.e., span{Uy,} = K (A, ug) and (Up,, Upm)m =
1. Furthermore, Uy, can be computed without reference to uy.

(i) The Rayleigh quotient A, = (ffm, A ﬁm)M of the extended Krylov subspace is given
by

O P I B -
~ Ao a m—1xm—1 ~ m—2
A1 = ( H ) ecC »oand @ = (Un-2, Avm-1)m € C"7

am—1

Furthermore, am = (Jm)mm: @m-1 = (Jm)m—1,m—1 and Bm—1 = (Jm)mm—1 for
the Jacobi matriz Jp, of K (A, uq). The matriz entries am, am—1, Bm—1, and a
are computed in course of the orthogonalization procedure in (i).

(iii) For the basis transformation K, = Vi, Unm)m we have

~ (Kpy 0 ‘ (10
Km—< 0 I2>, with Ig—(o 1), (3.23)

and Kp,_o = (Vm72a Um72)M-
(i) Let Ty, be defined by (3.4) for K., (A, uq). Then, B, = KH T, K,,, satisfies

N gm—l Bm—1€m—1
B, = ) .24
<5m—1 62—1 Wm > (3:242)
with
wm =&+ B2 1l (A1 — €D e . (3.24b)
Proof.

(i) We have span{U,,—2} = Kp—2(A,uq) = span{V,,_»}, and by adding v,,—1 and
U, to the basis we have span{U,,} = K,,(A4,uq). With (Uy,—2,Um—2)m = I and
Um—1, Um Lm Km—2(A, ug) this also implies (Up,, Up)m = 1.
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The M-orthonormal basis U, can be constructed without referring to u, by the
following procedure: We construct v,,,_1 by orthogonalizing v = Au w.r.t. Up,_o
and normalizing. In a similar manner we construct v,, via Av,,_1. To demonstrate
that this procedure yields the correct results, we argue as follows: We recall u, =
a - 5(A)u, hence, u = gy—3(A)u,. We introduce the notation p(A) = A gm—3(\),
where A gm_3(\) = A2 + p,,_3()\) for a polynomial py,_3 € II,,,_3. Let v = Au,
then v = p(A)uy. We recall v; = pj_1(A)u, for the orthonormal polynomials
D0, - - - » pm provided by Proposition 2.1. The polynomials p and p,,_s both have a
positive real-valued leading coefficient. Hence, we obtain p,,—2 by orthogonalizing
p w.r.t. pg,...,Pm—3 and normalizing. Analogously, we obtain v,,_1 by orthogo-
nalizing v = Au w.r.t. U,_2 and normalizing as stated above.

In order to specify A ZN(ﬁm,Aﬁm)M we recall U, = (Um—2,Vm—1,Vm). The
upper left submatrix of A,, is given by A;,—2 = (Upn—2,AUp—2)m. In a sim-
ilar manner we deduce @, @y, am-1 and Bp-1. Here ay = (v, Avy)m by
the structure of Uy, and with J,, = (Vi, AVpy)m we also have ap, = (Jm)m,m-
Analogously, a,,—1 and S,,_1 are equal to entries of .J,,,. We introduce the nota-
tion @ = (Up—2, Avpm_1)m € C™ 2. The entries (Uy,_2, Avy,)m are zero due to
Ay, € span{vy,—1, Um, Um+1} being M-orthogonal to Up,—o.

The basis transformation IN(m = (Vin, ﬁm)M for U, = (Un—2,Vm—1,vm) and V,,, =
(v1,...,Um), where U,, and V;, are M-orthonormal bases, indeed has the simple
structure (3.23).

We proceed with the matrix entry wy, of T,, in (3.4). Following Algorithm 4,
wyn, evaluates to
W =€+ B 1€t (Jm1 — €D emo1, (3.25)

where (3,,_1 refers to (Jm)m,m—1 which is equal to (Ap)mm—1, see (3.22). By the
matrix structure of K, (see (3.23)) we have K,,_1€,-1 = €,—1, thus,

el e — D) e =t (KN (Ut — €1 K1y (3.26)
Furthermore, IN(T';L_IIN(m,l = I (2.23¢) together with Ay = IN(;'I_I o1 K1
yield

e KN (Tt =€) ' Kpvemo1 = el (A1 —€1) et (3.27)

Combining (3.25) with (3.26) and (3.27) we conclude (3.24b).
Compare Jp, (2.12) with T,,, (3.4) to observe

T = I + (Wi — am)emeﬂn.
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With KH e,, = e, and A,, = K" J,,, K, this implies

By = KN T, Ky = Ay + (Wi — am)emelt. (3.28)
With (3.22) and (3.28) we conclude (3.24a).
U

Remark 3.8. The approach of Proposition 3.7 provides B, for an extended Krylov
subspace and can be slightly modified to fit for a fully rational Krylov subspace Qn (A, u).
Let s1,...,8m—1 € CU{xoo}, where sym—2,5m—1 € C, and let ¢,,—1 be the respective
denominator. We recall

O (A, u) = Kim(A,u,), where uy = q." (A (3.29)
We introduce the modified initial vector u and denominator Gm-3(A) as

(A =5 o) YA =5, 10) " u, and

Gn-3(A) = (A= s11)(A —s20) - (A — sp—3]). (3.30)

Let Qp,—2(A,w) be the rational Krylov subspace according to the initial vector u and poles
S1y+++,8m—3. Then

Om—2(A,T) = Kin-2(A, G, 5(A)0).

Due to (3.30), this initial vector satisfies §,* 5(A)d = uy for ug given in (3.29). This
implies

Qm_Q(A,a) = /Cm_g(A,uq). (3.31)

To apply Proposition 3.7 for the rational Krylov subspace Qpm—_1(A,u) in (3.29), we
represent Qu,—1(A,w) with poles s1,...,8m—1 € C as an extended Krylov subspace of the
form (3.21). Substituting u for the initial vector u in extended Krylov subspace in (3.21),
we have

Om_2(A, 1) ® span{Au, A*u}. (3.32)

We proceed to show that this accumulated vector space coincides with Qu (A, w). Substi-
tuting
Km(Asttg) = Kin-a(A, 1) & span{ A" ug, A™1u,}

for Kim (A, ug) in (3.29), we have
QA u) = Km—2(A, uy) @ span{ A™ 2u,, A™ u,}. (3.33)
Substituting U = @m—3(A)uq, we rewrite the right-hand term in (3.32) to

span{ A @, A*u} = span{A Gpn_3(A)uy, A2Gn_3(A)u, }.
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Algorithm 5: An algorithm to compute the matrix B,, for the Sal Krylov
subspace with a single pole s € C of multiplicity m — 1 and a preassigned Ritz
value £ € R. This algorithm follows Proposition 3.7 for a modified starting
vector 4 = X2u with X = (A —s1)~L.

U= X?%uwith X = (A—sI)"}

run Algorithm 1 to compute U,,_s and A,,_s for the Sal Krylov subspace

]Cm—Q(Xa a)a

v = Au;

orthogonalize v with U,,—2 and set vy,—1 = 0/||v]||m;

V= Avm_1;

forj=1,...,m—2;

yj = (uj,V)m;
V40— YjUs,

am—1 = (Vm-1,0)m and U <= U — Gyp—1Vm—1;

/Bm—l = HQHM and Um = 6/57%—1;

Amfl = [Amf2a Y; yHa Am—1 ];

Wm = 5 + 51%171€|;|n,1(14m—1 - éI)_lem—l;

By, = [Am—la Bm—lem—l 5 5m—le|¢—|n_17wm ];

Upn = (Um—2a Um—1, Um);

T = (Um7 u)M;

return x, Uy, Bn;

The matriz polynomials A Gy —3(A) and A%G,_3(A) correspond to polynomials of degree
m — 2 and m — 1, respectively, and this implies

Km—2(A,uy) @ span{ A1, A%0} = Kp_2(A, uy) ® span{ A" 2u,, A™ tu,}.
Combining (3.31) and (3.33) with this identity, we conclude
Om(A,u) = Qi _o(A, W) @ span{AT, A*G}.

Thus, this rational Krylov subspace corresponds to an extended Krylov subspace with
initial vector U = (A — sy_oI) Y (A — s;m_11)"‘u, and the approach of of Proposition 5.7
provides an algorithm to compute a rational qor-Krylov representation By, of Qm(A,u)
without accessing ¢, | (A)u.

Following Remark 3.8, the approach of Proposition 3.7 provides a procedure to com-
pute the matrix B,, for a rational Krylov subspace. For the Sal Krylov subspace with a
single pole s € C of multiplicity m — 1 and a fixed £ € R this is specified in Algorithm 5.
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A rational qor-Krylov approximation to matrix functions f(A)u.
We refer to
Unf(Bn)x =~ f(A)u (3.34)

as a rational quasi-orthogonal residual (qor-)Krylov approximation.

4. The Separation Theorem of Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes
(CMS Theorem) for polynomial and some rational Krylov
subspaces

The CMS Theorem states that the accumulated quadrature weights of Gaussian quadra-
ture formulae are bounded by Riemann-Stieltjes integrals over the intervals between the
left integral limit and the quadrature nodes. In Subsection 4.1 we first reformulate pre-
viously stated identities of the Krylov representation (namely, Proposition 2.3, 2.4, 3.3
and 3.6) as Gaussian quadrature formulae for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated
with the step function «,,; this allows us to present results in the following subsec-
tions (which apply in the Krylov setting) for a more general setting, i.e., for Gaussian
quadrature formulae. We also recall some notation for Gaussian quadrature formulae of
Riemann-Stieltjes integrals, and we link classical notations to the previously introduced
setting.

In Subsection 4.2 we recapitulate the CMS Theorem for the polynomial Krylov setting,
and in Subsection 4.3-4.5 we introduce CMS type results for various rational Krylov
settings.

Throughout the present work, we consider integrals associated with a non-decreasing
step function «, with n points of strict increase. However, most of the results in the
present section hold true for integrals associated with non-decreasing continuous func-
tions « in a similar manner; the case of a being a continuous is not discussed in detail
in the present work.

4.1. Gaussian quadrature formulae and Krylov subspaces. Historical context

The integral associated with the step function «,, is to be understood as a Riemann-
Stieltjes integral. Gaussian quadrature formulae for Riemann-Stieltjes integrals are also
referred to as Gauss-Christoffel quadrature formulae in the literature, for previous re-
marks see also Subsection 1.1. For the Gauss-Christoffel quadrature formula which in-
tegrates polynomials of degree < 2m — 1 exactly, the quadrature nodes are given by the
zeros of the associated orthogonal polynomial of degree m, and the quadrature weights
are given by so called Christoffel numbers. Similar results hold for Gauss-Radau formu-
lae for which the quadrature nodes and weights coincide with zeros of quasi-orthogonal
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

polynomials and respective Christoffel numbers. We briefly recapitulate the relation be-
tween Gaussian quadrature formulae and the Jacobi matrix, which is also mentioned in
Subsection 1.1; for further details on Gaussian quadrature formulae we refer to | ]
and others. Further below in the present subsection, we recall similar results for rational
Gaussian quadrature formulae.

The Christoffel numbers and the eigendecomposition of the Jacobi matrix. For the
orthonormal polynomials pg, ..., pm—1 associated with the distribution day,, see Propo-
sition 2.1, we define

m—1
Pt (M) =1/ 3 p(3) €.
k=0

We recall that the Ritz values 64, .. .,6,, € R correspond to the zeros of p,,. The numbers
Pm—1(01), ..., pm—1(0) are also referred to as Christoffel numbers in the literature.

We proceed to recall the relation between Christoffel numbers and entries of eigen-
vectors of the Jacobi matrix which goes back to | , ].  We introduce the
denotation cq, ..., cn € R for the spectral coefficients of the vector £y e; in the eigenba-
sis of J,;,, which further correspond to the first components of the scaled eigenvectors:
Let @i, --.,qm € R™ denote the ¢2-orthonormal eigenvectors of Jp,, i.e., J,g; = 0;; for
the Ritz values 0; and (gj,qr)2 = 0, then

cj = ,30 (Z]}, 61)2 c R. (4.1)

The Christoffel numbers correspond to the first components of the eigenvectors of the
Jacobi matrix: We recall the following results for the eigenvectors of .J,,. Following
Section 2, the eigenvector for the eigenvalue 6; is given by

(po(Hj),...,pm,l(Hj))T e R™. (42)

For the first component of the eigenvector we have pg = 1/5p. Thus, the first component
of the j-th normalized eigenvector scaled by 5y and squared satisfies

m—1
c§:1/zpk(9j)2eR, j=1,...,m, (4.3)
k=0

and for the Christoffel numbers we have the identity

c?:pm,l(ej), j=1...,m. (4.4)

The Christoffel numbers are nonzero,'?

: 12 2
write |¢;j|* in place of ¢;.

i.e., ¢;j # 0. Although ¢; is real-valued, we also

12The result ¢; # 0 is clarified in Appendix A, Proposition A.2.
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Similar results hold for the spectrum of the qor-Krylov representation 75, introduced
in Subsection 3.1. We reuse some notation associated with the spectrum of J,, for T},:
Corresponding to T;,, the denotations 01, ...,0,, and c1, ..., ¢, refer to the eigenvalues of
T, and the spectral coefficients of 3y e; in the £2-orthonormal eigenbasis of T},, respec-
tively. For the qor-Krylov representation T, we assume that the preassigned eigenvalue
& is given such that the underlying quasi-orthogonal polynomial is well-defined, and we
assume that the eigenvalues of T}, are included within the integral limits of the respec-
tive Riemann-Stieltjes integral. (See Proposition 3.1 for some details on the location of
the eigenvalues of T),.) Following (3.5), the eigenvectors of T}, conform to (4.2) when
01,...,0,, refer to the respective eigenvalues. Similar to the case of the Jacobi matrix,
the representation (4.3) and the identity (4.4) also hold true for T),.

A review on Gaussian quadrature formulae for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral. We
proceed to reformulate Proposition 2.3 and 2.4 as Gaussian quadrature formulae for the
Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with the step function «,. We recall that «, is
based on the eigenvalues of A and the spectral coefficients of w.

For a complex-valued function f: R — C, where we consider polynomials or rational
functions later on, the following formulations are equivalent (see also (2.8)),

b n
/ FOdan(N) = (u, f(A)w = 3 FO)|w; 2 (4.50)
a ,]:1

In a similar manner, the orthonormal eigendecomposition of J,,, yields

m

B3 (ers f(Tm)er)a = > f(6))|e; (4.5b)

J=1

Identity (4.5b) also holds true for T, if 6; and c; refer to the spectrum of T5,.

The Ritz values 6; and Christoffel numbers p,,—1(6;) provide quadrature nodes and
weights, respectively, for the Gaussian quadrature formulae which are also referred to as
Gauss-Christoffel quadrature formulae in the literature, see also [ ]. We recapit-
ulate classical results on Gaussian quadrature formulae using the notation |c;|* for the
Christoffel numbers, see (4.4).

Remark 4.1 (Gaussian quadrature property, e.g., Subsection 6.2 | ). The Ritz
values 01, ... ,0,, and the spectral coefficients c1,...,cm w.r.t. J, constitute a Gaussian
quadrature formula for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral (2.6b),

m

b
/ p()\)dozn()\) = Zp(ej)|6j‘2, pE 115 —1. (46)

J=1
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Here, the Ritz values and the spectral coefficients represent the quadrature nodes and
quadrature weights, respectively. On the basis of results of the present work, identity (4.6)
can be verified via the identities for the inner product in (2.6¢) and (4.5),

m

b
[ PN dan () = (A = GEer,pImler)e = 3 pO)less b € Manon
a Jj=1

Analogously, the qor-Krylov representation T, provides the following quadrature for-
mula. Let 01,...,0,, and cy,...,cn be the eigenvalues and spectral coefficients of T,y,,
then the identities (3.8) for p € Hay—o together with (4.5) imply

m

b
[ PN dan) = b6l P, € o (4.7)

j=1

When & = a (thus, 01 = a) or £ =b (thus, 8,, = b) is preassigned this is also referred to
as a Gauss-Radau quadrature formula.

In view of Remark (4.1) we summarize results for the Jacobi matrix J,, and the
qor-Krylov representation T;,. For these results we write out the Riemann-Stieltjes
integral (2.6b) in terms of its sum representation.

Corollary 4.2. Let 04,...,0,, and cy,...,cy denote the eigenvalues and spectral coef-
ficients, respectively, of either J,, or T),, where the spectral coefficients c; refer to the
vector Bye1. Then,

b m
[ e () = Y p6l P, € o (1)
a j=1
Rational Gaussian quadrature formulae and rational Krylov subspaces. For ratio-

nal Krylov subspaces Q,,(A,u) we recall the definition of the Rayleigh quotient A,, =
(U, AUp,)m, where U, is an orthonormal basis of Q,,(A, ). Furthermore, the vector
x = (Un,u)m and the rational qor-Krylov representation B, (introduced in Subsec-
tion 3.2 via (3.11)) implicitly depend on U,,. In the sequel we consider U, to be fixed,
and we assume that B, is well-defined. For the latter we refer to the conditions con-
cerning the definition of T, in Section 3. We proceed to reuse the denotation 61, ...,6,,
for the eigenvalues of A, (‘rational’ Ritz values), and ¢y, ..., ¢, for the spectral coeffi-
cients of z in the orthonormal eigenbasis of A,,: Let g; € C™ denote the ¢*-orthonormal
eigenvectors of A,,, i.e., A,q; = 0;q; and (g5, qr)2 = 0jk, then

¢j =(gj,x)2€C, j=1,...,m. (4.9)
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

We remark that the coefficients |cj| are independent of the explicit choice of the or-
thonormal basis U,,, this is clarified in Proposition A.4, Appendix A. For a function
f: R — C, the eigendecomposition of A,, yields

m
(@, f(Am)z)2 = Y F(05)le; ], (4.10)

j=1
In the context of the rational qor-Krylov representation B,, the denotation 61, ...,0,,
and ¢q,. .., ¢y, is reused accordingly, and an identity similar to (4.10) holds true for By,

when 6; and c; refer to the spectrum of B,,.

Remark 4.3. Similar to Remark 4.1, the identity in (2.26) corresponds to the following

rational Gaussian quadrature formula. Let 01, ...,0,, andcy,...,cy refer to the spectrum
of Ap,, then
b m
/ V) dan() = S r0)lci? 7€ Tom1/|gm 1] (4.11)
a ]:1

To demonstrate (4.11) we recall the identities for the inner product in (2.26), (4.5a),
and (4.10),

m

b
/ r(Ndaa(N) = (u, r(A = (@, r(An)a)e = 3 1¢;Pr(6;), € o /lgm-1>
a 7=1

The rational gor-Krylov representation By, provides the following quadrature formula via
Proposition 5.0,

m

b
/ r(Ndan(N) =Y " r(0)lei? 7 € Mam—2/|gm-1]>.

J=1

When the preassigned eigenvalue of By, is set to one of the integral limits, i.e., 01 = a
or 0, = b, then this formula is also referred to as rational Gauss-Radau quadrature
formula.

We summarize the statements of Remark 4.3 concerning A,, and B,,.

Corollary 4.4. Let 01,...,0,, and c1,...,cn denote the eigenvalues and spectral co-
efficients, respectively, of either A,, or B,,, where the spectral coefficients refer to the
vector x. Then,
b m
/ r(A) dan(X) =Y r(0)l¢i?, 7 € Tam—2/|gm-11>- (4.12)
a .

Jj=1
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

4.2. The CMS Theorem for the polynomial case

The CMS Theorem dates back to works of Chebyshev, Markov and Stieltjes in the
19th century and also goes by the name Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes inequalities. For

further historical and technical remarks we refer to | , Section 3.41] (including an
extensive survey of this theorem), | , Theorem 2.54], | , Section 4], | ,
Section 3], [ | and others.

The Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with o, (2.6a) over a subset of (a,b) can be
understood as a measure of such a subset. Namely, with «,,(a) = 0 we consider o, (6) to
be the associated measure of the interval (a, 0] for 6 € (a,b). To simplify the notation in
the sequel, we let u,(R) denote the measure of a subset R of (a,b) associated with a,.
More precisely, we first define

JR)={j: \je R} c{l,...,n}, forasetRC (a,b). (4.13a)

The sum of the spectral coefficients w; over the index set J(R) corresponds to the
measure of the set R associated with «,,, and we define

pn(R) = > fuwyl*. (4.13b)
JEJ(R)

Thus, we have uy,((a,d]) = a,(0) for 6 € (a,b). Furthermore, we proceed to use the no-
tation p, and «,, for the measure of an interval (a, ] in an equivalent manner. Similarly,
we use the notation oy, (6—) for the measure of the open interval (a, 0), i.e.,

an(0=) = lim an(0 <) = pn((a,0)).

We proceed to recall the CMS Theorem. This theorem is based on the Gaussian
quadrature properties (4.8) as in Corollary 4.2, and thus, the following results hold
true when 6; and c; refer to the spectrum of the Jacobi matrix .J,, or the gor-Krylov
representation T,.

Theorem 4.5 (Separation Theorem of Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes, see also Section 3.41
in | ). Let 0y,...,0pm € (a,b) and ci1,...,cm € C satisfy the Gaussian quadrature
property (4.8), then

an(Or) < lei? + ...+ el < an(Opi1—), k=1,...,m—1. (4.14)

We point out that for & = m the bounds in (4.14) can be replaced by the following
identity. The Gaussian quadrature property (4.8) for p = 1 implies

> leil? = an(b). (4.15)
j=1

(This also results directly from ||ulm = Bolle1]l2.)
To recall a classical proof of the CMS Theorem we introduce the following polynomials.
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Figure 2.: This figure illustrates the polynomials py ;) (left) and py_ ;y (right) given in
Proposition 4.6 for given nodes 61, ...,0,, with m = 5. The identities (4.16)
are illustrated for 60y,...,0, ("o") and €x11,...,0,, ("x’) with k& = 3, and the
dashed line illustrates the bounds (4.17).

Proposition 4.6 (Eq. (3.411.1) in | ], part of Theorem (2.5.4) in | ] and
otherslg‘). Let 61 < ... < 0, € R and let k be fired with 1 < k < m. Then there exist

polynomials pyy 1y and py_ gy € lom—o which satisfy'4

1, j=1,....k
p{iﬁk}(eﬂ‘):{ 0, j=k+1,...,m, (4.16)

together with
1, A< 6, 1, A< 0y,
Pamy(N) 2 { 0. A>g, M Pen() < { 0. A> O (4.17)

Additionally, the inequalities in (4.17) are strict inequalities for X ¢ {61,...,0m}.

The polynomials of Proposition 4.6 are illustrated in Figure 2 for a numerical example.
With Proposition 4.6 we proceed to prove Theorem 4.5.
Proof of Theorem 4.5. Let p(4 ) € Ila;—2 be given according to Proposition 4.6 for
the eigenvalues 01 < ... <0y, andk =1,...,m—1. The polynomials pg, ) satisfy (4.16),

and this implies
k

D pryO)les =D lel* (4.18)
j=1

Jj=1

13 A classical proof of Proposition 4.6 is recapitulated in Appendix B.
11 the sequel statements concerning P{+,k}y apply to p(4 xy and p;_ y individually.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

On the other hand, identity (4.8) yields

b
Zp{i k} |Cg\ / p{i,k}()‘) day(A).

Evaluating the Riemann-Stieltjes integral in this identity, we arrive at

> sy (0))lel? Zp{ﬁ:k} ) ws . (4.19)
j=1

Let the index set J((a,0]) C {1,...,n} be given as in (4.13a). Then, the inequalities
for pyy py in (4.17) imply

ZPH ky (A7) ? Yo lwilf = an(0r). (4.20)
aeJ«a,ek])

This inequality is strict due to the interlacing property of the eigenvalues A\; and 6;, see
Proposition 2.2 and 3.1. Combining (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) yields the lower bound
n (4.14).

Similarly to (4.20), the inequalities for p;_ 4y in (4.17) imply

ZP{ sy (M) Jw Z |wj* = an (Ops1—). (4.21)

JEJ((a:9k+1))
Combining (4.18), (4.19) and (4.21) yields the upper bound in (4.14). O

The inequalities (4.14) in Theorem 4.5 yield the following bounds on the measure of
the intervals located between Ritz values. In the following, we use the notation u,, for
the measure as in (4.13Db).

Corollary 4.7. In the setting of Theorem /.5, the following inequalities hold true.

e For indices j, k with 1 < j < k <m,
pa([05,0k)) < lej|? + leja? + o+ lel? < pn((G-1, Ok41)) (4.22a)

e Furthermore, the accumulated spectral coefficients satisfy

1a((05,9) < lei2 4o+ eml® < pa((B5-1,0)), j=20..om.  (4.22D)
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Proof. Applying (4.14) twice (once we substitute j — 1 for the index k therein) and
subtracting, we observe

an(Or) — om(0;=) < | + e > + -+ lekl* < an(Brr1—) — an(f-1),
this shows (4.22a). Subtracting (4.14) for the index j — 1 from (4.15), we arrive at
an(b) — an(0;=) < lcj|* + . 4 lem]? < an(b) — an(8j-1), (4.23)
which entails (4.22D). O

We proceed to specify the intertwining property of the distributions da,, and da,
which already appeared in the introduction of Subsection 1.1: Similarly to a, in (2.6a),
we introduce the step function

0, A< 91,
am(N\) =1{ Siilel? O <A<Opy, €=1,....m—1, (4.24)
ZT:l ‘Cj|27 Om < A

For f: R — C the Riemann-Stieltjes integral associated with a,, reads
b m
| 100 dant) =Y I 716y
a j=1
Thus, the quadrature property in Corollary 4.2 coincides with the identity

b b
/)\jdan(A):/ Mdan(N), §=0,...,2m — 2. (4.25)

The integral terms in (4.25) correspond to the moments of the distributions de, and dayy,,
and thus, the Gaussian quadrature property in Corollary 4.2 coincides with da,, and day,
having matching moments up to order 2m — 2. We define the auxiliary function

F()‘) = an()‘) - O‘m()‘)a (4'26)

and remark the following properties of F'. The step functions a,, () and a,,(\) are both
increasing in A, whereat the step function a,,(\) has exactly m points of increase at
A=061,...,0,. Thus, the function F'()) is increasing for A € (0, 0k41), k=1,...,m—1,
and away from the boundaries A < 1 and X\ > 6,,. Furthermore, Theorem 4.5 yields

an(0e) — (e 4.+ lee?) <0 < an(Bppi—) — (lei)* +... +|al?), k=1,...,m—1.
The accumulated coefficients ¢j correspond to the step function a,, (4.24), namely,

e + ..+ Jerl® = am(0k) = om (21—, (4.27)
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and we observe the inequalities
F0y) <0< F(0g41—) for k=1,...,m—1. (4.28)

More precisely, the inequalities (4.28) are equivalent to the assertion of the CMS Theorem
(Theorem 4.5).

To clarify the intertwining property of da,, and da,, in this context: The CMS Theo-
rem relies on quadrature properties which correspond to (4.25), i.e., da, and da,, having
matching moments, and the result of the CMS Theorem corresponds to (4.28), which
can be understood as an intertwining property of dea,, and day,.

Besides these remarks, the function F' is further used in the following subsection to
rewrite CMS type results for rational cases, and in Section 5 below where we verify
results of the present section for numerical examples.

Remark 4.8. In the present work, the measure «,, is introduced based on eigenvalues
Aj of A and the spectral coefficients w; of the initial vector u in the eigenbasis of A as
n (2.6a). Thus, the bounds given by the CMS Theorem reveal bounds for the accumulated
spectral coefficients w;. To simplify the notation we proceed with the setting of the Jacobi
matric Jp,, i.e., the eigenvalues 0; and spectral coefficients c; refer to the spectrum
of the Jacobi matriz. In a similar manner such results also hold for the qor-Krylov
representation T, as specified below. The bounds on oy, provided by the CMS Theorem
are computable, i.e., 8; and c; are available via an eigendecomposition of the Jacobi
matriz which can be computed using the Lanczos method.

We proceed in the setting of the Jacobi matriz. For its eigenvalues 0; we define the
index ¢ = ((k) for k=1,...,m, such that

)\g(k) <O < /\g(k)+1. (4.29)

The positioning of the eigenvalues, which is specified in Proposition 2.2, implies (k) <

Uk+1) fork=1,....m—1and 1 </{(k)<n fork=1,...,m.
With ((k) defined in (4.29) we have the representations

£(k+1)
) = > |wi*,  and o (Op) = Z lw;|?, k=1,....m—1.  (4.30)

Note that o (0k+1—) < an(Oks1); to keep the notation simple, the case au,(Opi1—) <
o (0k+1) is not treated separately here. For the remainder of the present remark we
assume

)\g(k)#ek, k':l,...,m.
Thus, with (4.30) Theorem /.5 reads

o(k) 0(k+1)

Z|wj\<2\cj|2 Z]wj|2 k=1,...,m—1 (4.31)
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Furthermore, for a set of eigenvalues of A located between two Ritz values 0; and 0y,
with 7 < k we recall

Ay <05 < Ny <o < Ay <Ok, K=2,.0.,m,

and with (4.30), the sum of spectral coefficients w; associated with these eigenvalues

corresponds to
o(k)

Z \wLIQ = an(0y) —an(b;), j<k. (4.32)
1=0(5)+1

Furthermore, combining this identity with (4.31) or (4.22), we obtain computable bounds
on accumulated spectral coefficients of u. E.g., for 1 < j < k < m the inequality (4.22a)
yields
o(k)
1l ol P < Y0 Jw < gl 4 el
1=£(5)+1
where the lower bound s trivial in the case k = j + 1.

We remark that the results of the present subsection can be generalized to the setting of
the qor-Krylov representation T,,. For the qor-Krylov representation, the cases 01 < A1
and A, < 0y, have to be considered explicitly in the notation, namely, the indices ¢(1)
and £(m) have to be adapted accordingly for these cases.

Remark 4.9. In the present work the measure o, is based on the spectrum of A and
has n points of strict increase. Thus, the identity of [ , eq. (3.41.3)] which relies
on a continuous measure does not hold true in the present case, i.e.,

k
in general, we do not find any point yi € R such that o, (yx) = Z |cj|2.
j=1

Nevertheless, the inequalities in (4.31) imply that there exist indices vy, with ((k) < v <
Uk + 1) and numbers & € (0,1] for k=1,...,m — 1 such that

I/k—l

k
D fwi + &klwy P =D e,
o j=1

This can give further theoretical insight on the estimates provided in Remark 4.8. Nev-
ertheless, the indices v; and scaling factors &; are not computable in general.
The indices vy satisfy Ay, € (Ok, Ok+1], thus,

A <01 <Ay SOa< Ay, <o n SO <A <0, < .

Vm—1

44



4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

For each spectral coefficient ci, this implies

1/1—1
e = Jwy? + &Gfw,, %,
j=1
vip—1
el = (1= &GDlwy P+ D |wiP+&lwy, % k=2,...,m—1 and
J=vE—1+1
n
lem|* = (1 - £m71)|wl’7n—1|2 + Z |wj|2~
j:Vm—l"Fl

4.3. The rational case with a single pole s € R of higher multiplicity

In the present subsection we consider CMS type results for the setting of a rational Krylov
subspace Q,,(A,u) with a single pole s € R, thus, we have the denominator g,,—1(\) =
(A — s)™~L. This subspace corresponds to a Sal Krylov subspace; for previous remarks
see also Subsection 2.1. Following Subsection 4.1, the eigenvalues 61,...,0,, € (a,b)
and spectral coefficients ¢y, ..., ¢, € C of the respective Rayleigh quotient A,, or qor-
representation By, satisfy the quadrature property (4.12) in Corollary 4.4. To provide
results in a more general setting, the results in the remainder of the subsection are based
on the quadrature property (4.12); we provide results for a class of rational Gaussian
quadrature formulae which fit to the respective Sal Krylov setting.

Although the rational Krylov subspace corresponds to the polynomial Krylov subspace
Km (A, u,) with starting vector u, = ¢,.' | (A)u, results of the previous subsection do not
yield bounds associated with «,,, this is specified in the following remark.

Remark 4.10. The rational Krylov subspace Qp, (A, u) with the respective denominator
gm—1 1s identical to Ky, (A, ug) with uq = q%il(A)u. This polynomial Krylov subspace
is associated with the step function &y, given in (2.22). Let J,, and V,, denote the Ja-
cobi matriz and the M-orthonormal eigenbasis of K., (A, uq) constructed by the Lanczos
method. In the setting of K, (A,uq), Theorem 4.5 yields bounds based on spectral coef-
ficients of the vector x4 = (Vin,uq)m in the eigenbasis of Jp, and the step function ai,.
This does not entail bounds based on spectral coefficients of x = (Vin,u)m and the step
function ay, in general.

To simplify the notation in the sequel, we first define the indices k; and k,, such that
O, < s <0k, ki=kn+1, incaseofsc¢€ (01,60y), (4.33a)
and otherwise,

ki =1 and k, =m, incaseofs <6 ors>0,. (4.33b)
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Furthermore, we define the sets I, C {1,...,m} and Ry CR for k =1,...,m by

{{klv"'ak}a lekSm7
I, =

(. kky,om), 1<hk<k, 9

(4.34)

—~

R, = 87916}7 9k > s,
FE (@0 U(s,b), O <s.

The set Ry, is illustrated in Figure 3.
Let pn(Ry) and pn(RY) as in (4.13b) denote the measure of the sets Ry and "R,
respectively. Thus, we have

_ pn((s,0k]) = an(Ok) — an(s), O > s,
“”(R’“)‘{ (@B U (5,8) = anlly)+an(s) —an(s)  Op<s (359
and
o [ m((50) = an(Bie) — an(s), b > s,
= () Do) o) w2 (D

In the following theorem we provide a CMS type result for a class of rational Gaussian
quadrature formulae which applies to the setting of Sal Krylov subspaces with a shift
seR.

Theorem 4.11 (A separation theorem for rational Gaussian quadrature formulae with a
single single pole s € R of higher multiplicity). Let 01,...,60,, € (a,b) andcy,..., ¢y € C
satisfy the rational Gaussian quadrature properties (4.12) for ¢m_1(A) = (A — s)™~!
with s € R. Let the index ky, be defined as in (4.33). Let the sets Iy, C {1,...,m}
and R, CR for k=1,...,m be defined as in (4.34), and let p,, be defined as in (4.13b)
(analogously, (4.35)). Additionally, define Ry,+1 := R1. Then,

pn(Re) < Sl < pn(Re), ke (L om)\ (k). (430)
Jj€li
The case k = ky, is not discussed in Theorem 4.11. In this case we have I}, = {1,...,m}

and the bounds (4.36) can be replaced by the identity
> leil? = an(b). (4.37)
j=1

This identity corresponds to the identity (4.12) for » = 1 (or directly results from
lullw = ll2llo).

To prove Theorem 4.11, we first introduce rational functions which constitute bounds
on a Heaviside type step function, similar to the polynomials given in Proposition 4.6.

'5In the sequel, we let R° denote the interior of a set R.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

a) the case 0 > s: s 0,

Rk = (87 ek]

b) the case 0, < s: o),

Ry = (a,0r] U (s,b)

—00 —+00

Figure 3.: In Figure a) and b) we illustrate the set Ry C R given in (4.34) for a given
sequence of nodes 01, ...,0,, (’o’), and a given pole s which satisfies 6; < s <
0. In Figure a) we choose the index k such that 6 > s, and in Figure b) we
consider 6 < s. In each figure the set Ry is highlighted by a dashed area.

Proposition 4.12. Let 01 < ... < 0., be a given sequence and let s € R be a given pole
which is distinct to 01, ...,0,. We make use of the denotations ki and k,, introduced
in (4.33). Furthermore, let the sets I, C {1,...,m} and R C R for k =1,...,m be
defined as in (4.34), and we define Ry,+1 := R;.

For k € {1,....,m}\ {kn} and gn_1(\) = (A — s)™ ! there exist rational func-
tions ryq ry and Ti_ ) € Uom—2/|gm-1]* which satisfy'®

N_ )L gel,
r{i’k}(ej) N { 0, otherwise. (4.38)

Furthermore, we have

1, A€ Ry 1, Ne R}
> ) 9 < ) +1» )
rirm ) 2 { 0, AeR,N\ R, 4 TemM s { 0, AeR,\ Ry, (439

where Ry = (a,b) \ {s}. The inequalities in (4.39) are strict for X ¢ {01,...,0m}.
Without loss of generality, we assume (a,b) = R in the present proposition.

Proof. See Appendix B. O

Rational functions 7;_ ;) as introduced in Proposition 4.12 are illustrated in Figure 4
for a numerical example.
We proceed with the proof of Theorem 4.11.

Proof of Theorem /.11. Let ki and k;,, be given in (4.33), and let k € {1,...,m}\{kn}
be fixed. For the eigenvalues 61, ..., 0, we let r4 1y denote the rational functions given
in Proposition 4.12. We proceed to prove the lower bound in (4.36). The identities (4.38)

imply

m

Z lej* = ZT{i,kz}(aj)‘Cj’z- (4.40a)

JEI, Jj=1

16 Analogously to py4 k}, the denotation 74 x) refers to 74 x} and r{_ ;; individually.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

i 15
a) “[L g b) lr=s
nl
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& I
ol T e
05 |
4 ‘ 05 s
-15 10 15 10 5
A
15
©) "[k=1

0.5

-k (A)

Figure 4.:

In Figure a)—c) we show ri—x} for a given sequence of nodes 61, ..., 0, with
m = 8, and a given pole s which is located between the nodes, i.e., #; < s <
0. These figures show results for different choices of k € {1,...,m} \ {kn}
where k,,, = 3 (following (4.33b)). In each figure the symbols ('o’) and ("x’)
mark 7;_ 11 (0;) for j € I}, and j ¢ I, respectively. The dashed lines illustrate
the upper bounds given in (4.39). Figure b) shows the special case k =
m for which the upper bound (4.39) relies on R,,+; = R;. For additional
illustrations considering 74 jy we refer to Figure 13 and 14 in Appendix B.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Furthermore, the quadrature property (4.12) implies

m

b
/ rag ) dan(h) = 3 s 0) e 2

j=1
Rewriting this Riemann-Stieltjes integral as in (4.5a), we arrive at

n m

ZT{i,k}(Aj”wﬂZ = ZT{i,k}(ej”CjP‘ (4.40b)

j=1 j=1
The inequalities in (4.39) for ryy 1 entail

n

> gy O P > 7wyl (4.41)

Jj=1 jeJ(Ry)

This inequality is strict due to the interlacing property of the eigenvalues \; and 6;, see
Proposition 2.2 and 3.1. Combine (4.40) and (4.41) to conclude with the lower bound
in (4.36).

In a similar manner, 7¢_ ;y reveals the upper bound in (4.36); the inequalities in (4.39)
for r¢_ 1y yield

n

Yo Ol < Dyl (4.42)

Jj=1 jeJ(Ry )

Indeed, the identities (4.40) together with (4.42) conclude the upper bound in (4.36). O
We reformulate the result of Theorem 4.11 in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.13. In the setting of Theorem 4.11, the following inequality holds true,
an(Op) <lei+ ...+ el +v < an(@pi1—), k=1,....,m—1, (4.43a)

with
v = anp(s) — am(s), (4.43Db)

where u, is given in (4.24). The inequalities in (4.43a) are strict for k # ky,. Addi-
tionally, the case k = m # ky, in (4.36) corresponds to

() < lei?+ ... +leml>+7,  and v < an(1-). (4.44)

Proof of Proposition 4.13. We first prove (4.43). Here, we consider different cases for
the index k =1,...,m — 1.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces
e k < k; with k; as in (4.33); this case only occurs for k; > 1 which follows from
s € (01,0,,). This case also implies k,, = k1 — 1,
am(s) = lel 4+ ... Flew, >, and am(b) — am(s) = |ew, > + ..+ e, (4.45)

and with I, as in (4.34),

D el =lerl + .+ lerl® + am(b) — am(s). (4.46)
JEly

— Additionally, let k < k1 — 1 = k,,,. This case implies 0,011 < s and as given
in (4.35),

pn(Ry) = an(Ok) + an(b) — an(s), and Nn(Rerl) = an(9k+l_) + an(b) — an(s).
(4.47)

Substituting (4.46) and (4.47) in the inequalities (4.36), subtracting a,(b) (=
am (b)) and adding ay,(s), we conclude (4.43) for k < k; — 1.

— Let k = k; — 1. Thus, k = k,,, # m, and for this case the inequalities (4.36) do
not apply; we show (4.43) in a direct manner:

For k = ky, we have |c1|?> +...+ |ck]|?> = aun(s) as in (4.45). With this identity, the
enclosed term in (4.43a) simplifies to

le 24 e v = an(s). (4.48)
Due to a;, being an increasing function and 0, < s < ;41 for k = k1 — 1 we have
an (k) < an(s) < an(Oky1—), for k=k — 1 (4.49)

Combining (4.48) and (4.49), we conclude (4.43) for the case k = k1 — 1.

e k > k1. For this case we further distinguish between s < 6, and s > 0,,.
— Let s < 0, (this includes the case s < ;). With I}, as in (4.34), we have

Sl = e+ ..+ Jerl* — aml(s) (4.50)
Je€lk

Furthermore, this case implies 0y, 0,41 > s (we recall k£ < m), and as in (4.35),
tin(Ri) = an(bk) — an(s), (4.51a)

and
pn (B y1) = an(Og1—) — an(s). (4.51Db)
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Substituting (4.51) and (4.50) in the inequalities (4.36), we conclude (4.43) for
k> ki and s < 0,,.

— Otherwise, for k£ > k1 and s > 6,,, our notation simplifies to k1 = 1 and

el =l + ..+ el (4.52)
JE€lk

The case s > 0y, implies vy, (b) = amn(s), and due to a,(b) = an(b), we have
an(b) = apm(s). (4.53)

Furthermore, we have 0y, 041 < s, and 1, (Ry.) and pu, (R}, ;) correspond to (4.47)
further above. Making use of (4.53) in (4.47) and substituting -, we simplify

pn(Ri) = om(Ok) — v, and pn (R} 1) = on(Op1—) — - (4.54)

Substituting (4.52) and (4.54) in the inequalities (4.36), we conclude (4.43) for
k> ki and s > 0,,.

We proceed with the proof of (4.44). The case k = m # k,, only occurs for s € (01, 6,,).
Thus with s < 0, pn(Ry,) corresponds to (4.51a). Substituting p,(R,,) as in (4.51a)
and the sum over I,,, as in (4.50) in the lower bound in (4.36), we conclude the inequality
on the left-hand side of (4.44).

To prove the inequality on the right-hand side of (4.44), we first recall §; < s, and as
in (4.47)

() = @ (61=) + n(b) — an(5). (4.55)

Substituting (4.50) and (4.55) in the upper bound in (4.36) (for the case k = m # ky,
with g, (R, 1) = #n(R?) due to convention), we arrive at

e+ .o eml? — am(s) < an(B1—) + an(b) — an(s)

On the left-hand side we can further simplify |c1|? + ... + |em|? = a,(b) and subtract
this term, which entails the inequality on the right-hand side of (4.44). O

Remark 4.14. For the case ap(s) = ay(s) the constant v in Proposition 4.13 is zero,
and the inequalities (4.43a) coincide with the inequalities given by Theorem 4.5, i.e., the
CMS Theorem for polynomial Gaussian quadrature formulae. Furthermore, for this
case the inequalities given in Corollary 4.7 hold true. Here, we highlight the case s ¢
(A1, An) for the Gaussian quadrature formulae without preassigned nodes (this implies
8; € (A1, A\n)); a prominent case for which o (s) = an(s) holds true a priori.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Remark 4.15. Following Remark 2.6, the Sal Krylov representation X' +sI provides a
Gaussian quadrature formula. For the case of a real shift s € R, the respective quadrature
nodes are located on the real axis, and at least one eigenvalue \; is located between each
neighboring pair of quadrature nodes. Thus, the result of Theorem J.11 and its corollaries
hold true in this setting. However, results concerning the Sal Krylov representation
X1+ sI are not discussed in further detail in the present work.

CMS type results for the Sal Krylov representation are also given in [ |. In the
present work we include the case of a shift s being located inside the convex hull of the
spectrum of A, which extends some results of [ .

We proceed to specify the results of Proposition 4.13 for the pole s being located in
the convex hull of the rational Ritz values, i.e., s € (61, 6,,). This case implies k,, # m,
and substituting oy, (b) = |c1]? + ... + |cm|? in (4.44), we observe

an(0m) — an(b) < v < a,(01—). (4.56)

With these inequalities, we further specify the results of Proposition 4.13: The following
corollary states some bounds on piecewise accumulated quadrature weights, similar to
Corollary 4.7 in the previous subsection for the polynomial case.

Corollary 4.16. Additionally to the setting of Theorem J.11, we assume s € (61, 0,).
Then Proposition /.13 yields the following inequalities.

o The accumulated quadrature weights satisfy

(01, 0%]) < e+ Flerl* < pn((a, 0p11)U(0m, b)), k=1,...,m—1. (4.57a)

o For indices j, k with 1 < j < k < m, the following piecewise accumulated quadra-
ture weights satisfy

o105, 66]) < Jes 2+ .+ lenl® < (651, Bh1). (4.57b)
e Furthermore, the accumulated quadrature weights satisfy
([0, 0m]) < lcj|® + ...+ leml® < pnl(a,01) U (05-1,b)), j=2,...,m. (4.57c)
Proof. The inequalities (4.43a) in Proposition 4.13 yield
an(O) =7 < e + .+ el < an(@r1—) — -
Substituting (4.56) for -, we arrive at

an(Or) — an(01=) <larl* + ... + |l < an(Op11—) + an(b) — an(Om).
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

This implies (4.57a).
To prove the inequalities in (4.57c), we first remark

]cj|2 4+ ..+ |ck;|2 = |cl|2 4.+ |ck\2—i—’y— (|cl|2+...+ |cj_1|2 —|—’y).
Applying (4.43a) twice (once we substitute j — 1 for the index k therein) we observe
an(Ok) — an(0;=) < e + ...+ |erl® < an(Ohy1—) — an(8)),

which implies (4.57b).
To show (4.57¢c), apply (4.57a) for the index j — 1 and subtract the result from |c;|? +
oot leml? = pn((a,b)). O

Remark 4.17. For the case s € (01,0,,) as in Corollary 4.16, bounds on quadrature
weights related to the leftmost or rightmost quadrature nodes potentially depend on the
measure of an interval including the opposite integral limit. This relation can be avoided
by preassigning one of the quadrature nodes at the integral limit, using a rational Gauss-
Radau formula associated with the spectrum of a rational qor-Krylov representation By,
in the Krylov setting.

e For a preassigned node & < A\, we have 61 = £ and a,(01) = 0. Thus, the
inequalities in (4.57a) correspond to

pn(la,0k]) < ler? + ..+ lexl* < pn((a, O 1) U (O, 1)), (4.58a)
and the inequalities in (4.57¢) correspond to

fin([05,0m]) < ‘Cj|2 +..t ‘Cm|2 < pn((0j-1,b)). (4.58D)

e For a preassigned node & > \,, we have 0, = & and ap(6,) = an(b). Thus, the
inequalities in (4.57a) correspond to

pn([01,0x]) < lerl + .o+ lexl® < pn((a, Ox11)), (4.58¢)

and the inequalities in (4.57c) correspond to
(05, 8) < I+ .+ leml? < pn(a,01) U (651,1)). (4584)

We proceed to introduce a step function Fs which changes its sign at each rational
Ritz value according to Proposition 4.13; with the step function F' given in (4.26) we
introduce

Fs(\) = F(\) — F(s). (4.59)

Here, F'(s) =« with 7 as in Proposition 4.13. As previously stated in (4.27), we have

am (k) = am(Op1—) = lea]? + .o+ e
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Then the inequalities (4.43a) correspond to
FS(Qk) §O§F3(0k+1—), k:zl,...,m—l, (4.60&)

whereat these inequalities are strict for k # ky,. Furthermore, the inequalities (4.44)
correspond to
Fs(0,,) <0, and 0< Fy(61—), (4.60b)

for k,, # m.

Remark 4.18. In (4.60), the special case k = ky, holds true due to the identity (4.37);
the case k € {1,...,m} \ {kn} corresponds to the result of Theorem j.11. Namely, the
result of Theorem J.11 conforms to the following inequality in an equivalent manner,

F(0r) <0< Fs(Og+1—) for ke{l,....m}\ {kn}, and with 041 = 0.

4.4. The rational case with a single pole s € C\ R of higher multiplicity

In the present subsection, we consider rational Gaussian quadrature formulae which
satisfy the quadrature property (4.12) with g,n_1(\) = (A — s)™ ! for s € C\ R. To
specify, these quadrature formulae are exact for rational functions with denominator
lgm—1(N)]? = (A — Res)? + (Ims)?)™ ! where Ims # 0, i.e., rational functions with
complex-conjugate poles of higher multiplicity. Considering Krylov subspaces, these
quadrature formulae are related to Sal Krylov subspaces with a complex shift s € C\ R.

As a main result of the present subsection, the following Proposition yields upper
bounds on the measure of the intervals between neighboring quadrature nodes, and the
measure at the boundary of the spectrum.

Proposition 4.19. Let ¢q,...,¢cn and 61 < ... < O, satisfy the quadrature prop-
erty (4.12) with qu_1(\) = (A — )™t for s € C\ R. Then, with u, given in (4.13)

Nn([9k79k+1]) < |Ck‘2+|ck+1|2, k=1,....,m—1, (4.61&)
and

s (@, 1)) + pin ([0, 0)) < lex | + fem . (4.61Db)

Before proving Proposition 4.19, we proceed with some auxiliary results. The results
of the previous subsection do not apply for the case s € C\ R. However, the present
class of rational functions can be related to polynomials on the unit circle T and vice
versa. To specify this relation, we recall the Cayley transform as in (2.35),

TN =M\=35)A=s5"1 mR-T\{1}

For a complex polynomial p € II,,,_1 we consider p(7(\)) as a function of A; normalizing
shows

p(T(A) = g(\)/gm—1(N), for some g € 11,1,
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

For A € R we conclude

p(r O =FNgN)/lgm-1(N)?,  where gg € Tam-—2. (4.62)

In the following corollary we introduce rational majorants on a Heaviside type step
function, based on interpolating polynomials on the unit circle given in | , Lemma 4].

Corollary 4.20 (A corollary of Lemma 4 in | ). Let0y,...,0, be a given sequence
of nodes, and let ¢ym_1(\) = (A — 5)™ "L for a given pole s € C\ R.

(i) Letk € {1,...,m—1} be fived. There exists a rational functionrj, € am_2/|qm_1|>

with .
w0 ={ 0 D (4632
and
2 {0 3 e o) (1630
(ii) Additionally, there exists a function v, € Uapm_o/|qm-1|> with
o= a5t

" ( JUl )
1, A€ (—00,01]) U [0y, 0),
Fm(N) > { 0 Ae (00.0m) (4.64b)

Proof. The Cayley transform 7 as in (2.35) reads
TN =A=35)A=s5)"1 1 R->T\{1}
Simplifying this fraction yields

s—§_1+211ms
A—s A—s

Here, 7: R — T \ {1} is a continuous and bijective function, and with the previous
representation, we observe

(—00) = 1410+, Ims < 0,
| 1+i0—, Ims > 0.

Thus, 7 maps R to T \ {1} in counter-clockwise and clockwise order for Ims < 0 and
Im s > 0, respectively.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

We proceed to define distinct points (y,...,Gn € T by

. T(6)), Ims<0, .
4= { T(Om—j+1), Ims >0, j=1...,m. (4.65)
The points (1,...,(m € T are distinct, in counter-clockwise order, and the point 1 is

located between (; and (,;, on the unit circle. For the remainder of the proof we assume
the case Im s < 0 to simplify the notation. Thus, we consider (; = 7(6;).
Additionally to (4.65), we define (41 := (3. Let py € II,,,—1 denote the complex poly-

nomial given by [ , Lemma 4] for the points ¢; and a fixed index k € {1,...,m}.
Here, we also normalize py at (x. Thus, py satisfies |px(Cx)| = |pe(Ckr1)| = 1. Fol-
lowing (4.62), the function ri(A\) := |pr(7(N\))|* conforms to a rational function 7y €

Mom—2/|gm-1]>-
We proceed to show (4.63) for the rational function r4; let k € {1,...,m — 1}:

o With ry(0;) = pi(¢;) the identities |pr(Cp)| = |pr(Ch+1)| = 1 yield r(6k)
rk(0k+1) = 1, and the identity pi(¢;) = 0 for j # k,k + 1 yields ri(0;) =
for j # k, k + 1, which shows (4.63a).

0

e Due to 7 being a continuous and bijective function, the points { located on the
unit circle between (; and (11 (including ( and (;11) are identical to the set
{C=7\) | X € [0k,0k+1]}. As a result of | , Lemma 4], the polynomial py,
satisfies |px(¢)| > 1 for ¢ in this set of points, i.e., [p(7(N\))| > 1 for A € [0k, Ok+1]-
Thus, we have ri(\) > 1 for A € [0k, 0x11]; furthermore, 7 is positive for A € R
due to r5(A\) = |pr(£(N))[?, which implies (4.63b).

We proceed to sketch the proof of (4.64) which corresponds to the case k = m. The
polynomial p,, satisfies [pm(Gn)| = [pm(¢1)| = 1. Furthermore, the points ¢ located
between ¢; and (,, correspond to the set {¢ = 7(\) | A € (—00,01) U (0, 00)}U{1} C T.
Similar to previous arguments, this shows (4.64).

Considering the definition of {; in (4.65), similar arguments hold for the case Im s >
0. O

We proceed with the proof of Proposition 4.19.

Proof of Proposition 4.19. Let k € {1,...,m— 1} be fixed, we prove (4.61a). For the
nodes 61, ...,0, and k given, we let r € Il _2/|gm_1]*> denote the rational function
given in Corollary 4.20 which satisfies (4.63). Due to (4.63a) we have

Z ¢ (0;) = lexl? + lena]*. (4.66a)
j=1
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

The quadrature property (4.12) implies

b
/ A) day, (A Z IR (4.66b)

and the inequality (4.63b) yields

b
/ re(A) dan (A) > pn([0k, Ok+1])- (4.66¢)

Combining (4.66a)—(4.66¢), we conclude (4.61a).
Analogously, making use of the rational function r,, € Iay—2/|¢m—1]? (which sat-

isfies the properties (4.64)) in combination with the quadrature property (4.12), we
conclude (4.61b).

4.5. Results for an extended Krylov subspace

In the present subsection, we consider an extended Krylov subspace. Namely, the Krylov
subspace of so called Laurent polynomials which also appears in | ] and corresponds
to a rational Krylov subspace. Here, we also include a shift s < ;. This yields a rational
Krylov subspace with denominator q(\) = (A — s)27! for m =20 — 1, i.e.,

Q2p-1(A,u) = span{(A — s) "¢y, ... (A —s) " tu,u, Au, ..., A T} (4.67)
— Kopa(A, (A — 5)0*0).

Similar to previous sections, U,, denotes an M-orthonormal basis of the Krylov subspace
and A, = (Un, AUp,)m denotes the associated Rayleigh quotient. As previously, we let
x = (Un,u)m. An extended Lanczos recurrence to compute U, and A,, in an efficient
manner is given in | , Section 5] and summarized in Algorithm 6.

Let 61,...,0,, € (a,b) and c1, ..., ¢y € C denote the eigenvalues and spectral coeffi-
cients of the Rayleigh quotient A,,. Following Proposition 2.26 and Corollary 4.4, these
eigenvalues and spectral coefficients satisfy the identity (4.12) for r € Iap,_1/¢* with
PN =A-8)22=AN-s5)""1 ie,

b
/ A) dovy (A Z r(0,)|c;|?, v € Mamo1/(A —s)™ L. (4.68)
a =1

The CMS type results given in [ | apply to rational quadrature formulae which sat-
isfy (4.68). i.e., a Gaussian quadrature formulae for so called Laurent polynomials.

We proceed to recapitulate results given in | ] for the setting of the extended
Krylov subspace (4.67). To this end, we first recall the following rational functions
introduced [Li98] which yield majorants and minorants on a Heaviside step function
similar to the polynomials in Proposition 4.6.
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Algorithm 6: A summary of the extended Lanczos recurrence in | , Sec-
tion 5]; an algorithm to compute the M-orthogonal basis U,,, and the Rayleigh
quotient A,, = (Up, AUp,)m of the extended Krylov subspace given in (4.67).
Here, m =20 — 1.

run Algorithm 1 to compute By = ||ul|m, Ugal and Aial = (Ugsal, AUgsaI)M for
the Sal Krylov subspace K,(X,u) with X = (A — sI)71;

v = Au;

orthogonalize v with UgsaI and set U, = Usal and uyr1 = v/||0]|m;
U= Aupi1;

forj=1,...,0;

Y = (uj, 0)m;
V4= U — YjUj;
a1 = (Up4+1,0 )M and U <= U — a1Ug41;
B1 = ||v]|m and wpt2 = U/P1;
consider uy41,Up+2, and a; and 1 to be the result of two initial Lanczos steps,
and continue the Lanczos procedure to compute uyy3, ..., u2,-1 and the
Jacobi matrix J,—1 (using a total of p — 1 Lanczos steps);
Ap = [Agal,ye'{'; e1yt, Jy—1], where yell € Coxe~L;
x = Poer;
return x, Uy, A
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4. The CMS Theorem for polynomial and some rational Krylov subspaces

Proposition 4.21 (Theorem 4 and 5 in [Li98]). Let vy < ... < vy € R with vy > 0 and
let k be fized with 1 < k < m. Then there exist rational functions Ty ) and ?{_,k} €
oo /N1 which satisfy

R 1, 7=1,...,k,
WLH@»:{O,j:k+L“wm, (4.69)
together with
~ 1, A S Vi, ~ 1’ A< Vi+1,
> < .
O ER N I VRS (o 5

Additionally, the inequalities in (4.17) are strict inequalities for X & {v1,...,vm}.

In the proof of Proposition 4.22 below, we apply these results for the shifted case with
s<a<\.

We proceed to recapitulate | , €q. (4) in Theorem 1]. For the following proposition,
we recall that A\; < 01 holds true when 6, refers to the eigenvalues of the Rayleigh quotient
Ay, thus, for a pole s < Ay the condition s < 6; is satisfied.

Proposition 4.22 (Eq. (4) in Theorem 1 in [Li98]).  Let 0y,...,0, € (a,b) and
C1,-. . cm € C satisfy (4.68) for r € Hap_2/(X — s)™ ! and a pole s < A\i,01. Then,
an(0r) < lei?+ ...+ el < an(@ps1—), k=1,...,m—1. (4.71)
Proof. The proof of this proposition is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.5, and is also
provided in | ]. We proceed with a sketch of the proof.
We first introduce v; = 6; — s for j = 1,...,m. The nodes v; are positive due to
s < 6y and for a fixed k =1,...,m —1 we let 7y, € 2, —2/A™ 1 denote the rational

functions given in Proposition 4.21. Based on these rational functions, we consider the
rational functions 74 (\) = 74 k(X — s) in the class Ily;,—2/(A — 5)™~L; and based on
properties of 74 j, given in Proposition 4.21 the functions 74 j satisfy

1, j=1,... k
”iﬂwﬂ:{o,j=k+L””m, (4.72a)
together with
L, A< 0k, 1, A <Ok,
<
Tk (A) = { 0, A> 0y and  7y_ 1 (A) < { 0, A> 01 (4.72b)
The identity (4.72a) implies
Z 6P ey (05) = ler]* + ... + e, (4.73a)
j=1
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5. Numerical illustrations

Analogously, the inequalities in (4.72b) imply

an(ek) = Z |w]"2 < Z |wj|2r{+,k}()‘j)v (473b)
{j/\JSGk} j:1
and .
anBr=) = D> lwi > JwilPre g (). (4.73¢)
{3:Aj<Ok41} Jj=1

The right-hand sides of (4.73b) and (4.73c) can be understood as a Riemann-Stieltjes
integral (4.5a), for which the quadrature property (4.68) yields

> wilPrisg () =Y leiPriem (6)), (4.73d)
j=1 Jj=1

Combining the identities and inequalities in (4.73), we conclude (4.71); for further details
we also refer to the proof of Theorem 4.5. O

As previously discussed in Remark 4.9; in the Krylov setting the measure «,, is not
continuous and a property as in | , €q. (3) in Theorem 1] does not hold in general.

The spectrum of the Rayleigh quotient A,, for the extended Krylov subspace given
in (4.67) defines a measure ,, as in (4.24). The result of Proposition 4.22 can be
understood as an intertwining property of the distributions da,, and da,,, similar as
in the polynomial case in Subsection 4.1. This property is illustrated for a numerical
example in Section 5 below.

Considering a rational qor-Krylov setting, previous results for the qor-Krylov repre-
sentation B,, also apply to the extended Krylov subspace (which does correspond to the
rational Krylov subspace Qa,-1(4,u) with denominator ¢(\) = (A — s)¢~! as previously
mentioned). Thus, Proposition 4.22 holds true for the qor-Krylov representation B,
(assuming s < a < 61). However, these results are not specified here.

5. Numerical illustrations

In the present section we verify the results of Theorem 4.5 (Subsection 4.2) and 4.11
(Subsection 4.3), and Proposition 4.19 (Subsection 4.4) and 4.22 (Subsection 4.5) by
numerical experiments.

For the present numerical examples, the notation 6; and c; refers to the quadra-
ture nodes and weights, respectively, satisfying different polynomial and rational Gaus-
sian quadrature formulae which originate from polynomial Krylov subspaces C,, (A, u)
and rational Krylov subspaces Q,,(A,u) with different choices of poles. Here, the ma-
trix A € R™ "™ corresponds to the finite-difference discretization of the negative 1D
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5. Numerical illustrations

Laplace operator with n = 1200, and u is a random starting vector which is normalized.
The M-inner product corresponds to the Euclidian inner product.

For the polynomial case, the quadrature nodes and weights are based on the spectrum
of the Jacobi matrix J,, which is computed using the Lanczos method. Considering the
rational case, we show results for Sal Krylov subspaces with real and complex shifts.
For the case of a real shift, we consider the Rayleigh quotient A,, as in Algorithm 1
and the rational qor-Krylov representation B,, as in Algorithm 5. For a complex shift
we show an example using the Rayleigh quotient A,,. Furthermore, we show results for
an extended Krylov subspace, for which the Rayleigh quotient A,, is computed using
Algorithm 6.

The step functions «,, (2.6a) and oy, (4.24) are illustrated for numerical examples
in Figure 5. The step function «,, is shown for the polynomial Krylov subspace and
a Sal Krylov subspace with a shift s € R located outside of the convex hull of the
matrix spectrum, namely, s < A;. In both cases the distributions da,, and day, satisfy
an intertwining property. To provide a clear illustration of the results of the previous
section we also show the function F'(\) given in (4.26) for a numerical example concerning
the polynomial case in Figure 6 a). In this figure, we observe that F'(\) changes its sign
at the Ritz values, and following (4.28), this verifies the result of Theorem 4.5. For the
Sal Krylov subspace with a shift s < A; we have F'(s) = 0 which implies F5(\) = F(\)
for the function Fs(A) as given in (4.59). Considering this example, the function F' = Fj
is illustrated in Figure 6 b), and following Remark 4.18, the change of the sign of Fs at
rational Ritz values verifies Theorem 4.11.

The case of a Sal Krylov subspace with a shift s € R such that 6; < s < 6, is
illustrated in Figure 7. As for the previous example, the change of the sign of Fy at
rational Ritz values verifies Theorem 4.11 as stated in Remark 4.18. Here, Figure 7 a)
illustrates Fs for the Rayleigh quotient A,, and Figure 7 b) illustrates F for a rational
qor-Krylov representation with a preassigned eigenvalue ¢ € R; this verifies the result of
Theorem 4.11 for these cases.

In Figure 8 we consider a Sal Krylov subspace with a complex shift s € C\ R. For
this example, we illustrate |c|? + |epy1|? for k = 1,...,m — 1 and |cp|? + |e1/|?, which
yield upper bounds on pu, ([0k, Ox+1]) for k= 1,...,m — 1 and p,((—o0,01] U [0, 00)),
respectively. This verifies the result of Proposition 4.19.

For the extended Krylov subspace as in Subsection 4.5, Proposition 4.22 yields an
intertwining property for the distributions da,, and da;, as in the polynomial case; the
changing sign of F as illustrated in Figure 9 verifies the result of Proposition 4.22.
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5. Numerical illustrations

1.05 T T T T T T

0.95 - 4

0.75 © T .
Xt
x \ ?gl//‘
07 F * .
0.65 T .
0.6 : : : : :
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
A %104

Figure 5.: The matrix A € R™*" is given by the finite-difference discretization of the
negative 1D Laplace operator with n = 1200, and w is a random starting
vector which is normalized. The continuous line without additional symbols
illustrates the step function «,, associated with the eigenvalues and spectral
coefficients of w in the eigenbasis of A. The symbols (’o’) mark o, (6;) where 0;
are the Ritz values of the polynomial Krylov subspace KC,, (A, u) with m = 10,
and ayy, is the respective step function given in (4.24). Similarly, the symbols
(’x’) mark o, (6;) where 0; refer to the rational Krylov subspace Q (A, u)
with m = 10 and a single pole s = —10? of multiplicity m — 1.
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100 ko . . . . . 4 2100 ks . . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 107 10° 10! 102 10° 104

A x10* A

Figure 6.: In Figure a) and b) the matrix A € R™*" is given by the finite-difference
discretization of the negative 1D Laplace operator with n = 1200. The starting
vector u is chosen at random and is normalized. In these figures we show the
function F = ay, — o, where ., originates from different settings as stated
below. The symbols (’o’) and (’x’) mark F(fy—) and F(0y), respectively.

— Figure a) shows F' with a, given by spectral weights and Ritz values of the
Jacobi matrix J,, for the polynomial Krylov subspace IC,, (A, u) with m = 10.
The y-axis is scaled logarithmically in positive and negative direction, namely,
with range (—10°, —107%) U (1076, 10°).

— Figure b) shows F where «,, refers to the spectrum of the Rayleigh quotient
Ay, for the rational Krylov subspace Q,(A,u) with m = 10 and a single
pole s = —10% of multiplicity m — 1, thus, s < A;. Similar to Figure a)
the y-axis is scaled logarithmically and covers (—10°,—107%) U (107°,10°).
Additionally, the z-axis is scaled logarithmically in a classical sense.
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T T T T T T T T oL ! ! ! ! ! i
100F ] )10 _ 4
a) N s =104 b s =10
ol
P . / R ff/(
105t € 10°
10710 10710 ¢
Y O L I | AR
F) or i :
4010 10710 |
105 | -0
)
- S e .
400L . ‘ ‘ o ‘ ‘ ] 0% ‘ ‘ o ‘ ‘ ‘
104 -10° 102 -10' 10" 102 10®  10* 104 -10% 102 10! 10" 102 10%  10*
A—s A—s

Figure 7.: In Figure a) and b) the matrix A € R"*™ is given by the finite-difference
discretization of the negative 1D Laplace operator with n = 1200. The start-
ing vector u is chosen at random and is normalized. These figures show
Fs(\) = F(\) — F(s) for different settings, and the symbols ('o’) and ('x’)
mark Fs(0;—) and Fs(0), respectively. Similar to Figure 6 the y-axis is
scaled logarithmically and covers (—10°, —10712) U (107!2,10%). With A be-
ing the argument of the function F5(X) as illustrated in the y-axis, the z-axis
shows \ — s, i.e. the distance from the argument A to the pole s = 10%.
Furthermore, the z-axis is scaled logarithmically with a range of approxi-
mately (—10%, —10') U (10!, 10%).

— Figure a) shows Fs(\) corresponding to the spectrum of A,,, where A,, is
the Rayleigh quotient in the rational Krylov subspace Q,,(A,u) with m = 10
and a single pole s = 10* of multiplicity m — 1. Here, the pole s is enclosed
by the eigenvalues of A,,.

— Figure b) shows Fs(\) where o, corresponds to the spectrum of B,,, which
is the rational qor-Krylov representation for which the eigenvalue #; = —10
is preassigned. For the underlying rational Krylov subspace Q,,(A4,u) we
have m = 10 and a single pole s = 10* of multiplicity m — 1. The pole s is
enclosed by the eigenvalues of By,.
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107 £ E

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

-104 -10% -102 -10'010" 102 10%  10%
A —Res

Figure 8.: The matrix A € R™™ is given by the finite-difference discretization of the
negative 1D Laplace operator with n = 1200. The starting vector u is cho-
sen at random and is normalized. For the present figure we consider the Sal
Krylov subspace Q,,(A,u) with m = 10 and a complex shift s = 10* — 10%i.
In the present caption, c¢; and ¢, refer to the entries of eigenvectors and
the eigenvalues of the respective Rayleigh quotient A,,. The symbols ("x”)
mark |c;|? over 6;. The symbols ("+’) show |cx|? + |ck41|? over the midpoint
of the interval [0, 0;41] for K = 1,...,m — 1. Furthermore, the symbol ("+)
located at the right boundary of the spectrum shows |¢,,|? + |e1]|?. The line
marked by (’o’) shows the measure p,([0k, 0x+1]) over each interval [0, O 1]
for k=1,...,m — 1, and the measure p,((—00,601] U [0, 0)) at the bound-
ary. The y-axis is scaled logarithmically in a classical sense, and the x-axis
shows A — Res, i.e. the distance from the argument A to the real part of the
shift, i.e., Res = 10%. Furthermore, the z-axis is scaled logarithmically with
a range of approximately (—10%, —10') U (10, 10%).
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1074 -

1072 —

.100 L L L
100 102 104

Figure 9.: The matrix A € R™*™ is given by the finite-difference discretization of the
negative 1D Laplace operator with n = 1200. The starting vector v is chosen
at random and is normalized. In this figure we show the function F' = «a;, —ayy,
where «,, corresponds to the spectrum of the Rayleigh quotient A,, given
by the extended Krylov subspace (4.67) with m = 11 (thus, ¢ = 6) and
the shift s = —10 < A;. The symbols ('o’) and (’x’) mark F(6;y—) and
F(0y), respectively, where 6 refers to the eigenvalues of A,,. The y-axis is
scaled logarithmically in positive and negative direction, namely, with range
(=10 —107%) U (107%,10%). Additionally, the x-axis is scaled logarithmically
in a classical sense.
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A. Some properties of Krylov subspaces

Proposition A.1. Let (q1,...,qn) € C"™"™ be an orthogonal eigenbasis of the matriz A €
C™*™. Here, orthogonal is to be understood w.r.t. a given positive definite inner product.
Let \i,..., A, € C be the corresponding eigenvalues, and w; = (g;,u)m € C be the
spectral coefficients of a given vector u. Then

rank{u, Au, ..., A" u} = m, (A.1)
if and only if there exist at least m coefficients wj # 0 with distinct \;.
Proof. According to the eigendecomposition of A we have
n
Aly = Z)\ﬁquj for £ € Ny.
j=1

The matrix corresponding to the left-hand side of (A.1) takes the form of a Vandermonde
matrix,

IR VEED T
) 1 X A -t
(u, Au, ..., A" u) = (qwi, gz, - . -, grwy) . ecrm,
1A, A2
(A.2)
Let ny < n be the number of nonzero coefficients w;, thus, there exist indices j(1),...,7(n1)

with Wj(1)s -+ - Wi(ny) # 0. We define

@1 = (Qj(1)wj(1), q(2)Wj(2)s - - - ’qj(nl)wj(nl)) c Qi

The orthogonality properties of q1, ..., ¢, imply rank(©;) = nj. For the corresponding
rows of the Vandermonde matrix we introduce the notation

m—1
1L X )‘2(1) )‘j(1)1
o, 1 /\j’(2> )‘j.(2) )‘j§2) c crxm
. : : G
L Ay Ny A
The identity in (A.2) can now be written as
(u, Au, . .. ,Am_lu) = 0,0s. (A.3)

With ©; € C"*™ and rank(©;) = n; we have rank(0©;02) = rank(©2). Let nay < ny

be the number of distinct eigenvalues within Ajq),...,Ajn,), hence, we have indices

67



A. Some properties of Krylov subspaces
£(1),. .., €(nz) for which Aj((1))s- -5 Aj(e(ny)) are distinct. Then the Vandermonde ma-
trix ©y satisfies rank(©2) = min{m, na}, hence,

rank(©103) = rank(O2) = min{m, na}. (A4)
Combining (A.3) with (A.4) we conclude

rank{u, Au, ..., A" 'y} = min{m, ny}.

We recall that ny is number of nonzero coefficients w; with distinct A;, and (A.1) holds
if and only if ny > m which completes the proof. O

Proposition A.2. Let wy,...,w, € C with w; # 0 and \; < ... < A, be given. Let
m<n,andletl; < ...<0p and|c1|?, ..., |cm|? denote quadrature nodes and quadrature
weights, respectively, and assume

> wiPp(h) =) leiPp(8;),  p € Tam 2. (A.5)
j=1 j=1

Then c; #0 for j =1,...,m.

Proof. We define go(\) = []'~; j#()\ —0;)? € Iy,—2. The polynomial gy is zero only at
the nodes 01,...,0¢_1,0,41,...,m and positive otherwise. Due to n > m at least one \;
is distinct to 0y, ..., 0,, and this yields

n

> wiPge(As) > 0.

j=1

Making use of the identity (A.5) and evaluating the right-hand side therein we conclude
D 1eil?9e(05) = ge(60) eel® > 0.
j=1

With g,(6,) > 0 this concludes |cg|> > 0. O

Proposition A.3 (Identities for rational functions in the rational Krylov subspace).
Let Uy, € C"™ with (U, Upm)m = I and span{U,,} = Qmn (A, u) for the rational Krylov
subspace Qp, (A, u) with denominator ¢m—1. Let Ay = (U, AUp)m and z = (Up,, u)m-

(i) The following identities hold true,

T(A)’U, = UmT(Am) z, (S Hm—l/Qm—l-
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A. Some properties of Krylov subspaces

(ii) Let r = p/qm—-1 with p € I, being a polynomial of degree exactly m, then

(Unr(Ap)x —r(A)u) Ly span{U,,}. (A.6)

Proof. We proceed similar to the proof of Proposition 3.5 in Subsection 3.2. We recall
the identity Qy,(A,u) = Km(A,u,) with u, = ¢ | (A)u. Let (o = |Jug||m, let Vi, be the
M-orthonormal basis of K,,(A4, uq), and let J,, be the respective Jacobi matrix. Then
the identity (2.15a) w.r.t. Kp, (A4, uq) implies

p(A)ug = o Vinp(Jm)er, p € Ty (A7)

This implies gm—1(A)ug = (o Vin gm—1(Jm)e1, and with the identities gm—1(A)ug = u
and (Vin, Vin)m = I we arrive at

Coer = a1 () (Vin, ). (A.8)
Let r = p/qm—1 with p € II,;,_; then r(A)u = p(A)uy, and with (A.7) we have
r(A)u = o Vin p(Jm)er. (A.9)
Inserting (A.8) into (A.9) gives
r(A)u = Vi p(Jin) 1 (i) (Vi Wt = Vi 7 (Jin) (Vi 0. (A.10)

With the identity K, KN =TI (see (2.23c)) and (2.24) the matrix A,, satisfies r(J,,) =
K r(An)KH | and together with V;, K, = Uy, (2.23c) we have

Vi 7(Im) Vi, w)m = Upy 7(Am) (U w) M- (A.11)

Combining (A.10) with (A.11) completes the proof of (i).
For a polynomial p of degree exactly m and w.r.t. K,,(A,u,) the property (2.15b)
writes

p(A)ug — Vi p(Jm)er Lm span{Vy,},  p € Il,,. (A.12)
Let r = p/qm—1, then the identities in (A.8) and (A.11) with z = (U, u)m entail

COVm p(']m)el = Vm T(Jm)(vmau)M = Um T(Am)x
With 7(A)u = p(A)u, this yields
p(A)ug — CoVin p(Jm)er = r(A)u — Up, r(Am)z. (A.13)

Making use of span{V,,} = span{U,} in (A.12) and substituting (A.13), we con-
clude (A.6). O
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B. Auxiliary functions for the CMS Theorem

Proposition A.4 (The spectral coefficients c; for the rational Krylov subspace and the
choice of Up,). The spectral coefficients |cj| of x = (Upm,u)m € C™ in the orthonormal
eigenbasis of Ay, = (U, AUp)m € C™*™ are independent of the explicit choice of the
underlying orthonormal basis Uy, of Qm(A,u).

Proof. We recall the representation of the spectral coefficients ¢; given in (4.9),

Cj:((/]}7x)27 ]:1,,’/’7’2,

Here g; € C™ refer to the orthonormal eigenvectors of A,,. We further recall that
the rational Krylov subspace Q,,(A,u) corresponds to the polynomial Krylov subspace
Km(A,u,) with u, = ¢, ' (A)u for the denominator g,,_1. Let us recall the notation
Jm and Vy, for the Jacobi matrix and Krylov basis of ICp, (A, ug). Furthermore, we recall
the orthonormal transformation K,, = (Vi,,Un)m € C™*™ given in (2.23a). With
U = Vi K, (2.23b) the vector @ = (Uyy,, u)m corresponds to

=K} (Vip,u)m =: KH¢, and thus, ¢; = (K, €)2. (A.14)

With the identity A,, = KH J,, K,, (2.24) and g; being eigenvectors of A,,, the vectors
Kpgjfor j =1,...,m correspond to the orthonormal eigenvectors of J,, (up to a complex
phase). Thus, (A.14) implies that the coefficients ¢; correspond to spectral coeflicients
of £ = (Vin, u)m in the orthonormal eigenbasis of J,,, and furthermore, the coefficients c;
are independent of the explicit choice of U,,. More precisely, this applies to the absolute
value |c;| due to a potential complex phase on orthonormal eigenvectors. O

B. Auxiliary functions for the CMS Theorem

Proof of Proposition /4.6. We recapitulate arguments of | , | and others.
Let 01 < ... < 0, and k € {1,...,m — 1} be given. We first prove the existence
of a polynomial pg, y of degree 2m — 2 which satisfies (4.16) and (4.17). Let p be a
polynomial of degree 2m — 2 subject to the conditions
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| p(6h) =1, p'(61) =0,

N\ | p(Or—1) =1, P (0k—1)=0,
~ A | p(0y) =1, (B.1)
F i \ J p(Or+1) =0,  p'(Or41) =0,

A Thus, we have m many conditions for

the polynomial p and m — 1 many condi-

. . tions for its derivative, and such a poly-

polynomial p subject to the . . . .
.. . nomial uniquely exists. By the condi-

conditions (B.1); duplicated . . .

from Fieure 2 tions (B.1) the polynomial p satisfies the

& ’ identities (4.16).

Figure 10.: A numerical illustration of the

To show that p satisfies the inequalities (4.17) considering pyy 1}, we proceed to locate
the zeros of p’ which correspond to points of extreme values of p: The derivative p’ is
a polynomial of degree 2m — 3, and thus, has 2m — 3 zeros. By the conditions (B.1),
we have m — 1 many zeros of p’ located at nodes. For each pair of neighboring nodes
in {61,...,0,} and {6k+1,...,60n} the conditions (B.1) and Rolle’s Theorem imply the
existence of a zero of p’ between the respective nodes. Thus, the derivative p’ has m — 1
many simple zeros located at nodes and m — 2 many simple zeros located between nodes.
With p(6;) > p(fx+1) and with the respective changes of sign for p’ we conclude that p
satisfies the inequalities for pyy jy in (4.17).

Furthermore, we have p(A) > 1 for A € (6;,6,41) with j =1,...,k—1and A < 6y, and
we have p(\) > 0 for A € (0;,0;41) with j =k, ..., m and X > 6,,. Thus, the inequalities
for pry k) in (4.17) are strict for A & {01,..., 0}

In a similar manner we conclude results for p;_ ;3.
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Let p be a polynomial of degree 2m — 2

subject to the conditions
p(Ok)
1.0 7fewevﬁ”l‘ p(el) = 17 pl(el) = 07
~ | \ ! z :
~ / \
= \i p(0) = 1, p'(6k) =0,
0.0 \\L’”?ﬁ" p(Or41) =0, (B.2)
\\ / \\ p(9k+2) = 07 p/(9k+2) = 07
/| . .
A

Figure 11.: A numerical illustration of the
polynomial p subject to the
conditions (B.2); duplicated
from Figure 2.

Then similar arguments as previously
show that such a polynomial p satisfies the
identities (4.16) and inequalities (4.17) as-
sociated with py_ zy.

Thus, the polynomials subject to the conditions (B.1) and (B.2) satisfy the desired
properties of pgy xy and py_ 1y, respectively, which completes the proof. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.12. Let a = —oo and b = oo to simplify the notation.
For the given pole s € R we define the transformation

z: R\ {s} = R\ {0}, z(\):=(\—-s5)"" (B.3)

For the case 61 < s < 6,, the indices k; > 1 and k,, = k; — 1 are given in (4.33a) and
the values z(6;) satisfy the ordering

z(bk,,) < x(Ok,,—1) <...<x(01) <0< z(On) <x(Om-1) <...<z(0). (B.4a)
Otherwise, for s < 0; (and s > 6,,) we have k; = 1 and k,,, = m as in (4.33b), and
(k) <...<x(0p,) <0, s<b (0<z(by,)<...<x(bk), s>0m). (B.4b)
For the index k,, we recall and highlight
km =k —1, for0; <s<86,, and k, =m, otherwise. (B.5)

For any of these cases we define the index mapping

. AN kl_ja 1§]<k17
vi{lomy = {1, m), ‘(J)'_{m+k1—j, ky <j<m.

The action of ¢ is illustrated in the following table,

J 1 2 e k=21 k=1 k| ki +1]--- |m—=1|m
L(]) ki—1k1—21--- 2 1 m|m-—1|--- |k+1|k |

(B.6)
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where k,, = k1 — 1 or k,, = m as specified in (B.5). (Thus, in the case of s < 6;
or s > 6, this gives

7 1=k 2 o lm—=1|m=
j)] m |m—=1/-- 2 1

Fn | ) (B.7)

We remark that ¢ is involutory with ¢(1) = &y, (¢(kn) = 1), and ¢(m) = k1 (e(k1) = m).
Thus, this mapping is bijective and with ¢(k,,) = 1 we have

k)—1€e{l,....m—1}, for ke{l,...,m}\ {kn}. (B.8)
Let &1, ..., &y, denote the sequence of x(f;) arranged as in (B.4), i.e.,

€j = x(eL(j))? thus, & = x(ekm) << = $(9k1)

We remark that ¢ being involutory implies

f[,(j) = :U(Qj) (B.g)

We recall the definition of the index set Ij given in (4.34), i.e.,

<
Ik:{{l,...,kﬁ,kl,...,m}, 1<k <k, (BlO)

{kla“'vk}v ki <k <m.

The set {x(0;): j € Ix} can be rewritten as follows: With &,(;) = x(6;) (B.9) we have

N s J{&ay Gt YLy Gy 1<k <k, and
to0y): 5 € I} = { {6y &y s ki <k <m.
(B.11)
We proceed to rewrite the indices of the sets on the right-hand side of this equation
using (B.6). In particularly, the identities ¢(1) = k1 — 1, ¢(k1) = m and ¢(m) = k; imply

(t(1),..., (k) = (k1 —1,k1 —2,...,u(k)) for k < k; and
(t(kr)y...ye(m)) = (mym —1,... k).
Thus,
{fb(l):"'?gb(k)}u{gL(k1)7"'7€L(m)} - {gL(k)7£m—17"'7§m}7 1<k <k. (BlQa)
In a similar manner, identity (B.6) yields
(t(k1)y... (k) =(mym—1,...,u(k)), for k> ki,

which implies
{gb(kl)’ s ’é-l,(k)} = {éb(k)v s ,gm}’ k1 <k <m. (B12b)
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The identity (B.11) together with (B.12), under consideration of the different cases for k,
show

{l’(ej)j GIk}:{fb(k),...,gm}, k=1,...,m. (B.lg)
In a similar manner the set Ry C R in (4.34) for k = 1,..., m satisfies
T(Ri) = [&k), +00) \ {0}, and (R \ Ri) = (—00,&,x)) \ {0}, (B.14a)

where Ry = R\ {s}. The first identity in (B.14a) is illustrated in Figure 12. Analogously,
the interior of Ry satisfies

2(BY) = (6 +00) \ {0}, and 2(R,\ RY) = (~00,69]\ {0}  (B.14D)

In the current setting we assume k satisfies k € {1,...,m} \ {k,,}, thus, with (B.8)
we have ¢(k) —1 € {1,...,m—1}. For the sequence & < ... < &, and the index ¢(k) —1
we let pyy (r)—13 and py_ x)—1) refer to the polynomials introduced in Proposition 4.6.
Additionally, we define g¢4 1y by

g{i,k}(y) =1 _p{$,L(k)fl}<y)7 kef{l,...,mp\ {kn} (B.15)
The identities (4.16) for pry ,x)—1y write

L, j=1,...,u(k)—1,
Ptk -1y (&) = { 0, j=uk),...,m,

and this entails the following identities for g( 1y,

O7 jzl,...,b(k)_lv
g{i,k}(fj) = { 1, j=uk),...,m.

With (B.13) this conforms to the following identities for the nodes 6;,

17 jeIk’v

g{i’k}(x(ej)) - { 0, otherwise. (B.16)

In a similar manner the inequalities (4.17) for pyi ,(x)—1y read

I, y< §L(k)—17 { I, y< @(k):
(k) — > and (k) — < B.17
Pitalh)—13(Y) { 0, G < 4, Pi—u(k)—13 () 0, & < . (B.17)

and this entails

0, y< €L(k)7 { 0, y< 5L(k‘)717
> and _ < B.18
9wy () = { L &) <Y 9-my ) = L &1 <y ( )
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B. Auxiliary functions for the CMS Theorem

With (B.14a) the inequalities (B.18) for g¢; ) yield inequalities on the domain of ,

0, AeRs\ Ry,
s = { YR (B.19)

To rewrite the inequalities (B.18) for g;_ x, we proceed in a similar manner: We first
consider the cases s < 6; and s > 0,,. For these cases the action of the mapping ¢ is
illustrated in (B.7) and we observe

uk)—1=uk+1), k=1,....m—1, and s <6 or s > O,,.
Thus, we have §,(x)—1 = &,(x+1) for these cases and the identities (B.14b) imply

2(Ri1) = (Eumy—1, +00) \ {0}, and 2(Rs \ Ry ) = (=00, &,)—1] \ {0}

Together with the inequalities for g;_ ) in (B.18), this shows the following inequalities
in the domain of =,

0, NeR,\ Ry for s < A1 or s > Ay, and
< ) s 410 my ‘
g(-wp(z(X) —{ 1, \eRy,,, k=1,...,m—1. (B-20)

Similar results hold for the case 61 < s < 0, (thus, k,, < m): The illustration in (B.6)
reveals

uk)—1=uk+1), ke{l,....m—1}\{kn}, and (m)—1=:(1).
Thus, with (B.14b) and the denotation R,,+1 = R; we have

x(Rz—H) = (Sb(k)fla"’_oo)\{o}v ke {17"'7m}\{km}7

with similar results considering z(Rs \ R}, ;). With this identity, the inequalities for
g{—ky in (B.18) reveal inequalities similar to (B.20) for the case ¢ < s < 6,,. Together
with (B.20) for the case s < A; or s > \,,, we conclude with

0, NeR,\RY,,,
seneon<{ YR Ee(lom\ (k) (B2

We define the rational function T{+k} € o2/ q%l_l by

Ti4 k3t (A) 1= gra py (@(N).

Indeed, as demonstrated in Remark B.1 further below, such a function is rational. In
Figure 13 and 14 we plot the rational function 74 ,,) and the respective auxiliary poly-
nomial function gg4 .,y for numerical examples. For further illustrations of r¢_,,; we
refer to Figure 4 in Subsection 4.3.
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B. Auxiliary functions for the CMS Theorem

a) the case 0 > s: ® Ry, = (s, 6k]

b) r(Ri) = [€(r), +00)

c) the case 0 < s: Ry, = (=00, 0] U (s, +00)

d) z(Rg) = £y, +00) \ {0}

Figure 12.: In these figures we illustrate the identity z(Ry) = [§,x), +o0) \ {0} (B.14a)
for given nodes 64,...,60,,. The pole s is given and satisfies 6; < s < 6,,.
For the index k& we consider two different cases, namely, we choose k such
that 0, > s in Figure a) and b), and we choose k such that 65 < s in Figure c)
and d).

— Figure a) and c) show the real axis with the nodes 6y, ...,60,, (’0’). Fur-
thermore, the set R C R given in (4.34) is highlighted by a dashed area.

— Figure a) and c) show the real axis with &1,...,&, (’x’), i.e., the image
of 01,...,0y under the transformation = (B.3) with z(0x) = &) (B.9).
Furthermore, the dashed area highlights z(Rj) which satisfies the iden-
tity (B.14a).

The rational functions ry4 ;) satisfy the identities (4.38) and inequalities (4.39) which
concludes the proof of Proposition 4.12: The identities (B.16) conclude the identi-
ties (4.38) for 74 11 (0;) = gr+ry(@(6;)). Analogously, (B.19) and (B.21) entail the
inequalities (4.39).

Furthermore, we consider the inequalities (B.19) and (B.21) to be strict for A #
{61,...,0m}. Indeed, for a given X\ with A # {61,...,0,,} we have y = z(\) #
{&1,...,&n} and the underlying inequalities for py gy in (B.17) are strict, which
carries over to the inequalities (B.19) and (B.21). O

Remark B.1. Let g € Hgy,_2 and let z(\) = (A — s)7L, then

r(A) = g(z(N)) (B.22)
defines a rational function in X\, namely, r € aop—2/q2,_1 for gm—1(A) = (A — s)™~L,
To demonstrate this result we define

G0 = g(A—5) 1) (A — )22, (B.23)
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Figure 13.: — In Figure a) we plot the rational function Tk} (introduced in Propo-

sition 4.12) for a numerical example; we show r(_;1()\) over A for a given
pole s = —3, and given nodes 01, ..., 0,, with m = 8. We have 6; < s < 6,,,
namely, 0, < s < O, with k,, = 3 and k; = 4. For j € I we mark
Ti—ky(05) by (°o"), and for j ¢ I we mark r;_;1(0;) by ("x’). The dashed
lines illustrate the upper bounds of r{_ ;y given in (4.39).
— In Figure b) we show the auxiliary polynomial function g;_;; which
appears in the proof of Proposition 4.12, namely, (B.15) therein. The
nodes &1,...,&y correspond to the image of the nodes 6; under z,
namely, §,;y = z(0;) for j = 1,...,m. For k = 8 we have 1(k) = 4.
The symbols ('x’) and ('o’) mark g, (§;) for j = (k) —1,...,m
and j = u(k),...,m, respectively. The dashed lines illustrate the upper
bounds of g;_ ;) given in (B.18).

Ezpanding the right-hand side of (B.23) shows g € apm—o. Substituting x(\) and
qm—1(\) in (B.23), and dividing by gm—1(\)? reveals the representation

TN/ am-1(X)* = g(z(N)),
and thus, with (B.22) we have r(X\) = G(\)/qm—1(\)?. This shows r € Uapm_2/q2, ;.
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Figure 14.: —In Figure a) and c) we plot the rational function 7, ;1 (introduced in

Proposition 4.12) for numerical examples. The nodes 64, ..., 60, with m =8
and the pole s are given as in Figure 13 a). For the index k we choose k =7
in Figure a) and k = 1 in Figure c). For j € I we mark rg ;1(6;) by ('o’),
and for j ¢ I, we mark 7, 11(0;) by ("x’). The dashed lines illustrate the
upper bounds of 7 ;1 given in (4.39).
— In Figure b) and c¢) we show the auxiliary polynomial function g¢; zy
which appears in the proof of Proposition 4.12, namely, (B.15) therein. The
function g¢; ) with k = 7 plotted in Figure b) is associated with the func-
tion 74 1y in Figure a), and analogously, such a relation is given for Figure d)
and Figure c). For the index ¢(k) which is relevant in the proof of Propo-
sition 4.12 we remark (k) = 5 for k = 7 and «(k) = 3 for k = 1. As in
Figure 13 b), the nodes &1, ...,&y, correspond to the image of the nodes 6;
under x, namely, §,(;) = z(0;) for j =1,...,m. The symbols ("x’) and (’0’)
mark gry (&) for j = u(k) —1,...,m and j = 1(k),...,m, respectively.
The dashed lines illustrate the upper bounds of gy, ;1 given in (B.18).
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