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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the standard forms of two kinds of Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods, one is
derived from the Kaczmarz method and the other is derived from the symmetric Kaczmarz method. As a
famous image reconstruction method in computerized tomography, the Kaczmarz method is simple and
easy to implement, but its convergence speed is slow, so is the symmetric Kaczmarz method. When the
standard forms of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods are obtained, their iteration matrices can be used
continuously in the subsequent iterations. Moreover, the iteration matrices can be stored in the image
reconstruction devices, which enables the Kaczmarz method and the symmetric Kaczmarz method to
be used like the simultaneous iterative reconstructive techniques (SIRT). Meanwhile, theoretical analysis
shows that the convergence rate of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is better than that of the
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method but is slightly worse than that of two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, which is
verified numerically. Numerical experiments also show that the convergence rates of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method and the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method are better than those of the SIRT methods.

Keywords: Kaczmarz method, Symmetric Kaczmarz method, SIRT method, Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method, Convergence rate, image reconstruction, Computerized tomography
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1. Introduction

In medical imaging tomography (see, i.e., [1, 2, 3]), people are often asked to solve the following linear
system of equations, i.e.,

Ax = b, (1)

where A ∈ Rm×n, b ∈ Rm are also called projection matrix and measurement vector, respectively. We
suppose that (1) is consistent and x∗ is a true solution. If A is not full column rank, x† = A†b is used to
denote the minimum norm least-squares solution [4, 5] of (1), where A† denotes the pseudo-inverse of A.
The linear system (1) can be generated by discretizing the Radon transform

p =

∫

L

f(x, y)ds,

where, L(ρ, θ) = {(x, y) : x cos θ+y sin θ = ρ} is the path of integration, f(x, y) is the relative attenuation
of the object to ray at point (x, y) on the line L and ds =

√
ρ2 + ρ′(θ)2dθ; let φ denote the angle between

the normal direction of L and the polar axis on a given complex plane, so θ ∈ (φ − π/2, φ+ π/2), (see,
e.g., [2, 6, 7, 8]).

The Kaczmarz method proposed by the Polish mathematician Kaczmarz[9] is one of the most pop-
ular iterative methods to solve (1) in computerized tomography. Let A = (a1, a2, . . . , am)T , then the
Kaczmarz’s iteration reads

xk = xk−1 +
bi − 〈ai, xk−1〉
‖ai‖22

ai, k = 1, 2, . . . , (2)
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where i = mod(k − 1,m) + 1, 〈x, y〉 = xT y and ‖x‖2 =
√
〈x, x〉 denote the inner product of x, y and the

2-norm of x in Rn, respectively.
The symmetric Kaczmarz method can be described as

xk = xk−1 +
bi − 〈ai, xk−1〉
‖ai‖22

ai, k = 1, 2, . . . , (3)

where

i =





mod(k, 2m− 2), 1 ≤ mod(k, 2m− 2) ≤ m,
2m−mod(k, 2m− 2), m < mod(k, 2m− 2) ≤ 2m− 3,
2, mod(k, 2m− 2) = 0.

(4)

Compared with the popular expression of the symmetric Kaczmarz method (see, i.e., [10, 11]), the iterative
scheme (3) is more consistent in form with Kaczmarz’s iteration.

The Kaczmarz method has many advantages, such as good convergence, ease to implement and so
on, and has been used to solve the phase problem [12]. However, the convergence speed of the Kaczmarz
method sometimes becomes very slow, especially when the successive hyperplanes meet at a very small
angle. In order to keep the advantages of the Kaczmarz method and overcome its disadvantages, many
scholars consider the subsequence {yk} of sequence {xk}, where yk = xk·m. Kang [13] gives the following
iterative scheme of Kaczmarz’s subsequence {yk}, i.e.,

yk+1 = (I −AT
SMA)yk +AT

SMb, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (5)

where I denotes the identity matrix of whatever size appropriate to the context, and

Pi = I − aia
T
i

‖ai‖22
, i = 1, 2, . . . ,m, (6)

Qm = I,Qj = PmPm−1 . . . Pj+1, j = 1, 2, . . . ,m− 1, (7)

Q = PmPm−1 · · ·P1, (8)

AS = (Q1a1, Q2a2, . . . , Qmam)T , (9)

M = diag(1/‖a1‖22, 1/‖a2‖22, . . . , 1/‖am‖22). (10)

and the subsequent iteration (5) was named the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration by Popa [14].
Compared with Kaczmarz’s iteration, Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration has good approximate stability

(i.e., iterative error does not fluctuate as violently as Kaczmarz’s iteration (see [13]), which may provide
convenience for people to study the regularization theory of the Kaczmarz method). In fact, compared
with the traditional iterative scheme of Kaczmarz-Tanabe method (see [14, 15]), there are many improve-
ments in the expression of (5) . However, As is the compound of Qi and ai, which brings many obstacles
for further research, especially the regularization theory, etc. In this paper, we mainly consider the stan-
dard form of (5), and the corresponding iteration matrix can be calculated by blocking and parallelization
techniques.

Assume that rank(Q) = p, and σ1, σ2, . . . , σp are p non-zero singular values of Q. Kang gave the
following convergence result (see [13, Theorem 2.10 & Corollary 2.11]).

Theorem 1.1. [13] For any matrix A without zero row, let {yk, k ≥ 0} be the sequence of vectors
generated by (5) and ek := yk − x† − PN(A)y0, then

‖ek+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σi‖ek‖2, ‖ek+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σk+1
i ‖e0‖2

holds, where σi is the singular value of Q.

We next consider the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and hope to get a matrix-vector form similar to the
SIRT methods. For ease of reference, we list several typical representations of the SIRT methods (see,
i.e., [16, 17]) and the general iteration reads

xk+1 = xk + λkTA
TM(b−Axk), (11)
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where λk is the relaxation parameter. For each j = 1, 2, . . . , n, we denote by nzj the number of nonzero
elements in the j-th column of A, and S = diag(nz1, . . . , nzn). For convenience of description, we also
denote the sum of the i-th row of A by sri and the sum of the j-th column of A by scj . Let ‖x‖S =

√
xTSx

denote a weighted Euclidean norm. When λk ≡ 1, the following methods will be obtained by taking given
T and M pairs.

• Landweber[18]: T = I,M = I;

• Cimmino[19]: T = I,M = D = 1
m

diag( 1
‖a1‖2

2

, . . . , 1
‖am‖2

2

);

• CAV[20]: T = I,M = DS = diag( 1
‖a1‖2

S

, . . . , 1
‖am‖2

S

);

• DROP[21]: T = S−1,M = mD;

• SART[22, 23, 24]: T = diag(sc1 , . . . , scn)
−1,M = diag(sr1 , . . . , srm)−1.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider the standard form (i.e., matrix-
vector form) of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, and introduce some concepts related with the sequential
projection. In Section 3, we consider the matrix-vector form of the symmetric Kaczmarz method and
analyze its convergence rate. In section 4, we give the algorithm flows to calculate C appearing in (17)
and C̄ appearing in (49) respectively. In Section 5, we compare the computational efficiency of the
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, SIRT methods and CGMN method
[10] by numerical experiments.

2. The standard form of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and its convergence

Compared with (2), the Kaczmarz-Tanabe iteration (5) has made great change in form because it gets
rid of the constraint of projection row by row according to the system of equations. As can be observed
from the construction of AS in (5), there are still many inconveniences to use because each column is the
product of Qi and ai.

In this section, we will analyze the inherent structure of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration (5) and
derive a concise iterative form similar to the SIRT methods. First, we give the following definitions.

Definition 2.1. We call Qj a sequential projection matrix on aj+1, . . . , am, and denote the sequential
projection matrix set with Ssp(a1, . . . , am), i.e.,

Ssp(a1, a2, . . . , am) = {Q1, Q2, . . . , Qm−1}. (12)

Definition 2.2. For any Qi ∈ Ssp, if there exist ζi,1, . . . , ζi,m such that

Qiai = ζi,1a1 + . . . ζi,mam, (13)

then we call A and Ssp sequentially compatible. In general, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, i ≤ j ≤ m, if there

exist ζ
(i,j)
1 , . . . , ζ

(i,j)
m such that

Qjai = ζ
(i,j)
1 a1 + . . . ζ(i,j)m am, (14)

then we call A and Ssp forward sequentially compatible, and call (ζ
(i,j)
1 , . . . , ζ

(i,j)
m ) compatible vector

of Qjai on A.

Remark 2.3. From Definition 2.2, we know that, if A and Ssp are sequentially compatible, then

aTi Q
T
i = ζi,1a

T
1 + . . . ζi,maTm

holds, and if A and Ssp are forward sequential compatible, then

aTi Q
T
j = ζ

(i,j)
1 aT1 + . . . ζ(i,j)m aTm

holds. Therefore, the definitions given in (13) and (14) are equivalent to the definition given by their
transposes.
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Remark 2.4. The definition of forward sequential compatible is actually the constraints on

aT1 Q
T
1 , . . . , a

T
1 Q

T
m, aT2 Q

T
2 , . . . , a

T
2 Q

T
m, . . . , aTmQT

m.

Moreover, this definition can be extended completely, but we will not do this because it is beyond the
requirements of this paper.

Remark 2.5. Obviously, Qmam = am, i.e., ζ
(m,m)
m ≡ 1, so the definition of forward sequential compatible

can be extended to the case of i = m.

The following theorem shows that A and Ssp defined by Kaczmarz’s iteration is forward sequential
compatible.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose A has no zero row, and Ssp is defined by (12), then A and Ssp are forward
sequential compatible.

Proof. We take the subscript (i, j) of Qjai as an ordered array and prove the conclusion by mathematical
induction.

It is obvious that aTmQT
m = aTm, that is, (14) holds for (i, j) = (m,m) and (ζ

(m,m)
1 , . . . , ζ

(m,m)
m ) =

(0, . . . , 0, 1). In fact, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, (14) obviously holds for aTi Q
T
m because Qm = I. Consequently,

as the first step of induction, we prove that (14) holds for (i, j) = (m− 1,m− 1). Actually,

aTm−1Q
T
m−1 = aTm−1P

T
mQT

m = aTm−1 −
aTm−1am

‖am‖22
aTm.

Hence, (13) holds for i = m− 1, where (ζ
(m−1,m−1)
1 , . . . , ζ

(m−1,m−1)
m ) = (0, . . . , 0, 1,−aTm−1am/‖am‖22).

Secondly, we suppose (14) holds for any (i, j) satisfying s < i < m and s ≤ t < j < m, i.e., there
exists (ζ

(i,j)
1 , . . . , ζ

(i,j)
m ) such that

aTi Q
T
j = ζ

(i,j)
1 aT1 + . . . ζ(i,j)m aTm.

Thirdly, we prove that (14) holds for (i, j) = (s, t). Because of Qt = Qt+1Pt+1, then

aTs Q
T
t = aTs P

T
t+1Q

T
t+1 = aTs Q

T
t+1 −

aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
aTt+1Q

T
t+1. (15)

From the hypothesis, there exist (ζ
(s,t+1)
1 , . . . , ζ

(s,t+1)
m ) and (ζ

(t+1,t+1)
1 , . . . , ζ

(t+1,t+1)
m ) such that

aTs Q
T
t+1 = ζ

(s,t+1)
1 aT1 + . . .+ ζ(s,t+1)

m aTm,

aTt+1Q
T
t+1 = ζ

(t+1,t+1)
1 aT1 + . . .+ ζ(t+1,t+1)

m aTm.

Then, it follows from (15) that

aTs Q
T
t = ζ

(s,t+1)
1 aT1 + . . .+ ζ(s,t+1)

m aTm −
aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
(ζ

(t+1,t+1)
1 aT1 + . . .+ ζ(t+1,t+1)

m aTm)

= (ζ
(s,t+1)
1 − aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
ζ
(t+1,t+1)
1 )aT1 + . . .+ (ζ(s,t+1)

m − aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
ζ(t+1,t+1)
m )aTm.

Denote

(ζ
(s,t)
1 , . . . , ζ(s,t)m ) = (ζ

(s,t+1)
1 − aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
ζ
(t+1,t+1)
1 , . . . , ζ(s,t+1)

m − aTs at+1

‖at+1‖22
ζ(t+1,t+1)
m ).

This proves that (14) holds for (i, j) = (s, t).
To sum up the above, the conclusion is proved for all (i, j) with respect to 1 ≤ i ≤ m, i ≤ j ≤ m.

Namely, A and Ssp generated by the Kaczmarz’s iteration are forward sequentially compatible.
From Theorem 2.6, we have the following decomposition corollary of AS .
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Corollary 2.7. Under the condition of Theorem 2.6, there exists a unit upper triangular matrix C ∈
Rm×m such that

AS = CA. (16)

Here, we call C the compatible matrix of A and Ssp.

Proof. According to AS = (Q1a1, . . . , Qmam)T and Theorem 2.6, the corollary can be proved by taking
C(i, j) = ζi,j .

Remark 2.8. Corollary 2.7 is valuable for the analysis of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, which can lead
to the standard form of Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration (i.e., the matrix-vector form). In fact, it follows
from (5) and Corollary 2.7 that

yk+1 = yk +ATCTM(b−Ayk), k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (17)

We can hardly see the shadow of the Kaczmarz iteration from (17), and it is more like a member of SIRT
methods. The Kaczmarz’s method is known as the algebraic reconstruction technique (ART), However,
the appearance of (17) makes the boundaries between the ART and SIRT methods confusing, and makes
the Kaczmarz method as easy to use as SIRT methods after obtaining C.

In the above, the matrix C exists in theory. For the purpose of dealing with its computational problem,
the intuitive idea is to find a matrix C ∈ R

m×m that satisfies AS = CA. For simplicity, we introduce the
following notation,

H = (hi,j) := AATM, (18)

which yields hi,j = aTi aj/‖aj‖22. For the convenience of description, we introduce the concept of index
set.

Definition 2.9. The index set Id(n1, n2, v) is defined as follows

Id(n1, n2, v) =
{
[Id(1), . . . , Id(v)]

}
,

where n1, n2, v are positive integers satisfying |n1 − n2| ≥ v ≥ 2. Id(i) is an integer between n1 and n2,
and Id(1) = n1, Id(v) = n2. For any i < j, the following is satisfied

Id(i) < Id(j), n1 < n2,
Id(i) > Id(j), n1 > n2.

By the above definition, we know that Id(n1, n2, v) is actually a set of arrays and the elements in
every array are arranged by order, e.g.,

Id(1, 4, 2) = {[1, 4]}, Id(4, 1, 2) = {[4, 1]},
Id(1, 4, 3) = {[1, 2, 4], [1, 3, 4]}, Id(4, 1, 3) = {[4, 2, 1], [4, 3, 1]}.

We must pay attention to the difference of order. In [1, 4], Id(1) = 1, Id(2) = 4; and in [4, 1], Id(1) =
4, Id(2) = 1.

Based on the above definition, we give the expression of aTi Q
T
i x̃ when x̃ ∈ N(A)⊥.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose A has no zero row, Qi is the sequential projection matrix of A and x̃ ∈ N(A)⊥.
For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1, denote

di,j =

j−i+1∑

v=2

(−1)v−1
∑

Id(i,j,v)

v−1∏

s=1

hId(s),Id(s+1). (19)

Then,

aTi Q
T
i x̃ = (1, di,i+1, . . . , di,m)(aTi , a

T
i+1, . . . , a

T
m)T x̃ (20)

holds. That is, the compatible vector of aTi Q
T
i x̃ on Ax̃ is (0, . . . , 0, 1, di,i+1, . . . , di,m).
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Proof. When 1 ≤ i ≤ m and x̃ ∈ N(A)⊥, we have

aTi Q
T
i x̃ = (1,−hi,i+1)(a

T
i Q

T
i+1x̃, a

T
i+1Q

T
i+1x̃)

T

= (1,−hi,i+1,−hi,i+2 + hi,i+1hi+1,i+2)(a
T
i Q

T
i+2x̃, a

T
i+1Q

T
i+2x̃, a

T
i+2Q

T
i+2x̃)

T

= (1,−hi,i+1, . . . ,

m−i+1∑

v=2

(−1)v−1
∑

Id(i,m,v)

v−1∏

s=1

hId(s),Id(s+1))(a
T
i Q

T
mx̃, aTi+1Q

T
mx̃, . . . , aTmQT

mx̃)T .

Thus (20) holds by taking di,j according to (19).
From the proof of Lemma 2.10, di,j is equivalent to the lengthy but intuitive form, i.e.,

j−i+1∑

v=2

(−1)v−1
∑

Id(i,j,v)

v−1∏

s=1

hId(s),Id(s+1) = −hi,i+2 + hi,i+1hi+1,i+2 + . . .+ (−1)j−ihi,i+1hi+1,i+2 . . . hj−1,j .

Theorem 2.11. Under Lemma 2.10, let Ω = (ωi,j)m×m satisfy

ωi,j =





di,j , j > i,
1, j = i,
0, j < i.

(21)

Then,

AS = ΩA

holds, where AS is defined by (9).

Proof. For any x̃ ∈ N(A)⊥, it follows from (9) that

AS x̃ = (aT1 Q
T
1 x̃, a

T
2 Q

T
2 x̃, . . . , a

T
mQT

mx̃)T . (22)

From Lemma 2.10 and (21), we obtain

AS x̃ = ΩAx̃. (23)

When x̃ ∈ N(A), (23) obviously holds. Therefore, for any x̃ ∈ R
n, AS x̃ = ΩAx̃ holds, which means

AS = ΩA.
Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 2.11 actually show us a specific form of matrix C, i.e., C ≡ Ω, thus we get

yk+1 = yk +ATΩTM(b−Ayk), k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (24)

If A is a full row rank matrix, the decomposition of AS is unique.
We specifically refer to (24) as the standard form of Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration and still

denote by (17) with C = Ω.
Let E(j, i(−hj,i)) be a matrix obtained by multiplying the i-th row of the identity matrix by −hj,i

and adding it to the j-th row, i.e., the diagonal elements of E(j, i(−hj,i)) are all 1, the (j, i)- element is
−hj,i, and all other elements are 0. Consequently, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. If Ω is defined as (21), then

Ω = H1H2 · · ·Hm (25)

holds, where H1 = I and Hi =
i−1∏
j=1

E(j, i(−hj,i)) for any 1 < i ≤ m.

Proof. For any x̃ ∈ N(A)⊥, we denote b̃ = Ax̃. From (22), we have

aTj Q
T
j x̃ = (0, . . . , 1,−hj,j+1, . . . ,−hj,m + hj,m−1hm−1,m + . . .+ (−1)m−1hj,j+1hj+1,j+2 · . . . · hm−1,m)

· (b̃1, . . . , b̃m−2, b̃m−1, b̃m)T . (26)
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From (22), the coefficient of b̃i(i > j) in (26) is actually the (j, i)-element of Ω, i.e.,

ωj,i = −hj,i + hj,i−1hi−1,i + . . .+ (−1)i−jhj,j+1hj+1,j+2 · . . . · hi−1,i.

Denote Ĥ = H1 · · ·Hm. In order to show Ω = H1 · · ·Hm, we only need to prove ωj,i = Ĥj,i for any i > j,
i.e.,

ωj,i = eTj Ĥei,

where ej and ei are the jth and ith columns of the identity matrix in Rm×m [25, p72], respectively.
Owing to eTj Hk = eTj when j ≥ k, and Hlei = ei when i 6= l, it follows that when i > j,

eTj Ĥei = eTj Hj+1 · · ·Hiei

= (eTj Hj+1)Hj+2 · · ·Hiei

= ((0, . . . , 1,−hj,j+1, 0, . . . , 0)Hj+2)Hj+3 · · ·Hiei

= (0, . . . , 1,−hj,j+1, . . . ,−hj,i + hj,i−1hi−1,i + . . .+ (−1)i−jhj,j+1 · · ·hi−1,i, 0, . . . , 0)ei

= −hj,i + hj,i−1hi−1,i + . . .+ (−1)i−jhj,j+1hj+1,j+2 · · ·hi−1,i.

This proves ωj,i = Ĥj,i for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 and i > j. Additionally, ωj,j = Ĥj,j = 1 holds for any
1 ≤ j ≤ n. Consequently, the conclusion is proved.

Theorem 2.12 actually gives the calculation formula of Ω defined in (21). However, it is not a good
idea to calculate Ω directly according to (25) because the calculation speed may be slow. In fact, the
matrix Ω can be calculated in parallel mode by dividing the multiplication of H1H2 · · ·Hm into several
small parts, but we should notice that the block operation is executed on matrix Ω but not on the whole
linear system. Consequently, performing the block operation on linear system and solving each linear
subsystem with the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, which indeed can reduce the cost of calculating Ω, will
derive the block Kaczmarz-Tanabe method.

3. The standard form of symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and its convergence

In this section, we mainly consider the standard form of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration
and analyze its convergence rate, and then compare it with the convergence rate of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s
iteration.

Let {xk, k > 0} be the vector sequence determined by (3) and (4). Denote

ȳk+1 = xk·(2m−2)+m, yk+1 = x(k+1)·(2m−2), k = 0, 1, . . . . (27)

Then, from (17),

ȳk+1 = yk +ATCTM(b−Ayk) (28)

holds, which is indeed the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration from yk to ȳk+1.
Next, we consider the iterative formula of Kaczmarz-Tanabe method for Kaczmarz’s projection from

equation m− 1 to equation 2 in reverse order, i.e., the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration from ȳk+1 to yk+1.
Define

Q̄i = P2 . . . Pi−1, i = 3, . . . ,m− 1. (29)

Thus, Q̄i is the sequential projection matrix on (ai−1, . . . , a2)
T , and

Q̄i = Q̄i−1Pi−1, i = 3, . . . ,m− 1. (30)

The sequential projection matrix set reads

S̄sp(am−1, . . . , a2) = {Q̄3, . . . , Q̄m−1}.

7



Additionally, we have

Q̄1 = Q̄m = 0 ∈ R
m×m, Q̄2 = I, (31)

and denote

Q̄ := P2 . . . Pm−1. (32)

Hence the Kaczmarz’s projections from equation m− 1 to 2 are equivalent to

yk+1 = Q̄ȳk+1 + ĀT
s Mb, (33)

where

ĀS = (Q̄1a1, Q̄2a2, Q̄3a3, . . . , Q̄m−1am−1, Q̄mam)T . (34)

Note that (33) is not the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe iteration but the symmetric part of the sym-
metric Kaczmarz’s iteration, i.e., the case of Kaczmarz’s projection (3) for i = m− 1, . . . , 2.

Before deriving the standard form of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration, we first give the
relationship between Q̄ and ĀS appearing in (33).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose A has no zero row, and Q̄ and ĀS are defined as (32) and (34). Then,

Q̄ = I − ĀT
SMA, (35)

where M is defined in (10).

Proof. From (32) and (30), we have

Q̄ = P2 . . . Pm−1

= Q̄m−1 − Q̄m−1
am−1a

T
m−1

‖am−1‖22
= · · ·

= Q̄2 − Q̄2
a2a

T
2

‖a2‖22
− Q̄3

a3a
T
3

‖a3‖22
− . . .− Q̄m−2

am−2a
T
m−2

‖am−2‖22
− Q̄m−1

am−1a
T
m−1

‖am−1‖22
− Q̄m

amaTm
‖am‖22

.

From (31), it follows

Q̄ = I − Q̄1
a1a

T
1

‖a1‖22
− Q̄2

a2a
T
2

‖a2‖22
− Q̄3

a3a
T
3

‖a3‖22
− . . .− Q̄m−2

am−2a
T
m−2

‖am−2‖22
− Q̄m−1

am−1a
T
m−1

‖am−1‖22
− Q̄m

amaTm
‖am‖22

= I − (Q̄1a1, Q̄2a2, . . . , Q̄mam)diag(
1

‖a1‖22
, . . . ,

1

‖am‖22
)(a1, a2, . . . , am)T .

This proves (35).
According to Lemma 3.1, we get the equivalent form of (33),

yk+1 = ȳk+1 + ĀT
SM(b−Aȳk+1). (36)

We should notice that (36) is not the final form of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration because it
does not include the Kaczmarz projection process from i = 1 to m. We next consider the matrix-vector
form of (36). First, we have the following existence theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose A has no zero row, then there exists Ĉ such that

ĀS = ĈA. (37)

Proof. Similar to Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.7, the existence of Ĉ can be proved. We omit the process
here.

Because Q̄1 = Q̄m = 0, the elements in the first and the last rows of Ĉ are zero. According to (34),
ĀS has nothing to do with a1 when Q̄1 = 0, which implies that the first column of Ĉ is zero vector. These
characteristics are the major difference between Ĉ and C. Before considering the specific expression of
Ĉ, we first introduce the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose A has no zero row and Q̄i is defined as (29). For 3 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, 2 ≤ j ≤ i − 1,
denote

d̄i,j =

i−j+1∑

v=2

(−1)v−1
∑

Id(i,j,v)

v−1∏

s=1

hId(s),Id(s+1), (38)

where h
�,� is defined by (18). Then, for any x̄ ∈ N(A)⊥,

aTi Q̄
T
i x̄ = (0, d̄i,2, . . . , d̄i,i−1, 1, . . . , 0)(a1, . . . , am)T x̄ (39)

holds.

Proof. Obviously, when 3 ≤ i ≤ m− 1 and x̄ ∈ N(A)⊥, from (30) we have

aTi Q̄
T
i x̄ = (−hi,i−1, 1)(a

T
i−1Q̄

T
i−1x̄, a

T
i Q̄

T
i−1x̄)

T

= (−hi,i−1, 1)(a
T
i−1Q̄

T
i−1x̄, a

T
i Q̄

T
i−1x̄)

T

= (−hi,i−2 + hi,i−1hi−1,i−2,−hi,i−1, 1)(a
T
i−2Q

T
i−2x̄, a

T
i−1Q

T
i−2x̄, a

T
i Q

T
i−2x̄)

T

= . . .

= (−hi,2 +

i−1∑

k=3

hi,khk,2 + . . .+ (−1)i−2
i−1∏

k=2

hk+1,k, . . . ,−hi,i−1, 1)(a
T
2 x̄, . . . , a

T
i x̄)

T . (40)

Taking d̄i,j in (40) according to (38) yields

aTi Q̄
T
i x̄ = (d̄i,2, . . . , d̄i,i−1, 1)(a2, . . . , ai)

T x̄.

This proves (39).
Similar to Theorem 2.11, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Under the condition of Lemma 3.3, let Ω̂ = (ω̂i,j)m×m satisfy

ω̂i,j =





d̄i,j , 1 < i < m, 2 < j < i− 1,
0, 1 < i < m, j = 1 ∨ j > i,
1, 1 < i < m, j = i,
0, i = 1 ∨m, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

(41)

Then,

ĀS = Ω̂A (42)

holds, where ĀS is defined as (34).

Proof. For any x̄ ∈ N(A)⊥, it follows from (34) that

ĀS x̄ = (aT1 Q̄
T
1 x̄, a

T
2 Q̄

T
2 x̄, . . . , a

T
mQ̄T

mx̄)T . (43)

By Lemma 3.3 and (41), then we get

ĀS x̄ = Ω̂Ax̄. (44)

When x̄ ∈ N(A), from [13, Corollary 2.2], ĀS x̄ = 0 holds. Thus, (44) also holds. Then, for any x̄ ∈ Rn,
ĀS x̄ = Ω̂Ax̄ holds, which means ĀS = Ω̂A.

Let

Ê(j, i(−hj,i))(s, t) =

{
E(j, i(−hj,i))(s, t), (s, t) 6= (1, 1) ∧ (m,m),
0, (s, t) = (0, 0) ∨ (m,m).

(45)

Similar to Theorem 2.12, we have the following decomposition of Ω̂.
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Theorem 3.5. If Ω̂ is defined as in Theorem 3.4, then

Ω̂ = Ĥm−1Ĥm−2 · · · Ĥ2 (46)

holds, where Ĥi =
m−1∏
j=i+1

Ê(j, i(−hj,i)) for any 2 ≤ i ≤ m− 1.

Proof. Denote H̃ = Ĥm−1Ĥm−2 · · · Ĥ2. Obviously, Ω̂ and H̃ are unit lower triangular matrices with the
same order, so we only need to prove that the non-zero elements are equal. For any x̄ ∈ N(A)⊥, from
(40) and Q̄2 = I, we have

aTi Q̄
T
i x̄ = (−hi,2 +

i−1∑

k=3

hi,khk,2 + . . .+ (−1)i−2
i−1∏

k=2

hk+1,k, . . . ,−hi,i−1, 1)(a
T
2 x̄, . . . , a

T
i x̄)

T . (47)

In (47), the coefficient of aTj x̄(2 ≤ j < i) is actually the (i, j)-element of Ω̂, i.e.,

ω̂i,j = −hi,j +

i−1∑

k=j+1

hi,khk,j + (−1)i−j

i−1∏

k=j

hk+1,k.

In order to show Ω̂ = Ĥm−1Ĥm−2 · · · Ĥ2, we only need to prove ω̂i,j = H̃i,j (where H̃i,j denotes the
(i, j)-element of H̃), i.e.,

ω̂i,j = eTi H̃ej.

Owing to eTi Ĥk = eTi when i ≤ k and i = m, and Ĥlej = ej when j 6= l, we have for 2 ≤ i ≤ m− 1 and
2 ≤ j < i,

eTi H̃ej = eTi Ĥi−1Ĥi−2 · · · Ĥjej

= (eTi Ĥi−1)Ĥi−2 · · · Ĥjej

= ((0, . . . ,−hi,i−1, 1, 0, . . . , 0)Ĥi−2)Hi−3 · · · Ĥjej

= ((0, . . . , 0,−hi,i−2 + hi,i−1hi−1,i−2,−hi,i−1, 1, 0, . . . , 0)Ĥi−3) · · · Ĥjej

= −hi,j +

i−1∑

k=j+1

hi,khk,j + . . .+ (−1)i−jhi,i−1hi−1,i−2 · · ·hj+1,j .

This proves ω̂i,j = H̃i,j for any 2 ≤ i ≤ m− 1 and 2 ≤ j < i. Additionally, ω̂i,i = H̃i,i = 1 holds for any
2 ≤ i ≤ m− 1. Consequently, the conclusion is proved.

Compared with Theorem 3.2, Ω̂ in Theorem 3.4 gives the specific form of Ĉ and is still denoted by
Ĉ. Thus, from (36) we obtain

yk+1 = ȳk+1 +AT ĈTM(b−Aȳk+1). (48)

Based on (28) and (48), we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose A has no zero row. Then, there exists matrix C̄ ∈ Rm×m, such that the sym-

metric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration can be written as

yk+1 = yk +AT C̄TM(b−Ayk). (49)

Proof. From (28) and (48), the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is given by

yk+1 = ȳk+1 +AT ĈTM(b−Aȳk+1)

= yk +AT (ĈT + CT − ĈTMAATCT )M(b−Ayk).

Denote C̄ := Ĉ + C − CAATMĈ, then (49) is proved.
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From (24) and (49), we know that the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration and the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe’s iteration have the same matrix-vector form. Then, from (49), we also have the following
equivalent expression

yk+1 = (I −AT C̄TMA)yk +AT C̄TMb,

where I − AT C̄TMA is the iteration matrix of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method. Considering
the principle of the symmetric Kaczmarz’s iteration, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose A has no zero row. Then, for the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration,

Q̄Q = P2 . . . Pm−1Pm . . . P1 = I −AT C̄TMA (50)

holds, where C̄ is consistent with that in Theorem 3.6.

Let ek = yk − PN(A)y0 − x†. Then, it follows from (49) that

ek+1 = (I − AT C̄TMA)ek. (51)

For the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration, the following holds.

Theorem 3.8. For any initial vector y0 ∈ Rn, let {yk, k > 0} be generated by the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe’s iteration (49). Then,

ek ∈ N(A)⊥

holds.

Proof. We prove the conclusion by mathematical induction. First, the fact e0 ∈ N(A)⊥ holds because
y0−PN(A)y0 and x† belong to N(A)⊥. Second, if we assume that for any given k ≥ 0, ek ∈ N(A)⊥, then
ek+1 ∈ N(A)⊥, this is because for any z ∈ N(A),

〈ek+1, z〉 = 〈(I − AT C̄TMA)ek, z〉 = 〈ek, z〉 − 〈C̄TMAek, Az〉 = 0.

Which proves the conclusion.

Lemma 3.9. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m and x ∈ N(A)⊥,

Pix ∈ N(A)⊥

holds. That is, N(A)⊥ is an invariant subspace for any Pi.

Proof. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m and z ∈ N(A),

〈Pix, z〉 = 〈(I −
aia

T
i

‖ai‖22
)x, z〉 = 〈x, z〉 − 1

‖ai‖22
〈aTi x, aTi z〉 = 0.

holds.
By Lemma 3.9, we can obtain the following estimation of ‖P1ek+1‖2.

Theorem 3.10. Under the condition of Theorem 3.8,

‖P1ek+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σ2
i ‖P1ek‖2, k = 0, 1, . . . (52)

holds, where σi is a singular value of Q.
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Proof. From (51), we have

P1ek+1 = P1(I −AT C̄TMA)ek. (53)

Note that I −AT C̄TMA = P2 . . . Pm−1Pm . . . P1, then

P1(I −AT C̄TMA) = P1P2 . . . Pm−1Pm . . . P1 = QTQP1, (54)

thus

P1ek+1 = QTQP1ek. (55)

Moreover, by Lemma 3.9, P1ek ∈ N(A)⊥. From Theorem 3.8 and [13, Theorem 1.3], we have ‖Q|N(A)⊥‖2 <
1, then we get

‖P1ek+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σ2
i ‖P1ek‖2,

where σi is a singular value of Q .

Corollary 3.11. Under the condition of Theorem 3.8, for some k ≥ 0, if ek+1 ∈ N(P1)
⊥, then

‖ek+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σ2
i ‖P †

1 ‖2‖ek‖2 (56)

holds, where σi is the singular value of Q and P †
1 denotes the pseudo-inverse of P1.

Proof. When ek+1 ∈ N(P1)
⊥, we have

P †
1P1ek+1 = ek+1. (57)

Hence,

‖ek+1‖2 ≤ ‖P †
1 ‖2‖P1ek+1‖2,

and from (52), we obtain (56).
The equality (57) depends on ek+1 ∈ N(P1)

⊥. If the latter is not satisfied, then (56) may not hold.
In the following theorem, we give a general conclusion without the constraint condition ek+1 ∈ N(P1)

⊥.

Theorem 3.12. Under the condition of Theorem 3.8, for any k ≥ 0, at least one of the following
statements is true,

(i) ‖ek+1‖2 < max
0<σi<1

σi‖ek‖2;
(ii) ‖ek+2‖2 < max

0<σi<1
σ2
i ‖ek‖2;

where σi is a singular value of Q.

Proof. First, we have N(A) = N(aT1 ) ∩N(aT2 ) ∩ . . . ∩N(aTm). Then,

N(A)⊥ = N(aT1 )
⊥ ∪N(aT2 )

⊥ ∪ · · · ∪N(aTm)⊥.

Recall that ek ∈ N(A)⊥ and Qek ∈ N(A)⊥, then, at least one of (I1) and (I2) holds:
(I1) Among P2, . . . , Pm, there exists at least one Pi such that

‖PiQek‖2 < ‖Qek‖2. (58)

(I2) ‖P1Qek‖2 < ‖Qek‖2.
Since Qek ∈ N(A)⊥, either Qek ∈ N(aT2 )

⊥ ∪ · · · ∪ N(aTm)⊥ or Qek ∈ N(a1)
⊥. When Qek ∈ N(aT2 )

⊥ ∪
· · · ∪N(aTm)⊥, without loss of generality, we suppose Qek ∈ N(aTm)⊥. Thus

‖PmQek‖22 = 〈Qek −
amaTm
‖am‖22

Qek, Qek −
amaTm
‖am‖22

Qek〉 = ‖Qek‖22 −
(aTmQek)

2

‖am‖22
< ‖Qek‖22.
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i.e., ‖PmQek‖2 < ‖Qek‖2. If Qek ∈ N(aT1 )
⊥, then ‖P1Qek‖2 < ‖Qek‖2. Consequently, when Qek ∈

N(A)⊥, at least one of (I1) and (I2) holds.
When (I1) holds, let l be the largest index i that satisfies (58), i.e., PiQek = Qek for l + 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

If Qek ∈ N(A)⊥, from Theorem 3.8 and Lemma 3.9, we have

‖ek+1‖2 = ‖P2 . . . Pm−1PmQek‖2 ≤ ‖PlQek‖2 < ‖Qek‖2.

Therefore, when ek ∈ N(A)⊥,

‖Qek‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σi‖ek‖2,

this proves statement (i).
When (I2) holds, we assume that Qek ∈ N(aT2 ) ∩ . . . ∩N(aTm), then

ek+1 = P2 · · ·Pm−1Qek = Qek

holds. Moreover,

ek+2 = P2P3 · · ·Pm−1Pm · · ·P2P1ek+1 = P2P3 · · ·Pm−1QP1Qek.

Then,

‖ek+2‖2 ≤ ‖QP1Qek‖2

holds. Since P1Qek ∈ N(A)⊥,

‖ek+2‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σi‖P1Qek‖2 < max
0<σi<1

σi‖Qek‖2 < max
0<σi<1

σ2
i ‖ek‖2

hold. This proves statement (ii).

Remark 3.13. From Theorem 3.12 we can see that the convergence rate of the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method is better than that of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method (since ‘≤’ is replaced by ‘<’). How-
ever, the comparison is actually unfair because each iteration of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method
performs 2m − 2 orthogonal projections, while the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method only makes m orthogonal
projections. Consequently, we’d better compare the convergence rate of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method with that of the two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe method. Supposing {yk, k > 0} is the sequence of the
Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration, so the two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration can be represented by zk = y2k.
Let ēk = zk − x† − PN(A)x0, then

‖ēk+1‖2 ≤ max
0<σi<1

σ2
i ‖ēk‖2.

According to Theorem 3.12(i), the convergence rate of the two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is better
than that of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration.

Remark 3.14. As can be seen from (17) and (49), the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and the symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method have the same iterative formula, but C is different from C̄. When C and C̄
are known, one iteration of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is equivalent to m Kaczmarz’s iterations, while
one iteration of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is equivalent to 2m− 2 Kaczmarz’s iterations.
From this point of view, the calculation efficiency of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is higher
than that of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method.

4. The related algorithms

For the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, the core work is to generate matrix C. Once C is obtained, the
Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is easy to perform. Algorithm 1 shows the process flow of calculating C.

Algorithm 1 The calculation of matrix C

1: Input
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2: A = (a1, a2, . . . , am)T

3: C = Im ⊲ Im is an identity matrix with order m
4: k ← m
5: while k > 1 do

6: i← k
7: while i > 1 do

8: j ← m
9: while j > k − 1 do

10: if aTk ak = 0 then

11: C(i− 1, j) = C(i− 1, j)
12: else

13: C(i− 1, j) = C(i− 1, j) + (−aTi−1ak/a
T
k ak)C(k, j)

14: end if

15: j ← j − 1
16: end while

17: i← i− 1
18: end while

19: k ← k − 1
20: end while

21: Output C

For the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, C̄ = ĈT +CT − ĈTMAATCT , where C is the matrix
obtained by Algorithm 1. Therefore, we only need to compute Ĉ in order to perform the symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration. Algorithm 2 shows the process flow for computing Ĉ.

Algorithm 2 The calculation of matrix Ĉ

1: Input

2: A = (a1, a2, . . . , am)T

3: Ĉ = Im ⊲ Im is an identity matrix with order m
4: k ← m− 1
5: while k > 1 do

6: i← m− 1
7: while i > k do j
8: j ← k
9: while j > 1 do

10: if aTk ak = 0 then

11: Ĉ(i, j) = Ĉ(i, j)
12: else

13: Ĉ(i, j) = Ĉ(i, j) + (−aTi ak/aTk ak)Ĉ(k, j)
14: end if

15: j ← j − 1
16: end while

17: i← i− 1
18: end while

19: k ← k − 1
20: end while

21: Ĉ(1, 1) = 0, Ĉ(m,m) = 0

22: Output Ĉ

For the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration and the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration, the matrices
C and C̄ are invariant in the subsequent iterations which is beneficial for computation, e.g., in medical
imaging equipments, one can calculate and store the matrices C and C̄ or related matrices in the imaging
device in advance. C and C̄ can be calculated by block mode or parallel block mode, which will greatly
reduce the cost to compute them. Blocking technology can be made on the linear system which has been
discussed in some articles (please refer to [26, 27, 28, 29, 30] for more details).
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5. Numerical tests

We will test the convergence rates of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods and compare them with
the SIRT and CGMN methods with two examples. Let {yk, k > 0} be the iterative sequences of these
methods, and we mainly consider three kinds of iterative errors, i.e., ‖yk − x∗‖2, ‖yk − x†‖2, and ‖yk −
x† − PN(A)x0‖2.

For the Kaczmarz-Tanabe methods, the pre-calculation cost of C is O(m4), the calculation cost of
the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is O(m2n), and so is the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method. For the
Kaczmarz method, the calculation cost of the Kaczmarz’s iteration repeated m times is O(mn).

In addition, ATCTM and ATCTMA in the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration can also be pre-calculated.
Regardless of the pre-calculation cost, the calculation amount of pure Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is
only O(n2). In the sense of pre-calculation, the Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods are particularly suitable
for the over-determined systems with the same projective matrix and different measurement vectors b.

5.1. Tanabe’s problem

Consider the following linear system with equations



1.0 3.0 2.0 −1.0
1.0 2.0 −1.0 −2.0
1.0 −1.0 2.0 3.0
2.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
5.0 5.0 4.0 1.0
4.0 −1.0 5.0 7.0




x =




5.0
0.0
5.0
5.0
15.0
15.0




. (59)

Linear system (59) is consistent and over-determined. The general solution is

(x1, x2, x3, x4)
T = k(−2/3, 1,−2/3, 1)T + (5/3, 0, 5/3, 0)T , (60)

where k ∈ C is any constant and C is the complex field. In numerical experiments, x∗ = (1, 1, 1, 1)T is
taken as the test solution. We compare the convergence rates of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe and symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe methods on the one hand, and compare those of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods
and SIRT methods on the other hand.

Numerical results are shown in Figures 1∼2, where Figure 1 shows the error curves of ‖yk − x∗‖2,
‖yk − x†‖2, and ‖yk − x† − PN(A)x0‖2 when x0 = (7, 6, 10, 6)T , and Figure 2 shows the corresponding
results when x0 = (0, 0, 0, 0)T . In Figures 1(a)(c)(e) and 2(a)(c), we compare the errors of Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method, symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe method (marked
with ‘Kaczmarz-Tanabe(2)’ in these figures).

In Figures 1(b)(d)(f) and 2(b)(d), we compare the errors of Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, Cimmino method, DROP method, SART method, CAV method and CGMN
method when x0 = (7, 6, 10, 6)T and x0 = (0, 0, 0, 0)T respectively. Since the computational work of the
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is roughly the same as that of
the SIRT methods when C and C̄ are determined, therefore we deal with these methods in the same way,
that is, comparing one Kaczmarz-Tanabe’ iteration with one symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration,
as well as other methods. In Figure 1, (a),(b) are the same as (e),(f) respectively, although they look
different. Denote

ξ = (−2/3, 1,−2/3, 1)T .

We know from (60) that N(A) = span{ξ}, thus

PN(A)x0 = PN(A)x
∗ =

ξTx0

‖ξ‖22
ξ =

3

13
(−2/3, 1,−2/3, 1)T ,

x∗ = x† + PN(A)x0,

which means that

‖yk − x∗‖2 = ‖yk − x† − PN(A)x0‖2.

15



0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
∗
‖
2
/
‖
x
∗
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Kaczmarz−Tanabe method(2)

(a)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
∗
‖
2
/
‖
x
∗
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Cimmino method
DROP
SART
CAV
CGMN

(b)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

1.1

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
†
‖
2
/
‖
x
†
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Kaczmarz−Tanabe method(2)

(c)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
†
‖
2
/
‖
x
†
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Cimmino method
DROP
SART
CAV
CGMN

(d)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
†
−
P
N
(A

)
x
0
‖
2
/
‖
x
†
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Kaczmarz−Tanabe method(2)

(e)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

iteration number k

‖
y k

−
x
†
−
P
N
(A

)
x
0
‖
2
/
‖
x
†
‖
2

 

 

Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
symmetric Kaczmarz−Tanabe method
Cimmino method
DROP
SART
CAV
CGMN

(f)

Figure 1: The comparisons of ‖yk −x∗‖2, ‖yk−x†‖2 and ‖yk −x†−PN(A)x0‖2 when x0 = (7, 6, 10, 6)T , where
(a),(c) and (e) are comparisons among the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method
and two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe method for solving Tanabe’s problem, and (b), (d) and (f) are comparisons
among the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and SIRT type methods for
solving Tanabe’s problem. (see (11) for the iterative schemes).
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Therefore, the convergence of the error curves shown in Figure 1 (a), (b), (e) and (f) are consistent with
the theoretical results, and this is also why the curves in Figure 1 (c) and (d) do not tend to the x-axis.

In addition, Figure 1 (a), (c) and (e) also show that one symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration is
better than one Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration, and slightly worse than the two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s
iteration. Meanwhile, Figure 1 (b), (d) and (f) show that the convergence speed of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe
and symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe methods is faster than the SIRT methods.
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Figure 2: The comparisons of ‖yk − x∗‖2, ‖yk − x†‖2 when x0 = (0, 0, 0, 0)T , where (a) and (c) are compar-
isons among the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and two-step Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method for solving Tanabe’s problem, and (b) and (d) are comparisons among the Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method, the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and SIRT type methods for solving Tanabe’s problem.

Figure 2 shows the efficiency of these methods when x0 = (0, 0, 0, 0)T . Figure 2 (a) is slightly different
from Figure 1 (a), and Figure 2 (c) is consistent with Figure 1 (e). It seems from Figure 2 (b) that the
SART method is better than the others. The reason is that the SART’s iteration converges to x∗ rather
than x† when x0 = (0, 0, 0, 0)T , which can be seen from Figure 2 (d).

We also note that the CGMN method is sensitive to iteration step, and converges quickly at the
beginning, and then the results become worse. Suppose the linear system to be solved by CGMN method
is Bx = c, this phenomenon may be related to the positive semi-definiteness of B. In other words, the
descending direction d of the conjugate gradient (CG) method becomes an eigenvector of 0 eigenvalue of
B or Bd ≈ 0.

5.2. Headphantom problem

In computerized tomography, the distribution of some physical parameter(such as absorption intensi-
ties) at the cross-section of the object need to be reconstructed from the projection data such as medical
diagnosis–the distribution of the absorption intensities of tissue slice need to be reconstructed from X-ray
data. The computerized tomography system attributes to a linear system Ax = b, where A is a projected
system, b is scanning data, and x is unknown intensity image of an object. In the general case, the system
is overdetermined.

The linear system is generated from the subroutine ‘parallel’ in AIR Tool II package [16], and there
are 36 projective angles at equal intervals in [0, 2π] and 75 equi-spaced parallel rays per angle. The
headphantom is discretized into 50× 50 pixels. and the dimension of A is 2700× 2500.
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The initial value is taken as x0 = 0 ∈ R2500, and numerical results are shown in Figure 3, where (a)
and (c) are results of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and two-step
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method for solving the Headphantom problem, (b) and (d) are results of the Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method, symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, SIRT type methods and CGMN method for
solving the problem. For this problem, the CGMN method seems to be better than the other methods
and the phenomenon in the Tanabe’s problem does not appear.

From Figure 3, we can see that the Kaczmarz-Tanabe and symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe methods are
significantly better than the SIRT methods, and slight worse than CGMN method. Numerical images of
these methods are shown in Figure 4. From the visual effect, the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and CGMN method are close and better than the SIRT type methods.
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Figure 3: The comparisons of ‖yk −x∗‖2, ‖yk −x†‖2, where (a) and (c) are comparisons among the Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method, the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and two-step Kaczmarz-Tanabe method for solving
Headphantom problem, and (b) and (d) are comparisons among the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, the symmetric
Kaczmarz-Tanabe method and SIRT type methods for solving Headphantom problem.

6. Conclusion

The Kaczmarz-Tanabe method is the further improvement of the Kaczmarz method. Due to the row
to row iterative characteristic of the Kaczmarz method, the Kaczmarz’s iteration generally converges
slowly and has volatility for perturbed linear systems. The Kaczmarz-Tanabe method overcomes the
volatility of Kaczmarz’s method and can smoothly approach the ‘pseudo-inverse’ solution when solving
the perturbed problem, which lays a foundation for us to further study the minimum norm least-squares
solution.

In addition, as a comparison, we also consider the more popular symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method
and derive its standard form. We should pay attention to the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method be-
cause one iteration of the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method can almost obtain the effect of two itera-
tions of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method. The Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration and the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe’s iteration have the same iterative formula, if C and C̄ are known, then the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method has obvious advantages over the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method in computational efficiency.
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(a) Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method

(b) Symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe method

(c) DROP method

(d) SART method (e) CAV method (f) Cimmino method

(g) CGMN method

Figure 4: Numerical images of the Kaczmarz-Tanabe method, symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method
and the SIRT type methods for solving Headphantom problem, including DROP, SART, CAV,
Cimmino and CGMN methods.

Numerical tests also show that the Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods, i.e., the Kaczmarz-Tanabe
method and the symmetric Kaczmarz-Tanabe method in this paper, are better than the SIRT meth-
ods. Although Kaczmarz-Tanabe type methods can not achieve the convergence effect of the CGMN
method in some cases, they have advantages in problem applicability, i.e., they converge stably to the
minimum norm least-square solution for all compatible linear systems when the initial guess x0 ∈ R(AT ).
In particular, after obtaining C and C̄, the Kaczmarz-Tanabe’s iteration and the symmetric Kaczmarz-
Tanabe’s iteration can be implemented as easily as the SIRT methods. In practical applications, such as
medical image reconstruction and so on, C and C̄ can be calculated in advance and stored in the device,
which enables us to implement these iterative methods quickly and get a better solution.
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