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Abstract

A novel algorithm for the computation of the quadratic numerical range is presented and exemplified
yielding much better results in less time compared to the random vector sampling method. Furthermore,
a bound on the probability for the random vector sampling method to produce a point exceeding a
neighborhood of the expectation value in dependence on norm and size of the matrix is given.

1 Introduction

Knowledge about the eigenvalues of a matrix is a powerful tool in analysis and numerics and has a wide range
of applications such as stability analysis of linear dynamical systems. Unfortunately, they are very sensible
to model uncertainties and their exact determination can come at a very high computational cost which is
why supersets that are a lot easier to compute while still preserving important information have become an
attractive topic of ongoing research.

A well-established and thoroughly studied superset is the numerical range of a matrix A € C™*™ defined
by

W(A) = {(Az,z) | [lz]| =1},

see [5,6,9]. Here, (-,-) denotes the scalar product of C". The numerical range is always convex which has
advantages when it comes to determining whether or not all eigenvalues are contained in a half-plane or when
an algorithm for its computation is to be found. See [1,8,13] for effective algorithms. But the convexity has
its drawbacks as well because spectral gaps can not be detected.

In [11] Langer and Tretter introduced the quadratic numerical range (QNR) as a new concept to enclose the
spectrum of a block operator matrix in a Hilbert space. In the matrix case — depending on a decomposition
Cr=C™ @ C"™ = H1 @ H, such that

A B
A-e 3]
with A, B, C, D acting in and between H; and Ho — the QNR is defined as the set of eigenvalues of the 2 x 2

matrices
e ]

with © € Hi1, y € Ha, ||z|| = ||y|| = 1. This provides a closed subset of the numerical range that still encloses
all the eigenvalues of A, is not necessarily convex and consists of at most two connected components which
need not be convex either, see [10] and the monograph [18], where many more properties are proven as well.
For applications of the QNR, we refer to [3], [7] and [12] where the superset is exploited for Krylov type
methods, damped systems and the location of zeros of polynomials. In [16] and [17] approximation schemes



for possibly unbounded operators are established and convergence theorems are proven relating the QNR, of
an operator to the QNR of its finite-dimensional discretizations.

The development of effective algorithms for the numerical computation of the QNR, faces several challenges,
e.g. because of the lack of convexity and ideas approved for the numerical range can not be adapted
straightforwardly. So far the only method for computing the quadratic numerical range is based on random
vector sampling, see [2] for a Matlab implementation. This method however comes with various disadvantages.
We show that especially for higher dimensional matrices the computed points will very likely cluster in a
small subset of each component making convergence very slow and expensive. We present a new approach for
the computation of the quadratic numerical range which is more deterministic than random vector sampling
and based on the idea of seeking the boundary by maximization of an objective function. Multiple examples
illustrate that in this way much better results are obtained in less time.

This article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we recall the definition of the quadratic numerical range
and examine curves therein. Section 3 contains the algorithm for the computation of the QNR alongside
explanations for the chosen procedure. This algorithm is then exemplified in Section 4 where it is compared
to the random vector sampling method. In Section 5 we show that the probability of a point in the QNR,
generated by the random vector method to be outside of a small neighborhood of the expected value decays
exponentially with an increase of the dimension of the matrix when its norm stays constant.

We conclude this introduction with some remarks on the notation used. The real and imaginary parts
of a complex number z are denoted by Rz and Sz respectively and C; = {z € C|Rz >0} and C_ =
{z € C|Rz < 0} are the right and left half planes in C. ||-|| denotes either the 2-norm of a vector or the
operator norm of a matrix induced by the 2-norm. For a square matrix A, o(.A) is the set of its eigenvalues
and g(A) = C\ o(A). Furthermore, 0K denotes the boundary of a set K C C and for a some A € C and
€ > 0 we define B.(\) ={z € C||\ — 2| < ¢e}.

2 The Quadratic Numerical Range and curves therein

Throughout this article we consider matrices A4 € C"*"™ with a block decomposition of the form
A B
A=[é 5
where A: H1 — Hy, B: Ho — H1, C: H1 — Ha, D: Ho — Ho and Hy & Hy := C™  C™2 = C™. Note that
every matrix can be written in such a form once a decomposition C" = H; & Hz is chosen.
Definition 2.1. The quadratic numerical range (QNR) is given by

Az, x By,x
WA = IGSHHE% 7 (KCw yi EDZy;D ’
where Sy, ={x € 1, | ||z|| =1}, i =1,2.
In other words, the QNR consists of the solutions A of the quadratic equations
N — ((Az, ) + (Dy, y)A + (Az,z)(Dy,y) — (By,z)(Cz,y) = 0 (1)
with (z,y) € Su, X Su,.

Remark 2.2. W2(A) contains all eigenvalues of A and consists of at most two (connected) components,
see [10].



In order to shorten the notation we use the abbreviations

a2, ] - [l 8] e

for (x,y) € Sy X S,.

Proposition 2.3. Let (zo,y0) € Sp, X Su, be such that o(My, 4,) consists of two simple eigenvalues. Then
there exists a neighborhood U C Sy, x Sy, of (zo,y0) such that U, e 0(Ma,y) consists of two disconnected

components W1 and W that can be separated by a straight line and there exists 0y € [0,27] and a branch of
the complex root \/-: G — C with G = C \ {re'% | r >0} such that

ay; +d, a, — d, 2
Wy = ) J—|—\/< 5 J) +byaCry | (z,y) €U (3)
and
. +d e —dy\°
wo={ \/( 5 ) a0 €U )

Proof. From [9, Theorem 2.5.1] we have that the eigenvalues of a matrix depend continuously on its entries.
Therefore, there exists a neighborhood U C Sy, X Sy, of (zo,y0) such that {J, ey 0(May) consists of two
disconnected components W7 and W5 that can be separated by a straight line. Without loss of generality, we
assume that Wi and W5 are separated by the imaginary axis because considering the shifted and rotated
matrix e'(A + zI) for some 6 € [0,27] and z € C would lead to the computation of the eigenvalues of

&m l;g,m _ eiﬁ Ay +z by,x
éz,y dy Cm,y dy +z '
. . Ge—d 2 7 ~ 2i0 a;—d. 2 ~ 2i0
so the radicant would be given by ( ) y) + by oCpy =€ (%) + by 2Cry | and thus G = e*°G.

So let us assume Wy C C4 and Wy C C_ and let Ay € Wy and Ay € W3 be eigenvalues of M, , for given
(z,y) € U, ie. RAa <0 < RA; and Ay and Ay are solutions of

a; +d 2 az; —d 2
(az — )‘)(dy —A) - byzCuy =0 — ()‘ - 9 y) = ( 9 y) + by xCay-
. . 2 ay—d, 2 ag,+d, ay+d,
Then there is a solution g € C of ¢° = (Ty) + by zCzy such that A\; = == +qgand A = 5 —¢q. It

follows
0< %()\1 — )\2) = 2§Rq

and we conclude that ¢ € C; and thus ¢ € C\ R<g. So by defining G :== C\ R<g = C\ {re'™ | r > 0} and
V-1 G — C as the principal branch of the complex root with ,/z > 0 for all z € G we obtain

.+ d o—d,\? . +d —d\?
=g y+\/(a 2 y) Fhugtny and do= y\/<a 2 y) o




Remark 2.4. Note, that the assumption in Proposition 2.3 on o(Mg, ,,) to consist of two simple eigenvalues
is fulfilled for every (zo,y0) € Sp, X S, if W2(A) consists of two disconnected components. Furthermore,
we have U = Sy, x Sy, if the two components of W2(A) can be separated by a straight line. In this case,
the formulas in (3) and (4) can be used to match each of the two eigenvalues of a matriz M, , to a specific
component.

In the following we will consider curves in the QNR, i.e. continuous mappings A, from an interval I into
W?2(A) which are generated from continuous curves ¢: I — Sy, and ¢: I — Sy, such that A, (¢) solves (1)
with ¢(t) in place of = and (t) in place of y for all ¢ € I. We are interested in the derivative of such a curve
in the QNR and in order to shorten the notation in the upcoming formulas we will henceforth and similarly
to (2) use the abbreviations

M

@,

_ | ae byl _ |[{Ap,0) (BY,p)] . 2%2
v [C:w dww] . [<Cwﬁ> (DY, 1) = e

for curves (¢,v): I — Sy, X Sy,.

Theorem 2.5. Let (20, yo) € S, X Sn, be such that o(My, 4,) consists of two simple eigenvalues. Let t; > 0
and (©,1): [0,t1] = Sw, X Sy, t = (p(t),¥(t)), with ((0),4(0)) = (zo,yo) be a differentiable curve in
Sw, X Su,. Then there exists a 0 < to < t1 such that o(Myy): [0,t0] — C? consists of two differentiable
curves. Denote by Ay 1 [0,t0] = C one of these two curves. Then

o= (s ) )+ o )

with

1 Aoy — dy)A B
S(Wa b, )‘cp,w) = ( 2 1/1) Co,1p :|

2)‘90,11) —Qp — dy |: bl/’;SOC O‘%w - a¢>D ’

Proof. From Proposition 2.3 we have that there exists a neighborhood U C Sy, x Sy, of (x0,y0) such that
U(m’y) cu 0(My ) consists of two disconnected components W; and W5 that can be described in a differentiable

dependence on the (z,y) € U via the formulas in (3) and (4). We therefore obtain that o(M, ): [0,t0] — C?
consists of two differentiable curves by choosing tg > 0 such that (p(t),9(t)) € U for all ¢ € [0, o).
An eigenvalue A,y (t) of M, (t), t € [0, 0], satisfies

(g (t) = ap(t))(Ap,u(t) = dy () = by o (t)cpp(t) =0,
so that upon differentiation we get

d d d d d d
(dt)‘%w - dtaw) (App — dy) + (Apyp — ay) <dt)\%¢ - dtdw> - @bw,w%w - bw«»&%w =0. (5

Herein

d . .
—ay, = (A, ) + (Ap, @)

dt

d .

by = (Bi9) + (BY,9)
d .
actpﬂl) = <Cg0, ¢> + <CQ071/)>



d

v = (D) + (D, ¥),

which transforms (5) into
d Ay — dy)A co.pB el |¢
9 _ _ el — R p 0,1 .
(2App — ap dw)dt&o,w <[ by.,C Mo —ap)D| ] |4

w([ M el 1)

Now the fact that ;¢ (g +,) (Mo, (t)) consists of two disconnected components implies that Ay, (t) # % (t)
for all t € [0, ¢g] because the sum of the eigenvalues of M, (t) is equal to the sum of its diagonal entries. This
allows us to divide (6) by 2X, 4 — a, — dy, yielding the desired formula for the derivative of A, 4. O

(6)

3 An Algorithm for Computing the QNR

Our goal is to develop an algorithm for the computation of the quadratic numerical range that does not
only rely on random vector sampling. This means, that we want to make a choice on the utilized vectors
(x,y) € Sw, X Sy, such that the image resulting from the point cloud of eigenvalues of the matrices M, , is a
very good approximation of the image of the actual QNR even for a small number of vectors. We will therefore
place particular emphasis on those (x,y) € Sy, x Sy, that correspond to boundary points of W?2(A).

3.1 Seeking the Boundary

Starting at a given point \g € W?2(A) with corresponding (zg,%0) € Sy, X Su, we wish to gradually compute
a sequence (Tn,Yn)neN C Sy, X Su, such that the associated (A,)nen in the quadratic numerical range
converge towards the boundary. In order to do so we first have to declare a direction in which we want to
approach the boundary, so in the following, we will therefore start by focusing on moving parallel to the
positive real axis since every other direction can be easily reduced to this case by a rotation of the matrix A.

If we would leave it at aiming for A, +1 > R\, for every n € N however, we could face the problem of
missing out on points on concave parts of the boundary, cf. Figure 1, where starting from \g an algorithm

R

Figure 1: The boundary of the QNR might have concave parts



that only focuses on maximization of the real part would eventually either move towards b or towards ¢ but
has no reason to stop at a. We overcome this problem by seeking a sequence (A, )nen that satisfies

RAn1 — p(SCns1 — A0))” = RAw — p(S(A — o))

with a given penalty constant p > 0 for all n € N. More precisely, we will consider the objective function
faro: Sy % Sy, = R, given by

(67 « 2
Faro (@) = RAL) — p(S(AL) — X)) (7)

for some a € [0,2n[, and aim to construct a sequence (Zn,Yn)nen C Sp, X Sp, such that fo x,(@n,yn)

increases with n. Here and from now on, )\iag specifically denotes the one of the two eigenvalues Ai"‘g and
5\5502 of M, such that

R(EAD) > R(EOXD), if READ) £ R(eA),
or  S(eA)) > (e A)), if R(AL) = R(AD).

Note, that if W?2(A) consists of two disconnected components that can be separated by a straight line, o can

be chosen such that each component is either the set of all )\5302 or the set of all )\&QJ ™) with (x,y) € Spy X Spy-

Figure 2 illustrates the effect of the penalty constant p on the level sets of f, , for different choices of p,
showing that a larger p leads to a significant narrowing of the search direction. The picture also indicates,
that in practice p has to be chosen in dependence on the size and shape of the QNR.

<q

T

R

Figure 2: Level sets of f, , for p small (left) and p large (right)

This dependence will be specified in the next result, which can be interpreted as follows: If a boundary
point Ay with the same imaginary part as Ao satisfies the additional condition, that there exists an 7 > 0 such
that for every 0 < & < r there exists a § > 0 such that

{ze(C‘%<8%(z—>\a)<57\%(z—)\3)|<§}0W2(A):@ 8)
holds, our strategy of creating a sequence in Sy, X Sy, for which the value of the objective function increases

can in fact result in the obtainment of Ay up to a small error if p is chosen large enough. Figure 3 illustrates
condition (8).



Figure 3: Ay satisfies condition (8)

Proposition 3.1. Let \g € W2(A) and g € OW?(A) with ISy = S and suppose that Ny satisfies condition
(8) for some r > 0. Then for every e > 0 there exist p > 0 and (Xm,Ym) € Su, X Sy, such that for all but up
to one o € [0, 7] at least one of the objective functions fo x, 0T fatr.r, given by (7) has a local mazimum in

(Tm, ym) and A&“),ym € B.(\o) NOW?2(A) or /\ﬁ*ﬁ € B.(\g) NOW?2(A) respectively.

m

Proof. Let € > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that Ag = 0 and therefore also SA\g = 0 by applying
a shift to A. Moreover, we will assume that € < r, where r > 0 is the constant for which (8) holds. Hence,
there exists a § > 0 such that

{zec]§<&ez<g,\%z|<5}mw2(,4)=@ 9)

and for which we assume that § < @5.
Let us define the set .
K::{ze@‘(@?z>§/\|%z|<5)\/§Rz>€}

and consider the function
F:C—R, F(z):=%Rz—p(S2)2.
4

By choosing p > & > 4, we have (32)? < §2 < 2% if F(z) > 0 and Rz < € and obtain

{z€eC\ K|F(z) >0} C B-(0).

Hence, the restriction of the continuous function F' to C\ K has a local maximum in B.(0).
This can be used in the context of the quadratic numerical range because due to (9) we have

W?(A)NB.(0) c C\ K

and we also know that {z € C\ K | F(z) > 0}NW?2(A) is non-empty because of 0 = \g € W2(A) and F(0) = 0.
Therefore, the restriction of F to the closed set W?2(.A) has a local maximum at some A € W2(A) N B.(0) and
there exist (Tm,ym) € Su, X Sy, such that A is an eigenvalue of M,

m;Ym*



Furthermore, A € 8W2(A) holds because if we assume otherwise, there exists a Ymax > 0 such that
A+v€W?2(A) and F(A+7) = F(A) +v > F()) for every 7 € ]0, Ymax| which is a contradiction to A being a
local maximum.

From [9, Theorem 2.5.1] we know that the eigenvalues of a matrix depend continuously on its entries, so if
s there exists a neighborhood U of (2m, ym) such that /\5002 € B.(0) and
)\fgfﬂ) € B.(0) for all (z,y) € U and all a € [0, 7[. Hence, both f, x, and fo1x x, have a local maximum in
(Zm, ym) and )\gi?,ym = ,\é‘jjgj,), =X € B.(0)NOW?2(A) for all a € [0, 7.

In the other case, if X is one of two distinct eigenvalues of M,

A is the only eigenvalue of M,

we choose « € [0, 7] such that

m;Ym?

%(eiaA(a) ) 75 %<eia)\(a+w))

ZTmYm ZTm,Ym

and again by continuity we will find a neighborhood U of (zpm,¥ym) such that R\; # Ry for all A\; €
{eiaASﬁQ (z,y) € U} and Xy € {eio‘)\;’f;”) | (z,y) € U} and either A e B.(0) for all (z,y) € U if
A= A;ff),ym or /\éﬁf”) € B:(0) for all (xz,y) €e U if A = /\(ﬁf;ﬁ Hence, either fq x, Or fatxx, has a local
maximum in (%, Ym) and )\gfn)7ym =\ € B.(0)NOW?2(A) or )\;?:r;?] = X € B.(0) N OW?2(A) respectively. [

Let us now fix an « € [0, 27[. As explained above, we are looking for a sequence (2, Yn)nen C SH, X Sw,
such that fu x,(Zn,yn) increases with n. Let us say we arrived at (z,,y,) so far, so our goal is to find
(wn-‘rla yn—i-l) such that foz,)\o (xn+17 yn+1) > foz,)\o (Inv yn)

As a first step, we will therefore identify the steepest ascent gradient of f, », in (2, yn). Considering a
differentiable curve (p,): [0,t1] = Sy, X Sy, t = (0(), (1)), with (©(0),%(0)) = (2n,y,) and assuming
that o(M,, ,.) consists of two simple eigenvalues )\, and X, with R(e®)\,) > R(el*),), we know by
Theorem 2.5 that there exists a 0 < ¢y < t; and a differentiable curve A, y: [0,t0] — W?2(A) such that

2
oo (2(8), 1) = R(Ap (1)) = P(S (Ao (£) = Ao))
for all ¢ € [0,t0]. If we take a look at < fo x,(¢(+),%(:)) at the point ¢ = 0, we see that again by Theorem 2.5

220 (£(0.00) =2 (3000)) = 2300 =208 52000

= ({stormn ] [25]) + st 5], )
— 203 (A — A0)S (<S($mym An) BZ] ’ [ﬁgﬂ >
(oo (0] [2])
-w(ns 2], [0

— 20 (A — A0)S <T (@n, Yns An) Fﬂ ’ [ﬁgﬂ >

Un
_ %<T(mn,ym}\m/\0) Bﬂ ’ [ﬁgm



where

(ﬂfn,yn, /\n) + S*(xmym )‘n),
(me Yn, )\n) -5 (me Yns )‘n)

Ty ($n7 Yn, >\n) =
T_ (xna Yny )\n) =

and
T(xna Yn, )\nv >\O) = T+(£L’n, Yn,s )\n) + ZPS()\’YL - )\O)in (xnv Yn, )\n)

Let us denote the tangential space of Sy, in x, with regard to the real part of the inner product of H; by
Ty, S1, = {u € H1|R{zp,uw) = 0} and analogously T,, Sy, = {v € Ha | R(yn,v) = 0}. Then, for (u,v) €
Ty, S, x Ty, Sy, with |lul| = |Jv]] = 1, we will consider the curves ¢: [0,27] — Sy, and 9¥: [0,27] = Sy,
defined by

o(t) = cos(t)xy, + sin(t)u and P(t) = cos(t)yn + sin(t)v, (10)
which satisfy [l¢()[|* = cos®(t) + 2R(cos(t)zn, sin(t)u) + sin(t) = 1, ¢(0) = z, and ¢(0) = u as well as
[ (@®)]1? = 1, $(0) = yn and 3(0) = v.

Therefore, our problem can be simplified to finding a vector (u,v) € Ty, Su, x Ty, Sn, with ||u|| = |v|] =1

for which the term
Ty U
(T [2].[1)

is maximized. This vector is given by the normalized orthogonal projection of

|:1§:| = T(x'm Yn An,s )\0) _§Z:|

onto Ty, Sy, X Ty, Su,, ie.

[ﬂ} _ [w@?(w,xn)zn} [u— _ [ﬂ/”ﬂ”}
o] | 2= Rz ynyn |’ o] o/l

With v and v at hand, we will now, in a second step, search for (s,t) € [0,2n] x [0,2n] such that
Foo (@(s),w(t)) is maximal with ¢ and ¢ as in (10) and we have effectively reduced our problem to a
two-dimensional optimization. This yields a new pair of vectors (zp+1,yYnt+1) = (p(s),¥(t)) € S, X Su,
with fa,)\g (In+17 yn+1) > fOL,)\() ('Ina yn)-

Algorithm 3.1 summarizes in pseudocode how we proceed towards the boundary in direction of the positive
real axis. It takes the matrix A in form of its decompositon parts A, B, C' and D, a starting point A\g € W?2(A)
with corresponding (zg, yo) € Sy, X Su,, a penalty constant p, an angle « and a number of iterations ip,,x as
its input and returns arrays x C Sy, and y C Sp,. Note, that the algorithm does not only return the vectors
associated to the point closest to the boundary after i,y iterations but an array of vectors that can be used
to compute some points along the way. Later on, these points can be plotted as well in order to fill out the
interior of the quadratic numerical range.

3.2 Box Approach

In order to formulate an algorithm which computes the quadratic numerical range of a given matrix A with
increasing quality we proceed as follows:
Initially, we fix an « € [0, 7| for the objective function (7) and compute a few points within W?2(A) by using



Algorithm 3.1: Seeking the Boundary

Input: A, B, C, D, xg, yo, Ao, P, @, and imax
1 function f(s,t, A, B,C, D, z,y,u,v,p, &, o)
2 x = cos(s)x + sin(s)u
3 y = cos(t)y + sin(t)v
4 return %Aéay) — ps(/\ﬁ) — )\0)2

5 function find_boundary(A, B,C, D, x,y, A, p, &)
6 | if 2A\%) # a, + d, then

_ 1 ()‘.Sc(,lzi*dy)A Cao,yB
’ 5= 228 —a. —d, { by,C (A;‘,‘;fam)D}
T, =5+ 5"
T =5-5*
10 T =Ty + 203(A) — Xo)iT-
11 (2] =T[y]
12 if w# 0 and z # 0 then
_ w—R(w,z)z
13 v= uw@‘w};ﬂmu
_ =Rz
4 U RG]
15 Determine (s,t) € [0,27] x [0, 27] such that f(s,t, A, B,C, D,x,y,u,v,p,a, ) is maximal
16 x = cos(s)x + sin(s)u
17 y = cos(t)y + sin(t)v
18 | return (z,y)
19 (2[0],y[0]) = find_boundary(A, B, C, D, xq, yo, Ao, D, @)
20 fori=1,...,0max — 1

21 (z[i],y[i]) = find-boundary (A, B,C, D, z[i — 1],y[i — 1], Ao, p, &)
22 if (x[d],y[i]) == («[i — 1],y[i — 1]) then
23 | return {(z[0],y[0)),..., (z[i — 1],y[i — 1])}

24 return (z,y)

the random vector sampling method, i.e. we randomly generate some (z,y) € Sy, X Sy, and insert the
eigenvalues /\5502 of M, , in an array W and the other eigenvalues )\;a; ™ of M, ,, in a second array W. Those
points will serve as candidates for the starting points Ag of Algorithm 3.1, but in order to control their number
and decrease the required iteration steps of Algorithm 3.1, we will preselect the starting points via a box
approach such that the computational cost will be reduced.

We start by creating a rectangular grid of small equally sized boxes covering all the sampled points in
W. Then, we pick one sample point from the interior of each box that is non-empty as a representative
and determine all non-empty boxes that are not surrounded by other non-empty boxes. Now, only the
representatives of those boxes will be used as a starting point A\g. This ensures that the Ay will be evenly
spread throughout the cloud of computed points even though they might cluster. Moreover, it allows us to
restrict our choice of starting points to those that are presumably already close to the boundary, which leads
to a higher chance of reaching the boundary within only a few iterations of Algorithm 3.1.

For each starting point, we will then select some randomly oriented but equally spread search directions,

10



rotate the matrix A accordingly and proceed towards the boundary via Algorithm 3.1. This yields new vectors
(x,y) € Sy, X Sw, and we subsequently insert the new corresponding points A;‘ﬁ} into W. At this point, it
has also shown to be advantageous to compute the other eigenvalues as well and insert them into w.

Afterwards, we do the same for a + 7 in place of a and W interchanged with W by using a separate grid
of boxes and obtain larger clouds of points W and W as a result. Now, the whole process can be repeated via
the construction of new grids of boxes.

If we repeat this procedure over and over again, the number of starting points will eventually remain
relatively constant. At this point, we increase the number of boxes, i.e. reduce their size, in order to increase
the resolution of the box approach and therefore heighten our ability to distinguish potential starting points
in the interior from potential starting points close to the boundary.

Figure 4 illustrates the box approach in a small example. Here,
the black dots represent the cloud of points in W that have been
computed so far and a rectangular grid of boxes is constructed
covering all points. In every non-empty box (gray), one of these
points is selected and surrounded by a circle. Now, only the circled
points in the light gray boxes will be used as starting points in the
next iteration since the dark gray boxes are surrounded by other
non-empty boxes.

Figure 4: Grid of boxes

When it comes to the determination of the penalty constant p one has to balance two aspects: Larger
penalty constants lead to higher accuracy in the given search direction, c.f. Proposition 3.1, while smaller
penalty constants result in a faster convergence towards the boundary. We therefore start with a small penalty
constant to cover a large area in the beginning and increase p over time while also making it dependent on
the diameter of the cloud of points in the current iteration.

Algorithm 3.2 explains in pseudocode, how the starting points are selected and how p is chosen. It takes
arrays © C Sy, y C Sy, and W C W2(A), the square root of the number of boxes B and the current it-
eration 4 as its input and returns arrays zo C Sy, , yo C Sw, and A\g C W2(A) as well as the penalty constant p.

Algorithm 3.3 contains the full instructions for the computation of the numerical range. It takes the matrix
A in form of its decomposition parts A, B, C and D, an angle o and the time the algorithm should run for
Tmax a8 its input and returns a cloud of points (W, W) C W?2(A). The square roots of the numbers of boxes
B and B will be increased in dependence of counters ¢ and ¢ that keep track of the number of starting points.

4 Examples

The following pictures are the result of a Python implementation of Algorithm 3.3. Here, the search for
(s,t) € [0,27] x [0,27] such that fa x,(¢(s),%(t)) is maximal with ¢ and ¢ as in (10) is further reduced to a
one-dimensional optimization, i.e. s = t, in order to speed this step up. This allows us to compute much more
points in the QNR within the same amount of time and we obtain better pictures in the end.
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Algorithm 3.2: Grid

0o g o A W N

©

10
11

12
13
14
15
16

17

Input: z, y, W, B and ¢
xo =1} vo ={}, Mo ={}, G = zeros(B, B) and I = zeros(B, B)
Rmax = max RW, Snax = max SW, Ry = min RW and Sppin = min SW
b= % maX{|§RmaX - §Rminla |%max - Smin'}
h?R = (%max - §Rmin>/$ and h% = (%max - %min)/@
for j = 0 to the length of W —1
k = integer((Smax — SWj])/hs) and I = integer((RW[j] —
if k==8then k —=1and if | ==8thenl —=1
if Glk][l] == 0 then G[k][l]=1and [[k][l]=7+1
fork=1,..., -1
forl=1,...,8—-1
| if Gk +m][l +n] =1 for all m,n € {~1,0,1} then I[k][l] =0

§Rmin ) /hER)

j=0
fork=1,...,8—1
forl=1,...,8—1
if I[k][l] # 0 then
L | wolj) = oIk — 1], yols] = ylIIKIE] — 1), Aolj) = WIKI[] — 1] and j +=1

return (2o, Yo, Ao, D)

Example 4.1. Let us consider the matrix

where the blocks A, B, C and D are equally sized tridiagonal matrices, cf. [18, Example 1.1.5]. In Figure 5,
the results of the algorithm are compared to the random vector sampling method when executed for the
determination of the QNR of Ay with dim(.A;) = 40. In the top row, the execulion time was one minute and
in the bottom row one hour while the plots in the left column are a result of the algorithm and the plots in the
right column are a result of the random vector sampling method. Here, o was chosen to be zero such that the
sets W (dark blue) and W (light blue) coincide with the two disconnected components of W2(A1). As we see,
the algorithm is capable of detecting the rough shape of the quadratic numerical range already after a short

12

T2 i 0 ... 0 1 341 0 ... 0
i R I
0 0 0 0
i . 3+
A= .0 i 2 0 .0 341 1
L= 341 0 0 -2 i 0
3+1 i
0 0 0 0
: . 3+1 : " i
L 0 0 3+i 1 0 0 i -2 |




Algorithm 3.3: Computing the Quadratic Numerical Range
Input: A, B, C, D, o and Tyax

1 7 = current time + Ty and timeflag = false

2 A=[AB], W=}, W={},8=20,8=20,c=0and =0
3 Generate arrays of random vectors z C Sy, and y C Sy,

4 n = length of x

5 fori=0ton—1

a1 _ () Wi — y(at+m)

6 t Wli] = )‘z[i],y[z‘} and WTi] = )‘z[ilyy[i]

7 fori=0,...,00

8 for j=0,7

if ] == 0 then (l’o, Yo, >‘03p) = Gfld({b, Y, VV? B, 1)

10 if j == 7 then (zg, yo, \o,p) = Grid(x,y,w, B, 1)
11 for k£ = 0 to the length of \g —1

12 6o = random angle in [0, 27[

13 for[=0,...,4

14 0=0p+1% and [A 5] =4

15 (#,7) = Seeking_the Boundary (A, B, C, D, xo[k], yo[k], e Xo[k], p, 4+ j — 0,2)
16 n = length of Z

17 form=0ton—1

18 Win+m| = A;?}nm[m] and Wn +m] = )‘2;0[47:]727[771]
19 z[n 4+ m| = &[m] and y[n + m] = §[m)|

20 if current time > 7 then timeflag = true and break
21 | nt=n
22 | if timeflag == true then break
23 if timeflag == true then break
24 if j == 0 then
25 if 1> (length of \g)/c > 0.99 then B = integer(v/23)
26 | ¢= length of Ao
27 if j == 7w then
28 if 1 > (length of \o)/Z¢ > 0.99 then B = integer(\/23)
29 | ¢ = length of Ao
30 | if timeflag == true then break
31 return (W, W)

period of time and refines the result very well afterwards while the random vector sampling method is only
able to locate a small area of the QNR which gets slightly enlarged over time.

Figure 6 demonstrates the efficacy of the algorithm (left) even when the dimension of A; is increased to
4000. Here, the superiority over the random vector sampling method (right) becomes even more visible. The
computation time was two hours in both pictures.
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4 1 41
31 31
21 21
11 14
0 0-
-1 1 -1
-2 A -2 A
-3 —3 1
—4 —4 A . i i i i i i
—6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
4 1 41
31 3
2 1 2
11 14
0 01
-1 -1
-2 1 —2 1
-3 1 —3 1
—4 i : i i : i i —4 A : i i i i i i
—6 —4 -2 0 2 4 6 —6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
4
3
2
1
0
11
-2 1
3
—4 1

Figure 6: QNR of high dimensional A;: Algorithm versus random vector sampling
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Example 4.2. Let us consider a smaller matrix like

0o 0 0 Oo|l1 0o 0 o0
O 0 0 OolO0O 1 0 0
O 0 0 OoOlO0O 0 1 0
A |0 0 0 0]0O 0 0 1

2717 =2 =1 0 ol i 5 0 0]
-1 -2 -1 0 |-5 i 5 0
0 -1 -2 —1| 0 =5 i 5i

| 0 0 -1 -2|{ 0 0 -5 i |

cf. [18, Example 1.3.3]. Figure 7 shows the quadratic numerical range of As after executing the algorithm and
the random vector sampling method with o = 7/2 for one hour each. Although the random vector method
generally covers a much bigger part of the quadratic numerical range of smaller matrices like this when
compared to higher dimensional ones, here, it still fails to adequately depict some parts of the boundary and
struggles to close the gap between the two components, which seem to be connected as the plot of the algorithm
suggests. As we see, this is not compensated by the fact that only 3.357.980 points were computed with the
algorithm while 124.581.432 points were sampled via the random vector method within the same amount of
time.

2.5 1 2.5
2.0 1 2.0 1
1.5 1 1.5
1.0 { 1.0
0.5 05 4
0.0 0.0
—0.5 —0.5 1
—-1.0 —-1.0
-1.5 1 -1.5
% -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 % 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8

Figure 7: QNR of A with the algorithm (left) and random vector sampling (right)

Example 4.3. Let us consider the matrices

0 00 1
0 1 2 3
A= a1T 0 |
-1 -3 0 O
cf. [18, Example 1.3.10], and

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1+ij0 O
Ay = 0 2i 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
-1 2 =2 1]i 0



4
1.5
34
1.0
2 -
14 0.5
0 0.0
14 —0.5 1
—21 ~1.01
_3 E
e —-1.51
A ' ' ' i j : i J 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
-1.00 —0.75 —0.50 —0.25 0.00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00 - - - : : : :
Figure 8: QNR of As Figure 9: QNR of A4

Figures 8 and 9 demonstrate how the result of the algorithm can look like if the QNR consists of only one
connected component and « is arbitrarily chosen to be 0. They are the result of an execution of the algorithm
for 15 minutes each.

5 Concentration Phenomenon for Random Sampling

As we see in the examples of Section 4 and especially in Figures 5 and 6 the points in the quadratic numerical
range computed via the random vector sampling method are very unequally spread and cluster in a small
subset of each component. In this section, we will examine this phenomenon and prove that the probability of
a sampling point to fall outside of a small neighborhood of the expected value decays exponentially with an
increase of the dimension of the matrix when its norm stays constant.

Proposition 5.1. Consider the probability spaces (Sw,,B(Su,),0:), i = 1,2, where o; is the normalized

Az,z) (By,x)

surface measure. Let M: Sy, x Sy, — C?*2, (z,y) — (Az, ’ Then the expected value EM o
f Ha1 Ha (z,y) (Cx,y) (Dy,y) 74 f
M s given by

trace(A) 0
dim
EM = (H) trace(D)
dim(H2)

Proof. The expected value is

_ (Az,z) (By, )
A= /SHI><5H2 [(C:r,w (Dy, y>] d(or x o2)(,9)
fS’Hl (Az, z) do (z) fSHI XS, (By,x)d(o1 x 02)(z,y)
szI x5, (Cyy) d(o1 X 09)(2,y) fSu2 (Dy,y) dos(y) )

where

/SWS% (By,x) d(o1 x 02) (7, y) = /S . (By, /S . zdoy(x)) doa(y)

16



(By,0) doa(y)

Sy

0

by Fubini’s theorem and via a similar argumentation we also obtain

/ (Cx,y) (o1 x 02)(z,3) = 0.
SHl XSH2

Let d be the dimension of H; and denote by e1,...,eq an orthonormal basis of H;. Then the trace of A is
given by
d
trace(A) = Z(Aek, exr)
k=1
d
= <AU€k, Uek>7

k

Il
—

where U is an arbitrary unitary matrix. Denoting the normalized Haar measure on the unitary group U(d) by
1 we have by Fubini’s theorem

d
trace(A) = Z(AUek, Uer) du(U)
Ud) .

d
- /sﬂ1 /u(d) > (AUex, Uey) du(U) o ()

k=1

= al/sHl /u(d)<AU:E,U:E> dp(U) doq ()
_ d/u(d) /SHl<AUx,Ua:> dory () du(U)

= cl/sHl (Az, z) doq (z)

due to the invariance of the Haar measure and o7 under unitary transformations.
It follows analogously that

trace(D) = dim(?—[z)/ (Dy,y) doa(y),

Sty

which concludes the proof. O
Definition 5.2. For two nonempty sets K, L C C we define the distance dist(K, L) via
dist(K, L) = sup (inf ||k — {||)
keKk leL

and the Hausdorff-distance dg(K, L) via
dg (K, L) = max{dist(K, L), dist(L, K)}.

17



Note, that K C B.(L) whenever dist(K, L) < ¢ and dist(K, L) < ¢ whenever K C B.(L).
Lemma 5.3. Let My, My € C**2. Then

1
2

du(0(M1),0(Mz)) < ((IM1]] + (1M ])]| My — M) >

Proof. For a A € o(My), [9, p. 28] yields that

A= _ A

IO =207 < G2 S Ssiin o (302

or in other words )
dist(X, o(M1)) < (A = Mafll[(A = M) =1 7)*
If we further assume A € o(M3), we have
A = M| < [|Ma]| + [[ M|

on one hand and on the other hand we obtain

I3 = M) 7HI 7 < [[Mo — M|
because otherwise [|(A — My)71||~ > ||My — My || implies

I(Mz — My)(A = M) ~H| < 1

and therefore I — (Mg — M7)(A — Mp)~t = (A — My)(A — M;)~! is invertible by a Neumann series argument.
This yields A € o(Ms), which is a contradiction.
Hence, we have

1
dist(A, o(M1)) < ((IMl| + [|Ma])[[ My — M) ?
for every A € o(Ms) and we analogously obtain
1
dist(A, o(Mz)) < (Ml + [[Ma])[|M1 — Me]|)?
for every X\ € o(Mj). Thus,

du (0(My),0(Mz)) = max {dist (o(M), o(Mz)), dist(c(Mz), 0 (M1)) }

=max<{ sup dist(\,0(Ms)), sup dist(\ o(M))
A€o (My) A€o (M)

(M) + [ M) | My — Ma[) 2. [

IN

Theorem 5.4. Denote by S"~1 the (n — 1)-dimensional sphere in R™ and let f: S"~' — R be a function
with Lipschitz constant L. Then for all € > 0 we have
den
>e | <dexp| — Iz

o (]f(x) [ rao

where o is the normalized surface measure on S?~! and 6 > 0 an absolute constant.
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Proof. [15, Corollary V.2]. O

Theorem 5.5. Consider M as in Proposition 5.1. Then we have for all € > 0

4
01 X 09 (dH(U(Mm,y)aU(]EM)) > 5) < 32exp <_Bm>

where > 0 is an absolute constant and ng = min{dim(H;), dim(Hz)}.
Proof. We start by considering the function $(A-,-): S, — R for which we have
[R(Az, z) — R(Ay, )| <2[Allllz —yll, =,y € Sn,.

Thus, from Theorem 5.4 and Proposition 5.1, we obtain

trace(A) o dim(H;)
R(A —R—F <4 —ef ———=
or ([Rtana) - RGeS > ) < e (oG
and analogously
trace(A) o dim(H,) >
or ([stana) - oGS > ) < 4o (oG
with an absolute constant § > 0. Combining both of these statements, we get
trace(A) trace(A) €
A - < A — R > —
o1 << x,x) dim (M) >5> <o (‘%( x,x) %dim(Hl) > 5
trace(A) €
S(A - F—F — 11
+ o1 (‘\S< x,x) \ydim(’}—ll) > \/§> (11)
dim(?ﬁ)
< 8exp <§52>
8[| A[?
and via the same argumentation with D in place of A we obtain
trace(D) o dim(Hs)
Dy,y) — ——l>e) <8 P i A 2 12
or ([0 - Gt | > ) < 8o (-0 12

In order to find an estimate like this for o1 X o3(|(By, z)| > ) as well we first fix y € Sy, and consider the
function g,: Sy, — C, x — (By, z). For this we have

2dim(7—l1)>

< el T\
o1 (lgy(x)] > ¢€) < 8exp ( oe EIE

again by Theorem 5.4 and a similar argumentation as before because Eg, = 0. Considering Q = {(z,y) €
S, X S, | |{(By,x)| > e}, we then obtain

o1 % o5(|(By,a)| > &) = / / Loz, ) doy do
St J S,

- / o1 (lgy(2)] > €) do
Sy

dim(H4)
< 8 exp (—652> do
/SHZ 2[B> )

dim(#H4)
2|| B> ) '

(13)

= 8exp (—652
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The estimate

o1 X 02([(Cx,y)| > €) < 8exp (552(112%?'-'[22)) (14)

can be shown via the same arguments and we then combine (11), (12), (13) and (14) to obtain

01 X 09(| Mgy —EM|| >¢) <01 X 02(|| Mg,y —EM||p > €)

< 32exp | —0e2 "' )
- p( 8max{4[|A|2, || B|?, |C12, 4] D|*} (15)

<39 210
= eXp( ° R4 )’

where ||-||p deontes the Frobenius norm.
Next, we apply Lemma 5.3 to obtain

At (0(May), 0(EM)) < (| Moyl + [EM )| M., — EM]|)?,

where we have || M, || < [A|| because M,, = PA|.anp , where P is the orthogonal projection to the
two-dimensional subspace of H; x Hs spanned by [z 0]" and [0 y|. Moreover [[EM| < |EM|r < v2|A|
because the trace of a matrix is the sum of its eigenvalues. Thus,

Nl=

dit (M), 0 (EM)) < ((1+ V2)|A|| M., — EM])

and we conclude by using (15) that

=

o1 % 02(du(0(My ), 0(EM)) > ¢) < 01 X 02 (((1 +V2) Al My, — 1EM||)

>¢)

2
— oy x5 | [M(z,y) —EM| > —
e ( (1+v2)] Al
54 no
< 32exp (—(5 )
(3 + 2v2)||A|]2 32[A[]?
€4TL0
= 32exp (—ﬂ )
Al
: _ )

Remark 5.6. Equation (11) can also be interpreted in the context of the numerical range and yields an
estimate for the probability of a point in W (A) that is computed via the random vector sampling method to
fall outside of a small neighborhood of the expected value.

In [14], Martinsson and Tropp reformulated a result from [4] such that an exponential bound for the
deviation of the estimation of the trace of a matriz A via (Ax,x) is obtained. The proof however relies on A
to be a self-adjoint positive semi-definite matriz.
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Example 5.7. Let us consider the matrix

2 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0
2
—2
0 0
b= |
0 0
141
1—1

: .0 0 : I

0 ... ... ... 0 1] 0 .. .. .. 0 1-i]

with A, B, C and D equally sized. We have ||As|| =~ 2.36 independent of its dimension. In Figure 11, each
plot depicts 10.000.000 points in the QNR of a version of Ay with dim(As) = 2", n = 2,...,7, that were
generated via the random vector sampling method. The concentration phenomenon proven in Theorem 5.5
becomes clearly visible and with an increase of the dimension, the QNR seems to split into two disconnected
components, which is not the case as Figure 10 shows. There, only 168.820 points have been computed, but
they give a much more accurate picture of the QNR.

1.00 1

0.75 1

0.50 1

0.25 A1

0.00 A

—0.25 A

—0.50 A1

—0.75 A

—1.00 A

-20 -15 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0

Figure 10: QNR of A5 with dim(As) = 128 computed with the algorithm in 5 minutes
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1.00 A 1.00 A
0.75 A 0.75 1
0.50 A 0.50 A
0.25 A 0.25 A
0.00 A 0.00 A
—0.25 1 —0.25 1
—0.50 A —0.50 1
—0.75 1 —0.75 1
~1.00 { dim(A5) = 4. computation time: 4 : 25 -1.00 { dim(A5) = 8, computation time: 4 : 28
—2‘.0 —]I..5 —]I..O —6.5 0?0 0?5 —2‘.0 —]I..5 —]I..O —(I).5 0?0 0?5 1.‘0 1.‘5 2j0
1.00 A 1.00 A
0.75 A 0.75 A
0.50 0.50 A
0.25 0.25 1
0.00 A 0.00 A
—0.25 1 —0.25 1
—0.50 A —0.50 1
—0.75 1 —0.75 1
-1.00 { dim(Ag) = 16, computation time: 4 : 35 -1.00 { dim(As) = 32, computation time: 4 : 42
—2‘.0 —]I..5 —]I..O —6.5 0?0 0?5 1.‘0 1.‘5 2?0 —2‘.0 —]I..5 —]I..O —(I).5 0?0 0?5 1.‘0 1.‘5 2j0
1.001 1.00
0.75 1 0.75 1
0.50 0.50 1
0.25 1 0.25 1
0.00 0.00
~0.25 ~0.25 1
—0.50 1 —0.50 1
—0.75 1 —-0.75 1
—1.00 7dim(As) = 64, computation time: 5: 19 -1.00 {dim(As5) = 128, computation time: 6 : 48
—2‘.0 —]I..5 —]I..O —6.5 OjO 0j5 1.‘0 1.‘5 ZjO —2‘.0 —]I..S —]I..O —(I).S OjO 0j5 1.‘0 1.‘5 ZjO

Figure 11: QNR of A5 computed with the random

vector sampling method for different dimensions
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