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Abstract—Low-rank matrix approximation play a ubiquitous
role in various applications such as image processing, signal
processing, and data analysis. Recently, random algorithms of
low-rank matrix approximation have gained widespread adoption
due to their speed, accuracy, and robustness, particularly in their
improved implementation on modern computer architectures.
Existing low-rank approximation algorithms often require prior
knowledge of the rank of the matrix, which is typically unknown.
To address this bottleneck, we propose a low-rank approxima-
tion algorithm termed efficient orthogonal decomposition with
automatic basis extraction (EOD-ABE) tailored for the scenario
where the rank of the matrix is unknown. Notably, we introduce
a randomized algorithm to automatically extract the basis that
reveals the rank. The efficacy of the proposed algorithms is
theoretically and numerically validated, demonstrating superior
speed, accuracy, and robustness compared to existing methods.
Furthermore, we apply the algorithms to image reconstruction,
achieving remarkable results.

Index Terms—Low-rank matrix approximation, randomized
algorithm, basis extraction, image reconstruction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Low-rank matrix approximation, that is, given a matrix A,
and the accuracy parameter €, we seek a low-rank approxima-
tion A of A, such as:

IA — Al < (1+¢e)l|A— Aqll,

where d is a parameter, and Ay is a best rank-d approximation
of A. Such compact representation that preserves the most
important information of high-dimensional matrices can sig-
nificantly reduce memory requirements and, more importantly,
computational costs when the latter scales with the dimension-
ality.

Singular value decomposition (SVD), CPQR, UTYV, and p-
QLP all provide complete decompositions of the input matrix,
see [, (6], [12], [18]. While these techniques are effective
for achieving precise matrix decompositions, they come with
high arithmetic costs due to the extensive computations re-
quired for complete decompositions, including eigenvalue and
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eigenvector calculations, pivoting, and iterative processes. The
communication costs are also substantial, as handling large
matrices in parallel or distributed computing environments ne-
cessitates significant data transfer and synchronization across
nodes. These costs can limit the practicality of these methods
for large-scale applications.

Recently developed algorithms for low-rank approximation
[2] (3] [4] based on random sampling schemes have been
shown to be remarkably computationally efficient, highly ac-
curate and robust, and are known to outperform the traditional
algorithms in many practical situations. The strategy of the
random method is as follows: first, a random sampling method
is applied to transform the input matrix into a low-dimensional
space. Second, complete decomposition is performed on the
reduced-size matrix, which is a key step in the process of
this method. Finally, the processed matrix is projected back to
the original space. Compared with classical methods, random
methods can better exploit parallel architectures in the case of
low-rank approximation.

A bottleneck associated with existing randomized methods,
however, is their requirement for prior knowledge of the
matrix rank. This can be challenging in practical applications,
especially for large matrices, as it requires significant time
to calculate the rank in advance. Therefore, this study aims
to design a new random matrix decomposition method that
can automatically extract the basis of the matrix and then
determine the rank of the matrix, thereby overcoming this
bottleneck.

A. Applications

Low-rank matrix approximation plays a significant role in
various applications, including image processing, signal pro-
cessing, and data analysis. Matrices with low-rank structure are
widely used in image reconstruction [3] [6], genomics [[7]] [8],
sparse matrix problems [9], mechanical fault diagnosis [10],
image inpainting [11]], principal component analysis [12] [13]],
video noise-reduction , image classification [[13], image
denoising [[16]], neural calcium imaging video segmentation
and hyperspectral compressed recovery [17], etc.

B. Contributions

We propose a low-rank approximation algorithm called
efficient orthogonal decomposition with automatic basis ex-
traction (EOD-ABE), designed for matrix with unknown nu-
merical rank.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.17290v1

JOURNAL OF IKIgX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2023

o EOD-ABE uses random sampling to automatically ex-
tract bases from matrices with low numerical rank, to
obtain approximations. Given a matrix A € C™*"
with unknown rank. The randomized algorithm for basis
extraction builds an orthogonal matrix Q to make

II-QQMA <e.

As a result, the matrix decomposition of the m x n matrix

A is converted into the matrix decomposition of the 7 xn

matrix QX A, so as to efficiently calculate the computer.
o EOD-ABE generates an approximation A such as:

A =UDVZ, D

where U € C™*" and V € C"*" are column or-
thonormal matrices that constitute approximations to the
numerical range of A and A, respectively. D is an
upper triangular matrix, and its diagonals constitute ap-
proximations to the first » singular values of A.

o Through theoretical analysis and numerical experiments,
we show that EOD-ABE can perform low-rank approx-
imation of matrices of unknown rank while determining
the rank. Because EOD-ABE uses a random method to
automatically extract bases, it has low computational cost,
high accuracy, and is compatible with modern computing
environments.

C. Notation

Throughout this paper, by R”**™ and C™*"™ we denote the
sets of m X n matrices with entries in real number field,
and m X n matrices with entries in complex number field,
respectively. The symbols I,, and O, «,, represent the identity
matrix of order n and m X n zero matrix, respectively. For
a real matrix A = (a;;) € R™*", by AT we denote the
transpose. For a complex matrix A = (a;;) € C™*", by A,
A=Y rank(A) and tr(A) we denote the conjugate transpose,
inverse, rank and trace of matrix A, respectively. We use
[l 1I,]l - |l2 and || - ||# to denote the unitary invariant norm,
spectral norm and Frobenius norm of a matrix, respectively.
The singular value set of A is denoted by o(A). A < B
denotes A — B is negative semi-definite. A > B denotes
A —B is positive semi-definite. The notations R(A) is used to
indicate the numerical range of A. In this paper, E specifically
denotes expectation with respect to the random test matrix.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
2, we provide an overview of recent randomized algorithms
for low-rank matrix approximation and highlight the exist-
ing bottlenecks. Section 3 presents low-rank approximation
algorithms with unknown rank, accompanied by an analysis
of the algorithmic complexity. In Section 4, a detailed error
analysis of the proposed algorithm is presented. Section 5
includes several simulation experiments and the application
of our algorithm to image reconstruction.

II. RELATED WORKS

This section studies some existing randomization methods
for low-rank matrix approximation.

In recent years, there has been significant attention fo-
cused on randomized low-rank approximation algorithms. This
interest is attributed to their computational efficiency and
ease of parallel implementation, allowing for utilization on
advanced computing platforms. Halko et al. [I8] proposed
a modular framework utilizing random sampling schemes
to construct random algorithms for matrix decomposition.
They emphasized the use of random sampling to identify
subspaces that preserve most of the action of the matrix. The
input matrix was compressed to this subspace, after which
deterministic operations were performed on the reduced matrix
to obtain the desired low-rank decomposition. Their proposed
algorithm (randomized SVD) used a random matrix to
project the input matrix onto a low-dimensional subspace,
effectively capturing the basic characteristics of the matrix.
Subsequent calculations involved QR decomposition and SVD
of the reduced-size matrix, resulting in the desired low-rank
approximation decomposition. They then proposed two-sided
randomized SVD (TSR-SVD) [18], which ran as a single-pass
method and required only one pass of the data to compute
the low-rank approximation decomposition. They confirmed
through extensive numerical experiments and comprehensive
error analysis that the two proposed algorithms outperformed
traditional competitors in terms of accuracy, speed, and ro-
bustness.

Algorithm 1 Randomized SVD
Input: A € C™*", integer r < d < n.
Output: A low-rank approximation: A = UXVH where
3 € R¥? is a diagonal matrix, U € C™*? and
V € C**4 have orthonormal columns.
1: Generate a standard Gaussian random matrix Q € R"*¢,

Form B = AQ.

Compute QR decomposition B = QR.
Form C = QP A.

Compute SVD C = U; XV,

return U =QU,, ¥ and V.

A o

Algorithm 2 Two-sided randomized SVD (TSR-SVD) [18]
Input: A € C™*", integer r < d < n.
Output: A low-rank approximation: A = UXV¥, where
S € R¥? is a diagonal matrix, U € C™*? and
V € C"*4 have orthonormal columns.
1: Generate two standard Gaussian random matrices €2 €
R™*4 and Qy € R™*4,
2: Form B; = AQ, By = AHQQ
3: Compute QR decompositions B; = Q1R ;, B2 = QaRo.

4: Form C = Q7 AQ..
5: Compute SVD C = U;EVE,
6: return U=Q,U;, ¥ and V = Q, V.

Kaloorazi and Lamare [12] proposed a compressed random-
ized UTV (CoR-UTV) decomposition with rank revelation,
and its variant was obtained using power method techniques,
as outlined in Algorithm 3
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Definition 2.1 (UTV decomposition): [12] Given a matrix
A € C™*™ then it has the UTV decomposition

A =UTVH,

where U € C"™*"™ and V € C™*"™ have orthonormal columns,
and T is triangular. If T is upper triangular, the decomposition
is called URV decomposition:

v

a-u(

If T is lower triangular, the decomposition is called ULV
decomposition:
> v,

a-u

The CoR-UTYV algorithm was primarily designed for approx-
imating low-rank input matrices through the utilization of
randomized sampling schemes. CoR-UTV necessitates mul-
tiple passes over the data and operates with O(mnr) floating-
point operations. Furthermore, the algorithm was amenable
to optimization on contemporary computing platforms for
achieving maximum efficiency.

Ty T2
O Txn

T O
Toy To

Algorithm 3 Compressed randomized UTV (CoR-UTV) [12]

Input: A € C™*", integer r < d < n.

QOutput: A low-rank approximation: A = UTV#, where
T € R¥ is an upper triangular matrix, U € C™*¢
and V € C"*9 have orthonormal columns.

1: Generate a standard Gaussian random matrix Q € R?*¢,

2: Form B; = AQ.
3: Form By, = AP B;.
4: Compute QR decompositions B; = Q1 R, Bo = Q2Ro.

5: Form C = Q7 AQs.
6: Compute QR decomposition C = QRIIL.
7. return U=Q;Q, T=Rand V = le’[

Kaloorazi and Chen proposed the rank revealing ran-
domized pivoted two-sided orthogonal decomposition (RP-
TSOD) algorithm. This algorithm transformed the input matrix
into a lower-dimensional space using a random matrix. The
column-pivoted QR (CPQR) algorithm was then applied to the
corresponding reduced-size matrix to construct the decompo-
sition. This process yielded the (approximately) dominant left
and right singular bases and their associated singular values
of the input matrix. Three types of bounds for RP-TSOD
were provided: (i) upper bounds on the error of the low-
rank approximation, (ii) error bounds for the r approximate
principal singular values, and (iii) bounds for the canonical
angles between the approximate and exact singular subspaces.

Kaloorazi and Chen [6] introduced the projection-based
partial QLP (PbP-QLP), which provided an efficient approx-
imation of the ULV decomposition while maintaining high
accuracy. The algorithm was based on randomization. In
comparison to ULV, PbP-QLP dis not use the pivoting strategy.

Algorithm 4 Randomized pivoted two-sided orthogonal de-
composition (RP-TSOD) [3]
Input: A € C™*", integer r < d < n.
Output: A low-rank approximation: A = UDV¥, where
D € R?*4 is a lower triangular matrix, U € C™*% and
V e C**4 have orthonormal columns.
1: Generate a standard Gaussian random matrix Q € R%*™,

Form B = QA.
Compute QR decomposition B = QR.
Form C = AQ.

Perform CPQR C = QRIT”.
Perform CPQR R = QRHH o
return U = QII, D = R¥ and V = QIIQ.

U o

Algorithm 5 Projection-based partial QLP (PbP-QLP) [6]

Input: A € C™*", integer r < d < n.

Output: A low-rank approximation: A = QLPY where L €
R¥* is a lower triangular matrix, Q € C™*? and P €
C"™*4 have orthonormal columns.

1: Generate a standard Gaussian random matrix € R™*?,

2: Form B = AH Q. .
Compute an orthonormal basis for R(B): Q = orth(B).

w

Form C = AQ.

Compute QR decomposition C = QR.
Compute QR decomposition R = QR.
return Q, L = R and P = QQ.

Nk

Consequently, PbP-QLP could harness modern computer ar-
chitectures more effectively, potentially surpassing competing
randomized algorithms.

When 7 = 0, all the above algorithms may be sufficiently
accurate for matrices whose singular values display some de-
cay, however in applications where the data matrix has slowly
decaying singular values, it may produce singular vectors and
singular values that deviate significantly from the exact ones.
Thus, variants of all the above algorithms incorporate g steps
of a power iteration to improve the accuracy of the algorithms
in these circumstances.

Most of the existing random methods set a numerical rank
r in advance. However, the selection of r is often obtained
based on experience in practice. This is the bottleneck that this
paper aims to break through. We will design an automatic basis
extraction random algorithm to achieve rank r approximation
of low-rank matrices.

III. EFFICIENT ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITION WITH
AUTOMATIC BASIS EXTRACTION

In this section we construct randomized algorithm for low-
rank matrix A as in (0. Gaussian random matrices are used to
construct the randomized algorithm. We will consider a matrix
A € C™*" with m > n, and all results are easily extended
to the case of m < n.



JOURNAL OF IKIgX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2023

A. Randomized algorithms for basis extraction

Given a matrix A, when its rank is unknown, obviously
none of the above algorithms can obtain the optimal rank
r approximation of matrix A, so this section first designs a
random algorithm for basic extraction that automatically finds
the rank of the matrix, see Algorithm

Since the size of the approximated basis of U is unknown
in a priori, we conduct an iterative scheme to obtain the basis
batch by batch. We could also calculate the basis one by
one, which is less efficient in modern computer architecture.
Hence, we define a blocksize hyperparameter & controlling the
batch size to benefit from the memory hierarchy efficiency. It
is mentioned in [19] that in many environments, picking k
between 10 and 100 would be about right.

For each iteration in the basis extraction, we apply the
matrix to a standard Gaussian random matrix of size n X k,
followed by a projection matrix projecting out the bases from
previous iterations. Then, we apply the QR decomposition to
the matrix product result and obtain another batch of bases.
We seek to build an orthonormal matrix Q such that

II-QQMA <e.

This stopping criterion can be translated into the case of
judging the diagonal elements of the upper triangular matrix
R. Hence, the dominant computational cost of the basis
extraction algorithm lies in applying the matrix A to standard
Gaussian random matrices.

Algorithm 6 Randomized algorithms for basis extraction

Input: Low-rank matrix A € C™*", standard Gaussian
matrix Q = (Ql,ﬂg,...,n%) e R 1 <k <n
and precision ¢.

Output: An approximated basis Q € C™*" of U for A =
UDV as in (D).

1: for j=1,2,..., 7 do

Jj—1
2 Compute QR decomposition (I, — Y. Q;QH)AQ; =
i=1
Q,R;, where Q; € C™*k R; € Ck**,

3. if find the minimum ! with |R;(I,1)| < ¢ then
4: QZ[Ql,Qg,...,Qj(Z,lil—l)].

5: break.

6: end if

7: end for

8: return Q.

Next, we explain the rationality of the stopping criterion in
step 3 in Algorithm [6]
Lemma 3.1: [18] Let 2 € R™*" be standard Gaussian ma-

trix. Let U = gl € C™™and V = (V,Vy) € C™*"
2
. U\ W
be orthonormal matrices. Let UQ = U2 = < 0 )

and QV = Q(Vl,VQ) = (QVl,QVQ) = (Al,AQ). Then
we have the following conclusions.
1) If m < n, then €2 is a full row rank with probability one.
If m > n, then €2 is a full column rank with probability
one. Then rank(€2) = min{m, n}.

2) UQ, QV, Q, Q5 Ay and A, are also standard
Gaussian matrices.

Lemma 3.2: Let A € C™*"(m > n) with rank(A) =1 ,
Q = (921,92) € R™™ ™ be standard Gaussian matrix, where
Q; € R Qy € R (=0 Then, rank(A;) = min{r,1}.

Proof: Since the SVD of A is A = UXVH where U €
C™>*™ and V € C™*™ are unitary matrices, X € R™*™ is a
diagonal matrix. For rank(A) = r, we have

AQ, = UXVHEQ
3, O vH
= (U U2)( 01 O)<V§1)Ql
= U viQ,

where Uy, € U™*" and V; € U™*" are column orthonormal
matrices, X1 € R"*" is a diagonal matrix. By Lemma [3.1]
VHQ, is an 7 x | standard Gaussian matrix, rank(VI Q) =
min{r,!}. And U;3; is a full column rank matrix. Therefore
rank(AQ1) = rank(U1 1 VIEQ)) = rank(VIQ,) =
min{r,!}. This completes the proof. [ |
Theorem 3.3: Let A € C™*"(m > n) with rank(A) =r,
Q = (921,92) € R™™ ™ be standard Gaussian matrix, where
Q€ R™ Q, € R™*(=D and [ > r. AQ; has the QR
decomposition AQ; = QR. Then R(4,i) = 0,i =r+1, ..., L.
Proof: Observe that A has the QR decomposition
AQ = PT, where P = (Q1,Q.), T = fgl 312 :
22

Q. € (mel’ Q; € (me(m—l)’ Ry € (Clxl’ Ry, € Clx(n=1)
and Ry € C=Dx("=0 Thus AQ; = Q;Ry;. When [ < r,
by Lemma rank(ASy) = I, then rank(Rq1) = [. It
means that |T(j,7)] > 0, j = 1,2,...,7. When | > 7,
by Lemma rank(AS2;) = r. Then rank(Rqi1) = .
Since |T(5,5)] > 0, j = 1,2,...,7, Ry; € C*!, we have
Ri1(é,4) = 0,4 = r 4+ 1,...,1. This completes the proof. M

Theorem 3.4: Let A € C™*"(m > n) with rank(A) =

r, & € R"™™ be standard Gaussian matrix, partition

Q = (,---,Q,) into blocks containing, respectively,

where ©;(; = 1,2,..,s) have the same columns. A

has the QR decomposition AQ2 = A(Qq,---,Q) =
R R

(Qu1,-+,Qs) ©o| Let Y, = AQ; -
RSS

23;11 Q:QHFAQ;, then Y, has the QR decomposition Y; =
PjTj, where Pj = Qj? Tj = Rjj, _] = 1, 2, ey S

Proof: When s = 1, Y; = AQ;, Y; has the QR
decomposition Y; = P;T;. Due to Y; is a full column
rank matrix, the QR decomposition of Y is unique. Observe
that P, = Ql, Ty = Ri1. When s = 2, Yy = AQy —
QleIAQg, Yo has the QR decomposition Yy = PyTs.

For A(©21,92) = (Q1,Q2) < %1 E;z > It follows that

AQ; = Q1R11, AQ = Qi1R12 + Q2R
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)=(&F )@ e (T R2)
:(Q;g)(Anl AQ; )

_ ( QAR QFAQ, )

Q¥AQ; QFAQ,
Observe that Q2Roo = AQs— Q1R = AQQ_qu{{AQQ.
Due to Y2 is a full column rank matrix, the QR decomposition
of Yo is unique. So Py = Q2, To = Rys. The same is true
when s > 2. This completes the proof. [ |

B. Efficient orthogonal decomposition with automatic basis
extraction

Next we describe an efficient orthogonal decomposition
with automatic basis extraction for computing matrix of un-
known rank.

Given the matrix A, the procedure to compute the basic
form of efficient orthogonal decomposition with unknown rank
is as follows: we compute an approximated basis Qg of U for
A = UDV¥ by Algorithm [ We then form the matrix:

Cc=QlA. 2)

The matrix C € C"*" is formed by linear combinations of A’s
rows by means of Q. Then we compute the QR decomposition
of CH:

cf = QR, 3)

where Q € C™*" is column-orthonormal, R € C"*" is an
upper triangular matrix. We call the diagonals of R, R-values.
Next, we compute QR decomposition on R:

R” = QR, “)

where Q € C™*" is orthonormal matrix, R € C™*" is an
upper triangular matrix. Lastly, we construct the low-rank
approximation of A:

A =Qo(QfA) = QR Q"
= QoQRQ" := UDV”, 5)

where U=QuQ, D=R and V = Q.

The overall algorithm for computing low-rank approxima-
tion of matrix of unknown rank is summarized in Algorithm[7]
where the basis extraction algorithm (Algorithm [6)) is denoted
as “BasisExt”.

C. Subspace iteration - EOD-ABE

When the input matrix A has flat singular values or is very
large, the influence of these small singular values relative to the
main singular vectors can also be reduced by exponentiating
the input matrix, as detailed in Algorithm [8] In the first step
of Algorithm [§] the rank of matrix A can be obtained, which
is the number of columns of Q. Therefore, in steps 4 and 6 of
the algorithm, only QR decomposition is required, and there
is no need to use Algorithm [f] to find the basis.

Algorithm 7 Efficient orthogonal decomposition with auto-
matic basis extraction

Input: A € C"™*" and precision e.

Qutput: Rank r approximation: A = UDV#, where D ¢
R"*" is an upper triangular matrix, U € C"™*" and V €
C"™*" have orthonormal columns.

Generate a standard Gaussian matrix € R™*",
Compute Qo = BasisEzt(A,Q, ) by Algorithm 6l
Form C = Q' A.

Compute QR decomposition CH = QR.

Compute QR decomposition R¥ = Qf{

return U=QyQ,D=Rand V = Q.

A A A

Algorithm 8 Orthorgonalization with QR

Input: A € C"™*", a standard Gaussian matrix 2 € R™"*",
precision € and a power iteration 7.
Output: An approximated basis Q, for Y, = (AAT)TAQ.

1: Compute Qo = BasisExt(A, €, ) by Algorithm [@l
2: for j=1,2,...,7 do

3: Form Yj = AHijl.

4:  Compute QR decomposition Yj =Q jf{j.

5. Form Y; = AQ;.

6:  Compute QR decomposition Y; = Q;R;.

7: end for

The efficient orthogonal decomposition for basis extraction
via subspace iteration, see Algorithm [9] for details.

Algorithm 9 Efficient orthogonal decomposition with auto-
matic basis extraction via subspace iteration

Input: A € C"™*", precision ¢ and a power iteration 7.
QOutput: Rank r approximation: A = UDV#, where D ¢
R"*" is an upper triangular matrix, U € C"*" and V €
C™*" have orthonormal columns.
1: Generate a standard Gaussian matrix € R™*",
2: Compute Y, = (AAT)"AQ and compute an approxi-
mated basis Q. for Y, by Algorithm [§
Form C = QI A.
Compute QR decomposition C* = QR.
Compute QR decomposition R¥ = Qf{
return U=Q,Q, D=Rand V = Q.

A

D. Computational cost

Arithmetic Cost. To compute an approximation of matrix
A, EOD-ABE requires the following arithmetic operations:

o Computing Qg by Algorithm @ costs mnr +mr? +mrk.
o Forming C @) costs mnr.

o Computing Q and R in (@) costs 2nr2.

« Computing Q and R in @) costs 2.

o Computing U, D and V in (&) costs mr2.

The total computational complexity of the above steps is
2mnr + 2mr? + 2nr? + 203 + mrk.
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After subspace iteration, the complexity of step 2 of Algo-
rithm [9] increases by

T(2mnr 4 2mr? + 2nr?).
Therefore, the total complexity of Algorithm [9] is
(7 + 1) (2mnr + 2mr? + 2nr?) 4+ 2r° + mrk.

Communication Cost. Communication costs are deter-
mined by data movement between processors operating in
parallel and across various levels of the memory hierarchy. On
advanced computing devices, communication costs predomi-
nantly govern the factoring of any external storage matrix.
Hence, executing any factoring algorithm with minimal com-
munication costs is highly desirable. Algorithm [6] computes
several easily parallelizable matrix-matrix multiplications. Ad-
ditionally, during QR decomposition, calculations occur on
small m x k matrices each time. Thus, Algorithm [9] can be
efficiently executed on high-performance computing devices.

IV. ERROR ANALYSIS OF EOD-ABE

This section provides a detailed account of theoretical
analysis for efficient orthogonal decomposition with automatic
basis extraction of low-rank matrix. Here, we develop bounds
for the error of the low-rank approximation and the accuracy
of r principal singular values.

Lemma 4.1: [18]] For a given matrix A, we write P 4 for
the unique orthogonal projector with range(P 4) = range(A).
When A has full column rank, we can express this projector
explicitly

P,=AAYA)TAH,
For a unitary matrix Q, then
Q"P4Q =Pgua.

An orthogonal projector is an Hermitian matrix P that
satisfies the polynomial P? = P.

Lemma 4.2: [18] Suppose R(N) C R(M). Then, for each
matrix A, it holds that [|[PyAl < ||PyAll and that |[(T —
Par)Al| < [|(I - Py)A]|

Lemma 4.3: [18] Fix matrices S, T, and draw a standard
Gaussian matrix €2. Then

E[|SQT|% = [IS[|%[I T/
Lemma 4.4: Draw a r x d standard Gaussian matrix
Q with r > 2 and d — r > 2. Then

.
|9 =

d—r—1"
Theorem 4.5: Let A be an m x n(m > n) matrix with

singular values o1 > o9 > .-+ > oy, rank(A) = r. Let
Q € R"*4 pe standard Gaussian matrix. The SVD of A is

A = UanEanVan
s, O vH

where U, € C™*" U, € C™* (") have orthonormal
columns, 3, € R™" and ¥, € R=7)x(n=7) gre diago-
nal matrices, and V, € C"*" and V, € C"* (") have

orthonormal columns. Let A be a low-rank approximation to
A computed through Algorithm[0l » > 2 and d —r > 2. Then

1A = All: < o™ [[ZoAsAflIE + Do

and

I
)

2
Z"j ;

j>r

_ ’I’OZQT 2
E|lA-A|llp< 1+ —-+—
1A~ Alr < (14 22

where o = 7L Ay = VEQ and Ay = VIIQ.

o

Proof: By Lemma 1] we write
IA - Allr = |A - QQ"A|lr = (I~ PA[lr. (D

We observe that B is represented as:

( H) ( 22T+1 O ) I
B=(AA")"AQ=TU r - vViQ.
e) Eg +1
H VHQ A.l =
Let VAQ = V%Q =1 A . Now, we form B as:
0 2
B »27+1 A
_11Hp _ r 1
B=U"B = ( E§T+1A2 >

We therefore have
R(B) = R(UAB) = R(UX Q).
We define a matrix X as follows:
X = Alz @D,

and, form another matrix B by shrinking the subspace of B
through X:

1

5)

where S = 27T AL, ATS (7D By Lemma B2 it follows
that

B_BX_(

R(B) C R(B) =R(U"Q), (8)

IT=Pyrgllr <[T-Pgllr.

Then

I1-P;

(I (I+SHS)"1  —(1+8H8)-1s” ©

“\ -S(I+S87s)"! 1-S(I+878)'sH
Since

[I— (I+S7S)71)(S¥8)(I+8%8)

= I+SH8—(I+87S)"1(S#S)(I+SHS)

= I+SH8 - (1+878)"1(1+sHS)s¥S

= I+S7s—sfs=1,
then

I-(I+S%8)7! (I+S78)71(s¥s)
(878)!/2(1+878)"1(878)"/?

S#s.

PN
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It follows from (@) that
SHS (I +SHS)-1sH
_P-< )
1-P5= ( ~S(1+878)"! 1 (10)
For the Frobenius norm, Lemma 1] () and (I0) we have
I(I-Po)A|% [UH(I-Po)UsVH|3
= @ =Pyug)=V7;

< [[@I-Py)=|F

= w(EZHI-PyY)

= tr(ZHSHSE,) + tr(Z=0)
IS, 1% + | Z0]%

< o[ SoAx A3 + [[Zolf3-

where o = U;—jl Recall that A; = VHZQ and Ay = VIIQ.
The Gaussian distribution is rotationally invariant, so VZQ
is also a standard Gaussian matrix. Observe that A; and
A5 are nonoverlapping submatrices of V€, so these two

matrices are not only standard Gaussian but also stochastically
independent. By () and Lemmas [£.3] and [£.4] we have

ElA-Alr < (/o B|SoAsAl[3 + [Zol3
= o | ZEAIZ + 202
1
,r.a27' 2
S I T
(1+ 72557 ) 1ol
3
1
TOLQT 2 5
B <1+d—r—1> Zaj
j>r
This completes the proof. [ |

The following theorem will give the relationship between
the error of singular values obtained by Algorithm [6] and the
error of low-rank approximation of matrix A.

Theorem 4.6: Let singular values of A € C™*™ (m > n)
have decreasing orders with o1 (A) > 02(A) > -+ > 0, (A).
Let & € R"*? be standard Gaussian matrix. Let singular
values of A = QQ* A have decreasing orders with o1 (A) >
03(A) > - > 0,(A). Then

2 _2(A
wax |07 (A) — o7 (A)]
A%
where Q1+ = I — QQ* gradually approaches zero matrix as
d gradually increases to n.

Proof: Let K = (q1,92,---,4d, qd+1, - - -
((J17Q2= .. '7qd)’ QO = (qd+17 ce ’q") Then

KK = (Q,Q0)(Q,Q0)" = QQ + QuQ{'.

< [1Q* 5.

7Qn)’ Q =

Thus,
KK » QQ".
Since A = KK”A and A = QQ”A. Let C = K”A,

C = QYA, then fori = 1,2, ....d, we have
of(A) = N(CCH)
= MNEKPAAPK)

N(APKKPA)

and
ai(A) = Mn(CCH)
= M(QTAATQ)
M(ATQQYA).
Then

It follows that

IT-QQ™AlF = [IAl% - 1Al
n d
- St - 3arh)
i=1 i=1
d n
= Y|t oA+ Y oHa)
i=1 i=d+1
d
> Y |ea) - a2(A)|
i=1
> max |o2(A) ~ o¥(A)
Thus,
max [o7(A) —o2(A)] < |1~ QQMA[}

< 1-QQY|FA|Z,
which yields
max |07 (A) — o7 (A)]

1<i<d
A%

< [1Q* 5.

where Q+ = I — QQ* gradually approaches zero matrix as
d gradually increases to n. This completes the proof. |

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present the results of some numerical
experiments conducted to evaluate the performance of Algo-
rithm [9] for approximating a low-rank input matrix. We show
that Algorithm [0 provides highly accurate singular values and
low-rank approximations, and compare our algorithm against
several other algorithms from the literature. We furthermore
employ Algorithm [0l for solving the image reconstruction. The
experiments were run in MATLAB R2021b on a desktop PC
with a 3.30 GHz AMD Ryzen 9 5900HX processor and 16
GB of memory. The source code of our method is published
at https://github.com/xuweiweil/EOD-ABE.git.

A. Test Matrices With Randomly Generated Variables

For the sake of simplicity, we focus on square matrices.
We construct four classes of input matrices in [6] to illustrate
the suitability and robustness of Algorithm [91 The first two
classes contain one or multiple gaps in the spectrum and are
particularly designed to investigate the rank-revealing property
of Algorithm The second two classes have fast and slow
decay singular values. We generate square matrices of order
n = 1000.


https://github.com/xuweiwei1/EOD-ABE.git
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Matrix 1 (Low-rank plus noise). This rank-r matrix, with
r = 20, is formed as follows:

A =UXVT + a0, E, (11)

where U € R™ ™ and V € R"*" are orthogonal
matrices, and X = diag{o1,...,0,} € R™*" is diagonal
whose entries (o;s) decrease linearly from 1 to 10725,
Or41 = o0, = 0, and E € R™ "™ is standard
Gaussian matrix.
1) a = 0.005 in which the matrix has a gap ~ 200.
2) a =0.02 in which the matrix has a gap ~ 50.
Matrix 2 (The devil’s stairs). This challenging matrix has
multiple gaps in its spectrum. The singular values are
arranged analogues to a descending staircase with each
step consisting of 15 equal singular values.
Matrix 3 (Fast decay). This matrix is formed as follows:

A =UxVT,

12)

where the diagonal elements of 3 have the form o; =
e 6 fori=1,...,n.

Matrix 4 (Slow decay). This matrix is also formed as
Matrix 3, but the diagonal elements of 3 take the form
op =12, fori=1,..,n.

100 "--3"6--'3---&"&"3"'&-6"@ 100 ,‘..‘..g...3...3..3..3...5...3..?
[ .‘, )
= - i g 1
210 Economy-sized SVD | § £ 10
2 ++++¢-++- Random SVD i =
S o £ 2
2 PbP-QLP i -2 ]
1074.m. R-value . 10
4 Algorithm 9 2B o8558
10 20 25 10 20 25
d d
Fig. 1. Singular value approximations for Matrix 1 with o = 0.005. Left:
7 = 0. Right: 7 = 2.
100 [-8-8- 8- 0 Gl 10°[e-a-a-0o0eg
i
3
[} 1 [
= i 3
P { 2
510" { %10t
= i =
= { =
i i
.
Bog Brpen e
102 102
10 20 25 10 20 25
d d
Fig. 2. Singular value approximations for Matrix 1 with a = 0.02. Left:
7 = 0. Right: 7 = 2.

The results for singular values estimation are plotted in Figs.
(I 21 Bl @ and Bl We make several observations:

1y

The numerical rank of both matrices 1 for a = 0.005
and a = 0.02 is strongly revealed in ¥ generated by
Algorithm Q] with 7 = 0. This is due to the fact that the
gaps in the spectrums of these matrices are well-defined.
The diagonal elements of ¥ generated by Algorithm
with subspace iteration technique are as accurate as
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Singular value approximations for Matrix 4. Left: 7 = 0. Right:

those of the optimal SVD. Figs. [l and B show that
Algorithm [9] is a rank-revealer.

For Matrix 2, R-values of Algorithm [9] with 7 0
do not clearly disclose the gaps in matrixs spectrum.
This is because the gaps are not substantial. However,
Algorithm [0 with 7 = 0 strongly reveals the gaps, which
shows that the procedure leading to the formation of the
upper triangular matrix R provides a good first step for
Algorithm [0l R-values of Algorithm [0 with subspace
iteration clearly disclose that gaps.

For Matrices 3 and 4, Algorithm [9] provides highly
accurate singular values, showing similar perfor-
mance as random SVD in [18], TSR-SVD in [I8],
CoR-UTV in [12], RP-TSOD in [35], PbP-QLP in
[6] and the built-in function economy-sized SVD
([U,s,V]=svd (A, ’econ’))in MATLAB.

The results presented in Figs. [T} 21 Bl [4] and [ demonstrate
the applicability of Algorithm [9] in accurately estimating the

singul

ar values of matrices from different classes.
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B. Comparison of low-rank approximation with existing meth-

ods
We compare the speed and accuracy of Algorithm [9] against TABLE I
the existing state-of-the-art a]gorithms’ in factoring input ma- NUMERICAL RESULTS OF LOW-RANK APPROXIMATION WITH DIFFERENT
trices with various dimensions. We construct a new class of METHODS FOR MATRIX {[3) (r = 0.4n, d = 0.4n)
strictly rank-deficient matrices A € R™*" with rank r of the oot = 4000 7 =8000 7 =12000
form: gorithms Time RelErr Time RelErr Time RelErr
Economy-
AU ) Orx(n—r) VT (13) sized SVD 9.9 S5.8E-15 70.5 7.4E-15 2359 8.5E-15
- o, O, : J =0 22 19E-14 260 3.6E-14 984 5.0E-14
(n=r)xr (n—r)x(n—r) Random _
. SVD T=1 41 47E-15 504 58E-15 194.6 6.8E-15
where U € R"*™ and V € R™*" are orthogonal matrices, T=2 61 47E-15 756 57E-15 289.1 6.7E-15
L Xy s 1 .
and X = diag{o1,...,0,.} € R"™*" is dl'agonal matrix, oy > F—0 31 38B-14 386 48E-14 1263 2.7E-14
o9 > --- > 0, > 0 are the r non-zero singular values of A. TSR-SVD 7=1 51 74E-15 700 93E-15 2324 1.3E-14
We generate the exact ¥ = diag{oy,...,0.} by using the T=2 70 73E-15 90.0 93E-15 341.3 1.3E-14
built-in function rand (1, r) in MATLAB such that F—0 28 19E-12 314 66E-12 1248 1.6E-12
CoR-UTV 7=1 47 3.1E-14 569 43E-14 216.1 5.4E-14
01203220, >0 T=2 68 S59E15 854 73E-15 3069 8.6E-15
and the orthogonal matrices U and V are generated by code =0 22 18E-14 202 3.8E-14 742 7.7E-14
orth (randn (n,n)) in MATLAB. RP-TSOD 7=1 3.1 18E-15 273 2.1E-15 97.7 24E-15
We aim to assess the following issues for matrix (I3) of T=2 39 LTEIS 346 2.0E-15 1213 2.3E-15
different orders. T7=0 17 1.8E-14 18.6 4.0E-14 622 3.9E-14
o Assessing calculation time (second) for computing low- PbP-QLP :f; 2? ﬁgg ‘7‘2'3 g%gg éfé'g g(l)gig
rank approximation by Algorithm [9] and the algorithms o o o
mentioned earlier. . 7=0 12 3.1E-13 89 18E-12 254 1.7E-12
: . Algorithm[9] 7=1 2.0 13E-15 164 1.3E-15 463 1.3E-15
o Define the relative error value as f?llows. —32 30 19B15 232 13E.15 719 13E.15
A-A
RelErr := u,
Al F
where A is rank-r approximations of A by either method.
Assessing the relative error values of the above eight
algorithms.
First, we consider that when the rank of the matrix is un- TABLE II

NUMERICAL RESULTS OF LOW-RANK APPROXIMATION WITH DIFFERENT

known, the sampling size parameter d may have the following METHODS FOR MATRIX (I3 (r — 0411, d — 0.6n)
r=0.4n,d = 0.6n

three cases: (1) when the sampling size parameter equals the

matrix rank, i.e.,.d =1 (2) when the sampling size parame:ter Algorithms n = 4000 n = 8000 n = 12000

exceeds the matrix rank, i.e., d > r; and (3) when the sampling Time RelErr Time RelEmr Time RelEmr
size parameter is less than the matrix rank, ie., d < r. To g;ggogn\;]) 11.3 5.8E-15 825 7.6E-15 232.0 8.6E-15
evaluate these scenarios, we used square matrices of various Random 7=0 55 59E-15 603 74E-15 179.4 8.E-15
sizes, setting the matrix rank at » = 0.4n. Sampling size SVD T=1 75 47E15 846 58E-I5 2709 6.7E-15
parameters of d = 0.4n, d = 0.6n, and d = 0.35n are T=2 94 4TEIS 1188 S8E-IS 3698 6.9E-15
tested. The computation time and accuracy of Algorithm 7=0 60 7.1E-15 674 9.1E-15 221.1 1.3E-14
are compared with the current state-of-the-art algorithms from TSR-SVD  7=1 84 74E-15 907 9.3E-15 322.0 1.3E-14

. . =2 .8 7.3E-15 113. 4E-15 401.0 1.3E-14
the literature. The results are presented in Tables [, [[Il and [ ’ 98 T3EAS 11369 0 3

Seen from the Tables [I} [l and [Tl we conclude the following 7=0 81 23E-14 847 3.5E-14 297.7 4.5E-14
results. CoR-UTV =1 126 58E-15 140.1 72E-15 4659 8.4E-15
T=2

. . . 15.9 5.7E-15 173.0 7.4E-15 562.8 8.4E-15
o The algorithms mentioned earlier can all be calculated

when the rank is known, while Algorithm [0l can calcu- RPTSOD T :(1) gg %gg}g ‘512-3 %?gg }55;28 %ig}g
. o . . - T = . . - . . - . . -
late the singular value decomposition when the rank is F—2 05 L7B.15 632 20E-15 2287 23E-15
unknown.
o It can be observed that when the sampling size parameter 7=0 48 39E-15 448 48E-15 1497 5.6E-15

PbP-QLP T=1 69 43E-15 695 53E-15 247.4 6.0E-15

is greater than or equal to the rank of the matrix, all r—9 85 41B-15 983 SAE-15 3329 61E.15

algorithms achieve high computation accuracy. However,
when the sampling size parameter is less than the rank Asorith T i(l) ;-;’ iggg 12.471 %;Eg g? i;gg
of the matrix, the computation accuracy of random SVD, O T 31 19E1% 229 13E15 o718 13B1
TSR-SVD, CoR-UTV, RP-TSOD, and PbP-QLP is sig-
nificantly reduced, whereas Algorithm [9] maintains high
accuracy. This is because Algorithm 9 can independently
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TABLE III
NUMERICAL RESULTS OF LOW-RANK APPROXIMATION WITH DIFFERENT
METHODS FOR MATRIX (I3) (r = 0.4n, d = 0.35n)

Alsorithms n = 4000 7 = 8000 n = 12000

g i Time RelErr Time RelErr Time RelErmr
Economy-

VD 10.5 5.8E-15 723 7.4E-15 2473 84E-15

Rand =0 18 14E01 183 14E01 71.2 1.4E-01

S{’,’]‘)"m r=1 33 51E02 358 52E-02 1383 5.2E-02

=2 49 46E-02 542 4.6E-02 210.5 4.6E-02

=0 25 14E-01 264 14E-01 927 14E-01

TSRSVD =1 4.1 52E02 44.1 S2E-02 160.9 5.2E-02

=2 58 46E-02 62.0 4.6E-02 239.9 4.7E-02

=0 22 14E01 223 14E01 83.5 1.4E-01

CoR-UTV 7=1 39 14E-01 403 14E-01 1504 1.4E-01

=2 55 52E-02 57.9 52E-02 223.6 5.2E-02

=0 1.8 14E-01 159 14E-01 563 1.4E-01

RP-TSOD =1 2.8 S52E02 222 S.IE02 723 5.2E-02

=2 3.6 47602 284 4.6E-02 882 4.7E-02

=0 14 14E01 13.1 14E01 43.7 1.4E-01

PbP-QLP r=1 3.1 52E02 309 S2E-02 107.6 5.2E-02

=2 46 46E-02 495 4.6E-02 170.4 4.7E-02

=0 14 72E-13 93 LIE-12 260 3.1E-12

AlgorithmPBl 7 =1 2.3 13E-15 17.6 13E-15 472 1.3E-15

=2 33 12E15 262 13E-15 689 1.3E-15

determine the position of the rank and stop computation
at that point, avoiding undersampling.

o Algorithm [9] has a more obvious advantage in time.
While ensuring high accuracy, it can be observed that
in some cases it is 5x to 6x faster than the second-fastest
algorithm. In the least case, algorithm Q] saves about 30%
runtime. As shown in Table [l Algorithm [B] achieves
high accuracy while also providing faster computation
times.

Next, We investigate the changes in algorithm computation
time and accuracy as the rank of the matrix varied. We set
n = 8000 and increase the rank from 400 to n in increments of
400. At the same time, the sampling parameter d is set equal to
the rank r to calculate the matrix approximation. Experiments
are conducted using subspace iteration counts of 7 = 0, 7 = 1,
and 7 = 2. The comparison results of computation time and
accuracy are presented in Figures [6] [7] and

10° 104
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. Prat 4 1074 - & -corUTV =0
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Fig. 6. For n = 8000, 7 = 0, as the rank r increases, the calculation time
of different algorithms for matrix
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Fig. 8. For n = 8000, 7 = 2, as the rank r increases, the calculation time
of different algorithms for matrix (I3)

Seen from the Figures[6] [71and [§] we conclude the following

results.

o It can be observed that Algorithm [0 takes less computing
time than several other algorithms from the literature.
As the matrix rank r increases, the runtime gap between
Algorithm[9 and other algorithms further enlarges. There-
fore, the advantage of Algorithm [9]in computing time is
more obvious when the rank is unknown.

e When computing strict low-rank approximations of ma-
trices, relative error values are all small by all mentioned
algorithms. In the worst case, Algorithm[achieves 10712
absolute accuracy comparing to 107! of the best. Such
an accuracy is sufficient in almost all applications. This
means the calculation precisions by Algorithm [9] and
several other algorithms from the literature are all high.

o Algorithm Ol with 7 = 2 gives highly accurate approxi-
mations.

Therefore, through the above numerical analysis, Algorithm

has better performance than other numerical methods when
the rank is unknown.

C. Application: Image Reconstruction

The goal of this experiment is to assess the
performances of Algorithm on real world data. The
real image data set is adopted, which is available at
https://github.com/Whisper329/image-processing. This
dataset, extensively employed in image processing, comprises
12 grayscale images each of 512x512 resolution. Our aim
is to reconstruct these low-rank gray images. Furthermore,


https://github.com/Whisper329/image-processing
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we compare our results against those constructed by several
other algorithms from the literature. The specific operation is
as follows: Since the calculation results of Algorithm 9] are
closely related to the given precision €, during the experiment,
we first fixed the € value to 0.001 for all images, thereby
obtaining the value of the sampling parameter d of Algorithm
Ol and then substitute random SVD, TSR-SVD, CoR-UTY,
RP-TSOD, PbP-QLP and the built-in function economy-sized
SVD in MATLAB. In this way, each image selects different
sampling parameters for reconstruction, and the reconstruction
results are shown in Figures [ and Figures ] and
show the original image and the reconstructed image. We
reconstructed these 12 gray images 1000 times using 7
methods respectively. The calculation time is shown in Table
[Vl Figures [T1] and show the relative error changes of
images reconstructed by image house.tif for different sample
sampling parameters d.

We can draw the following conclusions from the Figures[9]

[Tl [12] and Table V]

o The approximation of Algorithm [9] is visually as good
as that of the algorithms mentioned earlier. All methods
can well restore the feature information of the original
image. It can be seen from Figures 0] and [I{] that as the
power factor 7 is selected larger, the reconstructed image
becomes clearer and the image quality is closer to the
original image.

o For the same power factor 7, the computational time of
reconstructing images through Algorithm [9]is the fastest
compared with other algorithms, several times that of the
second fastest algorithm.

o Figures [[1] and show the relative errors of different
methods when reconstructing the house.tif image. It can
be observed that, for the same power factor 7, the relative
errors of all mentioned algorithms are almost the same,
and as the sampling parameter increases, the relative
error values become smaller and smaller. In addition,
by increasing the power factor 7, the relative errors of
Algorithm [9 is close to that of the built-in function
economy-sized SVD in MATLAB.

VI. CONCLUSION

We propose fast low-rank approximation algorithm for un-
known rank. The introduced randomized algorithms for basis
extraction allows the acquisition of the matrix rank, addressing
the limitations of empirically obtaining numerical ranks. The
presented algorithms undergo theoretical analysis, and numeri-
cal experiments on random matrices indicate that the proposed
algorithm exhibits superior time efficiency while maintaining
accuracy comparable to existing algorithms. Power method
techniques are incorporated into the algorithms to enhance
precision, and experimental results validate the effectiveness
of this enhancement. Finally, the proposed algorithm is well
applied to image reconstruction, yielding favorable results and
outperforming the second fastest algorithm by approximately
several times in terms of speed.
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Fig. 9. Low-rank image reconstruction. These figures show the results of
reconstructing a house image with dimension 512 X 512 using € = 0.001 by
different methods.
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