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Abstract In this paper an implicit (double) shifted Q R-method for computing the
eigenvalues of companion and fellow matrices will be presented. Companion and
fellow matrices are Hessenberg matrices, that can be decomposed into the sum of a
unitary and a rank 1 matrix. The Hessenberg, the unitary as well as the rank 1 struc-
tures are preserved under a step of the O R-method. This makes these matrices suitable
for the design of a fast O R-method. Several techniques already exist for performing
a O R-step. The implementation of these methods is highly dependent on the repre-
sentation used. Unfortunately for most of the methods compression is needed since
one is not able to maintain all three, unitary, Hessenberg and rank 1 structures. In this
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manuscript an implicit algorithm will be designed for performing a step of the
0O R-method on the companion or fellow matrix based on a new representation con-
sisting of Givens transformations. Moreover, no compression is needed as the specific
representation of the involved matrices is maintained. Finally, also a double shift ver-
sion of the implicit method is presented.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2000) 65F15 - 11C20

1 Introduction

Computing roots of polynomials is an interesting problem with many challenges.
Many methods act directly on the polynomials, e.g., bisection, Sturm sequences and
so forth [16]. In actual implementations, however, the problem often is formulated in
a matrix setting and the corresponding matrix problem is solved. When working with
the standard monomial basis, computing roots of a polynomial coincides with com-
puting eigenvalues of the associated matrix. The eigenvalues of a companion matrix
equal the roots of the associated polynomial.

Definition 1 Given amonic polynomial p(z) = po+pi1z+p2z>+-- 4 pp_12" ' +2"
the associated companion matrix is of the following form:

0 —Po
A R ()
L —pn

When changing the basis the idea remains the same, but the associated matrix changes,
one obtains e.g., confederate, congenial, comrade matrices and so forth [1]. All these
problems are worth investigating, but in this manuscript we will restrict ourselves to
the class of companion and fellow matrices because it is the most widespread.

In the current LAPACK implementation the eigenvalues of the companion matrix
are computed by the standard O(n®) Hessenberg eigenvalue solver. This is an unfor-
tunate choice, since a companion matrix and its Q R-iterates are highly structured as
we will see later on.

Recently, many authors have been intrigued by hidden rank properties in dense
matrices. Basic theoretical results on rank structured matrices [15, 19], quickly evolved
to system solvers for these matrices [11,13] and to eigenvalue methods based on these
matrix structures [10,14, 18].1

A companion matrix, which is Hessenberg, can be written as the sum of a unitary
and a rank 1 matrix. Since both the unitary and the rank 1 matrix are structured rank
matrices, one wishes to exploit these structures to come to an efficient method. The
brute-force Hessenberg eigenvalue solver uses O(n>) operations for computing the
whole spectrum, whereas an efficient method exploiting all involved matrix structures

! The literature related to this subject is much more extended than these few references (see [17]).
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Implicit double shift Q R-algorithm for companion matrices 179

would only use O (n?) operations. The problem has already been studied extensively.
Let us make a summary of the existing methods crediting the authors who have con-
tributed to the development of these methods.

Independently of each other Bindel et al. [2] and Bini et al. [5] proved that the
Q R-iterates H; have {1, 3}-quasiseparable structure when Hy = U + uv” is a Hes-
senberg matrix that is unitary plus rank one. Hence, each Hessenberg matrix Hj can
be represented using O(n) parameters. Based on this fact, several algorithms where
developed that performed Q R-iteration steps on the Hessenberg matrices Hy. These
algorithms differ in the way the Hessenberg matrix is represented, in the way the Hes-
senberg as well as the unitary plus rank one structure is maintained and in the explicit
or implicit way of performing each Q R-iteration step.

In the paper by Bini et al., the following relationship between C, of (1) and its
inverse C ;1 is used (when py is different from zero):

c,=C,"+uv”,

with Uy, Vi € C"*2. The Q R-iteration step with shift is implemented in an explicit
way. The experiments described in the paper show that the implementation of the
algorithm has numerical difficulties (overflow/underflow, no convergence).

In the manuscript of Bindel et al. a larger class of matrices is considered, more
precisely, the symmetric, skew symmetric or orthogonal matrices plus a low rank
modification. The algorithm uses a compression technique to maintain the structure.

In Bini et al. [6] an alternative algorithm was developed to solve the Hessenberg,
unitary plus rank one case Hy = Uy + ukv,fl . The authors showed that the matrix
Uy can be written as a product of three sequences of 2 x 2 unitary transformations
as represented in (9). The presented method is an explicit Q R-algorithm, in which
special compression is needed to maintain the unitary structure.

As in the paper of Bindel et al., a bulge chasing procedure is designed in [8]. In
contrast to the previous papers this is done for a single as well as for a double shift. The
representation that is used for the Hessenberg matrix Hy in each step is its Q R-factor-
ization, i.e., Hy = QrRy. A chasing technique is used to chase the implicitly created
bulge. Unfortunately this increases the rank of a certain involved factor. Compression
is therefore needed to maintain a compact representation.

All the previous papers handled the case H = U +uv’, i.e., when the Hessenberg
matrix H is the sum of a unitary U and rank one matrix uv’. Only the manuscript
of Bindel et al. considered the more general class of symmetric, skew symmetric,
or unitary plus rank one case. In the paper [7] by Bini et al. of 2005, the matrices
A = (a;,j);,j considered have a quasiseparable representation of the following form:

aji = di + zjw;

_ e X . .
ajj —u,tl.jvj wheni > j

X _ . .
ajj = ujt;v; +ziw; —zZjw; wheni < j, 2)

with t; = tj_1ti—2---tj4+1 and given vectors u, v, t,z, w, d. This set is called the
set of generalized companion matrices. It includes the arrowhead matrices, comrade
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matrices (symmetric tridiagonal plus rank one), diagonal plus rank one matrices, ....
Note that each matrix of this set is {1, 3}-quasiseparable. The authors prove that this
set is closed under the application of each step of the Q R-algorithm. Each step of the
QO R-algorithm is performed in an explicit way, i.e., the Q R-factorization of Ay — il
is computed and then the two factors multiplied in reverse order are added to /.

When finishing this manuscript, we became aware of another similar algorithm to
compute the eigenvalues of a companion matrix. This method was explained by Boito
at a workshop in Cortona [4].

In this manuscript we will present a new manner of representing the companion
matrix, which uses less parameters than the ones presented in the manuscripts above.
Moreover, during the algorithm no compression is needed to maintain a low com-
plexity algorithm. The representation is based on Givens transformations and easily
admits an implicit Q R-algorithm. The implicit version is based on structure restoring
manipulations of the involved matrix, in order to maintain the same representation in
each step of the Q R-method. Once the single shift version is known, the double shift
or multishift version is a straightforward extension.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 some preliminary results are dis-
cussed. The relation between roots of polynomials and companion matrices is inves-
tigated and some comments on working with Givens transformations are given. In the
following sections the different aspects to the development of the Q R-methods are
discussed. Section 3 discusses unitary plus rank one matrices, both the preservation of
the structure and the representation are investigated. Sections 4 and 5 discuss both the
single and double shift techniques. Due to the special representation of the involved
matrices the deflation is uncommon, Sect. 6 discusses how to perform deflation. Finally
some details on the implementation and numerical experiments are presented.

2 Preliminary results

In this section we will firstly discuss the relation between polynomials and matrices.
Secondly we will present some tools for working with graphical interpretations of
Givens transformations.

2.1 Roots of polynomials

Suppose we are working with a polynomial p(z) either in R, [z] or C,[z]. The sub-
script n in R, [z] and C,[z] means that the considered polynomials are of degree less
than or equal to 7.

Without loss of generality we can assume the coefficient p, of z" to be different
from zero. Clearly the zeros of p(z) equal the zeros of p(z)/pn, hence we will assume
in the remainder the polynomial p(z) to be monic, i.e., with p,, = 1.

The companion matrix associated with a monic polynomial of degree n is given in

Eq. (1).

Note 1 One can fairly easy see that the eigenvalues of the companion matrix coincide
with the zeros of the associated polynomial p(z), because p(z) = det(zI — Cp).
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Implicit double shift Q R-algorithm for companion matrices 181

A theoretical, more broad context, not restricted to the standard monomial basis
exists for proving the equality between eigenvalues of the associated matrix and roots
of the polynomial. More information can be found for example in [1,20].

2.2 Working with Givens transformations

Givens transformations are a powerful tool for working with structured matrices. E.g.,
the implicit Q R-algorithm for Hessenberg matrices makes extensive use of Givens
transformations [16] and especially for structured rank matrices [10] they are a valu-
able tool.

Also for structured rank matrices, Givens transformations play an important role.
In this subsection we will discuss a graphical way of working with Givens transfor-
mations. Also interactions such as the “shift through” and “the fusion” of Givens
transformations will be discussed.

The following graphical scheme represents the Q R-factorization of a 6 x 6 Hes-
senberg matrix, based on Givens transformations. Often Givens transformations of
higher dimensions, say n, are considered. This means that the corresponding 2 x 2
Givens transformation is embedded in the identity matrix of dimension 7, still chang-
ing only two rows when applied to the left. The scheme corresponds to the matrix
product G1G; ... GsR. The matrix R is shown on the right, depicted by x, and is
clearly upper triangular. The Givens transformation G5 is located above 1, G4 in
position 2 and so forth. One might consider this misleading, but one should think of
the bottom line as a sort of timeline depicting which transformation needs to be applied
first. Rewriting the formula we have G? e Gf{ H = R. Hence Gf{ annihilates the
first subdiagonal element, G? the second and so forth.

OE X X
(2] X
"¢

o
C
S C

54321

X X X

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X XX

In the remainder of the manuscript we will make extensive use of such schemes,
with many more Givens transformations.
Givens transformations also interact with each other.

Lemma 1 Suppose two Givens transformations® G| and G, are given:

c1 —S§ ) =S
Glz[] _]] and G2=|:2 _2].
s1 € 2 0
Then we have that G1 G, = G3 is again a Givens transformation. We will call this the
fusion of Givens transformations in the remainder of the text.

2 In fact these transformations are rotations. Throughout the manuscript we assume to be working with
rotations. More information on Givens rotations can be found in [3].
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182 M. Van Barel et al.

The proof is trivial. In our graphical schemes, we will depict this as follows:

ort ! ol
(2] resulting in @~ .
21 1

The following lemma is very powerful and will give the possibility to interchange
the order of Givens transformations and to obtain different patterns.

Lemma 2 (Shift through lemma) Suppose three 3 x 3 Givens transformations G1, G
and G3 are given, such that the Givens transformations G1 and G5 act on the first
two rows of a matrix, and G» acts on the second and third row (when applied on the
left to a matrix).

Then there exist three Givens transformations G], Gz and é3 such that

G1G2G3 = G1G2Gs,

where G 1 and é3 work on the second and third row and éz, works on the first two
rows.

This result is well-known. The proof can be found in [21] and is simply based on
the fact that one can factorize a 3 x 3 unitary matrix in different ways. Graphically
we will depict this rearrangement as follows.

(1) (1]

ol L gL

o resulting in G)E E .
321 321

Of course there is also a variant in the other direction (from the right to the left scheme
depicted by \»).

Important to remark is that the fusion of Givens transformations can be consid-
ered as a special case of the shift through lemma. For our purposes we also need an
additional operation, which is in fact also a special case of the shift through lemma,
namely the scaled fusion.

Lemma 3 Suppose two Givens transformations G1, Gy and 1y, with |a| = 1 are

given,
_ e =51 N ) |10
Gh[ﬁEJ,Q_Lzé}mdh_hJ.

Thenwe havethat G11,Gy = G3ly = 14 G4, with Gz and G 4 again a Givens transfor-
mation. We will call this the scaled fusion of Givens transformations in the remainder
of the text.

The proof involves straightforward computations, by embedding I, in a 3 x 3
Givens transformation matrix, applying the shift through lemma and exploiting the
fact that the matrix in which I, is embedded is a diagonal matrix.
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Graphically we will formulate this as:

! oo or 0l
O % o> resultingin @|> o or O«
321 21 21

Note 2 We note that the matrix I, can be replaced by a matrix J, of the following

form:
a0
=[2]

leading to the following equations: G1J,G2 = G3Jy = J4G4.

This scaled fusion is necessary since in the forthcoming Q R-algorithm Givens
transformations will tend to become diagonal. In the real case these Givens transfor-
mations equal the identity and hence there are no problems, but in the general complex
setting they have a diagonal consisting of & and a with |«| = 1. Since these transfor-
mations will be surrounded by other Givens transformations some special operations
are needed in order to manipulate them in an elegant way.

A final important operation is the shift through operation of length .

Lemma 4 Suppose we have the following matrix product GW X, in which G denotes
a Givens transformation acting on row 1 and 2. The matrices W and X are both
unitary matrices consisting of a descending sequence of £ Givens transformations.
This means that both W and X consist of £ successive Givens transformations. The
ith Givens transformation Gl-W of W acts on row i + 1 and i + 2. The ith Givens
transformation Gl.X of X actsonrow i and i + 1.

The matrix product GW X can then be rewritten as

GWX = WXG,

where G is now a Givens transformation acting on row £ + 1 and £ + 2. The unitary
matrices W and X are again descending sequences of £ Givens transformations.

Before proving the statement we will depict this graphically. Initially on the left we
have the following scheme, in which G is marked by a x. The unitary matrices W and
X are both sequences of 4 Givens transforn%ations, W ranges from position 8 up to 5
and X ranges from position 4 up to 1. The ~ indicates that a shift through operation
of length ¢ will be performed.

ol ~ ')

of | Lt o Lt

4 EE EE —)QHE EE 3)
of [ o L %
987654321 987654321
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On the right we see the resulting scheme which is equivalent to the first one. The
Givens transformation G is again denoted by a x. The new sequence w ranges from
9 upto 6 and X ranges from 5 up to 2.

In the text we will refer to this as a shift through operation of length £. One can
also perform a shift through operation from right to left. This will be referred to as a
shift through operation of length ¢ to the left.

Proof The proof consists of nothing else than a successive application of the shift
through operation. Without loss of generality we assume £ = 4. Hence we will prove
the transition from left to right in Scheme (3).

Reordering permits the application of the shift through operation. This leads to the
right scheme. We have marked another Givens transformation now with x.

or oL

C ; UK. ¢
o " — 9 "
o C 9 C
087654321 987654321

Rewriting gives us the possibility to apply again the shift through operation, resulting
after rewriting in the right scheme.

gﬁﬁﬂéf‘ﬁ g[ﬁ KK

ol ¢ LT ol L ¢ L
o C o C
987 6 54321 987654321

Clearly the undesired Givens transformation moves down, creating two new
sequences, starting in positions 9 and 8 and removing the sequences in positions
4 up to 1. Continuing this procedure, and applying two more times the shift through
operation gives us Scheme (4).

)
e b

987654321

P0000Q
1
3
3
3

This corresponds to the desired situation. Mathematically we obtain WX G, where
W denotes the sequence of Givens transformations ranging from position 9 up to
position 6 and X denotes the sequence ranging from position 5 up to position 2. The
resulting Givens transformation in position 1 is G.

@ Springer



Implicit double shift Q R-algorithm for companion matrices 185

Note 3 One can easily see that the shift through operation is a special case of Lemma 4,
where the two sequences W and X are of length 1.

3 Unitary plus rank one matrices

In this manuscript we will develop Q R-methods for computing eigenvalues of Hes-
senberg, unitary plus rank one matrices. This is an important class of matrices as the
companion and the fellow matrix are both of this form. Hence, the problem of com-
puting zeros of polynomials can be translated to the eigenproblem of a Hessenberg,
unitary plus rank one matrix. Let us divide this section into small parts discussing
some ingredients for developing an implicit Q R-method.

3.1 Structure under a Q R-step

Let us denote the Hessenberg matrix we are working with as follows
H=U-+4uv?, (5)

with H Hessenberg, U unitary and u and v two vectors.
Suppose we have a shift 4 and we would like to perform a step of the Q R-iteration
on the matrix H. We have the following formulas

H—/L[:QR
H=RQ+ul=0"HQ.

Applying now the similarity transformation on the terms of Eq. (5) we obtain the
relations H = Q¥ HQ = 02U Q + Q" uv? Q = U + 6¥", with H Hessenberg, U
unitary and Q" and Qv two vectors.

Hence the Hessenberg as well as the unitary plus rank 1 structure are preserved
under a step of the Q R-iteration. This is essential for developing an efficient implicit
O R-method exploiting the matrix structure.

3.2 A representation for the unitary matrix

Since the unitary matrix in the splitting of the Hessenberg matrix is in general a dense
matrix, we want to represent this matrix as efficiently as possible. Even though the
matrix is full, it has a structured rank part.

Consider U = H —uv’, since the matrix H is Hessenberg and has zeros below the
subdiagonal, the matrix U needs to be of rank 1 below the subdiagonal. The matrix U
is therefore unitary.

We will construct the representation of this matrix in a graphical form for a 6 x 6
example. We annihilate the vector u completely, except the first element, which will
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contain the weight of the entire vector u.

Let us briefly explain the scheme above as similar ones will be used throughout the
entire manuscript. The right part of the scheme depicts a matrix (in this case it is a
vector). The bracket above 1 indicates a single Givens transformation acting on rows
O and O of the matrix. Mathematically, the scheme depicts

u=:_Gu, (6)

where G| corresponds to the Givens transformation in position 1, and u; is the matrix
on the right having an extra zero in the last row. In fact the scheme here presents a
sort of factorization of the original vector u. The element to be annihilated by the
second Givens transformation is marked in the scheme with ®. Applying a second
transformation gives us u = G1Gauy. In the following scheme we see the vector uy
on the right, Givens transformation G| above 2 and G, above 1. Recall that the bottom
line depicts a time line, indicating in which order the Givens transformation have to
be applied on the vector u; (see Sect. 2.2).

After the Givens transformations acting on row © and @, ® and ® and @ and @ are
performed we have completely removed the vector except for the top element.

(N

To achieve the representation of U, the Hessenberg matrix H has to undergo the same
operations, G1, ..., Gs, as the vector u:
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X
X

X X X
X X X X
X X X X X
XX X XXX
XX X XXX

Applying the first Givens transformation, G1, will create a fill in element at position
(6, 5), this is denoted by ® in the scheme.

X X

X X X

X X X X
QDX X X X X
X X X X X X
X X X X X X

00000

el RS

The other four Givens transformations, G, ..., G5 will also create fill in elements,
and the matrix remaining on the right side is now a generalized Hessenberg matrix
having two subdiagonals.

(1] Kxxxxxx
(2] E X X X X X X
(3) |: ® X X X X X
GB ® X X X X )
glj ® X X X
R X X
|54321

By construction the Givens transformations in position 5 to 1 in Scheme (8) are exactly
the same as the ones in position 5 to 1 of Scheme (7). Subtraction of the factoriza-
tion uv will not affect the above structure, only the elements on the top row of the
right side will change. This means that the unitary matrix U can be represented as in
Scheme (8).

Pealing of the second subdiagonal, removing successively all elements marked with
® in Scheme (8), will give us an extra descending sequence of Givens transformations.
These Givens transformations can be found in positions 1 up to 4.

C ®
[:KK Kﬁz
: .

987654321

Q0000
® X X
® X X X
® X X X X
R X X X X X

X X X X X X

In the final step the remaining subdiagonal from the matrix on the right is removed.
This will be done by a descending sequence of 5 Givens transformations. We obtain
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the following scheme.

(1) X
S z‘zz Kz

e zz zﬁ Ez

ol L C

|1413 121110987654321

X X

X X X

X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X X

©)

In fact we have computed now a Q R-factorization of the unitary matrix consisting
of three sequences of Givens transformations: U = QR. Since the matrix R is upper
triangular and also unitary, the matrix will be diagonal. Moreover, the final sequence of
Givens transformations can be chosen such that the diagonal matrix R has all diagonal
elements except the last one equal to 1, hence R = I, with |o| = 1. Graphically this
is depicted as follows (we do not depict the ones on the diagonal of /):

KKBKE
[:K BEKK (10)
C [ Ty

1110987654321

P0000Q

Denoting in Scheme (9) the product of the Givens transformations 14 to 10 by V,
those from 9 to 6 by W and of those from 5 to 1 by X, we have factored the unitary
matrix U as the product of three unitary matrices U = V W X I,. We use three different
symbols for the unitary matrices, because the use of too many sub and superscripts
would make the forthcoming implicit method difficult to read.

This will be the representation of the unitary matrix in the sum H = U + uv’.
As stated before the Givens transformations in position 11 upto 7 in Scheme (10) are
identical to the ones in position 5 to 1 of Scheme (7).

This means that we get the following equalities:

H=U+uw” =vWwWXI, +uv
=V(WX@+VHWH)=V(WXh+ﬁWﬁ,

where the vector G has only the first element different from zero (this is the vector on
the right in Scheme (7)).

In the next section we will discuss the implementation of the implicit single shifted
O R-method based on this representation.

4 The single shift method
There exist several variants for performing an implicit Q R-method on unitary plus low

rank matrices. Unfortunately most of these algorithms are not capable of preserving
both the unitary and the low rank structure. Numerical roundoff creates loss of the low
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Implicit double shift Q R-algorithm for companion matrices 189

rank structure and hence a form of rank compression is needed. This compression can
create undesired results such as loss of accuracy. Often also an increase of parameters
for representing the unitary plus low rank matrix is needed to deal with the loss of
structure.

In this section we will discuss how to perform an implicit Q R-step on the compan-
ion matrix, exploiting thereby the developed representation.

4.1 Implicit Q R-methods

Assume we have A — ul = QR, with A, e.g., of tridiagonal, Hessenberg or semi-
separable form. Perform now a unitary similarity transformation A= QH AQ with
Q having Qel = Qe such that A has the same structural constraints as assumed for
A. Then one can prove that the matrix Ais essentially the same as the matrix coming
from an explicit Q R-step with shift i performed on the matrix A.
An implicit Q R-method consists of performing the transformation O AQ in such
a manner that the full matrix Q is not needed beforehand, but is determined on the fly.
The global flow of an implicit method is the following.
— Compute an orthogonal transformation Ql, such that Q{{ (A — ul)e; = Bey.
— Perform a similarity transformation with Q1 on the matrix A: Qf{ A Ql.
— Perform now a new similarity transformation with the matrix Qz, with Qzel =
eq, such that Q? Qfl AQl Qz has the same structural constraints as the original
matrix A.

The first two items are often named the initialization step, whereas the third step
is often called the chasing step, since in the Hessenberg and tridiagonal case, bulges
are chased away to restore the Hessenberg or tridiagonal structure. This is also the
subdivision used for the next two subsections.

4.2 Initialization

The implicit Q R-step performed on a Hessenberg matrix is determined by the first
Givens transformation G (corresponds to Q; from the previous subsection), such
that

Gy (H — ple; = £|(H — jul)ei ey

We will now perform the similarity transformation G {{ H G, exploiting the factor-
ization of the matrix H (for simplicity we omit the hat and write u instead of @)

H=V(WXI,+uv). (11)
The idea is to obtain again a Hessenberg matrix, after the complete Q R-step is
finished. Moreover, we want the resulting Hessenberg matrix to satisfy the same rep-

resentation as shown in (11). Of course after applying the first similarity transforma-
tion based on G, the structure will not be exactly as desired. Hence extra Givens
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190 M. Van Barel et al.

transformations will be constructed to restore the structure. This will be the chasing.
Throughout the entire procedure we want the representation to remain as close as
possible to the original representation of H.

Let us perform the first similarity transformation on the matrix H = Hy =
Vo (Wo Xoly + uv(‘;’ ), we do not add a subscript to u since this vector will not alter.
We obtain

Hy = GHv, (WOXoIa + uvg') G
= G{-IV() (WoX()IaG1 +llV6-IG1)
= Gy, (WoXolaGl + ule) ,

with Vf’ = VSI G1. In the remainder of the derivations, all intermediate variables
will be depicted with a tilde or a hat and all final values for representing H; will be
Vi, Wi, X1,uand vy.

Since the Givens transformation Gf acts on the first two rows, and V{y acts on the
rows 1 up to 6 we can apply the shift through lemma Gf{ Vo=V G{{ :

£ %
ne E:BK Kzz Bzz '
: cor

SOOOOX

The Givens transformation G{i can be brought between the brackets and will not affect
the second term. It does act on the first term, but can be removed by a fusion:

H| = Vléfl (W()X()IaGl +llVf1)

= E[: Elj EE + 0|V
C C i 0
5 (6o )
KB %[ KK ¢ § H
= E[: [:E) IZK + oM
C C C 0

_ (WlXOIaGl +uv{’).

The only remaining undesired Givens transformation is G in the middle of the for-
mula. The idea is now to drag this Givens transformation completely through the other
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Implicit double shift Q R-algorithm for companion matrices 191

matrices such that it appears before the matrix V;y and moreover acts on row 2 and row
3. It has to act on row 2 and row 3, so that the next Givens transformation G5 can be
chosen to annihilate this transformation and such that it does not interfere with row 1
anymore.

Let us continue, by trying to remove also the second undesired Givens transforma-
tion denoted with x. One can fairly easily apply two times the shift through operation
to obtain the following scheme. In fact one applies a shift through operation of length
2 to the left (W, Xolo,G1 = G W X1 1y).

) A o

g% Bﬁi ggzﬁ z%
o "t ., —8 C C
g K [:a (6) |: [:0[

|987654321 |10987654321

Now there is an unwanted transformation in position 10. Denote this transformation
with Gl. In formulas we obtain now H; = \71 (Gl WiXi1, + ule).
This gives us the following relations:

H = ‘71@1 (Wlela + GFUV{{) ,
= VG <W1X11a +UVf1),

. :
Kzﬁﬂs Kzﬁ Kzﬁ .
. T

SOOOOX

Two terms are of importance here: Gf’ u and V,G. Clearly the vector u, will not

change due to the Givens transformation Gllq .On V|G| the shift through lemma can
be applied, as already indicated in the above scheme. The final step results in:

Hy = GV (WIXIIa +qu1) ,

: :
- e | e T
: Y

=G,V (W1X1Ia +uv1H) .

SOOOOX

The equation depicted here is almost of the desired structure, the matrix Hj is
almost in Hessenberg form, except for a bulge in position (2, 1). The representation is
also almost in the correct form, only the Givens transformation G is undesired. We
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will remove this transformation (removing thereby also the bulge in Hj), by applying
a similarity transformation with G».

4.3 The chasing

We have now performed the initial step and we will continue now the algorithm, in an
implicit way. We will only depict how to remove the Givens transformation G, the
procedure can be continued in a similar fashion.

Since we want our matrix H to become again of unitary plus low rank form obeying
the designed representation, we want to remove the disturbance G,. Performing the
unitary similarity transformation with this Givens transformation removes the trans-
formation on the left, but creates an extra transformation on the right. We obtain the
following:

H, = G?H]Gz
= Gngvl(Wlxlla + UVf{)Gz
= Vi(WiX11,G2 +uvi’G2) = Vi (Wi X11,G> +uvl),

where Vf’ = Vfi Gr.

Similarly as in the initial step we can drag G, through W; and X1, by a shift
through operation of length 2. We obtain W1 X1G, = Gz W, X». The reader can create
the schemes to see on which rows the transformation is performed. This gives us

H, =V, (G2W2X21a +uV2H),
= V1G2 (W2 X21o + G5 uvl).

Since the Givens transformation égl acts on rows 4 and 5, ég u = u (u has only
the first element different from zero). Applying a final shift through operation for
V1G> we obtain G3V, = V1Gs giving us Hy = G3Va (W2 X2y +uvl!). We have
performed now a step of the chasing method since the Givens transformation G3 has
shifted down one position w.r.t. the Givens transformation G».

The chasing procedure can be continued in a straightforward manner to go from G;
to G;+1. Unfortunately this approach does not allow us to determine the last Givens
transformation G, _. Let us show what goes wrong and how to solve this problem in
the next subsection.

4.4 The last Givens transformation
Suppose we have performed step n — 3 and we have the following situation:
H, 3=G,2V,3 (Wn—3Xn—3Ia + UV,{-I,_",).
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Performing the similarity transformation determined by G, > results in

Hy > =Vy_3 (Wn—3X11—3IaGn—2 + uvf_3Gn—2)

=Vy3 (Wn73Xn73IothfZ + uvf,z) .

The Givens transformation G,,_» works on rows n — 2 and n — 1, hence we obtain
the left graphical schemes for the first term of W,,_3X,_31,G 5_2. Applying once the
shift through operation moves the Givens transformation in position O to position 6,
depicted on the right.

KK KE
— (12)
QE KK§ KLE»E KEa

|9876543210 |109876543210

00000
P0000e
3
3
3
1

Unfortunately we cannot shift the Givens transformation through anymore, a single
fusion can be applied and the undesired transformation vanishes. We obtain the fol-
lowing equation H,—» = V,,_» (Wn_zX,,_gla + uvf_z).

The representation is of the desired form, but we know that the matrix H,_» is not
yet of the correct form, this matrix is of Hessenberg form with an extra bulge in position
(n,n — 1). The final Givens transformation can hence not be determined implicitly
anymore. We determine this Givens transformation explicitly by computing the matrix
vector product H,_e,_>. Compute now G,_1 such that ef Gfl{] H, »e, »=0.

The final similarity transformation results in H,_1 = Gf_ 1Vn_2(Wn_2Xn_21a
G- +qu_2G n— 1) . Applying a fusion for the product G f_l V,—» and a scaled fusion
for the product X, 1o Gy—1 resultsin Hy— = Vy—1 (Wy—1 X1 1o + uv/’ ), which
is a new Hessenberg matrix, i.e., a sum of a unitary and a rank 1 matrix, represented
using the desired representation. This completes the single shifted Q R-step.

5 The double shift strategy

For our purpose the double shift strategy is enough. Nevertheless the multishift setting
can be implemented as an almost trivial extension of the results presented here. First
the single shift strategy was proposed since the double shift strategy is slightly more
complicated, but makes extensive use of the results from the single shift strategy.

Note 4 In order not to overload the notation in the following subsections, we omit the
factor o, which is normally present in the bottom right corner. Its presence is not so
influential, hence it is not so troublesome to omit it in the description.
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5.1 Initial step

Suppose the initial Hessenberg matrix H, with its representation is given. Two shifts
w1 and po are given. Determine the Givens transformations G| and G, such that:

GG (H — i I)(H — pale; = Bey,

with 8 a constant.

Let us perform now the initial similarity transformation G';’ Gf’ HGG», exploiting
the representation of the unitary plus low rank matrix.

Again we consider the matrix H of the following form:

H=Hy =V (WOXOIa + uvg’) . (13)

Let us compute H; = Gg G{I HpG1G>. Schematically we obtain (the unwanted
transformations are marked again with a x):

=
I
—
—
—
+
SOOOOX
<
ex

In the next scheme two things have happened, first we will bring the disturbing
Givens transformations G| and G, on the right inside the brackets. The vector V(1)1
will be transformed into Vfl . Secondly we will apply the shift through lemma on the
Givens transformations depicted at the left:

X C C £

Vi

=
Il

1

—

—

+

SOoOOoOoOOX

s

Lo n
i gﬁgg EE EB £,

Vi

3

1

3
SOoOOoOOoOOX

Bringing two Givens transformations inside the brackets, and performing the indicated
shift through with the first term of the second factor gives us the following scheme.
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Remark that the vector u is not affected by this operation:

N I T
: b

SOOOOX

After the shift through operation one applies a fusion such that one Givens transfor-
mation disappears. We obtain the following:

Hi= [ XL C +

T3
3
3
SooOoOX

=V (61W1X1IO,G1G2 —i—uvf’)

There are three more undesired Givens transformations G| and G, at the right and
G at the left.

Applying twice a shift through operation of length 2 to the left moves the undesired
Givens transformations, G| and G, from right to left. Secondly one can take the three
Givens transformations out of the brackets. We do not create fill in in the rank 1 part:

=
I
™
o
K
—
—
+
SOoOOoOOoOOX
<
s

EK
= [ X C L, +
KK X KK KE

SOOOOX

=
I

oK

—

—

—

4

SOOOOX

<

-z
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Rewriting this formula for the last time by another shift through operation gives us
the desired form:

Hi=X X [ C L, +

2 (14)

3

3

3
SOoOoOoOX

Now we have finished the first step of the double shift algorithm. Clearly there
are three undesired Givens transformations. The first two ones are used for the next
chasing step. One Givens, the third one, will remain in that position, and is used in all
consecutive steps.

Note 5 One might be surprised by the fact that the matrix is now disturbed by three
Givens transformations, from which we will only take two for determining the next
chasing step. This is completely logical when comparing this situation with the double
shift algorithm for Hessenberg matrices. The double shift algorithm also has bulges
of three undesired elements, from which only two will be annihilated. The remaining
third element of the bulge will shift down every iteration step, just like the Givens
transformation will move down here.

5.2 Chasing

The chasing proceeds similarly as to the single shift case. We will simply depict a
single step. We start with Eq. (14). The chasing, since this is a double shift method,
consists now of performing two Givens at the same time. The next two Givens deter-
mining the similarity transformation are chosen as the inverses of the two leftmost
Givens transformations. Applying this similarity transformation results in the matrix
H>, which will be of the following form:

Vi

F
Il
>’
3
3
3
+
coococoXx
T
o9

With respect to Hj, the first two Givens transformations are removed, and two other
ones appear at the right of the matrix. To continue, one applies the last two Givens
transformations on both terms of the summation. This transforms vf{ into Vf . Apply-
ing twice a shift through operation of length 2 to the left moves the undesired Givens
transformations on the right through the first term in the summation. This leads to the
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following graphical representation:

H,

Il

s}

I’

o

o

+

SOOoOOoOOX

<

Rdse

Bringing now the Givens transformations inside the brackets, marked with x outside
of the brackets does not affect the column vector since these Givens transformations
act on the zeros. Outside the brackets we can again bring these transformations to
the front, perform a final shift through operation on the three leftmost Givens and
complete this step.

We are now ready to perform the next similarity transformation based on the first
two Givens transformations:

F
I
oK
ot
ot
ot
4
SOOOOX
<
Nz

5.3 Last step

Similarly as in the single shift case, we are not able to continue using the implicit
approach until the end. The last two steps cannot be completed in an implicit manner.
Again one has to determine these columns of the Hessenberg matrix with its bulge
explicitly to determine these final Givens transformations.

6 Deflation

The goal of repeatedly applying a Q R-step is obtaining convergence to a quasi upper
triangular matrix, which has the eigenvalues of the original matrix on its diagonal.

In the standard Hessenberg case deflation is of the following form. Consider the
Hessenberg matrix H, having a zero subdiagonal element

H
- 8]

then the matrix is subdivided into two other Hessenberg matrices Hy and H; on which
one continues working separately.

Suppose, however, that we are working with a Hessenberg matrix, written as the
sum of a unitary and a rank 1 matrix. In case of deflation, it is not true in general that
both matrices H and H; are also of unitary plus rank 1 form.

The idea exploited in this manuscript differs significantly from the standard subdi-
vision scheme as mentioned above. Since the original matrix H is written as the sum
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of a unitary plus low rank matrix, we will not subdivide the matrix as a combination
of smaller unitary plus low rank matrices. Instead we will simply continue working
on the global representation.

6.1 Structure of the representation

The occurrence of a zero on the subdiagonal must have its impact on the representa-
tion. This will be used for detecting subdiagonal zeros during the algorithm. Let us
reconsider the Hessenberg matrix and its representation in case of a zero subdiagonal
element. Suppose the matrix H satisfies Eq. (15), assume the matrix to be of size 7 x 7
and H(4,3) = 0 (cases H(3,2), H(5,4), H(6,5) can be dealt with similarly). The
special cases H(2, 1) and H(n,n — 1) = H(7, 6) are considered afterwards.

We have the standard representation H = V (WX I, +uv? ) Consider now
VHH = WXI, +uav. Due to the zero in position H (4, 3) the matrix V' H, which
is a generalized Hessenberg matrix having two subdiagonals, has a zero in position
(3, 3). Since the rank one matrix uv’’ has only the top row different from zero, also
the matrix WX needs to have a zero in position (5, 3). The zero in position (5, 3)
corresponds to a diagonal Givens transformation present in the descending sequence
of W, this Givens transformation will act on row 4 and row 5.

This results in the following representation for the unitary matrix U in H = U +
uv’’. The dashed line coincides with the block division in the original Hessenberg
matrix. In this representation, the diagonal Givens transformation is indicated by the
parameters §; and S,- (in fact §; = ¢; and 5,- = ¢;, but we use this notation to indicate
that the Givens transformation is almost diagonal, i.e., |c;| & 1). They simply indicate
row scalings, just like « does.

(1]

g b b

oot T .
o | sap g 1o
ol .o,

1514 1312111098 7654321

The zero subdiagonal element in the Hessenberg matrix appears as a diagonal
Givens transformation, in position 7 on the graphical scheme. Note that the diagonal
Givens is positioned lower than the actual dashed line indicating the cutting. This
diagonal Givens transformation is also the criterion that will be used for deciding
whether a block can be deflated or not. Unfortunately we cannot monitor convergence
in position H (n, n — 1) in this fashion, we will come back to this in Sect. 6.5.

Instead of subdividing the problem and trying to design two separate representa-
tions, one for the upper left and one for the lower right part, we will simply continue
working with this representation. We know that the line indicates the splitting in the
Hessenberg matrix, hence we want to work on the part above and below the line
separately. This will be depicted in forthcoming subsections.
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Continuing performing steps of the Q R-algorithm on this representation, will result
in a quasi upper triangular matrix R, which is represented as the sum of a unitary and
a rank one matrix. This quasi upper triangular matrix R has the eigenvalues of the
original matrix on its block diagonal.

The Givens pattern of the final unitary matrix (omitting the row scaling factors) has
the following form. We see that during the reducing procedure we will transform the
Givens transformations from the inner sequence into unitary diagonal matrices.

000000 Q
A2 g
3

1110987654321

Let us illustrate how to continue working on both parts of the Hessenberg matrix.
The part above and the part below the dashed line. The shift and the initial Givens trans-
formation can be computed by explicitly computing some columns of the Hessenberg
matrix. This will cost at most O(n) operations.

6.2 Upper part

Let us see how the algorithm changes in case of the following scheme (only the unitary
factor is represented). The original Hessenberg matrix has a zero in position H (6, 5)
and we want to perform a Q R-step on the top part, i.e., the first 5 rows. Since the
standard Q R procedure applied on a reducible Hessenberg matrix breaks down when
reaching the zero subdiagonal element, we would also expect a certain break during
the chasing procedure in this case.

R
LS L P
E t i

1514131211109876 54321

0000
i
1
Nani

Qe

The first initial disturbing Givens transformation is applied in an identical way as
before the deflation. Nothing new here. The next Givens similarity transformation
acting on rows and columns 2 and 3 can be performed as in the standard case, just like
the transformation on rows and columns 3 and 4. The next similarity transformation
acting on row and columns 4 and 5 is a special one. In the standard case, this Givens
transformation does not create another bulge. Hence, the matrix is again of Hessenberg
form and the Q R procedure breaks down. One cannot compute the following Givens
transformation acting on row 5 and 6 anymore.
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Let us see how this translates to our case. Suppose we have the following situation,
justbefore applying the Givens similarity transformation. Since only the unitary matrix
is essentially involved in this chasing procedure we will not depict any operations on
the rank one structure.

0000e
3
3
1

ot e
36 C
6 o

161514131211109876 54321

Y-}

|

I
&

Performing the Givens similarity transformation will remove the undesired Givens
transformation in position 16 and create another one on the right. In the left scheme
this situation is depicted. A shift through operation is depicted and the result is shown
in the right scheme.

(1] (1]
P BTN 4 e P B
(3] 2 (3]
S g B B8 b4 B B B
B B B - B AN
(5] (5]
I R - Bl g = -
B ) B o B 3, B o

6 6
|1514131211109876543 21 151413121110987 6 54321

In the right scheme we see that we can apply another shift through operation, due to the
fact that the Givens transformation in position 6 crosses the dashed line. In Sect. 4.4
this Givens transformation fused with another one and vanished. Hence, in this case,
we do not need to determine the last Givens transformation by explicitly computing
the fourth column. The final step is therefore essentially different from the final step
in Sect. 4.4.

So when dragging the remaining undesired Givens transformation completely to
the left we obtain the following scheme.

(1)

3 KKK Ez

p K C.oe

ot . L L. L.

16/ Eéﬁ 1

17} [: 36 Ka
161514 131211109876 54321

When performing the next transformation, the algorithm should stop since the element
H (6, 5) in the Hessenberg matrix is zero. This means that at the end of this similarity
transformation, all undesired Givens transformations should be removed. Let us see
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how this translates towards the representation. After the similarity transformation we
obtain the left scheme. A scaled fusion is depicted in the right scheme.

(1] 1]
g B B B
4 Boor B 4 Boor B
b4 B g b4 B g g
'@ _[;)_E; ________ _3736___3_[2_' [5) }_B________?_I;Lég)& _K_B_-
¢ o 8¢ o
|151413121110987654321 |151413121110987654321

As a result we obtain again a similar represented Hessenberg matrix. This process
can easily be repeated until another Givens transformation in the second sequence is
close enough to diagonal form.

6.3 Bottom part

Applying a Q R-step on the bottom part only differs from Sect. 4 in the way the first
Givens transformation is performed. The final Givens transformation again has to be
determined by computing the penultimate column.

Assume we have the situation as depicted in Scheme (16). Since we would like to
perform a Q R-step on the bottom part, the initial similarity transformation will act
immediately on rows and columns 4 and 5. Suppose the transformation is determined
and the similarity transformation is performed. This results in the following scheme
(the Givens transformations are applied directly below the dashed line).

9 C C

e I K

o <~ bty

gﬁzﬁ e z[gz

olt .o,
1514 1312111098 7654321

The Givens transformation on the left marked with x is shifted through such that
it appears in the middle. The next scheme clearly shows that only one scaled fusion
needs to be applied to remove the undesired Givens transformation from the left.

9 ¢ ¢ b ¢ ¢

e c g g 8 ¢ 2

ol " E---cBpB---- Q- f----Bg--B----
P9 i 5 E £ - g i< 5 B %
R L 9. ¢ “g e

HE 5, oft c g,
|1514l3121110987654321 |15141312111098765432]

As a result we obtain sort of the standard situation. The Givens transformation on
the right is not troublesome, dragging it through completely to the left as done before,
it will come out acting on rows 5 and 6. Hence it can be used for determining the next
Givens transformation.
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6.4 More general cases

Of course when running the algorithm cases like the following will occur:

Hi| x| x
H=|_0|H|x |. (17)
0|0 |Hs

To apply a Q R-step on the matrix Hj, a combination of techniques from the previous
two sections needs to be made. Performing the initial step is described in Sect. 6.3,
whereas performing the last Givens is done like in Sect. 6.2. Q R-steps performed on
these middle blocks are cheaper than the ones on H; and Hs.

6.5 Special case

Two cases were not treated before, namely the possibilities of H(n,n—1) and H(2, 1)
being zero. For H(n, n — 1), the appearance of a zero element in this position is not
reflected in the representation. Hence one has to compute this element explicitly and
monitor its behavior. It can be computed by computing the vector He,_;. In case
H (n,n — 1) equals zero, nothing special occurs, one can apply similar techniques as
those described in Sect. 6.2.

7 Numerical experiments
7.1 Balancing strategy

Because of the possible variation in magnitude of coefficients of the polynomial,
normally a preprocessing step is applied to the matrix as, e.g., in [8]. In fact this is
a balancing strategy, meaning that the variation in magnitude of the elements of the
matrix is reduced. Generally DC D~ is computed with D a diagonal matrix. To obtain
again a unitary plus low rank matrix, the diagonal elements have to be chosen equal
to d; = B! for some B. This results in

[0 0 ...0 —% 7]

10...0-—22L
DCD™' =8 = BC

0 '.'O_Pngz

|00 ...1 ””*1_

For an appropriate 3, the eigenvalues of matrix C are then obtained by computing the
eigenvalues of matrix C and then multiplying them by the factor §. Empirically, they
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found the following criterion for choosing 8 to be useful. Choose 8 such that

A A A max{|61|,|62|,...,|én|,]}
Range{lcl|7 |02|7 R |Cn|9 1} =

min{|él|a L} |én|a 1}

is as small as possible, where & = p,_;/B".

7.2 The implementation

The algorithm using a double shift as explained in Sect. 5 was implemented in Matlab’
Version 7.7 (R2008b). To avoid the fact that the Givens transformations for the last
two columns have to be computed explicitly, we do one iteration step with the two
shifts equal to zero, applied to the polynomial z%p(z) which has clearly two addi-
tional zeros for z = 0. This iteration step brings these two zeros as eigenvalues of the
bottom 2 x 2 block of the (extended) companion matrix. So, after this iteration step,
one can deflate these two artificial roots and no explicit computation of the Givens
transformations based on the last two columns has to be computed again. We will
refer to our implementation as VanBarel. This software can be requested from the
authors. We wanted to compare this implementation with all other methods for which
we were able to obtain an implementation. We had access to the following implemen-
tations: Delvaux corresponds to a Matlab-implementation of the method proposed in
[9], Bini denotes the Matlab-implementation for the method from [6], Chandrasek-
aran denotes a Fortran-implementation for the method proposed in [8] and eig no
bal and eig bal correspond to the eig function of Matlab without and with balancing,
respectively (with balancing is meant an extra balancing inside the function eig).

7.3 The experiments

Two different errors will be considered in the experiments. The maximum eigenvalue
error (Max Eig) is defined as the distance between the sets A(C) and A(C):

dist(A(C), A(C)) = max{ max ||A — A(C)||, max ||A — X(C)||] ,
rer(C) reX(C)

where A(C) are the eigenvalues computed with the algorithms and where A(C) are
the exact eigenvalues, when they are known; otherwise we assume that the eigen-
values computed by the Matlab function eig are exact. The norm ||A — A(O)]] is
defined as minxe;\(c) |» — A| and minxex(c) (r — X|/|A|) for the absolute respectively
relative maximum eigenvalue error (Max Eig Abs/Max Eig Rel). The second errors
are the maximal componentwise absolute and relative error in the coefficients of the

3 Matlab is a registered trademark of The MathWorks, Inc.
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polynomials (Max Coeff Abs/Max Coeff Rel):

- |pi — pil
max |p; — pil, max | ——— |,
i i |pil

where p;, p; are the coefficients of the polynomial obtained by the computed and exact
eigenvalues, respectively. The coefficients p; are computed in multiple precision.
Experiment 1: In this experiment, we investigate the robustness of the different
methods with respect to the choice of the scaling factor 8 described in Sect. 7.1.
To do so, we consider the following monic polynomials each of degree 20 where
almost all of these polynomials have a large variation in the magnitude of their coef-
ficients [8,12]:

1. Wilkinson polynomial with roots: k withk =1, ..., 20.

2. Monic polynomial with roots: [—-2.1 : 0.2 : 1.7].

3. Monic polynomial with roots: 2¥ with k = —10, ..., 9.

4. Reversed Wilkinson polynomial with roots: % withk=1,...,20.
5. Polynomial p(z) = (20) Y22, .

6. Polynomial p(z) = z20 +z9 + .- +z+ 1.

For the polynomials 1. —4. the roots are known, for 5) —6) this is not the case. Because
of the wide range of the coefficients of the polynomial, e.g. for the Wilkinson poly-
nomial |p;| € [1, 10%°], balancing, which is discussed in Sect. 7.1, is very important.
Therefore different balancing factors g8 are applied to the matrix C. Figure 1 contains
the result of varying the balancing factor 8 = 2/, j = —10, ..., 10 for the six poly-
nomials of degree 20. The result of the maximal componentwise relative error on the
coefficients is shown on a logarithmic scale for the six different methods: VanBarel,
Delvaux, Bini, Chandrasekaran, eig no bal and eig bal. In fact, a relative error
bigger than one does not give much information. However, we included them in the
figures to show compare the behaviour of the errors.

The figure shows that the methods Delvaux, Bini, and Chandrasekaran give a
(rather) accurate solution, for some specific scaling factors . For the method Van-
Barel the choice of the scaling parameter 8 is not so crucial to obtain an accurate
solution. As long as the scaling factor is not too large, the method works. This shows
that this method is very robust with respect to the other O(n?) methods that we are
aware of. The function eig bal of Matlab always works well. Note that this is an
O(n3) method as well as eig with no balancing. Figure 2 shows the condition number
of the eigenvectors for the different scaling parameters f, giving an indication of the
ill-conditioning of the problems.

InTables 1,2, 3,4, 5 and 6, the maximal eigenvalue error (Max Eig Abs/Rel) and the
maximal componentwise error on the coefficients (Max Coeff Abs/Rel) for the optimal
choice of the parameter 8 are shown for the methods Bini, Delvaux, Chandrasek-
aran, VanBarel, Eig no bal and Eig. These tables show that the method Chandr-
asekaran gives accurate results followed by the method VanBarel and Delvaux when
scaling is required. The selected balancing parameter correspond to the minimum of
the cond(V') as shown in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 1 Experiment 1: looking for the optimal balancing factor § = 2J for polynomials 1-6
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Fig. 2 Experiment 1: condition of eigenvectors cond (V) for different balancing factors 8 = 2J with
j =—10,..., 10 for polynomials 1-6
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Table 1 Experiment 1: polynomial 1 with balancing factor g = 23

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux  EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig

Max Eig Abs 1.6374e — 02 7.2081e — 02 4.4348¢ — 02 2.4255¢ — 03 6.8288¢ — 02 6.6512¢ — 01
Max Eig Rel 1.0328¢ — 03 5.0278¢ — 03  2.9636¢ — 03 1.8658¢ — 04 4.9016e — 03  4.8500¢ — 02
Max Coeff Abs  4.3777e +07 2.6171le+07 4.5311e +08 3.9322¢ +05 5.5520e + 08 2.1709¢ + 05
Max Coeff Rel ~ 1.0588¢ — 11  2.9900e — 12 1.8624¢ — 10 7.1132¢ — 14 2.2821e — 10 1.5727¢ — 14

Table 2 Experiment 1: polynomial 2 with balancing factor § = 1

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig

Max Eig Abs 3.0608¢ — 10 3.2560e — 10  4.8209¢ — 09 1.0378¢ — 12 3.3662¢ — 10  3.3314¢ — 10
Max Eig Rel 2.0405¢ — 10 2.1706e — 10  2.8358¢ — 09  6.1049¢ — 13 2.2441e — 10  2.2209¢ — 10
Max Coeff Abs  1.0118¢ — 11  6.6237¢ — 12 8.5017¢ — 11  1.585%¢ — 11  3.9790e — 12 3.0127¢ — 12
Max Coeff Rel  2.4399¢ — 11 3.4542¢ — 11 4.2490e¢ — 10  1.7465¢ — 12 3.0063¢ — 11  9.0659¢ — 13

Table 3 Experiment 1: polynomial 3 with balancing factor g = 272

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig

Max Eig Abs 1.0183e — 07 4.3739¢ — 04 3.8646¢ + 14 8.7539¢ — 11  3.4902¢ — 07 5.7270e — 12
Max Eig Rel 5.5336e — 05 3.911le —06 7.5480e + 11 3.8769¢ — 13 1.7927¢ — 04 1.0374¢ — 12
Max Coeff Abs  8.6250¢ +00 3.0235¢ +07 3.8646¢ + 14 1.8531e +01 3.9062¢ +00 9.1719¢ 4 00
Max Coeff Rel ~ 1.6926e — 05 3.4559¢ — 07 3.7740e + 11  4.2721le — 13 5.1920e — 05 9.2531¢ — 14

Table 4 Experiment 1: Polynomial 4 with balancing factor § = 273

EigvanBarel EigDelvaux  EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig

Max Eig Abs 2.6257¢ — 03  2.6713e — 03 5.6555¢ — 03 9.1241e — 05 6.7330e — 03  9.5857¢ — 04
Max Eig Rel 4.3290e — 02  4.2742¢ — 02 8.2913e — 02 1.2360e — 03  9.6674¢ — 02 1.2015¢ — 02
Max Coeff Abs  2.7622¢ — 13 4.5785¢ — 12 3.5232¢ — 12 1.7764¢ — 15 5.3291e — 15 6.2172¢ — 15
Max Coeff Rel ~ 1.2944e — 11  1.0349¢ — 11  1.2226¢ — 10  7.9069¢ — 14 3.6591e — 11 1.2709¢ — 14

In Tables 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12, the maximal eigenvalue error (Max Eig Abs/Rel)
and the maximal componentwise error on the coefficients (Max Coeff Abs/Rel) for
parameter 8 = 2~/ are shown for the methods Bini, Delvaux, Chandrasekaran,
VanBarel, Eig no bal and Eig. These tables show that the method VanBarel gives
accurate results in contrast to the results of Bini, Delvaux, Chandrasekaran for a
small balancing factor, except for polynomial 6.

Experiment 2: To check that the computational complexity is of order O (n?), we
constructed random polynomials of degree n, by computing the coefficients p, € C,
£ =0, ..., nbyusing randomly distributed complex numbers. The matrix sizes were
chosenasn = 25-2~! withi = 1, ..., 6. We assume that no balancing (8 = 1) is
necessary. For each of these sizes n, five samples were considered.

Figure 3a shows the ratio 7;41/T; averaged over the five samples for the method
Delvaux, Bini, Chandrasekaran and VanBarel. As you can see this is of the order
O (n?). Figure 3b shows the average number of QR iterations per eigenvalue. For the
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Table 5 Experiment 1: polynomial 5 with balancing factor g = 23

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal
Max Eig Abs 59114e — 11 1.6175e¢ — 10 7.0761e — 10 6.1573e — 11 4.6811e — 11
Max Eig Rel 9.1362¢ — 12 2.4998e — 11 1.0936e — 10 9.5162¢ — 12 7.2347e — 12
Max Coeff Abs 2.3962¢ + 05 2.6881e + 05 2.3500e + 07 1.745%¢ + 05 1.0547e + 05
Max Coeff Rel 9.8490e — 14 1.1049¢ — 13 9.6591e — 12 7.1763e — 14 4.3352e — 14
Table 6 Experiment 1: Polynomial 6 with balancing factor 8 = 1
EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal

Max Eig Abs 3.3643e¢ — 15 2.2888e — 15 3.6367¢ — 15 1.6653¢ — 15 2.4980e — 15
Max Eig Rel 3.3643¢ — 15 2.2888e — 15 3.6367¢ — 15 1.6653¢ — 15 2.4980e — 15
Max Coeff Abs 4.5963e — 14 1.8886e — 14 2.7124e — 14 1.1324e — 14 1.9984¢ — 14
Max Coeff Rel 4.5963e — 14 1.8886e — 14 2.7124e — 14 1.1324e — 14 1.9984¢ — 14
Table 7 Experiment 1: polynomial 1 with balancing factor g = 277

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig
Max Eig Abs 4.0024e — 02 5.6829¢ +15 1.031le+ 13 1.1943e +01 5.1384e —03 1.1387¢ + 00
Max Eig Rel 2.5078e — 03 2.8415¢ + 14 5.1557e¢+ 11 8.0482¢ — 01 3.6703e — 04 8.6411e —02
Max Coeff Abs  2.2323e¢ +05 1.1975¢ +32 1.3804e + 19 1.3679¢ + 18 4.7923e¢ +05 1.1674e + 05
Max Coeff Rel  2.4903e — 14  9.5275¢ +25 4.9102¢ + 10 1.0981e —01 3.788le — 14 2.5039¢ — 14
Table 8 Experiment 1: polynomial 2 with balancing factor g = 27

EigvanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig
Max Eig Abs 3.9778¢ — 10 1.9012¢ + 11 4.8435¢ 4+ 12 8.3272¢ — 01 1.5159¢ — 09 2.8514¢ — 10
Max Eig Rel 2.6235¢ — 10 9.0535¢ 410 2.3064¢ + 12 3.9653¢ — 01 1.1661le —09  1.9009¢ — 10
Max Coeff Abs  3.9064e — 09 7.2437¢ + 17 4.8435¢ + 12 3.1687¢ +02 3.9671e — 09 5.0022¢ — 12
Max Coeff Rel  1.9956¢ — 10 1.2708¢ + 17 1.2109¢ + 12 5.2838¢ +00 4.3421e — 10 1.1332¢ — 13
Table 9 Experiment 1: polynomial 3 with balancing factor 8 = 27

EigvanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig
Max Eig Abs 6.3915¢ —09 3.9321e+ 13 4.181le+ 12 4.1906e — 02 6.0751e — 13 5.7270e — 12
Max Eig Rel 3.8842¢ — 11  7.6800e¢ + 10 8.1662¢ +09 6.5521e — 04 2.3204¢ — 13 1.0374e — 12
Max Coeff Abs  1.4423e +02 1.2160e + 14 1.2160¢ + 14 4.5075¢ + 10 5.3594e +00 9.1719¢ + 00
Max Coeff Rel  1.2391e — 11  3.8400e + 10 4.0831¢ +09 3.7750¢ — 04 4.8907¢ — 14 9.2531¢ — 14
Table 10 Experiment 1: polynomial 4 with balancing factor g = 277

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux  EigBini EigChan Eig bal Eig
Max Eig Abs 1.3461le — 04 1.6513e+00 3.1757¢+ 12 3.6395¢ — 01 2.1203e — 05 3.7008¢ — 03
Max Eig Rel 2.0192e¢ — 03 2.1695¢ +00 3.1757e 412 7.4831e —01 2.5450e — 04 4.9816e — 02
Max Coeff Abs  4.6274e — 13 7.7114e +00 3.1757¢ + 12 1.2757¢ — 01 1.7764e — 15 2.3981¢ — 14
Max Coeff Rel  4.9316e — 13 1.3591e +00 8.8269¢ 411 1.6896e —01 6.1913e — 15 1.2475¢ — 14
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Table 11 Experiment 1: polynomial 5 with balancing factor g = 277

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal
Max Eig Abs 1.1566¢ — 10 6.1650¢ + 13 1.6160e + 13 3.6562¢ + 00 4.5040e — 08
Max Eig Rel 1.7875¢ — 11 4.3386e + 12 1.1372¢ + 12 4.9664e — 01 6.9610¢ — 09
Max Coeff Abs 4.2547¢ 4 06 2.4329¢ + 18 2.4329¢ + 18 1.4933¢ + 18 3.3156e + 08
Max Coeff Rel 1.7488¢ — 12 3.9944¢ + 12 8.079%¢ + 11 6.1377¢ — 01 1.7974¢ — 09

Table 12 Experiment 1: polynomial 6 with balancing factor 8 = 27

EigVanBarel EigDelvaux EigBini EigChan Eig bal
Max Eig Abs 1.4138¢ + 03 2.5229¢ + 14 5.2627e + 12 3.9242¢ + 09 1.2930e — 06
Max Eig Rel 1.4138¢ 4 03 2.5229¢ + 14 5.2627e + 12 3.9242¢ + 09 1.2930e — 06
Max Coeff Abs 1.2319¢ + 12 2.5229¢ + 14 5.2627¢ + 12 9.0749¢ + 49 1.4591e — 05
Max Coeff Rel 1.2319¢ + 12 2.5229¢ + 14 5.2627¢ + 12 9.0749¢ + 49 1.4591e — 05

method Delvaux the average is between 2 and 3. For the method Bini it is a little bit
more, between 5 and 6. For the methodVanBarel, it is between 1 and 2 and for the
method Chandrasekaran is it around three iterations per eigenvalue.

This number is strongly influenced by the policy used for stopping the iteration,
the deflation criterion and the type of iteration (double or single shift). Let us briefly
comment on these three items for all implementations in the following.

The method Delvaux uses a Wilkinson shift for a single-shift Q R-iteration. Defla-
tion is allowed anywhere in the matrix and occurs when the non-relative criterion
is satisfied |h; ;—1| < & (h;;—1 represents a subdiagonal element in the Hessenberg
matrix). In practice they take € as the machine precision. All subdiagonal elements are
computed explicitly in order to check for deflation. Subblocks are considered suffi-
ciently small when they are of size less then or equal to 8 x 8, then their eigenvalues are
computed by standard matlab routines eig for computing eigenvalues of Hessenberg
matrices and not by the presented fast iteration anymore.

The method Van Barel uses a double shifted Q R-iteration based on Francis shift
strategy to retain real arithmetic. For single shift iterations the standard Rayleigh shift
is taken. Deflation is allowed anywhere in the matrix and occurs as discussed in Sect. 6
when a Givens rotation becomes diagonal. Since Givens rotations are unitary a non-
relative criterion based on the machine precision is used to see if the off-diagonal ele-
ments are small enough. Only the final subdiagonal element of the Hessenberg matrix
is computed explicitly and a relative criterion |h, ,—1| < e(|hp—1.n—1] + |Annl) 18
used (¢ depends on the machine precision). A block is considered small enough when
it is of size 3 x 3.

In Chandrasekaran also double shifted Q R-iterations with Francis shift strategy
are performed and single shift iterations use the Raileigh shift. In this method the tra-
ditional deflation criterion |h; ;1| < €(|h;—1,;—1]| + |h; ;]) is also used, but translated
to the representation of the Hessenberg matrix. Hence the subdiagonal and diagonal
elements are not computed explicitly to check for deflation, but a specific procedure
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Fig. 3 Experiment 2: a time ratio, b average number of iterations per eigenvalue
Table 13 Experiment 2: results Bini
n Max Eig Abs Err Max Eig Rel Err Max Coeff Abs Err Max Coeff Rel Err
25 127 x 10714 1.21 x 10714 5.88 x 10714 4.65 x 10714
50 2.88 x 10714 253 x 10714 248 x 10713 1.73 x 10713
100 6.70 x 10~ 14 7.19 x 10714 1.01 x 10712 7.24 x 10713
200 2.67 x 10713 237 x 10713 5.50 x 10712 4.17 x 10712
400 5.58 x 10712 4.90 x 10712 3.26 x 10711 241 x 1071
800 7.24 x 1071 6.24 x 1011 1.57 x 10710 1.31 x 10710
Table 14 Experiment 2: results Delvaux
n Max Eig Abs Err Max Eig Rel Err Max Coeff Abs Err Max Coeff Rel Err
25 555 x 10715 5.14 x 10715 422 x 10714 3.08 x 10714
50 9.02 x 10~15 8.23 x 10715 7.93 x 1014 6.33 x 10714
100 1.40 x 10714 1.28 x 10714 2.82 x 10713 245 x 10713
200 6.22 x 10~ 14 539 x 10714 9.43 x 10713 7.57 x 10713
400 1.89 x 10713 1.80 x 10713 6.01 x 10712 5.17 x 10712
800 131 x 10712 1.22 x 10712 5.13 x 10711 471 x 10711

acting on its Hierarchical representation is used. Submatrices are deflated when they
are of size 3 x 3.

In the method of Bini a single shifted Q R-iteration with Rayleigh shift is consid-
ered. Deflation is only checked at the trailing subdiagonal element, which is explicitly
computed, and the relative criterion |h, ,—1| < €(|hp—1,n—1| + |hn nl) is also utilized
here to check if deflation can be applied. Since deflation is only allowed in the lower
right part of the matrix, all deflated blocks have size 1 x 1.
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Table 15 Experiment 2: results Chandrasekaran

n Max Eig Abs Err Max Eig Rel Err Max Coeff Abs Err Max Coeff Rel Err
25 2.78 x 10715 8.99 x 10715 1.79 x 10714 1.34 x 10714
50 9.23 x 10715 632 x 10714 7.11 x 10714 5.66 x 10714

100 1.19 x 10714 7.52 x 10714 331 x 10713 297 x 10713

200 2.15 x 10~ 14 401 x 10713 2.09 x 10~12 1.82 x 10712

400 3.871 x 10713 1.81 x 10712 1.04 x 10~ 11 8.96 x 10712

800 1.98 x 101 3.97 x 1071 1.73 x 10710 1.30 x 10710

Table 16 Experiment 2: results Van Barel

n Max Eig Abs Err Max Eig Rel Err Max Coeff Abs Err Max Coeff Rel Err
25 1.92 x 10714 1.65 x 10714 1.15x 10713 8.59 x 10714
50 3.16 x 10714 282 x 10714 5.13 x 10713 4.04 x 10713
100 1.20 x 10713 .19 x 10713 2.69 x 10712 221 x 10712
200 3.67 x 10713 336 x 10713 2.11 x 10~ 1 1.92 x 10~
400 2.54 x 10712 2.02 x 10712 1.89 x 10710 1.11 x 10710
800 6.98 x 10712 5.74 x 10712 1.81 x 10799 1.74 x 10799

In Tables 13, 14, 15 and 16, the maximal componentwise error on the coefficients
(Max Coeff Abs/Rel) and the maximal eigenvalue error (Max Eig Abs/Rel) are shown
for the methods, Bini, Delvaux, Chandrasekaran and VanBarel. For the errors it
can be seen that if n increases the errors increase slightly. Looking at the errors the
results obtained with method Delvaux are slightly better.

8 Conclusion

In this paper an algorithm to compute the eigenvalues of a monic polynomial is
described. This is done by computing the eigenvalues of the corresponding companion
matrix. We showed how the QR algorithm can be adjusted such that the algorithm
exploits the unitary plus rank one structure of the matrices involved and how the
matrices can be represented by O(n) parameters using sequences of Givens transfor-
mations. The numerical performance of the algorithm was demonstrated by means of
numerical experiments showing the good accuracy and efficiency of the algorithm.
Especially the robustness with respect to the scaling parameter § is as far as we know
not observed in any other O(n?) method.

In the near future, we plan to make an implementation in C or C++ to study the effi-
ciency of the method compared to standard eigenvalue solvers, e.g., from LAPACK.
We also want to prove the numerical stability of our algorithm.

References

1. Barnett, S.: Polynomials and linear control systems. Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied
Mathematics. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York (1983)

@ Springer



212

M. Van Barel et al.

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Bindel, D., Chandrasekaran, S., Demmel, J.W., Garmire, D., Gu, M.: A fast and stable nonsymmet-
ric eigensolver for certain structured matrices. Technical report, Department of Computer Science,
University of California, Berkeley, California, USA, May (2005)

Bindel, D., Demmel, J.W., Kahan, W., Marques, O.A.: On computing Givens rotations reliably and
efficiently. ACM Trans. Math. Softw. 28(2), 206-238 (2002)

Bini, D.A., Boito, P, Eidelman, Y., Gemignani, L., Gohberg, I.C.: A fast QR eigenvalue method for a
class of structured matrices. Linear Algebra Appl. (2009, accepted). doi:10.1016/j.1aa.2009.08.003
Bini, D.A., Daddi, F., Gemignani, L.: On the shifted Q R iteration applied to companion matrices. Elec-
tron. Trans. Numer. Anal. 18, 137-152 (2004)

Bini, D.A., Eidelman, Y., Gemignani, L., Gohberg, I.C.: Fast QR eigenvalue algorithms for Hessenberg
matrices which are rank-one perturbations of unitary matrices. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 29(2),
566-585 (2007)

Bini, D.A., Gemignani, L., Pan, V.Y.: Fast and stable Q R eigenvalue algorithms for generalized com-
panion matrices and secular equations. Numer. Math. 100(3), 373-408 (2005)

Chandrasekaran, S., Gu, M., Xia, J., Zhu, J.: A fast QR algorithm for companion matrices. Oper.
Theory Adv. Appl. 179, 111-143 (2007)

Delvaux, S., Frederix, K., Van Barel, M.: An algorithm for computing the eigenvalues of block com-
panion matrices. Technical Report TW538, Department of Computer Science, Katholieke Universiteit
Leuven, April (2008)

Delvaux, S., Van Barel, M.: The explicit QR-algorithm for rank structured matrices. Technical Report
TW459, Department of Computer Science, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven, Celestijnenlaan 200A,
3000 Leuven (Heverlee), Belgium, May (2006)

Delvaux, S., Van Barel, M.: A Q R-based solver for rank structured matrices. SIAM J. Matrix Anal.
Appl. 30(2), 464-490 (2008)

Edelman, A., Murakami, H.: Polynomial roots from companion matrix eigenvalues. Math. Comput.
64(210), 763-776 (1995)

Eidelman, Y., Gohberg, I.C.: On a new class of structured matrices. Integral Equ. Oper. Theory 34,
293-324 (1999)

Eidelman, Y., Gohberg, 1.C., Olshevsky, V.: The QR iteration method for Hermitian quasiseparable
matrices of an arbitrary order. Linear Algebra Appl. 404, 305-324 (2005)

. Fiedler, M., Markham, T.L.: Completing a matrix when certain entries of its inverse are specified. Linear

Algebra Appl. 74, 225-237 (1986)

Golub, G.H., Van Loan, C.F.: Matrix Computations, 3rd edn. Johns Hopkins University Press,
Baltimore (1996)

Vandebril, R., Van Barel, M., Golub, G.H., Mastronardi, N.: A bibliography on semiseparable matri-
ces. Calcolo 42(3-4), 249-270 (2005)

Vandebril, R., Van Barel, M., Mastronardi, N.: An implicit Q R-algorithm for symmetric semiseparable
matrices. Numer. Linear Algebra Appl. 12(7), 625-658 (2005)

Vandebril, R., Van Barel, M., Mastronardi, N.: A note on the representation and definition of semisep-
arable matrices. Numer. Linear Algebra Appl. 12(8), 839-858 (2005)

Vandebril, R., Van Barel, M., Mastronardi, N.: Matrix Computations and Semiseparable Matrices:
Eigenvalue and Singular Value Methods, vol. II. Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore (2008)
Vandebril, R., Van Barel, M., Mastronardi, N.: A parallel QR-factorization/solver of structured rank
matrices. Electron. Trans. Numer. Anal. 30, 144—167 (2008)

@ Springer


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.laa.2009.08.003

	Implicit double shift QR-algorithm for companion matrices
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminary results
	2.1 Roots of polynomials
	2.2 Working with Givens transformations

	3 Unitary plus rank one matrices
	3.1 Structure under a QR-step
	3.2 A representation for the unitary matrix

	4 The single shift method
	4.1 Implicit QR-methods
	4.2 Initialization
	4.3 The chasing
	4.4 The last Givens transformation

	5 The double shift strategy
	5.1 Initial step
	5.2 Chasing
	5.3 Last step

	6 Deflation
	6.1 Structure of the representation
	6.2 Upper part
	6.3 Bottom part
	6.4 More general cases
	6.5 Special case

	7 Numerical experiments
	7.1 Balancing strategy
	7.2 The implementation
	7.3 The experiments

	8 Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


