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Introduction

The use of iterative methods for solving large structured linear systems has been of interest
for more than half a century, and the development of the field has gone together with the
improvement of computer systems. In fact, the solution of a large linear system of the form

Ax = b, (1)

where the size of A is n × n and b is a column vector of size n, is often the central and most
time- and storage-consuming part of the computation.

Iterative methods for solving linear systems first appeared in the works of Gauss, Seidel,
and Jacobi in the 19-th century, with further progress in these methods being made in
the first half of the 20-th century. These methods are typically referred to as stationary,
as opposed to the other classes of iterative techniques that appeared later and relied on
solution searches in Krylov subspaces. For the latter methods, the story began in 1952 with
the development of the conjugate gradient (CG) method [30]. This method was proposed
for solving symmetric and positive-definite linear systems. Initially, it was considered a
direct method, because it was proved analytically to reach the exact solution in at most n
steps, or actually in as many steps as the number of distinct eigenvalues of the coefficient
matrix. However, in practice, owing to the limited accuracy of floating-point arithmetic,
especially in presence of ill-conditioning the method requires more iterations than expected
for a satisfactory approximation of the solution. Besides this, when considered as a direct
method, it required more arithmetic operations than the Gauss elimination. This method
has remained out of interest for two decades. As applications required larger linear systems
to be solved, the poor computational escalation of direct methods was overshadowed by the
rapid improvement of computers and the evolution of computational methods.

This attitude regarding CG changed in the 70s following a publication from J. Reid [58].
Thereafter, it became clear that for well-conditioned systems, the number of steps that the
CG requires to reach the solution with a given accuracy is independent of the size of the
system. This work brought Krylov methods back into the focus of the research community.
The list of Krylov methods, limited until then, was enriched with methods for non-definite
symmetric systems [e.g., the minimum residual method (MINRES) [51]] and methods for
non-symmetric systems [e.g., the generalised minimum residual method (GMRES) [61]].

Published by O. Axelson and G. Lindskog in 1986 [2]. Since then, the paper has been
included in the references of almost every work relating to the solution of linear systems
using iterative Krylov-subspace-theory based methods. In this study, it was proved that the
efficiency of the preconditioned CG method depends on the clustering of the eigenvalues of
the preconditioned matrix, which are clustered at (1) and yet certainly far from zero. The
notion of eigenvalue clustering will be defined later: Hereafter, preconditioning was officially
upgraded to the first research target in the field numerical solution of linear systems.1.

1It must be mentioned here that for methods such as the Generalized Minimum Residual method, applied
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8 INTRODUCTION

Preconditioning of a linear system refers to the replacement of the system (1) with

M−1Ax =M−1b,

M−1
1 AM−1

2 y =M−1
1 b, x =M−1

1 y,

AM−1y = b, x =M−1y,

for left, split, and right preconditioning, respectively. In each case, the preconditioned matrix
M−1A, M−1

1 AM−1
2 , AM−1 has a better condition number and superior spectral properties to

the original one. For preconditioning to be feasible, the preconditioner must have two
somewhat contradictory properties:

• The preconditioned system must be easily solvable.

• The determination and the application of the preconditioner must be easy.

The first property suggests that the preconditioner must be fairly close to the coefficient
matrix of the system; however, this is generally difficult to solve and contradicts with the
second property. To conclude, the next phrase, taken from [60], summarises a view widely
adopted in the research community:

”Finding a good preconditioner to solve a given sparse linear system is often
viewed as a combination of art and science.”

In general, two classes of preconditioning techniques are available. The first includes
purely algebraic methods that use only the information contained in the coefficient matrix.
Such methods are typically based on some type of incomplete factorisation or some type of
sparse approximate inverse of the coefficient matrix [6,60]. These methods achieve reasonable
efficiency for a wide range of problems; however, they might not be the optimal choice for any
one particular problem. The other class of methods, primarily applicable to problems arising
from PDEs, involves the design of algorithms that are problem-specific. Such methods might
be optimal for any specific problem; however, they require complete knowledge of the problem
in advance, especially from a spectral point of view. In these methods, the preconditioners
are selected by specific classes of matrices; furthermore, for their construction, a detailed
spectral analysis of the coefficient matrix is required.

In the first part of this thesis, preconditioning strategies to solve (using Krylov sub-
space methods) linear systems arising from two specific problems are proposed. In the first
problems, the coefficient matrix of the system emerges as an analytic function of a real
Toeplitz matrix. This strategy utilises symmetrisation and preconditioning of the coefficient
matrix. Preconditioners are selected from matrix algebras according to the spectral proper-
ties of the symmetrised coefficient matrix sequence. The properties of the matrix sequence
are extensively analyzed. The second class of problems involves the numerical solution of
partial differential equations with a fractional derivative order. These problems have been
thoroughly investigated in recent years; however, a new category of preconditioners is here
proposed. The new class of preconditioners exhibits optimal behaviour in relation to the
proposals given so far in the literature, especially in dimensions of more than one. This
behaviour is theoretically confirmed by the numerical results.

The first part of this thesis is structured as follows: The first chapter introduces all the
necessary definitions and summarises the theory used to analyse the spectral properties of

to non-symmetric systems, the eigenvalue distribution may not exactly describe the convergence [19]. How-
ever, in every case, a clustered spectrum and a minimal eigenvalue far from zero ensure fast convergence of
the method.
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the coefficient matrix sequences. In the second chapter, the problem of symmetrising the
large matrices that emerge as analytic functions of real Toeplitz matrices is considered. In
the third chapter, is studied the numerical solution of fractional partial differential equations.

In the second part the numerical solution of a problem arising in finance is considered.
In detail a numerical technique based again on an iterative algorithm is used for pricing
an American put option. A put option is a financial derivative that gives the right (but
not the obligation) to the holder to sell an asset for a pre-specified price K, the exercise or
strike price. The other party, the writer of the option, must accept the sale for the exercise
price regardless of the current price S of the asset at the time of exercise. The right can be
exercised either only on the pre-determined expiry or maturity date in case of the European
put option, or any day up to the pre-determined expiry date in the American put option. In
any case, because the holder does not have an obligation to sell, the right will be exercised
only if the current price S is lower than K. In this case, the profit of the seller will be K −S.

Since they were invented, such rights have been traded on the market as assets; therefore,
a fair pricing process is needed. In a viable, where arbitrage opportunities are not allowed
market model, the value of such a right at time t before the maturity date should be equal to
the price of a portfolio which has the same expected payoff value as the option at the exercise
date at time t. For the European put option, it has been shown that the fair price V (S, t) at
time t before the maturity date and for asset price S must satisfy the Black–Scholes equation.
At maturity time T , the value V (S,T ) of the option must be equal to the payoff function.

Despite the similarities between the two types of put options, the American put, compared
with the European put, gives its holder the additional advantage in that it can be exercised
any day before the maturity date, thereby offering them additional profit opportunities. It
is fair, therefore, that this privilege should be taken into account in the pricing process of
the option. Moreover, according to the process in which the price of the option at time t
is equal to the price of a portfolio (with the same expected payoff on the exercise day) at
time t, all the possible exercise times between should be taken into account. Although many
of the characteristics of the value function of an American put option have been extensively
analysed the pricing of such an options is a problem that has not yet been solved analytically.

Taking advantage of the known characteristics of the optimal value function, the iterative
algorithm presented here, which utilises the principles of dynamic programming, iteratively
improves exercise policies, obtains monotonically increasing value functions and converges
quadratically under reasonable assumptions. The exact meaning of a policy will be defined
in relevant chapter.

This thesis is based on the published papers [12] and [36], an accepted for publication [3]
and an under progress work.
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Chapter 1

Generalized Locally Toeplitz Matrix
Sequences

As mentioned in the introduction, the preconditioners for a large class of linear systems are
constructed following analysis of the properties of the initial problem, which relate to the
effective application of iterative methods. These properties include the condition number,
asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues, and singular values of the system coefficient matrix
sequence. The theory used here to study matrix sequences is that of generalised locally
Toeplitz (GLT) matrix sequences. This theory unifies, and essentially provides all the tools
needed to study the asymptotic behaviour of the eigenvalues and singular values of matrix
sequences obtained from the discretisation of differential or integral equations (as well as
more besides).

The theory was introduced in Paollo Tilli’s paper on locally Toeplitz (LT) matrix se-
quences [71]. The idea was further developed by Stefano Serra-Capizzano in [67, 68] and
also in a series of subsequent papers. A complete presentation of the theory can be found
in [15, 16]. In the following, we define a matrix sequence as a sequence of the form {An}n,
where An ∈ Cn×n and n ∈ N. The abbreviations LT and GLT matrix sequences denote locally
Toeplitz and generalised locally Toeplitz matrix sequences, respectively.

1.1 Singular Value, Eigenvalue Distribution, and Clus-

tering of Matrix Sequences

Definition 1.1. Let f ∶ D ⊂ Rn → C be a function and {An}n be a matrix sequence. {An}n
has an eigenvalue distribution described by f , and we write {An}n ∼λ f if

lim
n→∞

1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (λj(An)) =
1

µ(D) ∫D
F (f(x))dx, ∀F ∈ Cc(C), (1.1)

where µ(D) is the Lebesgue measure of D, µ(D) ∈ (0,∞) and Cc(C) is the set of all contin-
uous functions defined on C, whose support1 is a closed and bounded subset of C.

We say that {An}n has a singular value distribution described by f , and we write {An}n ∼σ
f if

lim
n→∞

1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (σj(An)) =
1

µ(D) ∫D
F (∣f(x)∣)dx, ∀F ∈ Cc(R), (1.2)

1The support of a function f , denoted by suppf , is the set {x∣f(x) ≠ 0}

13



14 CHAPTER 1. GENERALIZED LOCALLY TOEPLITZ MATRIX SEQUENCES

where µ(D) ∈ (0,∞) and Cc(R) is the set of all continuous functions defined on R, whose
support is a closed and bounded subset of R.

Intuitively speaking, if the matrix sequence {An}n has an eigenvalue distribution described
by f ∶ D ⊂ Rn → C, then under the condition that f is continuous a.e.2, the properly
rearranged eigenvalues are close to a sampling of f on an equispaced grid on D. This
definition allows eigenvalues to be out of the range of f ; however, the total number of such
eigenvalues is at most o(n). The same is true in the singular value case.

Remark 1.1. If An is a normal matrix for all n, then {An}n ∼λ f implies that {An}n ∼σ
f , because every singular value of each matrix is the absolute value of the corresponding
eigenvalue of that matrix.

In the following definition, the notion of the ε−expansion of a set S ⊂ C is used. The
ε−expansion of the set S is defined as D(S, ε) = ∪z∈SD(z, ε), where D(z, ε) is the disc centred
at z with radius ε

Definition 1.2. If {An}n is a matrix sequence and S ⊂ C, we say that the eigenvalues
of {An}n are strongly clustered at S if, for every ε > 0 and every n, the total number of
eigenvalues of An outside of D(S, ε) is bounded by a constant C(ε) which does not depend on
n. That is, for every ε > 0, we have that

#{j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, λj(An) ∉D(S, ε)} = O(1). (1.3)

We say that the eigenvalues of {An}n are weakly clustered at S if, for every ε > 0 and
every n, the total number of eigenvalues of An outside of D(S, ε) is bounded by a function
g(n, ε) = o(n). That is, for every ε > 0, we have that

#{j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, λj(An) ∉D(S, ε)} = o(n). (1.4)

We similarly define the notion of the strong and weak clustering of singular values of a
matrix sequence on a subset of R.

Theorem 1.1. If the distribution of eigenvalues of {An}n is described by f , then the eigen-
values of the matrix sequence are weakly clustered in the essential range of f 3.

1.2 Approximation in Space of Matrix Sequences

The basic tool used in the theory of GLT matrix sequences to determine the eigenvalue and
singular value distributions and clusters of a matrix sequence is the closeness of the sequence
with others whose distributions and clusters are already known. The theorems presented
in this section indicate the direction in which the concept of closeness between two matrix
sequences should be defined to obtain identical eigenvalue and singular value distribution
and clusters. (See [15] for more details.)

Definition 1.3. A matrix sequence {An}n is said to be sparsely vanishing if for every M > 0
there exists n(M) such that, for n > n(M),

#{i ∈ {1, . . . , n} ∶ σi(An) < 1/M}
n

≤ r(M),

where limM→∞ r(M) = 0.
2a.e.: almost anywhere. If f is not continuous over a set of zero measures at most, then f is continuous

almost anywhere.
3The essential range of a function f ∶ D ⊂ Rn → C, denoted by ER(f), is the set z ∈ C, for which

µ([f ∈D(z, ε)]) > 0 ∀ ε > 0. Therefore, if f takes a value z0 outside ER(f), then ∃ ε > 0 µ([f ∈D(z, ε)]) = 0.
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Theorem 1.2. Let {An}n and {Bn}n be two matrix sequences for which, under a sufficiently
large n, ∥An −Bn∥2

F < c. Then, the following apply:

• If the singular values of {Bn}n are clustered at S, then the singular values of {An}n are
also clustered at the same set. If the matrices of the two sequences are Hermitian, the
same is true for the eigenvalues.

• If {Bn}n ∼σ f , then {An}n ∼σ f . If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian, then
{Bn}n ∼λ f implies {An}n ∼λ f . The above assertions apply even if ∥An−Bn∥2

F < c(n) =
o(n).

• If the matrices of {Bn}n are invertible, and if furthermore ∥B−1
n ∥ <M for every n, the

eigenvalues of {B−1
n An}n are strongly clustered at {1}.

• If the condition ∥An −Bn∥2
F < c is replaced by the relaxed one,

∥An −Bn∥2
F < c(n) = o(n),

then all the above apply, with the difference being that the eigenvalues (singular values)
of {An}n are weakly clustered at sets that are clustered, weakly or strongly, the eigen-
values (singular values) of {Bn}n. The eigenvalues (singular values) of {B−1

n An}n are
weakly clustered at {1}, if {An}n is sparsely vanishing [66].

Proof. To prove the first assertion, we consider the case in which the matrices of the se-
quences are Hermitian. Then, we assume that the eigenvalues of {Bn}n are clustered at a set
S, and that when n is sufficiently large, ∥An −Bn∥2

F < c. Thus, we have

n

∑
j=1

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≤ ∥An −Bn∥2
F < c,

where the first inequality comes from the well-known theorem of Hoffman and Wielandt. For
any ε > 0, we define Nε = {j ∈ {1, . . . , n} ∶ ∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≥ ε}. Then,

n

∑
j=1

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 =

n

∑
j∉Nε

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 +
n

∑
j∈Nε

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≤ c ⇒

n

∑
j∈Nε

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≤ c.

Let p be the total number of elements of Nε. Then, we have pε ≤ c⇒ p ≤ cε−1. That is, there
are at most p ≤ cε−1 pairs of eigenvalues such that

∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≥ ε⇒ ∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣ ≥ ε1/2.

If h(n, ε) is the number of eigenvalues of An lying outside D(S, ε) and g(n, ε), respectively,
for Bn, then

h(n,2ε1/2) ≤ p + g(n, ε1/2) ≤ cε−1 + g(n, ε1/2).
The bound cε−1 + g(n, ε1/2) does not depend on n, because we assume strong clustering at S
for the eigenvalues of {Bn}n.
If the matrices of the sequences are non-Hermitian, we define

Â2n = [0n An
A∗
n 0n

] , B̂2n = [0n Bn

B∗
n 0n

] ,
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which are Hermitian, and their eigenvalues are ±σj(An) and ±σj(Bn), respectively. In ad-

dition, ∥Â2n − B̂2n∥F = 2∥An − Bn∥F 4. Therefore, because the assumption of the theorem is
satisfied, by applying the above arguments to the modified sequences {Â2n} and {B̂2n}, we can
conclude that the singular values of {An}n and {Bn}n are clustered in the same sets.

To prove the second inequality under the condition that ∥An −Bn∥2
F < c, we first assume

that the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian. Again, we define

Nε = {j ∈ {1, . . . , n} ∶ ∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣2 ≥ ε}.

For j ∈ Nε, ∣λj(An) − λj(Bn)∣ ≥ ε1/2, and the total number of its elements is at most cε−1; for
F ∈ Cc(C), we have

∣ 1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (λj(An)) − F (λj(Bn))∣ =

∣ 1

n
∑
j∉Nε

F (λj(An)) − F (λj(Bn)) +
1

n
∑
j∈Nε

F (λj(An)) − F (λj(Bn))∣ ≤

∣ 1

n
∑
j∉Nε

F (λj(An)) − F (λj(Bn))∣ + ∣ 1

n
∑
j∈Nε

F (λj(An)) − F (λj(Bn))∣ ≤

ω(ε1/2;F ) + 1

n
2∥F ∥∞cε−1,

where ω(ε;F ) is the modulus of continuity of F , 5.

Remark 1.2. The existence of ε−1 in the representation of ω(ε1/2;F ) + 1
n2∥F ∥∞cε−1 must be

interpreted as follows. If we want ω(ε1/2;F ) + 1
n2∥F ∥∞cε−1 < δ, we can take a value of ε that

is sufficiently small for ω(ε1/2;F ) < δ
2 and a value of n large enough that n ≥ 4∥F ∥∞

δε .

If the matrices of the sequences are non-Hermitian, we apply the above conclusion to the
modified sequences {Â2n}n and {B̂2n}n, for which—as previously mentioned—it follows that
∥Â2n − B̂2n∥F = 2∥An − Bn∥F and their eigenvalues are ±σj(An) and ±σj(Bn), respectively.
Therefore, for every ε > 0, and for a sufficiently large n, we have

∣ 1

2n

2n

∑
j=1

F (λj(Â2n)) − F (λj(B̂2n))∣ <
ε

2
⇒

∣ 1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (σj(An)) − F (σj(Bn)) +
1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (−σj(An)) − F (−σj(Bn))∣ < ε, ∀F ∈ Cc(C).

If, in the above equation, we limit the test functions to Cc(R+), we obtain the desired result.
To prove the third inequality , we need the following propositions.

Proposition 1.2.1. For every matrix A ∈ Cn×n, ∑ni=1 ∣λi(A)∣2 ≤ ∑ni=1 σi(A)2.
If A = UTU∗ is the Schur form of the matrix, T is a complex, upper triangular matrix with
eigenvalues of A on its diagonal, and A = V ΣW ∗ is the singular value decomposition, we
have

UT ∗U∗UTU∗ =WΣV ∗V ΣW ∗ ⇒ tr(UT ∗TU∗) = tr(WΣ2W ∗) ⇒ tr(T ∗T ) = tr(Σ2) ⇒
n

∑
j=1

n

∑
i=j

∣Ti,j ∣2 =
n

∑
i=1

σi(A)2 ⇒
n

∑
i=1

∣λi(A)∣2 =
n

∑
i=1

∣Ti,i∣2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

σi(A)2.

4If UΣW ∗ is a singular value decomposition of the matrix A and Â = [ A
A∗ ], then the unitary matrix

that diagonalizes Â is 1
√
2
[U −U
W W

].

5The modulus of continuity of a function F is defined as ω(ε;F ) = sup{∣F (x) − F (y)∣ ∶ ∣x − y∣ < ε}.
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Proposition 1.2.2. If A,B ∈ Cn×n, then ∥AB∥F ≤ ∥A∥∥B∥F .
In this case, if bi is the i-th column of B, we have

∥AB∥2
F = tr((AB)∗(AB)) =

n

∑
i=1

b∗iA
∗Abi =

n

∑
i=1

b∗iA
∗Abi
b∗i bi

b∗i bi ≤ ∥A∥2
n

∑
i=1

b∗i bi = ∥A∥2∥B∥2
F .

Thus, we write

B−1
n An = B−1

n (Bn + (An −Bn)) = In +B−1
n (An −Bn).

Using Proposition 1.2.2 and the assumptions of the theorem, we have

∥B−1
n (An −Bn)∥2

F <M2c;

meanwhile, from Proposition 1.2.1, we have
n

∑
i=1

∣λi(B−1
n (An −Bn))∣2 ≤

n

∑
i=1

σi(B−1
n (An −Bn))2 = ∥B−1

n (An −Bn)∥2
F <M2c.

Using the same arguments as in the proof of the first part, we deduce that, for every ε, a
maximum of Mcε−1 (independent of n) eigenvalues of B−1

n (An −Bn) are greater in absolute
value than ε1/2. Therefore, the eigenvalues of {B−1

n (An −Bn)}n are clustered at {0}, and the
eigenvalues of B−1

n An = In +B−1
n (An −Bn) are clustered at {1}.

To prove the last part, it only needs to replace the constant c in the three proofs above
with a function c(n) which is of o(n). Then, following the same steps as the proof of the
first part, we deduce that the eigenvalues (singular values) of {An}n are weakly clustered at
the same set where the eigenvalues (singular values) of {Bn}n are. Accordingly, we deduce
that the eigenvalues of {B−1

n (An − Bn)}n are weakly clustered at {0} and those of B−1
n An =

In +B−1
n (An −Bn) are clustered at {1}. The proof of the second part is entirely unaffected,

because if c is constant, and c(n) = o(n) is a function, then

lim
n→∞

ω(ε1/2;F ) + 1

n
2∥F ∥∞cε−1 = lim

n→∞
ω(ε1/2;F ) + 1

n
2∥F ∥∞c(n)ε−1.

Theorem 1.3. Let {An}n and {Bn}n be two matrix sequences, for which we have that, for
every n, rank(An −Bn) ≤ r, where r does not depend on n. Then, the following apply:

• If the singular values of {Bn}n are clustered at a set S, the singular values of {An}n
are also clustered at the same set. In addition, the singular values of one of the matrix
sequences are strongly clustered at a set if and only if the same applies for the singular
values of the other sequence. If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian, the same
holds for the eigenvalues of the sequences.

• If {Bn}n ∼σ f , then {An}n ∼σ f . If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian and
{Bn}n ∼λ f , then {An}n ∼λ f .

• If every matrix of {Bn}n is invertible, then the eigenvalues of {B−1
n An}n are strongly

clustered at {1}.

• If the condition rank(An − Bn) ≤ r is replaced by rank(An − Bn) ≤ r(n) = o(n), the
eigenvalues (singular values) of {An}n are weakly clustered at the sets where the eigen-
values (singular values) of {Bn}n are clustered. The eigenvalues of {B−1

n An}n are also
weakly clustered at {1}. Furthermore,

{Bn}n ∼σ f ⇒ {An}n ∼σ f ;

meanwhile, if the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian,

{Bn}n ∼λ f ⇒ {An}n ∼λ f.
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Proof. To prove the first part, we assume that the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian.
Then,

An −Bn = V +
n − V −

n ⇒ An = Bn + V +
n − V −

n ,

where V +
n and V −

n are symmetric and positive definite, with

rank(V +
n ) = r+, rank(V −

n ) = r−, r+ + r− ≤ r.

From Weyl’s theorem and conclusions deduced therefrom, we have

λj−r−(Bn) ≤ λj(An) ≤ λj+r+(Bn) j ∈ {r− + 1, . . . , r+}.

Therefore, the number of eigenvalues of {An}n lying outside D(S, ε) for some set S can differ
from the number of eigenvalues of {Bn}n lying outside D(S, ε), at a maximum of r+ + r− ≤ r.
If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian, we use the sequences {Ân}n and {B̂n}n, as in
the previous theorem. Then, using the same arguments, we deduce that the singular values of
the initial sequences are clustered in the same sets.
To prove the second assertion, we again assume that the matrices of the sequences are Her-
mitian. According to Lemma 3.3 in [73], it is enough to prove that the condition

lim
n→∞

∣ 1

n

n

∑
j=1

F[a, b](λj(An)) − F[a, b](λj(Bn))∣ = 0,

is met for each indicator function F[a, b], where F[a, b](y) = 1 if y ∈ [a, b], F[a, b](y) = 0 else 6.
From the first part of the theorem, we deduce that the total number of eigenvalues of the two
sequences lying inside an interval [a, b] can differ at a maximum of r. This means that

∣ 1

n

n

∑
j=1

F[a, b](λj(An)) − F[a, b](λj(Bn))∣ <
r

n
,

and so the conclusion applies to all continuous with bounded support functions. This conclu-
sion is also valid for the case in which r = r(n) = o(n). Analogous to the previous theorems,
we can expand the conclusion to the case in which the matrices are non-Hermitian, and we
conclude that the sequences have the same singular value distribution.
For the third assertion, we only have to observe that

B−1
n An = B−1

n (Bn + (An −Bn)) = In +B−1
n (An −Bn),

where rank(B−1
n (An −Bn)) ≤ r.

If rank(An − Bn) ≤ r(n) = o(n), the total number of eigenvalues of {An}n lying outside
of D(S, ε) for a set S can differ from the number of eigenvalues of {Bn}n lying outside of
D(S, ε) at a maximum of r(n) = o(n). Thus, we can conclude that {An}n has weakly clustered
eigenvalues (singular values), even in sets where the eigenvalues (singular values) of {Bn}n
are strongly clustered. Similarly, the eigenvalues of B−1

n An are weakly clustered at {1}. The
proof of the second part is unaffected, because

lim
n→∞

r

n
= lim
n→∞

r(n)
n

= 0.

Theorem 1.4. Let us suppose that {An}n and {Bn}n are two matrix sequences, for which
and for a sufficiently large n we have

An −Bn = Rn +Nn, rank(Rn) = r(n) = o(n), ∥Nn∥2
F < c(n) , c(n) = o(n).

Then,

6Every continuous function f with bounded suport can be approximated by a simple staircase function of
the form ∑mj=1 F[aj , bj]f(xj) xj ∈ [aj , bj]
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• If the singular values of {Bn}n are clustered at a set S, then the singular values of {An}n
are weakly clustered at the same set. If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian,
the same is valid for the eigenvalues.

• Furthermore,
{Bn}n ∼σ f ⇒ {An}n ∼σ f,

whereas for Hermitian sequence matrices,

{Bn}n ∼λ f ⇒ {An}n ∼λ f.

Proof. Applying Theorem 1.3 to sequences {Bn}n and {Bn + Rn}n, we conclude that the
eigenvalues (singular values) of {Bn + Rn}n are clustered in the same sets and have the
same distribution as the eigenvalues (singular values) of {Bn}n. Then, applying theorem
1.2 to sequences {An}n and {Bn +Rn}n, we conclude that the eigenvalues (singular values)
of {An}n are clustered at the same sets and have the same distribution as the eigenvalues
(singular values) of {Bn +Rn}n, and consequently with those of {Bn}n.

1.3 Approximating Classes of Sequences

Remark 1.3. In the space of matrix sequences, we define the operations of summation,
multiplication, and scalar multiplication as an extension of the corresponding matrix opera-
tions. Analogously, we define the conjugate transpose of a matrix sequence. In other words,
if {An}n, {Bn}n are matrix sequences, then An, Bn ∈ Cn×n and α ∈ C, then

{An}∗n = {A∗
n}n,

{An}n + {Bn}n = {An +Bn}n,
α{An}n = {αAn}n,

{An}n{Bn}n = {AnBn}n.

According to Theorem 1.4, two different matrix sequences have the same singular value
distribution and clusters (or eigenvalue distribution if their matrices are Hermitian) if their
difference can be written as the sum of two matrix sequences, as follows: The rank of the
matrices of the first sequence and the Frobenius norm of the matrices of the other sequence
are small compared with their size. Thus, we define the concept of convergence of matrix
sequences in the context of the theory of approximating classes of sequences. Therefore,
the spectral properties of the limit sequence are drawn from the spectral properties of the
sequences that constitute the tail of the sequence of matrix sequences. In what follows, the
abbreviation a.c.s is used for approximating classes of sequences.

Definition 1.4. Let {An}n be a matrix sequence and {{Bn,m}n}m be a sequence of matrix

sequences. We say that {{Bn,m}n}m is an a.c.s. for {An}n, and we write {Bn,m}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n

if, for every m, there exists an nm such that, for n ≥ nm,

An = Bn,m +Rn,m +Nn,m, rank(Rn,m) ≤ c(m)n, ∥Nn,m∥ ≤ ω(m), (1.5)

where nm, c(m), ω(m) depends only on m, and limm→∞ c(m) = limm→∞ ω(m) = 0. ∥ ⋅∥ denotes
the spectral norm.

Proposition 1.3.1. The sequence of matrix sequences {{Bn,m}n}m is an a.c.s. for {An}n
if and only if, for every ε > 0, there exists an m(ε) such that for every m > m(ε), there
exists an nεm such that for every n > nεm, we have An = Bn,m + Rε

n,m +N ε
n,m rank(Rε

n,m) ≤
εn, ∥N ε

n,m∥ ≤ ε.
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According to this definition, it is clear that, as m → ∞, the difference between the
sequences {An}n and {Bn,m}n can be analysed in two sequences, as follows: The rank of the
matrices of the first sequence is asymptotically small compared to the matrix size, whereas
the size of the matrices of the other sequence is small weighted in the ∥.∥ norm. That is,
as m → ∞, the conditions of Theorem 1.4 are exactly met, with the difference that in the
theorem, the Frobenius norm is used instead of the spectral norm used in the definition of the
a.c.s.. However, this difference is of minor importance, as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.3.2. Let {An}n be a matrix sequence and {{Bn,m}n}m be a sequence of matrix
sequences. Then,

An = Bn,m +Rn,m +Nn,m, rank(Rn,m) ≤ c(m)n, ∥Nn,m∥ ≤ ω(m),

where limm→∞c(m) = limm→∞ω(m) = 0, if and only if,

An = Bn,m + R̂n,m + N̂n,m, rank(R̂n,m) ≤ ĉ(m,n), ∥N̂n,m∥2
F ≤ ω̂(m,n),

where limm→∞ĉ(m,n) = o(n) and limm→∞ω̂(m,n) = o(n).

Proof. To prove the direct, we set

R̂n,m = Rn,m, N̂n,m = Nn,m, ĉ(m,n) = c(m)n, ω̂(m,n) = ω(m)2n.

Applying the equivalent definition of a.c.s. (Proposition 1.3.1) (i.e., for every ε > 0, there
exists an m(ε) such that for m > m(ε), we have c(n) < ε and ω(m) < ε), we find that, for
m >m(ε),

rank(R̂n,m)
n

= ĉ(m,n)
n

< ε,
∥N̂n,m∥2

n
= ω̂(m,n)

n
< ε2.

which completes the proof. To prove the opposite, we observe that if ∥N̂n,m∥2
F < ω̂(m,n), then

p = #{j ∈ {1, . . . , n} ∶ σ2
j (An,m) ≥ 1

m
} <mω̂(m,n).

Because p is the total number of singular values of N̂n,m that exceed
√

1
m , we can write

N̂n,m = N̂R
n,m + N̂N

n,m, where rank(N̂R
n,m) <mω̂(m,n) and ∥N̂N

n,m∥ <
√

1
m . Then, we set

Rn,m = R̂n,m + N̂R
n,m, Nn,m = N̂N

n,m, nc(m) = ĉ(n,m) +mω̂(m,n), ω(m) =
√

1

m
,

and the proof is complete.

The consequences and importance of the above definition are summarised in the two
theorems that follow.

Theorem 1.5. Let {An}n be a matrix sequence and {{Bn,m}n}m be a sequence of matrix
sequences such that An, Bn,m ∈ Cn×n. Let f, fm ∶D ⊂ Rn → C and

{Bn,m}n ∼σ fm,
{Bn,m}n

a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n,
fm → f in measure.

Thus, {An}n ∼σ f .
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Theorem 1.6. Let {An}n be a matrix sequence and {{Bn,m}n}m be a sequence of matrix
sequences such that An, Bn,m ∈ Cn×n Hermitians. Let f, fm ∶D ⊂ Rn → C and

{Bn,m}n ∼λ fm,
{Bn,m}n

a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n,
fm → f in measure .

Then, {An}n ∼λ f .

The proof of the two theorems is a direct consequence of the definition of the a.c.s se-
quences and Theorem 1.4. As m → ∞, the requirements of the theorem are satisfied, and
the singular value distribution (eigenvalue distribution) of {An}n is close to that of {Bn,m}n.
Therefore, for the singular value case and for F ∈ Cc(R), we have

∣ 1

n

n

∑
i=1

F (σi(An)) −
1

µ(D) ∫D
F (∣f(θ)∣)dθ∣ ≤ ∣ 1

n

n

∑
i=1

F (σi(An)) −
1

n

n

∑
i=1

F (σi(Bn,m))∣

+ ∣ 1

n

n

∑
i=1

F (σi(Bn,m)) − 1

µ(D) ∫D
F (∣fm(θ)∣)dθ∣ + ∣ 1

µ(D) ∫D
F (∣fm(θ)∣)dθ − 1

µ(D) ∫D
F (∣f(θ)∣)dθ∣ .

We have proven that the first term in the above sum has a limit at zero as m→∞, whereas
the second term has a limit at zero for each m as n → ∞, by definition. The difference
between the two integrals has a limit at zero as m → ∞, because of the requirement that
fm → f in the measure of the two theorems. A similar situation occurs in the eigenvalue case.

It must be mentioned that these two theorems can be proven without changing the norm
∥.∥ to ∥.∥F , though this proof is rather technical and straightforward. The approach used
here has been chosen to clarify the two directions and the corresponding tolerance limits of
deviation allowed between nearby elements in the space of matrix sequences. In the following
proposition, are summarised the algebraic properties of the a.c.s. sequences.

Proposition 1.3.3. Let {An}n, {Ân}n be matrix sequences, α,β ∈ C, and

• {Bn,m}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n,

• {B̂n,m}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {Ân}n.

Then,

• {Bn,m}∗n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}∗n,

• {αBn,m + βB̂n,m}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {αAn + βÂn}n.

• Suppose that, for each M > 0, the total number of singular values of An that are further
from M as n →∞ is bounded by a function r(M), where limM→∞ r(M) = 0; the same
applies for {Ân}n. Then

{Bn,mB̂n,m}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {AnÂn}n.

1.3.1 Zero Distributed Sequences

A central role in the theory of approximation in the space of matrix sequences and in the
theory of GLT matrix sequences is played by the class of matrices whose singular values
are distributed to zero. The exact definition of the class and the theorem that uses the
conclusions of a.c.s are as follows:
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Definition 1.5. We say that a matrix sequence {Zn}n is zero distributed if {Zn}n ∼σ 0. That
is,

lim
n→∞

1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (σj(Zn)) = F (0) ∀ F ∈ Cc(R).

It can be shown that a matrix sequence {Zn}n is zero-distributed if and only if

lim
n→∞

#{j ∈ {1, . . . n}, σj(Zn) > ε}
n

= 0 ∀ ε > 0,

or, equivalently,

∀ε > 0, ∃ n(ε), ∀ n > n(ε)
#{j ∈ {1, . . . n}, σj(Zn) > ε}

n
< ε.

A matrix sequence Zn is zero distributed if and only if

∀ n, Zn = Rn +Nn, where, lim
n→∞

rank(Rn)
n

= lim
n→∞

∥Nn∥ = 0.

If {Zn}n is zero distributed, and the matrices of the sequence are Hermitian, then {Zn}n ∼λ 0,
because in that case, σj(Zn) = ∣λj(Zn)∣. Clearly, in that case,

lim
n→∞

#{j ∈ {1, . . . n}, ∣λj(Zn)∣ > ε}
n

= 0 ∀ ε > 0,

and

∀ε > 0, ∃ n(ε), ∀ n > n(ε)
#{j ∈ {1, . . . n}, ∣λj(Zn)∣ > ε}

n
< ε.

Theorem 1.7. Let {An}n, {Bn}n, and {Zn}n be matrix sequences, where {Zn}n is zero
distributed and also applies that An = Bn +Zn ∀n ∈ N. Then,

{Bn}n ∼σ f ⇒ {An}n ∼σ f.

If the matrices of the sequences are Hermitian,

{Bn}n ∼λ f ⇒ {An}n ∼λ f.

Proof. Let Zn = UnΣnV ∗
n (where Σn = diag(σi) ∀ i = 1 . . . n) represent the singular value

decomposition of Zn. We define

ΣR
n,m = diag(x[ 1

m
,∞)(σi)σi), ΣN

n,m = diag(x[0, 1
m

)(σi)σi)) i = 1 . . . n,

where x[α,β] is the indicator function of [α,β]. In other words, the singular values of ΣR
n,m are

the singular values of Zn which are greater than or equal to 1
m , while the remainder are zero.

The singular values of ΣN
n,m are the values of Zn which are less than 1

m , whilst the others are
zero. We now define

Rn,m = UnΣR
n,mV

∗
n , Nn,m = UnΣN

n,mV
∗
n , Bn,m = Bn ∀ n,m ∈ N.

Clearly, An = Bn + Zn = Bn,m + Rn,m + Nn,m. Let ε > 0 and m(ε) = min{m ∈ N, 1
m < ε)}.

By definition, if m > m(ε), then ∥Nn,m∥ < ε. In addition, because {Zn}n is zero distributed,

∃ n(ε) ∶= nεm such that if n > nεm,
#{j∈{1,...n}, σj(Zn)>ε}

n < ε. Thus,
rank(Rn,m)

n < ε.
From the above, it is clear that {Bn,m}n

a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n. Then, applying Theorem 1.5 for
fm = f , we deduce that {An}n ∼σ f . If the matrices are Hermitian, we follow the same steps
using eigenvalues instead of singular values and apply Theorem 1.6; thus, we deduce that
{An}n ∼λ f .
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1.4 Circulant and Toeplitz Matrices

Circulant matrices are those of the form

Cn =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

c0 cn−1 cn−2 ⋯ ⋯ c1

c1

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

c2

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . cn−2

...
. . .

. . .
. . . cn−1

cn−1 ⋯ ⋯ c2 c1 c0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

.

Circulant matrices are diagonalised using the unitary discrete Fourier transform. Their spec-
trum is known; furthermore, because of their properties, they play a major role in the analysis
and design of techniques for solving structured linear systems. Here, in addition to presenting
their basic properties, they are used as an example of the use of a.c.s. theory to analyse the
distribution of Toeplitz matrix sequences.

Let Fn be a unitary discrete Fourier transform. That is,

[Fn]k,j =
1√
n
e−i2πkj/n = 1√

n
w−kj
n k, j = 0, . . . n − 1 wn = ei2π/n, . (1.6)

It is known that F −1
n = F ∗

n , where ∗ is the conjugate transpose operator.
If fj,n is the j − th column Fn, then

Cnfj,n =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

c0 cn−1 cn−2 ⋯ ⋯ c1

c1

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

c2

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . cn−2

...
. . .

. . .
. . . cn−1

cn−1 ⋯ ⋯ c2 c1 c0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

1√
n

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

w−0j
n

w−1j
n

w−2j
n

...

...

w
−(n−1)j
n

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= 1√
n

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

c0w
−0j
n + cn−1w

−1j
n + cn−2w

−2j
n + ⋯ + c1w

−(n−1)j
n

c1w
−0j
n + c0w

−1j
n + cn−1w

−2j
n + ⋯ + c2w

−(n−1)j
n

c2w
−0j
n + c1w

−1j
n + c2w

−2j
n + ⋯ + c3w

−(n−1)j
n

...

...

cn−1w
−0j
n + cn−2w

−1j
n + cn−3w

−2j
n + ⋯ + c0w

−(n−1)j
n

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= 1√
n

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

c0w
0j
n + cn−1w

(n−1)j
n + cn−2w

(n−2)j
n + ⋯ + c1w

1j
n

c1w
0j
n + c0w

(n−1)j
n + cn−1w

(n−2)j
n + ⋯ + c2w

1j
n

c2w
0j
n + c1w

(n−1)j
n + c2w

(n−2)j
n + ⋯ + c3w

1j
n

...

...

cn−1w
0j
n + cn−2w

(n−1)j
n + cn−3w

(n−2)j
n + ⋯ + c0w

1j
n ,

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

because w−kj
n = w(n−k)j

n . Taking the common factor w−kj
n for k = 0, . . . , n − 1 at the k-line, the

above becomes
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1√
n

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

w−0j
n (c0w

0j
n + cn−1w

(n−1)j
n + cn−2w

(n−2)j
n + ⋯ + c1w

1j
n )

w−1j
n (c1w

1j
n + c0w

0j
n + cn−1w

(n−1)j
n + ⋯ + c2w

2j
n )

w−2j
n (c2w

2j
n + c1w

1j
n + c2w

(2)j
n + ⋯ + c3w

3j
n )

...

...

w
−(n−1)j
n (cn−1w

(n−1)j
n + cn−2w

(n−2)j
n + cn−3w

(n−3)j
n + ⋯ + c0w

0j
n )

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= 1√
n

n−1

∑
k=0

ck(wjn)k

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

w−0j
n

w−1j
n

w−2j
n

...

...

w
−(n−1)j
n

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= p(θj,n)fj,n j = 0, . . . , n − 1,

where θj,n = 2πj
n and p(θ) = ∑n−1

k=1 cke
ikθ.

Now, we assume a trigonometric polynomial of order m, pm(θ) = ∑mk=−m ĉkeikθ, and a
circulant matrix of size n (with n > 2m), Cn(pm), whose elements are defined as follows:

ck = ĉk k = 0, . . .m (1.7)

ck = 0 m < k < n −m (1.8)

ck = ĉk−n k = n −m, . . . n − 1. (1.9)

Then, the eigenvalues of Cn(pm) according to the above are ∑n−1
k=0 cke

i2πjk/n for j = 0, . . . n− 1.
However, then we have

n−1

∑
k=0

cke
i2πjk/n =

m

∑
k=0

ĉke
i2πjk/n +

n−1

∑
k=n−m

ĉk−ne
i2πjk/n =

m

∑
k=0

ĉke
i2πjk/n +

−1

∑
k=−m

ĉke
i2πj(k+n)/n =

m

∑
k=−m

ĉke
i2πjk/n.

Finally, the eigenvalues of Cn(pm) are the values of pm(θ) at the n points θj,n; in other words,
the eigenvalues of the matrix Cn(pm) constitute a uniform sampling of the function pm(θ)
at the interval [0,2π]. It is clear that the eigenvalues of Cn(pm) are distributed as pm(θ).
Because the matrix is normal, the same applies to its singular values. To summarise,

Cn(pm) ∼σ,λ pm. (1.10)

1.4.1 Toeplitz Matrices and Toeplitz Matrix Sequences

It is known from Fourier analysis that if f is a Lebesgue integral function, defined at [−π,π],
and

ak =
1

2π ∫
π

−π
f(θ)e−ikθ dθ, k = 0,±1,±2, . . . , (1.11)

then

f(θ) =
∞
∑
k=−∞

ake
ikθ.

The above series is called the Fourier series of the function f , and it extends periodically
across the real line. The coefficients ak are the Fourier coefficients of the function.



1.4. CIRCULANT AND TOEPLITZ MATRICES 25

Definition 1.6. The Toeplitz matrix of size n, which is related to the function f via Tn(f),
is defined as

Tn(f) = [ak−j]nk,j=1 ,

Tn(f) =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

a0 a−1 ⋯ a−n+2 a−n+1

a1 a0 a−1 a−n+2

... a1 a0

. . .
...

an−2

. . .
. . . a−1

an−1 an−2 ⋯ a1 a0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

.

The f is referred to as the generating function of the matrix sequence {Tn(f)}n.

In the following, several properties of the Toeplitz matrices are given [15]. Let f, g ∈
L1[−π,π], and let α ∈ C. Then,

• Tn(αf) = αTn(f).

• Tn(f + g) = Tn(f) + Tn(g).

• If f is real, then the Tn(f) is Hermitian and its eigenvalues are contained in the interval
(mf ,Mf), where mf = essinf(f), Mf = esssup(f).

• ∥Tn(f)∥ < M∣f ∣ = ∥f∥L∞ if ∣f ∣ is not constant almost everywhere. Otherwise ∥Tn(f)∥ ≤
M∣f ∣. If mf =Mf then f =mf almost everywhere and Tn(f) =mfIn.

The eigenvalue and singular value distribution of the matrix sequence {Tn(f)}n have
been extensively studied. Initially, Szegő in [20] proved that if f ∈ L∞([−π,π]), then the
eigenvalues of the Toeplitz matrix sequence {Tn(f)}n are distributed as f . Since then, this
conclusion has been extended to sequences with the generating function f ∈ L1([−π,π]) ⊃
L∞([−π,π]) complex [1, 17, 54, 72, 73, 78]. The results of this evolutionary research process
are summarised in the following theorem, for which a proof borrowed from [15] is given here
as an example of the use of a.c.s. to find the distribution of matrix sequences.

Theorem 1.8. Let f ∈ L1([−π,π]) and Tn(f) be the Toeplitz matrix with generating function
f . Then,

{Tn(f)}n ∼σ f.

If f is real, then,

{Tn(f)}n ∼λ f.

Proof. Let fm(θ) = ∑mk=−m ckeikθ be a trigonometric polynomial of order m, and let Cn(fm)
be a circulant matrix of size n, related to fm and defined as in (1.7)–(1.9). Then,

Cn(fm) − Tn(fm) =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 ⋯ 0 cm ⋯ c1

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . cm

c−m
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
c−1 ⋯ c−m 0 ⋯ 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

,
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and rank(Cn(fm) − Tn(fm)) ≤ 2m. Then, defining

Tn(fm) = Cn(fm) + (Tn(fm) −Cn(fm)) = Cn(fm) +Zn, Zn = (Tn(fm) −Cn(fm)) + 0n.

Clearly, the sequence {Zn}n is zero distributed, and according to Theorem 1.7, we have that

Tn(fm) ∼σ fm.

If the polynomial fm is real, then all the matrices are Hermitian, and using the same theorem
again gives

Tn(fm) ∼λ fm.

Let now f ∈ L1[−π,π], f(θ) = ∑∞
k=−∞ cke

ikθ, and fm(θ) = ∑mk=−m ckeikθ. Then,

∥Tn(f) − Tn(fm)∥ = ∥Tn(f − fm)∥ ≤ ∥f − fm∥L∞ .

Owing to the uniform convergence of fm to f at the interval [−π,π], we have limm→∞ ∥f −
fm∥L∞ = 0. In addition, the uniform convergence of fm to f implies convergence in measure
fm to f in the same interval. So,

Tn(f) = Tn(fm)+(Tn(f)−Tn(fm)) = Tn(fm)+Rn,m+Nn,m Rn,m = 0n, Nn,m = (Tn(f)−Tn(fm)).

Clearly, Tn(fm) is an a.c.s for Tn(f). Provided that the other conditions of Theorem 1.5 also
apply, we have that

Tn(f) ∼σ f.

If f is real, all the matrices are Hermitian, and all the conditions of Theorem 1.6 apply.
Consequently,

Tn(f) ∼λ f.

1.5 LT and GLT Matrix Sequences

The main source (although certainly not the only one) of problems in the case of large and
typically sparse matrices is the discretisation of differential and integral equations. The struc-
tures of the matrices appearing in such problems depend on the numerical scheme selected
for the discretisation of the specific differential or integral operator. Because this scheme is
unchanged in terms of displacement, the matrices produced are Toeplitz. The elements of
the coefficient matrix are constant over each diagonal, because the same scheme is chosen
for the discretisation of the operator at each point of the unknown function’s domain. How-
ever, when the unknown function appears in the equation with a non-constant coefficient, all
non-zero elements of the Toeplitz matrix are multiplied by the corresponding values of the
function. In other words, a sampling of the coefficient function of the differential equation
lies along the non-zero diagonals, the coefficient matrix is no longer Toeplitz, and its spectral
distribution is not given by the known theorems. In the context of the GLT theory, almost
every matrix sequence produced from the discretisation of a differential or integral equation
can be approximated in an a.c.s sense by another matrix sequence for which the spectral
distribution is known.

The basic definitions and conclusions of the theory are presented in the following subsec-
tions.
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1.5.1 LT Matrix Sequences

Definition 1.7. Let n,mN, α ∶ [0, 1]→ C, and f ∈ L1[−π, π]. Then,

• The locally Toeplitz operator is defined as an n × n matrix,

LT nm(α, f) =Dm(α)⊗ T⌊ n
m

⌋(f)⊕Onmodm = diagi=1...m[α( i
m

)T⌊ n
m

⌋(f)]⊕Onmodm,

where Dm(α) is the diagonal matrix of size m, and the elements are a uniform sampling
of α in [0, 1]. That is,

LT nm(α, f) =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

α( 1
m)T⌊ n

m
⌋(f)

α( 2
m)T⌊ n

m
⌋(f)

. . .

α(1)T⌊ n
m

⌋(f)
Onmodm

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (1.12)

• Provided that the function α is Riemann integrable and α⊗ f = α(x)f(θ), then we can
define {An}n as a locally Toeplitz sequence, with symbol α⊗ f , if

{LT nm(α, f)}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n.

For a locally Toeplitz sequence with symbol α⊗ f , we write {An} ∼LT α⊗ f .

Theorem 1.9. Let α1, . . . αp ∶ [0, 1] → C and f1, . . . fp ∈ L1[−π, π]. Then, for each m, ∈ N
and F ∈ Cc(R), we apply

•

lim
n→∞

1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (σj (
p

∑
i=1

LT nm (αi, fi))) = 1

m

m

∑
k=1

1

2π ∫
π

−π
F (∣

p

∑
i=1

αi (
k

m
) fi(θ)∣)dθ.

•

lim
n→∞

1

n

n

∑
j=1

F (λj (R(
p

∑
i=1

LT nm (αi, fi)))) = 1

m

m

∑
k=1

1

2π ∫
π

−π
F (R(

p

∑
i=1

αi (
k

m
) fi(θ)))dθ.

• If α1, . . . αp are Riemann integrable7 and {Ain} ∼LT αi ⊗ fi; then,

{
p

∑
i=1

Ain}
n

∼σ
p

∑
i=1

αi ⊗ fi and {R(
p

∑
i=1

Ain)}
n

∼λ R(
p

∑
i=1

αi ⊗ fi) .

• If the matrices of the sequences {Ain}n are Hermitian, then αi ⊗ fi are real almost
everywhere, and {∑pi=1A

i
n}n ∼λ ∑

p
i=1αi ⊗ fi.

7The requirement for the function α to be Riemann integrable is necessary to obtain

{An} ∼LT αi ⊗ f ⇒ {An} ∼σ αi ⊗ f.

For example, we define α ∶ [0, 1] → R with α(x) = 0 if x ∈ Q, and α(x) = 1 otherwise. In this case, α is not
Riemann integrable. Then, LTnm(α, f)n = On, whilst α⊗ f = f almost everywhere.
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The most important consequence of the classification of a matrix sequence as LT is the
immediate characterisation of the distribution of its singular values, or its eigenvalues in the
Hermitian case.
It can be proved that the Toeplitz matrix sequences, the sequences of diagonal matrices
whose elements are a uniform sampling of a function α ∶ [0, 1]→ C, and the zero distributed
sequences belong to LT class. More specifically,

• f ∈ L1([−π, π]) ⇒ {Tn(f)}n ∼LT 1⊗ f = f ,

• α ∶ [0, 1]→ C andDn(α) = diag(α( in)) for i = 1, . . . n, then {Dn(α)}n ∼LT α⊗ 1 = α

• {Zn}n ∼σ 0 ⇒ {Zn}n ∼LT 0.

1.5.2 GLT Matrix Sequences

A matrix sequence is GLT if it is the limit in the a.c.s. sense of a finite sum of LT sequences.
That is,

Definition 1.8. Let {An}n be a matrix sequence and κ ∶ [0, 1]× [−π, π]→ C be a measurable
function. {An}n is a GLT sequence, with symbol κ; then, we write {An}n ∼GLT κ; if, for each
m ∈ N, there exists a finite number of LT sequences {Ai,mn }n ∼LT αi,m ⊗ fi,m such that

• ∑Nmi=1 αi,m ⊗ fi,m → κ in measure,

• {∑Nmi=1 A
i,m
n }n

a.c.sÐÐ→ {An}n.

On the one hand, owing to the definition of GLT sequences, it is expected that

{An}n ∼GLT κ ⇒ {An}n ∼σ κ.
On the other hand, sequences resulting from basic operations between GLT sequences also
belong to the GLT class, with the symbol resulting from the same operations between the
symbols of the initial sequences. The most important properties of the GLT sequences are
summarised below.

GLT1 Every GLT sequence is related with a function k, κ ∶ [0, 1]×[−π, π]→ C, which is the
symbol of the sequence. The singular values of the sequence are distributed as the κ
function. If the matrices of the sequence are Hermitian, the eigenvalues of the sequence
are distributed as the κ.

GLT2 The set of all GLT sequences is an *-algebra. That is, it is closed under linear
combinations, multiplications, conjugate transpositions, and inversions, provided that
the symbol of the sequence is zero at a set of zero measure. Therefore, a sequence
obtained by operations between GLT sequences is GLT with a symbol produced by
identical operations between the symbols.

GLT3 Every Toeplitz sequence, with generating function f ∈ L1([−π,π]) is GLT, with sym-
bol κ(x, θ) = f(θ).

GLT4 Every diagonal matrix, whose elements are a uniform sampling of an almost every-
where continuous function α ∶ [0, 1]→ C is GLT with symbol κ(x, θ) = α(x).

GLT5 Every zero-distributed sequence is GLT with symbol κ(x, θ) = 0.

GLT6 {An}n ∼GLT κ, if and only if there exist GLT sequences {Bn,m}n ∼GLT κm such that
κm converge to κ in measure and {{Bn,m}n}m is an a.c.s. for {An}n.



Chapter 2

Asymptotic spectra of large matrices
coming from the symmetrisation of
Toeplitz structure functions and
applications to preconditioning

The symmetrisation of a real, non-symmetric Toeplitz system was first proposed by Jennifer
Pestana and Andrew Wathen [55]. The symmetry is obtained by multiplying the system by
Yn ∈ Rn×n, where

Yn =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

1

. .
.

1

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (2.1)

The use of Krylov subspace methods in symmetric linear systems offers significant ad-
vantages over the methods used in non-symmetric systems. For the conjugate gradient and
minimum residual methods (and other similar methods), which are applied to symmetric
positive definite and symmetric non-definite systems, respectively, it is known that the con-
vergence depends on the eigenvalues of the coefficient matrix of the system. Thus, if the
eigenvalue distribution of such a system is determined, it is theoretically guaranteed to con-
verge within a number of iterations; however, there is no analogue result for methods applied
to non-symmetric systems. In addition, for each iteration of the above methods, the cost is
minimal, in the sense that only some table-vector multiplications are required.

The singular value and eigenvalue distribution of symmetrised matrix sequences have been
studied in detail in [13,21,38]. The results are presented in the following sections.

2.1 Eigenvalue Distribution of Symmetrised Toeplitz

Matrix Sequences

Definition 2.1. Let g be a given function defined in [0, 2π]. We set ψg in [−2π, 2π] as
follows:

ψg(θ) = { g(θ), θ ∈ [0,2π],
−g(θ + 2π), θ ∈ [−2π,0). (2.2)

Theorem 2.1. Let f ∈ L1([−π,π]) with real Fourier coefficients, Yn ∈ Rn×n, as in (2.1), and
let Tn(f) ∈ Rn×n be the Toeplitz matrix with generating f . Then,

{YnTn(f)}n ∼σ f,

29
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{YnTn(f)}n ∼λ ψ∣f ∣.

Proof. The proof of the first result is trivial. Because Yn is unitary, the singular values of
YnTn(f) match those of Tn(f) [Theorem 1.8]. To prove the second result, we first assume
that n = 2m. Then,

YnTn(f) = [YmHm(f,+)Ym YmTm(f)
YmTm(f) Hm(f,−)]

= [ YmTm(f)
YmTm(f) ] + [YmHm(f,+)Ym

Hm(f,−)] = B2m +Z2m,

where Hm(f,+) is the m ×m Hankel matrix, which contains the Fourier coefficients of the
function f , starting from a1 at position (1,1) to a2m−1 at position (m,m). Analogously,
Hm(f,−) is the m×m Hankel matrix, which contains the Fourier coefficients of the function
f , starting from a−1 at position (1,1) to a−2m+1 at position (m,m). Hm(f,+) is exactly the
Hankel matrix, with generating f , as defined in [11]. For this matrix, it was proven that if
f is a Lebesgue integrable function, then {Hn(f,+)}n ∼σ 0. Because Hm(f,−) = Hm(f̄ ,+)
and f̄ is clearly Lebesgue integrable, {Hn(f,−)}n ∼σ 0. In addition , the singular values of
YmHm(f,+)Ym match those of Hm(f,+). The singular values of Z2m, because it is a block
diagonal, are the singular values of the two blocks. Let YmTm(f) = UmΣmV ∗

m be a singular
value decomposition of YmTm(f). Then,

1√
2
[ U

∗
m V ∗

m

−U∗
m V ∗

m
] [ YmTm(f)
YmTm(f) ] 1√

2
[Um −Um
Vm Vm

] =

1√
2
[ U

∗
m V ∗

m

−U∗
m V ∗

m
] [ YmTm(f)

(YmTm(f))∗ ] 1√
2
[Um −Um
Vm Vm

] = [Σ
−Σ

] .

Now, let n = 2m + 1. Then,

YnTn(f) =
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

YmHm(f̂ ,+)Ym Ymx+ YmTm(f)
xT+Ym a0 xT−

YmTm(f) x− Hm(f̂ ,−)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
=

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

YmTm(f)
0

YmTm(f)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
+
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

YmHm(f̂ ,+)Ym Ymx+
xT+Ym a0 xT−

x− Hm(f̂ ,−)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
=

B2m+1 +Z2m+1,

where
x+ = [a1, a2, . . . , am]T , x− = [a−1, a−2, . . . , a−m].

The unitary matrix that diagonalizes B2m+1 is

1√
2

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

Um −Um√
2

Vm Vm

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
,

while its eigenvalues are the same with those of B2m with the addition of 0. Clearly, {Bn}n ∼λ
ψ∣f ∣. Furthermore,

Z2m+1 =
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

YmHm(f̂ ,+)Ym
0

Hm(f̂ ,−)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
+
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

Ymx+
xT+Ym a0 xT−

x−

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
.
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YmHm(f̂ ,+)Ym contains the Fourier coefficients of f̂ , starting from â1 at position (1,1) to
â2m−1 at position (m,m); thus, we observe that âi = ai+1 and f̂ is Lebesgue integrable. There-
fore, {YmHm(f̂ ,+)Ym ∼σ 0 and, analogously, {Hm(f̂ ,−)}m. The rank of the second matrix
is 2; hence, applying the singular values interlacing theorem for the two matrices, we deduce
the sequences {Z2m}m and {Z2m+1}m; therefore, {Zn}n are distributed at zero.
Then, based on Theorem 1.7 for symmetric matrices, {YnTn(f)}n ∼λ ψ∣f ∣.

2.2 Eigenvalue distribution of large matrices produced

by the symmetrisation of Toeplitz structure func-

tions

2.2.1 Matrix functions

Let the h(z) function be analytic at 0. Then, h(z) is analytic in an open sphere of radius r
centred at 0. Thus,

h(z) =
∞
∑
k=0

bkz
k, z ∈ {z ∈ C, ∣z∣ < r},

where bk = f(k)(0)
k! . If A ∈ Cn×n with ∥A∥ < r for a natural matrix norm1, the series ∑∞

k=1 bkA
k

converges, and the function h(A) is well defined. If ρ(A) is the spectral radius of A, then
the condition ρ(A) < r is necessary and sufficient for ∥A∥ < r for some natural norm ∥.∥.
Crucially for symmetrisation, Toeplitz matrices are persymmetric. That is,

YnTn(f) = Tn(f)TYn.

Otherwise, YnTn(f) is symmetric. If Tn(f) is real, then YnTn(f) is real symmetric and
therefore normal. Furthermore,

YnTn(f)k = (YnTn(f))Tn(f)k−1 = Tn(f)TYnTn(f)k−1 = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ = (Tn(f)k)TYn;

that is, Tn(f)k is also persymmetric. The above equation applies to all persymmetric matri-
ces.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let h(z) be analytic to z < r. If A ∈ Rn×n is persymmetric and ρ(A) < r,
then h(A) = ∑∞

k=1 bkA
k is persymmetric.

In the following, we refer only to series with real coefficients, so that Ynh(A) is real
symmetric.

2.2.2 Basic Results

Proposition 2.2.2. Let f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) with real Fourier coefficients Yn ∈ Rn×n, as defined
in (2.1), and let Tn(f) ∈ Rn×n be the Toeplitz matrix with generating f . Then, for every
polynomial p(z), we have

{p(Tn(f)}n ∼σ p ○ f.

Proof. According to Item GLT3, every Toeplitz sequence {Tn(f)}n is a GLT with symbol f .
In addition, according to Item GLT2, every sequence obtained with operations between GLT
sequences is GLT with a symbol produced via the same operations as between the symbols
of the sequences. Finally, according to GLT1, the singular values of a GLT sequence with
symbol k are distributed as k. In the present case, {p(Tn(f))}n ∼GLT f̃ = p ○ f .

1The natural matrix norm is any norm derived from the rule ∥A∥ = sup
x≠0

∥Ax∥
∥x∥

, where ∥.∥ is a vector norm
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Theorem 2.2. Let f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) with real Fourier coefficients Yn ∈ Rn×n, as defined in
(2.1), and let Tn(f) ∈ Rn×n be a Toeplitz matrix with generating f . Let h(z) be an analytic
function, with real coefficients and a radius of convergence r such that ∥f∥∞ < r. Then, we
have the following distributions:

{h(Tn(f))}n ∼σ h ○ f, (2.3)

and
{Ynh(Tn(f))}n ∼λ ψ∣h○f ∣. (2.4)

Proof. The condition ∥f∥∞ < r implies that ∥Tn(f)∥ < r, where ∥ ⋅ ∥ is the spectral norm;
thus, ρ(Tn(f)) < r. Therefore, matrix h(Tn(f)) is well defined.

If ∣z∣ < r, we use the Taylor series at 0 for h(z). That is, h(z) = ∑∞
k=0 bkz

k. For every
m ∈ N, we define the polynomial,

pm(z) =
m

∑
k=0

bkz
k.

Thus, the following properties apply:

1. {pm(Tn(f))}n ∼σ pm ○ f for every m ∈ N,

2. {pm(Tn(f))}n
a.c.sÐÐ→ {h(Tn(f))}n,

3. pm ○ f → h ○ f in measure.

The first property is a consequence of Proposition 2.2.2. To prove the second property, we
write

h(Tn(f) = pm(Tn(f)) + (h(Tn(f)) − pm(Tn(f))).
Then, we observe that ∥h(Tn(f)) − pm(Tn(f))∥ < εm, where limm→∞ εm = 0. This property
follows by setting Rn,m = 0n and Nn,m = h(Tn(f))−pm(Tn(f)). For the third property, because
we assume that ∥f∥∞ < r, h is analytic at the set f(θ) almost everywhere for θ ∈ [−π,π].
Therefore, pm ○ f converges almost everywhere at h ○ f . In addition, because the domain
is bounded, pm ○ f converges to h ○ f . Applying Theorem 1.5, it immediately follows that
{h(Tn(f))}n ∼σ h ○ f . Item GLT6 implies that the matrix sequence {h(Tn(f))}n is a GLT
with symbol h ○ f .
To prove (2.4), we set

∆n(h, f) = h(Tn(f)) − Tn(h ○ f).
Because h ○ f ∈ L1[−π,π], we have that

{Tn(h ○ f)}n ∼σ h ○ f, {Tn(h ○ f)}n ∼GLT h ○ f.
In addition, from the property GLT2, we find that the matrix sequence {∆n(h, f)}n is a GLT,
since is the difference between the two GLT sequences. Its symbol is the difference between
the initial sequences symbols. So,

{∆n(h, f)}n ∼GLT 0, {∆n(h, f)}n ∼σ 0.

Because Yn is unitary, we have
{Yn∆n(h, f)}n ∼σ 0.

That is, {Yn∆n(h, f)}n is zero distributed, according to the Definition 1.5. Then,

{h(Tn(f))}n = {Tn(h ○ f)}n + {∆n(h, f)}n⇒
{Ynh(Tn(f))}n = {YnTn(h ○ f)}n + {Yn∆n(h, f)}n,

where {YnTn(h ○ f)}n ∼λ ψ∣h○f ∣, as proved in Theorem 2.2, and {Yn∆n(h, f)}n is zero dis-
tributed. Thus, by applying Theorem 1.7, it immediately follows that

{Ynh(Tn(f))}n ∼λ ψ∣h○f ∣.



2.3. NUMERICAL RESULTS 33

2.3 Numerical Results

In this section, the eigenvalue and singular value distributions of the sequence {Ynh(Tn(f))}n
are numerically investigated. Considering this distribution, several circulant preconditioners
are proposed, and the spectrum of the preconditioned sequence is also investigated.

2.3.1 Spectrum of the {Ynh(Tn(f))}n
The results presented in this section confirm the claims of Theorem 2.2. Specifically, for
f trigonometric polynomial and h, either analytic function either polynomial is confirmed
in the following four examples, that the distribution of the eigenvalues of the sequence
{Ynh(Tn(f))}n is described by ψ∣h○f ∣. It is also numerically confirmed that the singular
value distribution of {h(Tn(f))}n is described by ∣h ○ f ∣.

Example 2.1. In this example the analytic function h(z) = sin(z) whose Taylor series con-
verges throughout the complex plane, and the trigonometric polynomial f(θ) = eiθ are consid-
ered. Figure 2.1 shows that for n = 100, the eigenvalues of Ynh(Tn(f)) are well approximated
by the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π], except for the presence of an outlier. This
indicates that Definition 1.1 does not rule out the existence of such eigenvalues.

j
(Y

100
h(T

100
[f]))

|h ° f|
(

j,100
)

Figure 2.1: Comparison between the eigenvalues of the symmetrised matrix Y100h(T100(f))
and the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π] for h(z) = sin(z) and f(θ) = eiθ.

Example 2.2. In the second example, for the analytic function h(z) = log(1 + z), whose
Taylor series at 0 converges with a radius of convergence equal to 1 is used the trigonometric
polynomial f(θ) = 0.5eiθ with ∥f∥∞ < 1, as Theorem 2.2 demands. Figure 2.2, shows that
except one outlier, the eigenvalues of Ynh(Tn(f)) for n = 100 are well approximated by a
uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π].

Example 2.3. This example was taken from [22]. Following the same procedure as Examples
1–2 , Figure 2.3 shows the spectrum of Ynh(Tn(f)) for n = 200; the function h(z) = 1 + z +
z2, whose Taylor series in 0 converges in the whole complex plane; and the trigonometric
polynomial f(θ) = −eiθ + 1 + e−iθ + e−i2θ + e−i3θ. In the present example, there are no outliers,
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j
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h(T
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[f]))

|h ° f|
(

j,100
)

Figure 2.2: Comparison between the eigenvalues of the symmetrised matrix Y100h(T100(f))
and the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π] for h(z) = log(1 + z) and f(θ) = 0.5eiθ.

and the eigenvalues of Ynh(Tn(f)) are approximated by the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over
[−2π,2π]. Moreover, to numerically confirm the relation (2.3) of Theorem 2.2, it is verified
that the singular values of the matrix h(Tn(f)) can be approximated by a uniform sampling
of ∣h ○ f ∣ over [0,2π]. Indeed, Figure 2.4 shows that the expected approximation holds true
already for a moderate size such as n = 200.

j
(Y

200
h(T

200
[f]))

|h ° f|
(

j,200
)

Figure 2.3: Comparison between the eigenvalues of the symmetrised matrix Y200h(T200(f))
and the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π] for h(z) = 1 + z + z2 and f(θ) = −eiθ + 1 +
e−iθ + e−i2θ + e−i3θ.

Example 2.4. The last example is a practical case taken from [31, 32]. Here, we have the
case of the exponential of a real non-symmetric Toeplitz matrix derived from computational
finance (more specifically, from the option pricing framework in jump-diffusion models), where
a partial integro-differential equation (PIDE) must be solved. The discretisation of a PIDE
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j
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|h ° f|(
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)

Figure 2.4: Comparison between the singular values of the matrix h(T200(f)) and the uniform
sampling of ∣h ○ f ∣ over [0,2π] for h(z) = 1 + z + z2 and f(θ) = −eiθ + 1 + e−iθ + e−i2θ + e−i3θ.

can be transformed into a matrix exponential problem which is equivalent to considering the
analytic function h(z) = ez, whose Taylor series centred at 0 converges in the whole complex
plane, as well as a trigonometric polynomial f(θ) = ∑n−1

j=−n+1 aje
ijθ defined by the following

Fourier coefficients:

a0 = −ν2 −∆x2(r + λ − λw(0)∆x); (2.5)

a1 =
ν2

2
−∆x

(2r − 2λk − ν2)
4

+ λw(−∆x)∆x3; (2.6)

a−1 =
ν2

2
+∆x

(2r − 2λk − ν2)
4

+ λw(∆x)∆x3; (2.7)

aj = λ∆x3w(−j∆x), j ∈ {−n + 1, . . . ,−2,} ∪ {2, . . . , n − 1}. (2.8)

Here, w(s) = e
− (s−µ)

2

2σ2√
2πσ

is a normal distribution function with mean µ and standard deviation

σ, the parameter k = eµ+
σ2

2 − 1 is the expectation of the impulse function, ∆x is the spatial
step size, ν is the stock return volatility, r is the risk-free interest rate, and λ is the arrival
intensity of the Poisson process.

Following the same procedure as in Examples 1–3, we plot in Figure 2.5 the spectrum of
Ynh(Tn(f)) for n = 100. In the present example, we observe that there are no outliers, and
the eigenvalues of Ynh(Tn(f)) are well approximated by the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over
[−2π,2π].

In addition, to numerically validate the relation (2.3) presented in Figure 2.6 for n = 100,
we compare the singular values of h(Tn(f)) and a uniform sampling of ∣h ○ f ∣ over [0,2π].

2.3.2 Circulant Preconditioners for the Symmetrised Toeplitz Se-
quence

In the present section, preconditioners for the symmetrised system Ynh(Tn(f)) are proposed,
and the distribution of the preconditioned sequence is numerically investigated.
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Figure 2.5: Comparison between the eigenvalues of the symmetrised matrix Y100h(T100(f))
and the uniform sampling of ψ∣h○f ∣ over [−2π,2π] for h(z) = ez and f(θ) = ∑99

j=−99 aje
ijθ, with

λ = 0.1, µ = −0.9, ν = 0.25, σ = 0.45, r = 0.05, and ∆x = 4
101 .

j
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Figure 2.6: Comparison between the singular values of the matrix h(T100(f)) and the uniform
sampling of ∣h ○ f ∣ over [0,2π] for h(z) = ez and f(θ) = ∑99

j=−99 aje
ijθ, with λ = 0.1, µ = −0.9,

ν = 0.25, σ = 0.45, r = 0.05, and ∆x = 4
101 .

For the construction of the preconditioners, the approach proposed in [22] is applied;
however, taking into consideration the theoretical results proved here, another circulant pre-
conditioner is also proposed. For the second preconditioner, a theoretical description of the
preconditioned sequence distribution is provided. The results are presented in Examples 2.5,
2.6, and 2.7. As mentioned in the introduction, the preferred Krylov method for symmetric,
non-definite systems is MINRES. This method has the advantage that the cost per itera-
tion is minimal because only matrix–vector multiplications are required. In addition, if the
eigenvalues of the preconditioned coefficient matrix are known, the number of iterations re-
quired for convergence with given accuracy is known. The preconditioner must be symmetric
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and positive-definite. All of the preconditioners proposed here are symmetric and positive
definite.

Definition 2.2. [55] For every circulant matrix Cn ∈ Cn×n, the absolute value circulant
matrix ∣Cn∣ of Cn is defined as

∣Cn∣ = (C∗
nCn)1/2

= (CnC∗
n)1/2

= Fn∣Λn∣F ∗
n ,

where Fn is defined as in (1.6) and ∣Λn∣ is the diagonal matrix of size n, whose elements
are the absolute values of the eigenvalues of Cn.

Definition 2.3. The optimal Frobenius preconditioner for a Toeplitz matrix is the circulant
Cn, defined as

c(Tn(f)) = arg minCn ∥Tn(f) −Cn∥F = arg minCn=FnΛnFn
∗ ∥F ∗

nTn(f)Fn −Λn∥F ,

where Λn is a diagonal matrix that contains the eigenvalues of c(Tn(f)). It is clear that
Λn = diag(F ∗

nTn(f)Fn).

Let c = [c0, c1, . . . , cn−1]T and Cc be the circulant matrix whose first column is c. To
explicitly derive the elements of c(Tn(f)), we define F (c) = ∥Tn(f) −Cc∥2

F . We observe that
for k = 0, . . . , n − 1, the element ck of c appears in two diagonals, in which the ak and ak−n
elements of Tn(f) are located. The first of the two diagonals has n − k elements, and the
second has k. Thus, we have

F (c) = ∥Tn(f) −Cc∥2
F =

n−1

∑
k=0

(n − k)(ak − ck)2 + k(ak−n − ck)2,

where c = [c0, c1, . . . , cn−1]T must be determined. To satisfy the necessary conditions for the
minimisation of F , we require that

∂F

∂ck
= 0⇒ −2(n − k)(ak − ck) − 2k(ak−n − ck) = 0⇒ ck =

(n − k)ak + kak−n
n

.

Therefore, the elements ck, k = 0, . . . , n − 1 of the first column of c(Tn(f)) are given by

ck = (n−k)ak+kak−n
n .

Remark 2.1. The ∥.∥F norm is produced by a positive inner product which makes Cnxn, the
space of complex matrices of size n (equipped with ∥.∥F norm) a Hilbert space. The set of
circulant matrices of size n constitutes a non-empty, closed, and convex linear subspace of
Cnxn. Therefore, for every A ∈ Mn(C), there exists a unique circulant c(A) [ [59] Theorem
3.32], such that

∥A − c(A)∥F = inf{∥A −C∥F ∶ C is circulant}.

For more properties regarding c(A) see [64].

As mentioned in Definition 2.3, the diagonal matrix Λn, whose elements are the eigenvalues
of the optimal Frobenius preconditioner for Tn(f), is the main diagonal of F ∗

nTn(f)Fn. The
j − th element in the diagonal is f∗n,jTn(f)fn,j, j = 0, . . . , n − 1, where fn,j denotes the j − th



38 CHAPTER 2. SYMMETRISED MATRIX SEQUENCES

column of Fn. Therefore, for j = 0, . . . , n − 1, we have that

λj(c(Tn(f))) = f∗n,jTn(f)fn,j

= 1

n
[w0j

n (a0w
−0j
n + a−1w

−1j
n + a−2w

−2j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a−(n−1)w

−(n−1)j
n )

+w1j
n (a1w

−0j
n + a0w

−1j
n + a−1w

−2j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a−(n−2)w

−(n−1)j
n )

...

+w(n−1)j
n (an−1w

−0j
n + an−2w

−1j
n + an−3w

−2j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a0w

−(n−1)j
n ]

= 1

n
[(a0w

0j
n + a−1w

−1j
n + a−2w

−2j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a−(n−1)w

−(n−1)j
n )

+ (a1w
1j
n + a0w

0j
n + a−1w

−1j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a−(n−2)w

−(n−2)j
n )

...

+ (an−1w
(n−1)j
n + an−2w

(n−2)j
n + an−3w

(n−3)j
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ + a0w

0j
n ].

Finally, because wjn = e
i2πj
n , the above summation equates to

1

n
[

0

∑
k=−n+1

ake
i2πjk
n +

1

∑
k=−n+2

ake
i2πjk
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +

l

∑
k=−n+l+1

ake
i2πjk
n + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +

n−1

∑
k=0

ake
i2πjk
n ] . (2.9)

Let us suppose that f(θ) is l1 summable; that is, ∑∞
k=−∞ ∣ak∣ <∞. Then, the partial sum

∑mk=−m akeikθ uniformly converges to f(θ). We set εm = ∑∣k∣>m ∣ak∣ ≤ ∥f(θ) −∑mk=−m akeikθ∥∞.
The partial sum uniformly converges to f ; thus, for every ε > 0, there exists an m such that
εm < ε. We observe that for every m, the sum (2.9) contains n − 2m terms, for which the
summation starts from a term of order −k ∈ {−n +m + 1, . . . ,−m} and ends with a term of
order n − k − 1 ∈ {m, . . . , n −m − 1}. All these terms are at most εm far from the exact value
of f(2πj

n ). We combined the remaining terms in pairs, to take two new terms. One of the
orders was higher than m, and the other was lower than m. For example,

n−2

∑
k=−1

ake
i2πjk
n +

1

∑
k=−n+2

ake
i2πjk
n =

n−2

∑
k=−n+2

ake
i2πjk
n +

1

∑
k=−1

ake
i2πjk
n .

Hence, we have

∣λj(c(Tn(f))) − f(
2πj

n
)∣ < ∑

m−1
k=0 εk + (n −m)εm

n
.

Proposition 2.3.1. [10, 65] Let {c(Tn(f))}n be the sequence of optimal Frobenius precon-
ditioners of the sequence {Tn(f)}n. Then, {c(Tn(f))}n ∼σ,λ,GLT f .

Proposition 2.3.2. Let f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) l1 summable, with real Fourier coefficients. Let
h(z) be an analytic function with real coefficients and a radius of convergence r such that
∥f∥∞ < r. Then, the circulant matrices c(Tn(h ○ f)) and h(c(Tn(f))) are real, and we have
that

{c(Tn(h ○ f))}n ∼GLT,σ,λ h ○ f, {h(c(Tn(f)))}n ∼GLT,σ,λ h ○ f. (2.10)

In addition, the circulant ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣, ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1, ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣, ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1 is
real and symmetric, and

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣}n ∼GLT,σ,λ ∣h ○ f ∣, {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣}n ∼GLT,σ,λ ∣h ○ f ∣, (2.11)

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1}n ∼GLT,σ,λ ∣h ○ f ∣−1, {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1}n ∼GLT,σ,λ ∣h ○ f ∣−1. (2.12)
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Proof. Under these assumptions, the function h ○ f has real Fourier coefficients and belongs
to L∞([−π,π]) ⊂ L1([−π,π]). The matrix c(Tn(h○f)) is real for every n, because each of its
elements represents the weighted average of certain elements of Tn(h ○ f), which is real. The
matrix h(c(Tn(f))) is real for every n because c(Tn(f)) is real and h has real coefficients. The
first distribution at (2.10) is an immediate consequence of the implementation of Proposition
2.3.1 for h○f . The second distribution is the consequence of the implementation of the same
proposition for f , in combination with property GLT2. In [21], it was proven that if C is a
real circulant, ∣C ∣ = (C∗C)1/2 is real and symmetric. Finally, the distributions at (2.11) and
(2.12) arise from the definition of the matrices and the application of the property GLT2.

The preconditioned matrices ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h○f)) and ∣c(Tn(h○f))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h○
f)) are similar to real symmetric matrices, and therefore their eigenvalues are real. In fact,
because ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1 is real, symmetric, and positive definite, it can be written in the form
∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1 = Q∣Λ∣QT , where Q is real orthogonal and ∣Λ∣ is diagonal with no negative
elements. Hence,

∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f)) = Q∣Λ∣QTYnh(Tn(h ○ f)) ∼ ∣Λ∣1/2QYnh(Tn(h ○ f))QT ∣Λ∣1/2,

which is symmetric because Ynh(Tn(h ○ f)) is symmetric. Analogously, we apply ∣c(Tn(h ○
f))∣−1. The proposition that follows is a restatement (in matrix sequence terms) of Conclu-
sion 3 at [22].

Proposition 2.3.3. [22] Let f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) and l1 be summable, with real Fourier coeffi-
cients. Let h(z) be an analytic function with real coefficients and a radius of convergence r
such that ∥f∥∞ < r. If c(Tn(f)) is the optimal Frobenius preconditioner for Tn(f), then for
the preconditioned sequence {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n, we have that

{∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n = {Qn}n + {Zn}n,

where the matrices of {Qn}n are real orthogonal, and {Zn}n is zero-distributed.

A direct consequence of the proposition above and Theorem 1.7 is that the eigenvalues of
the preconditioned sequence are distributed similarly to those of {Qn}n. The eigenvalues of a
real orthogonal matrix can only be 1 or −1. Finally, according to Theorem 1.1, the eigenvalues
of the preconditioned sequence are clustered at {−1,1}. In the proposition that follows, we
prove a similar conclusion for the preconditioned sequence {∣c(Tn(h○f))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h○f))}n.

Proposition 2.3.4. Let f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) and l1 be summable, with real Fourier coefficients.
Let h(z) be an analytic function with real coefficients and a radius of convergence r such that
∥f∥∞ < r. If c(Tn(h ○ f)) is the optimal Frobenius preconditioner for Tn(h ○ f), then for the
preconditioned matrix sequence {∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n, we have that

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n = {Qn}n + {Ẑn}n,

where the matrices of {Qn}n are real orthogonal, and {Ẑn}n is zero-distributed.

Proof. In Proposition 2.3.2, it was proved that

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1}n ∼GLT ∣h ○ f ∣−1, {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1}n ∼GLT ∣h ○ f ∣−1.

In addition, as Theorem 2.2 states, h(Tn(f)) ∼GLT h ○ f . By applying the property GLT2,
we have

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n ∼GLT
h ○ f
∣h ○ f ∣

, {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n ∼GLT
h ○ f
∣h ○ f ∣

.
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So, applying once more the property GLT2, we have

{∆n}n = {∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n − {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n ∼GLT 0.

Therefore,

{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n = {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n + {∆n}n⇒
{Yn∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n = {Yn∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1h(Tn(h ○ f))}n + {Yn∆n}n⇒
{∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n = {∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣−1Ynh(Tn(h ○ f))}n + {Yn∆n}n
= {Qn}n + {Zn}n + {Yn∆n}n = {Qn}n + {Ẑn}n,

where {Ẑn}n is zero-distributed, as the sum of two zero-distributed sequences. The permuta-
tion of Yn with the circulants can be achieved because they are real and Toeplitz.

Example 2.5. In this example, the efficiency of the absolute value circulant matrix ∣c(Tn(h○
f))∣ as a preconditioner for the symmetrised matrix Ynh(Tn(f)) is tested and compared with
∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣; for the functions h(z) = log(1 + z) and f(θ) = 0.5eiθ. In this case, h ○ f ∈
L1([−π,π]), and thus, according to Theorem 2.1, it is reasonable to test Pn = ∣c(Tn(h○f))∣ as
a preconditioner for Yn(Tn(h○f)) and consequently for Ynh(Tn(f)). The efficiency of the two
preconditioners is shown in Figure 2.7. In the top panel of the figure, the eigenvalues of the
non-preconditioned matrix Ynh(Tn(f)) for n = 512 are sorted in increasing order. In the two
panels that follow, the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix are P −1

n Ynh(Tn(f)). For the
left graph, the preconditioner is Pn = ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣, whereas for the right, the preconditioner
is Pn = ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣.
Remark 2.2. According to Definition 2.3, for the construction of ∣c(Tn(h○f))∣, it is necessary
to know the Fourier coefficients of the function h○f . However, these coefficients might not be
known and must be calculated. In this case, their calculation should be included in the solution
to the problem. These coefficients were not calculated analytically in the examples presented
here. For the approximation of the integral (1.11) that defines each coefficient, the trapezoidal
rule with a uniform partition over [0, 2π] was used. This calculation can be performed using
the Fast Fourier Transform. Specifically, the Fourier coefficient ak = 1

2π ∫
2π

0 h ○ f(θ)e−ikθdθ of
the function h ○ f is approximated by

âk =
1

m

m−1

∑
j=0

h ○ f(2πj

m
)w−kj

m , wkm = e i2πkm .

The vector [â0, â1, . . . , âm−1]T is exactly the Fourier transform of the vector

[h ○ f(0), h ○ f(2π

m
), . . . , h ○ f(2π(m − 1)

m
)]T .

Given that âk = ak +∑∣l∣≥1 ak+lm, the chosen approximation of a−k is â−k+m. Setting m = 2n
and applying the above, we set 2n−1 necessary coefficients at a total cost of O(n logn). This
indicates that, if the function for which we seek the coefficients is a polynomial of a degree
less that m

2 , this procedure returns the exact coefficients of the function [62].

Example 2.6. In the present example, the functions given in Example 2.3 are considered; that
is, h(z) = 1+z+z2 and f(θ) = −eiθ+1+e−iθ+e−i2θ+e−i3θ. In Figure 2.8, is shown the behaviour
of the eigenvalues of the matrix Y512h(T512(f)) with and without the use of a preconditioning
strategy. In particular, are shown the eigenvalues of the matrix Y512h(T512(f)), sorted in
increasing order. In the bottom-left and bottom-right panels of Figure 2.8, the efficiency of
both preconditioning strategies described in the previous example is tested. In both cases, is
clear that the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix are clustered at -1 and 1, with up to
o(n) outliers.
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Figure 2.7: Spectrum of the symmetrised matrix Y512h(T512[f]), for h(z) = log(1 + z) and
f(θ) = 0.5eiθ. Top: without preconditioner; bottom left: preconditioner Pn = ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣;
bottom right: preconditioner Pn = ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣.

Example 2.7. The last preconditioning test is performed on the computational finance case
that was studied in Example 2.4. In other words, we have h(z) = ez and f(θ) = ∑99

j=−99 aje
ijθ,

with aj defined as in (2.6)-(2.8). First, the preconditioning strategy approach introduced
in [22] is applied; that is, Pn = ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣. In the right-hand panel of Figure 2.9, the
eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P −1

n Ynh(Tn(f)) for n = 100 are shown. The eigen-
values are clustered around -1 and 1, with up to two outliers. Analogously, we can study
the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P −1

100Y100T100(f), where P100 = ∣c(T100(h ○ f))∣.
Indeed, we have h ○ f ∈ L1([−π,π]) and, by applying the results in [13], we have that P100

is a valid preconditioner for the matrix Y100h(T100(f)). The left-hand panel of Figure 2.9
confirms that the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P −1

100Y100h(T100(f)) are clustered
around -1 and 1, with up to two outliers.

For each example, the validity of the two different preconditioning strategies was demon-
strated. However, we have seen that, for sufficiently large matrices, the spectral results are
remarkably similar. Other valid choices of preconditioning are possible; these produce a
slightly different effect on the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix. Moreover, is high-
lighted that the strategy based on the results of [13, Theorem 5] provides an entire class of
preconditioners suitable for symmetrised Toeplitz structure functions. Indeed, a precondi-
tioner in this class is the absolute value of any circulant matrix Cn such that the following
singular value distribution is verified:

{C−1
n Tn(h ○ f)}n ∼σ 1. (2.13)
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Figure 2.8: Spectrum of the symmetrised matrix Y512h(T512(f)), for h(z) = 1 + z + z2 and
f(θ) = −eiθ + 1 + e−iθ + e−i2θ + e−i3θ. Top: without preconditioner; bottom left: preconditioner
Pn = ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣; bottom right: preconditioner Pn = ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣.

Concerning the choice of the preconditioning strategy based on this requirement, we used the
Frobenius optimal circulant preconditioner because, from the properties of the considered f
and h, relation (2.13) is satisfied.

Finally, we highlight that the choice of the optimal preconditioning strategy between
the two approaches analysed in the examples depends on the computational aspects when
constructing the matrix Pn, which depends on the information available for the specific
example. For instance, the computational cost of the construction of the preconditioner
Pn = ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣ decreases if the Fourier coefficients of h ○ f are known.
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Figure 2.9: Spectrum of the symmetrised matrix Y100h(T100(f)) for h(z) = ez and f(θ) =
∑99
j=−99 aje

ijθ, with λ = 0.1, µ = −0.9, ν = 0.25, σ = 0.45, r = 0.05, and ∆x = 4
101 . Top: without

preconditioner; bottom left: preconditioner Pn = ∣c(Tn(h ○ f))∣; bottom right: preconditioner
Pn = ∣h(c(Tn(f)))∣.
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Chapter 3

Preconditioners for Fractional
Diffusion Equations
Based on the Spectral Symbol

3.1 Introduction

Fractional calculus may be considered as an old and yet novel topic. Old because it dates back
to a letter from L’Höpital to Leibniz in 1695; novel because it has been the object of specialised
conferences and treatises for just a little over forty years. In recent years, considerable
interest in fractional calculus has been stimulated by its applications in numerical analysis and
modelling. Fractional differential equations (FDEs) are used to model anomalous diffusion or
dispersion processes. Such phenomena are ubiquitous in natural and social sciences. Many
complex dynamical systems exhibit anomalous diffusion. Fractional kinetic equations are
usually an effective method to describe these complex systems, including diffusion, diffusive
convection, and Fokker–Planck fractional differential equations. Because analytical solutions
are rarely available, these types of equations are of numerical interest. When the fractional
derivative α = 1, we obtain the standard diffusion process. With 0 < α < 1, we obtain a sub-
diffusion process or a dispersive, slow diffusion process with an anomalous diffusion index;
meanwhile, with α > 1, an ultra-diffusion process or an increased, fast diffusion process is
realised.

Several definitions exist for the fractional derivative, and each definition approaches the
ordinary derivative in the integer order limit. In [40, 41], the authors proposed two uncon-
ditionally stable finite difference schemes of first and second order accuracy based on the
shifted Grünwald–Letnikov definition of fractional derivatives.

In [76], it was shown that once one of these methods is chosen, the coefficient matrix of
the generated system can be seen as the sum of two structures, each of which is expressed as a
diagonal matrix multiplied by a Toeplitz one. Because the efficient solution of such systems
is of great interest, many iterative solvers have been proposed. Representative examples
include the multigrid method (MGM) scheme proposed by [53], the circulant preconditioner
[33] for the conjugate gradient normal residual (CGNR) method, and two structure-preserving
preconditioners proposed in [9]. In the latter paper, the authors provide a detailed analysis,
showing that the sequence of coefficient matrices belongs to the GLT class; furthermore,
its spectral symbol, which describes the asymptotic singular and eigenvalue distributions,
is explicitly derived. In [42], the analysis was extended to the two-dimensional case, and
the authors compared the two-dimensional version of the structure-preserving preconditioner
using a decomposition of the Laplacian [9] to a preconditioner based on an algebraic MGM.

45
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By studying the simplest (but non-trivial), case of preconditioned Toeplitz systems gen-
erated by an even, non-negative function f with zeros of any positive order, the authors
prove [48] that the essential spectral equivalence between the matrix sequences {Tn(f)}n and
{τn(f)}n, (where {Tn(f)}n is the sequence of symmetric positive definite (SPD) Toeplitz
matrices generated by this function, and {τn(f)}n is the sequence of a specific τ matrix) is
generated as

τn(f) = Sndiag(f(θ))Sn, θ = [θ1, θ2, . . . , θn] , θj =
jπ

n + 1
= jπh, j = 1, . . . , n,

and

[Sn]i,j =
√

2

n + 1
sin (iθj), i, j = 1, . . . , n. (3.1)

We recall here that Sn is symmetric and orthogonal; therefore, it is the inverse of itself.
Furthermore, ‘essential spectral equivalence’ means that all the eigenvalues of {τ−1

n (f)Tn(f)}n
belong to an interval [c,C] (except possible m outliers) and do not converge to zero as the
matrix size tends to infinity. For generating functions with the order of their zero lying in
the interval [0,3], it is worth noting that there are no outliers.

According to the analysis given in the aforementioned works, the coefficient matrix of the
system depends on the diffusion coefficients of the fractional DE. In the simplest case (i.e.,
where they are constant and equal), this is a diagonal times a real SPD Toeplitz matrix with
a generating function Fα that is even, positive, and real, having a zero at zero of real positive
order between one and two, plus a positive diagonal with constant entries that asymptotically
tend to zero. The analysis shows that this matrix is present in the more general case, where
the diffusion coefficients are neither constant nor equal. In this case, a diagonal times a
skew-symmetric real Toeplitz matrix is added to the coefficient matrix.

Taking advantage of this fact, we propose the preconditioner PFα =Dnτn(Fα), where Dn is
a suitable diagonal matrix defined as follows: We show that this preconditioner can effectively
retain the real part of the eigenvalues away from zero, whilst the sine transform maintains the
cost per iteration O(n logn), using a specific real algorithm or fast Fourier transform (FFT).
It turns out that this preconditioner is very efficient, and although the structure-preserving
preconditioners given in [9] are more efficient in the one-dimensional case, the proposed
preconditioner is more efficient in two dimensions than the preconditioners described in [9]
and [42].

3.2 Definition of Fractional Derivative

The fractional derivative has been defined in many ways. Each way has its own physical
interpretations and applications. The classic form is given by the Riemann–Liouville integral.

Definition 3.1. As the left Riemann–Liouville integral of order α > 0, we define the operator

aI
α
x ,

aI
α
xf(x) =

1

Γ(α) ∫
x

a
(x − t)α−1f(t)dt,

to be applied on locally integrable functions over [a, b]. Analogously, as the right Riemann–Liouville
integral of order α > 0, we define the operator xI

α
b ,

xI
α
b f(x) =

1

Γ(α) ∫
x

a
(t − x)α−1f(t)dt,

to be applied in the same class of functions.
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For α = n ∈ N the left Riemann–Liouville becomes

aI
n
xf(x) =

1

Γ(n) ∫
x

a
(x − t)n−1f(t)dt = 1

(n − 1)! ∫
x

a
(x − t)n−1f(t)dt =

∫
x

a
∫

s1

a
⋯∫

sn−1

a
f(sn)dsn . . . ds2ds1,

where the last equality is given by the Cauchy formula for n− times repeated integration. It
is immediately apparent that, for n ∈ N, the operator aI

n
x is the n−order counter-derivative.

That is,
dn

dxn aI
n
xf = f.

For the right Riemann–Liouville integral of order n, we have that

dn

dxn xI
n
b f = (−1)nf.

In general, for α,β > 0, we have that

d

dx aI
α+1
x f(x) = d

dx
( 1

Γ(a + 1) ∫
x

a
(x − t)αf(t)dt) = α

Γ(a + 1) ∫
x

a
(x − t)α−1f(t)dt = aI

α
xf(x),

and

aI
α
x aI

β
x = aI

α+β
x .

The same applies for the right Riemann–Liouville integral.
If we now set n = ⌈α⌉, α > 01, the operator dn

dxn aI
(n−α)
x is well defined for the locally integrable

functions over [a, b]. So, if we set

dα

dxα
f = dn

dxn aI
(n−α)
x f, α > 0, n = ⌈α⌉,

we have a well-defined operator for which

lim
α→n

dα

dxα
= dn

dxn
, n ∈ N.

Definition 3.2. Let f be integrable over [a, b], α > 0, and n = ⌈α⌉. The left-hand derivative
of order α, according to Riemann–Liouville, is defined as

dα

d+xα
f(x) = dn

dxn aI
(n−α)
x f(x) = 1

Γ(n − a)
dn

dxn ∫
x

a
(x − t)n−α−1f(t)dt.

The right derivative of order α, according to Riemann–Liouville, is defined as

dα

d−xα
f(x) = (−1)n d

n

dxn xI
(n−α)
b f(x) = (−1)n

Γ(n − a)
dn

dxn ∫
b

x
(t − x)n−α−1f(t)dt.

It can be proven that,

dα

d+xα
aI

α
xf = dα

d−xα
xI

α
b f = f, (3.2)

lim
α→n

dα

d+xα
= lim
α→n

dα

d−xα
= dn

dxn
. (3.3)

1The function ⌈x⌉ is the ceiling function of x and is equal to x if x ∈ N; otherwise, ⌈x⌉ =(the integer part
of x)+1.
In addition, we define the floor function of x as ⌊x⌋ = x if x ∈ N; otherwise, ⌊x⌋ =(the integer part of x).
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The definition of the fractional derivative of interest from a numerical point of view is
given by Grünwald and is a generalisation of the definition of the derivative of integer order:

dn

dxn
f(x) = lim

h→0

1

hn

n

∑
k=0

(−1)k(n
k
)f(x − kh), n ∈ N.

For α ∈ R+, the left and right derivatives of order α over [a, b] are defined as

dα

d+xα
f(x) = lim

h→0

1

hα

(x−a)/h

∑
k=0

(−1)k(α
k
)f(x − kh), (3.4)

dα

d−xα
f(x) = lim

h→0

1

hα

(b−x)/h

∑
k=0

(−1)k(α
k
)f(x + kh), (3.5)

respectively. The Grünwald definition of the fractional derivative is equivalent (in the con-
tinuous limit) to the Riemann–Liouville definition and immediately provides a method for
numerically approximating the fractional derivative of any function.

3.3 Fractional Diffusion Equations in One Dimension

We consider the following initial value problem:

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∂u(x,t)
∂t = d+(x, t)∂

αu(x,t)
∂+xα + d−(x, t)∂

αu(x,t)
∂−xα + f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ (L,R) × (0, T ]

u(x, t) = 0, x ∈ {R ∖ (L,R)} × [0, T ],
u(x,0) = u0(x) x ∈ [L,R]

. (3.6)

Here, α ∈ (1,2) is the fractional derivative order, f(x, t) is the source term, and the positive
functions d±(x, t) are the diffusion coefficients. The left (∂−) and right (∂+) Riemann–Liouville
partial fractional derivatives are defined as

∂αu(x, t)
∂+xα

= 1

Γ(2 − α)
∂2

∂x2 ∫
x

L
(x − ξ)1−αu(ξ, t)dξ, (3.7)

∂αu(x, t)
∂−xα

= 1

Γ(2 − α)
∂2

∂x2 ∫
R

x
(ξ − x)1−αu(ξ, t)dξ,

respectively. In the present work, to approximate the partial left and right fractional deriva-
tives, two different numerical schemes will be used, and the effectiveness of the method
proposed here can be immediately compared with already known methods. These schemes
are based on Grünwald’s definition. The scheme is adapted in more than one dimension and
shifted so that it is consistent and unconditionally stable. More specifically, the left and right
partial derivatives (with respect to the spatial variable) of order α are defined as

∂αu(x, t)
∂+xα

= lim
h→0

1

hα

⌊(x−L)/h⌋

∑
k=0

g
(α)
k u(x − (k − 1)h, t),

∂αu(x, t)
∂−xα

= lim
h→0

1

hα

⌊(R−x)/h⌋

∑
k=0

g
(α)
k u(x + (k − 1)h, t),

where

g
(α)
k = (−1)k(α

k
) = (−1)k

k!
α(α − 1)⋯(α − k + 1), k = 0,1, . . . (3.8)
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are the fractional binomial coefficients. Then, [63]

∂αu(x, t)
∂+xα

= 1

hα

⌊(x−L)/h⌋

∑
k=0

g
(α)
k u(x − (k − 1)h, t) +O(h), (3.9)

∂αu(x, t)
∂−xα

= 1

hα

⌊(R−x)/h⌋

∑
k=0

g
(α)
k u(x + (k − 1)h, t) +O(h). (3.10)

The following method for the discretisation of equation (3.6) was given by Meerschaert
and Tadjeran in [40]. It combines discretisation in time via the implicit Euler method with
discretisation of the left and right fractional derivatives (in space) using formulas (3.9) and
(3.10), respectively. We define

xi = L + ih, h = R −L
n + 1

, i = 0, . . . , n + 1,

tm =mδt, δt = T

M
, m = 0, . . . ,M.

We also set

u
(m)
i = u(xi, tm), d

(m)
±,i = d±(xi, tm), f

(m)
i = f(xi, tm).

Using the implicit Euler method, equation (3.6) becomes

u
(m)
i − u(m−1)

i

δt
= d(m)

+,i
∂αu

(m)
i

∂+xα
+ d(m)

−,i
∂αu

(m)
i

∂−xα
+ f (m)

i +O(δt).

Using formulas (3.9) and (3.10) for the approximation of the left and right fractional deriva-
tives, respectively, we have the following finite difference scheme:

u
(m)
i − u(m−1)

i

δt
=
d
(m)
+,i

hα

i

∑
k=0

gαku
(m)
i−k+1 +

d
(m)
−,i

hα

N−i+1

∑
k=0

gαku
(m)
i+k−1 + f

(m)
i ⇒

hα

δt
u
(m)
i − d(m)

+,i

i

∑
k=0

gαku
(m)
i−k+1 − d

(m)
−,i

N−i+1

∑
k=0

gαku
(m)
i+k−1 =

hα

δt
u
(m−1)
i + hαfmi .

In matrix form, this becomes

(νM,NIN +D(m)
+ Tα,N +D(m)

− TT
α,N)u(m) = νM,Nu(m−1) + hαf (m), (3.11)

where IN is the identity matrix of size N ,

νM,N = h
α

δt
, (3.12)

u(m) = [u(m)
1 , u

(m)
2 , . . . , u

(m)
N ]

T
,

f (m) = [f (m)
1 , f

(m)
2 , . . . , f

(m)
N ]

T
,

[D(m)
± ]i,i = d(m)

±,i , i = 1, . . . ,N,
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and

Tα,N = −

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

g
(α)
1 g

(α)
0

g
(α)
2 g

(α)
1 g

(α)
0

g
(α)
3 g

(α)
2 g

(α)
1 g

(α)
0

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

g
(α)
N−1 g

(α)
N−2 ⋯

. . . g
(α)
2 g

(α)
1 g

(α)
0

g
(α)
N g

(α)
N−1 ⋯ ⋯ g

(α)
3 g

(α)
2 g

(α)
1

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (3.13)

If we define,

M(m)
α,N = (νM,NIN +D(m)

+ Tα,N +D(m)
− TT

α,N) , (3.14)

b(m) = νM,Nu
(m−1) + hαf (m),

then the system (3.11) becomes

M(m)
α,Nu(m) = b(m). (3.15)

For investigating the behaviour of the above system and to design an effective strategy for
its solution, it is necessary to investigate the properties of fractional binomial coefficients.

Proposition 3.3.1. Let α ∈ (1,2) and g
(α)
k be as in (3.8). The following apply:

{ g
(α)
0 = 1, g

(α)
1 = −α, g

(α)
0 > g(α)2 > g(α)3 > ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ > 0

∑∞
k=0 g

(α)
k = 0, ∑nk=0 g

(α)
k < 0, n ≥ 1 ∑∞

k=0 ∣g
(α)
k ∣ = 2α

} .

That g
(α)
0 = 1 and g

(α)
1 = −α immediately follows from this definition. In addition, because

α ∈ (1,2), 1 > g(α)2 = (−1)2 α(α−1)
2 > 0. If k > 2, then

g
(α)
k+1 = (−1)k+1α(α − 1) . . . (α − k + 1)(α − k)

(k + 1)!
= (−1)(α − k)

(k + 1)
gαk .

From the above, it is clear that for k > 2, the term g
(α)
k+1 retains a positive sign and is less than

g
(α)
k . Additionally, using the known identity

(1 − x)α =
∞
∑
k=0

(α
k
)(−x)k =

∞
∑
k=0

gαkx
k, (3.16)

we have,

0 = (1 − 1)α =
∞
∑
k=0

(α
k
)(−1)k =

∞
∑
k=0

gαk .

Because the only negative term in the above zero sum is −α, the sum of the remaining terms
must be equal to α. Thus, it turns out that, on one hand, any partial sum is less than zero;
on the other hand, the sum of the absolute values is equal to 2α.
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Using Proposition (3.3.1), we find that the matrix Tα,N defined in (3.13) is strictly di-
agonally dominant, and therefore positive and invertible. In [76], it was proven that the

coefficient matrix of the system (3.15)M(m)
α,N is also strictly diagonally dominant and invert-

ible. More essential properties of the involved matrices are revealed using the theory of GLT
matrix sequences below.

An interesting property of the matrix (3.13), arising from the operator that this matrix
discretises, is given in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3.2. A linear system with a coefficient matrix of −Tα,N can be solved by a
direct method, with a total cost of O(n logn) operations. In fact, only one Toeplitz matrix-
vector multiplication [of cost O(n logn)] and then a forward substitution [of cost O(n)] are
needed.

Proof. According to the relationship (3.2), the left Riemann–Liouville fractional derivative
of order α is the left inverse operator of the Riemann–Liouville fractional integral of order α
in the space of integrable functions over an interval [a, b]. For this integral, in the continuous
limit, we apply

aI
α
xf(x) =

1

Γ(α) ∫
x

a
(x − t)α−1f(t)dt = lim

h→0
hα

(x−a)/h

∑
k=0

(−1)k(−α
k

)f(x − kh).

Inspired by this fact, we can pre-multiply any system of the form −Tα,Nx = b with the matrix
that implements the inverse operator according to the above scheme; that is,

T̂−α,N =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

g
(−α)
0 0

g
(−α)
1 g

(−α)
0 0

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

g
(−α)
N−1 g

(α)
N−1 ⋯ g

(−α)
1 g

(−α)
0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (3.17)

It is worth noting that T̂−α,N is the inverse of the lower triangular Toeplitz matrix with the

vector [g(α)0 , g
(α)
1 , . . . , g

(α)
N−1] as the first column and it implements the fractional derivative of

order α without displacement. Then, T̂−α,N(−Tα,N) is the following lower Hessenberg matrix:

T̂−α,N(−Tα,N) =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

−g(−α)1 1

−g(−α)2 0 1
...

. . .
. . .

. . .

−g(−α)N−1 0
. . .

. . . 1

−g(−α)N 0 ⋯ 0 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (3.18)

Because the elements of the first column are all known, it is not necessary to make the
multiplication explicitly, and we only need multiply the right-hand vector with T̂−α,N . Of
course, this multiplication can be performed with a cost of O(n logn) operations, whilst the
system with the coefficient matrix T̂−α,N(−Tα,N) is clear and can be solved with a forward
substitution.
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3.3.1 Second-order Finite Difference Discretisation

It can be shown [70] that,

∂αu(x, t)
∂+xα

= 1

hα

⌊(x−L)/h⌋

∑
k=0

w
(α)
k u(x − (k − 1)h, t) +O(h2), (3.19)

∂αu(x, t)
∂−xα

= 1

hα

⌊(R−x)/h⌋

∑
k=0

w
(α)
k u(x + (k − 1)h, t) +O(h2), (3.20)

where

w
(α)
0 = α

2
g
(α)
0 , (3.21)

w
(α)
k = α

2
g
(α)
k + 2 − α

2
g
(α)
k−1, k ≥ 1, (3.22)

and g
(α)
k as defined in (3.8).

In this case, the matrix Tα,N in the system (3.11) must be replaced by the following matrix:

Sα,N = −

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

w
(α)
1 w

(α)
0

w
(α)
2 w

(α)
1 w

(α)
0

w
(α)
3 w

(α)
2 w

(α)
1 w

(α)
0

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

w
(α)
n1−1 w

(α)
n1−2 ⋯

. . . w
(α)
2 w

(α)
1 w

(α)
0

w
(α)
n1 w

(α)
n1−1 ⋯ ⋯ w

(α)
3 w

(α)
2 w

(α)
1

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (3.23)

Proposition 3.3.3. Let α ∈ (1,2) and w
(α)
k be as defined in (3.21)–(3.22). Thus, it is

apparent from the definition that

w
(α)
0 = α

2
> 0, w

(α)
1 = 2 − α − α2

2
< 0, w

(α)
2 = α(α

2 + α − 4)
4

.

Examining the sign of w
(α)
2 = α(α2+α−4)

4 over (1,2), we find that

w
(α)
2 ≤ 0 α ∈ (1,

−1 +
√

17

2
] , w

(α)
2 > 0 α ∈ (−1 +

√
17

2
,2) .

In addition, if k > 2, we have that w
(α)
k > 0, because w

(α)
k is a weighted average of two positive

terms. From the definition and properties of fractional binomial coefficients (3.3.1), we have

1 > w(α)
0 > w(α)

3 > w(α)
4 > ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ > 0.

According to the above,

∞
∑
k=0

w
(α)
k = α

2
g
(α)
0 +

∞
∑
k=1

(α
2
gαk +

2 − α
2

g
(α)
k−1) =

α

2

∞
∑
k=0

g
(α)
k + 2 − α

2

∞
∑
k=1

g
(α)
k−1 = 0.
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If α ∈ (1, −1+
√

17
2 ], then the two negative terms in the above zero sum are w

(α)
1 and w

(α)
2 .

Therefore, the sum of the remaining terms must be equal to ∣w(α)
1 ∣ + ∣w(α)

2 ∣, and thus,

∞
∑
k=0

∣w(α)
k ∣ = 2(∣w(α)

1 ∣ + ∣w(α)
2 ∣).

Analogously, if α ∈ (−1+
√

17
2 ,2), then the only negative term in the zero sum is w

(α)
1 , and we

conclude that
∞
∑
k=0

∣w(α)
k ∣ = 2∣w(α)

1 ∣.

In any case,
∞
∑
k=0

∣w(α)
k ∣ <∞,

and if n > 1,
n

∑
k=0

w
(α)
k < 0.

3.4 Spectral Analysis of the Coefficient Matrices

In the present section, we present in detail the distribution of eigenvalues and singular values
of the matrix sequences {Tα,n}n, {Tα,n+TT

α,n}n, and {M(m)
α,n }n appearing on the left-hand side

of the system (3.15). For the first two, which are clearly Toeplitz, their spectral symbol 2 is

analyzed. The sequence {M(m)
α,N}n belongs to the GLT class, and its spectral symbol is also

considered. In addition, the distribution of the sequence {Sα,n}n appears in the second-order
finite difference discretisation is considered.

Definition 3.3. Let the sequence {fk}k be such that ∑∞
k=0 ∣fk∣ <∞. Then, the series ∑∞

k=0 fke
ikθ

converges uniformly to a continuous 2π−periodic function f(θ). The set of all these functions
is the Wiener class.

Proposition 3.4.1. [9] Let α ∈ (1,2). The matrix sequences {Tα,n}n, {TT
α,n}n, and

{Tα,n + TT
α,n}n are Toeplitz with spectral symbols

gα(θ) = −e−iθ(1 − eiθ)α, (3.24)

gα(−θ) = gα(θ),
pα(θ) = gα(θ) + gα(θ), (3.25)

respectively.
We observe that

[Tα,n]k,j =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

g
(α)
k−j+1 k − j ≥ −1,

0 k − j < −1

.

2In the definition of Toeplitz matrices (Definition 1.6), the term ’generating function’ is used instead of
’spectral symbol’ for the function whose Fourier coefficients compose the diagonals of the matrices of the
sequence. Nevertheless, from the property GLT3, every Toeplitz sequence is GLT with a spectral symbol
that is the same as the generating function. Hence, the term ’spectral symbol’ is used instead of ’generating
function’ for reasons of homogeneity, because the spectral behaviour of all matrix sequences shown here can
only be analysed using the GLT theory.
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Based on the properties of the sequence {gαn}n (3.3.1) and the definition of the Wiener class

(Definition 3.3), −∑∞
k=−1 g

(α)
k+1e

ikθ is well defined and belongs to that class.
Then,

−
∞
∑
k=−1

g
(α)
k+1e

ikθ = −g(α)0 e−iθ − g(α)1 − g(α)2 eiθ − ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ =

− e−iθ(g(α)0 + g(α)1 eiθ + g(α)2 e2iθ + . . . ) =

− e−iθ
∞
∑
k=0

g
(α)
k eikθ = −e−iθ(1 − eiθ)α = gα(θ).

Therefore, Tα,n = Tn(gα(θ)). It is clear that the spectral symbol of the sequence TT
α,n is the

function gα(−θ), which, because the Fourier coefficients are real, entails that gα(−θ) = gα(θ).
Also,

Tα,n + TT
α,n = Tn(gα(θ)) + Tn(gα(θ)) = Tn(gα(θ) + gα(θ)) = Tn(pα(θ)).

The spectral distribution of the sequence {M(m)
α,n }n was studied by [9]. The following

propositions summarise the results required to design an effective strategy for solving 3.3.1.

Proposition 3.4.2. [9] Let νM,N = o(1) and d+(x, t) = d+(x) and d−(x, t) = d−(t) be Riemann

integrable over [L,R]. For the sequence {M(m)
α,n }n, as defined in (3.14), we have

{M(m)
α,n }n ∼GLT ĥα(x̂, θ),

with
ĥα(x̂, θ) = hα(L + (R −L)x̂, θ), hα(x, θ) = d+(x)gα(θ) + d−(x)gα(−θ),

where (x̂, θ) ∈ [0,1] × [−π,π] and (x, θ) ∈ [L,R] × [−π,π]. In addition, from property GLT1,

{M(m)
α,n }n ∼σ hα(x, θ).

If d+(x) = d−(x), then the function hα(x, θ) is real, and the matrices M(m)
α,n have real eigen-

values, and
{M(m)

α,n }n ∼λ hα(x, θ).

Proposition 3.4.3. If α ∈ (1,2), the function pα(θ) has a zero of order α at 0.3 For α = 2,
p2(θ) = 4 − 4 cos(θ) and the proposition is true. For α = 1, p1(θ) = 2 − 2 cos(θ) and the
proposition is untrue, because this trigonometric polynomial has a zero of order two.

Proposition 3.4.4. For the functions pα(θ) and hα(x, θ), as defined above, we apply

lim
θ→0+

hα(x, θ)
pα(θ)

= d+(x) + d−(x)
2

− i tan(απ
2
) d+(x) − d−(x)

2

lim
θ→0−

hα(x, θ)
pα(θ)

= d+(x) + d−(x)
2

+ i tan(απ
2
) d+(x) − d−(x)

2
.

It is evident from the propositions above that the coefficient matrix of the system (3.15),

M(m)
α,n , is in a bad condition, because its minimum singular value or eigenvalue if d+(x) = d−(x)

converges to zero with order O(n−α). An effective strategy for preconditioning the system is
to keep the singular values or eigenvalues of the system away from zero. It should be noted

3If f is a continuous, non-negative, and real function over [a, b], we say that it has a zero of order α at

θ0 ∈ [a, b], if there exist C1,C2 > 0 such that lim inf
θ→θ0

f(θ)
∣θ−θ0∣α

= C1 and lim sup
θ→θ0

f(θ)
∣θ−θ0∣α

= C2.
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that, if the preconditioner Cn is selected from the GLT class (e.g., as a band Toeplitz or

circulant with a spectral symbol f), then from the property GLT2, C−1
n M

(m)
α,n ∼GLT hα(x,θ)

f(θ)

and C−1
n M

(m)
α,n ∼σ hα(x,θ)

f(θ) . In this case, if d+(x) ≠ d−(x), the preconditioner is not optimal.
This is because the singular values or eigenvalues of the sequence cannot be clustered at 1,
because the spectral symbol hα(x,θ)

f(θ) is a nontrivial function of x.

Proposition 3.4.5. [42] Let α ∈ (1,2). The sequences {Sα,n}n, {ST
α,n}n, and {Sα,n +ST

α,n}n
are Toeplitz with spectral symbols

wα(θ) = −(2 − α(1 − e−iθ)
2

)(1 − eiθ)α , (3.26)

wα(−θ) = wα(θ),
qα(θ) = wα(θ) +wα(θ), (3.27)

respectively.

Proposition 3.4.6. If α ∈ (1,2), the function qα(θ) has a zero of order α at 0.

3.5 Fractional Diffusion Equations in Two Dimensions

We consider the following initial value problem in two dimensions:

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∂u(x,y,t)
∂t = d+(x, y, t)∂

αu(x,y,t)
∂+xα + d−(x, y, t)∂

αu(x,y,t)
∂−xα +

+e+(x, y, t)∂
βu(x,y,t)
∂+yβ + e−(x, y, t)∂

βu(x,y,t)
∂−yβ + f(x, y, t), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ),

u(x, y, t) = 0, (x, y, t) ∈ R2 ∖Ω × [0, T ],
u(x, y,0) = u0(x, y), x ∈ Ω̄.

(3.28)

Here, Ω = (L1,R1) × (L2,R2), α, β ∈ (1,2) is the fractional order of the derivative, f(x, y, t)
is the source term, and the non-negative functions d±(x, y, t) and e±(x, y, t) are the diffusion
coefficients.

In this case, the left (∂+) and right (∂−) Riemann–Liouville fractional derivatives are
defined as

∂αu(x, y, t)
∂+xα

= 1

Γ(2 − α)
∂2

∂x2 ∫
x

L1

(x − ξ)1−αu(ξ, y, t)dξ,

∂αu(x, y, t)
∂−xα

= 1

Γ(2 − α)
∂2

∂x2 ∫
R1

x
(ξ − x)1−αu(ξ, y, t)dξ,

∂βu(x, y, t)
∂+yβ

= 1

Γ(2 − β)
∂2

∂y2 ∫
y

L2

(y − η)1−βu(x, η, t)dη,

∂βu(x, y, t)
∂−yβ

= 1

Γ(2 − β)
∂2

∂y2 ∫
R2

y
(η − y)1−βu(x, η, t)dη.

For the discretisation of Equation (3.28), we use a method that combines the Crank–Nicolson
method in time with the second-order finite difference in spatial domain scheme (3.19)–(3.20),
adapted for two dimensions. The method was proposed and proven to be consistent and
unconditionally stable in [70].
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We define,

hx =
R1 −L1

n1 + 1
= (R1 −L1)h1 xi = L1 + ihx, i = 1, . . . , n1,

hy =
R2 −L2

n2 + 1
= (R2 −L2)h2 yi = L2 + ihy, i = 1, . . . , n2,

and N = n1n2. For the unknown function u(x, y, t), we set u
(m)
i,j = u(xi, yj, t(m)) and

u(m) = [u(m)
1,1 , . . . , u

(m)
n1,1

, u
(m)
1,2 , . . . , u

(m)
n1,2

, . . . , u
(m)
1,n2

, . . . , u
(m)
n1,n2]T.

For the diffusion coefficients d+(x, y, t), d−(x, y, t), e+(x, y, t), and e−(x, y, t), we set

d
±,(m)
i,j = d±(xi, yj, t(m)) and e

±,(m)
i,j = e±(xi, yj, t(m)). The corresponding discretisation is as

follows:.

d
(m)
± = [d±,(m)

1,1 , . . . , d
±,(m)
n1,1

, d
±,(m)
1,2 , . . . , d

±,(m)
n1,2

, . . . , d
±,(m)
1,n2

, . . . , d
±,(m)
n1,n2 ]T,

e
(m)
± = [e±,(m)

1,1 , . . . , e
±,(m)
n1,1

, e
±,(m)
1,2 , . . . , e

±,(m)
n1,2

, . . . , e
±,(m)
1,n2

, . . . , e
±,(m)
n1,n2 ]T.

For the discretisation of the source term f(x, y, t), we set f
(m)
i,j = f(xi, yj, t(m)) and

v(m−1/2) = [f (m−1/2)
1,1 , . . . , f

(m−1/2)
n1,1

, f
(m−1/2)
1,2 , . . . , f

(m−1/2)
n1,2

, . . . , f
(m−1/2)
1,n2

, . . . , f
(m−1/2)
n1,n2 ]T.

We define D
(m)
± = diag(d(m)

± ) and E
(m)
± = diag(e(m)

± ). In the equation, fractional derivatives
of different orders α and β appear, and it is also possible to obtain different numbers of
discretisation points n1, n2 in each spatial domain. Thus, we define the matrices Sα,n1 , Sβ,n2 ,
and the N ×N matrices,

A
(m)
x =D(m)

+ (In2 ⊗ Sα,n1) +D
(m)
− (In2 ⊗ ST

α,n1
),

A
(m)
y = E(m)

+ (Sβ,n2 ⊗ In1) +E
(m)
− (ST

β,n2
⊗ In1),

where In is the identity matrix of size n, and ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. Then, by
using the Crank–Nicolson method, we obtain the system

(1

r
IN +A(m)

x + s
r
A

(m)
y )u(m) = (1

r
IN −A(m−1)

x − s
r
A

(m−1)
y )u(m−1) + 2hαxv

(m−1/2),

where r = ht
2hαx

, s = ht
2hβy

. In compact form, the system is written

M(m)
(α,β),Nu(m) = b(m),

where

M(m)
(α,β),N = 1

r
IN +A(m)

x + s
r
A

(m)
y , (3.29)

b(m) = (1

r
IN −A(m−1)

x − s
r
A

(m−1)
y )u(m−1) + 2hαxv

(m−1/2).

Proposition 3.5.1. [42] We suppose that 1
r = o(1) and s

r =
hαx
hβy

= O(1). We suppose also that

for a given time tm, the functions d+(x, y) ∶= d+(x, y, tm), d−(x, y) ∶= d−(x, y, tm), e+(x, y) ∶=
e+(x, y, tm), and e−(x, y) ∶= e−(x, y, tm) are Riemman integrable over [a1, b1]× [a2, b2]. Then,

{M(m)
(α,β),N}N ∼GLT ĥ(α,β)(x̂,θ), x̂ = (x̂, ŷ), θ = (θ1, θ2),
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where

ĥ(α,β)(x̂,θ) = h(α,β)(a1 + (b1 − a1)x̂, a2 + (b2 − a2)ŷ,θ),

h(α,β)(x, y,θ) = d+(x, y)wα(θ1) + d−(x, y)wα(−θ1) +
s

r
(e+(x, y)wβ(θ2) + e−(x, y)wβ(−θ2)) ,

(x̂,θ) ∈ [0,1]2 × [−π,π]2, (x, y,θ) ∈ [a1, b1] × [a2, b2] × [−π,π]2.

Therefore

{M(m)
(α,β),N}N ∼σ h(α,β)(x, y,θ).

In addition, if d+(x, y) = d−(x, y) = e+(x, y) = e−(x, y) we have,

{M(m)
(α,β),N}N ∼λ h(α,β)(x, y,θ).

3.6 The τ Preconditioners

3.6.1 The τ Preconditioner in one Dimension

In order that the results are directly combarable with that in [9], in one dimension will be
used the first order finite difference scheme. Also, to simplify the notation the time mark
will be ommited. Let now, Tn = Tα,n1 as in (3.13) and Mn =Mα,n as in (3.15).

As mentioned in the introduction of the chapter, the proposed preconditioner is a diagonal
matrix Dn, times a τ matrix, PFα = Dnτn(Fα(θ)). Such a combination of two matrices as
preconditioner is not a new proposal ( [50], [49], [45]).

The form of the coefficient matrix of the systemMn = νM,nIn +D+Tn +D−TT
n suggests for

the diagonal Dn the following matrix,

Dn =
1

2
(D+ +D−) ,

[Dn]i,i =
d+,i + d−,i

2
, (3.30)

that has been used in other preconditioning strategies also [9]. Assuming that the functions
d± do not have a common zero x0 ∈ [L,R] we conclude that the D−1

n is uniformly bounded
and

D−1
n Mn = νM,nD

−1
n +D−1

n D+Tn +D−1
n D−T

T
n .

If we now define δ(x) = d+(x)
d+(x)+d−(x) , δi = δ(xi), δ = [δ1, δ2, . . . , δn], Gn = diag(δ) and taking

into consideration that the d± are no-negative, we have that 0 < δ(x) < 1 and also,

D−1
n D+ = 2Gn,

D−1
n D− = 2(In −Gn).

Hence, D−1
n Mn can be written as

D−1
n Mn = νM,nD

−1
n +D−1

n D+Tn +D−1
n D−T

T
n

= νM,nD
−1
n + 2GnTn + 2(In −Gn)TT

n

= νM,nD
−1
n + (Tn + TT

n ) + (2Gn − In)(Tn − TT
n ).
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Since, from (3.4.1), Tn ∶= Tn(−e−iθ (1 − eiθ)α) = Tn(gα(θ)) and TT
n ∶= Tn(−eiθ (1 − e−iθ)α) =

Tn(gα(−θ)) we have

D−1
n Mn = νM,nD

−1
n + (Tn + TT

n ) + (2Gn − In)(Tn − TT
n )

= νM,nD
−1
n + Tn(gα(θ) + gα(−θ)) + (2Gn − In)Tn(gα(θ) − gα(−θ))

= νM,nD
−1
n + Tn(pα(θ)) + (2Gn − In)Tn(2iI{gα(θ)}), (3.31)

where pα(θ), defined in (3.25), is real, positive and even. The above derivation of the D−1
n Mn

matrix is of interest since it makes clear why it is reasonable to use the τ preconditioner.
The first term of the above matrix, νM,nD−1

n , is diagonal with positive and o(1) entries, since
we have supposed that the d± functions do not have zero at the same point in the domain
[L,R] and νM,n = o(1). We mention here that although the entries are o(1), its effect on the
eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix can be significant. The reason is explained in the
end of this section. The third term in (3.31) is a diagonal matrix with entries in [−1,1] times
a skew-symmetric Toeplitz matrix with generating function 2iI{gα(θ)} , and consequently
purely imaginary eigenvalues. If d+ = d− this term is vanishing while if the d± are constant
but not equal it is a pure skew-symmetric Toeplitz (in that case (2Gn − In) = cIn for some
constant c).

The term in (3.31), which is mainly responsible for the dispersion of the real part of the
spectrum, is the second term, that is Tn(pα(θ)). The τ preconditioner will effectively cluster
the eigenvalues of this matrix, and consequently the eigenvalues of the whole matrix D−1

n Mn.
Hence, taking advantage of the ‘essential spectral equivalence’ between the matrix sequences
{τn(f)}n and {Tn(f)}n proven in [48], we propose a preconditioner expressed as

PFα,n =Dnτn(pα(θ)) =DnSnFnSn, (3.32)

where

Fn = diag(pα(θ)), θ = [θ1, θ2, . . . , θn] , θj =
jπ

n + 1
= jπh, j = 1, . . . , n,

with Dn defined in (3.30) and Sn being the sine transform matrix reported in (3.1). Obviously,
the proposed preconditioner is symmetric and positive definite.

Case I: d± are constants

In the case where the diffusion coefficient functions are constants, the (3.31) becomes:

(2
νM,n

d+ + d−
) In + Tn (pα(θ))+(d+ − d−

d+ + d−
)Tn (2iI{gα(θ)}) =

Tn (2
νM,n

d+ + d−
+ pα(θ)) + Tn (2(d+ − d−

d+ + d−
) iI{gα(θ)}) ,

i.e, is exactly the sum of a symmetric and a skew-symmetric Toeplitz matrix. It is worth
noticing that according to the GLT machinery, the term

2⋅νM,n
d++d− which is added to the symbol

of the first Toeplitz matrix sequence does not change the symbol of the sequence since is of
order o(1). However it affects the speed in which the minimum eigenvalue of the sequence
approaches zero as the dimension of the matrix tends to infinity. Thus, in this special case,
the τ part of preconditioner is defined as

τM,n (pα(θ) +
2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
) = Sndiag (pα(θ) +

2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
)Sn = SnF̂nSn.
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Then,

τ−1
M,n (pα(θ) +

2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
) [Tn (

2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
+ pα(θ)) + Tn (2

d+ − d−
d+ + d−

iI{gα(θ)})] ∼

F̂
− 1

2
n Sn [Tn (

2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
+ pα(θ)) + Tn (2

d+ − d−
d+ + d−

iI{gαθ)})]SnF̂
− 1

2
n =

F̂
− 1

2
n SnTn (

2 ⋅ νM,n

d+ + d−
+ pα(θ))SnF̂

− 1
2

n + F̂ − 1
2

n SnTn (2
d+ − d−
d+ + d−

iI{gα(θ)})SnF̂
− 1

2
n .

The first term in the above sum is symmetric and its eigenvalues are strongly clustered at 1
since the conditions of the main theoretical result of [48] are fulfilled concerning the spectral
equivalence between a τ matrix and a Toeplitz one. The second term is skew-symmetric and
it does not affect the real part of the eigenvalues of the whole matrix. Moreover, it is absent
whenever d+ = d−. Hence, the real parts of the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix are
strongly clustered around 1 and are bounded by constants c,C with 0 < c ≤ 1 ≤ C <∞.

Case II. d−(x) = d+(x) > 0

In this case, the term 2Gn − In = 0 in (3.31) is equal to zero and the preconditioned matrix
becomes τ−1

n (pα(θ))(νM,nD−1
n + Tn(pα(θ))) which is similar to the SPD

τ−1
n (pα(θ))(νM,nD

−1
n + Tn(pα(θ))) ∼ F −1/2

n Sn(νM,nD
−1
n + Tn(pα(θ)))SnF −1/2

n

= νM,nF
−1/2
n Sn(D−1

n )SnF −1/2
n + F −1/2

n Sn(Tn(pα(θ)))SnF −1/2
n .

(3.33)

In the above splitting in positive symmetric terms, the first one has o(n) eigenvalues tending
to infinity while the second one fulfills the main theoretical result of [48] and thus, for every
n, it has eigenvalues belonging to an interval [c,C] with c,C constants and 0 < c ≤ 1 ≤ C <∞.
The claim about the spectrum of the first term can be proven if we equivalently show that
the inverse of it, i.e. Fn(SnDnSn) has at most o(n) eigenvalues tending to 0 as n→∞. Since
Fn is the diagonal matrix formed by the values pα(jπh), j = 1, . . . , n, which has a unique
zero at zero of order α, there will be an index ĵ with ĵ of order o(n) such that pα(jπh) being
of order o(1) for all j ≤ ĵ. Thus, at most o(n) eigenvalues of Fn can tend to zero. Using
Rayleigh quotient and taking into account that the matrix Dn is a diagonal matrix with
entries bounded from above end below by positive universal constants, the claim is proven.
Consequently, using the Weyl’s theorem on (3.33) we have that

λk (νM,nF
−1
n Sn(D−1

n )Sn + F −1
n Sn(Tn(pα(θ)))Sn) ≤

νM,nλk(F −1
n Sn(D−1

n )Sn) + λn (F −1
n Sn(Tn(pα(θ)))Sn) .

Accordingly, at most o(n) eigenvalues of τ−1
n (pα(θ))(νM,nD−1

n + Tn(pα(θ))) can tend to
infinity. Clearly the term νM,n which in general tends to zero as O(n1−α), can further reduce
the number of eigenvalues tending to infinity.

In the semi elliptic case (see [47] and especially the numerical experiments therein), if the
equal functions d± have a root then an unpredictable asymptotical behavior of the eigenvalues
of coefficient matrix Mα is expected.
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Case III: General case

In the case where d+ ≠ d− the term (2Gn− In)(Tn−TT
n ) is nonzero and it affects the spectrum

of the preconditioned matrix. Specifically,

τ−1
n (pα(θ))(νM,nD

−1
n + Tn(pα(θ)) + (2Gn − In)Tn(2iI{gα(θ)}))

∼ F −1/2
n Sn(νM,nD

−1
n + Tn(pα(θ)) + (2Gn − In)Tn(2iI{gα(θ)}))SnF −1/2

n

= F −1/2
n Sn(νM,nD

−1
n )SnF −1/2

n + F −1/2
n Sn(Tn(pα(θ)))SnF −1/2

n +
F
−1/2
n Sn(2Gn − In)Tn(2iI{gα(θ)})SnF −1/2

n ,

where only the, new, third term can add imaginary quantity on the eigenvalues. However,
through experimentation it can be shown, that the effect of this third term on the real part
of the eigenvalues is negligible. In this sense, all the numerical experiments given in Section
4 belong to this case mainly for showing the performance of the proposal there were the
spectral analysis do not explicitly and in depth cover the topic.

3.6.2 Proposed Preconditioner: Two Dimensions

In the two-dimensional case the second order spatial discretization is used, in order to be
consistent with [42] and be able to readily compare the results. In this case, as reported in
Section 3.5, the coefficient matrix of the system is defined as

M(m)
(α,β),N = 1

r
IN +D(m)

+ (In2 ⊗ Sα,n1) +D
(m)
− (In2 ⊗ ST

α,n1
) + s

r
(E(m)

+ (Sβ,n2 ⊗ In1) +E
(m)
− (ST

β,n2
⊗ In1)) .

(3.34)

It is reminded that Sα,n1 = Tn1(wα(θ)) and Sβ,n2 = Tn2(wβ(θ)). Again, for simplicity the time
dependency in the notation is omitted.

Now let F(α,β)(θ1, θ2) = qα(θ1)+ s
rqβ(θ2) where q is the real, nonnegative and even function

defined in (3.27), θ1, θ2 ∈ [−π,π], and n1, n2 the two integers used for the discretization of
the domain [Lx,Rx] × [Ly,Ry]. Using the grid in (3.1) we define the diagonal matrices

Fn1,j =diag(F(α,β)(θi,n1 , θj,n2), i = 1, . . . , n1),

for each j = 1, . . . , n2. Then, the N ×N diagonal matrix is expressed as

FN =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

Fn1,1

Fn1,2

. . .
. . .

Fn1,n2

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (3.35)

Let Sn1 and Sn2 be the discrete sine transform matrices of sizes n1 and n2, respectively, as
they defined in (3.1). Then, generalizing the idea of (3.32), the proposed preconditioner for
this case is

PF(α,β),N =DN (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)FN (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) , (3.36)

where

DN = (D+ +D− +E+ +E−)/4.
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The motivation of the above construction is to create a preconditioner that properly acts
on the different sources affecting the spectrum of M(α,β),N . Specifically, the diagonal part
operates on the spatial space treating the influence that the coefficients of the equation have
on the matrix, while the τ matrix focuses on the spectral space and the ill-conditioning
generated by the discretization of the fractional differential operator. This observation is
a direct result of the GLT symbol associated to M(α,β),N and has been extensively studied
in [47] and [75], for the case of semi elliptic differential equations. Moreover, the spectral
analysis of the preconditioned Conjugate Gradient in 2 dimension is considered in [46]. In
the simplest, but not unusual in applications, case where d± = d, e± = e we can counterbalance
the influence of the term 1

r in the spectrum of M(α,β),N incorporate it into the τ part of the

preconditioner. Particularly, we define F̂(α,β)(θ1, θ2) = 1
r + d ⋅ qα(θ1) + s

re ⋅ qβ(θ2) replacing the

sampling of F(α,β) with that of F̂(α,β) for the construction of F̂N instead of FN in (3.35).
Accordingly, the new corresponding preconditioner PF̂(α,β),N is defined as

PF̂(α,β),N = (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) F̂N (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) . (3.37)

The following theorem shows that in this case, the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix
is bounded by positive constants independent of the size of the matrix.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that d± = d > 0, e± = e > 0. In this case the coefficient matrix of the
system becomes

AN = 1

r
IN + (In2 ⊗ Âαn1

) + (Aβn2
⊗ In1) = (In2 ⊗ (1

r
In1 + Âαn1

)) + (Aβn2
⊗ In1) = In2 ⊗Aαn1

+Aβn2
⊗ In1 ,

(3.38)

where

Aαn1
= 1

r
IN + Tn1 (d ⋅ (wα(θ) +wα(−θ))) = Tn1 (

1

r
+ d ⋅ qα(θ)) ,

Aβn2
= Tn2 (e

s

r
⋅ (wβ(θ) +wβ(−θ))) = Tn2 (e

s

r
⋅ qβ(θ)) .

Then, the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix sequence {P−1
F̂(α,β),N

AN}
N

is bounded by

positive constants c,C independent of N .

Proof. We have that

hx = (Rx −Lx)h1, hy = (Ry −Ly)h2,

r = ht
2hαx

, s = ht

2hβy
,

and

F̂N = In2 ⊗ Fα
n1
+ F β

n2
⊗ In1 , (3.39)

where In is the identity matrix of order n and

Fα
n1
= diag(d ⋅Fα(θi,n1) +

1

r
), i = 1, . . . , n1, (3.40)

F β
n2
= diag(es

r
⋅Fβ(θj,n2)), j = 1, . . . , n2. (3.41)
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The matrix AN is SPD since each of its terms is a Kronecker product of a diagonal with a
SPD Toeplitz matrix. Hence,

P−1
N AN = (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) F̂ −1

N (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)AN ,

which is similar to the matrix

F̂
−1/2
N (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)AN (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) F̂

−1/2
N .

Thus,

F̂
−1/2
N (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) ((In2 ⊗Aαn1

) + (Aβn2
⊗ In1)) (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)F̂

−1/2
N

= F̂ −1/2
N ((Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)(In2 ⊗Aαn1

)(Sn2 ⊗ Sn1) + (Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)(A
β
n2 ⊗ In1)(Sn2 ⊗ Sn1)) F̂

−1/2
N

= F̂ −1/2
N (In2 ⊗ Sn1A

α
n1
Sn1 + Sn2A

β
n2
Sn2 ⊗ In1

) F̂ −1/2
N

= F̂ −1/2
N (In2 ⊗ (Fα

n1
)1/2(Fα

n1
)−1/2Sn1A

α
n1
Sn1(Fα

n1
)−1/2(Fα

n1
)1/2 +

+ (F β
n2
)1/2(F β

n2
)−1/2Sn2A

β
n2
Sn2(F β

n2
)−1/2(F β

n2
)1/2 ⊗ In1) F̂

−1/2
N

= F̂ −1/2
N

⎛
⎜⎜
⎝
(In2 ⊗ (Fα

n1
)1/2) (In2 ⊗ (Fα

n1
)−1/2Sn1A

α
n1
Sn1(Fα

n1
)−1/2

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=L

)(In2 ⊗ (Fα
n1
)1/2) +

+ ((F β
n2
)1/2 ⊗ In1) ((F β

n2
)−1/2Sn2A

β
n2
Sn2(F β

n2
)−1/2)⊗ In1)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=R

((F β
n2
)1/2 ⊗ In1)

⎞
⎟⎟
⎠
F̂
−1/2
N

= F̂ −1/2
N (In2 ⊗ (Fα

n1
)1/2)L(In2 ⊗ (Fα

n1
)1/2)F̂ −1/2

N
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

=AL

+ F̂ −1/2
N ((F β

n2
)1/2 ⊗ In1)R((F β

n2
)1/2 ⊗ In1)F̂

−1/2
N

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=AR

.

(3.42)

Let

Pα
n1
= Sn1F

α
n1
Sn1 ,

P β
n2
= Sn2F

β
n2
Sn2 .

Then, (see [48]), there exist positive constants c and C independent of n1, n2, such that

c < σ ((Pα
n1
)−1

Aαn1
) < C ⇒ c < σ ((Fα

n1
)−1/2Sn1A

α
n1
Sn1(Fα

n1
)−1/2) < C

and
c < σ ((P β

n2
)−1

Aβn2
) < C ⇒ c < (F β

n2
)−1/2Sn2A

β
n2
Sn2(F β

n2
)−1/2 < C.

Consequently, for every normalized vector x ∈ RN we find that:

c < xTLx < C, c < xTRx < C.

Since the matrices AL, AR that form (3.42) are SPD, some properties concerning such kind of
matrices are used here. Specifically, the inequality A > B for A,B SPD matrices if A−B > 0
is positive definite is used and in addition if A, B, C, D, and E are SPD, then, by the
Sylvester inertia law and by the definition of Rayleigh quotient

A > B⇔ EAE > EBE, (3.43)

A > B and C >D⇔ A +C > B +D. (3.44)
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Therefore, we infer

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

cIN < L < CIN ,
cIN < R < CIN ,

and, using (3.43) and (3.44), we deduce

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

cF̂ −1
N (In2 ⊗ Fα

n1
) < AL < CF̂ −1

N (In2 ⊗ Fα
n1
),

cF̂ −1
N (F β

n2 ⊗ In1) < AR < CF̂ −1
N (F β

n2 ⊗ In1).
(3.45)

Using again (3.43) and (3.44), taking into account the two inequalities of (3.45), and (3.39),
we have

cF̂ −1
N (In2 ⊗ Fα

n1
) + cF̂ −1

N (F β
n2
⊗ In1) = cF̂ −1

N F̂N = cIN ,
CF̂ −1

N (In2 ⊗ Fα
n1
) +CF̂ −1

N (F β
n2
⊗ In1) = CF̂ −1

N F̂N = CIN .

Consequently, we conclude that

cIN ≤ F −1/2
N (Sn1 ⊗ Sn2)AN(Sn1 ⊗ Sn2)F

−1/2
N ≤ CIN .

Therefore, the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix, which is similar to the F
−1/2
N (Sn1 ⊗

Sn2)AN(Sn1 ⊗ Sn2)F
−1/2
N , lies in [c,C]. Moreover, from [48] we expect all the eigenvalues to

be clustered around 1, something that is numerically confirmed in the next section.

Corolary 1. Let the functions d+(x, y, t), d−(x, y, t), e+(x, y, t), e−(x, y, t) being strictly posi-
tive functions on Ω, with d+(x, y, t) = d−(x, y, t) = e+(x, y, t) = e−(x, y, t). Then, the precondi-

tioned matrix sequence {P−1
F̂(α,β),N

M(m)
(α,β),N}

N

is bounded by positive constants c,C indepen-

dent of N .

Proof. The proof can be easily obtained from the results of Theorem 3.1 and the observation
that the coefficient matrix in (3.34) can be bounded by

AcN ≤M(m)
(α,β),N ≤ ACN ,

where

AcN = 1

r
IN + c(In2 ⊗ Sα,n1) + c(In2 ⊗ ST

α,n1
) + s ⋅ c

r
((Sβ,n2 ⊗ In1) + (ST

β,n2
⊗ In1)) ,

ACN = 1

r
IN +C(In2 ⊗ Sα,n1) +C(In2 ⊗ ST

α,n1
) + s ⋅C

r
((Sβ,n2 ⊗ In1) + (ST

β,n2
⊗ In1)) ,

and
c = min

(x,y,t)∈Ω
{d+(x, y, t), d−(x, y, t), e+(x, y, t), e−(x, y, t)},

C = max
(x,y,t)∈Ω

{d+(x, y, t), d−(x, y, t), e+(x, y, t), e−(x, y, t)}.

Then, using Rayleigh quotient we obtain

P−1
F̂N
AcN ≤ P−1

F̂N
M(m)

(α,β),N ≤ P−1
F̂N
ACN

λ1(P−1
F̂N
AcN) ≤ λ1(P−1

F̂N
M(m)

(α,β),N) ≤ λN(P−1
F̂N
M(m)

(α,β),N) ≤ λN(P−1
F̂N
ACN),

and the proof is completed.
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3.7 Numerical Examples

In this section we present three numerical examples to show the efficiency of the proposed
preconditioners, compared with preconditioners discussed in [9] (one dimension) and [42]
(two dimensions).

• Example 1 is a one-dimensional problem, taken from [9, Example 1.], and we compare
and discuss the preconditioners therein with the proposed PFα,n, and a few variations
based on the spectral symbol. The fractional derivatives are of order α ∈ {1.2,1.5,1.8}.

• Example 2 is a two-dimensional problem, taken from [42, Example 1.], and we compare
and discuss the preconditioners therein with the proposed PF(α,β),N . The fractional
derivatives are α = 1.8 and β = 1.6.

• Example 3 is the same experiment as Example 2, but with the fractional derivatives
α = 1.8 and β = 1.2.

The numerical experiments presented in Tables 3.1–3.4 were implemented in Julia v1.1.0,
using GMRES from the package IterativeSolvers.jl (GMRES tolerance is set to 10−7)
and the FFTW.jl package. Benchmarking is done with BenchmarkTools.jl with 100
samplings and minimum time is presented in milliseconds. Experiments were run, in serial,
on a computer with dual Intel Xeon E5 2630 v4 2.20 GHz (10 cores each) cpus, and with 128
GB of RAM.

The Figures 3.1–3.3 (and Figures 3.5 and 3.6) show the scaled spectra of the precondi-
tioned coefficient matrix P−1Mα,n1 (and P−1M(α,β),N) for different preconditioners P, frac-
tional derivatives α, and matrix orders n1 (and β, N = n1, n2). The scaling by a constant
c0 is performed the following way: find the smallest enclosing circle over all the eigenvalues
of the matrix of interest A. The center is denoted c0 and the radius is r. Then, the spec-
trum is scaled as λj(A)/c0 and the circle scaled and centered in (1,0). The Julia package
BoundingSphere.jl was used to compute c0 and r for all figures. The current scaling of
the eigenvalues of preconditioned coefficient matrices is a visualization of the important effect
for the convergence rate of GMRES of both the clustering and of the shape of the clustering.

In Tables 3.1–3.4, for each preconditioner, we present the number of iterations [it], minimal
timing [ms], and the condition number of the preconditioned matrix κ. Best results are
highlighted in bold.

3.7.1 Example 1

We compare the proposed preconditioner PFα,n with the ones presented in Example 1 from [9]
(and two alternative symbol based preconditioners). We consider the one-dimensional form
of (3.28) in the domain [L1,R1] × [t0, T ] = [0,2] × [0,1], where the diffusion coefficients

d+(x) = Γ(3 − α)xα,
d−(x) = Γ(3 − α)(2 − x)α,

are non-constant in space. Furthermore, the source term is

f(x, t) = −32e−t (x2 + (2 − x)2(8 + x2)
8

− 3(x3 + (2 − x)3)
3 − α

+ 3(x4 + (2 − x)4)
(4 − α)(3 − α)

) ,

and the initial condition is

u(x,0) = 4x2(2 − x)2,
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which yield an analytical solution u(x, t) = 4e−tx2(2 − x)2. We assume hx = ht = 2/(n1 + 1),
that is, νM,n1 = hα−1

x and number of time steps M = (n1+1)T /(R1−L1) = (n1+1)/2. The set of
fractional derivatives α, for which a solution is computed for, is {1.2,1.5,1.8} and in addition
we consider the following set of partial dimensions for n1, that is {26 − 1,27 − 1,28 − 1,29 − 1}.

In Table 3.1 we present the results for the following preconditioners

• Identity (In1): GMRES without any preconditioner.

• Circulant (PC,n1): Described in [33] and implemented using FFT.

• “Full” symbol (Pfull,n1): Defined as

Sn1diag (νM,n1 + d+,igα(θj,n1) + d−,igα(−θj,n1), j = 1,2, . . . n1)Sn1

and implemented using FFT.

• Symbol (PFα,n1): Proposed in Section 3.6.1, Dn1Sn1diag (pα(θj,n1), j = 1,2, . . . n1)Sn1 ,
and implemented using FFT.
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Figure 3.1: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners In1 , PC,n1 , and Pfull,n1 are applied to the coefficient matricesMα,n1 and
n1 = 26 − 1. Left: α = 1.2. Middle: α = 1.5. Right: α = 1.8.

In Figure 3.1 we present the scaled spectra of the resulting matrices, when the precondi-
tioners In1 , PC,n1 , and Pfull,n1 are applied to the coefficient matrices Mα,n1 when n1 = 26 − 1
and α = 1.2 (left), α = 1.5 (middle), and α = 1.8 (right). We conclude that the spectral
behavior resulting from the circulant and “full” symbol preconditioner resemble each other,
but the condition number is lower for the “full” symbol preconditioner, as seen in Table 3.1.
In Figure 3.2 we show the scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when the preconditioners
PFα,n1 are applied to the coefficient matrices Mα,n1 with n1 = 26 − 1 and α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}.
We note that the clustering of the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrices is very good
except for a few large eigenvalues, especially one for any given α. The condition number is
higher for the symbol preconditioner, compared to the “full” symbol preconditioner, however,
as seen in Table 3.1 both the number of iterations and execution time is lower for the symbol
preconditioner. This confirms numerically that the term νM,nIn in the “full” preconditioner,
has a negative impact on the performance of the preconditioner, as stated in Section 3.6.1.
This is due to the fact the GMRES convergence rate largely depends on the clustering of the
spectrum, and a few large eigenvalues, which might give higher condition numbers, do not
degrade the convergence rate, see [2]. In Table 3.2 we present the results for the following
preconditioners
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Figure 3.2: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners PFα,n1 are applied to the coefficient matrices Mα,n1 for n1 = 26 − 1.

• First derivative (P1,n1): Tridiagonal preconditioner based on the finite difference dis-
cretization of the first derivative, proposed in [9] and implemented using the Thomas
algorithm.

• Second derivative (P2,n1): Tridiagonal preconditioner based on the finite difference dis-
cretization of the second derivative, proposed in [9] and implemented using the Thomas
algorithm.

• Tridiagonal (Ptri,n1): Tridiagonal preconditioner based on the three main diagonals of
the coefficient matrix and implemented using the Thomas algorithm.

• Alternative symbol based (PF̃α,n1
): Constructed by Sn1Dn1diag(pα(θj,n1))Sn1 and im-

plemented using FFT.

Like in Figure 3.1, in Figure 3.3 we present the scaled spectra of the preconditioned
matrix. The spectral behavior of the three preconditioners (first and second derivative and
the tridiagonal) for different α correlate well with the results presented in Table 3.2. In the
left panel of Figure 3.3 the best clustering is obtained using the tridiagonal preconditioner,
followed by the first derivative, and then by the second derivative. Since α = 1.2, a value
close to one, this behavior is expected. When α = 1.5, as presented in the middle panel of
Figure 3.3, the results are similar for the three preconditioners, but the second derivative
preconditioner performs best as n1 increases. In the right panel of Figure 3.3 we see that the
best clustering is observed for the second derivative preconditioner, and it also performs best
for all n1 and all reported quantities (iterations, timings, and condition numbers). The better
performance of the preconditioners reported in Table 3.2 as opposed the ones in Table 3.1 is
expected: this is due to the computational complexity of O(n) for the Thomas algorithm,
as opposed to O(n logn) for the DFT. However, due to the inherit parallel nature of FFT
opposed to serial Thomas algorithm, this disadvantage will turn to be a significant benefit for
our proposal if a parallel environment is used. In Figure 3.4 we present the scaled spectrum of
an alternative symbol based preconditioner, PF̃α,n1

, which performs slightly better than the
proposed preconditioner PFα,n1 in Section 3.6.1 (compare Tables 3.1 and 3.2). This is mainly
due to the avoided multiplication with the inverse of Dn for PF̃α,n1

, since the spectrum of
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Table 3.1: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Numerical experiments with GMRES and
different preconditioners. For each preconditioner we present: average number of iterations
for one time step [it], total timing in milliseconds [ms] to attain the approximate solution at
time T , and the condition number κ of the preconditioned matrix, P−1Mα,n1 . Best results
are highlighted in bold.

α n1 + 1 In1 PC,n1 Pfull,n1 PFα,n1

[it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ

1.2 26 28.0 1.7 9.6 13.0 9.6 3.3 14.0 3.8 1.6 7.2 2.3 30.8

27 39.0 24.3 11.5 14.0 53.5 3.6 14.0 17.6 1.8 8.6 13.3 63.7

28 46.0 114.9 13.4 13.0 119.8 3.8 14.0 68.8 2.0 9.9 58.2 132.2

29 51.0 594.5 15.5 12.0 574.0 4.2 13.0 312.7 2.2 9.9 285.2 274.7

210 54.0 2882.0 17.9 11.0 1927.0 4.5 12.0 1415.0 2.4 10.9 1450.0 571.4

211 56.0 18569.0 20.5 10.0 11749.0 4.9 11.0 8840.0 2.5 12.8 9773.0 1189.7

1.5 26 32.0 2.0 33.4 12.0 8.8 7.1 13.0 3.2 1.8 6.7 2.2 16.1

27 60.0 37.2 51.2 12.0 46.7 9.2 13.0 16.4 2.1 8.0 12.5 33.3

28 89.0 213.1 75.8 12.0 111.3 12.0 13.0 64.5 2.3 8.5 52.6 70.9

29 122.0 1389.0 109.9 12.0 544.2 15.8 12.0 288.9 2.6 10.0 280.2 152.7

210 158.0 8007.0 157.7 11.0 1779.0 21.2 11.0 1366.0 2.9 10.0 1386.0 331.8

211 195.0 56266.0 224.7 10.0 11538.0 28.6 10.0 8551.0 3.2 11.0 9142.0 724.3

1.8 26 32.0 2.1 136.5 9.0 6.6 23.0 10.0 2.6 2.6 6.1 2.2 9.7

27 67.0 42.2 266.3 9.0 36.1 37.8 11.0 14.5 2.8 6.8 11.2 19.5

28 131.0 332.3 494.8 9.0 89.8 63.0 10.0 53.6 2.9 7.0 47.2 40.8

29 231.2 3085.0 893.8 9.0 446.8 106.3 9.0 257.9 2.9 8.6 262.8 86.9

210 341.0 20620.0 1589.3 8.0 1503.0 180.5 8.0 1191.0 3.0 10.0 1370.0 187.5

211 470.0 163700.0 2800.9 8.0 10197.0 308.3 7.0 7759.0 3.0 11.0 9125.0 408.1
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Figure 3.3: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners P1,n1 , P2,n1 , and Ptri,n1 are applied to the matricesMα,n1 and n1 = 26−1.
Left: α = 1.2. Middle: α = 1.5. Right: α = 1.8.

the resulted preconditioned matrices using PF̃α,n1
and PFα,n1 are comparable. Furthermore,

in this case it seems that the most efficient choice of preconditioner is problem specific,
depending on d±.
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Table 3.2: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Numerical experiments with GMRES and
different preconditioners. For each preconditioner we present: average number of iterations
for one time step [it], total timing in milliseconds [ms] to attain the approximate solution
at time T , and the condition number κ of the preconditioned mass matrix, P−1Mα,n1 . Best
results are highlighted in bold.

α n1 + 1 P1,n1 P2,n1 Ptri,n1 PF̃α,n1

[it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ

1.2 26 8.0 1.1 1.2 9.0 1.0 2.1 5.0 0.7 1.3 7.5 2.1 29.2

27 8.0 7.5 1.3 10.0 8.6 2.2 5.0 5.9 1.4 8.5 12.2 58.7

28 7.0 32.0 1.3 10.0 37.4 2.4 5.0 32.0 1.5 9.9 52.0 118.6

29 7.0 180.9 1.4 10.0 191.2 2.6 5.0 171.0 1.5 9.9 254.3 239.7

210 6.0 959.7 1.4 9.0 1066.0 2.8 5.0 928.7 1.6 11.0 1363.0 484.0

211 6.0 7026.0 1.5 9.0 7675.0 3.0 5.0 6914.0 1.7 12.0 10787.0 976.3

1.5 26 16.0 1.5 2.5 8.0 1.0 2.1 7.0 1.0 2.4 8.7 2.7 13.6

27 20.0 14.4 3.1 9.0 8.1 2.3 8.0 7.5 3.0 8.0 12.1 26.3

28 24.0 67.9 4.0 9.0 35.3 2.7 11.0 40.2 4.0 8.4 47.7 51.8

29 26.0 366.7 5.2 10.0 197.5 3.0 13.0 227.3 5.4 9.9 248.1 103.0

210 27.0 1810.0 6.9 10.0 1105.0 3.5 15.0 1331.0 7.4 10.0 1636.0 205.9

211 25.4 11212.0 9.0 11.0 8179.0 4.0 18.0 9684.0 10.4 11.0 10563.0 424.5

1.8 26 25.0 2.5 8.4 6.0 0.8 1.6 7.0 1.0 3.5 8.0 2.3 9.0

27 40.0 27.3 14.3 6.0 6.3 1.7 10.0 8.7 5.6 7.8 11.3 17.0

28 61.0 159.8 25.3 7.0 31.0 1.8 15.0 48.3 9.4 6.9 43.3 33.1

29 88.0 1083.0 44.7 7.0 170.1 2.0 22.0 325.4 16.6 7.0 222.4 65.4

210 120.0 6277.0 78.8 7.0 999.3 2.3 31.0 1983.0 30.0 8.9 1569.0 130.1

211 158.0 46716.0 138.2 7.0 7309.0 2.6 44.7 15756.0 54.6 10.0 10249.0 259.8
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Figure 3.4: [Example 1: 1D, α = {1.2,1.5,1.8}] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners PF̃α,n1

are applied to the matrices Mα,n1 for n1 = 26 − 1.

3.7.2 Example 2

The considered two-dimensional example is originally from [52, Example 4.] and also discussed
in [42, Example 1.]. In (3.28), define α = 1.8, β = 1.6, and

d+(x, y) = Γ(3 − α)(1 + x)α(1 + y)2, d−(x, y) = Γ(3 − α)(3 − x)α(3 − y)2,

e+(x, y) = Γ(3 − β)(1 + x)2(1 + y)β, e−(x, y) = Γ(3 − β)(3 − x)2(3 − y)β.
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The spatial domain is Ω = [0,2] × [0,2] and the time interval is [t0, T ] = [0,1]. The initial
condition is

u(x, y,0) = u0(x, y) = x2y2(2 − x)2(2 − y)2,

and the source term is

f(x, y, t) = −16e−t (x2(2 − x)2y2(2 − y)2 + fα(x, y) + fα(2 − x,2 − y) + fβ(y, x) + fβ(2 − y,2 − x)) ,

fγ(x, y) = (8x2−γ − 24x3−γ

3 − γ
+ 24x4−γ

(4 − γ)(3 − γ)
) (1 + x)γ(1 + y)2y2(2 − y)2,

such that the solution to the FDE is given by u(x, y, t) = 16e−tx2(2 − x)2y2(2 − y)2. Let
h = hx = hy = 2/(n + 1), with n = n1 = n2 =M , and ht = 1/(M + 1). Then,

1

r
= 2hα

ht
= 2α+1M

(n + 1)α
= 2α+1n

(n + 1)α
,

s

r
= h

α

hβ
= 2α−β(n + 1)β−α.

In Table 3.3 (and also Table 3.4) we present the results for the following preconditioners:

• Second derivative (P2,N): Preconditioner based on the finite difference discretization of
the second derivative, proposed in [42] and implemented using one Galerkin projection
multigrid V-cycle.

• Algebraic multigrid (PMGM,N): Preconditioner based on algebraic multigrid, proposed
in [42] and implemented using one algebraic multigrid V-cycle.

• Symbol (PF(α,β),N): Proposed preconditioner and implemented using FFT.

We mention that in multi dimensional setting, holds a negative results concerning the
optimality of circulant algebra when it is used for preconditioning Toeplitz matrices generated
by function with zeros of order greater than 1 (see [44], [43]). Thus, we consider unnecessary
a comparison with such kind of preconditioners.

Table 3.3: [Example 2: 2D, α = 1.8, β = 1.6] Numerical experiments with GMRES and
different preconditioners. For each preconditioner we present: average number of iterations
for one time step [it], total timing in milliseconds [ms] to attain the approximate solution at
time T , and the condition number κ of the preconditioned matrix, P−1M(α,β),N . Best results
are highlighted in bold.

n1 = n2 IN P2,N Pmgm,N PF(α,β),N
[it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ

24 37.0 32.2 57.4 21.0 64.8 48.6 10.0 40.8 3.7 8.0 35.1 1.9

25 73.0 331.4 167.4 17.6 551.1 31.7 11.0 383.1 5.4 8.0 296.8 2.7

26 137.0 35440.0 429.4 17.0 10465.0 310.7 11.0 16146.0 8.2 9.0 6569.0 4.3

27 251.0 1644134.0 966.8 17.0 213713.0 678.4 10.0 352471.0 12.2 9.0 135535.0 7.7

For details on the multigrid based preconditioners, P2,N (Galerkin projection multigrid)
and Pmgm,N (algebraic multigrid), see [42]. The proposed symbol-based preconditioner,
PF(α,β),N , performs better than the multigrid-based preconditioners, as seen in Table 3.3.
In Figure 3.5 we present the scaled spectra of the preconditioned matrices for N = n1n2 = 28.
The clustering is better for the proposed symbol-based preconditioners than the other three,
as seen comparing the left and right panels. We note in Table 3.3 that the number of
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iterations are essentially constant both for the algebraic multigrid and the symbol-based
preconditioners.

By fine tuning parameters for the multigrid-based preconditioners, such as number of
smoothing steps, W-cycles etc, these results might be improved. However, the simplicity of
the proposed preconditioner, where no fine-tunings are required, is advantageous.
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Figure 3.5: [Example 2: 2D, α = 1.8, β = 1.6] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners are applied to the matricesM(α,β),n2

1
and n1 = 24. Left: Preconditioners

IN , P2,N , and Pmgm,N Right: Preconditioner PF(α,β),N .

3.7.3 Example 3

By modifying the coefficients α = 1.8 and β = 1.6 in Example 2, to α = 1.8 and β = 1.2 we
obtain Example 3. In Table 3.4 we present the same type of computations as in Table 3.3. As
discussed in [42], the performance of the proposed multigrid-based preconditioners depend
on the fractional derivatives α and β. Since, in this example, α and β differ more than in
Example 2, and β is far away from two, we clearly see in Table 3.4 that the multigrid-based
preconditioners perform worse than in Example 2. Especially note the worse behavior of the
condition number for the algebraic multigrid-based preconditioner Pmgm,N . The condition
numbers are essentially the same for the symbol-based preconditioner PF(α,β),N in Examples
2 and 3.

In Figure 3.6 we present the same scaled spectra as in Figure 3.5, but regarding Exam-
ple 3. Again we note the advantageous clustering properties of the proposed symbol-based
preconditioner in the right panel.
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Table 3.4: [Example 3: 2D, α = 1.8, β = 1.2] Numerical experiments with GMRES and
different preconditioners. For each preconditioner we present: average number of iterations
for one time step [it], total timing in milliseconds [ms] to attain the approximate solution at
time T , and the condition number κ of the preconditioned matrix, P−1M(α,β),N . Best results
are highlighted in bold.

n1 = n2 IN P2,N Pmgm,N PF(α,β),N
[it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ [it] [ms] κ

24 49.0 37.1 57.8 26.5 79.7 42.8 18.0 39.0 8.2 10.0 37.0 1.9

25 92.0 394.0 162.9 32.0 713.8 104.0 26.0 450.7 16.7 12.0 329.0 2.7

26 173.0 44532.0 401.7 41.0 17197.0 231.6 33.0 35021.0 32.8 13.0 7493.0 4.4

27 316.0 2070478.0 876.4 51.0 438344.0 515.8 41.0 1107711.0 62.9 14.5 171500.0 7.9
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Figure 3.6: [Example 3: 2D, α = 1.8, β = 1.2] Scaled spectra of the resulting matrices when
the preconditioners are applied to the coefficient matrices M(α,β),n2

1
, and n1 = 24. Left:

Preconditioners IN , P2,N , and Pmgm,N Right: Preconditioner PF(α,β),N .
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Chapter 4

Policy Iteration Algorithm

4.1 Introduction

As mentioned in the introduction the algorithm developed here iteratively improves exercise
policies untill no further improvement is feasible. A policy for the American put option is
specified by an exercise boundary b = b(t), the underlying price for which the holder has pre-
decided that they will exercise the option at moment t. If starting above the boundary, the
option is exercised at the moment the underlying asset first reaches it; otherwise, it is exercised
immediately. The optimal policy is one such exercise policy [39] and can therefore be obtained
by appropriately selecting the boundary; meanwhile, the option value above the boundary is
determined by solving the Black–Scholes equation with the value specified on the boundary.
Intuitively, the optimal boundary that corresponds to the optimal policy maximises the
option value. A closed-form expression of the optimal boundary for the American put is not
available; however, it can be characterised in terms of nonlinear integral equations. The first
such equation was given in [39] but presented computational difficulties because it involved
the derivative of a boundary which becomes infinite towards the end of the exercise interval.
Other integral equations do not include the derivative, (see, e.g., [25], [8], [27], and [79]).
In [18], an alternative nonlinear integral equation (involving boundary derivatives) of the
second type was developed to facilitate iterative improvement; this equation was used to
refine the boundary estimates at the critical horizon end of the procedure proposed in [4].

The policy iteration algorithm operates directly by appropriately modifying the boundary.
The arbitrage value of a policy specified by a given boundary in the continuation region
(above the boundary) is the solution of the Black–Scholes equation with the appropriate
boundary condition. Even though a policy modification in which the profit from an immediate
exercise exceeds the continuation would be beneficial, the scope of such modifications is
limited to the continuation region. A more efficient approach would be to examine the
Black–Scholes solution that satisfies the same boundary condition for the entire x, t region,
assuming its existence, and to then update the boundary to one in which immediate exercise is
advantageous either in the continuation or in the stopping region. Via the maximum principle
property, the new policy will represent an improvement in the continuation region, and by a
careful selection of the modification, the new policy can be shown to be an improvement for
all x, t. Such modifications are possible until the smooth pasting condition is satisfied. By
selecting the new boundary greedily to maximise the benefit from the change, fast convergence
to the optimal boundary can be achieved.
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4.2 The Black–Scholes Market Model

Definition 4.1. The Black–Scholes market model consists of two assets B and x, whose
dynamics are given by

dB(t) = rB(t)dt, (4.1)

dx(t) = µx(t)dt + σx(t)dw(t), (4.2)

where r, µ, and σ are known constants. B is a bond with interest rate r, x is the price of an
asset, and w describes the standard Brownian motion. This model does not permit arbitrage
opportunities.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that in the market model above, we want to price a contingent claim
of the form ξ = Φ(x(T )). Then, the only price function V (x, t) for this that is consistent
with the absence of arbitrage is the solution of the following boundary value problem:

rV = Vt + rxVx +
1

2
σ2x2Vxx, (4.3)

V (x,T ) = Φ(x). (4.4)

The solution of this system in the domain [0 T ] ×R gives for the European-type option,

V (s, t) = e−r(T−t)EQ[Φ(x(T ))∣x(t) = s],

where Q is a probability measure defined such that the price of the underlying asset has
dynamics of the form

dx(t) = rx(t)dt + σx(t)dW (t).

W (t) is used for Brownian motion specified by the probability measure Q.

That is, the price of the European option, at the moment t and for the underlying price
s, is the discounted mean value of its payoff function under the probability measure Q, given
that the asset price at time t is s. Because the American-type option can be exercised at any
time τ up to the expiration date T , the holder can choose a time of exercise that maximises
their profit. Therefore, a fair price in that case should satisfy the following condition:

V (s, t) = sup
τ
e−r(τ−t)EQ[Φ(x(τ))∣x(t) = s], τ ∈ [t T ].

4.3 Policy Iteration Algorithm

As mentioned before, an American put option with exercise price K and expiration date T
gives its holder the right to sell a specified asset, any time before the expiration date at the
price of K. Assuming that the holder of the option does not own the asset, but buys it at
the current market price xt, their profit will be K − xt. Because the right will be exercised
only if the current market price is lower than K, the profit can be expressed as [K − xt]+,
where [z]+ is zero if z is negative and z otherwise. The asset price xt is given by Equation
(4.2).

A policy π is defined by a boundary; that is, a function b(t) over [0, T ] with b(t) ≤ K.
The policy implies that if the price of the asset at time t is greater than the boundary b(t),
the holder does not exercise his right until the stopping time

τπ = min{t ∶ xt ≤ b(t)},
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whereas they exercise their right immediately if the asset price is lower than the boundary
b(t).

Now, we define the continuation region and stopping region as {(x, t) ∶ b(t) ≤ x, t ∈ [0, T ]}
and {(x, t) ∶ x < b(t), t ∈ [0, T ]}, respectively. In the Black–Scholes market model (Definition
4.1), such a right, with specified stopping time τπ, can be replicated at time t by a portfolio
whose initial value is V π(x, t) (x is the asset price at time t) where V π satisfies the Black–
Scholes equation in the continuation region:

rV π = V π
t + rxV π

x + 1

2
σ2x2V π

xx, (4.5)

V π(b(t), t) =K − b(t), V π(∞, t) = 0, V (x,T ) = 0, ∀{T,x ∶ x ≥ b(T )}.
Thus, we define the replication value for policy π Uπ(x, t)

Uπ(x, t) = { V π(x, t), x > b(t) Continuation region
[K − x]+ , x ≤ b(t) Stopping region.

}

The optimal policy is defined by the optimal boundary b∗, which must satisfy a smooth pasting
condition [39]. V ∗ is the solution of (4.5) with boundary b∗; thus, V ∗

x (b∗(t), t) = −1 for every
t. Therefore, Uπ∗ has a continuous x derivative.

Using the maximum principle property for parabolic equations, a better policy can be
obtained by modifying the boundary b to a new one γ for which immediate exercise is better
than continuation; that is, V π(γ(t), t) ≤ [K − γ(t)]+ for all t. This stopping time policy will
be referred as q. In this formulation, the new boundary must be within the continuation
region where V π is defined. However, assuming that the solution of (4.5) can be smoothly
extended to all x ≥ 0 and t ≤ T , modifications can be considered in either the continuation or
stopping regions. This extension assumption means that a function Ṽ satisfying (4.5) for all
x ≥ 0 t ≤ T such that Ṽ = V π for x ≥ b(t) can be identified.

It is expected that even for the boundary modification obtained using this extended
solution of (4.5), the continuation value V q dominates that of V π in the continuation region
of q, as shown in the following theorem, which shows that by a proper choice of γ, the
improvement is global in the replication values; that is, U q(x, t) ≥ Uπ(x, t), ∀x, t.

Theorem 4.2. Let policy π be specified by a boundary b, and assume that the extended
Black–Scholes problem,

rV = Vt + rxVx +
1

2
σ2x2Vxx, with

V π(b(t), t) =K − b(t), V π(∞, t) = 0, V (x,T ) = 0, ∀{t, x ∶ x ≥ b(T )},
(4.6)

has a solution V π defined for all x ≥ 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T .
Consider a policy q with boundary γ such that V π(γ(t), t) ≤ [K − γ(t)]+, ∀t. Then,

assuming the existence of the solution V q of the extended Black–Scholes problem for γ, the
following holds:

i) V π(x, t) ≤ V q(x, t), for x ≥ γ(t),

ii) For a proper selection of γ: Uπ(x, t) ≤ U q(x, t), ∀(x, t).

Proof. From the definition of γ, we have that K − γ(t) ≥ V π(γ(t), t) for every t. Let us
consider V q and V π at the boundary γ. From the previous inequality, we have

V q(γ(t), t) =K − γ(t) − V π(γ(t), t) + V π(γ(t), t) ≥ V π(γ(t), t)⇒
V q(γ(t), t) − V π(γ(t), t) ≥ 0.
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The functions V q, V π are solutions of the Black–Scholes equation that can be transformed to
the heat equation by a monotonic transformation [28]. For the transformed equations (and,
subsequently, for V q(γ(t), t) − V π(γ(t), t)) we apply the maximum and minimum principles
in the region

Ωγ = {(x, y) ∶ x ≥ γ(t),0 ≤ t ≤ T}.
In the rest of the boundary, applies V q(x, t) − V π(x, t) = 0 because

V q(∞, T ) = V π(∞, t) = 0, V q(x,T ) = V π(x,T ) = 0 x ≥K.

Therefore, according to the minimum principle, we have V q(γ(t), t) − V π(γ(t), t) ≥ 0 every-
where in the interior of Ωγ

1.
(ii) Supposing that b is not optimal, we have that V π

x (b(t), t) ≠ −1 for some t. Then,
we obtain the intervals (x̄, b(t)) or (b(t), x̆), where V π(x, t) ≤ [K − x]+. Specifically, if
V π
x (b(t0), t0 > −1 applies for some t0; then, the continuity of Vx in an open set around t0

means that V π
x (b(t), t) > −1. In this set, we have the extended function V π(x, t) < K − x for

x < b(t); thus, for this set, we choose γ(t) < b(t). Then, for x ≤ γ(t),

U q(x, t) =K − x = Uπ(x, t),

whereas for γ(t) < x ≤ b(t)
U q(x, t) >K − x = Uπ(x, t).

The inequality U q(x, t) >K − x in this specific set applies because U q(γ(t), t) = V q(γ(t), t) =
K − γ(t), and because γ is optimal, we have that V q

x (γ(t), t) = −1. Considering the last
equation and the fact that V q(x, t) is convex [7], we deduce that

U q(x, t) = V q(x, t) >K − x = Uπ(x, t)

for γ(t) < x ≤ b(t).
If applies that V π

x (b(t0), t0) < −1 for some t, the continuity of Vx in an open set around
t0 means that V π

x (b(t), t) < −1 in all set. In this set, we have for the extended function
V π(x, t) < K − x for b(t) < x ≤ γ(t), and we choose b(t) < γ(t). Then, for x ≤ b(t), we have
that

U q(x, t) =K − x = Uπ(x, t);
Meanwhile, when b(t) < x ≤ γ(t) applies,

U q(x, t) =K − x > V π(x, t) = Uπ(x, t)

.
In the regions where V π

x (b(t), t) = −1, we set γ(t) = b(t). Finally, to verify the inequality
U q(x, t) ≥ Uπ(x, t) in the region [max(γ(t), b(t)),∞]×[0, T ], we apply the minimum principle
for the function V q(x, t) − V q(x, t) in that region, as in (i).

A greedy improving strategy would be to exercise upon first reaching an asset value that
locally maximises the improvement; namely, arg maxx,locally{[K − x]+ − V π(x, t)}. It is not
mandatory to take into account the properties stated in part ii) of Theorem 4.2 because a
strict maximisation V will lead to an optimal boundary. Sequentially applying this bound-
ary update, we obtain the following algorithm, which is in the spirit of policy iteration [5]
because the updates rely on the solution of the extended Black–Scholes problem (4.6), which
is closely related to the replication value of the current policy. The algorithm is described in
the following steps:

Policy Iteration Algorithm - PIA

1The Ωγ is not bounded or closed; however, we can limit the bounded subset because limx→∞ V (x, t) = 0
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1. Select an arbitrary stopping time policy π0 for a boundary b0.

2. Compute V0 for all (x, t) via the extended Black–Scholes problem (4.6) on b0.

3. i← 0

4. Repeat

(a) bi+1(t) ← arg maxx{[K − x]+− Vi(x, t)}. Comment : A local maximum is chosen,
preferably but not necessarily satisfying the conditions in Theorem 4.2(b).

(b) Compute Vi+1 via the extended Black–Scholes problem (4.6) on bi+1.

(c) i← i + 1

5. Until ∥Vi+1 − Vi∥∞ ≤ ε or ∥bi+1 − bi∥∞ ≤ ε with ε being a desired tolerance.

The Vi values obtained when using the above algorithm monotonically improve in the
respective continuation regions as a consequence of Theorem 4.2, and so do the corresponding
replication values Ui, provided that the boundaries are properly chosen. Because the Vi
functions are bounded, it is expected that they converge to a function satisfying the smooth
pasting condition; however, no formal arguments to that effect are presented here. Instead,
it is shown that under reasonable assumptions, the sequence of the generated boundaries
converges fast to the optimal one.

4.4 Convergence Properties of the PIA

In the context of Markovian decision processes and control theory, it has been highlighted that
the policy iteration algorithm is related to Newton’s root-finding method (see, for instance,
[56]) and [35]). Given the quadratic convergence of Newton’s method, it is reasonable to
ask whether PIA shows similar characteristics. We will present such a property, whose
justification hinges on the assumption we state in the following paragraphs. The results of
the quadratic convergence of a policy iteration algorithm are also given in [34]; however, our
results differ because they concern the convergence of boundaries and not of values.

Consider a smooth boundary b(t) and two solutions of the Black–Scholes equation which
vanish at infinity and on their boundaries take values given by two functions f(t), g(t):
V f(b(t), t) = f(t) and V g(b(t), t) = g(t). Consider the partial derivatives ∂V f (b(t),t)

∂x and
∂V g(b(t),t)

∂x on the boundary. For functions f, g mutually close in (say) the maximum norm,
we consider the difference in their partial derivatives on the common boundary. We assume
that for functions f, g,

∥∂V
f(b(t), t)
∂x

− ∂V
g(b(t), t)
∂x

∥
∞
= O(∥f − g∥∞), (4.7)

where we recall that the Landau symbol O indicates that there is a positive constant c such

that for a sufficiently small ∥f − g∥∞, the derivative difference ∥∂V
f (b(t),t)
∂x − ∂V g(b(t),t)

∂x ∥∞ is less
than or equal to c∥f − g∥∞. For the remainder this assumption will be referred to as The
Assumption of the Partials (AP). The proof of the quadratic convergence of the algorithm
relies on AP, which is not valid in general. However, the assumption is valid when the
functions f, g at the boundary b are multiples of some function h; that is, f(t)−g(t) = λh(t),
as in the numerical results shown below.
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Theorem 4.3. We considered the optimal exercise boundary b∗. Under AP, boundaries bi s
generated by PIA satisfy

∥bi+1(t) − b∗(t)∥∞ = O(∥bi(t) − b∗(t)∥2
∞);

that is, the convergence of the algorithm is quadratic.

Figure 4.1: The steps of the PIA algorithm

Proof. The solution of the Black–Scholes problem V ∗ with boundary condition V ∗(b∗(t), t) =
K−b∗(t) satisfies the smooth pasting ∂V ∗(b∗(t),t)

∂x = −1, and vanishes as x tends to infinity. (See
Figure 4.1). Let bi and bi+1 be two successive boundaries, as specified by the PIA algorithm.
Then, from the construction of bi+1, we apply Vi,x(bi+1(t), t) = −1. From the Taylor theorem

for some b̂, we have that

Vi(bi(t), t) = Vi(bi+1(t), t) + Vi,x(bi+1(t), t)(bi(t) − bi+1(t)) +
1

2
Vi,xx(b̂, t)(bi(t) − bi+1(t))2.

Thus,

Vi(bi+1(t), t) =K − bi(t) + (bi(t) − bi+1(t)) −
1

2
Vi,xx(b̂, t)(bi(t) − bi+1(t))2

=K − bi+1(t) −
1

2
Vi,xx(b̂, t)(bi(t) − bi+1(t))2,

and finally

Vi+1(bi+1(t), t) − Vi(bi+1(t), t) =
1

2
Vi,xx(b̂, t)(bi(t) − bi+1(t))2. (4.8)

Furthermore, for some ḃ, we have from Taylor’s theorem that

V ∗(bi+1(t), t) = V ∗(b∗(t), t) + V ∗
x (b∗(t), t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t)) +

1

2
V ∗
xx(ḃ, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t))2.

Because V ∗
x (b∗, t) = −1 and V ∗(b∗, t) =K − b∗ from the previous equation, we take

V ∗(bi+1(t), t) − Vi+1(bi+1, t) =
1

2
V ∗
xx(ḃ, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t))2. (4.9)
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Applying Taylor’s theory to the partial x derivatives, we have that for some b̄

V ∗
x (bi+1(t), t) = V ∗

x (b∗(t), t) + V ∗
xx(b̄, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t)).

Because V ∗
x (b∗(t), t) = Vi,x(bi+1(t), t) = −1, subtracting the last equation from Vi+1 at bi+1,

we have

Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t) = Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t) − V ∗
x (bi+1(t), t) + Vi,x(bi+1(t), t)

+ V ∗
xx(b̄, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t)),

and so

V ∗
xx(b̄, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t)) = Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t) − Vi,x(bi+1(t), t)

+ V ∗
x (bi+1(t), t) − Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t).

Taking absolute values

∣V ∗
xx(b̄, t)(bi+1(t) − b∗(t))∣ ≤ ∣Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t) − Vi,x(bi+1(t), t)∣

+ ∣Vi+1,x(bi+1(t), t) − V ∗
x (bi+1(t), t)∣ .

Equations (4.8) and (4.9) show that on the boundary bi+1, the functions Vi+1 and V ∗ differ
by an order of [bi+1(t)−b∗(t)]2, whilst Vi and Vi+1 differ by an order of [bi+1(t)−bi(t)]2 . Note
(see [18]) that at b∗ the second derivative of the optimal value function equals V ∗

xx(b∗(t), t) =
2rK
σ2b∗2 and is therefore bounded in the vicinity of b∗ for the interval [0, T ]. Thus, for sufficiently
small differences in the boundaries, and by virtue of AP (4.7), there exist constants α, c1,
and c2 such that

α∣bi+1(t) − b∗(t)∣ ≤ c1(bi+1(t) − bi(t))2 + c2(bi+1(t) − b∗(t))2. (4.10)

By writing (bi+1(t) − bi(t))2
as (bi+1(t) − b∗(t) + b∗(t) − bi(t))2

and expanding the previous
inequality, Equation (4.10) becomes

α∣bi+1(t)−b∗(t)∣−(c1+c2)(bi+1(t)−b∗(t))2+2c1(bi+1(t)−b∗(t))(bi(t)−b∗(t)) ≤ c1(bi(t)−b∗(t))2.

Because ∣bi+1(t) − b∗(t)∣ and ∣bi(t) − b∗(t)∣ are sufficiently small, the above inequality becomes

α∣bi+1(t) − b∗(t)∣ ≤ c1(bi(t) − b∗(t))2. (4.11)

Supposing that α, c1, and c2 are bounded away from 0 and ∞, the above inequality can be
written as

∥bi+1(t) − b∗(t)∥∞ ≤ c ∥bi(t) − b∗(t)∥2
∞ , (4.12)

where c = c1
α .

As stated earlier, the application of AP in the previous proof is justified if the values
Vi(x, t) generated are eventually of the form Vi(x, t) = V ∗(x, t) + λih(x, t) for some function
h. The constants involved in the AP depend on the boundary bi but are independent of i
when the boundaries are close to b∗. The computations reported in Section 4.6 corroborate
the applicability of this assumption.



82 CHAPTER 4. POLICY ITERATION ALGORITHM

4.5 A Policy Iteration Algorithm for Free Boundary

Stochastic Control Problems

The policy improvement used in the previous section relied on examining the extension of
the value function inside the stopping region, which makes sense if we want to assess delaying
the exercise. The same principle can be applied to general free boundary control problems
and such a procedure is presented here, first for deterministic systems and then for stochastic
ones. Several simplifying assumptions are made and only a monotonicity result is given while
value or policy convergence is not examined.

Consider the control problem to determine

sup
u,T
∫

T

t0
f(x, τ, u)dτ + F (xT , T ),

with x ∈ Rn satisfying the DE

dx

dt
= g(x, t, u) x(t0) = x0. (4.13)

The end point T is freely chosen. It is assumed that u = u(x, t) is an acceptable control
in that the resulting differential equation (4.13) has a solution.

A stopping policy πk = {uk(x, t),∆k
t } consists of an acceptable control uk and a collec-

tion of stopping regions ∆k
t ⊂ Rn for t ≥ t0 as well as continuation regions Ck

t = Rn − ∆k
t .

Applying πk for a x0 in the continuation region for t0 consists of using the specified con-
trol to obtain a trajectory xkt and stopping when it first enters a stopping region, i.e. at
T k = mint {t ≥ t0 ∣ xkt ∈ ∆k

t }, assuming T k to be finite. The value of πk, V k(x, t), is defined in
the continuation region as

V k(x0, t0) = ∫
Tk

t0
f(xk, τ, uk)dτ + F (xTk , T k). (4.14)

For a x0 in the stopping region of t0 the value is by definition F (x0, t0) and thus the value
Uk(x, t) achieved by the stopping policy πk is

Uk(x, t) = { V k(x, t), x ∈ Ck
t , Continuation Region,

F (x, t), x ∈ ∆k
t , Stopping Region.

To extend the continuation value V k in the stopping region we assume that for (x0, t0) in the
stopping region there is a prior time T k and a corresponding state xTk on the boundary of
∆k
Tk

such that the process moves using the specidied control from xTk to x0 at time t0 > T k
while staying inside the stopping region. The V k is again given by (4.14).

A new policy πk+1 = {uk+1(x, t),∆k+1
t } is an improvement provided it is both a control

and a stopping region improvement, namely the following conditions hold:

a) Control improvement.

f(x, t, uk+1) + g(x, t, uk+1)V k
x (x, t) ≥ f(x, t, uk) + g(x, t, uk)V k

x (x, t) ∀x, t. (4.15)

A greedy choice would be to select the control that maximizes the right hand side.

b) Stopping region improvement. In the new termination region the immediate exercise value
must be greater than the continuation using πk, namely

∆k+1
t ⊆ {x ∣ F (x, t) ≥ V k(x, t)} .
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A greedy choice would be

∆k+1
t = {x ∣ x = arg max

x
[F (x, t) − V k(x, t)]} .

This particular choice makes stopping difficult and must be proven consistent with the
previously stated requirement of finite stopping times T k <∞.

c) Termination. The algorithm stops if it is not possible to improve on either criterion,
namely the control uk maximizes the Hamiltonian f + gV k

x and F (x, t) ≤ V k(x, t) ∀x, t.
Approximate termination criteria could involve ∥uk+1 − uk∥ and/or ∥V k+1 − V k∥.

The value of the updated policy V k+1 is an improvement, i.e. V k+1(x, t) ≥ V k(x, t) for all
(x, t). To show this, it is noted that for acceptable uk+1, uk the functions V k+1, V k satisfy the
value PDE’s:

f(x, t, ul) + g(x, t, ul)V l
x(x, t) + V l

t (x, t) = 0 l = k, k + 1. (4.16)

Given the choice of uk+1 we have the following relations:

f(x, t, uk+1)+g(x, t, uk+1)V k
x (x, t) + V k

t (x, t) ≥
f(x, t, uk) + g(x, t, uk)V k

x (x, t) + V k
t (x, t) = 0

(4.17)

Substituting f from (4.16) with l = k + 1, we have

[V k
t (x, t) − V k+1

t (x, t)] + g(x, t, uk+1) [V k
x (x, t) − V k+1

x (x, t)] ≥ 0. (4.18)

Applying the control uk+1 starting at (t0, x0) in the continuation region, we obtain a trajectory
xk+1 on which the difference [V k

t (x, tk+1) − V k+1
t (x, tk+1)] equals the left hand side of (4.18).

Recalling the assumption that the termination time T k+1 is finite and integrating (4.18) on
xk+1 from t0 to T k+1 we obtain

V k(xk+1
Tk+1 , T

k+1) − V k+1(xk+1
Tk+1 , T

k+1) − V k(x0, t0) + V k+1(x0, t0) ≥ 0. (4.19)

By the choice of T k+1 the difference of the first two terms is non-positive and thus
V k+1(x0, t0) ≥ V k(x0, t0). To show the inequality for an initial point (x0, t0) inside the stop-
ping region the calculation can be repeated starting from the prior point (xk+1

Tk+1 , T
k+1) from

which the control uk+1 drives the system to (t0, x0).
As in Theorem 4.2 ii), we can choose the stopping region improvement such that the

value of the stopping policies is everywhere nondecreasing i.e. Uk+1(x, t) ≥ Uk(x, t). This can
be done if the stopping region modifications [∆k+1

t −∆k
t ] ∪ [∆k

t −∆k+1
t ] are a subset of the

connected region in which V k ≤ F and includes the boundary of ∆k
t , and then, if necessary,

perform the second modification in Theorem 4.2 ii.
The stochastic control case is similar, but the assumptions required are stricter. Consider

a stochastic control system

dx = g(x, t, u)dt + σ(x, t, u)dz x(t0) = x0. (4.20)

We want to determine

sup
u,T

E [∫
T

to
f(x, τ, u)dτ + F (xT , T )] . (4.21)
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We use the same definition of a policy πk = {uk(x, t),∆k
t } as in the deterministic case and

consider the value function

V k(x0, t0) = E [∫
Tk

t0
f(xk, τ, uk)dτ + F (xTk , T k) ∣ x(t0) = x0] . (4.22)

Starting outside the termination region the stopping time is given by

T k = min
t

{t ≥ t0 ∣ xkt ∈ ∆k
t } .

On the other hand if (x0, t0) is inside the termination region, we consider the set of points
(xTk , T k) on the termination region boundaries from which the specified control leads xk

to (x0, t0) while staying inside the termination region. Expectation is taken over the set
consisting of these points (xTk , T k) conditional on the process reaching(x0, t0).

As in the deterministic case a policy πk+1 = {uk+1(x, t),∆k+1
t } is an improvement provided

it is both a control and a stopping region improvement, namely:

a) Control improvement.

f(x, t, uk+1) + g(x, t, uk+1)V k
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk+1)V k

xx(x, t) ≥

f(x, t, uk) + g(x, t, uk)V k
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk)V k

xx(x, t). (4.23)

b) Stopping region improvement. The immediate termination value must be greater than
the continuation using πk, namely

∆k+1
t ⊆ {x ∣ F (x, t) ≥ V k(x, t)} .

If ∥∣F − V k∥∞ = M, then one could select as stopping region the x’s for which the
difference F − V k is greater than M − ε. A greedy choice would be

∆k+1
t = {x ∣ x = arg max

x
[F (x, t) ≥ V k(x, t)]} .

This choice would make stopping difficult and must be shown consistent with the re-
quirement of finite expected stopping times E(T k) <∞ which later in this section will
be shown necessary for the algorithm to be improving.

c) Termination: As in the deterministic system.

We assume that the controls uk lead to strong solutions of the stochastic system, a compli-
cation dealt in detail in [26]. Then, the values V k+1, V k corresponding to the policies πk+1, πk,
satisfy the PDE’s

f(x, t, uk) + g(x, t, uk)V k
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk)V l

xx(x, t) + V k
t (x, t) = 0, (4.24)

f(x, t, uk+1) + g(x, t, uk+1)V k+1
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk+1)V l

xx(x, t) + V k+1
t (x, t) = 0. (4.25)

The conditions for the boundary of the corresponding stopping region for the above equations
are F (x, t) = V k(x, t) and F (x, t) = V k+1(x, t) respectively. We assume there exist such
solutions. From the control boundary (4.18) applies that,

f(x, t, uk+1) + g(x, t, uk+1)V k
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk+1)V k

xx(x, t) + V k
t (x, t) ≥

f(x, t, uk) + g(x, t, uk)V k
x (x, t) + 1

2
σ2(x, t, uk)V k

xx(x, t) + V k
t (x, t) = 0.
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If we replace the term f(x, t, uk+1) according to (4.25) in the left of the above inequality we
have

[V k
t (x, t) − V k+1

t (x, t)] + g(x, t, uk+1) [V k
x (x, t) − V k+1

x (x, t)]+
σ2(x, t, uk+1)/2 [V k

xx(x, t) − V k+1
xx (x, t)] ≥ 0. (4.26)

If xk+1 is the solution of the stochastic system (4.20), when the control is uk+1, we then consider
the difference to the successive values W k(xk+1, t) = V k(xk+1, t) − V k+1(xk+1, t). Then, from
Ito’s Lemma and assuming a strong solution for the differential equation

dW k = (W k
t + gW k

x +
σ2

2
W k
xx)dt + σW k

x dz. (4.27)

By virtue of (4.26), the coefficient appearing in dt is nonnegative. Therefore, integrating
(4.27) from t0 to T k+1 we obtain the inequality

W k(xTk+1 , T k+1) −W k(x0, t0) ≥ ∫
Tk+1

t0
σW k

x dz. (4.28)

Again by the construction of the stopping time T k+1, the first term is non positive. Further-
more, taking expectations and assuming E(T k+1) <∞ we have by Dynkin’s lemma [77] that
the expectation of the right hand integral vanishes. Consequently, W k(x0, t0) ≤ 0 leading to
the desired inequality

V k+1(x0, t0) ≥ V k(x0, t0),

everywhere, inside or outside the stopping region. As in the deterministic case we can choose
the modifications so that the stopping policy values Uk are everywhere nondecreasing.

We collect the assumptions made in the exposition of the PIA for the free boundary
stochastic system:

a) The controls uk lead to strong solutions.

b) The PDE’s (4.16) with boundary values at the stopping region boundaries have smooth
solutions allowing the use of Ito’s Lemma.

c) The corresponding stopping times have finite expectations.

Subject to all these assumptions the PIA leads to monotonically improving policies. In its
application to the American Put problem the control improvement is superfluous, since it is
only the end point value that determines the payoff. Note also that the algorithm provides
yet another proof of the necessity of smooth pasting.

4.6 Implementation, Accuracy and Computational Re-

sults

The crucial step in the implementation of the proposed algorithm is the solution of Equation
(4.5) for a given boundary specified at discrete points, but not necessarily coinciding with
the standard, uniform discretisation. In order to solve the equation above the boundary the
popular implicit Euler method is used (see for example [23], [7]), modified in the vicinity of
the boundary where the derivative estimates are adjusted to take into account the grid non
uniformity. A piecewise linear boundary is implemented although a smooth interpolation



86 CHAPTER 4. POLICY ITERATION ALGORITHM

would have been more accurate; however this simple approach suffices for the fine discretisa-
tion used. As in [7] the derivatives of the value function (and not the function itself) are set
to zero at a large asset price and verified that increasing it does not affect the results. Using
standard arguments as in [24], the error in the value function is O(∆t +∆x2) in the region
above the boundary. The reason that the Crank-Nicolson method wasn’t used is twofold: the
Crank Nicolson method is unconditional stable in l2 norm. This, together with consistency,
ensures convergence in the l2 norm for initial data which lies also in l2. Moreover the order of
convergence may be less than the second order achieved for smooth initial data, see for exam-
ple [29]. Even though there are modifications of Crank-Nicolson method like the Rannacher
one [57] that retain the second order accuracy also for l2 smooth initial data, they would
require a more complicated adjustment near the boundary. Our simpler implementation is
sufficient to clarify the algorithm’s features. In the single asset case these refinements were
not necessary for a successful implementation but may prove crucial in a multidimensional
treatment.

The algorithm requires the solution of (4.5) below as well as above the boundary. As
stated earlier, extending the solution smoothly below the boundary is an initial value problem,
whose error estimate increases exponentially and the implementations that tried to extend
the solution below the boundary diverged fast. In the cases where the boundary had to be
decreased the local updating that was used in Equation (4.29) proved to be satisfactory.

The computations show that the algorithm converges at a boundary b̃ on which the asset
derivative equals −1 to several decimals. Consequently, the boundary error ∥ b̃ − b∗ ∥∞ is of
order O(∆x) provided that the discretisation satisfies ∆t ≤ ∆x2. To show this, note that the
partial derivative estimate under this condition is accurate to O(∆x). Moreover, let V, b be
the current value and boundary, and V ∗, b∗ the corresponding optimal ones. Then, by the
arguments in Section 4.4, we have

V (b(t), t) − V ∗(b(t), t) = V ∗
xx(b∗, t)(b − b∗)2 +O(∆b)3,

V ∗
x (b, t) = −1 + V ∗

xx(b∗, t)(b − b∗) +O(∆b)2,

and Vx(b, t) = −1 +O(∆x). By AP (4.7) applied on the boundary b and noting that V,V ∗

differ by a quadratic term, so will their derivatives, and thus

V ∗
x (b, t) = −1 + V ∗

xx(b∗, t)(b − b∗) +O(∆b)2 = Vx(b, t) = −1 +O(∆x).

Consequently, ∥b − b∗∥∞ = O(∆x). It is mentioned that for a Crank-Nicolson type scheme
and smooth enough initial data a discretisation of ∆x = ∆t would have sufficed for an O(∆x)
derivative error, and the computational burden would have improved by an order of magni-
tude.

The boundary updating stipulated by the algorithm is implemented in a simplified fashion
as follows: At the k-th iteration with a boundary bk we calculate the value V k(x, t) for
x ≥ bk(t). We then compute max{[K − x]+ − V k(x, t)} and if it is positive we set the new
boundary bk+1(t) at the value attaining the maximum. If it occurs at an x below the boundary
is updated by maximizing the local quadratic approximation and obtain the updating formula

bk+1(t) = bk(t) − (1 + V k
x )/V k

xx. (4.29)

The derivatives V k
x , V

k
xx are to be evaluated at the boundary and standard one sided formulas

were applied. This simplified updating did not affect the claimed speed of convergence since
these refer only to the vicinity of the optimal boundary where the approximate updating is
accurate. It is noted that the second derivative expression has the same accuracy as the first
derivative one since it depends on it through Equation (4.5).
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Table 4.1: Computational Results

Time PIA Zhu Adjusted
to Expiry (average) Brennan Schwartz

0.0868 87.3735 87.3548 87.3842
0.1515 85.0142 84.9176 85.0140
0.2321 83.0725 82.9635 83.0649
0.3039 81.8029 81.7002 81.7972
0.3697 80.8666 80.7677 80.8589
0.4480 79.9438 79.8531 79.9364
0.5083 79.3373 79.2523 79.3312
0.5761 78.7375 78.6575 78.7328
0.6521 78.1472 78.0710 78.1428
0.7376 77.5655 77.4928 77.5623
0.8335 76.9949 76.9246 76.9919
0.9413 76.4356 76.3635 76.4336

The implementation displayed the value monotonicity property claimed, and all values
generated on the x, t grid were monotonically increasing for the chosen discretisation. This
property would probably not hold for a coarser discretisation, and would be of interest to
prove for the corresponding methods, as in [14], the necessary conditions under which the
monotonicity holds.

The algorithm is applied to a recent example appearing in Zhu et. al. [79] that uses a
novel integral equation for the boundary. The example has a risk free interest rate r = 10%,
volatility σ = 30%, exercise price K = 100 and horizon T = 1. We applied the PIA algorithm
with ∆x = 0.05 ∆t = 0.0025 and the computations are in agreement with those in [79] as
shown in Table 4.1. A linear interpolation was used to obtain Zhu’s times to expiry. We
also extended the horizon calculation to T = 10 units with ∆x = 0.1, and we obtained an
exercise boundary of 69.2371, slightly above the perpetual put value 68.9655, obtained from

the expression [28] Kexer
φ

1−φ , with φ = σ−2 (σ2/2 − r −
√

(r − σ2/2)2 + 2rσ2) .
The computational cost per boundary calculation is O(mn), with m,n being the number

of grid points in time and asset price, respectively. Since ∆x2 = ∆t the aforementioned cost is
O(n3) flops. The number of iterations required to achieve smooth pasting i.e. the derivative
estimate being -1 to several significant figures, was of the order of 10. However, if we stop
when the derivative is O(∆x2) close to -1, we have reached the expected error level and might
as well stop. This is achieved in about 5 iterations even when starting from an inaccurate
initial policy.

The claimed quadratic convergence of the algorithm was analyzed in the above com-
putations. We examine whether the error en = ∥bn(t) − b∗(t)∥∞ satisfies en ≤ αe2

n−1 or in
logarithmic terms ηn = a + 2ηn−1 with ηn = ln(en) a = ln(α). We estimated en by sampling
over equidistant ti’s, and present the results in Figures 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4. We expect the
quadratic relation to hold whenever the errors are sufficiently small, but not smaller than
O(∆x). Specifically, Figure 4.2 shows that the errors satisfying these conditions are those in
iterations 6-10. The results of these iterations are shown in Figures 4.3 and 4.4. In Figure
4.3 we present the logarithmic error behavior and note the expected concave shape resulting
from the solution of the difference equation ηn = 2n(η0 + a) − a, the coefficient ηo + a of the
power term assumed negative, a reasonable assumption. In Figure 4.4 we observe that the
plot of ηn vs ηn−1 has a slope close to 2 for the above iterations. For smaller error values we
see in Figure 4.2 that they decrease linearly and not quadratically, but this is of little interest
since the convergence to the boundary is only O(∆x) accurate. In Figure 4.5 we illustrate



88 CHAPTER 4. POLICY ITERATION ALGORITHM

Figure 4.2: Log Errors, all iterations

Figure 4.3: Log Errors selected iterations

the generated boundary sequence. Starting with an initial boundary far from the optimal,
the algorithm generates wildly fluctuating ones for a few iterations, and then settles on the
limiting one. This behavior is not inconsistent with the monotonicity property which refers
to the values and not the boundaries generated.

A fast method like Brennan and Schwartz [7], can be easily modified by the Policy It-
eration principle to produce more accurate results. Let the value obtained by that method
at xj, ti be Ṽ (xj, ti). A point xj is considered as a boundary one if K − xj ≤ Ṽ (xj, ti) but
at the immediately lower point xj−1 the opposite holds. It is clear that the derivative at
these points is greater than −1, and hence the actual boundary should be at a lower point.
Having solved (4.5) above the boundary just once the local update (4.29) is then applied.
These calculations are presented in the last column of Table 4.1; the method was applied
with ∆x = 0.05, ∆t = ∆x2 and the results are in close agreement with those obtained by the
other methods. The non adjusted Brennan and Schwartz boundaries differ by about 1% for
∆x = 0.05. Finally, for a horizon of T = 10 the boundary is at 70.04, relatively close to the
perpetual put value 68.97.

The above computational results are further verified by a simple simulation. The asset

process zt was generated by the exponential formula zt+δt = zt exp ((r − σ2

2 )δt + σεt
√
δt) with

εt independent samples from a standard normal distribution. The time step δt used was much
smaller than the boundary discretisation ∆t, since a crossing of the linearized boundary by
zt is sufficient but not necessary for a crossing by the asset process. Thus, it is expected the
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Figure 4.4: Log Error vs. Next Error

Figure 4.5: Sequence of Boundaries Generated by the PIA

value obtained in the simulation to be smaller than the one calculated by PIA. This is indeed
observed, see Table 4.2.
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Table 4.2: Simulation Results
Time to Expiry = 0.5

Asset Price Option Simulation Standard
Value result Deviation

86.56 15.236 14.860 0.215
96.94 9.558 9.422 0.214
107.32 5.883 5.965 0.184
117.71 3.563 3.510 0.149
128.09 2.142 2.216 0.119
138.47 1.271 1.280 0.091
148.85 0.751 0.487 0.055
159.24 0.445 0.321 0.043
169.62 0.267 0.223 0.035
180.00 0.168 0.146 0.030



Conclusions

In this thesis, the numerical solution of three different classes of problems have been studied.
Specifically, we have proposed new techniques and their theoretical analysis has been per-
formed, accompanied by a wide set of numerical experiments, for investigating further the
effectiveness and performance of our approach. The first two belong to the research area of
numerical linear algebra and concern the spectral analysis and preconditioning of the coeffi-
cient matrix of large structured linear systems. The third concerns a problem from economics
namely the pricing of an American put option.

In the first set of problems the singular value distribution of the matrix sequence {h(Tn(f))}n
and the eigenvalue distribution of the symmetrised matrix sequence {Ynh(Tn(f))}n was
provided. The spectral assymptotic behavior of this matrix sequences was studied under
the assumption that h is an analytic function at 0, with radious of convergance r, and
f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) with ∥f∥∞ < r so that h ○ f ∈ L∞([−π,π]) ⊂ L1([−π,π]). Taking advantage
of this analysis circulant preconditioners were proposed, and the eigenvalue distribution of
the preconditioned matrix sequences was given. All theoretical results were numerically con-
firmed. A desirable future development in this class of problems is the investigation on the
possibility of relaxation of the given conditions:

A) If the function h is analytic in a given disk centered at z0 ≠ 0, then the arguments working
in the case z0 = 0 can be repeated verbatim also in the new setting.

B) When f ∈ L1([−π,π]) (but f does not belong to L∞([−π,π])), then the situation is more
complicated and a further step of analysis is required. It could be used the cut–off
argument as in [74, 78] and the versatility of the a.c.s. notion. An alternative to the
cut-off idea is the use of polynomials such as the Cesaro sum f converging to f in the
L1([−π,π]) metric plus the trace-norm estimates of Tn(f) derived in [69].

The second problem that we studied concerned the theoretical and numerical exploration
of proper preconditioners based on the spectral symbols of the coefficient matrix for FDE
problems. Beside the theoretical study, a comparison between the new and old precondi-
tioners was conducted, especially those presented in [9, 42]. As expected and numerically
shown in Example 1 which concerned the one dimensional case, the proposed preconditioners
performed slightly worse, at least in a sequential model of computation, than the tridiagonal
preconditions proposed in [9], because of the computational complexity. However, in the
two dimensional case as discussed in Examples 2 and 3, the proposed preconditioners did
indeed perform better than the previously proposed multigrid-based or band precondition-
ers proposed and studied in [42]. Future directions of research may include more complex
problems, further analysis, and more extensive numerical experimentation. Also, problems
where the fractional derivatives are greater than 2 may be considered, since then it is ex-
pected the symbol-based preconditioners to be even more advantageous, maybe even in the
one dimensional case.

For the pricing of an American put option an iterative algorithm was used. Taking
advantage of the already known characteristics of the optimal value function it was shown

91



92 CONCLUSIONS

theoretically and confirmed numerically that the proposed algorithm obtains monotonically
increasing value functions and converges to the optimal one. Issues regarding the efficiency
in multiple asset cases or how can the method be applied in a finite element context are to
be concerned in future works.

In the same spirit of the iterative algorithm used here for pricing the American put
option, we are working on a further work on the solution of Stefan problem. It consists
of a boundary value problem which describes the evolution of the boundary between two
faces–that is currently being developed. A preprint of this work is available [37].
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