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Abstract. We derive computable expressions of structured backward errors of approximate
eigenelements of *-palindromic and *-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials. We also character-
ize minimal structured perturbations such that approximate eigenelements are exact eigenele-
ments of the perturbed polynomials. We detect structure preserving linearizations which have
almost no adverse effect on the structured backward errors of approximate eigenelements of
the x-palindromic and *-anti-palindromic polynomials.
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1 Introduction

A triple (\,z,y) € C x C" x C"(z # 0,y # 0) is called an eigentriple of a polynomial
P € P,,(C™*™) if
P(A\)z =0 and yP()\) =0, (1)

where P, (C"*™) denotes the space of matrix polynomials of the form P(z) = 37" ( 2/ A;, A; €
C™ ™ and y¥ is the conjugate transpose of y. The nonzero vectors x and y are called the
right and left eigenvectors of P corresponding to the eigenvalue A, respectively. Given a
polynomial P and a pair (A, z) of P, the backward perturbation analysis deals with finding
minimal perturbation AP € P, (C"*™) of P so that (), z) becomes an eigenpair of P + AP.
If the coefficients of the given polynomial have certain distinctive structure sometimes it is
necessary to find a minimal perturbation having the same structure as the original polynomial
to preserve some properties (for example, eigensymmetry).

In this paper we restrict our attention to regular matrix polynomials. We undertake
a detailed backward perturbation analysis of *-palindromic and x-anti-palindromic matrix
polynomials which we define in section 2l These polynomials arise in many applications such
as in the study of rail traffic noise caused by high speed trains [25] 22] 26, [I8]. Lately there
has been a lot of interest generated into the development of structured preserving algorithms
and the perturbation theory of palindromic polynomial eigenvalue problems [2, [9] 10} 20 [I8],
23, [25, 26

We denote the set of x-palindromic or x-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials by S C
P,,,(C™*™). We choose an appropriate norm ||-||as on P, (C™*™). Given a polynomial P € S
and (\,z) € C x C" with 22 = 1, we determine the structured backward error 73, (\, z, P)
of (A, z) as an approximate right eigenpair of P € S and construct a polynomial AP € S such
that |AP|lar = 13, (\, 2, P) and P(\)x + AP(X)x = 0. Moreover, we show that AP is unique
for the Frobenius norm on C™*™ but there are infinitely many such AP for the spectral norm
on C™ ", Further, for the spectral norm, we show how to construct all such AP. A similar
analysis undertaken in [3] for certain other structures.
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We mention that structured backward error multiplied with the structured condition num-
ber provides an approximate upper bound on the errors in the computed eigenelements. A
detailed sensitivity analysis including explicit expression of structured condition number of
eigenvalues of a variety of structured matrix polynomials including palindromic matrix poly-
nomials has been investigated in [4]. Thus structured backward errors derived in this paper
will play an important role in the accuracy assessment of eigenelements of a *-palindromic/*-
anti-palindromic matrix polynomial computed by structure preserving algorithms.

Due to the lack of a genuine polynomial eigensolver, the common practice to solve a
polynomial eigenvalue problem of degree m is to solve an equivalent generalized eigenvalue
problem of larger size. To be specific, an n X n polynomial P of degree m is converted into an
equivalent linear polynomial L(\) = AX +Y, X € C™»*™* Y € C™™*™" and a numerically
backward stable algorithm is employed to compute the eigenelements of L. It is shown in
[22, 24] that a polynomial P € P,,,(C™*") can have infinitely many linearizations. In fact
these linearizations form a vector space of dimension m(m — 1)n? + m. Analyzing backward
error of approximate eigenpair and condition number of eigenvalues of a matrix polynomial
Higham et al. [I5] [16] have determined potential linearizations of a polynomial.

It is well known that x-palindromic/*-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials have certain
eigensymmetry in the spectrum, and in the eigentriple as well [22] 24] [§]. Therefore to solve a
palindromic polynomial eigenvalue problem it is very important to preserve those structures
in the computed eigenelements. The structured linearizations which preserve the eigensymme-
try of x-palindromic/*-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials have been constructed in [22] 24].
Therefore computationally it is highly desirable to identify potential structured linearizations
which are well-conditioned. By analyzing the structured condition number, a recipe of poten-
tial structured linearizations of a given P € S has been produced in [4].

With a view to analyzing accuracy of computed eigenelements of #-palindromic/*-anti-
palindromic matrix polynomials we follow a similar procedure as developed in [3] for a variety
of structured polynomials including symmetric, skew-symmetric, even and odd. Indeed, we
consider structured backward errors 1%, (), z, P) of approximate eigenelements (X, z) of P € S
and structured backward errors 1%, (\, Aym—1 @z, L; v) of approximate eigenpair (A, A,,—1 ® x)
of widely varying structured linearzations L of P, where A,,_1 := [A™~1 ... A\, 1]T and v is
called the right ansatz vector, see [22]. Further, we identify potential structured linearizations
L of P for which n%,;(\, Ay—1®, L;v) < an; (A, z, P), for some scalar a > 0. Thus we identify
structure preserving linearizations which have almost no adverse effect on the structured back-
ward errors of approximate eigenelements of x-palindromic/#-anti-palindromic polynomials.
We notice that the potential structured linearizations of T-palindromic matrix polynomials
agree with those potential structured linearizations proposed in [4] for T-palindromic matrix
polynomials.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2] we review palindromic matrix
polynomials and their spectral symmetries. In section Bl we derive structured backward
errors of approximate eigenpairs of palindromic matrix polynomials. In section [ we analyze
structured linearizations of palindromic matrix polynomials and identify potential structured
linearizations.

2 Eigensymmetry of palindromic matrix polynomials

A matrix polynomial P(z) = >0, 27A; € Pp(C™*™) is called x-palindromic or x-anti-
palindromic if
P*(z) = 2"P(1/z) or P*(2) = —z"P(1/z) Vz € C\ {0} (2)

respectively, where P*(2) = Y7 27 A5 and * € {T, H}. Note that A” denotes the transpose

of a matrix A and the conjugate transpose of a matrix A is denoted by A”. We denote the
set of *-palindromic matrix polynomials by S, and the set of *-anti-palindromic polynomials
by Sqp. Unless otherwise stated we write S for both S, and S,,. Due to the structure of the



coefficients, the spectrum of a x-palindromic/#-anti-palindromic polynomial inherits a spectral
symmetry. In fact if A is an eigenvalue of P € S then 1/A\* is also an eigenvalue of P. This
eigenvalue pairing (A, 1/A*) is known as the symplectic eigensymmetry. Table [ gives the
eigensymmetry and structure of eigentriples of *-palindromic and *-anti-palindromic matrix
polynomials.

S ‘ eigenvalue pairing ‘ eigentriple ‘
T-palindromic / T-antipalindromic (A 1/ N z,7), (/N y,T)
H-palindromic/ H-anti-palindromic (A, 1/0) A\, z,y), (1/X, y, )

Table 1: Eigensymmetry of *-palindromic/*-anti-palindromic polynomials.

The results in Table [l follow from [2, Theorem 2.1] by extending the arguments of matrix
pencils to matrix polynomials. Note that if A = 0, that is, if 0 is an eigenvalue of P € S then
oo is an eigenvalue of P as well. In this paper we consider only finite eigenvalues, although
an infinity eigenvalue can be analyzed by considering the reversal of the polynomial or by
considering the homogeneous polynomial, see [5] 22| 27].

We now show that given (A, z) € C x C" with ||z||2 =1 and P € S, there always exists a
polynomial AP € S such that (P(X) + AP()\))z = 0, that is, (A, x) is an eigenpair of P + AP.
For x € C" with ||z|2 = 1, we define the projection P, := I — za™. Throughout the paper,
we follow the convention that AP € P,,(C"*") is of the form AP(z) = 37" 2/ AA;.

Theorem 2.1 Let S € {S,,Sap}. Let P € S be given by P(z) = ij:O z7A;. Suppose (\,x) €
C x C" with ||z||2 = 1. Set r := —P(N)z and A, == [1, A, ..., A™]T. Define

A — (2T Ajz)zt + W (N Pprafl + e)™ =z TR, ifx=T
I — (2 Ajx)zat + ﬁg (A Pyra® + eXm~Iarf P, ], ifx=H
AA. e(AA)*, j=0:(m—1)/2 ifm is odd,
med e(AA)*, j=0:m/2 if m is even,

where e =1 if S=S,, and e = —1 if S = S4p. Then P(N)z + AP(N)z =0 and AP € S.

Proof: The proof is computational and is easy to check.ll

3 Structured backward error of approximate eigenpair

In this section we derive structured backward error of an approximate eigenpair (A, z) of a
polynomial P € S. The backward error of an approximate eigenpair (A, z) is defined as the
smallest perturbation by norm, AP of P such that (A, z) is an eigenpair of P + AP. Given
P(z) =311, 27 A; we define norm in the following manner:

1Pl = (3 14503,) "% M e {F2) (3)
7=0

where M = F is the Frobenius norm and M = 2 is the spectral norm. For a variety of norms
on P, (C™"*"™) see [5].

Recall that a matrix polynomial P is called regular if det(P(z)) # 0 for some z € C.
Treating (A, z) as an approximate eigenpair of a regular polynomial P we define the backward
error of (A, z) by

v (A z, P) i= ppetiin {IAP|ar : PNz + AP(A\)z =0}, M € {F,2}.



Setting r := —P(\)x, we have the explicit formula [3]
M (X2, P) = [|rlla/[[z]l2l| Am]l2- (4)

An explicit formula of backward error is obtained by Tisseur [27] for a different class of norms
on P,,, (C™*™). See also [§].

Next assume that P € S is a regular polynomial. Then we define the structured backward
error of an approximate eigenpair (A, z) by

O\ z, P) == gr%)iéls {IAP[lr : PNz + AP(N)z =0}, M € {F,2}. (5)

By Theorem 2111t is easy to see that 1%,(\, z,P) < oo and nar (A, 2, P) < 0%, (A, z, P).
To derive nﬁ/[()\,x,P) corresponding to M = 2 we use Davis-Kahan-Weinberger norm-
preserving dilation theorem (DKW in short) which we state below.

Theorem 3.1 (Davis-Kahan-Weinberger, [11]) Let A, B,C and D are matrices of ap-

propriate sizes. Let A, B,C satisfy [g} H = u and H [A C] H2 = pu. Then there exists D
2

& 5l

such that = . All D which have this property are exactly those of the form

D=—-KA"L + (I — KK™'27(I — L L)'/?, (6)

where KM = (21— A" A)=12BH | [ .= (u?1—- AA™)=Y/2C and Z is an arbitrary contraction,
that is, || Z||2 < 1.

For a more general version of DKW Theorem see [I1]. We use DKW Theorem in the subse-
quent development by setting Z = 0 in (@) to avoid cumbersome calculations.

Let A, := [1, A, ... A™]T X\ € C. To determine structured backward error in a conve-
nient manner we use the projection operators Iy which were introduced in [4] to determine
the structured condition number of eigenvalues of x-palindromic/#-anti-palindromic matrix
polynomials. I, s € {+, —} is defined by

m m/24+1 m/2—1 m/2 m/29T . .
A fl,...,A \j/%)‘ , ATEA } if m is even,
e (Am) = [,\mﬂ ,\<m+1)/2i,\<m—1)/2]T i mis odd (7)
Tz 75 , .

Now we state some basic properties of I} and II_ that will be used in the subsequent
development. It is straightforward to check that the following relations hold.

|2 = ngo /2 2re((N)IN=7) + [ A™/2|2, if m is even
2 P 2re(R) ), if m is odd.

HH-F(Am)”% - HH—(Am

ML (M) (13 + [T (Am) 113 = (| A3

‘2 _ Zm/2 | A= J|2 if m is even
2 Z(m 1)/2 [Am=12)if m is odd.

2HH+(Am) + 11 (Am)|

Em/2 IA 2, if m is even

E(m 1)/2 |)\J|2, if m is odd.

2HH+(Am)_H*(Am)H§ {

3.1 T-palindromic and 7T-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials

Now we derive structured backward error of approximate eigenpair of T-palindromic and
T-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials. Recall that a polynomial P(z) = Z;'n:() 2l A is T-
palindromic if A;TF = A,,—;, and T-anti-palindromic if A;TF = —A,,—;. The set of T-palindromic
and T-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials is denoted by S, and S, respectively.



Theorem 3.2 Let S € {Sy,Sqp}. Let P € S be given by P(z) = Z}n:o I A;. Let (A, x) with
|z|l2 =1 be an approzimate eigenpair of P. Set r := —P(\)z. Then we have

i@, P) = (S (VIIFI3 + 55, (W)er2) 2, M e {F,2)

where a5;(\) and b5, (\) are given by

m | X |s [d,0), M=F] b\, M=F |
2 1 2
odd | A#F -1 Sy TR T2 T TE ~ TAmT2
AXA1 | Sop
— 2
A=-115 TR T2 0
A=1 | Sap
_ 2 1
even | A==%11| S, [ — )H2_||‘A;L||§2|2
AT (M) [Z—3€] A o
AFEL] S, TEnTE (2l (A3 —amrzpz)” AT
X£1 | Sap
lm | X | s| aS,;(\), M =2 | bS,(\), M =2
AL, (A) + 1 (A 2 A I — 21T (M) £ 11 () I (A 2
S e 4 <A”>mu2< >||2 A, \\2 Qe ||)||r111(/(x1§,1)\)\” 2, (A >Hz
+ — m - + m E m
Al<1] S Y — AL :
_ 1
even | A\ = =+1 §p TR 0
A=1 | Sa,
A1 s | At i (R T LRSI
Al (21 (A 1B —elxm/212)
ATy (A ) +T1 <AH IERIINEAT
<1 s | Tl T G T [ 8%
= ” mHz (2I|H3(Am)”§_€‘>\m/2|2)
4\\H+<Am>fnf<AHT>||37|A"“2\2}
mlla

where s =+,e =14 S=S,, and s = —, e =0 if S = S.

Proof: First suppose that m is even. Then by Theorem 1] note that there aways exists a
polynomial AP € S which satisfies AP(A\)x + P(A\)z = 0. Consequently 1%, (A, z, P) < oo. Let
Q = [z, Q1] be a unitary matrix, where z € C" is given and @, € C*(»=1) ig an isometry
so that Q¥ z = 0.

Let S =§,. Define

T T
A= | %] HOAA = | Hm/20m) am/z] H 0 (m—2)/2 (8
o L I R AN R MR
and AA,—; = (AA;)T. Now AP(\)z + P(\)z = 0 yields AP(A\)z = —P(\)z = r(say).
Therefore by (§) we have

Z —o M ajj _ ar
Sl A N, +zm2/2Am Taj+ A" 20y, | (QFr]
B};Lemmathe minimum norm solution of 25.20_2)/2 )\jbj+2§7£0_2)/2 A I a4 A 2a,, 0 =
17 is given by
N r ™ ™2

b; = r,a; = Qlr,j=0:(m-2)/2, a,, QTr.
TR T TARIE T hs




Further, by Lemma [AT] @ the minimum norm solution of Y™ ( Ma;; = "7 is given by

ot if A==+l Aalr i\ = +1,
@i = m(%)j-i-(X)m*j T . A(m/2)(m/2) = " ?X)m/2wTT .
AT (A e TR A 7 EL A AR A # £

where 5 =0: (m — 2)/2. Thus we have

2 T PN T \T
e T ey (@1r)

AA; =q | 1A
’ _—HAAmn% Qir Xj

Q. j=0:m/2,NAp_; = (AA)T (9)

whenever A = £1, and

_ (X/)\H(Xz)’":\j /2 _zTr (XA)’"*; (QTr)T
DA; =@ | FI g B I QM g =0 m=2)/2, (10)
Az QL7 Y
(X)m/Z xTT (X)7n/2 TT T
AApp=Q 2”“*“&3&%2“?2'2 iArg (<17 QY, AA_j = (AA)T (11)
Ang <1’ KXom2

whenever A # *1. Setting X; = 0,j = 0 : m, and using the fact that

1QTrII3 = 1QQT |3 =T —z2")r|3 = |Irll5 — =" r|?, (12)
we obtain
2|[rll3 — [=Tr[? it = +1
S
ng (AN z,P) = 2 A (A, [3-3[A"/22

\/|Am|§ 7113 + ( — k)T A £ L

2
(2T (A 13— 1A/ 2)2)

Now we derive nip (A, z,P), by using DKW Theorem. If A = £1, by (@) and Theorem B.1]

3
lirll2

we have ppa; = ||AAj|l2 = a3 j =0:m, given by

AT QTr(QT )T
[l (713 = 277 )

AT QTH@T )T
[Amll3 (713 = |2Tr|?)

where j =0: (m—2)/2, and X,,,_; = XI. If X # £1, by ([[0), (I) and Theorem B we
have

NigAm—3|2 |zTr|2 Am—3|2 2 (xTr|2 .
XTI o TeP ] ”(ﬂ’”””a ETE) i A > 1
(20T (A ) 13— [Am722) mll2

J m—j|2 T2 )\j 2 2__ T2 .
DA T <'|‘|g”2”4‘”” T <1
(2014 (A ) [3—[Am/22) mllz

HAA; [AAj]l2 =

HAA A A 2ll2 = \/ |Am/2|2 |2 Tr|2 X212 (|2 = [2Tr2)
m/2 m - (

2T (Am) 13 = A7) A3

given by o
(MPR" AT ROY #Tr QIr@QTNT iy 5
(20T (Am) [3—|Am/2[2) [ Am=3[2 (|3~ [aTr|2)’ ’
_ (NPT PRY 2T QT QT i <1
(2T (A 13— 1A /2(2) (NI [2 ([rl|3—[Tr[2)” -
)2 aTr QT r(Qfr)”
2/ (A 115 = [A™/22) ([|7]I3 = |«Tr[2)’

X; =

Xm/2 = -



where j = 0: (m — 2)/2. Consequently we have ngp Az, P)= \J;le if A =+£1, and

4I\H+(Am)+H—(AT)HE—I/\’"”PHTH%+[ A4 (Am)[I3=3[A™/2]2
E (2L (A 3= [37722)
_4||H+(Am)+Hf(Am)||§—\>\m/2|2] |33TT|2 i) > 1
( Sp (/\ T P))2 — ”AMH% ’
2\ s 4HH+(Am)—H—(AT)II§—\/\’"/2|2HT”%+[ A (M) [3-3]A™2]
I / (2L (A 1312 722)
ATy (Am) =TI (Am) 13— 1A™/3) .
_ 1T ) ”Afn”g)ﬂz ‘ | ]|IT’I”|2 1f|)\| < 17>‘ 7& +1.
Note that if |zTr| = ||r||2, then ||QTr||2 = 0. In such a case, considering X; = 0 we obtain

the desired results.
Next let S =S,;,. Define

0 —aﬁm

AA; =T [‘gj f;gT] QY. Ay =T [ ] Q".j=0:(m-2)/2  (10)

Am /2 Xm/2

and AA,,—; = —(AA4;)T and Q = [z, Q1] is a unitary matrix. Therefore we have

~ [aTr

= |ore|-

= —A,,/>. By Lemmal[A2] the minimum
norm solution of 25_7;10—2)/2 Nbj + @y e A2 — Z;:O_?)m A" =ia; = QFr is given by

25262)/2 )\jajj _ 25262)/2 /\m—jajj

[25_52)/2 )\jbj + am/z)\m/2 . 25_7;10—2)/2 )\m_jaj

Note that aj; = 0 whenever j = m/2, since (A,,/2)"

N’eQtr NIt N)"2Qfr

bj=—" 0, =———F———, Qp/o=—F——
T ARl Anz " [Aml3

j=0:(m—2)/2.

Also note that 77 = 0 if A = 1. Therefore by Lemma [A1] [ the minimum norm solution of

S N a; = YA B2 Am=ia;; = aTr is given by

0 A =1
aj; =4 aY-mm 7
v A AnEe rifA £

where j = (m — 2)/2. Therefore by (Il we have

0 ICHON
Q| or 1Al | QH itA=1
AA; — ||1%nT|§ Xj (17)
7 NI -m—7 2T e
@ 2”H*£Ajm)7u§ ||Am|‘§ QHlf/\#l
A) ler X,
1A 113 J
. 0 _ (X)m/z(Qgr)T
AAm/z =Q )T Am 113 QH A £, (18)
S35 X2

where j = 0: (m —2)/2 and AA,,_; = (AA;)T. Now setting X; = 0, we obtain the desired
result for M = F. Further, by employing DKW Theorem [BIand following a similar arguments
as that in the case of S = S,, we obtain ng‘w A\, z,P).

Next consider m be odd. Let S = S,,. Define

— T
A@>JfAAQ_rw %]aM(A&VLJMij_me_nm,

b] Xj



where Q = [z, Q1], Q1 € C**(»~1 is a unitary matrix defined as above. Consequently we
have

j= Ma . xTp
YT N+ X A da | Q)

Note that z7r = 0 if A\ = —1. Then by Lemma [A2] and Lemma [A1] B] the minimum norm
solutions of E moDZ \ip; 4 E moD2 ym=ig; — QTr and Yo Majj = x"r are given by

(X)7 (X)m i 0 ifA=—-1,
bj = Qira; = C—=Qlra; =3 ®+mmi 7.
Pl T IR T T i g rifA £ 1.
Thus we obtain
o 0 (nm=? T\T
Q P ( el : ] QY ifA= -1
AA; — e X (19)
g Q0™ Ty (0" T
0 QHHK()AJ‘M)H%T TAnTE @1 QY it 4 1.
2917 Xi
Now setting X; = 0,7 = 0:m and by (I2) we obtain
Il o
ng (A2, P) = piT (e EETReS]E e
’ 2
Tz Il + TR oo e A £ -

Moreover by DKW Theorem, ([[9) and following a similar techenique used for even m, we
obtain

\/4I\H+(Am)+H7(Am>H% 712 + A7 113 =4 [T (A ) +FTT— (Ar) 13114 (Ar) (13 |2Tr|2
1A 113 2 ARSI+ (A )13 £ ’
i >1

1L L 4 g X L o G T LALLM
[Amll2 2 [ Am 31T (Am) 13 ’
if |\ < 1.

Sp
772 ()‘7 .’I], P) =

Hence the result follows when S = S, and m is odd. Following a similar arguments we obtain
the desired results for S =S,,. B

Remark 3.3 Observe from the above proof that n%()\,x,P) is obtained by the only choice
X; =0. Forn§(\,z,P), by DKW Theorem, the choice of X; is infinite. Therefore the minimal
structured perturbation is unique for Frobenious norm and in contrast we have infinitely many
minimal structured perturbations for spectral norm.

Let P € S. Treating (A, z) € C x C™ with ||z]2 = 1 as an approximate eigenpair of P, we now
construct a minimal structured perturbation AP by simplifying the expressions of AA; given
in the proof of Theorem B2 Let P, := I —x2* where I is the identity matrix of order n and
0 # z € C™. Define

A +e(N)md A +e(N)mI

Ej = S (@), G = (zTrzZe™ + F;
’ 2L (Am)3 5 LA G — a2 )
1 T — i ()\)m/2 (a: r)x:z:H
Fo (NPT ra + ()5 P, Hy = iE,
N v V- gz = g &3z — e + e
K. = (N2 + e A3 12(X)7) «TrPTrrT P, I AN 2TrPTrrT P,
J R j =

Irll3 = |=Tr[> ’ [Am I3CI7(13 = [T [?)

where s € {+,—},e € {+1,-1},a € {0,1} and j € {0,1,...,m}.



Corollary 3.4 Let S € {S,,Sqp} and P € S. Let (A, z) be an approzimate eigenpair of P.

Then the unique structured perturbation AP € S when M =

F, and a structured perturbation

AP €S when M = 2, of P for which P(\)x + AP(N)z = 0 and |AP|lm = n5;(\, 2, P) are

given by
1. m is odd:
[-T=1- |||F [ =11
AAJ‘ Fj Zf = —1 Sp Fj Zf = —1 S = Sp
Ej+F; if\#—-1,S=S, or Ej+Fj—m K if [N > 1
A#1,S=S,, and S € {S,,Sap}
= .
Ej +Fj — WI(J if I\ <1 and
ﬁ;[rw —zrt] A#-1,S=S, or A\ #1,S=S,,
mll2
if A=1,S = Sqp ”Alllz[rxﬂ—frl]if/\:l,S:Sap
m |l
2. m is even:
I =1-I= -0 = 11l
') — T(xTr)— .
AA; e HQm +Fif a4 - Ly if
A=%£1,S=5, A=%£1,S=5,
; — PN
Gj if A 75 +1,S= §p Gj - QIIHS(Am)H%*aP\m/zPKJ—
or A#1,S = Sgp if |\l > 1,S € {S;,,Sap}
V]2 ;
G = S E—apere 15 M < 1 and
e [ref — 7T A#x1,S=S, or A #1,S=8,
IAmII3 p P
if A =1,S=S,, ”A1H [rafl —ZrT] if A\ =1,S = Sap
T
Dwpa | g5+ P ||(Amu)2“  Fmje = Lo
ifA==x1,S=S§, ifA==%1,S=5§,
‘ _ Al
Hm/2 Zf)\ 7& :l:laS - Sp Hm/2 - 2||H3(Am)||§—fx|)\m/2\2Lm/2
ifA#x1,S=S§,
m/2 m/2 |
et @i maglre” — o) i
AeC,S=Sy A€ C,S =Sy
1 ifS=S,, |+ ifS=S,, | 0 if mis odd, o
where € = { 1 ifS=Se, °° { S =Sep YTV ifmis even. MEOAm—I =
E(AAJ‘)T.

Proof: First consider S =S,. Let m be even. If A = £1 then simplifying (@) we have

J
Al = 2@ TrE +
' [Amll3

M _ 1
= i HQ(xTr)xa:H—l-
ml3

A]

||Am||2

1 Aml13

5[V Q. Q1 rz™ + X" It Q1Qf ] + Q, X,;Q7

M PIrat £ X" iz P 4+ QX;Qf

= (:vTr)x:v + F; —I—QlX Ql,

[1A13

and if X # +1 then simplifying (I0) and () we have

A +Nm

NA; =
! 2T (Am)3 —

m/2
A )

|Am/22

(xTT)T:rH +F;+ @1XjQ{i

2T (Am)II3 — |

/\m/2|2(£6TT)II +Fm/2 +Q1 m/QQl .



Now setting X; = 0 for M = F we obtain the unique polynomial AP € S, and putting
X, given in (I3)-([I5) for M = 2 we obtain AP € S such that P(A\)z + AP(A)z = 0 and
IAP|Iar = 15, (A, 2, P). The proof is similar when m is odd, S =S, and S = S, m is either
even or odd. W

Note that if Y € C"*" is such that Yz = 0 and Y7z = 0 then Y = (I — 22T Z(I — z2™)
for some matrix Z. Hence from the proof of Theorem [B.21and Corollary 3.4l we obtain that if K
is a T-palindromic (resp. T-anti-palindromic) polynomial such that P(A)z + K(A)z = 0 then
K(2) = AP(2)+ (I —2z™)TN(2)(I — zz™) for some T-palindromic (resp. T-anti-palindromic)
matrix polynomial N, where AP is given in Corollary [3.41

3.2 H-palindromic and H-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials

We now consider the set of H-palindromic and H-anti-palindromic polynomials denoted by
S, and S,p, respectively. To derive the structured backward error of approximate eigenpair
of a polynomial P € S, where S € {S,,Sqp}, we proceed as follows. Let z € C. Let us define
the maps vec : C — R? and M : C — R?*2 by

veo(z) = Lm (Z)] andM(z) = [Te(z) ‘im(z)} . (20)

Then we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.5 Let z € C and ¥ = [(1) _OJ . Then the following hold.

(i) vec(z) = L vec(z). (i) vec(z122) = M(z1)vec(z), 21,20 € C.  (i4i) MZ) = Mz)T.

Proof: The proof is obvious.H

Note that P is H-palindromic polynomial if and only if iP, 4 := 1/—1 is H-anti-palindromic
polynomial. Thus the map H-palindromic — H-anti-palindromic is an isometric isomorphism.
Also observe that 15, (\, z, P) = 0% (X, z,iP) where iS := {iP : P € S}. We denote the Moore-
Penrose pseudoinverse of a matrix A by Af.

Theorem 3.6 Let P € S, be given by P(2) = 37" 2 A;. Let (A x) with ||z]l2 = 1 be an

approzimate eigenpair of P. Set r:= —P(N)z and A, = [1, A, ..., \™]T. Then we have
s, g V2rlE = [P a2 < Van(\x,P),  if A =1
nF (A2 P) = FE — el 72 3 o TEE ey g
VQIFIZ = elel, ) 712) + 2t gy 221,
n(\ z,P) if[\ =1
~ ~ A4 (A )+ (A [|2—€| A™/212) (|| ||2 — | H |2
. \/(2”7””% _€|e?m/2)+1r|2> + (AT (Am) ( )Ill‘f\ml\“é 2)dlrll3—]zHr| ),
n2p(A7x7P) = Zf|/\| > 1
o~ ~ AT (V) —=II_ (A ]|12—€e|A™/212)(||7||]2— |z H r|2
\/(2”7””% —e|e(Tm/2)+lr|2) + (44 (N) ( )HIIQAm‘H% )51 | )7
A < 1.
where e — { 0 if m is odd, s [Ho H ... H(m,l)/Q}Tvec(:erT) ifm is odd,
L if m is even, [Ho Hy ... Hm_g9)) Hm/Q}Tvec(:err) ifmis even,

_[reW) e —im (V) +im A f 0:(m—1)/2 if mis odd,
Hj = [im (M) +im(A™77)  re(N) —re(A™77) } = { 0:(m—2)/2 if m is even,

m/2
Hy o = [ir:]((/}\m/%} whenever m is even, and e; is the j-th column of the identity matriz.
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Proof: First suppose that m is even. By Theorem 2] it is evident that there exists a
polynomial AP € S, for which AP(X)x + P(A)xz = 0. Let Q = [z, Q1] be a unitary matrix
where z is given and Q; € C** ("1 is an isometry such that Q2 = 0. Define

AA; =Q ajj af Qf, AA =Q A(m/2)(m/2) ai/2 Qf, j=0: (m—2)/2 (21)
g b] X] ) m/2 - G/m/g Xm/2 ) .

and AA,,—; = (AA;)H. Since AP(N)z + P(A\)x = 0, we have
Em—o Naj; e
Z]moz‘”»b + A Ia | QY

The minimum norm solution of E m_ )/2 Nb; + Em/z N ia; = QHr is given by b;

H/(\X)J”27 a; = (”)X 7z Note that for |)\| = 1, we have zfr = (\)"z"r. Hence the minimum
norm solution of ijo NMaj; = zHr is given by a;; = ”/(\)‘) Hza:Hr, 7 = 0 : m. Therefore we
mll2
have
X H,. A" AH \H ™2 H,. A2 AH
>70r T (Q1 ) T 2(@ )
Ay =Q | Wl o Wl QM 0A = | Nnle o Il Q"
T 91" X AT 1 Xm/2
(22)

ANAp—j = (AA;), j=0:(m —2)/2, which gives, 77F (\,z,P) \/W V2|3 = [rH 2.
If |A| # 1, by Lemma [AT] [7l the minimum norm solution of 23:0 Naj; = xfr is given

by a;; = e;fF_H?, j=0:m/2 where ¥ = [Ho Hy ... Hm_g)2 Hm/g]Tvec(xHr) and

re(M) +re(A\™77)  —im (M) +im (A7) re(/\m/2)]

B = lim (V) +im(Am7)  re(M) —re(Am—3) |4 =0 (m=2)/2, m”‘[im(xm/‘z)

Therefore we have

T m—j (@1 T T [~ m/2 @fn"
eir A A €lma)11” A A
A4 =Q | g, X”. Q"84 =Q @()””//Q)Qf’r X e e
j A3 m/2

Am 113

and AA,,—; = (AANE, j=0:(m —2)/2. Setting X; = 0,7 =0 : m/2 we obtain

. A 71— foirP?
e (AN z,P) = \/(2|7°||2 [l y24171) + 2T|A7||2
mll2

Next we derive the result for spectral norm. Note that for |A\| = 1, by (22)) and Theorem 3]

we have uaa; = Hll‘\ ”ﬁ2 and

NIl QENQUENH  xmI2 i Qlir(Qfir)
Tl (I3 = 2y 772 = TR (Il = )

X, = (24)

Thus we have 7,” (A, 2, P) = JZIZ 1f |\ # 1 by ([@23) and Theorem Bl we have

H Va7 + BERE iy > 1,
AA; = -
T\ e+ EEGEETE <1,

1Am 113

~ A2 2__|pHp|2 .
/'LAAm/2 = \/'e:(rm/2)+1r|2 + l l (|||‘1<Uj”§‘z T‘ ) given by

eI 7 (N A QE (it
x ) ey o TR 25)
! Tt OO AT QIN@ID"
NE T A<

11



(e?m/2)+1?) Q' r(Qf' )"

X (26)
a (1 = 127+ %)
for j =0: (m — 2)/2. This gives
= T o AT (Am)+T (A (3= [A™22) (I 3= r]?)
V@IFIE ~1ef, 712 + O 14T ’ o
S if]A[>1
77217(/\7va) = — N — 2 /212 (1112 — o E 7 2
\/(2IITH%—|6(TW2>+1TI2)+ ([T (Am) H7<Am>HnA2ml|é D=l
ifjA| < 1.
Note that if [2fr| = 7|2, then ||Qr|2 = 0. In such a case, considering X; = 0 we obtain

the desired results. Hence we are done for even m. Following similar arguments the desired
result can be obtained whenever m is odd.l

Remark 3.7 Observe from the above proof that nip(/\,:c,P) is obtained by the only choice
X; =0. For nEP(A,x,P), by DKW Theorem, the choice of X; is infinite. Therefore the mini-
mal structured perturbation is unique for Frobenious norm and in contrast we have infinitely
many minimal structured perturbations for spectral norm.

Let (A, z) with ||z||2 = 1 be an approximate eigenpair of a polynomial P € S,. Now we
construct a minimal structured perturbation AP by simplifying AA; given in the proof of

Theorem 361 We proceed as follows. Let Ej := ﬁ(er)xxH, Fj = HAl I A Iprf P+
m |3 mll2

)J H ” P,rr™ P

()\)‘7Pz'f'$ ] and K = W

Corollary 3.8 Let P € S, and (A, z) be an approzimate eigenpair of P. Then the unique
structured perturbation AP € S when M = F, and a structured perturbation AP when M = 2,
of P for which P(XN)x + AP(AN)z =0 and |AP||am = nig(/\,x,P) are given by

Il = 1l-le -0 = 1l-ll2

AA; E,+F if [\ =1 E,+F; — e AN 52K if N =1

el raxt 4+ Ejif |\ #1 el rext + Ej — e;*-FH?(X)j)\m_j|/\m_j|_2I~( if A >1
el raa + Ej — e?H?(X)j/\m_j|)\j|_2l~( if A <1

where j =0:(m—1)/2 if m is odd, and j =0:m/2 if m is even.

Proof: Setting X; = 0 when M = F and putting X, given in (24)-(26]) when M = 2 the
proof follows by simplifying ([22]).H

It is evident from the proof of Theorem and by Corollary B.8 that, if K is a H-
palindromic matrix polynomial such that P(A)z + K(A)z = 0 then K(z) = AP(z) + (I —
zx)N(2) (I —xzH) for some H-palindromic polynomial N, where AP is given in Corollary 3.8l

4 Structured backward error and palindromic lineariza-
tions

The classical way to solve polynomial eigenvalue problem is to convert the polynomial P into
an equivalent linear polynomial L, called a linearization of P, and compute the eigenelements
of L. For a polynomial P the set of linearizations form a vector space LL; (P) defined by [22]

Li(P) := {L(A) : LAy @ I) = v @ P(N)},0 € C™, (27)

where v is called the right ansatz vector, ® is the Kronecker product, A, 1 := [A\™71, ... A, 1]T
and L is of the form L(A) = AX +Y, X € C™™*™" Y € C™"*™" But an arbitrary lineariza-
ton L € L;(P) can destroy the eigensymmetry of a structured polynomial P [22]. Hence to

12



solve a structured polynomial eigenvalue problem one needs to choose a linearization which
preserves the eigensymmetry of the polynomial. These linearizations are called structured
linearizations.

Mackey et al.[25] have shown that a *-palindromic/*-anti-palindromic matrix polynomial
can have both *-palindromic and *-anti-palindromic linearizations that preserve the eigen-
symmetry of the polynomial. Table 2] gives the structure of ansatz vectors for structured

1
linearizations, where R = , for details see [22 [25].
1
S Structured Linearization ‘ ansatz vector
T-palindromic T-palindromic Rv=w
T-anti-palindromic Rv=—v
T-anti-palindromic T-palindromic Rv=—v
T-anti-palindromic Rv=w
H-palindromic H-palindromic Rv=7v
H-anti-palindromic Rv=—-%o
H-anti-palindromic H-palindromic Rv=-v
H-anti-palindromic Rv=7v

Table 2: Table of the admissible ansatz vectors for palindromic polynomials.

Note that to solve palindromic polynomial eigenvalue problem, the prime task is to de-
tect potential structured linearizations that behave well during computations. Analyzing
sensitivity of eigenvalues, potential structured linearizations have been produced in [3] for
T-polynomial /T-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials. With a view to analyze accuracy of
approximate eigenelements, in this section, we identify the potential structured linearizations
of a #-polynomial/+-anti-palindromic polynomial.

We first review some basic results available in the literature. Let P be a regular polynomial.
Let L € L;(P) be a linearization of P corresponding to the right ansatz vector v € C™. Then
the relationship between the eigenelements of P with that of its linearization L is given in
[15] [16]

e z € C" is a right eigenvector for P corresponding to an eigenvalue A € C if and only if
Am—1 ® x is an eigenvector for L(\) corresponding to the eigenvalue .

Treating (A, x) as an approximate eigenpair of P the relations

L) Am-—1@z)ll2 = [[ofl2 [P(A)z]|2, (28)
[(Am—1 @ 2) 'L (A1 ®2)| = |A7,_0][a"P(N)a], (29)
(A1 @ 2) L) Am ®@2)] = [Ag ||z P(N)a] (30)

have been derived in [I5]. In view of (28])-([B0), without loss of generality we assume that the
right ansatz vector v is of unit norm. Note the inequality

[m+1 [Aml2
< <1 (31)
2m = [[Amall2 [(A Dl
given in [I6] Lemma A.1].

We denote the backward error of (A A,,—1 ® x) by (A, Apm—1 ® z,L;v). Comparing
(A, 2, P) with nas (A, Ay—1 ® 2, L; v) the inequality

m+1 < (A Am—1 @ z, Ly v) <1 (32)
2m (A, 2, P)
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has been proved in [3, Theorem 4.1]. Now recall that 7/ (A, z,P) < 73,(\, 2, P). Hence for
any structured linearization L € L1 (P) of a given P € S, we have ny (A, Aypm1 @ 2, L;v) <
05 (A Am—1 ® 2, L;v) where the ansatz vector v is given in Table 2l Thus by [3, Lemma 4.2]

we have
m+1 _ ny (A Apmo1 ®@z,L;0)

M € {F,2}. 33
o < Bt 2L e (12) (33
In the sequel we use the inequality
A*
0< Boal Ly (34)
[ Am—1ll2

where v € C™ with vz = 1.

Theorem 4.1 Let P be a T-palindromic matriz polynomial. Let S, C Li(P) and Sqp C
L1 (P) be the set of T-palindromic and T-anti-palindromic linearizations of P, respectively.
Suppose L, € S, and Loy € Sap are the T-palindromic linearization and T-anti-palindromic
linearization of P corresponding to the ansatz Rv = v and Rv = —uv, respectively. If (A, x)
with ||x]|2 = 1 is an approzimate right eigenpair of P then we have

e M =F:
2 (A Am—1 ® z,Lp;v)
2re(N) m+1 1 p; U
1. V- iaey s TOwz.P) <V2
P - (A, z, Lap;v
2 20: i A < L)

o M =2:
SP
1 - m—+1 772 (AvvaP;v) 1
1AN#-1: /il gin(/\m)) <42 1+ 5y
Sap
. m+1 P (A, ,Lap; v) 1
2. N#£1: /=t g—n(A%P) SV2 /14 5

Proof: Let r := —P(\)z. First consider M = F. By Theorem [B2and using (28)-(29) we have

re(\) AT 0|2
n Az, Lyv) 'A’””\/"“”2 AR Ty 2772
(A @, P) [rll2([(L A)ll2 [[Am—1ll2
if A# 1, and
e(A) AT vl?
2 (02, Lap;v) ”Amh’\/”?”'2 + 215 T e
nu (A, P) [rll2ll (L, M2 [[Am—1ll2
. . . A v
if A # 1. It is easy to verify that ||7~H2 \/| r||2 — ‘1+i|2 IIIAT; 11”\2 |72 < ||72

[AT _qv]?

: 2re(A A _ .
if A # —1, and /1 + 2= |5 < \/||r|§ + 201 = [T r[2 < [lrl2 if A # 1. Thus by

B2),3I) and @B3) the desired result follows for M = F.
Now consider M = 2. If |A\| > 1 then by Theorem [3.2] ([28)-(29) we have

1O A1 ©,Lys0) V2 [[Amll \/ [AhwP A
N o Y [ E A Ep Yl et R [CRPV]

1

< 2 —

< V2 AP
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by [B4) and (3I). Hence the results follow by [33). Similarly if |A\| < 1, # 1, by Theorem [3.2]

we have

Sap
Tlo (/\7Am*1 ®I7LGZD;’U) 1
<V2 ., 14—
i\, 2, P) <V2 TP

Hence the result follows by (33). W
Note that |1 — A] < |1+ A| when re(A) > 0 and |1 4+ A| < |1 — A| when re(\) <0

Remark 4.2 Let P be a T-anti-palindromic polynomial. Then we obtain similar bounds from
Theorem [{-1] by interchanging the role of L, and Lqp.

Theorem 4.3 Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [{1] hold. Let S be the set of T'-
palindromic polynomials. Then we have

A Am1 ® 2, Lp;v) T (A, @, Lap; v)

SP
o M—p: 1l

< V2 ifre(A) >0, < V2 ifre(A) 0.

n%(\, z, P) n%(\, z, P)
Sp . Sap .
5" (A, x, Lp; v) ) 75" (A, ¢, Lap; v) .
o M=2: BT i) o ey g T2 T aniV) 5 ey
(A z,P) e\ z,P)

Proof: The proof is followed from the fact that s (A, 7, P) < n3,(\, 2, P) and Theorem L1 M

Remark 4.4 Let S be the set of T-anti-palindromic polynomials and P € S. Then the sim-
ilar bounds hold for T-palindromic and T -anti-palindromic linearizations but the role of T-
palindromic linearizations and T-anti-palindromic linearizations get exchanged in Corollary

73

The moral of the Theorem [£.I]and Corollary 3]s as follows. For a T-palindromic polyno-
mial the bounds derived above advice to choose T-palindromic linearization when re(A) > 0,
and choose T-anti-palindromic linearization when re(A) < 0. Observe that our choice of struc-
tured linearizations is compatible with that given in [4] by analyzing structured condition
number.

Now we consider H-palindromic/H -anti-palindromic matrix polynomials.

Theorem 4.5 Let S, be the set of H-palindromic matriz polynomials and P € S,. Let S C
L1(P) be the set of H-palindromic or H-anti-palindromic linearizations of P. Suppose L € S
is an H-palindromic linearization or H-anti-palindromic linearization of P corresponding to
the ansatz Rv =T or Rv = —7, respectively. If (A, x) with |z|l2 = 1 is an approzimate right
eigenpair of P and |\| =1 then we have

m+1 niﬂ()\,Amq ® x;L,v) < V2 and niﬂ()\,Am_l ® x;L,v) <

2m  ~ 77F(/\7337P) nif'()\,x,P)
m4+1 < 5N\ A1 @ x; L, v) _ 775()\,/;,”_1 ® x; L, v) < B
2m HQ(AaIaP) 7’]2p ()\,LL‘,P)

Proof: Let r := —P(\)z. If |\| = 1, by Theorem [3.6] we have

L Gkl

2 _ Ay _qvl?etr?
n%()\aAm—l ® z;L,v) ||Am|2\/2||7°|2 TAm_112

n(\, x,P) B 71201, A)[l2 [[Am—1]l2

L A

It is easy to verify that ||r]|s < \/2||7°|% _ e
m—1|2

follows by [B3). For the spectral norm we obtain the desired result by noting that °(\, z, P) =
(A, z,P) by Theorem B.6/H

< V2||7||2. Hence the desired result
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This shows that there is almost no adverse effect of structured linearization of a H-
palindromic matrix polynomial on the backward errors of approximate eigenelements when
the approximate eigenvalues are on the unit disk. On the other hand, if |A| # 1, a little
calculation gives the following bounds:

S |2
T]F(AvAmfl(gI;va) ||TH2 :
n(\,z,P) 7113

7113 .
\/_\/II izt H(u T Al > 1

77§(A7Am—1 & x; L,’U)

TI()\, I’ P) - Il,’r\HQ 1 .

V2o e <L,
: Tr H H
~ _ ~ _[I4re(N) im(X) re(A; vz P(N)z) . - .
where 7 =7, = [ im(\) 1-re(\)] [im(A"_uaHP(\)) for H-palindromic lineariza-
: f H H
. ~ _~  _[1—=re(N) —im(N) re(A;, vz P(\)z) Lo .
tion and 7 = Ty = [ “im(\) 1 +re(A) im(AZ_ vz P(\)a) for H-anti-palindromic
linearization.

Therefore the moral for H-palindromic/H-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials is as fol-
lows. If eigenvalues are on the unit disk then it does not matter whether we choose H-
palindromic or H-anti-palindromic linearization. However, for eigenvalues not on the unit
disk, it may be a good idea to solve both H-palindromic or H-anti-palindromic lineariza-
tions and pick an eigenpair (A, z) from H-palindromic or H-anti-palindromic linearization
according as 1, < 7qp OF Tgp < Tp.

5 Conclusion

We have derived computable expression of structured backward errors of approximate eigen-
pairs of x-palindromic/x-anti-palindromic matrix polynomials. We mention that these ex-
pressions have an important role to play in analyzing stability of structured preserving algo-
rithms. Finally structured backward errors have been used to determine potential structured
linearizations of a *-palindromic/*-anti-palindromic matrix polynomial.
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A Appendix

The following Lemma summarizes few auxiliary results required to prove the Theorems in
section

Lemma A.1 Let A € C and A, = [1, \, ..., \"]T € C™+L. Let x,r € C",e € {+1,—-1}
and s € {+,—}. Then the solution of Z;‘n:() aj;N = x*r,aj; € C,x € {T,H} that minimizes
Z}n:o laj;|? is given by

1. a;; =0 if x*r = 0.

Gy
A BT

2. Cij = [

. . \J 6_7717‘7'
3. Ifm is odd, aj; = € a(m—j)(m—j);J = 0: (m—1)/2 then aj; = %

s=+ife=1,and s=— ife=—1.

x*r, whenever

. . . _ NI+)™m I *
4. If m is even, aj; = iz(m/;j)(m,j),j =0:m/2 then aj; = 2||H§(/Zm)f|§)_‘,\m/z|2$ r and
— (CNE *
A(m/2)(m/2) = ML (A Z—am72 2 e T
) _ N (i,
5. Ifmis even, aj; = —a(m—j)(m—j),J = 0:m/2 then a;; = mx T and A(m/2)(m/2) =

0.
6. If m is odd, @j; = €am—jm—jj=0:(m—1)/2 and |\ # 1 then a;; = e], |7 where

re(M) +ere(AN™77)  —im (M) + eim (A7)

~_ T * o ] ) \ )
= [HO Hyos H(m_l)/ﬂ vec(a™r), Hj = im (M) 4+ eim(A™77)  re(M) —ere(N™77) |

ej is the j-th column of the identity matriz and vec is defined in (20).
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7. If m is even, Gj; = €am—jm—;J =0:m/2 and |\| # 1 then aj; = eJT+1? where

= [HO H1 H(m—l)/2 Hm/grvec(:v*r),
e ., Cfo 1] [re(A™)] ., L
Hyjo = Lm(/\m“) ife=1, Hy/; = 10| [im (/) ife=—1,and H;,j =0:

(m — 2)/2 is same as that given in[f.
where I1s(Ay,) is defined in (7).
Proof: The proof of [l and 2] are obvious. Now consider Bl Let m be odd. Then
(m-1)/2

m
Zajj/\j =z"r= Z (N 4+ e a;; = x*r.
=0 =0

Hence the result follows by @2l The proof is similar for [ and Bl To prove [l we proceed as
follows. Let € = 1. Apply the map vec at both sides of 37" ( N'aj; = 2*r. This yields

VeC(Z Naj;) = vec(z*r) = Z M(\)vec(a;;) = vec(z*r) (35)
=0 =0

where vec and M are defined in (20). Employing the condition @;; = am—jm—;j = 0: (m—1)/2
on (BH) we have

(m—1)/2
Z M(MN) + M\ E)vec(aj;) = vec(z*r)
=0
1 0 T -
where ¥ = 0 -1l Thus we have a;; = ej ;7 where

re(AM) +re(A™77)  —im (M) +im (A7)

r=[Ho Hiooo Hinonpo] velw™n) Hy = i (00 im(Am-d)  re (M) — re (Amd) |

e; is the j-th column of the identity matrix. The proof is similar for e = —1 and [71H
Lemma A.2 Let A € C,z; € C"',j = 0:m. Then the solution ofE;n:O Nzj=y,yeCr!
that minimizes Z}n:o llz;113 is given by z; = %y where A, = [1, A, ..., AT,

Proof: The proof follows by using Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of A,,.H
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