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HIGHER ORDER DERIVATIVES OF MATRIX FUNCTIONS∗

EMANUEL H. RUBENSSON†

Abstract. We present theory for general partial derivatives of matrix functions on the form
f(A(x)) where A(x) is a matrix path of several variables (x = (x1, . . . , xj)). Building on results
by Mathias [SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 17 (1996), pp. 610-620] for the first order derivative,
we develop a block upper triangular form for higher order partial derivatives. This block form
is used to derive conditions for existence and a generalized Daleckĭı-Krĕın formula for higher order
derivatives. We show that certain specializations of this formula lead to classical formulas of quantum
perturbation theory. We show how our results are related to earlier results for higher order Fréchet
derivatives. Block forms of complex step approximations are introduced and we show how those are
related to evaluation of derivatives through the upper triangular form. These relations are illustrated
with numerical examples.

1. Introduction. In this article, we are concerned with derivatives of matrix
functions on the form

(1.1)
∂k

∂xd1 . . . ∂xdk

f(A(x1, . . . , xj))

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xj=0

where A(x) is a complex matrix in general nonlinear in x = (x1, x2, . . . , xj) and di ∈
{1, . . . , j}, i = 1, . . . , k. Here, f : Cn×n → Cn×n is a matrix function, generalized from
a scalar function in the standard sense [15]. Several types of higher order derivatives
have been considered previously, and we will below discuss how they are related to
each other and to (1.1). Besides intrinsic interest, our main motivation to consider
derivatives on the form in (1.1) is that it includes quantum perturbation theory and
response calculations used to characterize material and molecular properties.

The derivative (1.1) considered here can be seen as a generalization of the Gâteaux
derivative

(1.2) Gf (A,E) =
d

dx
f(A+ xE)|x=0.

In the first order case (j = k = 1), the derivative (1.1) is equal to Gf (A(0), A
′(0)).

The Fréchet derivative is the unique mapping Lf (A,E), linear in E, that satisfies

(1.3) Lf (A,E) = f(A+ E)− f(A) + o(‖E‖).

If the Fréchet derivative exists it is equal to the Gâteaux derivative [15] and then,
in the first order case, (1.1) is also equal to Lf (A(0), A

′(0)). A motivation to study
the Fréchet derivative and methods for its evaluation has been the use of the Fréchet
derivative in matrix function condition estimation [23, 27]. A key result is that

(1.4) f

([
A E
0 A

])
=

[
f(A) Lf (A,E)
0 f(A)

]

where it is assumed that f is 2m − 1 times continuously differentiable on an open
subset of C or R containing the eigenvalues of A + xE and that the largest Jordan
block of A + xE is at most m for all x in some neighborhood of 0 [28, 30]. Another
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2 EMANUEL H. RUBENSSON

important result, due to Daleckĭı and Krĕın [8], is that for Hermitian A and E and
an eigendecomposition A = V ΛV ∗,Λ = diag(λi), we have that

(1.5) Lf (A,E) = V (G ◦ (V ∗EV ))V ∗

where G is the Loewner matrix with the divided differences f [λi, λj ] as elements and
A ◦ B is the Hadamard product. This result was extended to generalized matrix
functions, defined in terms of singular value decomposition, by Noferini [33]. Krylov
subspace methods to compute the action of the Fréchet derivative on a vector were
proposed in [21, 22]. There are a number of studies that address Fréchet derivatives of
particular matrix functions, including the matrix exponential [26, 30, 2], the matrix
cosine [5], and the matrix pth root [7].

To also compute the sensitivity of the condition estimates—the condition number
of the condition number—has been a motivation for work on higher order Fréchet
derivatives [17]. The Fréchet derivative of order j > 1 can be defined as the j-linear

mapping L
(j)
f (A0, E1, . . . , Ej), linear in each of E1, . . . , Ej , that satisfies

(1.6) L
(j)
f (A0, E1, . . . , Ej) = L

(j−1)
f (A0 + Ej , E1, . . . , Ej−1)

− L
(j−1)
f (A0, E1, . . . , Ej−1) + o(‖Ej‖),

where L
(1)
f (A,E) = Lf(A,E). We may use the shorthand notation L

(j)
f (A,E) when

Ei = E, i = 1, . . . , j. If the higher order Fréchet derivative is continuous in A0, then

L
(j)
f (A0, E1, . . . , Ej) =

∂j

∂x1 . . . ∂xj

f

(
A0 +

j∑

i=1

xiEi

)∣∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xj=0

(1.7)

which is a special case of (1.1) with A(x) = A0 +
∑j

i=1 xiEi, see [17, 31]. An integral
representation of higher order Fréchet derivatives was proposed in [34]. Complex step
approximations of first and higher order Fréchet derivatives were proposed in [1, 3,
37]. Higham and Relton [17] generalized (1.4) to higher order Fréchet derivatives.
Mathias [28] generalized (1.4) to higher derivatives on the form

(1.8)
dj

dxj
f(A(x))

∣∣∣∣
x=0

,

where A(x) is a matrix depending on a single variable x. A similar development was
carried out by Najfeld and Havel [30] for the higher derivative

(1.9)
dj

dxj
f(A0 + xE1)

∣∣∣∣
x=0

.

This type of derivative was also used in error estimates for the complex step approxi-
mation by Al-Mohy and Higham [3]. An explicit expression to evaluate (1.8) for j = 2,
involving Hadamard products and divided differences similar to (1.5), was presented
in [18]. We note that (1.9) is a special case both of (1.8) with A(x) = A0 + xE1

and of (1.7) with E1 = · · · = Ej , see [31, 38]. All of the above formulations are
special cases of (1.1), which includes both the possibility of partial derivatives and
nonlinearities in A(x). We note that nonlinearities in A(x) are always present in self-
consistent quantum response calculations. Even if an external perturbation is linear,
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it will induce a nonlinear perturbation through the self-consistent field equations, see
for example [36].

The purpose of this work is to develop theory for higher order derivatives of matrix
functions, that can be useful for method development and to understand existing
methods and the relationship between them. In particular we develop a block upper
triangular formulation for higher order derivatives, building on the result in (1.4)
for the first order derivative. We show how this formulation is related to results
for higher order Fréchet derivatives. By a characterization of the Jordan structure
of the block upper triangular form, we derive conditions for the existence of higher
order derivatives. Those conditions are specialized to higher order Fréchet derivatives,
giving a weaker requirement on the regularity of f than in previous work [17]. We
derive also a generalized Daleckĭı-Krĕın formula and show that certain specializations
thereof result in classical formulas of quantum perturbation theory. We show how the
block upper triangular matrix formulation for higher derivatives is related to complex
step approximations [3, 1, 37].

2. Existence of higher order derivatives. Let Ω be an open subset of C and
let Mn(Ω,m) denote the set of n× n complex matrices that have spectrum in Ω and
largest Jordan block of size not exceeding m. The existence of higher order derivatives
has previously been considered in several works. In particular, Higham and Relton [17]
showed that a sufficient condition for the existence of the Fréchet derivative of order j,

L
(j)
f (A) with A ∈ Mn(Ω,m), is that f is 2jm− 1 times continuously differentiable on

Ω, but also conjectured that it may be possible to relax this condition. Mathias [28]

showed that for the existence of dj

dtj
f(A(t))|t=t0 , with A(t) j times differentiable at

t0 and A(t) ∈ Mn(Ω,m) for all t in some neighborhood of t0, it is sufficient that f is
(j + 1)m− 1 times continuously differentiable on Ω. We will show that such a result
holds also for the higher order Fréchet derivative and the general case of (1.1).

Theorem 2.1. Let A(x) be k times differentiable at x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄j) and assume
that A(x) ∈ Mn(Ω,m) for all x in some neighborhood of x̄. Let

(2.1)

X0(x) = A(x),

Xi(x) =

[
Xi−1(x)

∂
∂xdi

Xi−1(x)

0 Xi−1(x)

]
, di ∈ {1, . . . , j}, i = 1, . . . , k.

Let f be (k + 1)m − 1 times continuously differentiable on Ω. Then, f(A(x)) is k
times differentiable at x̄ and Fk(x̄) = f(Xk(x̄)), where

(2.2)

F0(x) = f(A(x)),

Fi(x) =

[
Fi−1(x)

∂
∂xdi

Fi−1(x)

0 Fi−1(x)

]
, i = 1, . . . , k.

Theorem 2.1 implies the perhaps expected result that for A(x) and B(x) with
identical partial derivatives at x̄ up to some order k, the corresponding k partial
derivatives of f(A(x)) and f(B(x)) at x̄ are identical. In particular, A(x) may be
replaced with a power series expansion around x̄ up to some desired order. For
example with x = (x1, x2) and

(2.3) B(x) = A(0) + x1Ax1(0) + x2Ax2(0) + x1x2Ax1x2(0)
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we have that ∂2

∂x1∂x2
f(A(x))|x=0 = ∂2

∂x1∂x2
f(B(x))|x=0. This type of truncated power

series representation of A(x) is typically used in quantum response calculations, see
for example [36].

A crucial part of the proof of Theorem 2.1 is the existence of f(Xk(x̄)). To this
end, we need a characterization of the Jordan structure of Xk(x̄). We will use the
result below by Friedland and Hershkowitz [13]. In the following, p(G) denotes the
number of vertices along the longest path in the graph represented by the adjacency
matrix G.

Lemma 2.2 (Friedland and Hershkowitz [13]). Let A be an upper block triangular
complex valued matrix. Associate with A its reduced directed acyclic graph represented
by the adjacency matrix G such that

(2.4) Gij =

{
1 if the submatrix Aij 6= 0 and i 6= j,

0 otherwise.

Then, the index of A does not exceed the maximal sum of the indices of Aii, . . . , Ajj

along all possible paths (i, . . . , j) in the graph of G.

We note that several variants of this result exist in the literature [29, 19, 28] that all
imply only the weaker result that the index of A is less than or equal to the sum of
the indices of the diagonal blocks of A. Such a result is sufficient to obtain the desired
result when A(t) is a function of one variable since then, an upper triangular block
matrix with (j + 1) × (j + 1) blocks may be used for the characterization of a jth
order derivative, see [28]. With further assumptions on A even stronger results may
be possible, see for example [6, 20], but this possibility will not be further considered
here.

Lemma 2.3. Consider a directed acyclic graph with strictly upper triangular ad-

jacency matrix G =

[
A I + C
0 B

]
where A and B represent subgraphs of equal order.

Assume that C is strictly upper triangular. Consider also the reduced graph associated

with R =

[
A I
0 B

]
. The following holds:

(i) If B = C, then p(G) = p(R).
(ii) If A = B, then p(R) = p(A) + 1.
(iii) If A = B = C, then p(G) = p(A) + 1.

Proof. Let {Ai}ni=1 and {Bi}ni=1 denote the vertices of A and B, respectively.
(i) Assume that the longest path includes a path (Ai, Bj) with j > i, correspond-

ing to a nonzero element in C. Since B = C there exists a path (Ai, Bi, Bj),
which is a contradiction. Thus, the longest path does not include any path
represented in C and (i) follows.

(ii) Let (Ai, . . . , Aj) be the longest path in A with length p(A). Clearly there is a
path (Ai, . . . , Aj , Bj) in R with length p(A)+ 1. Assume that there is a path
(Ai, . . . , Aj , Bj , Bk, . . . , Bl) in R with length r > p(A) + 1. Then, since A
and B are identical, there is a path (Ai, . . . , Aj , Ak, . . . , Al) in A with length
r − 1 > p(A), which is a contradiction. Thus, (ii) follows.

(iii) (iii) follows from (i) and (ii).

Lemma 2.4. For all x = (x1, . . . , xj) in some neighborhood of x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄j),
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assume that A(x) ∈ Mn(Ω,m) and let A(x) be k times differentiable. Let

X0(x) = A(x),(2.5)

Qi(x, ǫ) =

(
Xi−1(x1, . . . , xj)

Xi−1(x1,...,xdi
+ǫ,...,xj)−Xi−1(x1,...,xj)

ǫ

0 Xi−1(x1, . . . , xdi
+ ǫ, . . . , xj)

)
,(2.6)

Xi(x) = lim
ǫ→0

Qi(x, ǫ), di ∈ {1, . . . , j}, i = 1, . . . , k.(2.7)

Then,
(i) for sufficiently small ǫ, Qi(x̄, ǫ) ∈ M2in(Ω, (i+ 1)m)
(ii) Xi(x̄) ∈ M2in(Ω, (i + 1)m), i = 1, . . . , k.

Proof. The graphs (defined in Lemma 2.2) associated with Qi(x̄, ǫ) and Xi(x̄), of
orders 2i, i = 0, . . . , k are represented by the adjacency matrices Gi defined by the
recursion

(2.8)

G0 = 0

Gi =

[
Gi−1 I +Gi−1

0 Gi−1

]
, i = 1, . . . , k.

By induction and Lemma 2.3 we have that p(Gi) = i. The diagonal blocks of both
Xi(x̄) and Qi(x̄, ǫ) have Jordan blocks of size not exceeding m, for sufficiently small
ǫ. Therefore, we have by Lemma 2.2 that the size of the largest Jordan blocks of
Qi(x̄, ǫ) and Xi(x̄) do not exceed (p(Gi) + 1)m = (i+ 1)m.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. This proof consists essentially of two parts: 1) the exis-
tence of f(Xk(x̄)) and 2) its equality with Fk(x̄).

The first part makes use of the characterization of the Jordan structure provided
by Lemma 2.4. By Lemma 2.4, the size of the largest Jordan block of Xk(x̄) and
Qk(x̄, ǫ) is at most (k+1)m. Therefore, and since f is (k+1)m−1 times continuously
differentiable f(Xk(x̄)) and f(Qk(x̄, ǫ)) exist.

The second part follows closely the proof of [28, Theorem 2.1], but makes use
of induction to go to higher order derivatives. We assume that the result holds for
k = i− 1, i.e. that Fi−1(x̄) = f(Xi−1(x̄)). We follow Mathias [28] and define

S =

(
I ǫ−1I
0 I

)
(2.9)
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with ǫ 6= 0. Then

f(Xi(x̄)) = f(lim
ǫ→0

Qi(x̄, ǫ))(2.10)

= lim
ǫ→0

f(Qi(x̄, ǫ))(2.11)

= lim
ǫ→0

f

(
Xi−1(x̄)

Xi−1(x̄1,...,x̄di
+ǫ,...,x̄j)−Xi−1(x̄)

ǫ

0 Xi−1(x̄1, . . . , x̄di
+ ǫ, . . . , x̄j)

)
(2.12)

= lim
ǫ→0

Sf

(
S−1

(
Xi−1(x̄)

Xi−1(x̄1,...,x̄di
+ǫ,...,x̄j)−Xi−1(x̄)

ǫ

0 Xi−1(x̄1, . . . , x̄di
+ ǫ, . . . , x̄j)

)
S

)
S−1(2.13)

= lim
ǫ→0

Sf

(
Xi−1(x̄) 0

0 Xi−1(x̄1, . . . , x̄di
+ ǫ, . . . , x̄j)

)
S−1(2.14)

= lim
ǫ→0

S

(
f(Xi−1(x̄)) 0

0 f(Xi−1(x̄1, . . . , x̄di
+ ǫ, . . . , x̄j))

)
S−1(2.15)

= lim
ǫ→0

(
f(Xi−1(x̄))

f(Xi−1(x̄1,...,x̄di
+ǫ,...,x̄j))−f(Xi−1(x̄))

ǫ

0 f(Xi−1(x̄1, . . . , x̄di
+ ǫ, . . . , x̄j))

)
(2.16)

=

(
f(Xi−1(x̄))

∂
∂xdi

f(Xi−1(x))
∣∣∣
x=x̄

0 f(Xi−1(x̄))

)
(2.17)

=

(
Fi−1(x̄)

∂
∂xdi

Fi−1(x)
∣∣∣
x=x̄

0 Fi−1(x̄)

)
(2.18)

= Fi(x̄)(2.19)

The equality in (2.11) is due to f being continuous on M2in(Ω, (i + 1)m), see [28,
Lemma 1.1]. The base case k = 0 is trivially true.

3. Relation to higher order Fréchet derivatives.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that A(x) = A0 +
∑k

i=1 xiEi ∈ Mn(Ω,m) for all x =
(x1, . . . , xk) in some neighborhood of x = 0 and let f be (k+1)m−1 times continuously

differentiable on Ω. Then, the kth Fréchet derivative L
(k)
f (A0, E1, . . . , Ek) exists, is

continuous in A0 and E1, . . . , Ek, and is given by the upper right n × n block of
f(Xk(x))|x=0 where, for i = 0, . . . , k, Xi(x) is defined as in (2.1) and di = i.

Proof. This is essentially a strengthening of [17, Theorem 3.5] which requires
2km − 1 continuous derivatives of f . The result follows from the original proof with
the characterization of the Jordan structure provided by Lemma 2.4 of the present
work. With A(x) = A0+

∑k
i=1 xiEi and di = i, i = 1, . . . , k, the sequence of matrices

Xi(x), i = 0, . . . , k is given by

(3.1)

X0(x) = A0 +

k∑

i=1

xiEi,

Xi(x) =

[
Xi−1(x) I2i−1 ⊗ Ei

0 Xi−1(x)

]
, i = 1, . . . , k.

which is used in (3.3) of [17] (with x = 0). By Theorem 2.1, the upper right n × n
block of f(Xk(0)) is

[f(Xk(0))]1,k =
∂k

∂x1 . . . ∂xk

f(A(x))

∣∣∣∣
x=0

.(3.2)
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Since the size of the largest Jordan block in Xk(0) is at most (k + 1)m, we have that
(k + 1)m− 1 continuous derivatives of f is sufficient for the existence and continuity
of f(Xk(0)).

Lemma 3.2. Let A(x) and Ei(x), i = 1, . . . , k be in Mn(Ω,m) for all x in some
neighborhood of x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄j) and differentiable at x̄. Assume that f is (k+2)m−1
times continuously differentiable on Ω. Then the partial derivative

(3.3) ∂
∂xd

L
(k)
f (A(x), E1(x), . . . , Ek(x))

∣∣∣
x=x̄

=

L
(k+1)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄),

∂
∂xd

A(x)|x=x̄)

+

k∑

i=1

L
(k)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ei−1(x̄),

∂
∂xd

Ei(x)|x=x̄, Ei+1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄)).

Proof.

∂

∂xd

(L
(k)
f (A(x), E1(x), . . . , Ek(x))

∣∣∣
x=x̄

(3.4)

= lim
h→0

1

h
(L

(k)
f (A(x̄) + h ∂

∂xd
A(x)|x=x̄ + o(h),

E1(x̄) + h ∂
∂xd

E1(x)|x=x̄ + o(h), . . . ,

Ek(x̄) + h ∂
∂xd

Ek(x)|x=x̄ + o(h))

− L
(k)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄)))

(3.5)

= lim
h→0

1

h
(L

(k)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄) + h ∂

∂xd
E1(x)|x=x̄ + o(h), . . . ,

Ek(x̄) + h ∂
∂xd

Ek(x)|x=x̄ + o(h))

+ L
(k+1)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄) + h ∂

∂xd
E1(x)|x=x̄ + o(h), . . . ,

Ek(x̄) + h ∂
∂xd

Ek(x)|x=x̄ + o(h), h ∂
∂xd

A(x)|x=x̄ + o(h))

+ o(h‖ ∂
∂xd

A(x)|x=x̄‖)

− L
(k)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄)))

(3.6)

= L
(k+1)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄),

∂
∂xd

A(x)|x=x̄)

+
k∑

i=1

L
(k)
f (A(x̄), E1(x̄), . . . , Ei−1(x̄),

∂
∂xd

Ei(x)|x=x̄, Ei+1(x̄), . . . , Ek(x̄))

(3.7)

Here we used the definition and the linearity of the higher order Fréchet deriva-
tive (1.6).

We define the multi-set Sk
α of partitions of a multi-index α into k nonzero multi-

indices with the following recursion. For 1 < k ≤ |α|, partition α = β+γ with |γ| = 1
and let

Sk
α =

{
s : s = {u1, . . . , uk−1, γ}, u ∈ Sk−1

β and(3.8)

s : s = {u1, . . . , uj + γ, . . . , uk, }
k
j=1, u ∈ Sk

β

}

where S0
α = ∅, S1

α = {α}, and Sk
α = ∅ for k > |α|. Note that the recursion may

generate duplicate partitions that are all members, making Sk
α a multi-set. The par-

titions themselves are also multi-sets; order within a partition does not matter here.
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For each partition s in Sk
α, let s1, . . . , sk be an arbitrary enumeration of its members.

The members of a partition fulfil si ≤ α and |si| > 0, for i = 1 . . . k and
∑k

i=1 si = α.
As an example, with α = (2, 1) and k = 2 we get

S2
(2,1) =

{{
(2, 0), (0, 1)

}
,(3.9)

{
(1, 1), (1, 0)

}
,

{
(1, 1), (1, 0)

}}
.

For convenience, we will sometimes use the shorthand notation A(α) = A(α)(x̄) =
∂αA(x)|x=x̄ and A = A(x̄).

Theorem 3.3. Let A(x) be k times differentiable at x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄j) and assume
that A(x) ∈ Mn(Ω,m) for all x in some neighborhood of x̄. Let f be (k + 1)m − 1
times continuously differentiable on Ω and assume that |α| ≤ k. Then,

∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ =

|α|∑

i=1

∑

s∈Si
α

L
(i)
f (A(x̄), A(s1)(x̄), . . . , A(si)(x̄))(3.10)

Proof. Assume that |α| > 1 and partition α = β + γ with |γ| = 1, and assume
that the result holds for ∂βf(A(x))

∣∣
x=x̄

. Then,

∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ = ∂γ∂βf(A(x))
∣∣
x=x̄

(3.11)

= ∂γ

|β|∑

i=1

∑

s∈Si
β

L
(i)
f (A(x), A(s1)(x), . . . , A(si)(x))

∣∣∣
x=x̄

(3.12)

=

|β|∑

i=1

∑

s∈Si
β

L
(i+1)
f (A,A(s1), . . . , A(si), A(γ))

+

i∑

j=1

L
(i)
f (A,A(s1), . . . , A(sj+γ), . . . , A(si))

(3.13)

=

|β|+1∑

i=1

∑

s∈S
i−1
β

L
(i)
f (A,A(s1), . . . , A(si−1), A(γ))

+
∑

s∈Si
β

i∑

j=1

L
(i)
f (A,A(s1), . . . , A(sj+γ), . . . , A(si))

(3.14)

=

|α|∑

i=1

∑

s∈Si
α

L
(i)
f (A,A(s1), . . . , A(si))(3.15)

In (3.13) we used Lemma 3.2. In (3.14), note that S0
β = S

|β|+1
β = ∅. Finally, we

used the recursive definition of Si
α in (3.8). The base case with |α| = 1 reduces to

∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ = L
(1)
f (A(x̄), A(α)(x̄)).

4. A generalized Daleckĭı-Krĕın formula. The block upper triangular for-
mulation in Theorem 2.1 opens the way to numerous possibilities for the evaluation
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of higher order derivatives of matrix functions. In particular, the formulation can be
used for alternative derivation of a number of existing methods, and may be useful
for their further development and analysis. As an example, we take here the route via
Schur decomposition and the explicit formula for the elements of matrix functions of
triangular matrices provided by Descloux [10, 9]. The entries of a matrix function of
an upper triangular matrix U is given by (f(U))ii = f(λi), i = 1, . . . , n and for j > i,

(4.1) (f(U))ij =

j−i∑

m=1

∑

i<k1<k2<···<km−1<j

Ui,k1Uk1,k2 . . . Ukm−1,jf [λi, λk1 , . . . , λkm−1 , λj ]

where f [x1, x2, . . . , xk] is the kth order divided difference and {λi} are the eigenvalues
and diagonal entries of U . The matrix U can be seen as the adjacency matrix of a
directed acyclic graph. The second sum above runs over all possible paths between
vertex i and vertex j that pass exactly m edges along the way. The first sum runs
over all possible path lengths between vertex i and vertex j. In general, the cost of
evaluating the above expression is too high for it to be of practical use. However, in
certain cases with zero structure within the upper triangle of U the expression may be
useful, provided that the zeros sufficiently limits the number and/or lengths of paths
in the graph.

Here, we will need the multi-set T k
α containing all possible permutations of each

partition in Sk
α introduced in the previous section. T k

α is a multi-set of k-tuples and
has |T k

α | = k!|Sk
α| members. In contrast to Sk

α, order within a partition does matter
in this case. For the example with α = (2, 1) and k = 2 considered in (3.9) we get
that

T 2
(2,1) =

{(
(2, 0), (0, 1)

)
,
(
(0, 1), (2, 0)

)
,(4.2)

(
(1, 1), (1, 0)

)
,
(
(1, 0), (1, 1)

)
,

(
(1, 1), (1, 0)

)
,
(
(1, 0), (1, 1)

)}
.

We consider first the general case. Consider a kth order derivative and the se-
quence of matrices Xi, i = 0, . . . , k provided in Theorem 2.1. We let U = Q∗A(x̄)Q
be a Schur form of A(x̄). Then, Uk = diagk(Q

∗)Xk(x̄) diagk(Q) is a Schur form of
Xk(x̄), where diagk(Q) is the block diagonal matrix where Q is repeated 2k times
on the diagonal. The kth order derivative is given by Q

(
(f(Uk))1,2k

)
Q∗ and can

be computed using the QR algorithm for the Schur form of A(x̄) and the Descloux
formula (4.1) for the upper right n× n block of f(Uk).

An important special case is when A(x̄) is Hermitian which makes U and the
diagonal blocks of Uk diagonal. In this case, the number of edges along any path in
Uk is bounded by k and we get that

(4.3) (Q∗(∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄)Q)i,j =

|α|∑

m=1

∑

t∈Tm
α

n∑

k1=1

· · ·
n∑

km−1=1

U
(t1)
i,k1

U
(t2)
k1,k2

. . . U
(tm)
km−1,j

f [λi, λk1 , . . . , λkm−1 , λj ]

where U (α) = Q∗A(α)Q and λi, i = 1, . . . , n are the eigenvalues of A. Note that
U (α) are usually not upper triangular but are blocks of the upper triangular matrix
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Uk. This can be seen as a generalization of the Daleckĭı-Krĕın formula (1.5) for first
order [8], in the present context given by

(Q∗(∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄)Q)i,j = U
(α)
i,j f [λi, λj ], with |α| = 1.(4.4)

In the case of second order with α = β + γ, |β| = |γ| = 1, we get

(4.5) (Q∗(∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄)Q)i,j =

U
(α)
i,j f [λi, λj ] +

n∑

k=1

U
(β)
i,k U

(γ)
k,j f [λi, λk, λj ] +

n∑

k=1

U
(γ)
i,k U

(β)
k,j f [λi, λk, λj ]

which has previously been presented in [18] for the non-mixed β = γ case. We show
in Appendix A that further specialization of the above formulas lead to classical for-
mulas for time-independent perturbation theory of quantum mechanics. We expect
that other specializations will be useful in future development of computational meth-
ods for higher order response calculations, for example using alternative distribution
functions [32].

5. Relation to complex step approximations. Let the function f(x) be real-
valued for real x and assume that f is complex differentiable. Then, the complex step
approximation

(5.1) f ′(x0) = Im(f(x0 + ih))/h+O(h2)

can be used to evaluate the derivative numerically [35]. In contrast to regular finite
difference approximations, this approximation does not suffer from subtractive can-
cellation errors. Therefore, the choice of step length h does not involve the usual
trade-off between truncation and cancellation errors. As long as underflow is avoided
h can be chosen arbitrarily small. Since the approximation is second order accurate,
this means that h typically can be chosen so that the overall accuracy is determined
by the accuracy of the function evaluation. The observations in this section are based
on two different generalizations of the complex step approximation above.

The first generalization is the extension of the approximation to the evaluation of
first order Fréchet derivatives of matrix functions. Al-Mohy and Higham [3] showed
that for a matrix function f(A), real-valued for real input, we have that the Fréchet
derivative

(5.2) Lf (A,E) = Im(f(A+ ihE))/h+O(h2)

if A,E are real.
The second generalization is the extension of the scalar complex step approxima-

tion to higher order derivatives. To this end, Lantoine et al. made use of multicomplex
numbers [24]. The j-complex numbers can be defined recursively, similarly to regular
complex (1-complex) numbers but with (j − 1)-complex numbers used in place of the
real coefficients, i.e. Cj = {z1 + z2ij : z1, z2 ∈ C

j−1}, j > 0 and C
0 = R. Here,

i1, . . . , ij are imaginary units with the property i21 = · · · = i2j = −1 and C1 is the
regular complex numbers. We define the imaginary function Imi(z) of a j-complex
number z as the (j − 1)-complex coefficient of the imaginary unit i. For example,
Imi1(a + i1b + i2c + i1i2d) = b + i2d. Lantoine et al. propose complex step approxi-
mations for higher order partial derivatives of real functions of several variables. For
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simplicity, we write here the result for a function of one variable. The jth order
derivative may be approximated by

(5.3) f (j)(x0) = Im
i1
(. . . Im

ij
(f(x0 + i1h+ · · ·+ ijh)) . . . )/h

j +O(h2).

To see the relation to the development in the previous sections and to generalize
the complex step approximations above to higher order derivatives of matrix functions
with complex input, we introduce a block matrix representation of complex and mul-
ticomplex matrices. A j-complex matrix A + ijB : A,B ∈ C

j−1
n×n can be represented

as a (j − 1)-complex 2n× 2n matrix
[
A B
−B A

]
(5.4)

and this representation may be repeated recursively until a real matrix is obtained
with dimension 2jn × 2jn. For example, such a block matrix representation of the
j-complex matrix A0 + i1hE1 + · · ·+ ijhEj is given by the recursion

(5.5)

X0 = A0,

Xi =

[
Xi−1 I2i−1 ⊗ hEi

−I2i−1 ⊗ hEi Xi−1

]
, i = 1, . . . , j.

We assume in the following that f(A) is analytic and real-valued for real A. We show
in Appendix B that

(5.6) Lf (A0, E1) =
1

h
[f(X1)]1,2 +O(h2)

and

(5.7) L
(2)
f (A0, E1, E2) =

1

h2
[f(X2)]1,4 +O(h2)

hold with complex A0, E1, E2. Note that the coupled imaginary part retrieved by
Im
i1
(. . . Im

ij
(Z) . . . ) of a j-complex matrix Z is given by the upper right (1, 2j) submatrix

of the block representation. Therefore, the formulas (5.6) and (5.7) may be interpreted
as multicomplex step approximations and may be written as

(5.8) Lf (A0, E1) = Im
i1
[f(A0 + i1hE1)]/h+O(h2)

and

(5.9) L2
f (A0, E1, E2) = Im

i1
[Im
i2
[f(A0 + i1hE1 + i2hE2)]]/h

2 +O(h2)

with i1 and i2 distinct from the regular imaginary unit i.
By Theorem 3.3, (5.6), and (5.7) we have that a second order general partial

derivative ∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄, α = β + γ, |β| = |γ| = 1 is given by a linear combination
∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ = 1

h2 [f(X1)]1,4 +
1
h
[f(X2)]1,2 +O(h2) where

X1 =




A hA(β) hA(γ) 0

−hA(β) A 0 hA(γ)

−hA(γ) 0 A hA(β)

0 −hA(γ) −hA(β) A


 , X2 =

[
A hA(α)

−hA(α) A

]
.(5.10)



12 EMANUEL H. RUBENSSON

The derivative may also be computed directly without going via the Fréchet de-
rivatives. We show in Appendix B that

(5.11) ∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ =
1

h2
[f(X)]1,4 +O(h2).

where

X =




A hA(β) hA(γ) h2A(α)

−hA(β) A −h2A(α) hA(γ)

−hA(γ) −h2A(α) A hA(β)

h2A(α) −hA(γ) −hA(β) A


 .(5.12)

The block matrix representation makes the relation to the block upper triangular
form introduced in Section 2 evident. Theorem 2.1 tells us that for example

(5.13) ∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ = [f(X)]1,4

with

X =




A A(β) A(γ) A(α)

0 A 0 A(γ)

0 0 A A(β)

0 0 0 A


(5.14)

which can be compared with (5.12). The essential difference lies in the nonzero lower
left block in the recursive construction of the block matrix. For example, the repre-
sentation in (5.5) can be compared to the corresponding recursive definition in (3.1).
Through the lower left block higher order terms in h may enter the calculation and
contaminate the result, leading to the O(h2) error of the complex step approximation.

For higher order Fréchet derivatives, hybrid methods have been proposed where
the complex step approximation is used only in one of the variables of the Fréchet
derivative [1, 37]. In the block formalism developed here, block forms for such methods
are given by the use of the complex step approximation only in the last level of the
recursive construction of X . Such a hybrid approach may in principle also be used
for the general partial derivative and the block form for such a method would for the
second order case be given by

X =




A A(β) hA(γ) hA(α)

0 A 0 hA(γ)

−hA(γ) −hA(α) A A(β)

0 −hA(γ) 0 A


(5.15)

and

(5.16) ∂αf(A(x))|x=x̄ =
1

h
[f(X)]1,4 +O(h2).

In all three block matrix forms (5.12), (5.14), and (5.15), a second order Fréchet

derivative L
(2)
f (A,E1, E2) can be represented by replacing A(β), A(γ), and A(α) with

E1, E2, and 0, respectively.
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6. Numerical experiments. We perform a few numerical experiments with
the purpose of highlighting the relationships between the methods discussed in the
previous section. We use an example from [3], where the complex step approximation
and the algorithm cos(A) = (eiA + e−iA)/2 is used to evaluate Lcos(A,E). Using this
algorithm in (5.2) gives the approximation

(6.1) Lcos(A,E) ≈ Im((eiA−hE + e−iA+hE))/(2h).

We refer to this as the regular complex step approximation. If we instead use the
block form of (5.6) we get

(6.2) Lcos(A,E) ≈
1

2h

[
exp

(
i

[
A hE

−hE A

])
+ exp

(
−i

[
A hE

−hE A

])]

1,2

which we refer to as the block matrix complex step approximation. We also compare
with the standard central finite difference

(6.3) Lcos(A,E) ≈ (cos(A+ hE)− cos(A− hE))/(2h).

Finally, we compare with the block upper triangular form provided by Theorem 3.1,
which reduces to Mathias’ result in this case, that is

(6.4) Lcos(A,E) ≈
1

2h

[
exp

(
i

[
A hE
0 A

])
+ exp

(
−i

[
A hE
0 A

])]

1,2

.

We include here a scaling of E to see if this affects the accuracy in this case, as
discussed in [3, 2]. Note that such scaling may be used in any algorithm for the
Fréchet derivative since Lf (A,E) is linear in E. Throughout this section, we use
expm in Matlab R2022a to evaluate all matrix exponentials [14, 4].

We use first scalar input A = E = 1 as in [3], with results for the four alternatives
above in Panel (a) of Figure 1. In this case, the regular complex step approximation
suffers from subtractive cancellation errors, similarly to the finite difference approx-
imation. This is due to the algorithm using complex arithmetic, as discussed in [3].
This problem disappears when the block matrix formulation is used. The block form
can be seen as using a separate imaginary unit in the complex step. In exact arith-
metics, the two approaches should give the same result, but numerically the block
matrix formulation is preferred. We repeat the experiment in Panel (b) with complex
scalar input with the real and imaginary parts of A and E each drawn from a uniform
distribution in [0, 1]. As expected, the regular complex step approximation does not
work in this case since it is only able to produce real output. However, with the
distinction between the imaginary units provided by the block form, the complex step
approximation works also with complex input and output.

We consider also a general partial derivative

(6.5)
∂2

∂x∂y
cos(A(x, y))|x=y=0.

We let the derivatives A(0, 0), A′
x(0, 0), A

′
y(0, 0), and A′′

xy(0, 0) needed to characterize
A(x, y) be random complex 3 × 3 matrices with elements whose real and imaginary
parts are each drawn from a uniform distribution in [−0.5, 0.5].

We compare the second order complex step approximation (5.11), the second
order block upper triangular form (5.13), the hybrid approach (5.16) and the finite



14 EMANUEL H. RUBENSSON

(a) Real (b) Complex

Fig. 1. Relative errors in computations of Lcos(A,E) using a standard central finite difference
formula (6.3), the regular (6.1) and block matrix (6.2) complex step approximations, and the block
upper triangular form (6.4). The error is given as a function of step length h. Panel (a): errors
with real scalar input A = E = 1. Panel (b): errors with random complex scalar input.

Fig. 2. Relative errors in computations of the partial derivative in (6.5) using the finite differ-
ence approximation (6.6), the complex step approximation given by (5.11), the block upper triangular
form (5.13), and the hybrid approach of (5.16). The computations were carried out with A(x, y)
in (6.5) being a 3× 3 complex matrix with complex valued derivatives at x = y = 0. See the text for
details.

difference approximation

(6.6) (cos(A+ hA′
x + hA′

y + h2A′′
xy)− cos(A+ hA′

x − hA′
y − h2A′′

xy)

− cos(A− hA′
x + hA′

y − h2A′′
xy) + cos(A− hA′

x − hA′
y + h2A′′

xy))/(4h
2)

where the matrix cosine is evaluated using diagonalization. Figure 2 shows the relative
error in the spectral norm approximated by ‖X̃ − Xref‖2/‖Xref‖2 where X̃ is the
approximation and Xref is an accurate reference solution computed using the finite
difference approximation evaluated in high precision using Matlab’s symbolic toolbox
with a step size of h = 10−30. We have also tried the approach to compute the partial
derivative as a sum of Fréchet derivatives, which in each case gives errors at the same
level as the combined approach whose errors are shown in the figure.

7. Discussion. In this article, we develop a block upper triangular formulation
for higher order derivatives of matrix functions. This form was shown to generalize
classical formulas of quantum perturbation theory. More recent developments within
quantum perturbation theory can also be derived from the block upper triangular
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form, such as methods based on recursive Fermi operator expansions [36, 12]. We
expect the formulation to be useful for further development and analysis of methods
also in this class.

The block upper triangular structure is preserved under matrix function evalu-
ation and typically the repeated blocks below the first block row do not need to be
involved in the computation. In (4.3) a diagonalization of A(x̄) provides a Schur form
for the whole block matrix, and only the desired matrix blocks of the result need to
be computed. In iterative methods, such as recursive Fermi operator expansions [12],
only the first block row needs to be computed in each iteration. This has been dis-
cussed previously for Newton iterations and first order Fréchet derivatives [28, 2].

We introduced a block matrix formulation of first and higher order complex step
approximations and show how they are related to the block upper triangular form.
The essential difference is that the complex step approximations include additional
terms in the block matrix. Those terms are responsible for the truncation errors in
the complex step approximation. Often, the additional terms also mean that more
computations are required. The main advantage with the complex step approach is
that one may use an existing complex number representation. In the case of higher
derivatives, a generic complex type may be used to recursively construct multicomplex
types. Such types can also be used to handle complex input.

The relationship between the block matrix forms is analogous to that of complex
step approximations and automatic differentiation, discussed previously for example
in [25]. Automatic differentiation makes use of dual numbers a+εb, where a and b are
real numbers and ε satisfies ε2 = 0. A dual number may be represented by a matrix[
a b
0 a

]
, which may be compared to the block upper triangular matrix formulation

considered in the present work. Similarly, a complex scalar number a + ib may be

represented in matrix form as

[
a b
−b a

]
.

Appendix A. Relation to perturbation theory. We show here that several
theories of perturbations of Hermitian matrices can be seen as special cases or derived
from the generalized Daleckĭı-Krĕın formulas.

We consider derivatives on the form

(A.1) P (α) = ∂αf(H(ε))|ε=0

where H(ε) is Hermitian and f(x) is a step function defined for scalars as

(A.2) f(x) =

{
1 if x < µ,

0 otherwise.

As previously we use the shorthand notation H(α) = ∂αH(ε)|ε=0, and H(0) = H(0).
We assume that H(0) has no eigenvalues in a neighborhood of µ so that f(x) and its
derivatives are defined on the spectrum of H(ε) for sufficiently small values of ε. Let
λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn be the ordered eigenvalues of H(0). We disregard trivial cases
when µ is not within the closure of the eigenspectrum. Then, there is an ne such
that 1 ≤ ne < n and λne

< µ < λne+1. In the following, we let U = Q∗H(0)Q be an
eigendecomposition of H(0) such that U = diag([λ1, . . . , λn]).

In electronic structure theory, the invariant subspace of H(0) spanned by eigen-
vectors corresponding to eigenvalues smaller than µ is sometimes referred to as the
occupied subspace. P (0) = f(H(0)), known as the density matrix, is the matrix for
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orthogonal projection onto the occupied subspace. Similarly, I−P (0) is the projection
onto the so-called virtual subspace spanned by the remaining eigenvectors.

The divided differences f [λi, λj ], i, j = 1, . . . , n are nonzero for pairs of eigenval-
ues on opposite sides of µ:

(A.3) f [λi, λj ] =

{
− 1

|λi−λj |
if (λi − µ)(λj − µ) < 0,

0 otherwise.

We define the corresponding n×n Loewner matrix with entriesDij = f [λi, λj ] and
let V (α) = Q∗P (α)Q. In the first order case (|α| = 1) we get from (4.4) immediately
that

(A.4) V (α) = Q∗(∂αf(H(ε))|ε=0)Q = D ◦ U (α)

which, due to the structure of D, is a block 2×2 matrix with zero diagonal blocks. The
off-diagonal blocks describe transitions between the occupied and virtual subspaces
of H(0). This is the first order correction of the density matrix perturbation theory
by McWeeny and Diercksen [11].

For higher orders we need the second order divided differences

(A.5) f [λi, λj , λk] =






0 if λi < µ, λj < µ, λk < µ,

0 if λi > µ, λj > µ, λk > µ,

− 1
|λk−λj ||λi−λk|

if λi < µ, λj < µ, λk > µ,
1

|λk−λj ||λi−λk|
if λi > µ, λj > µ, λk < µ.

The other cases are given by permutations of the arguments of f [λi, λj , λk] which is
invariant to their order. For example, the case with λi < µ, λj > µ, λk < µ is covered
by the third case of (A.5) since f [λi, λj , λk] = f [λi, λk, λj ].

The second order formula (|α| = 2) is a specialization of (4.5) using the second
order divided differences in (A.5) and the formula for first order (A.4). As an example,
we look at one of the terms of (4.5) for the case when i ≤ ne and j > ne:

(A.6)
n∑

k=1

U
(β)
i,k U

(γ)
k,j f [λi, λk, λj ] =

−
1

|λi − λj |

ne∑

k=1

U
(β)
i,k U

(γ)
k,j

1

|λj − λk|︸ ︷︷ ︸
−V

(γ)
k,j

+
1

|λi − λj |

n∑

k=ne+1

U
(β)
i,k

1

|λi − λk|︸ ︷︷ ︸
−V

(β)
i,k

U
(γ)
k,j

which can be written in matrix form as

(A.7) D ◦

([
I 0
0 0

]
V (β)U (γ)

[
0 0
0 I

]
−

[
I 0
0 0

]
U (β)V (γ)

[
0 0
0 I

])
.

Here, the submatrices of the block 2× 2 matrices have dimensions conforming to the
division of the eigenspectrum in its occupied and virtual parts. Following the same
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procedure for the other terms we get that

(A.8) V (α) = Q∗(∂αf(H(ε))|ε=0)Q =

D ◦ U (α)+

D ◦

([
I 0
0 0

]
V (β)U (γ)

[
0 0
0 I

]
−

[
I 0
0 0

]
U (β)V (γ)

[
0 0
0 I

])
+

D ◦

([
0 0
0 I

]
U (β)V (γ)

[
I 0
0 0

]
−

[
0 0
0 I

]
V (β)U (γ)

[
I 0
0 0

])
+

[
0 0
0 I

]
V (β)V (γ)

[
0 0
0 I

]
−

[
I 0
0 0

]
V (β)V (γ)

[
I 0
0 0

]
+

D ◦

([
I 0
0 0

]
V (γ)U (β)

[
0 0
0 I

]
−

[
I 0
0 0

]
U (γ)V (β)

[
0 0
0 I

])
+

D ◦

([
0 0
0 I

]
U (γ)V (β)

[
I 0
0 0

]
−

[
0 0
0 I

]
V (γ)U (β)

[
I 0
0 0

])
+

[
0 0
0 I

]
V (γ)V (β)

[
0 0
0 I

]
−

[
I 0
0 0

]
V (γ)V (β)

[
I 0
0 0

]

We split Q = [Qocc Qvir] into rectangular matrices Qocc and Qvir containing the
eigenvectors of H(0) that span the occupied and virtual subspaces, respectively. Using
also the relations U (α) = Q∗H(α)Q and V (α) = Q∗P (α)Q, the second order derivative
in (A.8) can be written as

(A.9) Q∗(∂αf(H(ε))|ε=0)Q =

D ◦

([
0 Q∗

occ(H
(α) + P (β)H(γ) −H(β)P (γ) + P (γ)H(β) −H(γ)P (β))Qvir

Q∗
vir(H

(α) +H(β)P (γ) − P (β)H(γ) +H(γ)P (β) − P (γ)H(β))Qocc 0

])
+

[
−Q∗

occ(P
(β)P (γ) + P (γ)P (β))Qocc 0

0 Q∗
vir(P

(β)P (γ) + P (γ)P (β))Qvir

]
.

For non-mixed derivatives (β = γ) this is basically the second order correction of the
density matrix perturbation theory by McWeeny and Diercksen [11].

The formulas in (A.4) and (A.8) can also be used to derive classical formulas
for perturbed eigenvectors of H(ε). We consider a first order perturbation H(ε) =
H(0) + εH(1) and let ne = 1 and Q = [q1 q2 . . . qn]. The ground state eigenvector
of H(ε) can be written q(ε) = P (ε)x where x is any vector non-orthogonal to the
ε-dependent occupied subspace. We note that the finite gap around µ implies that
the ground state eigenvalue is distinct when ne = 1. Therefore, the ground state
eigenvector is continuous at ε = 0 and we may for sufficiently small values of ε choose
x = q1. We use (A.4) for the first order derivative of P (ε) and get the familiar first
order correction of the eigenvector

q(1) = ∂(1)q(ε)|ε=0 = ∂(1)P (ε)q1|ε=0(A.10)

= Q(D ◦ (Q∗H(1)Q))Q∗q1(A.11)

= −
n∑

i=2

q∗iH
(1)q1

|λ1 − λi|
qi.(A.12)

We use (A.8) for the second order derivative of P (ε) and use (A.4) for the first

order terms in (A.8). Since

[
0 0
0 I

]
Q∗q1 is zero, half of the terms vanish immediately
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and due to the simple case with a non-mixed derivative the remaining terms are
repeated in pairs. We get the familiar second order correction of the eigenvector

q(2) =∂(2)q(ε)|ε=0 = ∂(2)P (ε)q1|ε=0(A.13)

=Q

(
2D ◦

([
0 0
0 I

]
Q∗H(1)Q(D ◦ (Q∗H(1)Q))

[
1 0
0 0

])
−

2D ◦

([
0 0
0 I

]
(D ◦ (Q∗H(1)Q))Q∗H(1)Q

[
1 0
0 0

])
−

2D ◦

([
1 0
0 0

]
(D ◦ (Q∗H(1)Q))2

[
1 0
0 0

]))
Q∗q1

(A.14)

=2
n∑

j=2

n∑

i=2

q∗jH
(1)qiq

∗
i H

(1)q1

|λ1 − λi||λ1 − λj |
qj−(A.15)

2

n∑

j=2

q∗jH
(1)q1q

∗
1H

(1)q1

(λ1 − λj)2
qj−(A.16)

2

n∑

i=2

(q∗1H
(1)qi)

2

(λ1 − λi)2
q1.(A.17)

Appendix B. Block forms of complex step approximations.

Lemma B.1. Let X = V JV −1 be a Jordan decomposition of X and let A = ReX
and B = ImX. Then,

[
A B
−B A

]
=

[
V V
iV iV

] [
J 0

0 J

] [
V V
iV iV

]−1

(B.1)

is a Jordan decomposition of

[
A B
−B A

]
where V is the elementwise complex conjugate

of V .

Proof. We have that

[
A B
−B A

] [
V V
iV iV

]
=

[
(A+ iB)V (A− iB)V
(A+ iB)iV (A− iB)iV

]
=

[
V V
iV iV

] [
J 0
0 J

]
(B.2)

since the original Jordan decomposition of X implies

(A+ iB)V = V J,(B.3)

(A− iB)V = V J.(B.4)

The matrix

[
V V
iV iV

]
is nonsingular which can be seen for example by noting that

its Schur complement iV − iV V −1V = −2iV is nonsingular [19].

Theorem B.2. Let X = V JV −1 be a Jordan decomposition of X = A + iB,
where A and B are real matrices. Let f be a function such that f(J) = f(J). Then,

f

(
A B
−B A

)
=

[
Re[f(X)] Im[f(X)]
−Im[f(X)] Re[f(X)]

]
(B.5)
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Proof. Let WJfW
−1 be a Jordan decomposition of f(J). Then we have that

f(X) = V f(J)V −1 = VfJfV
−1
f with Vf = VW . Furthermore, we have that f(J) =

f(J) = WJfW
−1

and we get the desired result as follows:

f

(
A B
−B A

)
=

[
V V

iV iV

] [
f(J) 0
0 f(J)

] [
V V

iV iV

]−1

(B.6)

=

[
V V
iV iV

] [
W 0
0 W

] [
Jf 0
0 Jf

] [
W 0
0 W

]−1 [
V V
iV iV

]−1

(B.7)

=

[
Vf Vf

iVf iVf

] [
Jf 0
0 Jf

] [
Vf Vf

iVf iVf

]−1

(B.8)

=

[
Re[f(X)] Im[f(X)]
−Im[f(X)] Re[f(X)]

]
(B.9)

Lemma B.1 was used in (B.6) and (B.9).

See [16, 15] for useful conditions under which f(J) = f(J) holds. In particular,
this property characterizes whether f(A) is real-valued for real A, which is assumed
hereinafter. We will also assume that f is analytic. By Theorem B.2 and the definition
of the Fréchet derivative, we have that

Lf

([
A B

−B A

]
,

[
E F

−F E

])
=

[
Re[Lf (A+ iB,E + iF )] Im[Lf (A+ iB,E + iF )]
−Im[Lf (A+ iB,E + iF )] Re[Lf (A+ iB,E + iF )]

](B.10)

Since the two matrices on the left hand side are both real, we can use the complex
step approximation by Al-Mohy and Higham [3] and get that

Lf

([
A B
−B A

]
,

[
E F
−F E

])
=

1

h
Imf

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)
(B.11)

+
h2

6
L
(3)
f

([
A B
−B A

]
,

[
E F
−F E

])
+O(h4)

In combination with (B.10) this gives us a complex step approximation for derivatives
of functions with complex matrix input, in general Lf(A+iB,E+iF ) = X11+iX12+

O(h2), with X = 1
h
Imf

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)
. However, this approximation is

not quite on the form we are looking for. In particular, note that the real and
imaginary parts of the input matrices enter the matrix in different blocks. We use
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Theorem B.2, permute, and use the theorem again:

(B.12)




Ref

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)
Imf

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)

−Imf

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)
Ref

(
A+ ihE B + ihF

−(B + ihF ) A+ ihE

)




= f




A B hE hF
−B A −hF hE
−hE −hF A B
hF −hE −B A


 = Pf




A hE B hF
−hE A −hF B
−B −hF A hE
hF −B −hE A


P

= P




Ref

(
A+ iB h(E + iF )

−h(E + iF ) A+ iB

)
Imf

(
A+ iB h(E + iF )

−h(E + iF ) A+ iB

)

−Imf

(
A+ iB h(E + iF )

−h(E + iF ) A+ iB

)
Ref

(
A+ iB h(E + iF )

−h(E + iF ) A+ iB

)


P

where

P =




I 0 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 0 I


(B.13)

The real and imaginary parts of the sought matrix are in the 1, 2 and 1, 4 blocks of
the permuted matrix, respectively, and we therefore get the desired result

Lf (A+ iB,E + iF ) =
1

h

[
f

(
A+ iB h(E + iF )

−h(E + iF ) A+ iB

)]

1,2

+O(h2)(B.14)

which can be seen as a complex step approximation for complex matrices. We will
below use (B.14) to approximate Im[Lf (A+ ihB,E + ihF )] with real A,B,E, F . In
this case we gain one order in the leading error term of (B.11), because

[
L
(3)
f

([
A hB

−hB A

]
,

[
E hF
hF E

])]

1,2

= O(h).(B.15)

This can be shown by employing Theorem 3.1 and applying f(X3) with

X0 =

[
A hB

−hB A

]
, E0 =

[
E hF
hF E

]
,(B.16)

Xi =

[
Xi−1 Ei−1

0 Xi−1

]
, Ei =

[
Ei−1 0
0 Ei−1

]
, i = 1, 2, 3.(B.17)

The term (B.15) is given by the upper right [f(X3)]1,16 block. A Taylor series rep-
resentation of f(X3), see [15, Theorem 4.7], gives a power series representation of
[f(X3)]1,16 in h that can be used to show that [f(X3)]1,16 = O(h).

The approach above can be used also for higher derivatives. We will derive the
corresponding expression for the second order Fréchet derivative. By Theorem B.2
and the definition of the second order Fréchet derivative, we have that

(B.18) L
(2)
f

([
A B

−B A

]
,

[
E F

−F E

]
,

[
G H

−H G

])

=

[
Re[L

(2)
f (A+ iB,E + iF,G+ iH)] Im[L

(2)
f (A+ iB,E + iF,G+ iH)]

−Im[L
(2)
f (A+ iB,E + iF,G+ iH)] Re[L

(2)
f (A+ iB,E + iF,G+ iH)]

]
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Since the three matrices on the left hand side are all real, we can use the complex
step approximation for higher order by Al-Mohy and Arslan [1] and get that

L
(2)
f

([
A B

−B A

]
,

[
E F

−F E

]
,

[
G H

−H G

])
(B.19)

=
1

h
Im[Lf

([
A+ ihG B + ihH
−B − ihH A+ ihG

]
,

[
E F
−F E

])
] +O(h2)(B.20)

=
1

h
Im[

1

h
[f(X)]1:2,3:4 +O(h3)] +O(h2)(B.21)

=
1

h2
Im [f(X)]1:2,3:4 +O(h2),(B.22)

where

X =




A+ ihG B + ihH hE hF
−B − ihH A+ ihG −hF hE

−hE −hF A+ ihG B + ihH
hF −hE −B − ihH A+ ihG


 ,(B.23)

and where we used (B.14) in the second equality making use of (B.15) to gain one
order in the leading error term. In combination with (B.18) this gives us a complex
step approximation for second order Fréchet derivatives with complex matrix input,

i.e. L
(2)
f (A + iB,E + iF,G + iH) = 1

h2 (Im [f(X)]13 + iIm [f(X)]14) + O(h2). Again,
this approximation is not quite on the desired form. We use the same approach as
before, use Theorem B.2, permute, and use the theorem again:

[
Ref(X) Imf(X)
−Imf(X) Ref(X)

]
(B.24)

=f




A B hE hF hG hH 0 0
−B A −hF hE −hH hG 0 0
−hE −hF A B 0 0 hG hH
hF −hE −B A 0 0 −hH hG
−hG −hH 0 0 A B hE hF
hH −hG 0 0 −B A −hF hE
0 0 −hG −hH −hE −hF A B
0 0 hH −hG hF −hE −B A




(B.25)

=Pf




A hE hG 0 B hF hH 0
−hE A 0 hG −hF B 0 hH
−hG 0 A hE −hH 0 B hF
0 −hG −hE A 0 −hH −hF B

−B −hF −hH 0 A hE hG 0
hF −B 0 −hH −hE A 0 hG
hH 0 −B −hF −hG 0 A hE
0 hH hF −B 0 −hG −hE A




PT(B.26)

=P

[
Ref(Y ) Imf(Y )
−Imf(Y ) Ref(Y )

]
PT ,(B.27)
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where

P =




I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0
0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0
0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0
0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I




(B.28)

and

Y =




A+ iB h(E + iF ) h(G+ iH) 0
−h(E + iF ) A+ iB 0 h(G+ iH)
−h(G+ iH) 0 A+ iB h(E + iF )

0 −h(G+ iH) −h(E + iF ) A+ iB


 .(B.29)

The real and imaginary parts of the sought matrix are in the 1, 4 and 1, 8 blocks of
the permuted matrix, respectively, and we therefore get the desired result

L
(2)
f (A+ iB,E + iF,G+ iH) =

1

h2
[f(Y )]1,4 +O(h2).(B.30)

Finally, we develop a complex step approximation for a second order partial de-
rivative on the form ∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄, |α| = 2. Let α = β+ γ with |β| = |γ| = 1. Then,
according to Theorem 3.3,

∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄ = Lf(Ā, Ā(α)) + L
(2)
f (Ā, Ā(β), Ā(γ))(B.31)

and we can use the complex step approximations developed above for the first and
second order Fréchet derivatives. Another alternative is to compute the first and
second order contributions simultaneously. We decompose Ā(x) and its derivatives at
x = x̄ in their real and imaginary parts: Ā = A+ iB, Ā(β) = E + iF , Ā(γ) = G+ iH ,
Ā(α) = K + iL and let

X =




A+ ihG B + ihH h(E + ihK) h(F + ihL)
−(B + ihH) A+ ihG −h(F + ihL) h(E + ihK)
−h(E + ihK) −h(F + ihL) A+ ihG B + ihH
h(F + ihL) −h(E + ihK) −(B + ihH) A+ ihG


 .(B.32)

Then,

1

h2
Im[f(X)]1:2,3:4(B.33)

=
1

h
Im[Lf

([
A+ ihG B + ihH

−(B + ihH) A+ ihG

]
,

[
E + ihK F + ihL

−(F + ihL) E + ihK

])
] + O(h2)

=
1

h
Im[Lf

([
A+ ihG B + ihH

−(B + ihH) A+ ihG

]
,

[
E F
−F E

])
]

+ Re[Lf

([
A+ ihG B + ihH

−(B + ihH) A+ ihG

]
,

[
K L
−L K

])
] +O(h2)

=L
(2)
f

([
A B

−B A

]
,

[
E F

−F E

]
,

[
G H

−H G

])
+ Lf

([
A B

−B A

]
,

[
K L

−L K

])
] +O(h2)

=

[
Re[∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄] Im[∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄]
−Im[∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄] Re[∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄]

]
+O(h2).
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Here, we first used (B.14) again making use of (B.15) to see that this is a second order
approximation. The second equality is due to the linearity of the Fréchet derivative
and the third step is due to [1, Theorem 3.1]. The last step is due to (B.10), (B.18),
and (B.31). Thus, we have that

(B.34) ∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄ =
1

h2
(Im[f(X)]13 + iIm[f(X)]14) +O(h2).

Using the permutation approach again, we arrive at the desired result:

∂αf(Ā(x))|x=x̄ =
1

h2


f




Ā hĀ(β) hĀ(γ) h2Ā(α)

−hĀ(β) Ā −h2Ā(α) hĀ(γ)

−hĀ(γ) −h2Ā(α) Ā hĀ(β)

h2Ā(α) −hĀ(γ) −hĀ(β) Ā







14

+O(h2).

(B.35)
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tive of a matrix function, Numer. Algorithms, 53 (2010), p. 133, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11075-009-9323-y.

[4] A. H. Al-Mohy and N. J. Higham, A new scaling and squaring algorithm for the matrix
exponential, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 31 (2010), pp. 970–989, https://doi.org/10.
1137/09074721X.

[5] A. H. Al-Mohy, N. J. Higham, and X. Liu, Arbitrary precision algorithms for computing the
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tions: Quadrature algorithms and new results on the level-2 condition number, Linear
Algebra Appl., 656 (2023), pp. 247–276, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.laa.2022.10.005.

[35] W. Squire and G. Trapp, Using complex variables to estimate derivatives of real functions,
SIAM Review, 40 (1998), pp. 110–112, https://doi.org/10.1137/S003614459631241X.

[36] V. Weber, A. M. N. Niklasson, and M. Challacombe, Higher-order response in O(N) by
perturbed projection, J. Chem. Phys., 123 (2005), p. 044106, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.
1944724.

[37] T. Werner, On using the complex step method for the approximation of Fréchet derivatives
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