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Abstract

We propose a supplement matrix method for computing eigenvalues of a dual Hermi-

tian matrix, and discuss its application in multi-agent formation control. Suppose we have

a ring, which can be the real field, the complex field, or the quaternion ring. We study

dual number symmetric matrices, dual complex Hermitian matrices and dual quater-

nion Hermitian matrices in a unified frame of dual Hermitian matrices. An n × n dual

Hermitian matrix has n dual number eigenvalues. We define determinant, characteristic

polynomial and supplement matrices for a dual Hermitian matrix. Supplement matrices

are Hermitian matrices in the original ring. The standard parts of the eigenvalues of that

dual Hermitian matrix are the eigenvalues of the standard part Hermitian matrix in the

original ring, while the dual parts of the eigenvalues of that dual Hermitian matrix are

the eigenvalues of those supplement matrices. Hence, by applying any practical method

for computing eigenvalues of Hermitian matrices in the original ring, we have a practical

method for computing eigenvalues of a dual Hermitian matrix. We call this method the

supplement matrix method. In multi-agent formation control, a desired relative configu-

ration scheme may be given. People need to know if this scheme is reasonable such that

a feasible solution of configurations of these multi-agents exists. By exploring the eigen-

value problem of dual Hermitian matrices, and its link with the unit gain graph theory, we

open a cross-disciplinary approach to solve the relative configuration problem. Numerical

experiments are reported.
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plement matrix, formation control.
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1 Introduction

Dual numbers, dual quaternions, their vectors and matrices, as well as their ap-

plications have a long history. It was British mathematician William Kingdon

Clifford who introduced dual numbers in 1873 [5]. Then German mathematician

Eduard Study introduced dual angles in 1903 [23]. These started the study and

applications of dual numbers, dual number vectors and dual number matrices in

kinematics, dynamics and robotics [1, 11, 12, 16, 17, 24, 25]. Later, dual quater-

nions, in particular, unit dual quaternions, found wide applications in hand-eye

calibration, neuroscience, multi-agent formation control and simultaneous loca-

tion and mapping (SLAM), etc., [2, 3, 4, 8, 14, 19, 22, 26]. Among these, dual

quaternion matrices are used in multi-agent formation control [19, 22]. Very

recently, dual complex matrices found applications in brain science [27].

In 2007, Pennestr̀ı and Stefanelli [16] proposed the problem of computing

eigenvalues and singular values of dual number matrices. Also see [17]. In

2023, Qi and Luo [21] showed that an n× n dual quaternion Hermitian matrix

has n dual number eigenvalues, and established the singular value decomposi-

tion of a dual quaternion matrix. These also apply to dual number matrices

and dual complex matrices [18]. The relative configuration adjacent matrices

and Laplacian matrices in multi-agent formation control are dual quaternion

Hermitian matrices [19, 22].

Then, several numerical methods for computing eigenvalues of dual quater-

nion Hermitian matrices arose. These include a power method [7], a bidiago-

nalization method [9] and a Rayleigh quotient iteration method [10].

We study dual number symmetric matrices, dual complex Hermitian matri-

ces and dual quaternion Hermitian matrices in a unified frame of dual Hermitian

matrices. Suppose we have a ring, which can be the real field, the complex field,

or the quaternion ring. Then an n× n dual Hermitian matrix has n dual num-

ber eigenvalues. The trouble of finding these n dual number eigenvalues occurs

when the standard part of the dual Hermitian matrix has multiple eigenvalues.

In this case, the characteristic polynomial of that dual Hermitian matrix has

infinitely many roots, which are not eigenvalues of that dual Hermitian matrix
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in general. This may make a computational method divergent or slow.

In this paper, we define supplement matrices for a dual Hermitian matrix.

Supplement matrices are Hermitian matrices in the original ring. The standard

parts of the eigenvalues of that dual Hermitian matrix are the eigenvalues of

the standard part Hermitian matrix in the original ring, while the dual parts of

the eigenvalues of that dual Hermitian matrix are the eigenvalues of those sup-

plement matrices. Hence, by apply any practical method for computing eigen-

values of Hermitian matrices in the original ring, we have a practical method

for computing eigenvalues of a dual Hermitian matrix. We call this method the

supplement matrix method.

Then we study the relative configuration problem in multi-agent formation

control. People need to know if a given desired relative configuration scheme is

reasonable such that a feasible solution of configurations of these multi-agents

exists. By combining the eigenvalue problem of dual Hermitian matrices, with

the unit gain graph theory, we open a cross-disciplinary approach to solve the

relative configuration problem. Then the supplement matrix method is used

for this approach.

In the next section, we review some basic knowledge of dual elements and

dual matrices in a ring. That ring can be the real field, the complex field, or the

quaternion ring. We also review some knowledge about unit dual quaternions

there. This is useful for studying multi-agent formation control. In Section 3,

we define the determinants and characteristic polynomials of dual Hermitian

matrices and show that when the standard part of a dual Hermitian matrix

has multiple eigenvalues, the characteristic polynomial of that dual Hermitian

matrix may have infinitely many roots, which are not eigenvalues of that dual

Hermitian matrix in general. We define supplement matrices, construct the

supplement matrix method and prove that it does find all eigenvalues of a dual

Hermitian matrix in Section 4. In Section 5, we study the relative configuration

problem in formation control. We explore the cross-disciplinary approach to

solve the relative configuration problem in Section 6. Numerical experiments

are reported in Section 7. Some concluding remarks are made in Section 8.

3



2 Dual Elements and Dual Matrices

2.1 Dual Elements and Unit Dual Quaternions

The field of real numbers, the field of complex numbers and the ring of quater-

nions are denoted by R,C and Q, respectively. We use G to represent them.

Thus, G may be R or C or Q. We use R̂, Ĉ and Q̂ to denote the ring of

dual numbers, dual complex numbers and dual quaternions, respectively, and

use Ĝ to represent them in general. We call an element in Ĝ a dual element.

Thus a dual element means a dual number, or a dual complex number, or a

dual quaternion, depending upon Ĝ = R̂, or Ĉ, or Q̂. Similarly, a Hermitian

matrix in G means a symmetric matrix, or a complex Hermitian matrix, or a

quaternion Hermitian matrix, depending upon G = R, or C, or Q.

Our arguments can be generalized to the other rings. We do not pursue this

here.

A dual element a = as + adϵ ∈ Ĝ has standard part as ∈ G and dual

part ad ∈ G. The symbol ϵ is the infinitesimal unit, satisfying ϵ2 = 0, and ϵ is

commutative with numbers inG. The conjugate of a is defined as a∗ = a∗s+a∗dϵ,

where a∗s and a∗d is the conjugates of numbers as and ad, respectively. Note that

if as and ad are real numbers, then their conjugates are themselves. Thus, the

conjugate of a dual number is also itself. If as ̸= 0, then we say that a is

appreciable. Otherwise, we say that a is infinitesimal.

Suppose we have two dual elements a = as+adϵ and b = bs+bdϵ. Then their

sum is a+b = (as+bs)+(ad+bd)ϵ, and their product is ab = asbs+(asbd+adbs)ϵ.

In this way, Ĝ is a ring. In particular, R̂ and Ĉ are two commutative rings,

while Q̂ is a noncommutative ring.

If both as and ad are real numbers, then a = as+adϵ is called a dual number.

Suppose we have two dual numbers a = as + adϵ and b = bs + bdϵ. By [20], if

as > bs, or as = bs and ad > bd, then we say a > b. Then this defines positive,

nonnegative dual numbers, etc.

For a dual element a = as+adϵ ∈ Ĝ, its magnitude is defined as a nonnegative
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dual number

|a| :=

|as|+
(asa

∗
d + ada

∗
s)

2|as|
ϵ, if as ̸= 0,

|ad|ϵ, otherwise.
We use 0, 0, and O to denote a zero number, a zero vector, and a zero

matrix, respectively.

A dual element a = as + adϵ ∈ Ĝ is called invertible if there exists a dual

element b ∈ Ĝ such that ab = ba = 1. We can derive that a is invertible if and

only if a is appreciable. In this case, we have

a−1 = a−1
s − a−1

s ada
−1
s ϵ.

Let q = qs + qdϵ ∈ Q̂. If |q| = 1, then q is called a unit dual quaternion.

A unit dual quaternion q is always invertible and we have q−1 = q∗. The 3D

motion of a rigid body can be represented by a unit dual quaternion. We have

qq∗ = (qs + qdϵ)(q
∗
s + q∗dϵ) = qsq

∗
s + (qsq

∗
d + qdq

∗
s)ϵ = q∗q.

Thus, q is a unit dual quaternion if and only if qs is a unit quaternion, and

qsq
∗
d + qdq

∗
s = q∗sqd + q∗dqs = 0. (1)

Note that a quaternion is called an imaginary quaternion if its real part

is zero. Suppose that there is a rotation qs ∈ Q succeeded by a translation

pb ∈ Q, where pb is an imaginary quaternion. Here, following [26], we use the

superscript b to represent the relation of the rigid body motion with respect to

the body frame attached to the rigid body. Then the whole transformation can

be represented using unit dual quaternion q = qs + qdϵ, where qd =
1
2qsp

b. Note

that we have

qsq
∗
d + qdq

∗
s =

1

2

[
qs(p

b)∗q∗s + qsp
bq∗s

]
=

1

2
qs
[
(pb)∗ + pb

]
q∗s = 0.

Thus, a transformation of a rigid body can be represented by a unit dual quater-

nion

q = qs +
ϵ

2
qsp

b, (2)
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where qs is a unit quaternion to represent the rotation, and pb is an imaginary

quaternion to represent the translation or the position. On the other hand,

every attitude of a rigid body which is free to rotate relative to a fixed frame

can be identified by a unique unit quaternion q. Thus, in (2), qs is the attitude of

the rigid body, while qd represents the transformation. A unit dual quaternion

q serves as both a specification of the configuration of a rigid body and a

transformation taking the coordinates of a point from one frame to another via

rotation and translation. In (2), if q is the configuration of the rigid body, then

qs and pb are the attitude of and position of the rigid body respectively. Denote

the set of unit dual quaternions by Û.
A dual vector is denoted by x = (x1, · · · , xn)⊤ ∈ Ĝn. Its conjugate is

x∗ = (x∗1, · · · , x∗n). We may denote x = xs+xdϵ, where xs,xd ∈ Gn. Its 2-norm

is defined as

∥x∥2 =

{
∥xs∥2 + x∗

sxd+x∗
dxs

2∥xs∥2 ϵ, if xs ̸= 0,

∥xd∥2ϵ, if xs = 0.
(3)

This is a dual number. For convenience in the numerical experiments, we also

denote the 2R-norm of a dual vector x = (xi) ∈ Ĝn as

∥x∥2R =
√
∥xs∥22 + ∥xd∥22,

which is a real number.

We say x = xs+xdϵ = (x1, · · · , xn)⊤ ∈ Ĝn is a unit dual vector if ∥x∥2 = 1,

or equivalently, ∥xs∥2 = 1 and x∗
sxd + x∗

dxs = 0. If xs ̸= 0, then we say that x

is appreciable. The unit vectors in Rn are denoted as e1, · · · , en. They are also

unit vectors of Gn and Ĝn.

Let x,y ∈ Ĝn. If x∗y = 0, then we say that x and y are orthogonal. If

x(1), · · · ,x(n) ∈ Ĝn and
(
x(i)

)∗
x(j) = δij for i, j = 1, · · · , n, where δij is the

Kronecker symbol, then we say that {x(1), · · · ,x(n)} is an orthonormal basis

of Ĝn. Let x(1) = x
(1)
s + x

(1)
d ϵ, . . . ,x(k) = x

(k)
s + x

(k)
d ϵ ∈ Ĝn. If x

(1)
s , . . . ,x

(k)
s

are linearly independent, then we say that x(1), . . . ,x(k) are appreciably linearly

independent.
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2.2 Dual Matrices

Assume that A = As + Adϵ and B = Bs + Bdϵ are two dual matrices in Ĝn×n,

where n is a positive integer, As, Ad, Bs, Bd ∈ Gn×n. If AB = BA = I, where I

is the n×n identity matrix, then we say that B is the inverse of A and denote

that B = A−1.

For a dual matrix A ∈ Ĝn×n, denote its conjugate transpose as A∗. If

A∗ = A, then A is called a dual Hermitian matrix. If A∗ = A−1, then

A is called a dual unitary matrix. In particular, if A is a dual Hermitian

matrix in R̂n×n, or Ĉn×n, or Q̂n×n, respectively, then A is called a dual number

symmetric matrix, or a dual complex Hermitian matrix, or a dual quaternion

Hermitian matrix, respectively. If A is a dual matrix in R̂n×n, or Ĉn×n, or Q̂n×n,

respectively, then A is called a dual number matrix, or a dual complex matrix,

or a dual quaternion matrix, respectively.

The F -norm of a dual matrix A = (aij) ∈ Ĝm×n is

∥A∥F =

{
∥As∥F +

tr(A∗
sAd+A∗

dAs)
2∥As∥F ϵ, if As ̸= O,

∥Ad∥F ϵ, otherwise.

This is a dual number. For convenience in the numerical experiments, we also

define the FR-norm of a dual matrix A = (aij) ∈ Ĝm×n as

∥A∥FR =
√

∥As∥2F + ∥Ad∥2F ,

which is a real number.

It is classical that an n × n real symmetric or complex Hermitian matrix

has n real eigenvalues, and this matrix is positive semidefinite (or definite re-

spectively) if and only if all of these n eigenvalues are nonnegative (or positive

respectively). In 1997, Zhang [28] extended this to quaternion Hermitian ma-

trices. In 2023, Qi and Luo [21] further extended this to dual quaternion Her-

mitian matrices. This is actually also true for dual symmetric or dual complex

Hermitian matrices. We now state these in our general frame.

Let A ∈ Ĝn×n be a dual Hermitian matrix and x ∈ Ĝn. Then x∗Ax is a dual

number if Ĝ is either R̂, or Ĉ or Q̂. Thus, by [20], we may distinguish that
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x∗Ax is nonnegative, or positive, or not. If for all x ∈ Ĝn, x∗Ax is nonnegative,

then we say that A is positive semidefinite. If for all x ∈ Ĝn and appreciable,

x∗Ax is positive, then we say that A is positive definite.

Let A ∈ Ĝn×n, x ∈ Ĝn be appreciable, and λ ∈ Ĝ. If

Ax = xλ, (4)

then λ is called a right eigenvalue of A, with x as its corresponding right eigen-

vector. If

Ax = λx, (5)

where x is appreciable, i.e., xs ̸= 0, then λ is called a left eigenvalue of A, with

a left eigenvector x.

If Ĝ is R̂ or Ĉ, then the multiplication is commutative. In these two cases,

it is not necessary to distinguish right and left eigenvalues. We just call them

eigenvalues [18]. It was proved in [21] that all the right eigenvalues of a dual

quaternion Hermitian matrix A are dual numbers. As dual numbers are com-

mutative with dual quaternions, they are also left eigenvalues. Thus, we may

simply call them eigenvalues of A. Note that A may still have other left eigen-

values, which are not dual numbers. See an example of a quaternion matrix in

[28].

The following theorem was proved in [21] for dual quaternion Hermitian ma-

trices. It is also true for dual symmetric matrices and dual complex Hermitian

matrices by similar arguments [18].

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that A ∈ Ĝn×n is a dual symmetric matrix, or a dual

complex Hermitian matrix, or a dual quaternion Hermitian matrix, then it has

exactly n dual number eigenvalues. It is positive semidefinite or definite if and

only if these n eigenvalues are nonnegative or positive.

Write A = As +Adϵ, λ = λs + λdϵ and x = xs + xdϵ. Then (5) is equivalent

to

Asxs = λsxs, (6)

with xs ̸= 0, i.e., λs is an eigenvalue of As with an eigenvector xs, and

(As − λsI)xd − λdxs = −Adxs. (7)
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3 The Characteristic Polynomial of a Dual Hermitian

Matrix

Suppose that A ∈ Ĝn×n is an n×n dual Hermitian matrix. Here, Ĝ is either R̂,
or Ĉ, or Q̂. Then A has n dual number eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn. We may define

its determinant as

det(A) = λ1λ2 . . . λn. (8)

Furthermore, we may define the characteristic polynomial as

ϕ(λ) = det(λI − A),

where I is the n × n identity matrix. This shows that ϕ is a dual number

polynomial. Note that the factorization form of a dual number polynomial is

not unique. For example, polynomial λ2 = (λ+aϵ)(λ−aϵ) for any real number

a. This leads the characteristic polynomial of the dual Hermitian matrix being

more complicated than that of the Hermitian matrix.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that A = As +Adϵ ∈ Ĝn×n is an n× n dual Hermitian

matrix. Here, Ĝ is either R̂, or Ĉ, or Q̂. Let its n dual number eigenvalues be

λ1, . . . , λn. Then its characteristic polynomial has the form

ϕ(λ) ≡ (λ− λ1) . . . (λ− λn). (9)

Furthermore, a dual number λ = λs + λdϵ is a root of ϕ, either if λ is an

eigenvalue of A, or if λs is a multiple eigenvalue of As.

Proof. First, we see that λI − A is an n× n dual Hermitian matrix too. Since

A has n dual number eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn, by the definition of eigenvalues of

dual Hermitian matrices, we see that λI−A has n dual number eigenvalues λ−
λ1, . . . , λ−λn. By the definition of determinants and characteristic polynomials,

we have (9).

Clearly, any eigenvalue of A is a root of ϕ. By (6), the standard part of an

eigenvalue of A is an eigenvalue of As. Let λ = λs + λdϵ be a dual number. If

λs is not an eigenvalue of As, then λ − λi is an appreciable dual number for
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i = 1, · · · , n. By (9), this implies ϕ(λ) ̸= 0, i.e., λ is not a root of ϕ. If λs is

a single eigenvalue of As, then λs is equal to the standard part of λi for one i.

Then λ − λj is an appreciable dual number for j ̸= i. By (9), ϕ(λ) = 0 if and

only if λ = λi. Finally, assume that λs is a multiple eigenvalue of As. Without

loss of generality, we may assume that both the standard parts of λ1 and λ2 are

λs. Then (λ− λ1)(λ− λ2) = 0. This implies that ϕ(λ) = 0. This completes the

proof.

Theorem 3.1 reveals that when As has multiple eigenvalues, the characteristic

polynomial of A may have infinitely many roots, which are not eigenvalues of

A in general. Therefore, it will be difficult to find eigenvalues of A by the

characteristic polynomial if we treat the standard parts and dual parts of the

eigenvalues of A together. Another way is to find eigenvalues and eigenvectors

of As by a classical method first. Then, the questions are, if λs is a single

eigenvalue of As, can we give a formula of λd such that λs+λdϵ is an eigenvalue

of A? And if λs is a k-multiple eigenvalue of As, how can we find the dual parts

of corresponding k eigenvalues of A? In the next section, we will answer these

two questions.

4 A Practical Method for Computing Eigenvalues of a

Dual Hermitian Matrix

In this section, we define supplement matrices for a dual Hermitian matrix

A ∈ Ĝn×n to enable the calculation of the eigenvalues of A. Assume that G is

either R or C or Q.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that A = As+Adϵ ∈ Ĝn×n is a dual Hermitian matrix,

and the real number λs is a k-multiple eigenvalue of the Hermitian matrix As ∈
Gn×n.

If k = 1, i.e., λs is a single eigenvalue of As, let xs be a unit eigenvector of

As, associated with λs. Then λ = λs + λdϵ is a single eigenvalue of A, where

10



λd = x∗
sAsxs, with an eigenvector x = xs + xdϵ, where xd is a solution of

(λsI − As)xd = (Ad − λdI)xs. (10)

If k > 1, let v1, . . . ,vk be k orthonormal eigenvectors of As, associated with

λs. Let W = (v1 . . . ,vk). Then W is an n × k partially unitary matrix, and

W ∗AdW ∈ Gk×k is a Hermitian matrix. Let λd1, . . . , λdk be the k eigenvalues

of W ∗AdW , with corresponding eigenvectors y1, . . . ,yk. Then λi = λs + λdiϵ

for i = 1, . . . , k are eigenvalues of A, with eigenvectors xi = xsi + xdiϵ for

i = 1, . . . , k, where xsi = Wyi, and xdi is a solution of

(λsI − As)xdi = (Ad − λdiI)xsi, (11)

for i = 1, . . . , k.

Proof. Suppose that k = 1, i.e., λs is a single eigenvalue of As. Let xs be a unit

eigenvector of As, associated with λs. Multiply (7) by x∗
s from the left. Then

we have λd = x∗
sAdxs. From (7), we have (10).

Suppose that k > 1. Let v1, . . . ,vk be k orthonormal eigenvectors of As,

associated with λs. Let W = (v1 . . . ,vk). Then W is an n×k partially unitary

matrix, and W ∗AdW ∈ Gk×k is a Hermitian matrix. Let λd1, . . . , λdk be the k

eigenvalues of W ∗AdW , with corresponding eigenvectors y1, . . . ,yk. Then we

have W ∗AdWyi = λdiyi, for i = 1, . . . , k. Let xsi = Wyi, for i = 1, . . . , k.

Then we have Asxsi = λsxsi, i.e., xsi is an eigenvector of As, associated with

eigenvalue λs, for i = 1, . . . , k. Now (7) has the form

(As − λsI)xdi − λdxsi = −Adxsi,

for i = 1, . . . , k. Multiply the above equality by x∗
si from the left. Then we

have λd = x∗
siAdxsi = y∗

iW
∗AdWyi = λdi, and λi = λs + λdiϵ for i = 1, . . . , k

are eigenvalues of A, with eigenvectors xi = xsi + xdiϵ, where xdi satisfies (11),

for i = 1, . . . , k.

This completes the proof.

We call the Hermitian matrix W ∗AdW ∈ Gk×k, the supplement matrix of

the dual Hermitian matrix A, corresponding to the k-multiple eigenvalue λs of

As, the standard part of A.
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Then we have a practical method for computing eigenvalues of the dual

Hermitian matrix A.

Algorithm 4.2. The Supplement Matrix Method (SMM) Suppose that

A = As + Adϵ ∈ Ĝn×n is a dual Hermitian matrix.

Step 1. Use a practical method to find n real eigenvalues of the Hermitian

matrix As ∈ Gn×n, with a set of orthonormal eigenvectors.

Step 2. Assume that λs is a single eigenvalue of As with a unit vector xs.

Then λ = λs + λdϵ is a single eigenvalue of A, where λd = x∗
sAdxs, with an

eigenvector x = xs + xdϵ, where xd is a solution of (10).

Step 3. Assume that λs is a k-multiple eigenvalue of As with k orthonormal

eigenvectors v1, . . . ,vk, for k > 1. Let W = (v1 . . . ,vk) and W ∗AdW ∈ Gk×k.

Use a practical method to find k eigenvalues of W ∗AdW , as λd1, . . . , λdk, with

corresponding eigenvectors y1, . . . ,yk. Then λi = λs + λdiϵ for i = 1, . . . , k

are eigenvalues of A, with eigenvectors xi = xsi + xdiϵ for i = 1, . . . , k, where

xsi = Wyi, and xdi is a solution of (11) for i = 1, . . . , k.

Step 4. Apply Step 2 to all single eigenvalues of As, and Step 3 to all multiple

eigenvalues of As.

The linear systems (10) and (11) may be computed by several methods.

Suppose the full eigenvalue decomposition of As is known as As = UsΣsU
∗
s .

Then we have

xdi = (λsI − As)
+(Ad − λdI)xsi

= Us(Σs − λsI)
+U ∗

s (Ad − λdI)xsi

= Us(Σs − λsI)
+U ∗

sAdxsi,

for i = 1, . . . , k. Otherwise, if the full eigenvalue decomposition of As is not

known in advance, then we can solve the linear systems (10) and (11) directly.

The both systems are consistent and solvable. It should be noted that a quater-

nion linear system may not be easy to solve since the quaternion numbers are not

communicative. One practical way is to reformulate the quaternion linear sys-

tem as a real linear system. Furthermore, both two systems are ill-conditioned
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since the the coefficient martices are singular, which may lead the numerical al-

gorithms being unstable. One possible way is to add extra conditions x∗
ixj = δij

for i, j = 1, . . . , k.

Similarly, Algorithm 4.2 can be extended to compute several extreme eigen-

pairs or a few eigenpairs of a dual Hermitian matrix. One difficulty here is that

if we do not know the multiplicity of the eigenvalue in advance, we may not

obtain the eigenvectors exactly. One way to solve this is to compute several

extra eigenvalues in the standard part.

5 The Relative Configuration Problem in Formation Con-

trol

Consider the formation control problem of n rigid bodies. These n rigid bodies

can be autonomous mobile robots, or unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), or

autonomous underwater vehicles (AUVs), or small satellites. Then these n

rigid bodies can be described by a graph G = (V,E) with n vertices and m

edges. For two rigid bodies i and j in V , if rigid body i can sense rigid body

j, then edge (i, j) ∈ E. As studied in [22], we assume that any pair of these

rigid bodies are mutual visual, i.e., rigid body i can sense rigid body j if and

only if rigid body j can sense rigid body i. Furthermore, we assume that G is

connected in the sense that for any node pair i and j, either (i, j) ∈ E, or there

is a path connecting i and j in G, i.e., there are nodes ii, . . . , ik ∈ V such that

(i, i1), . . . , (ik, j) ∈ E.

Suppose that for each (i, j) ∈ E, we have a desired relative configuration from

rigid body i to j as qdij ∈ Û. We say that the desired relative configurations{
qdij : (i, j) ∈ E

}
is reasonable if and only if there is a desired formation qd ∈

Ûn×1, which satisfies

qdij = q∗diqdj , (12)

for all (i, j) ∈ E.

Thus, a meaningful application problem in formation control is to verify
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whether a given desired relative configuration scheme is reasonable or not. See

[15, 22, 26] for more study on formation control.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that we have an undirected graph G = (V,E), which is

bidirectional and connected. The desired relative configurations
{
qdij : (i, j) ∈ E

}
is reasonable if and only if

• for all (i, j) ∈ E, we have

qdji = q∗dij ; (13)

• for any cycle {j1, . . . , jk}, with jk+1 = j1, of G, we have

k∏
i=1

qdjiji+1
= 1. (14)

Furthermore, let q0 be a desired formation satisfying (12). Then the set of

all the desired formations satisfying (12) is{
cq0 : c ∈ Û

}
. (15)

Proof. Suppose that the desired relative configurations
{
qdij : (i, j) ∈ E

}
is rea-

sonable. Then there is a desired formation qd ∈ Ûn×1, which satisfies (12) for

all (i, j) ∈ E. Then for all (i, j) ∈ E, we have qdji = q∗djqdi = q∗dij , which implies

(13). On the cycle {j1, . . . , jk}, we have qdji+1
= qdjiqdjiji+1

for i = 1, . . . , k. This

implies (14).

On the other hand, suppose that the desired relative configurations
{
qdij

}
satisfy (13) for all (i, j) ∈ E, and (14) for all cycles in G. We wish to show that

there is a desired formation qd ∈ Ûn×1, which satisfies (12) for all (i, j) ∈ E.

We count two edges (i, j) and (j, i) as one bidirectional edge pair. Thus, G

has m0 =
m
2 bidirectional edge pairs. By graph theory, since G is bidirectional

and connected, we have m0 ≥ n − 1. Let M = m0 − n + 1. We now show by

induction on M , that there is a desired formation qd ∈ Ûn×1, which satisfies

(12) for all (i, j) ∈ E.

(i) We first show this for M = 0, i.e.,m0 = n− 1. Then G is a bidirectional

tree. Without loss of generality, we pick node 1 as the root of this tree. Let
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qd1 = 1. Each node in {2, . . . , n} has one unique father node. Denote V(1) as

the set of children nodes of the root. Let qdi = qd1qd1i = qd1i for all i ∈ V(1).

Similarly, denote V(j) as the set of children nodes of V(j−1). Then qdi = qdfiqdfii
for all i ∈ V(j), where fi is the father node of node i. We repeat this process

until V = ∪jV(j). By (13), equation (12) is satisfied for all (i, j) ∈ E.

(ii) We now assume that this claim is true for M = M0, and prove that it is

true for M = M0+1. Then M > m0−n+1. This implies that there is at least

one cycle {j1, . . . , jk}, with jk+1 = j1, of G, such that the k nodes j1, . . . , jk are

all distinct and k ≥ 3. Delete the bidirectional edge pair (j1, jk) and (jk, j1).

We get an undirected graph G0 = (V,E0). Then G0 is still bidirectional and

connected, and the desired relative configurations
{
qdij : (i, j) ∈ E0

}
satisfy (13)

for all (i, j) ∈ E0, and (14) for all cycles in G0. By our induction assumption,

there is a desired formation qd ∈ Ûn×1 such that (12) holds for all (i, j) ∈ E0.

Now, by (13) for i = j1 and j = jk, and (14) for this cycle {j1, . . . , jk}, (12)
also holds for (j1, jk) and (jk, j1). This proves this claim for M = M0+1 in this

case.

Suppose that q0 is a desired formation satisfying (12), and c ∈ Û. Then cq0

also satisfies (12). We may prove the other side of the last claim by induction

as above.

The proof is completed.

The first condition in (13) is easy to verify. However, the second condition

in (14) is relatively complicated since the number of cycles may increase ex-

ponentially with the number of nodes. Fortunately, we can solve this problem

with the help of eigenvalues of dual Hermitian matrices, as shown in the next

section.

6 A Cross-Disciplinary Approach for the Relative Con-

figuration Problem

In this section, we show that condition (14) is equivalent to the balance of the

corresponding gain graph Φ [6]. Here, Φ = (G, Ĝ, φ) is a dual unit gain graph
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with n vertices, G = (V,E) is the underlying graph, n = |V |, m = |E|, Ĝ is the

gain group, and φ : E(Φ) → Ĝ is the gain function such that φ(eij) = φ−1(eji).

For instance, if Ĝ is the set of unit dual complex numbers, then Φ is a dual

complex unit gain graph. If Ĝ is the set of unit dual quaternion numbers, then

Φ is a dual quaternion unit gain graph. The adjacency and Laplacian matrices

of Φ are defined via the gain function φ(e) as follows [6],

aij(Φ) =

{
φ(eij), if eij ∈ E(Φ),

0, otherwise,
and L(Φ) = D − A(Φ). (16)

Here, φ(eij) ∈ Ĝ, φ(eij) = φ(eji)
−1, and D the degree matrix of the correspond-

ing underlying graph G. If |φ(eij)| = 1 for all eij ∈ E(Φ), then A(Φ) and L(Φ)

are Hermitian matrices in Ĝn×n.

We define φ(eij) = qdij for the formation control problem here. Then we

may apply spectral graph theory. Let A and L be the adjacency and Laplacian

matrices of Φ defined by (16), respectively. Recently, [6] showed that if Φ is

balanced, then A and L are similar with the adjacency and Laplacian matrices

of the underlying graph G, respectively, and its spectrum σA(Φ) consists of n

real numbers, while its Laplacian spectrum σL(Φ) consists of one zero and n−1

positive numbers. Furthermore, there is σA(Φ) = σA(G) and σL(Φ) = σL(G).

Based on the above facts, we may verify the reasonableness of a desired rel-

ative configuration by computing all eigenvalues of the adjacency or Laplacian

matrices of Φ. If σA(Φ) = σA(G) or σL(Φ) = σL(G), then the gain graph is

balanced and the desired relative configuration is reasonable. Otherwise, the

desired relative configuration is not reasonable. The method is applicable for

low and medium dimensional problems.

In the following, we propose verifying the reasonableness of the desired rela-

tive configuration by computing the smallest eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix.

Theorem 6.1. Let Φ = (G, Ĝ, φ) be a gain graph with n = |V |, m = |E|.
Suppose that φ(eij) = 1 for all (ij) ∈ E and G has t subgraphs Gi = (Vi, Ei),

n = n1 + · · ·+ nt, Vi = {n1 + · · ·+ ni−1 +1, . . . , n1 + · · ·+ ni}, and n0 = 0. Let

L be the Laplacian matrix of Φ defined by (16). Then Φ is balanced if and only

if the following conditions hold simultaneously:
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(i) L has t zero eigenvalues that are the smallest eigenvalue of L;

(ii) their eigenvectors xi ∈ Ĝn satisfies |xi(j)| =
√
ni

ni
for j = n1+ · · ·+ni−1+

1, . . . , n1 + · · ·+ ni, |xi(j)| = 0 otherwise;

(iii) Y ∗LY is equal to the Laplacian matrix of the underlying graph G, where

Y = diag(y) ∈ Ĝn×n, xa = x1 + · · ·+ xt, and y(i) = xa(i)
|xa(i)|.

Proof. The results follow directly from the fact that Φ is balanced if and only

if there exists a diagonal matrix Y such that Y ∗LY is equal to the Laplacian

matrix of the underlying graph G and the spectral theory of the Laplacian

matrix of a graph G.

The gain graph theory is a well-developed area in spectral graph theory. A

gain graph assigns an element of a mathematical group to each of its edges, and

if a group element is assigned to an edge, then the inverse of that group element

is always assigned to the inverse edge of that edge. If such a mathematical group

consists of unit numbers of a number system, then the gain graph is called a unit

gain graph. The real unit gain graph is called a signed graph [13]. There are

studies on complex unit gain graphs and quaternion unit gain graphs [6]. What

we used here for the formation control problem are dual quaternion unit gain

graphs, which are not in the literature yet. By exploring the eigenvalue problem

of dual Hermitian matrices, and its link with the unit gain graph theory, we

opened a cross-disciplinary approach to solve the relative configuration problem

in formation control.

7 Numerical Experiments

We begin with a toy example of computing all eigenpairs of the adjacency

matrix of a dual complex unit gain graph.

Example 7.1. Consider a dual complex unit gain cycle ΦA in Figure 1 (a).
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The adjacency matrix is given as follows.

A =

 0 1 + iϵ 1− 2iϵ

1− iϵ 0 1− iϵ

1 + 2iϵ 1 + iϵ 0

 .

In this example, the eigenvalues of As are λs1 = 2, λs2 = λs3 = −1, and their

corresponding eigenvectors are

v1 =

0.57740.5774

0.5774

 , v2 =

−0.7152

0.0166

0.6987

 , v3 =

 0.3938

−0.8163

0.4225

 .

The first eigenvalue is single. Thus xs1 = v1, and

λd1 = x∗
s1Adxs1 = 0, xd1 =

 0.1925i

0.3849i

−0.5774i

 .

The standard parts of the second and the third eigenvalues are the same. Let

W = [v2,v3]. Then the supplement matrix is

W ∗AdW =

[
0 1.1547i

−1.1547i 0

]
,

and its eigenparis are

λd2 = 1.1547, λd3 = −1.1547, y1 =

[
0.7071

−0.7071i

]
, y2 =

[
0.7071

0.7071i

]
,

respectively. Furthermore, there is

xs2 = Wy1 =

−0.5058− 0.2785i

0.0117 + 0.5772i

0.4940− 0.2988i

 , xs3 = Wy2 =

−0.5058 + 0.2785i

0.0117− 0.5772i

0.4940 + 0.2988i

 .

At last, we solve (11) and derive that

xd2 =

0.1969− 0.2183i

0.1969− 0.2183i

0.1969− 0.2183i

 , xd3 =

−0.1969− 0.2183i

−0.1969− 0.2183i

−0.1969− 0.2183i

 .
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(a) Dual complex unit gain graph ΦA (b) Dual complex unit gain graph ΦB

Figure 1: Two dual complex unit gain graphs

Following the same approach, we derive the eigenpairs of the adjacency ma-

trix of the dual complex unit gain cycle in Figure 1 (b).

Example 7.2. Consider a dual complex unit gain cycle in Figure 1 (b). The

adjacency matrix is given as follows.

B =

 0 1 + iϵ 1

1− iϵ 0 1− iϵ

1 1 + iϵ 0

 .

Its eigenvalues are

λ1 = 2, λ2 = −1, λ3 = −1,

and their corresponding eigenvectors are

x1 =

0.5774 + 0.1925iϵ

0.5774− 0.3849iϵ

0.5774 + 0.1925iϵ

 , x2 =

−0.7152− 0.0055iϵ

0.0166− 0.0055iϵ

0.6987− 0.0055iϵ

 ,

and

x3 =

0.6834 + 0.2429iϵ

0.7287 + 0.2429iϵ

0.0453 + 0.2429iϵ

 ,

respectively. It should be noted that all eigenvalues are real numbers. This is

because ΦB is balanced [6].
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Table 1: Numerical results for dual complex and dual quaternion unit gain cycles.

Method n 10 20 50 100 200 500

DCUGG

Algorithm 4.2 CPU (s) 2.15e−03 2.47e−03 1.41e−02 8.09e−02 8.18e−01 2.49e+01

RES 4.23e−15 6.93e−15 1.18e−14 9.95e−15 1.19e−14 1.60e−14

DQUGG

Algorithm 4.2 CPU (s) 1.51e−02 2.77e−02 1.26e−01 4.15e−01 3.22e+00 8.27e+01

RES 7.43e−15 1.09e−14 4.48e−14 8.12e−14 3.00e−13 6.99e−13

7.1 Eigenvalues of Balanced Dual Unit Gain Cycles

We continue to test large-scale dual complex and dual quaternion unit gain cy-

cles. We use the default command ‘eig’ in MATLAB to compute all eigenvalues

and eigenvectors of a complex matrix and the package ‘qtmf’ 1 to compute all

eigenpairs of a quaternion matrix. We first generate n unit dual complex or

dual quaternion numbers qi, i = 1, . . . , n. Then we define the gain of each edge

to be ϕ(ei,i+1) = q∗i qi+1 for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, and ϕ(en,1) = q∗nq1. In this way, the

corresponding cycles are balanced. For balanced dual complex unit gain cycles

and dual quaternion unit gain cycles, the eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrices

have closed from solutions [6] as follows,

σL(Φ) =

{
2− 2 cos

(
θ + 2πj

n

)
: j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}

}
. (17)

Let the number of vertices n ∈ {10, 20, 50, 100, 200, 500}. We generate random

unit dual elements as the gains and then compute the eigenpairs by Algorithm

4.2. Define the computational residue of Algorithm 4.2 by the 2R-norm of

our obtained eigenvalues compared with the closed-form values. In Table 1,

we report the CPU time and residue (RES) for computing all eigenvalues and

eigenvectors of dual complex unit gain graphs (DCUGG) and dual quaternion

unit gain graphs (DQUGG). From this table, we can see that our proposed

method is fast and accurate.
1https://qtfm.sourceforge.io/
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7.2 Balance of Dual Unit Gain Graphs

We verify the dual unit gain graphs are balanced or not by Theorem 6.1. We

check the first two conditions of Theorem 6.1 manually and define the residue

of the third condition by

Err = ∥Y ∗LY − LG∥FR, (18)

Here, L and LG are the Laplacian matrices of the gain graph and the underlying

graph, respectively. We say the gain graph is balanced if the first two conditions

of Theorem 6.1 hold true and Err is less than a threshold. We set the threshold

as as 10−8 in our numerical experiments.

Example 7.3. We first verify the balance of ΦA and ΦB in Examples 7.1 and

7.2. The Laplacian matrices of G, ΦA, ΦB are

LG =

 2 −1 −1

−1 2 −1

−1 −1 2

 , LA =

 2 −1− iϵ −1 + 2iϵ

−1 + iϵ 2 −1 + iϵ

−1− 2iϵ −1− iϵ 2

 ,

LB =

 2 −1− iϵ −1

−1 + iϵ 2 −1 + iϵ

−1 −1− iϵ 2

 ,

respectively. The eigenvalues of LA are {0, 3, 3}, the eigenvector corresponding

to the zero eigenvalue is

xA = [0.5774− 0.1925iϵ, 0.5774− 0.3849iϵ, 0.5774 + 0.5774iϵ]⊤.

From this, we conclude that the first two conditions of Theorem 6.1 hold true

and ErrA = 1.6330. Hence, ΦA is not balanced. The eigenvalues of LB are

{0, 3, 3}, the eigenvector corresponding to the zero eigenvalue is

xB = [0.5774 + 0.1925iϵ, 0.5774− 0.3849iϵ, 0.5774 + 0.1925iϵ]⊤.

From this, we see that the first two conditions of Theorem 6.1 hold true and

ErrB = 2.22e− 16. Hence, ΦB is balanced.
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Table 2: Numerical results for verifying the balance of the dual unit gain cycles.

n 10 20 50 100 200 500

DCUGG

CPU (s) 7.78e−04 1.79e−03 1.36e−02 8.15e−03 5.54e−02 1.96e−01

Err 6.92e−15 3.02e−14 4.04e−14 1.69e−13 1.34e−13 1.36e−12

DQUGG

CPU (s) 1.20e−02 2.60e−02 7.47e−02 2.57e−01 1.28e+00 4.13e+01

Err 9.81e−15 2.35e−14 4.96e−14 1.20e−13 4.50e−13 1.47e−12

We continue to test the cycles in Section 7.1. By Table 2, we see that all

results can be obtained in 5 seconds, and the residue is less than 10−11 for all

examples. These results show that we can verify the balance of the dual unit

gain graphs efficiently.

8 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have made the following contributions.

• We studied dual number symmetric matrices, dual complex Hermitian ma-

trices and dual quaternion Hermitian matrices in a unified frame as dual

Hermitian matrices. This avoided unnecessary repetitions.

• We proposed a practical method - The Supplement Matrix Method, for

computing eigenvalues of a dual Hermitian matrix.

• We raised a meaningful application problem - The Relative Configu-

ration Problem, in multi-agent formation control.

• We explored a cross-disciplinary approach to solve the above problem.

This approach combines the spectral theory of dual Hermitian matrices,

and the unit gain graph theory. While the unit gain graph theory is well-

developed in spectral graph area, what we used here are about dual quater-

nion unit gain graphs. This is the first discussion on dual quaternion unit
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gain graphs in the literature. Finally, the supplement matrix method was

used in this approach.

We will continue on this path, namely exploring on the application oriented

research.
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