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Preface

In 2019 professor Greg Knese from the Washington University in St. Louis
published a paper

G. Knese, Global Bounds on Stable Polynomials, Complex Analysis and Operator Theory,

13(4):1895–1915, 2019, no. [12] in the Biblilography.

The publication contains several generalisations of the classical Szász inequality

(0.1) |p(λ)| ≤ exp
(
|a1||λ| + 3(|a1|2 + |a2|)|λ|2

)
, λ ∈ C.

The inequality holds for stable scalar polynomials p(λ) = adλ
d+ · · ·+a1λ+1 of one

complex variable, i.e. polynomials without the roots in the open upper half-plane
H0, satisfying the condition p(0) = 1. Knese, using a determinantal representa-
tion, extended it to scalar mulit-variate stable polynomials. At the end of 2019,
shortly after enrolling in the PhD Program at the Jagiellonian University, I was
asked by Professor  Lukasz Kosiński to present the aforementioned results at the
seminar ’Geometric Function Theory’. This was a starting point of my research
on the theory of polynomials stability. Another source of motivation, that came
directly afterwards, was the publication

Julius Borcea and Petter Brändén, The Lee-Yang and Pólya-Schur programs. I. Linear

operators preserving stability. Inventiones Mathematicae, 177(3):541, 2009, no. [2] in the

Bibliography.

The authors of this paper present a complete characterization of linear operators
that preserve stability of scalar polynomials. They introduce polarisation operators,
which play a crucial role in the stability theory.

As noted by my supervisor, Professor Micha l Wojtylak, the methods of [12] and
[2] could be successfully applied in the area of matrix polynomials, i.e., polynomials
of the form

P (λ) = λdAd + λd−1Ad−1 + · · · +A0,

where A0, A1, . . . , Ad are complex square matrices and λ is a complex indetermi-
nate. A reason of this observation was a growing interest in the theory of matrix
polynomials (in particular: in localising their spectra) and in their connections with
systems of differential equations. The basis for the current research were the pub-
lications:

C. Mehl, V. Mehrmann, and M. Wojtylak, Distance problems for dissipative hamiltonian

systems and related matrix polynomials. Linear Algebra Applications, 623:335–366, 2021,

no. [16] in the Bibliography,

C. Mehl, V. Mehrmann, and M. Wojtylak, Matrix pencils with coefficients that have pos-

itive semi-definite Hermitian parts. SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications,

43(3):1186–1212, 2022, no. [17] in the Bibliography.

Hence, I decided to turn my attention into this direction. The main subject of the
Thesis are regular matrix polynomials with eigenvalues (i.e. zeros of the function
λ 7→ detP (λ)) localised in a certain set. Usually the half-planes and the unit disc
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are of main interest. Currently there exist several different methods of localizing
eigenvalues of matrix polynomials. Below we concentrate on the one using the
numerical range, see [14, 19, 20]. It appears that the numerical range contains
the eigenvalues, which provides a theoretical tool for localisation. However, this
method is rather restrictive. In the joint work with my supervisor we have developed
several new concepts, which turn out to be more convenient to localise eigenvalues.
In particular, we have introduced a notion of hyperstability with respect to D for
matrix polynomials: for all x ∈ Cn \ {0} there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that for
all λ ∈ D we have y∗P (λ)x ̸= 0, see Definition 2.1. On one hand, if the numerical
range lies outiside D, then the polynomial is hyperstable with respect to D. On the
other hand, hyperstability with respect to D implies that there are no eigenvalues
in D, cf. Proposition 2.2.

Further, we have discussed matrix version of classical results in complex anal-
ysis: Gauss-Lucas theorem, and the aforementioned Szász inequality. The former
one generalises nicely using our hyperstability concept:

Theorem. Let D ⊆ C be a nonempty open or closed set such that C \ D is
convex. If a matrix polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D and the entries
of its derivative P ′(λ) are linearly independent polynomials over C, then the matrix
polynomial P ′(λ) is also hyperstable with respect to D.

Generalising the Szász inequality (0.1) onto matrix polynomials is more difficult
and requires a structural analysis. In particular, we present examples showing that
the dependence on the degree d and dimension n is indispensable, cf. Examples 4.6
and 4.7. In connection with this we have showed that there exist several global
upper bounds for the Frobenius norm of p(A), where a polynomial p(λ) satisfies
the assumptions of original Szász inequality and A ∈ Cn,n. For a comparison of
these bounds see Example 4.15.

Let us discuss the content of the Thesis. The first Chapter presents a review
of the known facts, which form a basis for the Dissertation.

The second Chapter introduces hyperstability for one- and multi-variable ma-
trix polynomials and deals with its basic properties. Example 2.3 shows a signifi-
cant difference between stability and hyperstability. The third Chapter is devoted
to an extension of the Gauss-Lucas Theorem on matrix polynomials. It presents
the possibilities which hyperstability gives us for improving classical theorems, cf.
Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.12. The fourth Chapter offers a variety of Szász-type
inequalities in the matrix case, for example:

∥P (λ)∥ ≤ 2 exp

(
λH

[
λA1 − |λ|2A2

]
+

1

2
|λ|2∥A1∥2

)
, λ ∈ C,

where P (λ) = λdAd + · · · + λA1 + In is a matrix polynomial with the numerical
range contained in some half plane Hφ.

The fifth Chapter shows how to obtain one-variable hyperstable polynomial
from two-variable stable quadratic or cubic polynomial. These ’hyperstability via
stability’ methods are included in Theorems 5.1 (presented below) and 5.2.

Theorem. Let P (λ) = λ2A2 +λA1 +A0 be a quadratic matrix polynomial and
let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C. If at least one
of the following conditions holds:



PREFACE 5

(a) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z21A2 + z2A1 + A0 is stable with
respect to D2,

(b) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z1z2A2 +z2A1 +A0 is stable with
respect to D2 and 0 /∈ D,

(c) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z21z2A2 + z21A1 + z2A0 is stable
with respect to D2 and 0 /∈ D,

then the matrix polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

The sixth Chapter describes different operators preserving matrix hyperstabil-
ity - from basic operators, see Proposition 6.1, to polarisation ones, see Theorem 6.4.
In the last Section of this Chapter we mention about polarisation operators acting
on singular matrix polynomials. The seventh Chapter provides instances of inter-
esting classes of stable and hyperstable matrix polynomials. In this final Chapter,
we apply many theorems from previous Chapters and demonstrate how they work,
see for example Proposition 7.3 or Theorem 7.5.

All results of Chapters 2 to 7 are original results, most of the content of Chap-
ters 2,3,5,7 was published in

Oskar Jakub Szymański and Micha l Wojtylak, Stability of matrix polynomials in one and

several variables. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 670:42–67, 2023, no. [23] in the

Bibliography.

In the current Thesis the theory is extended by additional examples. The con-
tent of Chapter 4 is announced in

Piotr Pikul, Oskar Jakub Szymański and Micha l Wojtylak, The Szász inequality for ma-

trix polynomials and functional calculus. arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.08965, 2024, no. [18]

in the Bibliography.

The remaining results, i.e., orbits of hyperstability (Theorem 2.10) and a multi-
variable version of Gauss-Lucas theorem for hyperstable polynomials (Theorem 3.12)
are in preparation for publication.

Hopefully, the newly introduced notion of hyperstability offers many possibil-
ities in analysing regular matrix polynomials. It gives an opportunity to extend
classical theorems such as the Gauss-Lucas theorem and the Szász inequality. My
results can be applied in many areas which use localising eigenvalues of matrix poly-
nomials, for example in the control theory of dynamic systems. Therefore, I think
that concepts discussed in my Thesis are up-to-date and can be developed much
further. One of them are orbits of hyperstability, described extensively in Chapter 2.

Finally, I wish to express my gratitude towards my supervisor Prof. Micha l
Wojtylak for his patience and priceless clues in my research. I also would like to
thank a lot Prof.  Lukasz Kosiński for guiding me on the hard path of mathematics.
Their assistance has proved essential in my development as a research scientist.
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Notations

N := {0, 1, 2, . . . }, Z+ := {1, 2, 3, . . . }
Cn,n[λ] := {P (λ) =

∑d
j=0 λ

jAj : A0, A1, . . . , Ad ∈ Cn,n}
D⊥ := {x ∈ Cn : y∗x = 0 for all y ∈ D}, D ⊆ Cn

σ(A) - the set of eigenvalues of A ∈ Cn,n

∥x∥ :=
√
x∗x, x ∈ Cn

∥A∥ :=
√

maxσ(A∗A), A ∈ Cm,n

∥A∥F :=
√

tr (A∗A), A ∈ Cm,n

diag(a1, a2, . . . , an) := [aij ] ∈ Cn,n, where aij = δijai for i, j ∈ {1, ..., n}
A∗ - the conjugate transpose of A

A⊕B :=

[
A 0
0 B

]
(also for non-square matrices A,B)

σmin(A) :=
√

minσ(A∗A)

λH(X) := maxσ
(

X+X∗

2

)
A ≤ B ⇐⇒ B −A is positive semi-definite
W (A) := {x∗Ax : x ∈ Cn and x∗x = 1}, A ∈ Cn,n

W
(
P (λ)

)
:=

{
λ ∈ C : x∗P (λ)x = 0 for some x ∈ Cn \ {0}

}
, P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ]

reλ = (λ+ λ)/2, imλ = (λ− λ)/(2 i), λ ∈ C
ReA := (A+A∗)/2, ImA := (A−A∗)/(2 i), A ∈ Cn,n

Arg λ := ψ ∈ (−π;π] such that ψ ∈ arg λ, for λ ∈ C \ {0}, Arg 0 := 0
Hφ := {λ ∈ C : im (λeiφ) > 0}, where φ ∈ [0; 2π)
H0 = {λ ∈ C : imλ > 0}
Hκ

φ =
{

(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cκ : im (zje
iφ) > 0 for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}

}
A(z(j)) := {w ∈ C : (z1, . . . , zj−1, w, zj+1, . . . , zκ) ∈ A} for A ⊆ Cκ

Un - the group of unimodular matrix polynomials with coefficients size n× n
convA - the smallest (with respect to inclusion) convex set containing A
Cκ[λ] - the vector space of complex polynomials with degree less or equal to κ ∈ Z+

s0(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) := 1, sj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ij≤κ

zi1zi2 . . . zij

Tκ : Cn,n
κ [λ] → Cn,n[z1, z2, . . . , zκ]

(TκP )(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=

κ∑
j=0

(
κ

j

)−1

sj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ)Aj

Definitions

stable polynomial: Definition 1.1
multi-affine and symmetric polynomial: Definition 1.3
separately convex set: Definition 1.5
singular and regular matrix polynomial: Definition 1.17
Smith canonical form: Definition 1.20
univariate matrix polynomial stable (hyperstable) with respect to D: Defini-
tion 2.1
multivariate matrix polynomial stable (hyperstable) with respect to D: Defini-
tion 2.11
separately convex set with respect to j-th variable: Definition 3.10



CHAPTER 1

Preliminaries

1. Polynomials – conventions

We refer to polynomials with complex coefficients as to scalar polynomials and
to polynomials with matrix coefficients as to matrix polynomials. By C[λ] we denote
the set of one variable complex scalar polynomials. Analogously, C[z1, z2, . . . , zκ],
where κ ∈ Z+, stands for the set of κ-variable complex scalar polynomials. Similar
notation is used for matrix polynomials. Let n ∈ Z+ denote a size of a square
matrix. By Cn,n[λ] we mean the set of one variable complex matrix polynomials
with coefficients of size n×n and by Cn,n[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] we mean the set of κ-variable
complex matrix polynomials with coefficients of size n × n. For scalar coefficients
we use lower case letters and for matrix coefficients - upper case letters.

Definition 1.1. We say that a scalar polynomial p(λ) ∈ C[λ] is stable with
respect to a nonempty set D ⊆ C if and only if it has no roots in D. More generally,
we say that a scalar multi-variable polynomial p(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] is
stable with respect to a nonempty set D ⊆ Cκ (or shortly D-stable) if and only if
p(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ̸= 0 for all (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ∈ D.

For stability with respect to the open upper half-plane H0, we come with in-
teresting example providing a necessary and sufficient condition at the same time
for a quadratic palindromic polynomial to be stable.

Example 1.2. Consider a complex quadratic palindromic polynomial p(λ) =
aλ2+bλ+a with a ̸= 0. Let λ1, λ2 denote the roots of the polynomial p(λ). We have
the following equivalence: the polynomial p(λ) is stable with respect to the open
upper half-plane H0 if and only if λ1, λ2 ∈ R. Only the forward implication requires
an argument, hence, assume that the polynomial p(λ) is stable with respect to H0.
By Vieta’s formula for the product of the roots we have λ2 = 1/λ1. Therefore,
imλ2 = −imλ1/|λ1|, which implies imλ1imλ2 = −(imλ1)2/|λ1| ≤ 0. On the other
hand, stability implies that imλ1imλ2 ≥ 0. Thus, imλ1 = 0 and imλ2 = 0.

Further, we have the second following equivalence: λ1, λ2 ∈ R if and only
if there exists a real number µ such that |µ| ≥ 2 and b = µa. Indeed, assume
first that λ1, λ2 ∈ R and that b = µa with some complex number µ. Then, by
the Vieta’s formula for the sum of roots, µ = −(λ1 + λ2) ∈ R. Furthermore,
|µ| = |λ1 +λ2| = |λ1 + 1/λ1| ≥ 2 from the elementary inequality: x2 + 1 ≥ 2x valid
for all x ∈ R. For the converse implication note that

p(λ) = aλ2 + bλ+ a = aλ2 + µaλ+ a = a(λ2 + µλ+ 1),

and the discriminant of a polynomial in parentheses from the last equation equals
µ2 − 4, which is non-negative, since µ ∈ R and |µ| ≥ 2.

7



8 1. PRELIMINARIES

Summing up, we combine two above equivalences and obtain that the polyno-
mial p(λ) is stable with respect to the open upper half-plane H0 if and only if there
exists a real number µ such that |µ| ≥ 2 and b = µa.

From other important conventions regarding polynomials, let us recall some
definitions for scalar multivariate polynomials.

Definition 1.3. We say that a scalar multi-variate polynomial p(z1, . . . , zκ) is
multi-affine if and only if its degree with respect to each variable zj (j = 1, . . . , κ)
is less or equal to one. Further, we say that p(z1, . . . , zκ) is symmetric if and only
if any permutation of the variables z1, . . . , zκ leaves p(z1, . . . , zκ) intact.

2. Gauss-Lucas Theorem

Recall the following classical result.

Theorem 1.4. (Gauss-Lucas) Let p ∈ C[λ] be a non-constant complex polyno-
mial. Then the following inclusion holds:

{λ ∈ C : p′(λ) = 0} ⊂ conv{λ ∈ C : p(λ) = 0},

where the symbol conv denotes the convex hull of a set in the complex plane C.

There exists an extension of the above result onto several variables, see [11].
To review it we first need a notion of the separately convex set. For z = (z1, . . . , zκ)
and j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ} let z(j) denotes ordered (κ− 1)-tuple of coordinates obtained
from z by omitting the coordinate zj . For a subset A ⊆ Cκ and a fixed z ∈ Cκ let

us define the section of A determined by z(j) as follows

(1.1) A(z(j)) := {w ∈ C : (z1, . . . , zj−1, w, zj+1, . . . , zκ) ∈ A}.

Definition 1.5. We call a set A ⊆ Cκ separately convex in Cκ if the set A(z(j))
is a convex subset of the complex plane for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ} and all z ∈ Cκ.
Because an intersection of two separately convex sets in Cκ is again a separately
convex set in Cκ, we can define the separately convex hull of a set A ⊆ Cκ as the
smallest separately convex set containing A; we denoted it by convκ(A).

Note that a convex set is separately convex and hence convκ(A) ⊆ conv(A).
With these preparations we have the following ([11]).

Theorem 1.6. Let j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}. If p ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] is a multivariate
polynomial with nonzero j-th partial derivative ∂p/∂zj, then

(1.2)
( ∂p
∂zj

)−1

(0) ⊆ convκ

(
p−1(0)

)
.

In Chapter 3 we will generalise the above theorems to the context of matrix
polynomials. Let us also mention, that the refinements of the Gauss-Lucas Theorem
are still a current topic, see, e.g., the recent paper [21]. However, it seems very
technical to generalise the results of [21] onto matrix polynomials.

3. The Classical Szász inequality

At the end of this Section we present the strong Szász inequality which will
be improved later, in Section 3. The classical inequality discovered by O. Szász
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bounds a stable polynomial p(λ) = adλ
d + ad−1λ

d−1 + · · · + a1λ + 1 ∈ C[λ] with
p(0) = 1 in terms of its first few coefficients:

|p(λ)| ≤ exp
(
|a1||zλ| + 3(|a1|2 + |a2|)|λ|2

)
, λ ∈ C.

Later on the inequality was improved by de Branges [4, Lemma 5] to

(1.3) |p(λ)| ≤ exp
(
re (a1λ) +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re (a2))|λ|2

)
, λ ∈ C

and Knese showed in [12, Theorem 1.3] sharpness of the bound. The proof of (1.3)
is based on the inequality log |1 + w| ≤ rew + 1/2|w|2 applied several times.

Theorem 1.7. Let p(λ) = adλ
d + ad−1λ

d−1 + · · · + a1λ+ 1 ∈ C[λ] be a stable
polynomial, where p(0) = 1. Then, the following inequality holds:

|p(λ)| ≤ exp
(
re (a1λ) +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re a2)|λ|2

)
.

Moreover, the inequality is sharp on the imaginary axis for stable polynomials p ∈
R[λ] with real coefficients and p(0) = 1. Namely, for c1, c2 ∈ R such that γ :=
1
2 (c21 − 2c2) > 0 there exist stable polynomials pn(λ) = 1 + c1λ + c2λ

2 + · · · ∈ R[λ]
satisfying the following condition:

lim
n→∞

|pn(iy)| = exp(γy2) for all y ∈ R.

In Chapter 4 we present several generalisations of the above inequality to matrix
polynomials.

4. Operators preserving stability of scalar multivariate polynomials

Let us begin with some background on stability. Two possible generalizations
of this notion in the matrix polynomials theory, see Definition 2.1 and Definition
2.11, will be studied further.

Example 1.8. Below there are a few simple examples ofHn
0 -stable polynomials:

(i) the monomials (z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→
∏n

j=1 zj ,

(ii) linear polynomials (z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→
∑n

j=1 ajzj with positive coefficients aj ∈
R+,

(iii) a polynomial p(z1, z2) = c− z1z2, where c is a positive constant, is H2
0 -stable

(if z1, z2 ∈ H0, then z1z2 ̸∈ R+ ∪ {0}).

Note that a polynomial q(z1, z2) = c + z1z2 is not H2
0 -stable, since it has a zero

(z1, z2) = (c i, i) belonging to the Cartesian square H2
0 of the open upper half-plane.

We have the following criterion of Hn
0 -stability, which allows us to verify Hn

0 -
stability of a multivariate polynomial through checking H0-stability of its univariate
restriction on some complex lines, cf. Lemma 16.3 in [28].

Proposition 1.9. Let t be a complex variable. A polynomial p ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zn]
is Hn

0 -stable if and only if for every e ∈ Rn
+ and every x ∈ Rn the univariate re-

striction t 7→ p(te+ x) is a H0-stable polynomial.

There is one fundamental (and highly non-trivial) example of a Hn
0 -stable poly-

nomial which is, in fact, a determinant of a multi-variable matrix polynomial and
which we present here.
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Example 1.10. Let A ∈ Cm,m be a Hermitian matrix and let B1, B2, . . . , Bn ∈
Cm,m be any positive semi-definite matrices. Then the determinantal polynomial

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) = det
(
A+

n∑
j=1

zjBj

)
is a Hn

0 -stable polynomial with real coefficients.

Another remarkable theorem says that in the two-variable case determinantal
polynomials are only H2

0 -stable ones with real coefficient. However, it is known to
be false for more than two variables. Now, let us recall the famous Helton-Vinnikov
Theorem (cf. [27]).

Theorem 1.11. (Helton-Vinnikov) Let p ∈ R[x, y] be a bivariate polynomial
of total degree d. If the polynomial p is H2

0 -stable, then there exist real symmetric
d×d positive semi-definite matrices A,B and a real symmetric d×d matrix C such
that

p(x, y) = ±det(xA+ yB + C).

In the above case we say that the polynomial p has a determinantal representa-
tion. It turns out that in a general case, all H2

0 -stable polynomials of two complex
variables have determinantal representations. We acknowledge the following results
proven by G. Knese (see [12], Theorems 3.2 and 4.1)

Theorem 1.12. Let p ∈ C[z1, z2] be a bivariate polynomial of degrees n and
m with respect to the variables z1 and z2, respectively. If the polynomial p has no
zeros in bidisk D2, then there exist a constant c and an contractive matrix D such
that

(1.4) p(z1, z2) = cdet
(
I −D∆(z1, z2)

)
,

where ∆(z1, z2) = z1(In ⊕ 0m) + z2(0n ⊕ Im).

Knese converted the above bidisk formula (1.4) to a formula related to an open
upper half-plane H0, see the theorem below. By the total degree of a multi-variable
polynomial we mean the maximum degree of all its monomials, i.e., the degree with
respect to the system of all its variables.

Theorem 1.13. If p ∈ C[z1, z2] is a stable with respect to the product H2
0

polynomial of total degree d, then there exist d×d matrices A,B1, B2 and a constant
c ∈ C such that

(i) ImA := (A−A∗)/(2i) ≥ 0,
(ii) B1, B2 ≥ 0,

(iii) B1 +B2 = I,
(iv) p(z1, z2) = cdet(A+ z1B1 + z2B2).

Now we claim that Hn
0 -stability is closed under taking limits. This result is

usually proved by induction on n, while the case n = 1 is a classic complex analysis
result, see Lemma 15.3 and Lemma 16.4 in [28] .

Theorem 1.14. Let p1, p2, . . . , pk, · · · ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zn] be a sequence of Hn
0 -

stable polynomials of bounded total degree and assume that pk → p coefficient-wise
as k → ∞. Then either the limit polynomial p is Hn

0 - stable or p ≡ 0.
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Let us list some basic operations on multi-variable polynomials which are stable
with respect to n-th Cartesian power of an open half-plane. Below Hφ := {λ ∈ C :
im (λeiφ) > 0} is an open half-plane with the boundary containing the origin and
Hn

φ is its n-th Cartesian power.

Proposition 1.15. Let φ ∈ [0; 2π) be fixed. Then the following linear trans-
formations acting on the complex polynomial space C[z1, z2, . . . , zn] map every Hn

φ-
stable polynomial to another Hn

φ-stable polynomial or to zero:

(i) Permutation:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→ p(zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(n))

for every permutation σ ∈ Sn.

(ii) Scaling:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→ p(z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, azj , zj+1, . . . , zn)

for any a ∈ R+.

(iii) Diagonalization:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→ p(zj , zj , . . . , zj , zj+1, . . . , zn) ∈ C[zj , zj+1, . . . , zn]

for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.

(iv) Inversion (with rotation):

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→ zdj p(z1, z2, . . . , zj−1,−e−2 iφ/zj , zj+1, . . . , zn),

where the power d := degj p is the degree of a polynomial p with respect to the
variable zj.

(v) Specialization:

p(z) 7→ p(z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, a, zj+1, . . . , zn) ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, zj+1, . . . , zn]

for any a ∈ Hφ, where z = (z1, z2, . . . , zn).

(vi) Differentiation:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zn) 7→ ∂p

∂zj
(z1, z2, . . . , zn) ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zn], j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.

As the full proof is hard to find in the literature (cf. Lemma 1.7 in [2]), we
present it here for completeness.

Proof. For a proof of (i) it is enough to see that a permutation of variables
z1, z2, . . . , zn is a bijection between a region Hn

φ of the n-dimensional complex space
Cn and itself. Similarly, (ii) follows from the fact that scaling by a constant a ∈ R+

is a bijection of the half-plane Hφ on itself. The property (iii) is an immediate
consequence of the definition of the stability notion. To prove the property (iv)
note that if λ ∈ Hφ, then f(λ) = −e−2 iφ/λ ∈ Hφ as well, as the function f is a
superposition of the inversion λ 7→ −1/λ and the rotation λ 7→ λe−2 iφ around the
origin by the angle −2φ. Regarding property (v), the case a ∈ Hφ follows straight
from the definition of the stability notion. For the case a ∈ ∂Hφ, we should use
the limiting argument of Theorem 1.14. The last property (vi) becomes an easy



12 1. PRELIMINARIES

corollary from Gauss-Lucas Theorem (see Theorem 1.4), when we notice that the
complement C \Hφ of the half-plane Hφ is a convex set. □

A full characterisation of operators preserving stability is provided in the sem-
inal paper [2].

5. Polarisation operators

We present here the method of polarisation for scalar polynomials, which will
be extended onto matrix polynomials in Section 6. Let κ ∈ Z+, consider the
following standard polarization operators Tκ : Cκ[λ] −→ C[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] given by
the formulas:

(Tκp)(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=

κ∑
j=0

(
κ

j

)−1

ajsj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ),

where the polynomial p(λ) = adλ
d + ad−1λ

d−1 + · · · + a0 ∈ Cκ[λ] has degree d ≤ κ
and the symbol sj denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial

s0(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) := 1, sj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ij≤κ

zi1zi2 . . . zij .

It is well known, that these operators preserve stability of scalar polynomials,
see Proposition 3.4 in [2] and Theorem 6.4 in case of 1× 1 matrices. We will prove
the statement in an extended form for matrix polynomials. The basic tool is the
famous result by Grace, Walsh and Szegö (cf. [7, 29, 22]), the so called coincidence
theorem. For its formulation we need the notion of a circular domain. Namely, an
open or closed subset D of the complex plane C bounded by either a circle or a
straight line is called a circular domain.

Theorem 1.16. (Grace-Walsh-Szegö) Let p ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] be a symmetric
multi-affine polynomial and let ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζκ be points in some circular domain D.
If the total degree of polynomial (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ p(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) equals κ or the
domain D is a convex set, then there exists a point ζ0 ∈ D such that

p(ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζκ) = p(ζ0, ζ0, . . . , ζ0).

6. Univariate matrix polynomials

In this Section Smith canonical form of matrix polynomial will be revisited.
We need first definition of some basic notions.

Definition 1.17. We call a matrix polynomial P (λ) = λdAd + λd−1Ad−1 +
· · · + A0 ∈ Cn,n[λ], where Ad ̸= 0, a regular polynomial if and only if the function
λ 7→ detP (λ) is a nonzero scalar polynomial. Otherwise, the polynomial P (λ) is
called a singlular polynomial. In the regular case, we call a vector x ∈ Cn \ {0} an
eigenvector of the polynomial P (λ) if and only if there exists λ0 ∈ C such that

P (λ0)x = 0.

Then such complex number λ0 is called an eigenvalue of the polynomial P (λ)
corresponding to the eigenvector x. Note that for a regular matrix polynomial P (λ)
being an eigenvalue is equivalent to being a root of the scalar polynomial detP (λ).
In particular, when detP (λ) = const. ̸= 0 we refer to the regular polynomial P (λ)
as to an unimodular polynomial.
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Example 1.18. The polynomials[
1 0
0 λ

]
,

[
1 λ2

0 1

]
are regular, the latter being additionally unimodular, while the polynomials[

0 0
0 0

]
,

[
λ2 λ
λ 1

]
are singular.

A general decomposition tool, applicable for any matrix polynomials is delivered
by the following Smith canonical form, see [5, chapter VI, volume I], which is a
representation of a matrix polynomial under unimodular equivalence.

Theorem 1.19. (Smith canonical form) Let P (λ) ∈ Cm,n[λ] be a matrix poly-
nomial of a degree d ∈ Z+ ∪ {0}. Then there exist unimodular polynomials U(λ) ∈
Cm,m[λ] and V (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] such that

U(λ)P (λ)V (λ) =

diag
(
s1(λ), s2(λ), . . . , sr(λ)

)
0r×(n−r)

0(m−r)×r 0(m−r)×(n−r)

 =: S(λ),

where 0 ≤ r ≤ min{m,n} and the entries s1(λ), s2(λ), . . . , sr(λ) ∈ C[λ] are uniquely
determined monic scalar polynomials such that sj+1(λ)|sj(λ) for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r −
1}.

Definition 1.20. The quasi-diagonal polynomial matrix S(λ) ∈ Cm,n[λ] is
called the Smith canonical form of the polynomial P (λ) and the monic polynomials
s1(λ), s2(λ), . . . , sr(λ) are called the invariant factors of P (λ). Their roots are
called finite eigenvalues of P (λ) and in the case of a regular matrix polynomial they
coincide with eigenvalues as defined in Definition 1.17. We say that P (λ) has an
eigenvalue at infinity ∞ if and only if its reversal polynomial R(λ) := λdP (1/λ) has
an eigenvalue at zero. Moreover, the Smith canonical form S(λ) of the polynomial
P (λ) is unique.

Theorem 1.21. (characterization of invariant factors) Let P (λ) ∈ Cm,n[λ]
be a matrix polynomial and let S(λ) be its Smith canonical form. Set p0(λ) ≡ 1.
For 1 ≤ j ≤ min{m,n} set pj(λ) ≡ 0 if all minors of the polynomial P (λ) of
order j are equal to zero and take pj(λ) as the greatest common divisor of all mi-
nors of P (λ) otherwise. Then the number r of invariant factors of P (λ) is the
largest integer such that pr(λ) ̸≡ 0, i.e. r = rankP (λ) and the invariant fac-
tors s1(λ), s2(λ), . . . , sr(λ) of the polynomial P (λ) are ratios of consecutive greatest
common divisors pr(λ), pr−1(λ), . . . , p0(λ):

sj(λ) =
pr−j+1(λ)

pr−j(λ)
for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}.

7. Matrix pencils

By a matrix pencil we mean a matrix polynomial of degree 1. Besides the Smith
canonical form there exists a more detailed description, which is the Kronecker
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canonical form. We will use the following symbols:

J µ
n (λ) :=


λ− µ 1

λ− µ
. . .

. . . 1
λ− µ

 ∈ Cn,n[λ],

Nn(λ) :=


1 λ

1
. . .

. . . λ
1

 ∈ Cn,n[λ],

Bn(λ) := λ

 1 0
. . .

. . .

1 0

−

 0 1
. . .

. . .

0 1

 ∈ Cn,n+1[λ].

Next theorem can be found in [5, chapter XII, volume II].

Theorem 1.22. (Kronecker canonical form) Let E,A ∈ Cm,n be any matrices.
Then there exist non-singular matrices S ∈ Cm,m and T ∈ Cn,n such that

S(λE −A)T = J λ1
τ1 (λ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ J λr

τr (λ)

⊕ Nω1(λ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Nωs(λ)

⊕ Bρ1(λ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Bρp(λ)

⊕ B⊤
σ1

(λ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ B⊤
σq

(λ)

⊕ 0M×N

where p, q, r, s ∈ Z+∪{0}, ρ1, ρ2, . . . , ρp, σ1, σ2, . . . , σq, τ1, τ2, . . . , τr, ω1, ω2, . . . , ωs ∈
Z+, M,N ∈ Z+ or M = N = 0 and λ1, λ2, . . . , λr ∈ C.

Remark 1.23. The above block-diagonal matrix is unique up to a permutation
of the blocks and is called the Kronecker canonical form of a matrix pencil P (λ) =
λE−A. The values λ1, λ2, . . . , λr are the finite eigenvalues of the pencil λE−A as
defined in Definition 1.20. Furthermore, λ0 = ∞ is an infinite eigenvalue of λE−A
if and only if zero is an eigenvalue of λA−E. The last statement holds exactly when
s ̸= 0. For m = n (p = q in this case), infinity λ0 = ∞ is an eigenvalue of a matrix
pencil λE − A if and only if the leading coefficient E is a non-invertible matrix.
The sum of all sizes of blocks associated with a fixed eigenvalue λ0 ∈ C ∪ {∞} of
a matrix pencil λE − A is called the algebraic multiplicity of λ0. A matrix pencil
P (λ) = λE−A ∈ Cm,n[λ] is called regular if and only if m = n and det(λE−A) ̸= 0
for some λ ∈ C; otherwise it is called singular. A matrix pencil λE − A is regular
if and only if it has no bidiagonal blocks Bρj

and B⊤
σk

in its Kronecker canonical
form.

Square matrix pencils allow, in general, more factorizations than matrix poly-
nomials. For instance, each of such pencils is unitarily equivalent to an upper-
triangular one, what can be seen from the generalised Schur canonical form below,
see [6, Chapter 7].
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Theorem 1.24. (generalised Schur canonical form) Let A,B ∈ Cn,n be any
square matrices. Then there exist unitary matrices Q,Z ∈ Cn,n such that there is a
strict equivalence between a matrix pencil P (λ) = λA+B and some upper-triangular
matrix pencil, namely

Q∗(λA+B)Z = λS + T,

where matrices S, T ∈ Cn,n are upper-triangular.

Remark 1.25. The upper-triangular matrix pencil λS + T is called the gen-
eralised Schur canonical form of the pencil P (λ). If sjj = tjj = 0 for some
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then P (λ) is singular. Otherwise, it is regular and the set of
its eigenvalues (including infinity ∞) is precisely the set consisting of all quotients
sjj/tjj for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. The above canonical form for square matrix pencils
is a generalisation of the standard Schur canonical form for square matrices, which
allows us to find an upper-triangular matrix unitarily similar to a given one. In-
deed, for a matrix A ∈ Cn,n there exist an upper-triangular matrix S ∈ Cn,n and a
unitary matrix Q ∈ Cn,n such that Q−1AQ = S (Q−1 = Q∗). Moreover, diagonal
entries of the matrix S are the eigenvalues of the matrix A.

8. Numerical range of matrices and matrix polynomials

Below we recall the definition and some basic properties of the numerical range
of a matrix.

Definition 1.26. Let A ∈ Cn,n be a square matrix. A subset

W (A) := {x∗Ax : x ∈ Cn and x∗x = 1}
of the complex plane C is called the numerical range of the matrix A.

Next, we list some properties of the numerical range W (A) according to [9]
(paragraph 1.2).

Proposition 1.27. Let A,B ∈ Cn,n be arbitrary square matrices. The follow-
ing properties hold:

(i) W (A) is a compact subset of C;
(ii) W (A) is a convex subset of C;

(iii) W (A+ αI) = W (A) + α for all α ∈ C;
(iv) W (αA) = αW (A) for all α ∈ C;
(v) W (ReA) = reW (A), where reW (A) = {re z : z ∈W (A)};

(vi) σ(A) ⊆W (A), where the symbol σ(A) denotes the spectrum of the matrix A;
(vii) W (A+B) ⊆W (A) +W (B);

(viii) W (U∗AU) = W (A) for any unitary matrix U ∈ Cn,n;
(ix) W (A) = conv

(
σ(A)

)
for any normal matrix A ∈ Cn,n.

Another important fact, which we use in the proof of Szász-type inequality for
matrix polynomials, see Theorem 4.1 is the inequality between the numerical radius
and matrix two-norm. It can be found, e.g., as Problem 23 (g) in [8].

Theorem 1.28. Let A ∈ Cn,n be an arbitrary square matrix. The following
inequalities hold

1

2
∥A∥2 ≤ w(A) ≤ ∥A∥2 ,

where w(A) := max{|z| : z ∈W (A)} is so called numerical radius of the matrix A.
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Besides a notion of the set of the eigenvalues of a matrix polynomial P (λ) ∈
Cn,n[λ], we need a notion of a wider set containing all eigenvalues, i.e. a notion
of the numerical range of the polynomial P (λ). It was introduced in [14], see also
[19, 20].

Definition 1.29. Let P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a square matrix polynomial. A subset

(1.5) W
(
P (λ)

)
:=

{
λ ∈ C : x∗P (λ)x = 0 for some x ∈ Cn \ {0}

}
of the complex plane C is called the numerical range of the matrix polynomial
P (λ).

Remark 1.30. In the case, when P (λ) = λIn − A is a matrix pencil, where
E = In, the set W (P ) reduces to the numerical range of a matrix A ∈ Cn,n. This
observation justify the statement that the numerical range of a matrix polynomial
is a generalization of the numerical range of a matrix.

Below we list some fundamental properties of the numerical range of a matrix
polynomial, see [14].

Proposition 1.31. Let P (λ) = λdAd + λd−1Ad−1 + · · · + A0 ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a
matrix polynomial, where Ad ̸= 0. Then, the following conditions hold:

(a) the numerical range W (P ) contains all zeros of the function λ 7→ detP (λ),
(b) the set W (P ) is a closed subset of the complex plane C,
(c) if Q(λ) := P (λ+ α), then W (Q) = W (P ) − α for all α ∈ C,
(d) for the reversal polynomial Q(λ) := λdA0 + λd−1A1 + · · ·+Ad ∈ Cn,n[λ] of the

polynomial P (λ) we have W (Q) \ {0} = {µ−1 ∈ C : µ ∈W (P ), µ ̸= 0},
(e) for each n×m matrix S with rankS = m ≤ n we have W (S∗PS) ⊆W (P ).

As known, the classical numerical range W (A) of a matrix A ∈ Cn,n is a
compact convex subset of the complex plane C. The condition (b) of 1.31 says
that the set W (P ) is always closed. However, the numerical range W (P ) of a
matrix polynomial P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] need not be connected or even bounded, what
the following example shows, cf. [14, example 2.1].

Example 1.32. Consider P (λ) = λ

[
1 0
0 −1

]
−

[
1 0
0 1

]
=

[
λ− 1 0

0 −λ− 1

]
.

Then, assuming without loss of generality that x∗x = 1,

x∗P (λ)x = |x1|2(λ− 1) + |x2|2(−λ− 1) = (2|x1|2 − 1)λ− 1.

Hence,
W (P ) = {rei θ ∈ C : r ≥ 1, θ = 0 or θ = π},

which is neither connected nor bounded.

The following theorem links the notions of numerical range and singularity.
Apparently, the knowledge on this topic is still not complete.

Proposition 1.33. Let P (λ) = λdAd + λd−1Ad−1 + · · · + A0 ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a
matrix polynomial, where Ad ̸= 0. Consider the following conditions:

(a) the polynomial P (λ) is singular,
(b) all coefficients A0, A1, . . . , Ad have a common isotropic vector x ∈ Cn \{0}, i.e.

x∗Ajx = 0 for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d},
(c) the numerical range of the polynomial P (λ) fully covers the complex plane:

W (P ) = C.
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Then (a) ⇒ (c) and (b) ⇒ (c). Moreover, for matrix pencils P (λ) = λA1 + A0

also (a) ⇒ (b) holds.

Proof. First implication (a) ⇒ (c) follows from the fact that detP (λ) = 0
for all λ ∈ C and from the condition (a) of Proposition 1.31. Second implica-

tion (b) ⇒ (c) is a consequence of the equation x∗P (λ)x = x∗(
∑d

j=0 λ
jAj)x =∑d

j=0(x∗Ajx)λj = 0 and Definition 1.29. For a proof of the additional implication

for matrix pencils, see Section 2 of [13]. □

Example 1.34. Observe that converse implications do not hold, i.e. for state-
ments (c) ̸⇒ (a) and (c) ̸⇒ (b) we have the following counterexample of a matrix
pencil, see [13, Example 2.1]:

P (λ) = λ

[
0 0
2 0

]
+

[
1 0
0 −1

]
,

which is regular, since detP (λ) = −1 ̸= 0, and satisfies the condition W (P ) = C,
but its coefficients have no common isotropic vector x ∈ C2 \ {0}.

The following example is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.

Example 1.35. To show that (a) ̸⇒ (b) consider the singular matrix polyno-
mial

P (λ) = λ2
[
1 0
0 0

]
+ λ

[
0 1
1 0

]
+

[
0 0
0 1

]
.

Taking x = [x1 x2]⊤ ∈ C2 we obtain that x∗A2x = 0 if and only if x1 = 0 and
x∗A0x = 0 if and only if x2 = 0. Therefore, all coefficients A0, A1, A2 do not have
a common isotropic vector x ∈ C2 \ {0}. Also (b) ̸⇒ (a) and it is sufficient to take

P (λ) = λ

[
0 1
−1 0

]
+

[
0 −1
1 0

]
.

as a counterexample. This matrix pencil is regular, since detP (λ) = (λ− 1)2 ̸≡ 0,
and each nonzero real vector x ∈ R2 \ {0} is an isotropic vector of its coefficients.

9. Some results on stability of certain matrix polynomials

Finally, we close this introductory chapter with citing three results by Mehl,
Mehrmann and Wojtylak that initiated the research of the current Thesis. Their
extensions can be found in Chapter 7. We will sometimes use the notation A ≤ B
to express that the matrix B − A is positive semi-definite. The first result comes
from [17].

Theorem 1.36. If A0, A1 . . . , Ad are Hermitian positive semi-definite matrices,
then the eigenvalues of the matrix polynomial P (λ) = λdAd+λd−1Ad−1+ · · ·+A0 ∈
Cn,n[λ] are located in the angle {λ ∈ C : |Arg λ| ≥ π/d} ∪ {0}.

The second one comes from [15].

Theorem 1.37. If A0, A2,
1
2 (A1 + A∗

1) are Hermitian positive semi-definite,

then the eigenvalues of the quadratic matrix polynomial P (λ) = λ2A2 +λA1 +A0 ∈
Cn,n[λ] are located in the closed left half-plane H 3

2π
.

The third one comes again from [17].
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Theorem 1.38. If A0, A1, A2, A3 are Hermitian positive definite and A2 ≥ A3,
A1 ≥ A0, then the eigenvalues of the cubic matrix polynomial P (λ) = λ3A3 +
λ2A2 + λA1 +A0 ∈ Cn,n[λ] are located in the open left half-plane H 3

2π
.

At the end of this Section, we present a partial formulation of Theorem 16 from
[16] which we will need in Chapter 7.

Theorem 1.39. Let k ∈ Z+ and j ∈ {0, . . . , k}. If P (λ) = −λjJ +
∑k

i=0 λ
iAi

with J,A0, . . . , Ak ∈ Rn,n, J⊤ = −J,A⊤
i = Ai ≥ 0 for i ∈ {0, . . . , k}, then the

matrix polynomial P (λ) is singular, i.e. detP (λ) ≡ 0, if and only if ker J ∩kerA0∩
· · · ∩ kerAk ̸= {0}.



CHAPTER 2

Hyperstability of matrix polynomials

We emphasise now two central notions. While the definition of stability is a
usual one, the definition of hyperstability is a contribiution of the Dissertation.

1. Definition, basic properties

Definition 2.1. Let D denote any nonempty open or closed subset of the
complex plane C and let P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a regular matrix polynomial. We say
that the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D if and only if a scalar function
λ 7→ detP (λ) does not have zeors in D. Further, we say that the polynomial P (λ)
is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if for all x ∈ Cn \ {0} there exists
y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that

(2.1) y∗P (µ)x ̸= 0 for all µ ∈ D.

Observe that the stability of a matrix polynomial implies its regularity. Further,
as mentioned in the Introduction, the notion of hyperstability is situated somewhere
between stability and a numerical range condition. We provide a detailed analysis
below.

Proposition 2.2. Let P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a matrix polynomial and let D be
a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C. Consider the following
conditions.

(a) the numerical range W (P ) does not intersect D;
(b) the polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D;
(c) the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D.

Then (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (c).

Proof. The first implication follows by setting y = x in (2.1). The second
implication becomes obvious, as one observes that stability can be reformulated
as: for all µ ∈ D and for all x ∈ Cn \ {0} there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that
y∗P (µ)x ̸= 0. □

It appears that in many cases the implication (a) ⇒ (c) above is a convenient
criterion for stability, see [17]. Note that the numerical range of a polynomial
P (λ) = λIn − A coincides with the numerical range of the matrix A. Thus, con-
dition (a) cannot be, in general, equivalent to stability (c). As for matrix pencils
hyperstability (b) is equivalent to stability (c) (see Theorem 2.7(ii) below), we ob-
tain that in many cases (a) is not equivalent to (b). Further, hyperstability (b) is,
in general, not equivalent to stability (c), cf. the following important example.

Example 2.3. Let us take

P (λ) := λ2
[
0 0
0 1

]
+λ

[
0 1
1 0

]
+

[
1 0
0 1

]
=

[
1 λ
λ λ2 + 1

]
.

19
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Then detP (λ) ≡ 1, hence the matrix polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to any
open or closed subset D of the complex plane C. However, taking x = [0 1]⊤ and
arbitrary y = [y1 y2]⊤ yields

y∗P (λ)x = y1λ+ y2(λ2 + 1).

Note that for any y ̸= 0 the scalar polynomial on the right side of the above
equation has always a root in the closed unit disc D, as either y2 = 0 and we have
one root λ = 0 or y2 ̸= 0 and we have two roots (counting multiplicities) with the
product equal to 1, so at least one of them must be in D. Therefore, the polynomial
P (λ) is stable, but not hyperstable on D. Replacing λ by αλ + β one obtains an
example of a polynomial which is stable, but not hyperstable, with respect to an
arbitrary desired half-plane or disc. E.g., the polynomial P (λ− i) is stable, but not
hyperstable, with respect to the upper half-plane H0.

Observe, that the polynomial P (αλ+ β) (α ̸= 0) has infinity as an eigenvalue,
i.e., the leading coefficient diag(0, α2) is not an invertible matrix. One may won-
der if having infinity as an eigenvalue is necessary to construct such an example.
Apparently, this is not the case, see Example 3.5 below.

Let us recall two notions of equivalence for matrix polynomials, cf. [5]. We say
that matrix polynomials P (λ), Q(λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] are equivalent if there exist matrix
polynomials U(λ), V (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] with constant nonzero determinants such that
P (λ) = U(λ)Q(λ)V (λ). We say that the polynomials P (λ) and Q(λ) are strictly
equivalent if, additionally, the polynomials U(λ) and V (λ) are constant invertible
matrices. Clearly, the latter relation preserves hyperstability, in fact a stronger
statement holds:

Lemma 2.4. Let D be an open or closed subset of the complex plane C, let
Q ∈ Cn,n be any matrix and let S ∈ Cn,n be invertible. If Q∗P (λ)S is hyperstable
with respect to D, then P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

The proof follows directly from the definition. In a moment we will see that
equivalence does not preserve hyperstability, see Remark 2.8. First, however, we
need to show some properties of hyperstability, connected with (block) upper-
triangular matrices.

Proposition 2.5. Let P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a matrix polynomial and let D be an
open or closed subset of the complex plane C. Assume that the polynomial P (λ) is
strictly equivalent to a block upper-triangular matrix polynomial

(2.2)

 P11(λ) · · · P1m(λ)
. . .

...
Pmm(λ)

 , Pij(λ) ∈ Cki,kj [λ],

m∑
j=1

kj = n,

with the diagonal entries being hyperstable with respect to D. Then the polynomial
P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. As strict equivalence preserves hyperstability, we may assume with-
out loss of generality that the polynomial P (λ) is of the form (2.5). Take x =[
x⊤1 . . . x

⊤
m

]⊤ ̸= 0, with xj ∈ Ckj and let r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} denote the in-

dex of the last nonzero xj . Let yr ∈ Ckr \ {0} be such that the polynomial

y∗rPrr(λ)xr is stable with respect to D. Taking y =
[

0 . . . 0 y⊤r 0 . . . 0
]⊤

we obtain
y∗P (λ)x = y∗rPrr(λ)xr, which is stable with respect to D.
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□

Remark 2.6. Proposition 2.5 relates somehow to the current work on the
(generalised) triangularisation of matrix polynomials, see [1, 25, 26]. However,
note that in these papers one transforms a given matrix polynomials to a quasi-
triangular one by equivalence transformations, and not by strict equivalence. In
view of the current paper, strict equivalence with a block upper-triangular matrix
polynomial is a rather strong property, which is not easy to obtain. Thus, this will
not be the objective below. Instead, we will provide several other ways of showing
hyperstability.

The following Theorem presents a class of matrix polynomials for which the
notions of stability and hyperstability coincide. For applications see Proposition 7.1
below.

Theorem 2.7. Let P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a matrix polynomial and let D be a
nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C, then the following holds.

(i) Assume that a matrix polynomial P (λ) is strictly equivalent to an upper-
triangular matrix polynomial. Then it is hyperstable with respect to D if and
only if it is stable with respect to D.

(ii) If P (λ) = p(λ)A+ q(λ)B with some scalar polynomials p(λ), q(λ) ∈ C[λ] and
A,B ∈ Cn,n (in particular: if P (λ) is a matrix pencil), then it is hyperstable
with respect to D if and only if it is stable with respect to D.

Proof. (i) Consider a matrix polynomial P (λ) stable with respect to D. It
follows from the assumption on P (λ) that there exist invertible matrices U, V ∈ Cn,n

such that

U−1P (λ)V −1 =

 p11(λ) · · · p1n(λ)
. . .

...
pnn(λ)


with a stable upper-triangular matrix polynomial on the right-hand side of the equa-
tion. Hence, the scalar polynomials on the diagonal p11(λ), p22(λ), . . . , pnn(λ) ∈
C[λ] are stable with respect to D. By Proposition 2.5, P (λ) is hyperstable with
respect to D.

(ii) Using the Kronecker form [5] (or the generalised Schur form, see Defini-
tion 1.24) of matrices A and B we obtain the matrix polynomial λ 7→ p(λ)A+q(λ)B
to be strictly equivalent to an upper-triangular. Hence, the claim follows from
(i). □

Remark 2.8. Note that an arbitrary matrix polynomial P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] is
equivalent to an upper triangular matrix polynomial (with V (λ) = In), see [5,
Chapter VI]. E.g., the polynomial from Example 2.3 satisfies the following equality:[

1 λ
λ λ2 + 1

]
=

[
1 0
λ 1

] [
1 λ
0 1

]
.

The upper-triangular matrix polynomial on the right-hand side of the above equa-
tion is stable on D, since its determinant is identically 1, and consequently it is
hyperstable on D (cf. Proposition 2.5). However, the polynomial on the left side
is not hyperstable on D. Hence, the equivalence of matrix polynomials does not
preserve hyperstability.
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Also let us note that by Theorem 2.7(i) the above-mentioned polynomial is not
strictly equivalent to an upper-triangular one.

2. Orbits of hyperstable polynomials

As it was shown before, hyperstability is not invariant under the equivalence
E(λ)P (λ)F (λ), where E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Un. We study this problem in more detail, by
investigating orbits {E(λ)P (λ)F (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] : E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Un} of hyperstable
matrix polynomials.

Proposition 2.9. Let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex
plane C, P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be an arbitrary matrix polynomial and S(λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] be
its Smith canonical form. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) there exists a hyperstable (with respect to D) element of the orbit {E(λ)P (λ)F (λ) ∈
Cn,n[λ] : E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Un} of the polynomial P (λ),

(b) the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D,
(c) the Smith form S(λ) of the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D,
(d) the Smith form S(λ) of the polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Since a matrix polynomial E(λ)P (λ)F (λ) is hyperstable
with respect to D for some unimodular transformations E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Un, so it is
stable with respect to D as well and consequently each its factor is stable with
respect to D. In particular, the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D.

(b) ⇒ (c) We know that the Smith form S(λ) is equivalent to the polynomial
P (λ) which is stable with respect to D. Since unimodular equivalence preserves
stability, the Smith form S(λ) is also stable with respect to D.

(c) ⇒ (d) This implication becomes obvious, when we recall Theorem 2.7(i). Since
the Smith form S(λ) is a diagonal (in particular: upper-triangular) matrix polyno-
mial, then it is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if it is stable with respect
to D.

(d) ⇒ (a) Because of the fact that Smith form S(λ) belongs to the orbit of the
polynomial P (λ), the last implication follows. □

The following theorem is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.

Theorem 2.10. Let D be an open or closed disk or open or closed half plane.
There is no matrix polynomial P (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] such that each element of its orbit
{E(λ)P (λ)F (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] : E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Un} is hyperstable with respect to a set
D.

Proof. Let us fix a set D = D and a natural number n ≥ 2. Consider a matrix
polynomial P (λ) with square coefficients of the size n× n. If the polynomial P (λ)
is not hyperstable with respect to D, then trivially its orbit contains a polynomial
not hyperstable with respect to D. Hence, assume that the polynomial P (λ) is
hyperstable with respect to D and take its Smith canonical form S(λ). Since the
Smith form S(λ) is equvalent to the stable with respect to D polynomial P (λ) and
unimodular equvalence preserves stability, then the Smith form S(λ) is also stable
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with respect to D. Thus, we have:

S(λ) =


s1(λ) 0 . . . 0

0 s2(λ) . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 . . . sn(λ)

 ,

where sj+1(λ)|sj(λ) for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n− 1}.

From hyperstability of the Smith form S(λ) with respect to D, we conclude
stability of each invariant polynomials s1(λ), s2(λ), . . . , sn(λ) with respect to D.
Now, let d := deg(s1/s2) + 2 and put

E(λ) =


1 0 . . . 0
0 1 . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 . . . 1

 and F (λ) =


1 λ 0 . . . 0

λd−1 λd + 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . 1

 .

From the Laplace’a determinant formula, repeatedly applied to the last row, we
obtain immediately

detF (λ) =

∣∣∣∣ 1 λ
λd−1 λd + 1

∣∣∣∣ = 1.

Because E(λ), F (λ) ∈ Cn,n[λ] and detE(λ) = detF (λ) = 1, so we have E(λ), F (λ) ∈
Un. It is easy to check that

E(λ)S(λ)F (λ) =


s1(λ) 0 0 . . . 0

0 s2(λ) 0 . . . 0
0 0 s3(λ) . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . sn(λ)




1 λ 0 . . . 0

λd−1 λd + 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . 1



=


s1(λ) λs1(λ) 0 . . . 0

λd−1s2(λ) (λd + 1)s2(λ) 0 . . . 0
0 0 s3(λ) . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . sn(λ)

 ,

which yields for x = e2 = [0 1 . . . 0]⊤:

y∗E(µ)S(µ)F (µ)x =
[
y1 y2 y3 . . . yn

]


µs1(µ)
(µd + 1)s2(µ)

0
...
0


= y1µs1(µ) + y2(µd + 1)s2(µ).

We will show that for all y ∈ Cn \ {0}, there exists µ ∈ D such that y1µs1(µ) +
y2(µd + 1)s2(µ) = 0. Since s2(λ)|s1(λ) and s2(µ) ̸= 0 for all µ ∈ D, then the
above claim is equivalent to the following one: for all y ∈ Cn \ {0}, there exists
µ ∈ D such that y1µ(s1/s2)(µ) + y2(µd + 1) = 0. If y2 = 0, then it is sufficient
to take µ = 0 to satisfy the last condition. If y2 ̸= 0, then a scalar polynomial
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p(λ) = y1λ(s1/s2)(λ) + y2(λd + 1) has degree equal to d. Let λ1, λ2, . . . , λd be
all its complex roots. The first and the last coefficient of the polynomial p(λ)
are both equal to y2. Thus, from the Vieta’s formula on the product of roots,
we have λ1λ2 . . . λd = (−1)d and consequently |λ1| · |λ2| · ... · |λd| = 1. Among
complex numbers λ1, λ2, . . . , λd there is a number with the minimum module, say
λm (m ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}). Because |λm|d ≤ |λ1| · |λ2| · ... · |λd| = 1, so |λm| ≤ 1.
Hence, the polynomial p(λ) has a root µ = λm in the disk D. In consequence, we
have proved that the matrix polynomial E(λ)S(λ)F (λ) is not a hyperstable (with
respect to D) element of the orbit of the polynomial P (λ).

In order to apply the above argument for any open or closed disk or half-plane,
we need to make a linear change of variables and consider a matrix polynomial
P (αλ + β), where α, β ∈ C and α ̸= 0, instead of the polynomial P (λ) and the
proof is completed. □

3. Multivariate hyperstable polynomials

Definition 2.11. Let κ ∈ Z+ and let D be any nonempty open or closed
subset of the complex space Cκ. We say that a multivariate matrix polynomial
P (z1, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cn,n[z1, . . . , zκ] is stable with respect to D if and only if for all
(w1, w2, . . . , wκ) ∈ D and for all x ∈ Cn \ {0} there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that

(2.3) y∗P (w1, w2, . . . , wκ)x ̸= 0.

Further, we say that P (z1, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if for
all x ∈ Cn \ {0} there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that

(2.4) y∗P (w1, w2, . . . , wκ)x ̸= 0 for all (w1, w2, . . . , wκ) ∈ D.

Example 2.12. Let us examine diagonal multivariate polynomials. Let n ∈ Z+

and consider the matrix polynomial

P (z1, . . . , zn) =


z1 0 . . . 0
0 z2 . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 . . . zn

 .

We can see, directly from the last definition, that P (z1, . . . , zn) is hyperstable with
respect to (C \ {0})n. Indeed, because x ∈ Cn \ {0} we have xj ̸= 0 for some
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. For such x we take y = ej (j-th vector of the canonical basis)
and then y∗P (z1, . . . , zn)x = x1y1z1 + x2y2z2 + · · · + xnynzn = xjzj ̸= 0 for all
(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ (C \ {0})n.

Next proposition is a multi-variable analogue of Proposition 2.5.

Proposition 2.13. Let P (z1, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cn,n[z1, . . . , zκ] be a κ-variable matrix
polynomial and let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex space Cκ.
Assume that the polynomial P (z1, . . . , zκ) is strictly equivalent to a block upper-
triangular matrix polynomial, i.e.

(2.5) P (λ) = S

 P11(z1, . . . , zκ) · · · P1m(z1, . . . , zκ)
. . .

...
Pmm(z1, . . . , zκ)

T ,
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where Pij(z1, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cki,kj [z1, . . . , zκ], k1 + k2 + · · · + km = n and S, T ∈ Cn,n

are invertible. If the diagonal entries are hyperstable with respect to D, then the
polynomial P (z1, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to D as well.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that S = T = I. Take

x =
[
x⊤1 . . . x

⊤
m

]⊤ ̸= 0, with xj ∈ Ckj and let r ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} denote the

index of the last nonzero xj . Let yr ∈ Ckr \ {0} be such that the polynomial

y∗rPrr(z1, . . . , zκ)xr is stable with respect to D. Taking y =
[

0 . . . 0 y⊤r 0 . . . 0
]⊤

we obtain y∗P (z1, . . . , zκ)x = y∗rPrr(z1, . . . , zκ)xr, which is stable with respect to
D. □

The proposition stated above allows us to give another example of multivariate
hyperstable matrix polynomial which is upper-triangular.

Example 2.14. The following polynomial, which has z1 on the main diagonal,
z2 on the super-diagonal, etc. is hyperstable with respect to the set (C\{0})×Cn−1:

P (z1, . . . , zn) =


z1 z2 z3 . . . zn
0 z1 z2 . . . zn−1

0 0 z1 . . . zn−2

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 . . . z1

 .

It is due to Preposition 2.13, because the diagonal entry p(z1, . . . , zκ) = z1 is a stable
polynomial with respect to (C \ {0})×Cn−1 (respectively hyperstable treated as a
one-entry matrix).





CHAPTER 3

Gauss-Lucas Theorem for matrix polynomials

1. Gauss-Lucas Theorem for univariate matrix polynomials

We present here an important extension of a major result for scalar polynomials
onto matrix polynomials. The Gauss-Lucas Theorem was reviewed in the first
chapter (Theorem 1.4). Using the current terminology, one can reformulate it as
follows.

Theorem 3.1. If D ⊆ C is such that C\D is convex, and p(λ) is non-constant
and stable with respect to D, then p′(λ) is stable with respect to D.

An analogous similar statement is not true for matrix polynomials, we present
a very general example which will serve in future constructions.

Example 3.2. Consider a polynomial

P (λ) =

[
λp(λ) + q(λ) p(λ)

λ 1

]
,

where q(λ) has its roots outside D and p′(λ) is non-constant and has some of its
roots inside D. Then

detP (λ) = q(λ), detP ′(λ) = −p′(λ),

i.e., the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to D but its derivative P ′(λ) is not.

The example above says that, in general, there is no relation between the
location of the eigenvalues of a matrix polynomial and of its derivative. However,
a hyperstable version of the Gauss-Lucas Theorem holds. Below, by saying ’linear
independent polynomials’, we mean linear independence in the complex vector space
C[λ].

Theorem 3.3. Let D ⊆ C be a nonempty open or closed set such that C \D
is convex. If a matrix polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D and the
entries of its derivative P ′(λ) are linearly independent polynomials, then the matrix
polynomial P ′(λ) is also hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. Fix a nonzero x ∈ Cn \ {0}. As P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to
D, there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that a scalar polynomial p(λ) = y∗P (λ)x has all
roots in C \D. Note that the polynomial p′(λ) = y∗P ′(λ)x is a non-trivial linear
combination of the entries of P ′(λ), hence p′(λ) is a nonzero polynomial. As C \D
is convex, by Theorem 3.1, p′(λ) has all roots in C \D. □

Firstly, note that the assumption on the derivative P ′(λ) having independent
entries cannot be dropped:

27
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Example 3.4. The polynomial P (λ) = diag(λ, 1) is hyperstable with respect
to the outside of the unit disc D, but its derivative P ′(λ) is singular, hence it is not
hyperstable with respect to any nonempty set.

Secondly, note that the assumption on P (λ) being hyperstable cannot be re-
laxed to stability, even if we keep the assumption on the entries of P ′(λ) being
linearly independent and relax the claim to P ′(λ) being stable with respect to D.

Example 3.5. We specify and modify the polynomial P (λ) from Example 3.2.
Let D = {z ∈ C : |z| > 1}, q(λ) = λ2, p(λ) = λ3 − 4λ. Consider a perturbed
polynomial

Pε(λ) :=

[
λp(λ) + q(λ) p(λ)

λ 1 + ελ4

]
=

[
λ4 − 3λ2 λ3 − 4λ

λ 1 + ελ4

]
.

Fix ε > 0 sufficiently small, so that Pε(λ) has still its eigenvalues inside the unit
disc D and P ′

ε(λ) has still its eigenvalues outside the closed unit disc D. This choice
of ε is possible due to the continuity of zeros of a polynomial with respect to its
coefficients. Thus, the polynomial P ′

ε(λ) is not hyperstable on D. Further, note
that

P ′
ε(λ) =

[
4λ3 − 6λ 3λ2 − 4

1 4ελ3

]
,

which clearly has linearly independent entries. By Theorem 3.3 the polynomial
Pε(λ) is not hyperstable with respect to D. Further, note that the leading coeffi-
cient of this polynomial is the invertible matrix diag(1, ε), which gives the desired
example of a stable, but not hyperstable polynomial, with no eigenvalues at infinity.

Let us notice that the notions of linear independence of entries of a matrix
polynomial and its regularity are quite different. The following two simple exam-
ples show that neither linear independence implies regularity nor regularity implies
linear independence.

Example 3.6. Consider two polynomials

(3.1) P1(λ) =

[
1 λ
λ2 λ3

]
, and P2(λ) =

[
λ 0
0 1

]
.

Then the entries of P1(λ) are linearly independent polynomials (over the field C),
but P1(λ) is singular. The polynomial P2(λ) is clearly regular, and its entries are
linearly dependent due to the zeros on the off-diagonal positions.

Note also a following obvious corollary of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.7. If a matrix polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to
some nonempty open or closed set D such that C\D is convex and the entries of its
derivative P ′(λ) are linearly independent polynomials, then the matrix polynomial
P ′(λ) is regular.

Note that the assumption of hyperstability is crucial here, if P (λ) is regular
and P ′(λ) has independent entries than P ′(λ) can be still singular, as shown by the
following example.

Example 3.8. Let

P0(λ) =

[
λ 1

2λ
2

1
3λ

3 1
4λ

4

]
.
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Then P ′
0(λ) = P1(λ) (see Example 3.6), which is clearly a singular polynomial,

though its entries are linearly independent polynomials. In particular, P0(λ) cannot
be hyperstable with respect to any nonempty open or closed set D such that C \D
is convex.

Remark 3.9. The famous Sendov conjecture states the following.

If all roots λ1, λ2, . . . , λd of a polynomial p ∈ C[λ] of degree d ≥ 2 lie in the
closed unit disk D, then for every j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} there is a root ξ of p′ such that
|ξ − λj | ≤ 1.

The conjecture has been verified for polynomials of degree at most 8, cf. [3].
Terence Tao proved it for large enough d, see [24]. It is tempting to consider also a
generalisation of the Sendov conjecture onto matrix polynomials using the hyper-
stability notion. However, the main problem here would be the assumption that
the degree of p(λ) is larger or equal than 2. When presenting a similar construction
as above we would have to guarantee that y∗P (λ)x keeps this assumption, which
would lead to severe technical difficulties.

2. Gauss-Lucas Theorem for multivariate matrix polynomials

In this Section we show the most general version of the theorem. Let us recall
the notation

A(z(j)) := {w ∈ C : (z1, . . . , zj−1, w, zj+1, . . . , zκ) ∈ A}.

Definition 3.10. Let κ ∈ Z+ \{1} and j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}. We say that a subset
A of the complex space Cκ is separately convex with respect to the j-th variable in
Cκ if and only if the set A(z(j)) is a convex subset of the complex plane C for all
z ∈ Cκ.

Example 3.11. Let

D = C2 \ {(z1, z2) : |z1| ≤ 1, |z2| ≤ 1}.
We have (C2 \ D)(z(1)) = {z1 ∈ C : (z1, z2) ∈ C2 \ D}. When |z2| ≤ 1, then
(C2 \D)(z(1)) = {z1 ∈ C : |z1| ≤ 1}. When |z2| > 1, then (C2 \D)(z(1)) = ∅. In
both cases, (C2 \D)(z(1)) is a convex set, therefore C2 \D is separately convex with
respect to the first variable.

The following theorem is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.

Theorem 3.12. Let κ ∈ Z+ \ {1}, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ} and let D ⊆ Cκ be a
nonempty open or closed set such that its complement Cκ \ D is separately con-
vex with respect to the j-th variable in Cκ. If a matrix polynomial P (z1, . . . , zκ) ∈
Cn,n[z1, . . . , zκ] is hyperstable with respect to D and the entries of its partial deriv-
ative ∂P

∂zj
(z1, . . . , zκ) are linearly independent polynomials, then ∂P

∂zj
(z1, . . . , zκ) is

hyperstable with respect to D as well.

Proof. Fix x ∈ Cn \ {0}. As P (z1, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to D,
there exists y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that a scalar multivariate polynomial

p(z1, . . . , zκ) = y∗P (z1, . . . , zκ)x

is stable with respect to D. Note that

∂p

∂zj
(z1, . . . , zκ) = y∗

∂P

∂zj
(z1, . . . , zκ)x
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is a non-trivial linear combination of the entries of ∂P
∂zj

(z1, . . . , zκ), hence the poly-

nomial ∂p
∂zj

(z1, . . . , zκ) is nonzero. To finish the proof it is enough to show that it

is stable with respect to D. Consider the univariate polynomial

qz(j)(w) := p(z1, . . . , zj−1, w, zj+1, . . . , zκ),

where w ∈ D(z(j)) and z(j) is arbitrary, fixed. By definition, if w ∈ D(z(j)), then
the point (z1, , . . . , zj−1, w, zj+1, . . . , zκ) belongs to D. As p(z1, . . . , zκ) is stable

with respect to D, we have that qz(j)(w) is stable with respect to D(z(j)). Since
∂p
∂zj

(z1, . . . , zκ) is nonzero, qz(j)(w) is non-constant. Further, note that

(Cκ \D)(z(j)) = C \D(z(j)).

The set on the left hand side is convex, which follows from the assumption of Cκ\D
being separately convex with respect to j-th variable. Thus we may apply the
scalar Gauss-Lucas theorem (Theorem 1.4) and obtain the stability of q′

z(j)(w) with

respect to D(z(j)) for any z(j) ∈ Cκ−1. Hence, the scalar polynomial ∂p
∂zj

(z1, . . . , zκ)

is stable with respect to D. Indeed, if ∂p
∂zj

(z1, . . . , zκ) had a zero (ζ1, . . . , ζκ) ∈ D,

we would have q′
z(j)(ζj) = 0 for ζj ∈ D(ζ(j)), which is impossible. This finishes the

proof.
□

Remark 3.13. Let us notice we have proved a result stronger than the one of
Kanter [11], see Theorem 1.6 above. Indeed, let us take a scalar κ-variable polyno-
mial p. As n = 1, by definition (see Definition 2.11) hyperstability is equivalent to
stability and linear independence of entries is equivalent to ∂p/∂zj being nonzero.
Regarding a set D, we take D = Cκ\convκ(p−1(0)). Then Cκ\D = convκ(p−1(0)),
which is separately convex (in particular, separately convex with respect to j-th
variable). Since a polynomial p is stable with respect to Cκ \ convκ(p−1(0)), we
receive from the above Theorem 3.12 stability of its partial derivative ∂p/∂zj with
respect to Cκ \ convκ(p−1(0)), which means that desired inclusion in Theorem 1.6
holds.

We show now that the assumption of linear independence of the entries in
Theorem 3.12 is needed.

Example 3.14. Consider the set C2 \ H2
0 , which is separately convex with

respect to the first variable. It is clear, because (C2 \ H2
0 )(z(1)) = {z1 ∈ C :

(z1, z2) ∈ C2 \ H2
0} is equal to C, when im z2 ≤ 0 and equal to C \ H0, when

im z2 > 0. For necessity of the assumption of linear independence of the entries
in Theorem 3.12, consider the following example of two-variable polynomial being
hyperstable with respect to the Cartesian square of the upper half-plane H2

0 :

P (z1, z2) =

[
z21 0
0 z22

]
.

Its hyperstability follows directly from the definition (cf. Definition 2.11). Indeed,
we have y∗P (z1, z2)x = x1y1z

2
1 + x2y2z

2
2 . Therefore, when x1 ̸= 0, we take y =

e1 = [1 0]⊤ to get y∗P (z1, z2)x ̸= 0 for all (z1, z2) ∈ H2
0 and when x2 ̸= 0, we

take y = e2 = [0 1]⊤ to satisfy the condition y∗P (z1, z2)x ̸= 0 for all (z1, z2) ∈ H2
0 .
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Now, let us calculate first order partial derivative of the polynomial P (z1, z2) with
respect to the variable z1:

∂P

∂z1
(z1, z2) =

[
2z1 0
0 0

]
.

The last polynomial is not hyperstable with respect to H2
0 . As above, we have

y∗(∂P/∂z1)(z1, z2)x = 2x1y1z1. Clearly, for x = [0 1]⊤ there is no y ∈ C2 \ {0}
such that y∗(∂P/∂z1)(z1, z2)x ̸= 0. A reason why it happens is the fact that the
entries of (∂P/∂z1)(z1, z2) are linearly dependent and the assumption of their linear
independence in Theorem 1.6 has been violated.





CHAPTER 4

Szász-type inequality for stable matrix
polynomials

The corresponding results for scalar polynomials were reviewed in Section 3,
we concentrate now on the matrix case. Recall that the norm || · || is the matrix
two-norm induced by the vector two-norm and ||·||F is the Frobenius norm. Further,

Hφ := {λ ∈ C : im (λeiφ) > 0}, φ ∈ [0; 2π),

in particular H0 is the open upper half-plane.

1. Employing numerical range

Let X be any matrix. The symbol λH(X) below denotes the largest (possibly

negative) eigenvalue of the Hermitian matrix X+X∗

2 . Note that

(4.1) λH(X) = max
∥x∥=1

x∗
(
X +X∗

2

)
x = max

∥x∥=1
(rex∗Xx).

Theorem 4.1. Consider a matrix polynomial P (λ) = λdAd + · · · + λA1 +
In ∈ Cn,n[λ]. If the numerical range W (P ) is contained in some half-plane Hφ,
φ ∈ [0; 2π), then

∥P (λ)∥ ≤ 2 exp

(
λH

[
λA1 − |λ|2A2

]
+

1

2
|λ|2∥A1∥2

)
, λ ∈ C.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the numerical range
of P (λ) is contained in the open upper half-plane H0. By the well-known fact that
the operator two-norm of a matrix is less or equal to twice its numerical radius,
see, e.g., [9], we obtain for λ ∈ C

∥P (λ)∥ ≤ 2 max
∥x∥=1

|x∗P (λ)x|

= 2 max
∥x∥=1

|λdx∗Adx+ · · · + λx∗A1x+ 1|

≤ 2 max
∥x∥=1

exp

(
re (x∗A1xλ) − re (x∗A2x)|λ|2 +

1

2
|x∗A1x|2|λ|2

)
=

= 2 max
∥x∥=1

exp

(
re (x∗(λA1 − |λ|2A2)x) +

1

2
∥A1∥2 |λ|2

)
,

where the second inequality follows from (1.3) applied to x∗P (λ)x. Taking the
maximum under the exponent and applying (4.1) we see that the assertion follows.

□

As the assumption that the numerical range lies in a half-plane is rather stong,
we have asked in [23] whether hyperstability implies any Szász-type inequality.
Apparently, this is not the case, as the following example shows.

33
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Example 4.2. Consider a matrix polynomial of the form

P (λ) =

[
1 λd

0 1

]
,

with d ≥ 3. Then P (0) = I2, and P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to any set
D ⊆ C (cf. Theorem 2.5). However,

∥P (λ)∥ ≥ 1√
2
∥P (λ)∥F =

√
1 +

|p(λ)|2
2

.

Hence, as A1 = A2 = 0, there can not be any global bound on ∥P (λ)∥ of Szász
type.

The last thing we can do here is to compute the numerical range of P (λ).
Let x ∈ C2 \ {0}. We have x∗P (λ)x = |x1|2 + |x2|2 + λdx1x2. In particular, for
x1 = x2 = 1, we see that the numerical range of P (λ) is not contained in any
half-plane.

All this motivates us to provide several other inequalities of Szász type for
matrix polynomials.

2. Employing factorizations

In this paragraph, matrix-type Szász inequalities are considered. First inequal-
ity of such type was presented in Proposition 4.1. Below we sometimes use the
Frobenius norm of a matrix

∥A∥F :=
√

tr (A∗A)

instead of the usual operator norm ∥A∥ = sup∥x∥=1 ∥Ax∥. We begin with two
lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Let A ∈ Cn,n \ {−n−1/2I}. Then

log

∥∥∥∥ 1√
n
I +A

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 1√
n

tr ReA+
1

2
||A||2F .

Proof. Using the inequality log(1 + x) ≤ x, x ∈ (−1;∞), one obtains

log
∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1√

n
I +A

∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

=
1

2
log

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
n
I +A

∣∣∣∣∣∣2
F

=
1

2
log tr

[( 1√
n
I +A

)∗( 1√
n
I +A

)]
=

1

2
log tr (

1

n
I +

1√
n
A+

1√
n
A∗ +A∗A)

=
1

2
log(1 +

2√
n

tr ReA+ ||A||2F )

≤ 1

2
(

2√
n

tr ReA+ ||A||2F )

=
1√
n

tr ReA+
1

2
||A||2F .

□

The following lemma is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.
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Lemma 4.4. Let B1, B2, . . . , Bd be n×n complex matrices such that ImBj ≤ 0
for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} and let || · ||F denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix. Then:

d∑
j=1

||Bj ||2F ≤
∣∣∣∣ d∑

j=1

Bj

∣∣∣∣2
F
− 2 tr Re

∑
1≤j<k≤d

BjBk.

Proof. Observe that∥∥∥∥∥∥
d∑

j=1

Bj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

= tr
( d∑
j=1

B∗
j

d∑
k=1

Bk

)

= tr
( d∑
j=1

B∗
jBj +

∑
1≤j ̸=k≤d

B∗
jBk

)

= tr

d∑
j=1

B∗
jBj + tr

∑
1≤j<k≤d

(B∗
jBk +B∗

kBj)

=

d∑
j=1

trB∗
jBj + tr

∑
1≤j<k≤d

2Re (B∗
jBk)

=

d∑
j=1

||Bj ||2F + 2 tr Re
∑

1≤j<k≤d

B∗
jBk,

therefore it is sufficient to prove the following statement

2 tr Re
∑

1≤j<k≤d

(B∗
jBk −BjBk) ≥ 0.

Now, note that

2 tr Re
∑

1≤j<k≤d

(B∗
jBk −BjBk)

=
∑

1≤j<k≤d

(
tr (B∗

jBk) − tr (BjBk) + tr (B∗
kBj) − tr (B∗

kB
∗
j )
)

=
∑

1≤j<k≤d

(
tr (B∗

jBk) − tr (BjBk) + tr (BjB
∗
k) − tr (B∗

jB
∗
k)
)

=
∑

1≤j<k≤d

tr
(
(Bj −B∗

j )(B∗
k −Bk)

)
= 4

∑
1≤j<k≤d

tr (ImBjImBk),

which is indeed a non-negative number since

tr (ImBjImBk) = tr
(√

−ImBj(−ImBk)(
√

−ImBj)
∗) ≥ 0

as the trace of
√

−ImBj(−ImBk)(
√
−ImBj)

∗ ≥ 0, which is positive semi-definite
due to the assumption that ImBj and ImBk are both negative semi-definite ma-
trices. □

Now we able to show a matrix version of the Szász inequality without the
assumption of the numerical range lying in a half-plane. Instead we assume a
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factorisation of the matrix polynomial. We refer the reader to [14], Section 3, for
a relation between factorisation and the location of the numerical range.

Proposition 4.5. Let P (λ) = I+
∑d

j=1 λ
jAj ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a matrix polynomial

with the following factorization P (λ) =
∏d

j=1(I + λBj), where ImBj ≤ 0 for j ∈
{1, 2, . . . , d}. Then the Frobenius norm of the polynomial P (λ) can be estimated
from above:

∥P (λ)∥F ≤ nd/2 exp
( 1

n
tr Re (λA1) +

1

2n
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2

)
, λ ∈ C.

Proof. To obtain the desired inequality, we will apply Lemma 4.3 and Lemma
4.4 consecutively. First, we use Lemma 4.3 d times:

d∑
j=1

log ||I + λBj ||F = d log
√
n+

d∑
j=1

log || 1√
n
I + λB̃j ||F(4.2)

≤ log
√
nd +

1√
n

d∑
j=1

tr Re (λB̃j) +
1

2

d∑
j=1

||λB̃j ||2F ,(4.3)

where B̃j := n−1/2Bj for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Since I +
∑d

j=1 λ
jAj =

∏d
j=1(I + λBj),

we have
∑d

j=1 B̃j = n−1/2A1 and
∑

1≤j<k≤d B̃jB̃k = n−1A2. Then, the right side
of the last inequality can be rewritten and estimated by Lemma 4.4 as follows:

log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (λA1) +

1

2
|λ|2

d∑
j=1

||B̃j ||2F

≤ log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (λA1) +

1

2n
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2.

Therefore, we obtain

log ||P (λ)||F ≤ log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (λA1) +

1

2n
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2.

Taking the exponent of both sides of the above inequality ends the proof. □

Two next examples are contributions of the Author of the Thesis.
The following example shows that the Frobenius norm of a matrix polynomial

cannot be estimated from above independent of both: the degree d of the polynomial
and the size n of the matrix coefficients.

Example 4.6. Let us take

Bj = B =


1 1 . . . 1
1 1 . . . 1
...

...
. . .

...
1 1 . . . 1

 , j ∈ {1, . . . , d},

and consider a polynomial P (λ) =
∏d

j=1(I + λBj). Then due to the fact that

Bj = nj−1B, what can be easily proven by induction on j, we have

P (λ) = (I + λB)d = I +

d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
λjBj = I +

d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λjB.
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Next, we have

∥P (λ)∥2F = n
∣∣∣1 +

d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λj

∣∣∣2 + (n2 − n)
∣∣∣ d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λj

∣∣∣2.

Taking λ > 0 we obtain

||P (λ)||2F = n+ 2n

d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λj + n2

( d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λj

)2

= (nλ+ 1)2d + n− 1 ≥ n2dλ2d.

This lower bound shows that fixing d > 0 and assuming factorisation

P (λ) =

d∏
j=1

(I + λBj), ImBj ≤ 0

is still too less for a global Szász-type bound independent from n. Similarly, for
n > 1 fixed there cannot be any global Szász-type bound that is independent from
d. Note that the factorisation above is a strong assumption, implying stability with
respect to the upper half-plane H0.

Let us compare this lower bound with the upper bound in Proposition 4.5.
There, also for λ > 0, we receive

∥P (λ)∥F ≤ nd/2 exp
( 1

n
tr Re (λA1) +

1

2n
(∥A1∥2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2

)
= nd/2 exp

[
1

n
tr Re (λdB) +

1

2n

(
∥dB∥2F − 2 tr Re

(d(d− 1)

2
nB

))
|λ|2

]
= nd/2 exp

(
dλ+

1

2n

(
n2d2 − n2d(d− 1)

)
|λ|2

)
= nd/2 exp

(
dλ+

nd

2
|λ|2

)
.

Finally, let us compute the numerical range of P (λ). Let x ∈ Cn \ {0}. We have

x∗x =

n∑
k=1

|xk|2, x∗Bx =
∣∣∣ n∑
k=1

xk

∣∣∣2.

Using these equalities, we can write

x∗P (λ)x = x∗x+

d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λjx∗Bx =

n∑
k=1

|xk|2 +
∣∣∣ n∑
k=1

xk

∣∣∣2 d∑
j=1

(
d

j

)
nj−1λj .

By the binomial formula, we obtain that

x∗P (λ)x =

n∑
k=1

|xk|2 +
∣∣∣ n∑
k=1

xk

∣∣∣2 (nλ+ 1)d − 1

n
.

Solving x∗P (λ)x = 0 with respect to λ, for x with
∑n

k=1 xk ̸= 0, we obtain

(4.4) (nλ+ 1)d = −n
n∑

k=1

|xk|2
/∣∣∣ n∑

k=1

xk

∣∣∣2 + 1.

Hence, the solutions of x∗P (λ)x = 0 form a regular polygon with d vertices, centred
at the point −1/n. Now, we can choose x such that an expression on the right-hand
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side of (4.4) has an arbitrary large negative value, say −R < 0. Then distances

between the centre of the polygon and its vertices are equal d
√
R/n, i.e. they can

be arbitrary large. Therefore, if d ≥ 3, then the numerical range W (P ) cannot be
contained in any half-plane Hφ, where φ ∈ [0; 2π).

Below we present an example of a sequence of matrix polynomials Pk(λ) of the
same size n×n but increasing degree (cf. Proof of Theorem 1.3 in [12] for the scalar
version). We will be able to compute the exact values of limk→∞ ∥Pk(λ)∥F . For a
fixed n this limit is finite, while Theorem 4.5 gives us only a sequence of bounds on
∥Pk(λ)∥F increasing to infinity.

Example 4.7. Let c1, c2 be any real numbers such that γ := (c21 − 2c2)/2 > 0.
Then choose k0 ∈ Z+ such that for k ≥ k0 we have dk := γ − c21/(2k) ≥ 0. Now,
consider a polynomial sequence

pk(λ) =

(
1 +

c1λ

k

)k(
1 +

√
dkλ√
k

)k(
1 −

√
dkλ√
k

)k

.

This is the sequence of stable with respect to the open upper half-plane H0 polyno-
mials with real coefficients, for which the following condition of convergence holds,
cf. [12]:

(4.5) lim
k→∞

|pk(i y)| = exp(γy2) for all y ∈ R.

Let us construct a matrix version of this scalar example. For this aim we take two
matrices of size n× n:

C1 =


1 1 . . . 1
1 1 . . . 1
...

...
. . .

...
1 1 . . . 1

 and C2 =


−1 0 . . . 0
0 −1 . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 . . . −1

 .

Then, keeping the analogy with [12], we have:

Γ := (C2
1 − 2C2)/2 = I +

n

2
C1

and

Dk := Γ − C2
1/(2k) = I +

n(k − 1)

2k
C1.

Now, let us define

Pk(λ) :=

(
I +

C1λ

k

)k(
I +

√
Dkλ√
k

)k(
I −

√
Dkλ√
k

)k
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and observe it has the form as in Theorem 4.5. Further, observe that

Pk(i y) =

(
I +

i yC1

k

)k(
I +

y2Dk

k

)k

=
(y2 + k

k

)k
(
I +

k∑
j=1

(
k

j

)
nj−1 (i y)j

kj
C1

)

·
(
I +

k∑
j=1

(
k

j

)
n2j−1 y2j(k − 1)j

(2k)j(y2 + k)j
C1

)

=
(y2 + k

k

)k
[
I +

1

n

[(ny i

k
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C1

]

·

[
I +

1

n

[(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C1

]
=

=
(y2 + k

k

)k
[
I +

1

n

[(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C1

+
1

n

[(ny i

k
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C1 +

1

n2

[(ny i

k
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
·
[(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C2

1

]
.

Note that C2
1 = nC1. Therefore, we have

Pk(i y) =
(y2 + k

k

)k
[
I +

1

n

[(ny i

k
+ 1

)k(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

]
C1

]
.

Finally, we can calculate the Frobenius norm of Pk(i y):

∥Pk(i y)∥2F = n
(y2 + k

k

)2k
∣∣∣∣1 +

1

n

[(ny i

k
+ 1

)k(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

]∣∣∣∣2
+
n− 1

n

(y2 + k

k

)2k
∣∣∣∣(ny i

k
+ 1

)k(n2y2(k − 1)

2k(y2 + k)
+ 1

)k

− 1

∣∣∣∣2.

The last step is taking limit of ∥Pk(i y)∥F with k → ∞. To do this, we make use of
a classical property of exponent:

lim
n→∞

(
1 + f(n)

)g(n)
= exp

[
lim
n→∞

f(n)g(n)
]
,

which holds whenever f(n) → 0 and g(n) → ∞ with n→ ∞. Thus, we obtain

lim
k→∞

∥Pk(i y)∥F =
[
ne2y

2
∣∣∣1 +

1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)
∣∣∣2 +

n− 1

n
e2y

2

|eny ien
2y2/2 − 1|2

]1/2
.
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To finish these calculations, we need to find both squared moduli appearing in the
last limit. We have∣∣∣1 +

1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)
∣∣∣2 =

[
1 +

1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)
][

1 +
1

n
(e−ny ien

2y2/2 − 1)
]

= 1 +
1

n
(e−ny ien

2y2/2 − 1) +
1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)

+
1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)
1

n
(e−ny ien

2y2/2 − 1)

= 1 +
1

n
(e−ny ien

2y2/2 − 1) +
1

n
(eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)

+
1

n2
en

2y2

− 1

n2
eny ien

2y2/2 − 1

n2
e−ny ien

2y2/2 +
1

n2

=
1

n2
en

2y2

+
n− 1

n2
eny ien

2y2/2 +
n− 1

n2
e−ny ien

2y2/2

+
n2 − 2n+ 1

n2

and

|eny ien
2y2/2 − 1|2 = (eny ien

2y2/2 − 1)(e−ny ien
2y2/2 − 1)

= en
2y2

− eny ien
2y2/2 − e−ny ien

2y2/2 + 1.

Therefore, we see that

(4.6) lim
k→∞

∥Pk(i y)∥F = ey
2

(en
2y2

+ n− 1)1/2.

Since for n = 1 we have C1 = c1 = 1, C2 = c2 = −1, ∥Pk(i y)∥F = |pk(i y)|, we

conclude from the equation (4.6) that limk→∞ |pk(i y)| = e3/2y
2

, which is exactly
the same value as we would obtain from the equation (4.5) with γ = 3/2.

Remark 4.8. We present here another possible way of obtaining the Szász
inequality, unfortunately providing essentially worse result than Theorem 4.5. For
this aim, we need a slightly different version of Lemma 4.3.

Let A ∈ Cn,n \ {−I}. Then

log ||I +A||F ≤ tr ReA+
1

2
||A||2F +

n− 1

2
.

In the following estimations we use a standard inequality log(n+x) ≤ x+n−1,
x ∈ (−n;∞), obtaining

log ||I +A||F =
1

2
log ||I +A||2F

=
1

2
log tr

(
(I +A)∗(I +A)

)
=

1

2
log tr (I +A+A∗ +A∗A)

=
1

2
log(n+ 2 tr ReA+ ||A||2F )

≤ 1

2
(2 tr ReA+ ||A||2F + n− 1)

= tr ReA+
1

2
||A||2F +

n− 1

2
.
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Now, we can formulate another Szász inequality mentioned above.

Let P (λ) = I+
∑d

j=1 λ
jAj ∈ Cn,n[λ] be a matrix polynomial with the following

factorization P (λ) =
∏d

j=1(I + λBj), where ImBj ≤ 0 for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Then

the Frobenius norm of the polynomial P (λ) can be estimated from above:

||P (λ)||F ≤ exp
(

tr Re (λA1) +
1

2
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2 +

d(n− 1)

2

)
, λ ∈ C.

The proof is similar as before

log ||P (λ)||F ≤ log

d∏
j=1

||I + λBj ||F

=

d∑
j=1

log ||I + λBj ||F

≤
d∑

j=1

tr Re (λBj) +
1

2

d∑
j=1

||λBj ||2F +
d(n− 1)

2
.

Since

I +

d∑
j=1

λjAj =

d∏
j=1

(I + λBj),

we have
∑d

j=1Bj = A1 and
∑

1≤j<k≤dBjBk = A2. Continuing the estimation of

log ||P (λ)||F we obtain by Lemma 4.4 the following

log ||P (λ)||F ≤ tr Re (λA1) +
1

2
|λ|2

d∑
j=1

||Bj ||2F +
d(n− 1)

2

≤ tr Re (λA1) +
1

2
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2 +

d(n− 1)

2
.

Therefore,

log ||P (λ)||F ≤ tr Re (λA1) +
1

2
(||A1||2F − 2 tr ReA2)|λ|2 +

d(n− 1)

2
,

which is equivalent to the desired inequality.

Remark 4.9. Observe that both inequalities in Theorem 4.5 and Remark 4.8
are based on the same method: estimation of α

∥∥α−1I + λ(α−1B)
∥∥
F

, see e.g. (4.2).

In Lemma 4.3 the parameter α was chosen as
√
n while in Remark 4.8 α = 1. One

may seek for other values of α, that could give different bounds. Examples 4.6 and
4.7 are, however, discouraging, in this matter.

3. Szász type inequalities for functional calculus

In this Section we present one inequality for ∥p(A)∥F and two inequalities for
∥p(A)∥. In Proposition 4.10 the estimation depends on both the size of an matrix n
and the degree d of a polynomial p(λ). In the next Proposition 4.12 the estimation
is only dependent on the parameter d, while the last Theorem 4.14 contains the
estimation independent on both parameters n and d.
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Proposition 4.10. Let p(λ) = 1 +
∑d

j=1 ajλ
j ∈ C[λ] be a scalar polynomial,

which is stable with respect to the upper half-plane H0. Then the Frobenius norm
of the polynomial p(A) can be estimated from above as follows:

∥p(A)∥F ≤
√
nd exp

( 1

n
tr Re (a1A) +

1

2n
(|a1|2 − 2re a2)||A||2F

)
, A ∈ Cn,n.

Proof. Because of stability of polynomial p(λ) we can write p(λ) =
∏d

j=1(1 +

αjλ), where imαj ≤ 0 for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Then obviously, we have p(A) =∏d
j=1(I + αjA) and

∑d
j=1 αj = a1, and

∑
1≤j<k≤d αjαk = a2. We will use both

Lemma 4.3 (exactly d times) and Lemma 4.4 once again, but Lemma 4.4 will be
used in a scalar version this time, i.e. for n = 1.

log ||p(A)||F ≤ log

d∏
j=1

||I + αjA||F

=

d∑
j=1

log ||I + αjA||F

= d log
√
n+

d∑
j=1

log || 1√
n
I + α̃jA||F

≤ log
√
nd +

1√
n

d∑
j=1

tr Re (α̃jA) +
1

2

d∑
j=1

||α̃jA||2F ,

where α̃j := n−1/2αj for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Now, we obviously have
∑d

j=1 α̃j =

n−1/2a1 and
∑

1≤j<k≤d α̃jα̃k = n−1a2, so we can rewrite the right side of the

last inequality and then, using the scalar version of Lemma 4.4 (im α̃j ≤ 0 for
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}), estimate it further as follows:

log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (a1A) +

1

2
||A||2F

d∑
j=1

|α̃j |2

≤ log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (a1A) +

1

2n
(|a1|2 − 2re a2)||A||2F

Therefore, we obtain

log ||p(A)||F ≤ log
√
nd +

1

n
tr Re (a1A) +

1

2n
(|a1|2 − 2re a2)||A||2F

Taking the exponent on the both side of the above inequality ends the proof. □

In the next results, we move on to estimating the operator two-norm of p(A).
The proof of Proposition 4.12 is a modification of the proof of Proposition 4.10
above, but first we need a simple lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let A ∈ Cn,n \ {−I}. Then

log ||I +A|| ≤ ||A||.

Proof. The proof follows from the standard scalar inequality: log ∥I +A∥ ≤
log(1 + ∥A∥) ≤ ∥A∥. □
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Proposition 4.12. Let p(λ) = 1 +
∑d

j=1 ajλ
j ∈ C[λ] be a scalar polynomial,

which is stable with respect to the open upper half-plane H0. Then the operator
two-norm of the polynomial p(A) can be estimated from above as follows:

∥p(A)∥ ≤ exp
(
||A||

√
d(|a1|2 − 2re a2)

)
, A ∈ Cn,n.

Proof. As before, because of stability of polynomial p(λ) we can write p(λ) =∏d
j=1(1 + αjλ), where imαj ≤ 0 for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Then we have p(A) =∏d
j=1(I+αjA) and

∑d
j=1 αj = a1, and

∑
1≤j<k≤d αjαk = a2. Now, we use Lemma

4.11 (exactly d times) and the scalar version of Lemma 4.4 consecutively.

log ||p(A)|| ≤ log

d∏
j=1

||I + αjA||

=

d∑
j=1

log ||I + αjA||

≤
d∑

j=1

||αjA||

= ||A||
d∑

j=1

|αj |

≤ ||A||
(
d

d∑
j=1

|αj |2
)1/2

≤ ||A||
√
d(|a1|2 − 2re a2),

where the but last one inequality comes from the inequality of arithmetic and square
means. Therefore, we have an inequality

log ||p(A)|| ≤ ||A||
√
d(|a1|2 − 2re a2),

which is equivalent to the desired one after taking the exponent of its both sides. □

Remark 4.13. From the proof of the previous proposition, we can see that for
a stable with respect to the open upper half-plane polynomial p(λ) with p(0) = 1

the expression |a1|2 − 2re a2 =
∑d

j=1 |αj |2 ≥ 0 has always a non-negative value.

As one may observe, in Proposition 4.10 the estimate contained d and n while
in Proposition 4.12 the estimate contained d. We present now an estimate that is
independent on both d and n. Its proof is based on the von Neumann inequality

∥p(A)∥ ≤ sup
|z|≤1

|p(z)|,

where p(z) is a polynomial and ∥A∥ ≤ 1. For our purposes we will need the following
form

(4.7) ∥p(A)∥ ≤ sup
|z|≤∥A∥

|p(z)|,

where A is an arbitrary square matrix. To see this let us take any A ∈ Cn,n and
apply the classical inequality to the polynomial p̃(z) = p(z · ∥A∥) and the matrix
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A/||A||:
∥p(A)∥ = ∥p̃(A/ ∥A∥)∥ ≤ sup

|z|≤1

|p̃(z)| = sup
|z|≤∥A∥

|p(z)|.

Theorem 4.14. Let p(λ) ∈ C[λ] be a stable with respect to the open upper half-
plane H0 polynomial with p(0) = 1 and let A ∈ Cn,n be a complex square matrix.
Then the following inequality holds:

∥p(A)∥ ≤ exp
(
|a1| ∥A∥ +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re (a2)) ∥A∥2

)
.

Proof. As mentioned before, we use the general von Neumann inequality (4.7)
first. The next step is to use a scalar Szász inequality (cf. (1.3) in preliminaries).
The last inequality is simply obtained by taking the supremum under the exponent.

∥p(A)∥ ≤ sup
|z|≤∥A∥

|p(z)|

≤ sup
|z|≤∥A∥

exp
(
re (a1z) +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re (a2))|z|2

)
≤ exp

(
|a1| ∥A∥ +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re (a2)) ∥A∥2

)
.

This ends the proof. □

Let us recall that for any matrix A ∈ Cn,n the relation ||A||F ≤
√
n||A||

between the operator two-norm and the Frobenius norm holds. Below, we make a
comparison of global bounds presented in this Section.

The following example is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.

Example 4.15. Using the relation between norms mentioned above, we can get
estimations of ∥p(A)∥F from Proposition 4.12 and Theorem 4.14. All inequalities,
including one from Proposition 4.10, are listed here:

∥p(A)∥F ≤
√
nd exp

( 1

n
tr Re (a1A) +

1

2n
(|a1|2 − 2re a2) ∥A∥2F

)
,(4.8)

∥p(A)∥F ≤
√
n exp

(
∥A∥

√
d(|a1|2 − 2re a2)

)
,(4.9)

∥p(A)∥F ≤
√
n exp

(
|a1| ∥A∥ +

1

2
(|a1|2 − 2re a2) ∥A∥2

)
.(4.10)

Let us compare right-hand sides of these inequalities. Set n = 2 and d = 3. Our
goal is to find three different pairs of values for p(λ) and A such that each of these
inequalities gives the best upper-bound for ∥p(A)∥F in exactly one of the cases.
Then, take p(λ) = −(λ − 1)3 = −λ3 + 3λ2 − 3λ + 1, which is a stable polynomial
with respect to the open upper half-plane H0 with p(0) = 1. We have a1 = −3 and
a2 = 3. For

A =

[
1 1
1 1

]
, ∥A∥F = 2, ∥A∥ = 2

right-hand sides of (4.8), (4.9), (4.10) are equal 2
√

2, e6
√

2, e12
√

2, respectively.
Obviously, in this case the inequality (4.8) gives the best estimation of ∥p(A)∥F .

Next, for

A =

[
−1 1
1 −1

]
, ∥A∥F = 2, ∥A∥ = 2

r.h.s. of (4.8) - (4.10) are equal 2e6
√

2, e6
√

2, e12
√

2, respectively. This time,
second inequality (4.9) does the best.
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Now, put p(λ) = (λ− 1)2(λ+ 1) = λ3 − λ2 − λ+ 1. Again, p(λ) is stable with
respect to the open upper half-plane H0 and p(0) = 1. We see that a1 = a2 = −1.

For

A =

[
−1 0
0 −1

]
, ∥A∥F =

√
2, ∥A∥ = 1

r.h.s. of (4.8) - (4.10) are equal 2e5/2
√

2, e3
√

2, e5/2
√

2, respectively. Clearly, in
this case third inequality (4.10) gives the best upper bound for ∥p(A)∥F .





CHAPTER 5

Hyperstability of matrix polynomials in one
variable via stability of bivariate matrix

polynomials

In this Chapter we will proceed in the following way. Given a one-variable
matrix polynomial P (λ) of a degree 2 or 3, we construct different bivariate matrix
polynomials. We show that if one of those new polynomials is stable with respect
to some D2, then the original polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

1. Quadratic matrix polynomials

We present now one of the major outcomes of the current Thesis. It provides
several sufficient conditions for the hyperstability of a given univariate quadratic
polynomials. The conditions are formulated using only the classical notion of the
stability (not hyperstability!) of multivariate matrix polynomials.

Theorem 5.1. Let P (λ) = λ2A2 + λA1 +A0 be a quadratic matrix polynomial
and let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C. If at least
one of the following conditions holds:

(a) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z21A2 + z2A1 + A0 is stable with
respect to D2,

(b) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z1z2A2 +z2A1 +A0 is stable with
respect to D2 and 0 /∈ D,

(c) the multivariate matrix polynomial (z1, z2) 7→ z21z2A2 + z21A1 + z2A0 is stable
with respect to D2 and 0 /∈ D,

then the matrix polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. First observe that setting z1 = z2 = λ implies, in each case, that the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is stable with respect to D. In particular detP (λ) ̸= 0 on
D, hence it is regular. In the case (c) the stability of a polynomial λ 7→ λP (λ)
is equivalent to the stability of the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). To show that the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D, fix x ∈ Cn \ {0}. Below
by ⊥ we denote orthogonality with respect to the standard complex inner-product.
The proof in each case is similar, however, it requires certain adaptations and thus
we present all the details.

Assume (a) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that y ⊥ A2x, y ⊥
A1x and y ̸⊥ A0x, then

y∗P (λ)x = y∗A0x

and (2.1) is simply satisfied.

47
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Hence, further we assume that such a vector y does not exist, i.e., {A2x,A1x}⊥ ⊆
{A0x}⊥, equivalently A0x ∈ span {A2x,A1x}. Thus, we have

(5.1) A0x = α0A2x+ β0A1x

for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Next, we can write

P (λ)x = λ2A2x+ λA1x+ (α0A2x+ β0A1x) = (λ2 + α0)A2x+ (λ+ β0)A1x.

We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials λ 7→ λ2 + α0 or
λ 7→ λ + β0 is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(z1, z2) 7→ z21A2 +z2A1 +A0 is stable with respect to D2, we have that the equation

(z21A2 + z2A1 +A0)x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Substituting (5.1) we obtain that the equation

(z21 + α0)A2x+ (z2 + β0)A1x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. This implies that at least one of the scalar polyno-
mials λ 7→ λ2 + α0 or λ 7→ λ+ β0 has no roots in D and the claim follows.

If the polynomial λ 7→ λ2 + α0 is stable with respect to D, then similarly as
before we seek for a vector y such that y ̸⊥ A2x and y ⊥ A1x. If such a y exists,
we have

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)(λ2 + α0)

and condition (2.1) is satisfied. If such a vector y does not exist, we have {A1x}⊥ ⊆
{A2x}⊥ and consequently A2x = c1A1x for some constant c1 ∈ C. Then

P (λ)x = (c1λ
2 + λ+ c1α0 + β0)A1x

and since the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that A1x ̸= 0 and λ 7→ c1λ

2 + λ + c1α0 + β0 has no roots in D. Setting y = A1x
we have

y∗P (λ)x = (A1x)∗(c1λ
2 + λ+ c1α0 + β0)A1x = ∥A1x∥2(c1λ

2 + λ+ c1α0 + β0)

and (2.1) is again satisfied.
Similarly, if the polynomial λ+β0 is stable with respect to D, then we seek for

a vector y such that y ⊥ A2x and y ̸⊥ A1x. If such a y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)(λ+ β0)

and (2.1) is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have {A2x}⊥ ⊆ {A1x}⊥
and consequently A1x = c2A2x for some constant c2 ∈ C and

P (λ)x = (λ2 + c2λ+ α0 + c2β0)A2x.

As before, the scalar polynomial λ 7→ λ2 + c2λ+ α0 + c2β0 is stable and A2x ̸= 0.
Taking y = A2x we have (2.1) satisfied.

Assume that (b) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that y ⊥
A2x, y ̸⊥ A1x and y ⊥ A0x, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)λ

and (2.1) is satisfied, due to the assumption that 0 /∈ D.
Hence, in the rest of the proof of part (b) we assume that such a vector y does

not exist, i.e., {A2x,A0x}⊥ ⊆ {A1x}⊥, equivalently A1x ∈ span {A2x,A0x}. Thus,
we have

(5.2) A1x = α0A2x+ β0A0x
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for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Next, we can write

P (λ)x = λ2A2x+ λ(α0A2x+ β0A0x) +A0x = λ(λ+ α0)A2x+ (β0λ+ 1)A0x.

We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials λ 7→ λ(λ + α0) or
λ 7→ β0λ + 1 is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(z1, z2) 7→ z1z2A2+z2A1+A0 is stable with respect to D2 we have that the equation

(z1z2A2 + z2A1 +A0)x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Substituting (5.2) we obtain that the equation

z2 (z1 + α0)A2x+ (β0z2 + 1)A0x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. This implies that at least one of the scalar polyno-
mials λ 7→ λ(λ+ α0) or λ 7→ β0λ+ 1 has no roots in D and the claim follows.

If the polynomial λ 7→ λ(λ+ α0) is stable with respect to D, then similarly as
before we seek for a vector y such that y ̸⊥ A2x and y ⊥ A0x. If such a y exists,
we have

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)λ(λ+ α0)

and condition (2.1) is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have A2x =
c1A0x for some constant c1 ∈ C. Then

P (λ)x =
[
c1λ

2 + (c1α0 + β0)λ+ 1
]
A0x

and since the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that A0x ̸= 0 and c1λ

2 + (c1α0 + β0)λ+ 1 has no roots in D. Setting y = A0x we
have

y∗P (λ)x = (A0x)∗
[
c2λ

2 +(c2α0 +β0)λ+1
]
A0x = ∥A0x∥2

[
c2λ

2 +(c2α0 +β0)λ+1
]

and (2.1) is again satisfied.
Similarly, if the polynomial λ 7→ β0λ + 1 is stable with respect to D, then we

seek for a vector y such that y ⊥ A2x and y ̸⊥ A0x. If such a y exists then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A0x)(β0λ+ 1)

and (2.1) is satisfied. If such a vector y does not exist, we have A0x = c2A2x for
some constant c2 ∈ C and

P (λ)x =
[
λ2 + (α0 + c2β0)λ+ c2

]
A2x.

As before, the scalar polynomial λ 7→ λ2 + (α0 + c2β0)λ+ c2 is stable and A2x ̸= 0.
Taking y = A2x we have (2.1) satisfied.

Finally, assume that (c) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that
y ̸⊥ A2x, y ⊥ A1x and y ⊥ A0x, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)λ2

and (2.1) is satisfied, due to the assumption that 0 /∈ D.
Hence, further we assume that such a vector y does not exist, i.e., {A1x,A0x}⊥ ⊆

{A2x}⊥, equivalently A2x ∈ span {A1x,A0x}. Thus, we have

(5.3) A2x = α0A1x+ β0A0x

for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Next, we can write

P (λ)x = (α0λ
2 + λ)A1x+ (β0λ

2 + 1)A0x = λ(α0λ+ 1)A1x+ (β0λ
2 + 1)A0x.
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We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials λ 7→ λ(α0λ + 1) or
λ 7→ β0λ

2 + 1 is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(z1, z2) 7→ z21z2A2 + z21A1 + z2A0 is stable with respect to D2, we have that the
equation

(z21z2A2 + z21A1 + z2A0)x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Substituting (5.3) we obtain that the equation

z21(α0z2 + 1)A1x+ z2(β0z
2
1 + 1)A0x = 0

has no solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. This implies that at least one of the scalar poly-
nomials λ 7→ λ(α0λ + 1) or λ 7→ β0λ

2 + 1 has no roots in D. Otherwise, there
would exist λ1, λ2 ∈ D such that λ1(α0λ1 + 1) = β0λ

2
2 + 1 = 0. Since λ1 ̸= 0 we

would have α0λ1 + 1 = β0λ
2
2 + 1 = 0 and taking (z1, z2) = (λ2, λ1) ∈ D2, which is

a solution of the equation (1), a contradiction. Therefore, the claim follows.
If the polynomial λ 7→ λ(α0λ+ 1) is stable with respect to D, then similarly as

before we seek for a vector y such that y ̸⊥ A1x and y ⊥ A0x. If such a y exists,
we have

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)λ(α0λ+ 1)

and condition (2.1) is satisfied. If such vector y does not exist, we have {A0x}⊥ ⊆
{A1x}⊥ and consequently A1x = c1A0x for some constant c1 ∈ C. Then:

P (λ)x =
[
λ(α0λ+ 1)c1 + β0λ

2 + 1
]
A0x =

[
(α0c1 + β0)λ2 + c1λ+ 1

]
A0x

and since the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that A0x ̸= 0 and the polynomial λ 7→ (α0c1 + β0)λ2 + c1λ+ 1 has no roots in D.
Setting y = A0x we have

y∗P (λ)x = (A0x)∗
[
(α0c1 +β0)λ2 + c1λ+1

]
A0x = ∥A0x∥2

[
(α0c1 +β0)λ2 + c1λ+1

]
and (2.1) is satisfied again.

Similarly, if the polynomial λ 7→ β0λ
2 + 1 is stable with respect to D, then we

seek for a vector y such that y ⊥ A1x and y ̸⊥ A0x. If such a y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A0x)(β0λ
2 + 1)

and (2.1) is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have {A1x}⊥ ⊆ {A0x}⊥
and consequently A0x = c2A1x for some constant c2 ∈ C and

P (λ)x =
[
λ(α0λ+ 1) + (β0λ

2 + 1)c2

]
A1x =

[
(α0 + β0c2)λ2 + λ+ c2

]
A1x.

As before, the scalar polynomial λ 7→ (α0 + β0c2)λ2 + λ+ c2 is stable with respect
to D and A1x ̸= 0. Taking y = A1x we have (2.1) satisfied. □

2. Cubic matrix polynomials

From Theorem 2.7(ii) we know that the hyperstability of palindromic matrix
polynomials of degree three is equivalent to their stability. In addition to this,
we consider now polynomials of the form P (λ) = λ3A0 + λ2A2 + λA1 + A0. The
following Theorem delivers us cubic hyperstable polynomials of this form.

Theorem 5.2. Let P (λ) = λ3A0+λ2A2+λA1+A0 be a cubic matrix polynomial
and let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C. If at least
one of the following conditions holds:
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(a) the multivariate matrix polynomial

(z1, z2) 7→ (z31z
3
2 + z31 + z32)A0 + (z21z

3
2 + z21)A2 + (z31z2 + z2)A1 +A0

is stable with respect to D2 and −1, 12 −
√
3
2 i,

1
2 +

√
3
2 i ̸∈ D,

(b) the multivariate matrix polynomial

(z1, z2) 7→ z32A0 + z1z2A2 + z2A1 +A0

is stable with respect to D2 and 0 ̸∈ D,
(c) the multivariate matrix polynomial

(z1, z2) 7→ z1z
3
2A0 + z1z

2
2A2 + z22A1 + z1A0

is stable with respect to D2 and 0 ̸∈ D,

then the matrix polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. In this proof, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.2. Setting
z1 = z2 = λ leads in each case to the stability of the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ)
with respect to D. In particular, P (λ) is regular. In the case (a) the stability of
a polynomial λ 7→ (λ3 + 1)P (λ) is equivalent to the stability of the polynomial
λ 7→ P (λ). For the hyperstability of the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ) with respect to D,
fix x ∈ Cn \ {0}.

Assume that condition (a) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \{0} such that
y ̸⊥ A0x, y ⊥ A2x, y ⊥ A1x, then

(5.4) y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A0x)(λ3 + 1)

and the condition (2.1) is satisfied because of the fact that −1, 12−
√
3
2 i,

1
2 +

√
3
2 i ̸∈ D.

Otherwise, we have {A2x,A1x}⊥ ⊆ {A0x}⊥, which equivalently means that

A0x = α0A2x+ β0A1x

for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Thus we can write

P (λ)x = (α0λ
3 + λ2 + α0)A2x+ (β0λ

3 + λ+ β0)A1x.

Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in (a) we conclude that the
equation[

(z31z
3
2 + z31 + z32)A0 + (z21z

3
2 + z21)A2 + (z31z2 + z2)A1 +A0

]
x = 0

does not have solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Then the equation

(α0z
3
1z

3
2 + z21z

3
2 + α0z

3
1 + α0z

3
2 + z21 + α0)A2x

+ (β0z
3
1z

3
2 + z31z2 + β0z

3
1 + β0z

3
2 + z2 + β0)A1x

= 0

does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
λ 7→ α0λ

3 + λ2 + α0 or λ 7→ β0λ
3 + λ + β0 is stable with respect to D. If the

polynomial λ 7→ α0λ
3 + λ2 + α0 is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a

vector y ̸⊥ A2x and y ⊥ A1x. If such a vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)(α0λ
3 + λ2 + α0)

and the condition (2.1) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {A1x}⊥ ⊆ {A2x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A2x = c1A1x for some c1 ∈ C. Finally, we can write

P (λ)x =
[
(c1α0 + β0)λ3 + c1λ

2 + λ+ (c1α0 + β0)
]
A1x,
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where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). Now, we just take y = A1x to satisfy the condition (2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A1x||2
[
(c1α0 + β0)µ3 + c1µ

2 + µ+ (c1α0 + β0)
]
̸= 0

for µ ∈ D. If the polynomial λ 7→ β0λ
3 + λ + β0 is stable with respect to D, then

we seek in turn for a vector y ⊥ A2x and y ̸⊥ A1x. If such a vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)(β0λ
3 + λ+ β0)

and the condition (2.1) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {A2x}⊥ ⊆ {A1x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A1x = c2A2x for some c2 ∈ C. As before, we can
write:

P (λ)x =
[
(α0 + c2β0)λ3 + λ2 + c2λ+ (α0 + c2β0)

]
A2x,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). As previously, we take y = A2x to satisfy the condition
(2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A2x||2
[
(α0 + c2β0)λ3 + λ2 + c2λ+ (α0 + c2β0)

]
̸= 0

for µ ∈ D, which ends the proof in this case.
Assume that the condition (b) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \ {0} such

that y ⊥ A0x, y ⊥ A2x, y ̸⊥ A1x, then

(5.5) y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)λ

and the condition(2.1) is satisfied because of the fact that 0 ̸∈ D. Otherwise, we
have {A0x,A2x}⊥ ⊆ {A1x}⊥, which equivalently means that

A1x = α0A2x+ β0A0x

for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Thus we can write

P (λ)x = (λ2 + α0λ)A2x+ (λ3 + β0λ+ 1)A0x.

Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in (b) we conclude that the
equation [

z32A0 + z1z2A2 + z2A1 +A0

]
x = 0

does not have solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Then the equation

(z1z2 + α0z2)A2x+ (z32 + β0z2 + 1)A0x = 0

does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
λ 7→ λ2 + α0λ or λ 7→ λ3 + β0λ + 1 is stable with respect to D. If the polynomial
λ 7→ λ2 + α0λ is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a vector y ̸⊥ A2x and
y ⊥ A0x. If such vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)(λ2 + α0λ)

and the condition (2.1) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {A0x}⊥ ⊆ {A2x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A2x = c1A0x for some c1 ∈ C. Finally, we can write

P (λ)x =
[
λ3 + c1λ

2 + (c1α0 + β0)λ+ 1
]
A0x,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of stability of the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). Now, we just take y = A0x to satisfy the condition (2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A0x||2
[
µ3 + c1µ

2 + (c1α0 + β0)µ+ 1
]
̸= 0
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for µ ∈ D. If the polynomial λ 7→ λ3 + β0λ + 1 is stable with respect D, then we
seek in turn for a vector y ⊥ A2x and y ̸⊥ A0x. If such vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A0x)(λ3 + β0λ+ 1)

and the condition (2.1) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {A2x}⊥ ⊆ {A0x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A0x = c2A2x for some c2 ∈ C. As before, we can
write:

P (λ)x =
[
c2λ

3 + λ2 + (α0 + c2β0)λ+ c2

]
A2x,

where the polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of
the polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). As previously, we take y = A2x to satisfy the condition
(2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A2x||2
[
c2µ

3 + µ2 + (α0 + c2β0)µ+ c2

]
̸= 0

for µ ∈ D, which ends the proof in this case.
Assume that the condition (c) holds. If there exists a vector y ∈ Cn \ {0} such

that y ⊥ A0x, y ̸⊥ A2x, y ⊥ A1x, then

(5.6) y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A2x)λ2

and the condition(2.1) is satisfied because of the fact that 0 ̸∈ D. Otherwise, we
have {A1x,A0x}⊥ ⊆ {A2x}⊥, which equivalently means that

A2x = α0A1x+ β0A0x

for some α0, β0 ∈ C. Thus we can write

P (λ)x = (α0λ
2 + λ)A1x+ (λ3 + β0λ

2 + 1)A0x.

Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in (c) we conclude that the
equation [

z1z
3
2A0 + z1z

2
2A2 + z22A1 + z1A0

]
x = 0

does not have solutions (z1, z2) ∈ D2. Then the equation

(α0z1z
2
2 + z22)A1x+ (z1z

3
2 + β0z1z

2
2 + z1)A0x = 0

does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
λ 7→ α0λ

2 + λ or λ 7→ λ3 + β0λ
2 + 1 is stable with respect to D. If the polynomial

λ 7→ α0λ
2 + λ is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a vector y ̸⊥ A1x and

y ⊥ A0x. If such a vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A1x)(α0λ
2 + λ)

and the condition (2.1) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {A0x}⊥ ⊆ {A1x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A1x = c1A0x for some c1 ∈ C. Finally, we can write

P (λ)x =
[
λ3 + (c1α0 + β0)λ2 + c1λ+ 1

]
A0x,

where the polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). Now, we just take y = A0x to satisfy the condition (2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A0x||2
[
µ3 + (c1α0 + β0)µ2 + c1µ+ 1

]
̸= 0

for µ ∈ D. If the polynomial λ 7→ λ3 + β0λ
2 + 1 is stable with respect to D, then

we seek in turn for a vector y ⊥ A1x and y ̸⊥ A0x. If such a vector y exists, then

y∗P (λ)x = (y∗A0x)(λ3 + β0λ
2 + 1)
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and the condition (2.1) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {A1x}⊥ ⊆ {A0x}⊥,
which equivalently means that A0x = c2A1x for some c2 ∈ C. As before, we can
write:

P (λ)x =
[
c2λ

3 + (α0 + c2β0)λ2 + λ+ c2

]
A1x,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of stability of the
polynomial λ 7→ P (λ). As previously, we take y = A1x to satisfy the condition
(2.1):

y∗P (µ)x = ||A1x||2
[
c2µ

3 + (α0 + c2β0)µ2 + µ+ c2

]
̸= 0

for µ ∈ D, which ends the proof in this case and the whole proof is completed. □



CHAPTER 6

Operators preserving matrix hyperstability

In this Chapter we develop the theory of hyperstable matrix polynomials of
several variables. This, besides an independent interest, will later on serve as a tool
for showing the hyperstability of univariate matrix polynomials.

1. Basic operations

Let us list some basic operations on multi-variable matrix polynomials which
are hyperstable with respect to κ-th Cartesian power of an open half-plane with
the boundary containing the origin. Below

Hκ
φ =

{
(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cκ : im (zje

iφ) > 0 for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}
}

be the κ-th Cartesian power of the open half-plane Hφ.

Proposition 6.1. Let φ ∈ [0; 2π) be fixed. Then the following linear trans-
formations acting on the complex matrix polynomial space Cn,n[z1, z2, . . . , zκ] map
every hyperstable with respect to a product Hκ

φ matrix polynomial to hyperstable
with respect to Hκ

φ matrix polynomial:

(i) Permutation:

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ P (zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ))

for every permutation σ ∈ Sn.

(ii) Scaling:

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ P (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, azj , zj+1, . . . , zκ)

for any a ∈ R+.

(iii) Diagonalization:

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ P (zj , zj , . . . , zj , zj+1, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cn,n[zj , zj+1, . . . , zκ]

for every j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}.

(iv) Inversion (with rotation):

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ zdjP (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1,−e−2 iφ/zj , zj+1, . . . , zκ),

where the power d := degj P is the degree of a polynomial P with respect to
the variable zj.

(v) Specialization:

P (z) 7→ P (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, a, zj+1, . . . , zn) ∈ C[z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, zj+1, . . . , zn]

for any a ∈ Hφ, where z = (z1, z2, . . . , zn).

55
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Furthermore, differentiation

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ ∂P

∂zj
(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) ∈ Cn,n[z1, z2, . . . , zκ], j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , κ}

also preserves matrix hyperstability, provided that the entries of the partial deriva-
tive (∂P )/(∂zj)(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) are linearly independent polynomials.

Proof. For the proof of first property (1) we use an analogous property for
scalar polynomials (cf. Proposition 1.15, (1)). Let us fix x ∈ Cn \ {0} and note
that hyperstability (with respect to Hκ

φ) of the matrix polynomial P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ)
means that there exists y ∈ Cn such that the scalar polynomial

p(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) = y∗P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ)x

is stable with respect to Hκ
φ. It follows from Proposition 1.15, (1) that the polyno-

mial p(zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ)) is stable with respect to Hκ
φ. Since

p(zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ)) = y∗P (zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ))x,

we see that for the matrix polynomial P (zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ)) the vector y satisfies
the definition of hyperstability, i.e., P (zσ(1), zσ(2), . . . , zσ(κ)) is also hyperstable with
respect to Hκ

φ.
Similarly, properties (2)-(5) follow from the corresponding properties for scalar

polynomials (cf. 1.15, (2)-(5)) via the equations:

p(z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, azj , zj+1, . . . , zκ) = y∗P (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, azj , zj+1, . . . , zκ)x,

p(zj , zj , . . . , zj , zj+1, . . . , zκ) = y∗P (zj , zj , . . . , zj , zj+1, . . . , zκ)x,

zdj p(z1, z2, . . . ,−e−2 iφ/zj , . . . , zκ) = y∗
[
zdjP (z1, z2, . . . ,−e−2 iφ/zj , . . . , zκ)

]
x,

p(z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, a, zj+1, . . . , zκ) = y∗P (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, a, zj+1, . . . , zκ)x,

respectively. For a proof of the last property (6), it is sufficient to notice that the
set Cκ \Hκ

φ is separately convex with respect to each variable. Then the assertion
follows from our matrix version of the Gauss-Lucas Theorem, see Theorem 3.12.
This ends the proof. □

Example 6.2. Let us notice that, unlike in the scalar case, specialization

P (z1, z2, . . . , zκ) 7→ P (z1, z2, . . . , zj−1, a, zj+1, . . . , zκ)

may not preserve hyperstability for a ∈ ∂Hφ. Indeed, take a bivariate polynomial,
hyperstable with respect to the product H2

0

P (z1, z2) =

[
z1 0
0 z2

]
and insert z2 = a = 0. The obtained matrix polynomial

P (z1, 0) =

[
z1 0
0 0

]
is not hyperstable on any set, since for x = [0 1]⊤ we have y∗P (z1, 0)x = 0 for all
y ∈ C2.

Similarly, an analogue of Theorem 1.14 for matrix polynomials is not true, as
the following example shows.
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Example 6.3. Let us consider a sequence of matrix polynomials

Pk(z1, z2) =

[
z1 0
0 z2/k

]
= z1

[
1 0
0 0

]
+ z2

[
0 0
0 1/k

]
.

All of these polynomials have total degree equal one, they are hyperstable with
respect to the product H2

0 and the sequence Pk(z1, z2) converges coefficient-wise to
the matrix polynomial

P (z1, z2) =

[
z1 0
0 0

]
,

which is neither hyperstable with respect to H2
0 nor identically equal zero.

2. Polarisation preserves hyperstability

We will apply Theorem 1.16 to the case when Ω = Dκ, where D is an open
or closed disc or open or closed half-plane. Note that such an Ω is convex and the
assumptions on the total degree of p(z1, . . . , zκ) is not needed.

Let κ ∈ Z+ and let P (λ) = λdAd+λd−1Ad−1+· · ·+A0 be a matrix polynomial of
the degree d ≤ κ, we put Ad+1 = Ad+2 = · · · = Aκ = 0. We define the polarisation
operator Tκ of the polynomial P (λ) by

(6.1) (TκP )(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=

κ∑
j=0

(
κ

j

)−1

sj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ)Aj ,

where the symbol sj denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial

(6.2) s0(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) := 1, sj(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) :=
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ij≤κ

zi1zi2 . . . zij .

The polarisation operator Tκ defined above is a well known object in the theory of
scalar multivariate polynomials, see, e.g., [2]. Above we have extended its action
onto matrix polynomials. Note that the operator Tκ is injective with its image
being the set consisting of all symmetric multi-affine polynomials (with matrix
coefficients). We have the following result.

Theorem 6.4. Let κ ∈ Z+ and let the operator Tκ be defined by (6.1) above
with D being an open or closed disc or open or closed half-plane. Then, a one
variable matrix polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if a
κ-variable matrix polynomial (TκP )(z1, z2, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to Dκ.

Proof. Consider first the case n = 1. For that purpose, take a scalar poly-
nomial p(λ) and suppose that there exists a point (ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζκ) ∈ Dκ such that
(Tκp)(ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζκ) = 0. Since the polynomial (Tκp)(z1, z2, . . . zκ) is a symmet-
ric multi-affine polynomial, then from Theorem 1.16 we conclude that there exists
a point ζ0 ∈ D such that (Tκp)(ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζκ) = (Tκp)(ζ0, ζ0, . . . , ζ0). However,
note that (Tκp)(ζ0, ζ0, . . . , ζ0) = p(ζ0), which shows the forward implication. The
converse implication is obvious, as (Tκp)(λ, λ, . . . , λ) = p(λ).

Assume now that P (λ) is a matrix polynomial, hyperstable with respect to D.
Take an arbitrary vector x ∈ Cn \ {0}. By definition of hyperstability, there exists
y ∈ Cn \ {0} such that the scalar polynomial p(λ) = y∗P (λ)x is stable with respect
to D. By the first part of the proof, the polynomial (Tκp)(z1, . . . , zκ) is stable with
respect to Dκ. Observe that

(Tκp)(z1, . . . , zκ) = y∗ ((TκP )(z1, . . . , zκ))x,
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which shows that (TκP )(z1, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to Dκ. The converse
implication is again obvious. □

One may wonder if the following version of Theorem 6.4 is true: if P (λ) is stable
with respect to D, then (TκP )(z1, . . . , zκ) is stable with respect to Dκ. However,
this is not the case.

Example 6.5. We continue with the matrix polynomial P (λ) from Example
2.3. Again, the polynomial P (λ) is stable with respect to any D but

det((T2P )(z1, z2)) = det

[
1 z1+z2

2
z1+z2

2 z1z2 + 1

]
= 1 −

(
z1 − z2

2

)2

.

Hence, every ordered pair (µ1, µ2) with µ1−µ2 = ±2 is an eigenvalue, in particular
a matrix polynomial (T2P )(z1, z2) is not stable with respect to D2 = H2

0 .

We provide now a general tool for creating hyperstable univariate matrix poly-
nomials, based on the operator Tκ. Its applications will be given in the next Section.

Theorem 6.6. Let D be an open or closed disc or open or closed half-plane.
If a matrix polynomial P (λ) of degree d is hyperstable with respect to D, then
for any scalar polynomials p1(λ), . . . , pκ(λ), κ ≥ d, the matrix polynomial Q(λ) :=
(TκP )(p1(λ), . . . , pκ(λ)) is hyperstable with respect to E := p−1

1 (D)∩· · ·∩p−1
κ (D) ⊆

C.

Proof. Fix a nonzero vector x ∈ Cn \ {0}. By Theorem 6.4, the multivariate
polynomial (TκP )(z1, . . . , zκ) is hyperstable with respect to Dκ, i.e., there exists y ∈
Cn\{0} such that y∗(TκP )(z1, . . . , zκ)x ̸= 0 for all z1, . . . , zκ ∈ D. In particular, for
any λ ∈ C such that pj(λ) ∈ D (j = 1, . . . , κ) one has y∗(TκP )(p1(λ), . . . , pκ(λ))x ̸=
0. Hence, Q(λ) is hyperstable with respect to E. □

3. Polarisation and singularity

As it was shown above hyperstability of univariate matrix polynomials implies
its regularity. The notion of singular multivariate matrix polynomials is not yet
defined, and we restrict ourselves from defining it in this Dissertation. The reasons
of our hesitation can be found below.

Proposition 6.7. Let κ ∈ Z+ and A,B ∈ Cn,n. If det(λA+B) ≡ c ∈ C, then
detTκ(λA+B) ≡ c. In particular, if a matrix pencil λA+B is singular, then the
determinant of a κ-variable matrix polynomial Tκ(λA+B) is identically zero.

Proof. Since the determinant of a pencil λA + B is constant, it does not
depend on λ. In particular, we have

det

(
µ1 + · · · + µκ

κ
A+B

)
= c

for any µ1, . . . µκ ∈ C. However,

Tκ(λA+B)(z1, . . . , zκ) = (Tκ(λ)A+B) =
z1 + · · · + zκ

κ
A+B,

which clearly has constant in z1, . . . , zκ determinant. □

The proposition above extends only in some sense to polynomials of an arbitrary
degree, as the following Proposition and Example show.
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Proposition 6.8. If κ ∈ Z+ and P (λ) ∈ Cn,n
κ [λ], then a matrix polynomial

P (λ) is singular if and only if detTκ(P )(ζ, ζ, . . . , ζ) = 0 for all ζ ∈ C.

Proof. By the definition of singularity, the polynomial P (λ) is singular if and
only if detP (ζ) = 0 for all ζ ∈ C. Note that taking z1 = z2 = · · · = zκ = ζ we have
Tκ(P )(ζ, ζ, . . . , ζ) = P (ζ), then the assertion follows. □

Example 6.9. Let us return to the singular quadratic polynomial P (λ) from
the Example 1.35. Now, we calculate the value of the polarization operator T2 for
P (λ)

T2(P )(z1, z2) = T2

[
λ2 λ
λ 1

]
=

[
z1z2

z1+z2
2

z1+z2
2 1

]
,

and its determinant

det

[
z1z2

z1+z2
2

z1+z2
2 1

]
= − (z1 − z2)2

4
̸≡ 0.

We see that the determinant of a 2-variable matrix polynomial T2(P )(z1, z2) is not
identically zero, although detP (λ) is.





CHAPTER 7

Stability and hyperstability of some classes of
matrix polynomials

1. Basic methods for hyperstability

In this chapter, we will apply a few theorems concerning stability and hyper-
stability of matrix poylnomials developed in previous chapters of the Thesis. These
results provide examples of basic methods for proving hyperstability of certain poly-
nomials. First, let us deal with a relatively simple matrix polynomial, appearing in
[10, 17].

Proposition 7.1. Let P (λ) = λ3In +aInλ
2 +λbR+cR with R ∈ Cn,n positive

definite. If a > 1 and b > c then P (λ) is hyperstable with respect to the open right
half-plane Hπ/2.

Proof. It was showed in [17] that P (λ) is stable with respect to the open
right half-plane. Since P (λ) = (λ3 + aλ2)In + (λb + c)R, we can directly use
Theorem 2.7(ii) to show that it is also hyperstable with respect to Hπ/2. □

Chapter 2 can be illustrated with more complicated examples. Besides Theo-
rem 2.7, we can apply Proposition 2.5 as well. The following example presents how
we use them altogether in order to show hyperstability of a matrix polynomial with
a block upper-triangular structure.

Example 7.2. Let us consider the following 4×4 block upper-triangular matrix
polynomial

P (λ) =


λ 1
1 λ

λ4 − 1 λ2 − 1
λ2 + 1 1

0 0
0 0

λ− 1 0
0 λ+ 1

 .

Note that on the main diagonal of P (λ) we have two matrix pencils which are
stable, and consequently hyperstable with respect to the open upper half-plane
H0 (cf. Theorem 2.7(ii) for matrix pencils). According to Proposition 2.5 matrix
polynomial P (λ) is also hyperstable with respect to H0, regardless the fact that
the polynomial in the upper right corner of P (λ) is singular.

2. Hyperstability via bivariate stability

In this section we will apply two main theorems from Chapter 5. Recall that
it requires considering a bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) of a special form, satisfying
Q(λ, λ) = P (λ). For this polynomial Q(z1, z2) we only need to show it is stable
with respect to some D2. Then the linear algebra machinery from the proofs of
Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 shows that a matrix polynomial P (λ) is hyperstable with
respect to D, which is a stronger notion than stability, cf. Proposition 2.2. Note
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that the stability of the polynomial in question is in some instances obvious or was
shown before. However, by proving hyperstablity we gain some extra techniques,
developed in Chapter 2, that allow us to manipulate with the polynomial and receive
further results.

Stability of P (λ) below is almost obvious (follows from the subadditivity of the
norm), but showing hyperstability requires Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 7.3. Let A0, A1, A2 ∈ Cn,n and let D = {λ ∈ C : |λ| < r}, r > 0
be such that r ∥A1∥+r2 ∥A2∥ < σmin(A0). Then the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) =
z21A2 + z2A1 +A0 is stable with respect to D2 and consequently the regular matrix
polynomial P (λ) = λ2A2 + λA1 +A0 is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. Note that by definition, stability ofQ(z1, z2) implies stability of P (λ) =
Q(λ, λ). In particular, P (λ)is regular. We have∥∥z21A2 + z2A1

∥∥ < r ∥A1∥ + r2 ∥A2∥ < σmin(A0)

for (z1, z2) ∈ D2, which implies the stability of the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) =
z21A2 + z2A1 + A0 with respect to D2. Indeed, if for some (µ1, µ2) ∈ D2 and
x0 ∈ C2 \ {0} it was

(µ2
1A2 + µ2A1 +A0)x0 = 0,

we would have ∥∥(µ2
1A2 + µ2A1)x0

∥∥ = ∥A0x0∥ ,

which would lead us to

∥A0x0∥ ≤
∥∥µ2

1A2 + µ2A1

∥∥ ∥x0∥ < σmin(A0) ∥x0∥ .

The inequality

∥A0x0∥ < σmin(A0) ∥x0∥
is contradictory, because in fact the opposite inequality holds:

∥A0x∥ ≥ σmin(A0) ∥x∥

for all x ∈ Cn. Application of Theorem 5.1(a) finishes the proof. □

We want to present also second version of Proposition 7.3, which gives us the
same result, but from different inequality in the assumption.

Proposition 7.4. Let A0, A1, A2 ∈ Cn,n and let D = {λ ∈ C : |λ| ≥ r}, r > 0
be such that r ∥A1∥+∥A0∥ < r2σmin(A2). Then the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) =
z21A2 + z2A1 +A0 is stable with respect to D2 and consequently the regular matrix
polynomial P (λ) = λ2A2 + λA1 +A0 is hyperstable with respect to D.

Proof. As before, we have

∥z2A1 +A0∥ < r ∥A1∥ + ∥A0∥ < r2σmin(A2),

which implies the stability of the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) = z21A2+z2A1+A0

with respect to D2. Again, application of Theorem 5.1(a) ends the proof. □

Next, we present some stronger result for quadratic polynomials than one orig-
inating form Theorem 1.37. Namely, mentioned theorem says that they are stable
with respect to the right half-plane Hπ/2, but we are going to show their hyper-
stablity with respect to the right half-plane Hπ/2.
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Theorem 7.5. Let Rj ∈ Cn,n (j = 0, 1, 2) be Hermitian positive semi-definite
and let J ∈ Cn,n be skew-Hermitian. Assume that

kerR0 ∩ kerR1 ∩ kerR2 ∩ ker J = {0} .

Then the polynomial P̃ (z1, z2) = z1z2R2 + z2(J + R1) + R0 is stable with respect
to the Cartesian square of the open right half-plane H2

π/2. In consequence, P (λ) =

λ2R2 + λ(J +R1) +R0 is a regular polynomial, hyperstable with respect to Hπ/2.

Proof. We will make use of Theorem 5.1 (b), note that 0 ̸∈ D = Hπ/2.
Consider the polynomial

P̃ (z1, z2) = z1z2R2 + z2(J +R1) +R0,

and suppose it is not stable, i.e., P̃ (µ1, µ2)x = 0 for some (µ1, µ2) ∈ H2
π/2 and

x ̸= 0. Multiplying from the left by x∗ and taking the real part one obtains

(7.1) re (µ1)x∗R2x+ x∗R1x+ re

(
1

µ2

)
x∗R0x = 0.

Since both re (µ1) and re ( 1
µ2

) are positive and R2, R1, R0 are positive semi-definite,

we obtain x∗R2x = x∗R1x = x∗R0x = 0. Hence, R2x = R1x = R0x = 0. But this
implies that 0 = P̃ (µ1, µ2)x = Jx, a contradiction.

□

Example 7.6. Let us take

R0 =

1 1 0
1 2 1
0 1 1

 , R1 =

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 , R2 =

 2 −1 0
−1 2 −1
0 −1 2

 , J =

 0 1 2
−1 0 1
−2 −1 0

 .

We have σ(R0) = {0, 1, 3}, σ(R1) = {0, 3}, σ(R2) = {2 −
√

2, 2, 2 +
√

2}, hence
R0, R1, R2 are positive semi-definite. Moreover J∗ = −J , i.e. J is skew-Hermitian.
Note that kerR2 = {0} is trivial, therefore the condition kerR0 ∩ kerR1 ∩ kerR2 ∩
ker J = {0} is also satisfied. According to Theorem 7.5 a two-variable matrix
polynomial

P (z1, z2) = z1z2

 2 −1 0
−1 2 −1
0 −1 2

 + z2

 1 2 3
0 1 2
−1 0 1

 +

1 1 0
1 2 1
0 1 1


is stable with respect to H2

π/2 and a one-variable matrix polynomial

P (λ) = λ2

 2 −1 0
−1 2 −1
0 −1 2

 + λ

 1 2 3
0 1 2
−1 0 1

 +

1 1 0
1 2 1
0 1 1


is regular, hyperstable with respect to Hπ/2.

Remark 7.7. Let us note that the condition kerR1 ∩ kerR2 ∩ kerR3 ∩ ker J =
{0} is equivalent to the regularity of P (λ). For a proof, recall Theorem 1.39.

Remark 7.8. Note that although in the proof of Theorem 7.5, we multiplied
P (λ) from the left by x∗, nevertheless we have not shown there that the numerical
range of P (λ) is located outside the open right half-plane Hπ/2.
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Corollary 7.9. Let R ∈ Cn,n be Hermitian positive semi-definite, let J ∈
Cn,n be skew-Hermitian and let Q,A0, A2 ∈ Cn,n be such that Q∗A2 and Q∗A0 are
Hermitian positive semi-definite. Assume also that

ker(Q∗A0) ∩ ker(Q∗RQ) ∩ ker(Q∗JQ) ∩ ker(Q∗A2) = {0}.

Then the matrix polynomial P (λ) = λ2A2+λ(J+R)Q+A0 is a regular polynomial,
hyperstable with respect to the open right half-plane Hπ/2.

Proof. Firstly, observe that the matrices Q∗A0, Q
∗RQ, Q∗A2, Q

∗JQ satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem 7.5, i.e. Q∗A0, Q

∗RQ, Q∗A2 ≥ 0 and (Q∗JQ)∗ =
−Q∗JQ. Therefore, a polynomial λ2Q∗A2 +λ(Q∗JQ+Q∗RQ)+Q∗A0 = Q∗P (λ)I
is hyperstable with respect to Hπ/2. Secondly, we apply Lemma 2.4 and we get
hyperstability of P (λ) with respect to Hπ/2. □

Let us mention that in the following results, the argument of a complex number
λ ∈ C is taken such that Arg λ ∈ (−π;π] and, for the sake of simplicity, we set
Arg 0 := 0.

Theorem 7.10. Let Rj ∈ Cn,n (j = 1, 2, 3) be Hermitian positive semi-definite
and let A0 ∈ Cn,n be Hermitian and let G ∈ Cn,n be skew-Hermitian with − iG
positive semi-definite. Assume that kerG∩ kerA0 ∩ kerR1 ∩ kerR2 ∩ kerR3 = {0}.
Then the following holds:

(i) the multivariate matrix polynomial

P1(z1, z2) = (z31z
3
2 + z31 + z32)R3 + (z21z

3
2 + z21)R2 + (z31z2 + z2)R1 +A0 +G

is stable with respect to D2
1, where D1 = {λ ∈ C : 0 < Arg λ < π/6};

(ii) the multivariate matrix polynomial

P2(z1, z2) = z32R3 + z1z2R2 + z2R1 +A0 +G

is stable with respect to D2
2, where D2 = {λ ∈ C : 0 < Arg λ < π/3};

(iii) the multivariate matrix polynomial

P3(z1, z2) = z1z
3
2R3 + z1z

2
2R2 + z22R1 + z1(A0 +G)

is stable with respect to D2
3, where D3 = {λ ∈ C : 0 < Arg λ < π/4}.

In particular, P (λ) = λ3R3 + λ2R2 + λR1 + (A0 + G) is stable with respect to
D = {λ ∈ C : 0 < Arg λ < π/3}.

Proof. We show only (i), the proofs of (ii) and (iii) are similar. Suppose that
the matrix polynomial P1(z1, z2) has an eigenvalue (µ1, µ2) ∈ D2

1. Thus there exist
a nonzero vector x ∈ Cn \ {0} such that

(7.2) (µ3
1µ

3
2 + µ3

1 + µ3
2)R3x+ (µ2

1µ
3
2 + µ2

1)R2x+ (µ3
1µ2 + µ2)R1x+ (A0 +G)x = 0.

Multiplying by x∗ and taking the imaginary part of both sides of the equation above
we obtain

(x∗R3x) im (µ3
1µ

3
2 + µ3

1 + µ3
2)

+ (x∗R2x) im (µ2
1µ

3
2 + µ2

1)

+ (x∗R1x) im (µ3
1µ2 + µ2) − x∗(iG)x

= 0.
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Note that by assumption x∗R3x, x
∗R1x, x

∗R2x,−x∗(iG)x ≥ 0 and since 0 <
Arg µ1,Arg µ2 < π/6, we have

im (µ3
1µ

3
2 + µ3

1 + µ3
2), im (µ2

1µ
3
2 + µ2

1), im (µ3
1µ2 + µ2) > 0.

Therefore, we have x∗R3x = x∗R2x = x∗R1x = x∗(iG)x = 0 and consequently
R3x = R2x = R1x = Gx = 0. Due to the equation (7.2) we have A0x = 0, a
contradiction. The ‘In particular’ part follows by substituting λ for z1 and z2 in
(ii). □

The authors of [17] have shown that a regular cubic matrix polynomial with all
coefficients Hermitian positive semi-definite is stable with respect to D = {λ ∈ C :
−π/3 < Arg λ < π/3}, cf. 1.36 in the preliminaries. Below, we present a connected
result as a collorary from Theorem 5.2 and 7.10(ii). Directly from these theorems,
we obtain the following result.

Corollary 7.11. Let Rj ∈ Cn,n (j = 0, 1, 2) be Hermitian positive semi-
definite, then the polynomial P (λ) = λ3R0 + λ2R2 + λR1 + R0 is hyperstable with
respect to D = {λ ∈ C : 0 < Arg λ < π/3}. Note that each scalar cubic polynomial
with non-negative coefficients is stable with respect to D.

3. Hyperstability through polarisation

We show now how a polarisation operator may be used to increase the degree
of the polynomial. The price for which is narrowing the set D.

Corollary 7.12. Let Rj ∈ Cn,n (j = 0, 1, 2) be Hermitian positive semi-
definite, and let J ∈ Cn,n be skew-Hermitian. Then the matrix polynomial Q(λ) =
λ3R2 +(λ2 +λ)(R1 +J)+R0 is a regular cubic matrix polynomial, hyperstable with
respect to the angle E = {λ ∈ C : −π/4 < Arg λ < π/4} \ {0}.

Proof. By Theorem 7.5 we obtain the polynomial P (λ) = λ2R2 + 2λ(R1 +
J) +R0 hyperstable with respect to the open right half-plane Hπ/2. We apply now

Theorem 6.6 with p1(λ) = λ2, p2(λ) = λ obtaining

(T2P )(z1, z2) = z1z2A2 + (z1 + z2)A1 +A0

so that (T2P )(λ2, λ) = Q(λ). Finally, observe that the angle E is precisely the set
p−1
1 (Hπ/2) ∩ p−1

2 (Hπ/2) from Theorem 6.6. □

The operator T2 may be used to increase or decrease the degree of a poly-
nomial, i.e., obtain higher or lower degree polynomial from the given polynomial
P (λ). In Corollary 7.12, we get a qubic polynomial from the quadratic hyperstable
polynomial P (λ). Let us take now an opposite action and use T2 to obtain the
linear polynomial (matrix pencil) from P (λ) of degree 2.

Corollary 7.13. Let Rj ∈ Cn,n (j = 0, 1) be Hermitian positive semi-definite,
and let J ∈ Cn,n be skew-Hermitian. Consider a matrix pencil P (λ) = λ(R1 +J) +
(R0 + aJ), where a ≥ 0. Then the eigenvalues of P (λ) are contained in the closed
left half-plane H 3

2π
.

Proof. The case a = 0 was considered in [17]. Now take a > 0 and define
a matrix polynomial P (λ) = λ2R1

a + λ · 2J + R0, note that it clearly satisfies the
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assumptions of Theorem 7.5. Hence it is hyperstable with respect to Hπ/2, and by
Theorem 6.4 the matrix polynomial

(T2P )(z1, z2) = z1z2
R1

a
+ (z1 + z2)J +R0

is hyperstable with respect to H2
π/2. In particular, if we set z2 = a and replace z1

by λ, then we obtain the original polynomial λaR1

a + (λ + a)J + R0 = λA1 + A0

being stable with respect to Hπ/2. □
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