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PREFACE 3

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 Szdsz inequality
(0.1) [p(V)] < exp(la]|A] +3(la1 [* + Jaz])|A?), A eC.

The inequality holds for stable scalar polynomials p(\) = agA%+---+ay; A +1 of one
complex variable, i.e. polynomials without the roots in the open upper half-plane
H,, 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 Kosinski 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 Brandén, The Lee-Yang and Pdlya-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 Michal Wojtylak, the methods of [12] and
[2] could be successfully applied in the area of matrix polynomials, i.e., polynomials
of the form
POA) = MAg+ M1 A0 + -+ Ay,

where Ag, A1,..., Ay are complex square matrices and A 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 Matriz 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
A — det P(X)) 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 € C™\ {0} there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that for
all A € D we have y*P(\)x # 0, see Definition 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 Szdsz inequality. The former
one generalises nicely using our hyperstability concept:

THEOREM. Let D C C be a nonempty open or closed set such that C\ D is
convezx. If a matriz polynomial P(\) is hyperstable with respect to D and the entries
of its derivative P'(\) are linearly independent polynomials over C, then the matriz
polynomial P'(\) is also hyperstable with respect to D.

Generalising the Szdsz inequality 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 [1.0]
and [477] 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()\) satisfies
the assumptions of original Szdsz inequality and A € C™". For a comparison of
these bounds see Example

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 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 and Theorem [3.12] The fourth Chapter offers a variety of Szasz-type
inequalities in the matrix case, for example:

1
1PV < 2exp ()\H A1 = A2 45| + 2)\|2||A12> ., AeC,

where P(\) = AMAg + -+ + AA; + I, is a matrix polynomial with the numerical
range contained in some half plane H.,.

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 (presented below) and

THEOREM. Let P(\) = A2A5+ AAy + Ag be a quadratic matriz 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 matriz polynomial (21, 22) — 23 Ag + 29 A1 + Ag is stable with
respect to D?,

(b) the multivariate matriz polynomial (21, z2) > 212242+ 20 A1 + Ay is stable with
respect to D? and 0 ¢ D,

(c) the multivariate matriz polynomial (21, 29) + 2320As + 27 A1 + 22 A0 is stable
with respect to D? and 0 ¢ D,

then the matriz polynomial A — P()\) 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 or Theorem

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 Szymanski and Michal 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 Szymanski and Michal Wojtylak, The Szasz 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 (Theorem3.12))
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 Szasz 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. Michal
Wojtylak for his patience and priceless clues in my research. I also would like to
thank a lot Prof. Lukasz Kosinski 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[A] = {P(\) = X0 MA; : A, Ay,..., Ag € C™"}
Dt :={xecC":y*x=0forally € D}, DCC"

o(A) - the set of eigenvalues of A € C™"

|z|| == Va*z, z € C"

| Al := y/maxo(A*A), AeCm™n

A o= \/tr (A" A), AeCmn

diag(a,aq,...,a) = [a;;] € C™", where a;; = d;;a; for i,j € {1,...,n}
A* - the conjugate transpose of A
Ad B := [‘61 g] (also for non-square matrices A, B)

Omin(A) := y/mino(A4*A)

Ag(X) = maxa(x%x*

A < B <= B — A is positive semi-definite

W(A) :={z*Az: 2 € C" and z*z =1}, AeC™"

W(P(\) :={AeC:2*P(A\)z =0 for some z € C"\ {0}}, P(A)€C™"[)
reA=(A+A)/2, imA=(A—N)/(2i), AeC

ReAd:=(A+ A*)/2, ITm A := (A — A*)/(2i), AeC™"

Arg X :=1 € (—m; 7] such that ¢ € arg A, for A € C\ {0}, Arg 0:=0

H, :={X € C:im(Xe'?) > 0}, where ¢ € [0;27)

Hy={ € C:imX > 0}

Hf = {(z1,22,...,2:) € C* :im(z;€'?) > 0for all j € {1,2,...,K}}

AzV)) :={weC: (21,0, 2j—1, W, Zj41, ..., 2) € A} for AC CF

U, - the group of unimodular matrix polynomials with coefficients size n x n
convA - the smallest (with respect to inclusion) convex set containing A
Ck[A] - the vector space of complex polynomials with degree less or equal to k € Z4

So(#1,22, -+, 20) =1, 8j(21,22,...,25) i= Z iy iy + e+ 2
1<i1 <2< <i; <K
TI{ : (Cz’n[/\] - (Cn,n[zl, 22y v s Zl-c]
K K —1
(TuP)(21, 22y« 21) = Z ( ) sj(z1,22, ..., 26)A;
=0 M
Definitions

stable polynomial: Definition [I.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

univariate matrix polynomial stable (hyperstable) with respect to D: Defini-
tion 211

multivariate matrix polynomial stable (hyperstable) with respect to D: Defini-
tion 2111

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[\] we denote
the set of one variable complex scalar polynomials. Analogously, C[z1, 22, . . ., 2x],
where k € Z, stands for the set of k-variable complex scalar polynomials. Similar
notation is used for matrix polynomials. Let n € Z, denote a size of a square
matrix. By C™"[\] we mean the set of one variable complex matrix polynomials
with coefficients of size nxn and by C™™[z1, 22, . . ., 2] we mean the set of k-variable
complex matrix polynomials with coefficients of size n x n. For scalar coefficients
we use lower case letters and for matrix coeflicients - upper case letters.

DEFINITION 1.1. We say that a scalar polynomial p(A) € C[)\] is stable with
respect to a nonempty set D C C if and only if it has no roots in D. More generally,
we say that a scalar multi-variable polynomial p(z1, 22, ..., 2,) € Clz1, 22, ..., 2,] is
stable with respect to a nonempty set D C C* (or shortly D-stable) if and only if
p(21,29,...,24) #Z 0 for all (z1,29,...,24) € D.

For stability with respect to the open upper half-plane Hj, 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(A) =
a)?+bA+a with a # 0. Let A\, Ao denote the roots of the polynomial p(\). We have
the following equivalence: the polynomial p(\) is stable with respect to the open
upper half-plane Hy if and only if A1, Ao € R. Only the forward implication requires
an argument, hence, assume that the polynomial p(\) is stable with respect to Hp.
By Vieta’s formula for the product of the roots we have Ao = 1/A;. Therefore,
im Ay = —im A1 /|1, which implies im A;im Ay = —(im A1)?/|A1] < 0. On the other
hand, stability implies that im A;im Ay > 0. Thus, im A; = 0 and im Ay = 0.

Further, we have the second following equivalence: A, A2 € R if and only
if there exists a real number p such that || > 2 and b = pa. Indeed, assume
first that A1, A2 € R and that b = pa with some complex number p. Then, by
the Vieta’s formula for the sum of roots, u = —(A; + A2) € R. Furthermore,
lu| = [A1+ X2| = |A1 +1/\1| > 2 from the elementary inequality: 22 + 1 > 2z valid
for all x € R. For the converse implication note that

p(N) = aX? + bA +a = ad® + par + a = a(\2 + p\ + 1),

and the discriminant of a polynomial in parentheses from the last equation equals
u? — 4, which is non-negative, since u € R and |u| > 2.

7
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Summing up, we combine two above equivalences and obtain that the polyno-
mial p()\) is stable with respect to the open upper half-plane Hy if and only if there
exists a real number p such that |p| > 2 and b = pa.

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,.. ., 2x) is
multi-affine if and only if its degree with respect to each variable z; (j =1,...,k)
is less or equal to one. Further, we say that p(z1,...,z;) is symmetric if and only
if any permutation of the variables z1, ..., 2, leaves p(z1,..., 2x) intact.

2. Gauss-Lucas Theorem
Recall the following classical result.

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

{AeC:p'(\) =0} Cconv{) € C:p(A) =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,..., zx)
and j € {1,2,...,x} let 20) denotes ordered (x — 1)-tuple of coordinates obtained
from z by omitting the coordinate z;. For a subset A C C* and a fixed z € C* let
us define the section of A determined by z() as follows

(1.1) A9 :={w e C: (21,...,2j_1,W, 241, -, 2x) € A}.

DEFINITION 1.5. We call aset A C C* separately conver in C* if the set A(2(9))
is a convex subset of the complex plane for all j € {1,2,...,k} and all z € C*.
Because an intersection of two separately convex sets in C” is again a separately
convex set in C®, we can define the separately conver hull of a set A C C” as the
smallest separately convex set containing A; we denoted it by conv,(A).

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

THEOREM 1.6. Let j € {1,2,...,k}. If p € Clz1,22,..., 24 is a multivariate
polynomial with nonzero j-th partial derivative Op/0z;, then

(1.2) (682)_1(0) C conv, (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 [2I]. However, it seems very
technical to generalise the results of [21] onto matrix polynomials.

3. The Classical Szasz inequality

At the end of this Section we present the strong Szdsz inequality which will
be improved later, in Section The classical inequality discovered by O. Szasz
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bounds a stable polynomial p(\) = agA\? + ag_ 1AL + -+ a A+ 1 € C[\] with
p(0) =1 in terms of its first few coefficients:

[PV < exp(las|lzA] + 3(Jasl* + [a2)|A]*), A€ C.
Later on the inequality was improved by de Branges [4, Lemma 5] to
1

(1.3) Ip(N)] < exp(re (a1 M) + §(|a1|2 — 2re (a2))|)\|2)7 AeC
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|? applied several times.

THEOREM 1.7. Let p(A) = agA\? + ag_1A\¥" 1 + -+ a1 A+ 1 € C[)\] be a stable
polynomial, where p(0) = 1. Then, the following inequality holds:

1
Ip(\)| < exp(re (a1 \) + §(|a1|2 —2reas)|A]%).

Moreover, the inequality is sharp on the imaginary axis for stable polynomials p €
R[\] with real coefficients and p(0) = 1. Namely, for c¢i1,co € R such that v :=
1(c} — 2co) > 0 there eist stable polynomials p,(A) =1+ 1A+ coA? + -+ € R[]
satisfying the following condition:

lim [p, (iy)| = exp(yy®) for all y € R.
n—oo
In Chapter [ 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 and Definition
will be studied further.

EXAMPLE 1.8. Below there are a few simple examples of H{-stable polynomials:

(i) the monomials (21, 22,...,2n) — H?zl 25,
(ii) linear polynomials (21, 22, ..., 2,) = >_;_; a;2; with positive coefficients a; €
Ry,

(iii) a polynomial p(21,22) = ¢ — 2122, where ¢ is a positive constant, is H3-stable
(lf 21,29 € Ho, then Z122 ¢ R+ U {0})

Note that a polynomial g(z1,22) = ¢ + 2122 is not Hj-stable, since it has a zero

(21,22) = (ci,i) belonging to the Cartesian square HZ of the open upper half-plane.

We have the following criterion of Hg-stability, which allows us to verify Hg-
stability of a multivariate polynomial through checking Hy-stability of its univariate
restriction on some complex lines, cf. Lemma 16.3 in [28].

PROPOSITION 1.9. Lett be a complex variable. A polynomialp € Clzy, 22, . . ., zp]
is H-stable if and only if for every e € R and every x € R™ the univariate re-
striction t — p(te + x) is a Hy-stable polynomial.

There is one fundamental (and highly non-trivial) example of a H'-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 € C™™ be a Hermitian matrix and let By, Bs, ..., B, €
C™™ be any positive semi-definite matrices. Then the determinantal polynomial

p(21, 22, ..., 2n) = det (A + Z szj>
j=1

is a Hy-stable polynomial with real coefficients.

Another remarkable theorem says that in the two-variable case determinantal
polynomials are only Hg3-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 € Rlx,y] be a bivariate polynomial
of total degree d. If the polynomial p is HZ-stable, then there exist real symmetric
d x d positive semi-definite matrices A, B and a real symmetric d x d matriz 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. Tt turns out that in a general case, all H3-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 € Clzy, 23] be a bivariate polynomial of degrees n and
m with respect to the variables z1 and za, respectively. If the polynomial p has no
zeros in bidisk D?, then there exist a constant ¢ and an contractive matriz D such
that

(1.4) p(21,22) = cdet(I — DA(z1, 22)),
where A(z1, z2) = 21 (I, ® 0p) + 22(0, & Iy,).

Knese converted the above bidisk formula to a formula related to an open
upper half-plane Hy, 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, 22] is a stable with respect to the product HE
polynomial of total degree d, then there exist d x d matrices A, By, By and a constant
c € C such that

(i) ImA := (A — A*)/(2i) > 0,
(11) BlaBQ > 07
(ili) By + By =1,
(iv) p(z1,22) = cdet(A + 21 By + 22Bs).

Now we claim that Hg-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,...,Dk, -+ € Clz1, 22, ..., 2] be a sequence of HJ -
stable polynomials of bounded total degree and assume that pr — p coefficient-wise
as k — oo. Then either the limit polynomial p is Hg - 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 H, := {A € C:
im (Ae??) > 0} is an open half-plane with the boundary containing the origin and
HJ is its n-th Cartesian power.

PROPOSITION 1.15. Let ¢ € [0;27) be fized. Then the following linear trans-
formations acting on the complex polynomial space Clz1, 22, ..., zn] map every Hg-
stable polynomial to another Hj-stable polynomial or to zero:

(i) Permutation:
p(zla R2y ey ZTL) = p(ZO'(l)7 Ra(2)r - Zo’(’n))

for every permutation o € S,.

(ii) Scaling:
P(21, 22, 2n) = (21, 22, o+, 221,02, Zj4+1,y - - Zn)

for any a € Ry.

(iii) Diagonalization:
P21, 22,y 2n) = D(25, 245 -0, 24, Zj41y - - -5 Zn) € Cl2, 241, - -+, 20

forany j € {1,2,...,n}.

(iv) Inversion (with rotation):

p(21,22, .y 2n) — Z;ip(21,227 2o, —e_QiW/zj,sz, ceeyZn),

where the power d := deg, p is the degree of a polynomial p with respect to the
variable z;.

(v) Specialization:
p(2) = p(z1,22, .., 2j—1,0,Zj41, ..., 2n) € Clz1, 22, ..., Zj—1, Zj41, - - -, Zn)

for any a € Fg,, where z = (21,29, ..., 2n).
(vi) Differentiation:

0
p(21, 22,y 2n) a7p(z1,z2, cooyzn) €Cla1, 22, ..., 2n), 1€ {1,2,...,n}.
J
As the full proof is hard to find in the literature (cf. Lemma 1.7 in [2]), we
present it here for completeness.

PRrROOF. For a proof of (i) it is enough to see that a permutation of variables
21, 22, . - -, Zn 18 a bijection between a region HJ of the n-dimensional complex space
C™ and itself. Similarly, (ii) follows from the fact that scaling by a constant a € R
is a bijection of the half-plane H, on itself. The property (iii) is an immediate
consequence of the definition of the stability notion. To prove the property (iv)
note that if A\ € H,, then f(\) = —e 21¢/\ € H, as well, as the function f is a
superposition of the inversion A — —1/)\ and the rotation A — A\e=21¥ around the
origin by the angle —2¢. Regarding property (v), the case a € H, follows straight
from the definition of the stability notion. For the case a € 0H,, we should use
the limiting argument of Theorem m The last property (vi) becomes an easy
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corollary from Gauss-Lucas Theorem (see Theorem , when we notice that the
complement C\ H,, of the half-plane H,, 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 [0} Let x € Z4, consider the
following standard polarization operators T}, : C.[A\] — C[z1, 22, . . ., 24] given by
the formulas:

K -1
K
(Tup)(z1,22, ..., 25) i= Z <j> a;s;(z1,22, ..\ 2),

=0

where the polynomial p(\) = agA? +aqg 1A%~ + -+ ag € C.[\] has degree d < &
and the symbol s; denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial

so(z1, 22, ..., 26) =1, sj(21,22,...,2s) 1= Z 23y Zig -+ Zie
1<) <ip < <ij <K

It is well known, that these operators preserve stability of scalar polynomials,
see Proposition 3.4 in [2] and Theorem in case of 1 x 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 Szego (cf. [T, 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-Szego) Let p € C|z1, 22, . . ., 25] be a symmetric
multi-affine polynomial and let (y, (s, ..., (; be points in some circular domain D.
If the total degree of polynomial (21, 29, ..., 2x) = p(21, 22, . .., 2x) equals K or the

domain D is a convex set, then there exists a point (y € D such that

p(C15Cas - -+ Ce) = (G0, Cos - - -5 G0)-

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(\) = A4, + \¥"1A4, | +
<o+ Ag € C™"[A], where Ay # 0, a regular polynomial if and only if the function
A — det P()\) is a nonzero scalar polynomial. Otherwise, the polynomial P()) is
called a singlular polynomial. In the regular case, we call a vector z € C™ \ {0} an
eigenvector of the polynomial P(\) if and only if there exists Ao € C such that

P()\Q)JZ =0.

Then such complex number Ag is called an eigenvalue of the polynomial P())
corresponding to the eigenvector z. Note that for a regular matrix polynomial P())
being an eigenvalue is equivalent to being a root of the scalar polynomial det P(\).
In particular, when det P(\) = const. # 0 we refer to the regular polynomial P(\)
as to an unimodular polynomial.
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ExAMPLE 1.18. The polynomials

b 3 1o 7]

are regular, the latter being additionally unimodular, while the polynomials
0 0 A2
0 o]” (A 1

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

are singular.

THEOREM 1.19. (Smith canonical form) Let P(X) € C™"[A] be a matriz poly-
nomial of a degree d € Z U {0}. Then there exist unimodular polynomials U(X) €
C™™[\] and V(X) € C™"[A] such that

diag (31(/\), s2(N), ..., s,.()\)) Or s (n—r)

UNPAV(A) = =:5(N),
O(mfr)xr ‘ O(m*T)X(n*"')
where 0 < r < min{m,n} and the entries s1(\), s2(N), ..., s.(X) € C[A] are uniquely
determined monic scalar polynomials such that sj11(N)|s;(N) forj € {1,2,...,r —

1}.

DEFINITION 1.20. The quasi-diagonal polynomial matrix S(A) € C™"[)\] is
called the Smith canonical form of the polynomial P()\) and the monic polynomials
s1(N), s2(A), ..., 8-(A\) are called the invariant factors of P(\). Their roots are
called finite eigenvalues of P(\) and in the case of a regular matrix polynomial they
coincide with eigenvalues as defined in Definition We say that P(\) has an
eigenvalue at infinity oo if and only if its reversal polynomial R(\) := A?P(1/)) has
an eigenvalue at zero. Moreover, the Smith canonical form S(X) of the polynomial
P(\) is unique.

THEOREM 1.21. (characterization of invariant factors) Let P(X) € C™"[A]
be a matriz polynomial and let S(\) be its Smith canonical form. Set po(A) = 1.
For 1 < j < min{m,n} set p;j(A\) = 0 if all minors of the polynomial P(X\) of
order j are equal to zero and take p;(\) as the greatest common divisor of all mi-
nors of P(\) otherwise. Then the number r of invariant factors of P(X) is the
largest integer such that p.(A\) # 0, i.e. r = rank P(\) and the invariant fac-
tors s1(A), s2(A), ..., 8-(N\) of the polynomial P(X) are ratios of consecutive greatest
common diwvisors p,.(A), pr—1(N),...,po(A):

_ (V)

SJ(A)— m fO’I” j€{1,2,...,7‘}.

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:

A—pu 1
>‘_/~L n,n
T (A) = € C™™[Al,
1
A—p
1 A
1 n,n
No(X) = e CV"[),
o
1
1 0 0 1
B,(A) == A - e C AL
1 0 0 1

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

THEOREM 1.22. (Kronecker canonical form) Let E, A € C™™ be any matrices.
Then there exist non-singular matrices S € C™™ and T € C™™ such that

SOAE-AT = ZXN &6 TN
& Nyy(N) @ dN, ()
& B,y (N)@---@B,, (N
T T
® B, (\)@- - aB, (\)
© Omxn
where p, q, 7,8 € ZLU{0}, p1,P2, -+, Ppy 01,02, 0gy T1, T2, ooy Try W1, W2, . .., Ws €

Zo, M,N€Zy or M =N =0 and A\, \a, ..., \, € 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(\) =
AE — A. The values Aq, Ag, ..., A\, are the finite eigenvalues of the pencil AE — A as
defined in Definition [I.20] Furthermore, A\g = oo is an infinite eigenvalue of AE — A
if and only if zero is an eigenvalue of AA— E. The last statement holds exactly when
s # 0. For m = n (p = ¢ in this case), infinity A\g = oo is an eigenvalue of a matrix
pencil AE — 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 Ag € C U {oo} of
a matrix pencil AE — A is called the algebraic multiplicity of A\g. A matrix pencil
P(A\) = AE—A € C™"[)\] is called regular if and only if m = n and det(AE—A) # 0
for some A\ € C; otherwise it is called singular. A matrix pencil AE — A is regular
if and only if it has no bidiagonal blocks B, and B;'—k 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 € C™™ be any
square matrices. Then there exist unitary matrices QQ, Z € C™™ such that there is a
strict equivalence between a matriz pencil P(\) = AA+ B and some upper-triangular
matriz pencil, namely

Q"(MNA+B)Z=)S+T,

where matrices S, T € C™" are upper-triangular.

REMARK 1.25. The upper-triangular matrix pencil AS + T is called the gen-
eralised Schur canonical form of the pencil P(X). If s;; = t;; = 0 for some
j € {1,2,...,n}, then P()\) is singular. Otherwise, it is regular and the set of
its eigenvalues (including infinity co) is precisely the set consisting of all quotients
s;i/t;; 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 € C™" there exist an upper-triangular matrix S € C™" and a
unitary matrix @ € C™" such that Q7 1A4Q = S (Q~! = 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 € C™™ be a square matrix. A subset
W(A):={2"Az : 2 € C" and z*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 € C™™ be arbitrary square matrices. The follow-

ing properties hold:

(i) W(A) is a compact subset of C;
) W(A) is a convex subset of C;
) WA+ al)=W(A) + « for alla € C;
) W(aA) = aW(A) for all a € C;
) W(ReA) =reW(A), where reW(A) = {rez:z € W(A)};
vi) o(A) C W(A), where the symbol oc(A) denotes the spectrum of the matriz A;
i) W(A+ B) C W(A)+ W(B);
) W(U*AU) = W (A) for any unitary matriz U € C™";
) W(A) = conv(a(A)) for any normal matriz A € C™".

Another important fact, which we use in the proof of Szasz-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 € C™™ be an arbitrary square matriz. The following
inequalities hold

1
7 I14ll; < w(a) < |4,

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

DEFINITION 1.29. Let P(X\) € C™"[\] be a square matrix polynomial. A subset
(1.5) W(P(\) :=={XxeC:2*"P(A\)x =0 for some x € C"\ {0}}

of the complex plane C is called the numerical range of the matrix polynomial

P(N).

REMARK 1.30. In the case, when P(A) = A, — A is a matrix pencil, where
E = I, the set W (P) reduces to the numerical range of a matrix A € C™". 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(\) = NAg+ X141 + -+ Ag € C*"[)] be a
matriz polynomial, where Aq # 0. Then, the following conditions hold:
(a) the numerical range W(P) contains all zeros of the function A — det P()\),
(b) the set W(P) is a closed subset of the complex plane C,
(¢) if Q(A) := P(A+ ), then W(Q) = W(P) — « for all a € C,
(d) for the reversal polynomial Q(\) := A Ag + X¥"1A; + .-+ Ay € C¥"[)\] of the
polynomial P(X) we have W(Q)\ {0} ={u=t € C:pe€ W(P), u#0},
(e) for each n x m matriz S with rank .S = m < n we have W(S*PS) C W(P).

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

. 1 0 1 0 A—1 0
EXAMPLE 1.32. Consider P(A) = A {0 _J - {0 1} = { 0 h J.
Then, assuming without loss of generality that z*x =1,
2* PNz = [z12(A — 1) + |22)* (=X — 1) = (2]z1 > = 1)A — L.
Hence, '
W(P):{relae((f:rzl, 0=0 or 0 =m},
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(\) = MNAg+ A" 1A, 1 + -+ Ag € C"[)] be a

matriz polynomial, where Aq # 0. Consider the following conditions:

(a) the polynomial P(\) is singular,

(b) all coefficients Ay, A1, ..., Aq have a common isotropic vector x € C™*\ {0}, i.e.
z*Ajx =0 for all j €{1,2,...,d},

(¢) the numerical range of the polynomial P(X) fully covers the complex plane:
wW(P) =C.
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Then (a) = and (B) = (d). Moreover, for matriz pencils P(\) = AA; + Aoy
also (ja) = (]E[) holds.

PROOF. First implication (b)) = follows from the fact that det P(A) = 0
for all A € C and from the condition @ of Proposition Second implica-
tion (B) = is a consequence of the equation z*P(\)x = :17*(2?:0 NAjx =
Z?ZO(x*ij)/\j = 0 and Definition 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 2 @ and 2 @ we have the following counterexample of a matrix
pencil, see [13] Example 2.1]:

0 0 1 0
P(X\) =X [2 O] + {O _J )
which is regular, since det P(A) = —1 # 0, and satisfies the condition W (P) = C,
but its coefficients have no common isotropic vector z € C? \ {0}.

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

ExampLE 1.35. To show that @ =+ (]ED consider the singular matrix polyno-

mial
210 0 1 00
P()\)—)\{O 0+>\1 ol Tlo 1l
Taking z = [z x2]" € C? we obtain that #*A;z = 0 if and only if z; = 0 and
x*Agx = 0 if and only if o = 0. Therefore, all coefficients Ag, A1, A2 do not have
a common isotropic vector z € C2\ {0}. Also (b)) % (&) and it is sufficient to take

P(A):A[_Ol (1)]+[(1) 01].

as a counterexample. This matrix pencil is regular, since det P(\) = (A — 1) # 0,
and each nonzero real vector € R? \ {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 [/l 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 Ay, Ay ..., Ag are Hermitian positive semi-definite matrices,
then the eigenvalues of the matriz polynomial P(\) = N Ag+ 1Az 1+ +Ap €
C™™[A] are located in the angle {\ € C:|Arg M| > =/d} U{0}.

The second one comes from [15].

THEOREM 1.37. If Ag, Ao, %(Al + AY) are Hermitian positive semi-definite,
then the eigenvalues of the quadratic matriz polynomial P(\) = A2 As + A A; + Ag €
C™™[A] are located in the closed left half-plane F%ﬂ.

The third one comes again from [17].
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THEOREM 1.38. If Ay, Ay, Az, A3 are Hermitian positive definite and As > As,
Ay > Ag, then the eigenvalues of the cubic matriz polynomial P(\) = \3Az +
A2As + ANAL + Ag € C™"[)\] are located in the open left half-plane Hs ..

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

THEOREM 1.39. Let k € Zy and j € {0,...,k}. If P(\) = =M J + Y5 i,
with J, Ag, ..., A, € R™™ JT —J, Al = A; >0 fori € {0,...,k}, then the
matriz polynomial P()\) is singular, i.e. det P(\) = 0, if and only if ker JNker AgN
-+~ Nker Ay # {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(\) € C™"[)\] be a regular matrix polynomial. We say
that the polynomial P()\) is stable with respect to D if and only if a scalar function
A — det P(\) does not have zeors in D. Further, we say that the polynomial P())
is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if for all x € C™ \ {0} there exists
y € C™\ {0} such that

(2.1) y*P(p)x #0 for all pe 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(\) € C™"[\] be a matriz polynomial and let D be
a monempty 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(X) is hyperstable with respect to D;
(c) the polynomial P(X) is stable with respect to D.

Then @ = (]ED = .

PRrROOF. 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 p € D and for all x € C™ \ {0} there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that
y* Pl 0. O

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

ExaAMPLE 2.3. Let us take

s o o 91 )

19
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Then det P(A) = 1, hence the matrix polynomial P()) is stable with respect to any
open or closed subset D of the complex plane C. However, taking x = [0 1]T and
arbitrary y = [y; yo] | yields
Yy PNz =T\ +Ta(A2 + 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 y» = 0 and we have
one root A = 0 or y3 # 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()) is stable, but not hyperstable on D. Replacing A by a) + 3 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(\ —1) is stable, but not
hyperstable, with respect to the upper half-plane Hy.

Observe, that the polynomial P(aX + 8) (« # 0) has infinity as an eigenvalue,
i.e., the leading coefficient diag(0,a?) 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 below.

Let us recall two notions of equivalence for matrix polynomials, cf. [5]. We say
that matrix polynomials P(\), Q(A) € C™"[A] are equivalent if there exist matrix
polynomials U(X),V(A) € C™™[\] with constant nonzero determinants such that
P(A\) = UMNQA\)V(N). We say that the polynomials P(A\) and Q(X) are strictly
equivalent if, additionally, the polynomials U(A) and V(\) 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 € C™" be any matriz and let S € C™™ be invertible. If Q*P(\)S is hyperstable
with respect to D, then P()\) 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 First, however, we
need to show some properties of hyperstability, connected with (block) upper-
triangular matrices.

PROPOSITION 2.5. Let P(\) € C™"[)] be a matriz polynomial and let D be an
open or closed subset of the complex plane C. Assume that the polynomial P(\) is
strictly equivalent to a block upper-triangular matriz polynomial

Pi(A) - Pim(N) m
(2.2) : P\ € CHRN D Tk =m,
Prm () =t
with the diagonal entries being hyperstable with respect to D. Then the polynomial
P(X) is hyperstable with respect to D.

PROOF. As strict equivalence preserves hyperstability, we may assume with-
out loss of generality that the polynomial P()) is of the form . Take z =
[ @ ... .2, ]T # 0, with z; € Ck and let » € {1,2,...,m} denote the in-
dex of the last nonzero z;. Let y, € CF \ {0} be such that the polynomial

yr P (AN)a, is stable with respect to D. Taking y = [ 0...0y0...0 ]T we obtain
y* PNz = yf P (N)a,, which is stable with respect to D.
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d

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-]]
below.

THEOREM 2.7. Let P(A) € C™"[)\] be a matriz polynomial and let D be a
nonempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C, then the following holds.

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

(ii) If P(A) = p(A)A + q(N\)B with some scalar polynomials p(A),q(\) € C[A] and
A, B € C™™ (in particular: if P(X) is a matriz pencil), then it is hyperstable
with respect to D if and only if it is stable with respect to D.

PrOOF. Consider a matrix polynomial P()) stable with respect to D. It
follows from the assumption on P(\) that there exist invertible matrices U,V € C™"
such that
p1i(A) - pia(N)

Utp(vT = : :
Prn(A)

with a stable upper-triangular matrix polynomial on the right-hand side of the equa-
tion. Hence, the scalar polynomials on the diagonal p11(A),p22(N), ..., Pan(N) €
CI]\] are stable with respect to D. By Proposition P(A) is hyperstable with
respect to D.

(i) 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 A — p(A\) A+q(A\)B

to be strictly equivalent to an upper-triangular. Hence, the claim follows from
(). O

REMARK 2.8. Note that an arbitrary matrix polynomial P(\) € C™"[)] is
equivalent to an upper triangular matrix polynomial (with V() = I,,), see [5]
Chapter VI]. E.g., the polynomial from Example satisfies the following equality:

o =Bl

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 . 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 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(A)P(A)F(X), where E(M), F(X) € U,,. We study this problem in more detail, by
investigating orbits {E(A)P(A)F(X) € C*"[A] : E(X), F(\) € Uy} of hyperstable

matrix polynomials.

PROPOSITION 2.9. Let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex
plane C, P(X) € C™"™[\] be an arbitrary matriz polynomial and S(X) € C™™[\] be
its Smith canonical form. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) there exists a hyperstable (with respect to D) element of the orbit {E(XN)P(A)F(\) €
C™™[A] : E(N), F(X\) € Uy} of the polynomial P()\),

(b) the polynomial P(X) is stable with respect to D,

(c) the Smith form S(\) of the polynomial P(X) is stable with respect to D,

(d) the Smith form S(\) of the polynomial P(X) is hyperstable with respect to D.

PROOF. (a)) = (b) Since a matrix polynomial E(A)P(A)F()) is hyperstable
with respect to D for some unimodular transformations E(\), F(\) € U, 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()) is stable with respect to D.

(]ED = We know that the Smith form S(\) is equivalent to the polynomial
P(\) which is stable with respect to D. Since unimodular equivalence preserves
stability, the Smith form S()) is also stable with respect to D.

(c) = @ This implication becomes obvious, when we recall Theorem [2.7(fil). Since
the Smith form S(\) 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(A) belongs to the orbit of the
polynomial P(\), the last implication follows. a

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 matriz polynomial P(X) € C™"[\] such that each element of its orbit
{E(AN)PN)F(X\) € C™™[A] : E(N\),F(\) € U} 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(\) with square coefficients of the size n x n. If the polynomial P()\)
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()\) is
hyperstable with respect to D and take its Smith canonical form S()). Since the
Smith form S()) is equvalent to the stable with respect to D polynomial P()\) and
unimodular equvalence preserves stability, then the Smith form S()) is also stable
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with respect to . Thus, we have:

s1(N) 0 0
SO = . ]
0 0 sn(\)

where s;11(A)]s;(A) for all j € {1,2,...,n—1}.
From hyperstability of the Smith form S(\) with respect to D, we conclude

stability of each invariant polynomials s1(A), s2(A),. .., s,(A\) with respect to D.
Now, let d := deg(s1/s2) + 2 and put

1 A 0 ... 0

(1) (1) 8 AT XML 0 L0
EN=|. . . |and F)=]| 0 0 1 0
00 ... 1 : Lo

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

1 A
AL 4
Because E(X), F(A) € C™"[\] and det E(\) = det F(\) = 1, so we have E(\), FI(\) €
U,. Tt is easy to check that

det F(\) =

-

[si(\) 0 0 ... 0 1 A0 ... 0
0  s(A) 0 ... 0 M=o 1 0 ... 0
EMNSWF()) = 0 0 s3(A) ... 0 0 0 1 ... 0
o 0 0 sa(N)] | 0 0 0 1
I 81(>\) A81(>\) 0 0
A lsy(A) (A 4+ 1)s2(A) 0 0
_ 0 0 s3()) 0 |,
0 0 0 sn(N)
which yields for z = ey =[01...0]:
ps1(p)
(1" +1)s2(n)
yEWSWFWr = [B1 B2 Fseoo T 0
0

= Tissa(p) +Ta(n” +1)sa(n).
We will show that for all y € C™ \ {0}, there exists u € D such that 7, us; () +
To(u? + 1)s2(p) = 0. Since so(N)|s1(\) and sa(p) # 0 for all p € D, then the
above claim is equivalent to the following one: for all y € C™ \ {0}, there exists
p € D such that 7, pu(s1/s2)(1) + Yo(pud + 1) = 0. If yo = 0, then it is sufficient
to take p = 0 to satisfy the last condition. If yo ## 0, then a scalar polynomial
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p(A) = Ty A(51/52)(A) + 7o (A? + 1) has degree equal to d. Let Aj, Aa,...,A\q be
all its complex roots. The first and the last coefficient of the polynomial p(X)
are both equal to y,. Thus, from the Vieta’s formula on the product of roots,

we have A\jAz...\g = (=1)% and consequently |Ai|-|A2| ... - [Ag| = 1. Among
complex numbers Aq, A2, ..., \; there is a number with the minimum module, say
Am (m € {1,2,...,d}). Because [Ap|? < [Ai] - [Xof - oo [Aa] = 1, 50 [N < 1.

Hence, the polynomial p()\) has a root pr = Ay, in the disk D. In consequence, we
have proved that the matrix polynomial E(X)S(X)F(X) is not a hyperstable (with
respect to D) element of the orbit of the polynomial P()).

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(aX + B), where a, € C and « # 0, instead of the polynomial P(X) and the

proof is completed. O

3. Multivariate hyperstable polynomials

DEFINITION 2.11. Let x € Z, and let D be any nonempty open or closed
subset of the complex space C®. We say that a multivariate matrix polynomial
P(z1,...,25) € C™"[z1,..., 24| is stable with respect to D if and only if for all
(w1, ws,...,w,) € D and for all z € C™\ {0} there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that

(2.3) y* P(wy,wa, ..., we)x # 0.

Further, we say that P(z1,...,z2.) is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if for
all z € C™\ {0} there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that

(2.4) y*P(wy,wa,...,wg)x # 0 for all (wy,ws,...,w;) € D.

EXAMPLE 2.12. Let us examine diagonal multivariate polynomials. Let n € Z,
and consider the matrix polynomial

21 0 0
0 z9 0
Pz, 520)=| . . )
0o 0 ... z,

We can see, directly from the last definition, that P(z1,...,2,) is hyperstable with
respect to (C\ {0})". Indeed, because z € C" \ {0} we have z; # 0 for some
j € {1,2,...,n}. For such = we take y = e; (j-th vector of the canonical basis)
and then y*P(z1,...,2,) = T1Y121 + T2Pa22 + -+ + TpT,2n = ;2; # 0 for all

(21,...,2n) € (C\ {O})™.

Next proposition is a multi-variable analogue of Proposition [2.5]

PROPOSITION 2.13. Let P(z1,...,2;) € C""[z1,..., 2] be a k-variable matriz
polynomial and let D be a nonempty open or closed subset of the complex space C*.
Assume that the polynomial P(z1,...,2.) is strictly equivalent to a block upper-
triangular matriz polynomial, i.e.

Pu(zl,...,z,.ﬂ) le(Zl,...,ZK)
(2.5) PN =S : T,

Prm (21,0, 25)
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where Pij(21,...,25) € CFokilzy, . 2.], k1 +ka+ -+ + ky =n and S, T € C™"
are invertible. If the diagonal entries are hyperstable with respect to D, then the
polynomial P(z1,...,z:) is hyperstable with respect to D as well.

PROOF. We may assume without loss of generality that S = T = I. Take
v =[x ..., ]T # 0, with z; € C% and let r € {1,2,...,m} denote the
index of the last nonzero x;. Let y, € C* \ {0} be such that the polynomial

Y P (21, ..., 25)x, is stable with respect to D. Taking y = [ 0...0y,0...0 ]T
we obtain y*P(z1,...,2k)T = Yt P (21, ..., 25)xy, which is stable with respect to
D. U

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 z; on the main diagonal,
25 on the super-diagonal, etc. is hyperstable with respect to the set (C\{0})xC"~1:

Z1 22 23 ... Zn

0 zZ1 R2 ... Zn—1

_ 10 0 2z ... Zh_
P(z1,...,2,) = 1 n—2
0o 0 0 ... 21

It is due to Preposition|2.13] because the diagonal entry p(z1,. .., zx) = 21 is astable
polynomial with respect to (C\ {0}) x C"~! (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 C is such that C\ D is convez, and p()\) is non-constant
and stable with respect to D, then p'(\) 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

Py = [ YO0 ) ]

where ¢(\) has its roots outside D and p’()) is non-constant and has some of its
roots inside D. Then

det P(V) = (), det P/(3) = —p/(\),
i.e., the polynomial P()) is stable with respect to D but its derivative P’()) 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[A].

THEOREM 3.3. Let D C C be a nonempty open or closed set such that C\ D
is convex. If a matriz polynomial P(X\) is hyperstable with respect to D and the
entries of its derivative P'(\) are linearly independent polynomials, then the matric
polynomial P’(\) is also hyperstable with respect to D.

PRrROOF. Fix a nonzero x € C™\ {0}. As P()) is hyperstable with respect to
D, there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that a scalar polynomial p(\) = y*P(\)x has all
roots in C\ D. Note that the polynomial p’(A) = y*P’(A)z is a non-trivial linear
combination of the entries of P’()), hence p’()) is a nonzero polynomial. As C\ D
is convex, by Theorem p’(A) has all roots in C\ D. O

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

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

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

EXAMPLE 3.5. We specify and modify the polynomial P(\) from Example
Let D = {z € C: |z| > 1}, ¢(A\) = X%, p(A\) = A3 — 4\, Consider a perturbed
polynomial

P.(\) = [ ) a0 } _ { N -0 }

Fix € > 0 sufficiently small, so that P.(A) has still its eigenvalues inside the unit
disc D and P!()) has still its eigenvalues outside the closed unit disc D. This choice
of ¢ is possible due to the continuity of zeros of a polynomial with respect to its
coefficients. Thus, the polynomial P/()) is not hyperstable on D. Further, note
that s ,
, 4N° — 6N 3\ —4
Ps(/\) - |: 1 46)\3 :l )

which clearly has linearly independent entries. By Theorem the polynomial
P.()\) is not hyperstable with respect to D. Further, note that the leading coeffi-
cient of this polynomial is the invertible matrix diag(1, ), 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
1 A A0
(3.1) Pl()\) = |:)\2 /\3:| s and PQ()\) = l:O 1:| .
Then the entries of P;()\) are linearly independent polynomials (over the field C),
but P;(A) is singular. The polynomial P5(\) 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 matriz polynomial P()\) 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'(\) are linearly independent polynomials, then the matriz polynomial
P'()\) is regular.

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

ExaAMPLE 3.8. Let

o[ §-
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Then P{(A) = Pi(A) (see Example [3.6), which is clearly a singular polynomial,
though its entries are linearly independent polynomials. In particular, Py(\) 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 A1, A2, ..., g of a polynomial p € C[A] of degree d > 2 lie in the
closed unit disk D, then for every j € {1,2,...,d} there is a root & of p' such that
[E—Nl <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()\) is larger or equal than 2. When presenting a similar construction
as above we would have to guarantee that y*P(\)z 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

A9 i={w e C: (21,...,2j_1,W, 241, .., 2x) € A}.

DEFINITION 3.10. Let k € Z4 \ {1} and j € {1,2,...,k}. We say that a subset
A of the complex space C* is separately convex with respect to the j-th variable in
C* if and only if the set A(z)) is a convex subset of the complex plane C for all
z € C"r.

ExaMPLE 3.11. Let
D =C*\{(z1,22) : |z1] <1, |22 <1}

We have (C?\ D)(z(M) = {21 € C : (21,22) € C>\ D}. When |z| < 1, then
(C?2\ D)(2M) = {21 € C: |z| < 1}. When |23 > 1, then (C?\ D)(z(V)) = (. In
both cases, (C2\ D)(2(!)) 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 k € Z4 \ {1}, j € {1,2,...,k} and let D C C" be a
nonempty open or closed set such that its complement C* \ D is separately con-

vex with respect to the j-th variable in C*. If a matriz polynomial P(z1,...,2s) €

C™"[z1, ..., 2] is hyperstable with respect to D and the entries of its partial deriv-

ative ‘gf_ (21,...,2x) are linearly independent polynomials, then %(zh ceyZi) 18
J J

hyperstable with respect to D as well.

PrROOF. Fix x € C"\ {0}. As P(z1,...,z;) is hyperstable with respect to D,
there exists y € C™ \ {0} such that a scalar multivariate polynomial

p(21, -y 20) =Y P(21,...,20)2
is stable with respect to D. Note that
dp

aizj(Zl,...,Z,i)

L oP

=Y 87%(21,...72,@)1'
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is a non-trivial linear combination of the entries of 2—5(21, ..., 2x), hence the poly-

nomial %(zl, ..., %) is nonzero. To finish the proof it is enough to show that it
J
is stable with respect to D. Consider the univariate polynomial

Co (W) :=p(21, .o 25—, W, Zjg 1, - -5 Zi),s

where w € D(21)) and 2() is arbitrary, fixed. By definition, if w € D(2)), then
the point (z1,,...,2j—1,w, Zj41,...,2x) belongs to D. As p(z1,...,z2.) is stable
with respect to D, we have that ¢, (w) is stable with respect to D(z()). Since

g—g(zl, ..., 2x) is nonzero, ¢, (w) is non-constant. Further, note that

(C*\ D)(=) = C\ D(zV).

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

respect to D(z9)) for any 2() € C*~1. Hence, the scalar polynomial %(21, ey ZR)
J
is stable with respect to D. Indeed, if %(21, ..., %) had a zero ((1,...,(s) € D,

we would have ¢’ ((;) = 0 for (; € D(¢Y), which is impossible. This finishes the
proof.
O

REMARK 3.13. Let us notice we have proved a result stronger than the one of
Kanter [I1], see Theorem above. Indeed, let us take a scalar k-variable polyno-
mial p. As n =1, by definition (see Definition hyperstability is equivalent to
stability and linear independence of entries is equivalent to dp/0z; being nonzero.
Regarding a set D, we take D = C*\ conv,(p~*(0)). Then C*\ D = conv,(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 C* \ conv,(p~1(0)), we
receive from the above Theorem stability of its partial derivative dp/0z; with
respect to C* \ conv, (p~1(0)), which means that desired inclusion in Theorem
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 C? \ Hg, which is separately convex with
respect to the first variable. It is clear, because (C%\ HZ)(zM) = {z € C :
(21,22) € C?\ HZ} is equal to C, when imzy < 0 and equal to C\ Hp, when
imzo > 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 H3:

2
P(z1,290) = ﬁ)l z%} .
Its hyperstability follows directly from the definition (cf. Definition . Indeed,
we have y*P(z1,29)x = xlylzf + J;ngz%. Therefore, when z; # 0, we take y =
er = [1 0]" to get y*P(z1,22)x # 0 for all (21,22) € HZ and when x5 # 0, we
take y = ex = [0 1] T to satisfy the condition y* P(z1, zo)x # 0 for all (21, 20) € H2.
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Now, let us calculate first order partial derivative of the polynomial P(z1, z2) with
respect to the variable z1:

8P o 221 0
B 1) = [ 0 0] '

The last polynomial is not hyperstable with respect to HZ. As above, we have
y*(OP/021) (21, 22)r = 2219,21. Clearly, for x = [0 1] there is no y € C2\ {0}
such that y*(0P/0z1)(z1,22)x # 0. A reason why it happens is the fact that the
entries of (OP/0z1)(#1, z2) are linearly dependent and the assumption of their linear
independence in Theorem has been violated.






CHAPTER 4

Szasz-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 ||-|| r is the Frobenius norm. Further,

H,:={\eC:im(Ae'?) >0}, ¢ € [0;2n),

in particular Hj is the open upper half-plane.

1. Employing numerical range

Let X be any matrix. The symbol Ay (X) below denotes the largest (possibly
negative) eigenvalue of the Hermitian matrix X"'TX* Note that

X+ X
(4.1) g (X) = Hmuax1 x* (_;) x = Hm”f:mxl(rex*Xx).
THEOREM 4.1. Consider a matriz polynomial P(\) = MAg + --- + M\A; +
I, € C»"[\]. If the numerical range W (P) is contained in some half-plane H,,
v € [0;2m), then

1
IPOV]| < 2exp (/\H M= A24,] + 2|>\|2A1||2> , AeC.

PRrROOF. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the numerical range
of P()\) is contained in the open upper half-plane Hy. 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 A € C

[PV < 2 max 2" P(\)|

= 2 HInHaX1 INz*Agx + -+ Ax* Ayx + 1

1
< 2 HmHajcl exp <re (x* Az ) — re (z* Asz) | \|? + 2|x*A1x|2|)\|2> =

1
= 2 HmHa_x1 exp <re (z* (ML — |2 A2)z) + 3 HA1||2 |)\2> ,
where the second inequality follows from (|1.3) applied to x*P(\)x. Taking the
maximum under the exponent and applying (4.1]) we see that the assertion follows.

O

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

33
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ExXAMPLE 4.2. Consider a matrix polynomial of the form

P =p Y]

with d > 3. Then P(0) = I, and P()\) is hyperstable with respect to any set
D C C (cf. Theorem [2.5). However,

ROk
POV = = 1P Wl =1+ L,

Hence, as A; = Az = 0, there can not be any global bound on ||P(\)|| of Szész
type.

The last thing we can do here is to compute the numerical range of P(\).
Let z € C?\ {0}. We have z*P(\)z = |21|® + |22|? + AZT122. In particular, for
x1 = 2 = 1, we see that the numerical range of P()\) is not contained in any
half-plane.

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

2. Employing factorizations

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

[Allp =V tr (A*A)

instead of the usual operator norm [|A[| = sup, = [|[Az[. We begin with two
lemmas.

LEMMA 4.3. Let A € C»"\ {—n~"Y2I}. Then

1 1 1
log I+ A <—trReA+§||AH%.

Vi T Ve

Proor. Using the inequality log(1l + z) < z, x € (—1;00), one obtains

logH I—i—AH 1ogH I—&—AH

= %log tr [(71—&-14)*(%]—1-14)]
= %logtr( \FA+TA*+A*A)

1 2
= ilog(l + %trReA—i- I|A]|%)

1 2 ,

1
= —trRed+ =||A
NG || |-

The following lemma is a contribution of the Author of the Thesis.
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LEMMA 4.4. Let By, Ba,...,Bq be n xn complex matrices such that Im B; <0
forje{1,2,...,d} andlet || - || denotes the Frobenius norm of a matriz. Then:
d d ,
ZHBJ-H% < ||ZBj|;F —2trRe Z B;By.
j=1 j=1 1<j<k<d
PROOF. Observe that
d 2 d d
B = w(XBYB)
j=1 " j=1 k=1
d
= u(X BB+ Y BB
j=1 1<j#k<d

d
= trY BiBj+tr » (B;Br+B;B))
Jj=1 1<j<k<d

trB;B;+tr Y 2Re(B;By)
1<j<k<d

|Bj||% +2trRe Y B;B,
1<j<k<d

d
j=1
d
j=1

therefore it is sufficient to prove the following statement
2trRe Z (B; By, — B;By,) > 0.
1<j<k<d
Now, note that
2tr Re Z (B; By, — B;By,)
1<j<k<d
= Y (tr(B;Bx)— tr(B;By) + tr(BiB;) — tr (B;B}))
1<j<k<d
= Y (tr(B;Bx)— tr(B;By) + tr(B;B;) — tr (B} By))
1<j<k<d
= > (B -B)(Bi - BY)
1<j<k<d
= 4 > tr(ImB;ImBy),
1<j<k<d

which is indeed a non-negative number since

tr (Im B;Im By,) = tr (m(—lmBk)(\/ﬁBﬂ*) >0

as the trace of /—Im B;(—Im By)(y/—Im B;)* > 0, which is positive semi-definite

due to the assumption that Im B; and Im B}, are both negative semi-definite ma-
trices. 0

Now we able to show a matrix version of the Szédsz 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(\) = I—i—Z‘;:l M A; € C™" [\ be a matriz polynomial
with the following factorization P(\) = H?:1(I + AB;), where ImB; < 0 for j €
{1,2,...,d}. Then the Frobenius norm of the polynomial P(\) can be estimated
from above:

1 1
POy < nd/? exp(ﬁtrRe(AAl) + -l - QtrReA2)|>\|2), AeC.

Proor. To obtain the desired inequality, we will apply Lemma and Lemma
[4:4) consecutively. First, we use Lemma [£.3] d times:

d

d
1 g
(4.2) Zlog”[—i—)\Bij = dlog\/ﬁ—&-ZlogH%I—i—)\Bij
j=1 j=1

(4.3) 1ogf+—z tr Re (ABB;) ZH)\B 1%,

IA

where B; :=n~'/2B; for j € {1,2,...,d}. Since I+Zj=1 NA; = szl(I—i-)\Bj),

we have ijl Bj =n~124, and di<j<h<d B;Bj, = n~'Ay. Then, the right side
of the last inequality can be rewritten and estimated by Lemma [4.4] as follows:

log Vin —|—ftrRe (A1) + f|/\| ZHB ||%

< log Vnd + % trRe (AA;) + %(HAH@ —2trRe Ay)| A%
Therefore, we obtain
log [|[P(N)||r < log Vnd + %trRe (MNA1) + %(HAlH% —2trRe Ag)|A]%
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

1 1 1
11 ... 1

Bij=B=|. . . A, ged{t,...,d},
11 ... 1

and consider a polynomial P(\) = H;l:l(l + ABj). Then due to the fact that
BJ =n/~!B, what can be easily proven by induction on j, we have

P()) = (I+AB)d:I+§d: (d>)\JBJ —I+Z< )m N B.

Jj=1
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Next, we have

IP(A IIFn]HZ( >nJ w’ + (n% —n) ‘zd:( >nﬂ Wf.

=1

.

Taking A > 0 we obtain
d
IPOIE = n+2nz< Dt (3 (§)wn)’
7=1
= (nA+1)* +n—12>n¥)

This lower bound shows that fixing d > 0 and assuming factorisation
d
P\ =] +AB)), ImB; <0
j=1

is still too less for a global Szdsz-type bound independent from n. Similarly, for
n > 1 fixed there cannot be any global Szasz-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 Hy.

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

1 1
[PV < nd/? exp(ﬁ trRe (AA1) + %(HAIH?: - 2trReA2)|)\|2)

1 1 d(d—1)
d/2 1 1 2 _ ala—1) 2
n® < exp {n trRe (AdB) + o <||dB||F 2trRe ( 5 nB)) [Al ]

d/2 exp(d)\—i- i(n%ﬂ n%d(d — 1)) |2 )

= exp(dA—i— [A] )

Finally, let us compute the numerical range of P(A). Let x € C™ \ {0}. We have

n n 2
x = g lz|?, 2*Br = ‘ E :ck.‘ .
k=1 k=1

Using these equalities, we can write

n n

x*P(A x—xm—l—Z()nJ 1)\7me—Z|xk\2+’ xg

k=1 k=1

By the binomial formula, we obtain that
A1) -1
Solving * P(A\)z = 0 with respect to A, for  with >_;'_, x # 0, we obtain

(4.4) (nA+1)¢ :—nZ|x;€| /‘Zwk‘

Hence, the solutions of * P(\)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 has an arbitrary large negative value, say —R < 0. Then distances
between the centre of the polygon and its vertices are equal v/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 H,, where ¢ € [0; 27).

Below we present an example of a sequence of matrix polynomials Py () of the
same size n X 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 limy_,o || Px(A)|| ». For a
fixed n this limit is finite, while Theorem gives us only a sequence of bounds on
|| Px(N)||  increasing to infinity.

EXAMPLE 4.7. Let ¢y, c2 be any real numbers such that v := (¢ — 2¢2)/2 > 0.
Then choose ko € Z, such that for k > ko we have dy, := v — ¢ /(2k) > 0. Now,
consider a polynomial sequence

(142 () (- 2

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

(4.5) klim Ip(iy)| = exp(yy?) for all y € R.
—00

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

1 1 1 -1 0 0

1 1 1 0 -1 0
C, = and Cy = | .

1 1 1 0 0 -1

Then, keeping the analogy with [12], we have:
5 n
F = (Cl - 202)/2 = I+ 501

and

(k—1)

Dy:=T—-C%/(2k)=1+" —Cn.

Now, let us define

i 1) (152 (- 22
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and observe it has the form as in Theorem [£.5] Further, observe that
. k 2 k
. iyC D
Pi(iy) = (I+ o 1) <I+yk k)

= (Y (e (B )

(e Ot ne)

I+;[(’”LIZ€“+1) —1](}1

S e

- <y2+k k

1[/n2y?(k—1) k
- 1+n[(2 +1) —1}01

k(y* + k)
i[ @H —1}Cl+nlz[(’i”+1) —1]
[( ky( (k+k1))+1)k—1}0%1.

Note that C? = nCy. Therefore, we have

A = (5’

realCE ) G ) e

2

Finally, we can calculate the Frobenius norm of Py (iy):
2 : 2,2
2 y + k\2k 1[/nyi k 2y (k —1) k
1Pyl = n(=) e (G + ) (72k(y2+k) 1) -1
_ 2 2k i k m202(k — k 2
n 1<y +k> (@4_1) (ny(k 1)+1) 4
k 2k(y?2 + k)

k
The last step is taking limit of || P;(iy)|| with £ — oo. To do this, we make use of
a classical property of exponent:

n

lim (1+ f(n))*™ =exp[ lim f(n)g(n) ],

n—oo n—0o0
which holds whenever f(n) — 0 and g(n) — oo with n — co. Thus, we obtain

n—1 1/2

1 . 2 .
lim Hpk(ly)”F _ {nerQ ‘1 4 7(enylen2y2/2 _ 1)‘ + €2y2|enylen2y2/2 _ 1‘2
k—o00 n
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To finish these calculations, we need to find both squared moduli appearing in the

last limit. We have
1 : 22/2 2 1 : 22/2 1, _ . 22/2
1+7(6ny16n Yy _1)‘ — [14—*(6”?]16” Yy _1)i| [14—*(6 nylen Yy _1):|
n n n

1 : 1 .
_ 1+7(67ny16n2y2/271)+7(6ny16n2y2/271)
n n

1

1 . 2 2 . 2, 2
S (,nyi ny/271 S (,—nyi ny/271
+ e (e )

= 14+ l(e*nyien%f/? — 1)+ l(enyien2y2/2 —1)

n n
]. 2,2 1 H 2,2 1 H 2,2 ].
oMY o Yy /2 y/2 4

2 2 n—1 2,2 n—1
ey 4 S enyleny/Q_’_i

22
. e nyleny/2

+
1
)

n
n?—2n+1
+ —

n2

and
|enyien2y2/2 _ 1|2 _ (enyien2y2/2 _ 1)(e—nyien2y2/2 _ 1)
€n2y2 _ enyien2y2/2 _ e—nyien2y2/2 +1.
Therefore, we see that

(4.6) 1Py p =¥ (" +n—1)Y2

lim
k—o00
Since for n = 1 we have C; = ¢; =1, Cy = ¢ = —1, [|Pu(iy)|lp = [pe(iy)], we
conclude from the equation (£.6) that limy_,oc [pr(iy)| = €3/2¥", which is exactly
the same value as we would obtain from the equation (4.5) with v = 3/2.

REMARK 4.8. We present here another possible way of obtaining the Szasz
inequality, unfortunately providing essentially worse result than Theorem [.5] For
this aim, we need a slightly different version of Lemma |4.3]

Let A € C™"™\ {—I}. Then

n—1

1
1og||I+AIIF§trReA+§|\A||%+ o

In the following estimations we use a standard inequality log(n+z) < z4+n—1,
x € (—n; 00), obtaining

1

log|[I +Al[r = log|[I+ Al
1 *

= alogtr((I—FA) (I+ A))
1

= 5logtr([4—A4—A*+A*A)
1

= 510g(n+2trReA+||A||2F)
1

< 5(2trReA—|—HA||%+n—1)

n—1

1
= trRed+ §||A||§, +
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Now, we can formulate another Szasz inequality mentioned above.

Let P(\) = I—i—z;l:l M A; € C™"[\] be a matrix polynomial with the following
factorization P(\) = H?Zl(l + AB,), where ImB; < 0 for j € {1,2,...,d}. Then
the Frobenius norm of the polynomial P(\) can be estimated from above:

1 din—1
1PO)|F < exp(trRe()\Al) + §(||A1||% — 2trRe A2)|A]? + (T))’ AeC.

The proof is similar as before

d
log|[PN)|lr < log [T I+ AB;llr

j=1
d
= Zlog||l+)\Bj||p
j=1
d d
1 din—1)
< Z trRe (AB)) + Z |IABj |7+ =——
j=1 j=1
Since
d_ d
I+Y " NA; =] +ABy),
j=1 j=1

we have Z;l:l Bj = Ay and ), ;4 B;jBr = Az. Continuing the estimation of
log ||P(\)||p we obtain by Lemma [£.4] the following
d
1 dn—1
log [Pl < trRe () + 2R3 )3 5 + 20— Y)
j=1
din—1)
-

IN

1
trRe (AA1) + §(||A1||% —2trRe A2)|A]? +

Therefore,

1 din—1
log| [PVl < trRe (A1) + 5 (|| 413 — 2trRe Az) A + %

which is equivalent to the desired inequality.

REMARK 4.9. Observe that both inequalities in Theorem and Remark
are based on the same method: estimation of o Hofll + Mo 1B) HF, see e.g. (4.2).
In Lemma the parameter o was chosen as y/n while in Remark a =1. One
may seek for other values of «, that could give different bounds. Examples [£.6] and
are, however, discouraging, in this matter.

3. Szasz type inequalities for functional calculus

In this Section we present one inequality for |p(A)|  and two inequalities for
[p(A)]. In Proposition [£.10] the estimation depends on both the size of an matrix n
and the degree d of a polynomial p(\). In the next Proposition @ the estimation
is only dependent on the parameter d, while the last Theorem [£.14] contains the
estimation independent on both parameters n and d.
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PROPOSITION 4.10. Let p(A) =1+ Zj:l a;N € C[) be a scalar polynomial,
which is stable with respect to the upper half-plane Hy. Then the Frobenius norm
of the polynomial p(A) can be estimated from above as follows:

1 1
Ip(A)]p < \/ndexp<ﬁtrRe (a14) + 3 (lar | - 2rea2)|\A||§), Aecrm,

PROOF. Because of stability of polynomial p(\) we can write p(\) = H?zl(l +
a;\), where ima; < 0 for j € {1,2,...,d}. Then obviously, we have p(4) =
H‘;:I(I + a;A) and Z?Zl aj = ay, and ) o _poq00p = az. We will use both
Lemma (exactly d times) and Lemma onge again, but Lemma will be
used in a scalar version this time, i.e. for n = 1.

d
log|lp(A)llr < log [TII +a;Allr

j=1
d
= > log|ll +a;Allr

Jj=1

d
1
= dlogyn+ Y log||—=1I+&;A||r
j=1 v

d d
— 1 1
S IOg nd—i-ﬁ E trRe(@A)—i—i E ||O~ZJA||%,
Jj=1 j=1

where &; := n_l/zaj for j € {1,2,...,d}. Now, we obviously have 25:1 &, =

n=1/2q; and Zl<j<k,<d ajay = n"las, so we can rewrite the right side of the
last inequality and then, using the scalar version of Lemma (ima; < 0 for
je{1,2,...,d}), estimate it further as follows:

d
1 1 N
log Vit + T trRe(ard) + o |41 3 lagl
<

< log Vnd + %trRe (a1A) + %(|a1|2 — 2reay)||A||%
Therefore, we obtain
tog Ip(A)|| < log VT + © trRe (ayA4) + o (Jar|? — 2re ax)] Al
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 [£:12] is a modification of the proof of Proposition [.10]
above, but first we need a simple lemma.

LEMMA 4.11. Let A € C»"\ {—I}. Then
log [T + Al < ||A]].

PROOF. The proof follows from the standard scalar inequality: log || + A <
log(1 + [|A]l) < [[A]l. O
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PROPOSITION 4.12. Let p(A) =1+ Zj:l a;N € C[) be a scalar polynomial,
which is stable with respect to the open upper half-plane Hy. Then the operator
two-norm of the polynomial p(A) can be estimated from above as follows:

()]l < exp(||Ally/d(Jar? = 2reaz)), A € T,

PROOF. As before, because of stability of polynomial p(\) we can write p(\) =
H?:l(l + a;A), where ima; < 0 for j € {1,2,...,d}. Then we have p(4) =
Hflzl(IJrosz) and Z;l:l aj = a1, and Y, ;g0 = az. Now, we use Lemma
(exactly d times) and the scalar version of Lemma consecutively.

d
log|[p(A)l| < log [T+ a4l

j=1
d

= > log||I + oAl

Jj=1

d
> llag Al
j=1
d
= (Al |ay]
j=1

d 9 1/2
< AN(aY layl?)
j=1
< |[A[lVd(la1]* — 2reaz),

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

log [[p(A)|I < [|AllVd(lar|? = 2re as),

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

IN

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(\) with p(0) = 1
the expression |a;|? — 2reas = Z;‘l=1 |aj|? > 0 has always a non-negative value.

As one may observe, in Proposition the estimate contained d and n while
in Proposition [£: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 |p(2)],
[z]<1
where p(z) is a polynomial and || A|| < 1. For our purposes we will need the following
form

(4.7) (Al < sup |p(2)],
ERE

where A is an arbitrary square matrix. To see this let us take any A € C™™ and
apply the classical inequality to the polynomial p(z) = p(z - ||4||) and the matrix
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A/l A[l:

[p(A)|| = [Ip(A/ AN < sup [p(2)] = sup [p(z)].
|z<1 [zI<IIAll

THEOREM 4.14. Let p(A) € C[)] be a stable with respect to the open upper half-
plane Hy polynomial with p(0) = 1 and let A € C™™ be a complex square matriz.
Then the following inequality holds:

Ip(AY] < exp(lanl |A4] + 5 (Jar]? — 2re (@) 4]2).

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

(A < sup [p(2)]
=<l

1
< sup exp(re(az)+ §(|a1\2 — 2re (a2))|2|?)
[z|<[IAll

1
exp(lar| 4] + 5 (|1 | - 2re (a2) | A]).
This ends the proof. O

IN

Let us recall that for any matrix A € C™" the relation ||4||r < /n||4]|
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)||  from Proposition and Theorem All inequalities,
including one from Proposition are listed here:

@8) Iy < Vaew(~ trRe(mA) + o (il — 2rea) 4],
(49) ey < Vaexp(AlVa(aP - 2eas)),
(10)  JpAllp < vaesp(al Al + 5 (1] - 2reas) A1),

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(A) and A such that each of these
inequalities gives the best upper-bound for ||p(A)||z in exactly one of the cases.
Then, take p(A) = —(A — 1) = =A% +3)? — 3\ + 1, which is a stable polynomial
with respect to the open upper half-plane Hy with p(0) = 1. We have a; = —3 and
as = 3. For

1 1
right-hand sides of (&.8), [@.9), (.10) are equal 2v/2, €5v/2, e'2v/2, respectively.

Obviously, in this case the inequality (4.8) gives the best estimation of ||p(A)|| &
Next, for

1 1
A_[ ] JAl, =2, [ =2

-1 1
e | R TR

r.hs. of (&8) - (.10) are equal 2¢5v/2, €5v/2, e'2\/2, respectively. This time,
second inequality (4.9) does the best.
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Now, put p(A) = (A —1)2(A+1) = A3 — A2 — X + 1. Again, p()) is stable with
respect to the open upper half-plane Hy and p(0) = 1. We see that a3 = as = —1.

For

-1 0
a=[3 4) ne=va =

r.hs. of (&8) - {@.10) are equal 2¢%/2v/2, €3v/2, €/21/2, respectively. Clearly, in
this case third inequality (4.10) gives the best upper bound for ||p(A)|| z.






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(\) 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()) 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(\) = A2 Ay + MA; + Ag be a quadratic matriz polynomial
and let D be a monempty open or closed subset of the complex plane C. If at least
one of the following conditions holds:

(a) the multivariate matriz polynomial (21, z2) v 22 Ag + 20A1 + Ay is stable with
respect to D?,

(b) the multivariate matriz polynomial (z1,z2) — 212242+ 29 A1 + A is stable with
respect to D? and 0 ¢ D,

(c) the multivariate matriz polynomial (z1,22) + 2229 As + 23 Ay + 29 A0 is stable
with respect to D? and 0 ¢ D,

then the matriz polynomial A — P(\) is hyperstable with respect to D.

PROOF. First observe that setting z; = 2o = X implies, in each case, that the
polynomial A — P(\) is stable with respect to D. In particular det P(A) # 0 on
D, hence it is regular. In the case the stability of a polynomial A\ — AP(A)
is equivalent to the stability of the polynomial A — P(\). To show that the
polynomial A — P(X) is hyperstable with respect to D, fix x € C™ \ {0}. Below
by L 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 () holds. If there exists a vector y € C™\ {0} such that y 1 Asz, y L
Ayx and y [ Agx, then

y*" PNz =y* Aoz
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., { Aoz, Ajz}+ C
{Apz}+, equivalently Agx € span {Asz, Ajx}. Thus, we have
(5.1) Apx = agAsx + BoArx
for some «y, By € C. Next, we can write

P()\)i[ = )\QAQ.T —+ )\Alx —+ (OZ()AQZL' —+ BoAlﬂC) = (Az —+ ao)Agl' —+ ()\ —+ 60)1411’.

We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials A — A2 + o or
A — A+ [y is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(21, 22) ¥ 22 Ay + 29 A1 + Ay is stable with respect to D?, we have that the equation
(Z%Ag + ZQAl + Ao)(E =0
has no solutions (z1, 22) € D?. Substituting (5.1)) we obtain that the equation
(Zf + Oéo)AQLE + (2’2 + 50)/1117 =0

has no solutions (z1, z2) € D2. This implies that at least one of the scalar polyno-
mials A — A% + ag or A — A + B has no roots in D and the claim follows.

If the polynomial A — A2 4 «q is stable with respect to D, then similarly as
before we seek for a vector y such that y Y Asx and y L Ajz. If such a y exists,
we have

y*P(\)x = (y* Asz)(\? + ap)
and condition is satisfied. If such a vector y does not exist, we have {A;x}+ C
{Asz}+ and consequently Asx = ¢y Ajx for some constant ¢; € C. Then
P()\).’ﬂ = (Cl>\2 —+ )\ —+ C1Q —+ 50)1411‘

and since the polynomial A — P()) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that Az # 0 and A — ¢;A%2 + X + ciag + Bo has no roots in D. Setting y = Az
we have

y*P(A)l‘ = (Alx)*(cl/\2 + )\ + C1(g + 50)A11‘ = ||A1.CC||2(61)\2 + A + C10 -+ Bo)

and (2.1)) is again satisfied.
Similarly, if the polynomial X\ 4 ( is stable with respect to D, then we seek for
a vector y such that y 1 Asx and y £ Ajz. If such a y exists, then
Yy PNz = (y" Arz)(A + Bo)
and (2.1)) is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have { Aoz }+ C {A z}+
and consequently Ayx = co Asx for some constant ¢ € C and
P()\)(E = ()\2 —+ CQ)\ + Qp + Czﬂo)Az.’E.

As before, the scalar polynomial X — A2 + ca\ + g + 239 is stable and Asx # 0.
Taking y = Asx we have (2.1]) satisfied.
Assume that (b holds. If there exists a vector y € C" \ {0} such that y L
Asx, y L Az and y L Apx, then
Yy PNz = (y" Arz)A

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., { Asw, Agr}+ C {A12}+, equivalently A;x € span {Asz, Agz}. Thus,
we have

(52) All' = CY()AQI' —+ ﬁvox
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for some «aq, By € C. Next, we can write
P()\)CL’ = )\2A2{E + )\(OéoAng + ﬁvoiL') + Aol' = )\()\ + QO)AQx + (50)\ + 1)A0£L’

We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials A — A + ) or
A= B+ 1 is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(21, 22) + 2120 A9+ 29 A1+ Ay is stable with respect to D? we have that the equation

(2122A2 + 2041 + Ao)ﬂl‘ =0
has no solutions (z1,22) € D?. Substituting (5.2)) we obtain that the equation
22 (2’1 + Oé()) Asx + (ﬁoZQ + 1) Apx =0

has no solutions (z1, z2) € D2. This implies that at least one of the scalar polyno-
mials A — A(A 4+ ag) or A — BoA + 1 has no roots in D and the claim follows.

If the polynomial A — A(A 4 «g) is stable with respect to D, then similarly as
before we seek for a vector y such that y / Asx and y L Agz. If such a y exists,
we have

y* PNz = (y" Asz)AM(A + ap)
and condition is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have Asx =
c1Apx for some constant ¢; € C. Then

P()\)x = {Cl)\2 + (610[0 + 60))\ + 1:| Apx

and since the polynomial A — P()) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that Agz # 0 and c; A2 + (ciag + Bo)A + 1 has no roots in D. Setting y = Agx we
have

v PO\ = (Aoz)* [CQV + (cacio+ Bo) A+ 1] Aoz = || Agz? [02)\2 + (caco + Bo) A + 1}

and (2.1]) is again satisfied.
Similarly, if the polynomial A — o\ + 1 is stable with respect to D, then we

seek for a vector y such that y 1 Asx and y Y Agzx. If such a y exists then

Yy PNz = (y*Aox)(BoA+ 1)
and (2.1) is satisfied. If such a vector y does not exist, we have Agx = coAsx for
some constant ¢co € C and

P()\)$ = |:)\2 + (Cko + 62/3(]))\ + 62:| A2$.

As before, the scalar polynomial A — A2 + (ag + c2/80) A + ¢z is stable and Asx # 0.
Taking y = Aoz we have (2.1)) satisfied.

Finally, assume that (c)) holds. If there exists a vector y € C" \ {0} such that
y L Asx, y L Ajx and y L Agz, then

y* PNz = (y* Asz)\°

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., { Az, Agz}+ C
{Asz}+, equivalently Asx € span {A;z, Agz}. Thus, we have
(53) Asr = apgAi1x + PBoAox
for some «y, By € C. Next, we can write

PNz = (aoA? + N A1z + (BoA? + 1) Ao = AMaoh + 1) A + (BoA? + 1) Ager.
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We show now that at least one of the scalar polynomials A — A(agA + 1) or
A = BoAZ + 1 is stable with respect to D. By the assumption that the polynomial
(21,22) V> 2229A9 + 22 A1 + 224 is stable with respect to D?, we have that the
equation

(Z%ZQAQ + Z%Al + ZQA())Z‘ =0
has no solutions (z1, z2) € D?. Substituting (5.3 we obtain that the equation
22 (pzy + 1) A1x + 20(Bozi + 1) Agzr = 0

has no solutions (z1, 22) € D?. This implies that at least one of the scalar poly-
nomials A — A(apA + 1) or A — ByA? + 1 has no roots in D. Otherwise, there
would exist A1, A2 € D such that A\j(agA; + 1) = BoA3 + 1 = 0. Since A\; # 0 we
would have agA; + 1 = BoA2 + 1 = 0 and taking (21, 22) = (A2, A1) € D?, which is
a solution of the equation , a contradiction. Therefore, the claim follows.

If the polynomial A — A(agA+1) is stable with respect to D, then similarly as

before we seek for a vector y such that y / Ajxz and y L Agz. If such a y exists,
we have

y* PNz = (y*Ar1z) Mo + 1)
and condition (2.1)) is satisfied. If such vector y does not exist, we have {Agz}+ C
{A;2}+ and consequently A2 = ¢; Agx for some constant ¢; € C. Then:

POz = [A(QOA F1)er 4 Bor? + 1} Aoz = [(aocl FBo)A A+ 1] Ao

and since the polynomial A — P()) is regular and has no eigenvalues in D we have
that Apz # 0 and the polynomial A — (agcr + Bo)A% + c1A + 1 has no roots in D.
Setting y = Apz we have

y*P()\)ZL' = (Aol')* |:(04001 +Bo)/\2 +Cl>\+ 1:| on = ||A0£E||2 [(aocl +ﬂo)>\2 +01>\+ ].i|

and (2.1)) is satisfied again.
Similarly, if the polynomial A — BoA? + 1 is stable with respect to D, then we
seek for a vector y such that y L Ajx and y £ Agz. If such a y exists, then
Y PNz = (y* Aox)(BoA* + 1)

and (2.1) is satisfied. If such the vector y does not exist, we have { Az}t C {Apz}+
and consequently Agx = co A1x for some constant ¢ € C and

PNz = [A(Oéo)\ +1) + (BoA? + 1)CQ:|A1$ = {(Oéo + Boc2) A2 + X+ ca| Az,

As before, the scalar polynomial A — (ag + Boc2)A? + X + ¢3 is stable with respect
to D and Az # 0. Taking y = A;x we have (2.1)) satisfied. O

2. Cubic matrix polynomials

From Theorem 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(\) = A3Ay + A\2A; + MA; + Ag. The
following Theorem delivers us cubic hyperstable polynomials of this form.

THEOREM 5.2. Let P(A\) = M3 Ao+ A2 A+ A1 +Ag be a cubic matriz 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 matriz polynomial
(21,20) = (2328 + 23 4+ 23) Ag + (2323 + 22) Ap + (2320 + 20) A1 + Ag

is stable with respect to D? and —1, % — @i, % + @z ¢ D,

(b) the multivariate matriz polynomial
(21,2:2) — ZS’AO + 212049 + 20A1 + Ap

is stable with respect to D? and 0 € D,

(¢) the multivariate matriz polynomial
(21, 20) = 2125 Ag + 2122 Ag + 22 A1 + 214

is stable with respect to D?> and 0 € D,
then the matriz polynomial X — P(\) is hyperstable with respect to D.

PROOF. In this proof, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.2. Setting
21 = z2 = A leads in each case to the stability of the polynomial A — P())
with respect to D. In particular, P()\) is regular. In the case @ the stability of
a polynomial A ~ (A% + 1)P(])) is equivalent to the stability of the polynomial
A~ P()A). For the hyperstability of the polynomial A — P(X) with respect to D,
fix x € C™\ {0}.

Assume that condition () holds. If there exists a vector y € C™\ {0} such that
y L Agz,y L Asx,y L Ajx, then
(5.4) y* PNz = (y* Aoz)(X* + 1)

and the condition ({2.1)) is satisfied because of the fact that —1, %— @i, %—f— @2 ¢ D.

Otherwise, we have {Ayz, Ajx}+ C {Agx}+, which equivalently means that
Apx = agAsz + BoArx
for some g, By € C. Thus we can write
PNz = (apX® + A% 4 ag)Azz + (BoX® + A + fo) ALz
Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in @ we conclude that the
equation
[(z:fzg’ + 22 4 23 Ag 4 (2325 4 23) Ao + (2320 + 20) Ay + Ao}x =0
does not have solutions (z1, 22) € D?. Then the equation
(2323 + 2223 4+ a2l + apzs + 22 + ag) g
+  (Bozizs + 2320 + Bozi + Bozs + 22 + Bo) A1
=0
does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
A= oM+ A2+ ag or A = BoA3 + X + By is stable with respect to D. If the

polynomial A\ — agA® + A2 4 « is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a
vector y Y Asx and y 1 Ayx. If such a vector y exists, then

y* PNz = (y*Agx)(ao)\?’ + A2+ )

and the condition (2.1)) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {A;x}+ C {Asz}+,
which equivalently means that Asx = ¢ Ay« for some ¢; € C. Finally, we can write

P(\)z = [(Clao + Bo)A* + 1A + A+ (crag + 50)}141907



52 5. HYPERSTABILITY VIA STABILITY OF BIVARIATE MATRIX POLYNOMIALS

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial A — P()\). Now, we just take y = Ajx to satisfy the condition (2.1)):

v P()a = [[Asz|? [ (cao + Bo)a® + caps® + i+ (cao + Bo)| #0

for p € D. If the polynomial A — BoA% + X + By is stable with respect to D, then
we seek in turn for a vector y 1 Asx and y £ Ajzx. If such a vector y exists, then

Yy PNz = (y*A12)(BoA® + A + Bo)

and the condition (2.1)) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {Ayz}+ C {Ax}+,
which equivalently means that Ajx = coAsx for some ¢y € C. As before, we can
write:

P()\)IIT = |:(OLQ —+ Cgﬂo))\s + )\2 —+ CQ)\ —+ (Ot() —+ Cgﬂo)i| AQSC,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial A — P()\). As previously, we take y = Aoz to satisfy the condition

(2.1):
y*P(p)x = || Asz||? [(0‘0 + c280) A% + A% + oA + (g + 0250)} #0

for u € D, which ends the proof in this case.
Assume that the condition (b)) holds. If there exists a vector y € C™\ {0} such
that y L Agz,y L Asx,y [ Ajx, then

(5.5) Yy PNz = (y*Ajz)\

and the condition(2.1]) is satisfied because of the fact that 0 € D. Otherwise, we
have {Agz, Asz}+ C {A;2}+, which equivalently means that

A1z = agAlsx + By Aoz
for some «y, By € C. Thus we can write
P(\)x = (A + ag\) Agz + (N + Bod + 1) Apz.

Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in we conclude that the
equation

[ZSAO + 2129049 + 20 A1 + A0:|.L“ =0
does not have solutions (z1, 22) € D?. Then the equation
(2122 + 0[022)14293 + (Zg + Bozo + 1)A0.’IJ =0

does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
A= A2 4+ ap) or A= A3+ By + 1 is stable with respect to D. If the polynomial
X = A2 + ag) is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a vector y [ Az and
y L Apx. If such vector y exists, then

y*P(\)x = (y* Asz)(A? + ag))

and the condition (2.1)) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {Agx}+ C {Asx},
which equivalently means that Asx = ¢; Agzx for some ¢y € C. Finally, we can write

P()\)QL’ = {AB + Cl)\2 + (ClO[() + ﬁo))\ + 1] AULC,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of stability of the
polynomial A — P(\). Now, we just take y = Aoz to satisfy the condition (2.1)):

y*P(p)z = || Aoz |? [;ﬁ +crp? + (era + Bo)p + 1] #0
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for p € D. If the polynomial A — A3 4 By + 1 is stable with respect D, then we
seek in turn for a vector y 1 Asx and y J Agzx. If such vector y exists, then

Yy PNz = (y*Aoz)(A\* + BoA + 1)

and the condition (2.1)) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {A;z}+ C {Agx}+,
which equivalently means that Agx = cyAsx for some co € C. As before, we can
write:

P()\)LL‘ = [02)\3 + A2 + (Oé() + 0250))\ + 62} Aoz,

where the polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of
the polynomial A — P(\). As previously, we take y = Asx to satisfy the condition

(2.1):
y*P(p)z = ||Asz||? [C2M3 + 1 + (ap + c2B0) 1 + 02} #0

for 4 € D, which ends the proof in this case.
Assume that the condition (i) holds. If there exists a vector y € C™\ {0} such
that y L Agz,y £ Asx,y L Ajx, then

(5.6) y PNz = (y* Asz)\®

and the condition(2.1)) is satisfied because of the fact that 0 ¢ D. Otherwise, we
have {A;x, Agz}*+ C {Asz}+, which equivalently means that

Asr = agAi1x + PoAox
for some aq, By € C. Thus we can write
PNz = (agA? + N Az + (A + BoA% +1) Ap.

Due to the stability of the multivariate polynomial in we conclude that the
equation

2’12’3140 + ZlZ%AQ + Z;Al + ZlA()]SC =0
does not have solutions (z1, 22) € D?. Then the equation
(agzlzg + zg)Alx + (zlzg’ + ﬂozlzg +21)Agz =0

does not have such solutions as well. Therefore, at least one of the polynomials
A= agh? + X or A= A%+ BpA2Z + 1 is stable with respect to D. If the polynomial
A = agA? + ) is stable with respect to D, then we seek for a vector y } A;z and
y L Agz. If such a vector y exists, then

Yy PNz = (gf‘Alaz)(ao)\2 +A)

and the condition (2.1)) is also satisfied. Otherwise, we have {Agz}+ C {A;x}+,
which equivalently means that Ayx = ¢y Agx for some ¢; € C. Finally, we can write

P()\)x = |:)\3 + (Clao + ﬁo))\Q + A+ 1:| Apz,

where the polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of the stability of the
polynomial A — P(\). Now, we just take y = Aoz to satisfy the condition (2.1)):

y*P(p)x = |[Aoz|® [MS + (cro0 + Bo)p® + crp + 1] #0

for ;1 € D. If the polynomial A — A3 + ByA2 4 1 is stable with respect to D, then
we seek in turn for a vector y 1. Ajx and y f Agz. If such a vector y exists, then

y* PNz = (y* Aoz)(A* + BoA? + 1)
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and the condition ([2.1)) is satisfied again. Otherwise, we have {A;z}*+ C {Apx}*,
which equivalently means that Agx = coA1x for some ¢y € C. As before, we can
write:

P()\)l‘ = [02)\3 + (Ozo + CQB())/\2 + A+ 02} Az,

where a polynomial in the square brackets is stable because of stability of the
polynomial A — P()\). As previously, we take y = Ajz to satisfy the condition

21):
y*P(i)z = || Arz|? [ea® + (o + cafo)is® + -+ c2] #0
for p € 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 x-th Cartesian power of an open half-plane with
the boundary containing the origin. Below

Hi ={(21,22,...,2:) € C*:im (2;¢'¥) > 0for all j € {1,2,...,k}}
be the k-th Cartesian power of the open half-plane H,,.

PROPOSITION 6.1. Let ¢ € [0;27) be fized. Then the following linear trans-
formations acting on the complex matriz polynomial space C™"[z1, 22, ..., 2] map
every hyperstable with respect to a product Hj matriz polynomial to hyperstable
with respect to Hj matriz polynomial:

(i) Permutation:
P(Zla 22y ZR) = P(ZO'(l)v 20(2)7 cee 7ZU(K))

for every permutation o € S,.

(i1) Scaling:
P(Zl,ZQ, .. ~7Zn) — P(Zl,ZQ,. C ey Rj—1,QZ5, 241, - ,Z,/v)

for any a € Ry

(iii) Diagonalization:
n,n . .
P(z1,20,...,25) = P(2j,25, ..., 25, 2j41, -, 26) € CV" 25, 254015 -+ 05 20

for every j € {1,2,...,K}.

(iv) Inversion (with rotation):
P(z1,20,...,2c) — z;-iP(zl, 22, ..y Zi—1, fe*Qi“”/zj,sz, ey ZR),

where the power d := deg; P is the degree of a polynomial P with respect to
the variable z;.

(v) Specialization:
P(Z) —> P(Zl,227 e Z—1, Q5 54y e ,Zn) S (C[Zl,ZQ, ce ey =1y B4l ,Zn]
for any a € H,, where z = (21,22,..., 2n).

55
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Furthermore, differentiation

oP
P(z1,29,...,24) — 8—(21,22, coy2i) €ECMM 2z, 29,0y 24), €L, 2, K}
Zj
also preserves matriz hyperstability, provided that the entries of the partial deriva-
tive (OP)/(0z;)(21, 22, ..., 2x) are linearly independent polynomials.

PRrROOF. For the proof of first property (1) we use an analogous property for
scalar polynomials (cf. Proposition (1)). Let us fix x € C™\ {0} and note
that hyperstability (with respect to H) of the matrix polynomial P(z1,22,.. ., 2)
means that there exists y € C™ such that the scalar polynomial

p(z1,29,...,2¢) =Y P(21,29,...,2:)T
is stable with respect to Hj. It follows from Proposition (1) that the polyno-
mial p(2(1), Zo(2), - - » Zo(x)) 18 stable with respect to HZ. Since

p(za(l)v Ra(2)r+ -+ ZG’(K)) = y*P(Za'(l)v Ra(2)r+ - Za'(n))zv

we see that for the matrix polynomial P(24 (1), 25(2), - - - » Z0(x)) the vector y satisfies
the definition of hyperstability, i.e., P(2,(1), 25(2); - - - » Zo(x)) 15 also hyperstable with
respect to H:;.

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

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

P(21, 22, -0y 2j—1, 025, Zjg1s -+ 26) =Y P21, 22,00, 251, Q%5 Zj41, - - - 5 2) T,
D(Zj, Zjy oo s 25 Zjgts e Z6) =Y P(25, 25,001 25, Zj g1, 05 20)T,
z;-ip(zl,zQ,...,—e_QiW/zj,...7z,i) :y*[z;-iP(zl,zQ,...7—63_2i“’/zj,...,z,‘;)}as7
P21, 22,y Zj—1, Gy Zjt1s - - 26) = Y P(21,22, -, Zj—1, Gy Zj41, - - - 26) T,

respectively. For a proof of the last property (6), it is sufficient to notice that the
set C"\ H & 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. (I

EXAMPLE 6.2. Let us notice that, unlike in the scalar case, specialization
P(z1,20,...,25) = P(21,22, ..., 2j—1, Gy Zj 41, - - -, Zi)

may not preserve hyperstability for a € 0H,. Indeed, take a bivariate polynomial,
hyperstable with respect to the product Hg

0
P(z1,20) = {201 22}

and insert zo = a = 0. The obtained matrix polynomial
0
Pa0 =7 )

is not hyperstable on any set, since for x = [0 1]T we have y*P(z;,0)x = 0 for all
y € C2.

Similarly, an analogue of Theorem [I.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

= 0| 10 0 0
Py (21, 22) = {0 zz/k:] =2 {0 O] + 22 [O 1/]4 .
All of these polynomials have total degree equal one, they are hyperstable with

respect to the product HZ and the sequence Py (z1, 22) converges coefficient-wise to
the matrix polynomial

_ Z1 O
P(ZI)ZQ)_ |:0 O:|7
which is neither hyperstable with respect to HZ nor identically equal zero.

2. Polarisation preserves hyperstability

We will apply Theorem to the case when 2 = D", where D is an open
or closed disc or open or closed half-plane. Note that such an  is convex and the

assumptions on the total degree of p(z1,...,2s) is not needed.
Let k € Z, and let P(\) = M Ag+ A1 A4+ - -+ Ay be a matrix polynomial of
the degree d < k, we put Agy1 = Ageo = -+ = Ay = 0. We define the polarisation

operator T, of the polynomial P(\) by
K —1
K
(6.1) (TuP)(z1,22y -+ 2x) = Z (]> si(21,22, ..., 26)Aj,
§=0

where the symbol s; denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial

(6.2)  solz1,22,...,25) =1, s;(z1,22,...,2¢) == Z 24y Ziy - iy
1<i1 <ia < <i;<k

The polarisation operator T, 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 Ty 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 k € Z, and let the operator Ty, be defined by above
with D being an open or closed disc or open or closed half-plane. Then, a one
variable matriz polynomial P(\) is hyperstable with respect to D if and only if a
k-variable matrixz polynomial (T, P)(21, 22, . . ., 2x) is hyperstable with respect to D*.

ProOF. Consider first the case n = 1. For that purpose, take a scalar poly-
nomial p(A) and suppose that there exists a point ((1,(a,...,{s) € D" such that
(Tp)(¢1,Ca,...,Cs) = 0. Since the polynomial (T,;p)(z1, 22,...2,) is a symmet-
ric multi-affine polynomial, then from Theorem [1.16]| we conclude that there exists
a point (o € D such that (Txp)(¢1,C2,---,¢) = (Tkp)(Co,Co,---,C0). However,
note that (Txp)(Co,Co,---,C) = p(¢o), which shows the forward implication. The
converse implication is obvious, as (T.p)(A\, A, ..., A) = p(A).

Assume now that P()\) is a matrix polynomial, hyperstable with respect to D.
Take an arbitrary vector x € C™ \ {0}. By definition of hyperstability, there exists
y € C™\ {0} such that the scalar polynomial p(\) = y*P(\)z is stable with respect
to D. By the first part of the proof, the polynomial (Txp)(z1,. .., 2x) is stable with
respect to D*. Observe that

(Tep)(z1, -y 20) =Y (T P) (21, ..., 24)) ,
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which shows that (T}, P)(z1,. .., zx) is hyperstable with respect to D*. The converse
implication is again obvious. ([

One may wonder if the following version of Theoremis true: if P(\) is stable
with respect to D, then (T,P)(z1,...,2s) is stable with respect to D". However,
this is not the case.

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

721;Z2 2129 + 1 2

Hence, every ordered pair (p1, o) with p; — pe = 2 is an eigenvalue, in particular
a matrix polynomial (T2 P)(21, z2) is not stable with respect to D? = HZ.

1 Atz 21 — k2 2
det((T2P)(z1,22)) = det 2 ] =1- ( )

We provide now a general tool for creating hyperstable univariate matrix poly-
nomials, based on the operator T}. 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 matriz polynomial P(\) of degree d is hyperstable with respect to D, then
for any scalar polynomials p1 (M), ..., px(\), k& > d, the matriz polynomial Q(\) :=
(T P)(p1(N), - .., px(N)) is hyperstable with respect to E := p; *(D)N---Np-1(D) C
C.

PrOOF. Fix a nonzero vector x € C™ \ {0}. By Theorem the multivariate
polynomial (T, P)(z1, ..., zx) is hyperstable with respect to D", i.e., there exists y €
C™\ {0} such that y*(TxP)(z1,...,2x)x # 0 for all z1,..., 2, € D. In particular, for
any A € Csuch that p;(A) € D (j =1,...,k) one has y* (T, P)(p1(N), - .., p(N))z #
0. Hence, Q(\) 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 k € Zy and A, B € C™". If det(AA+ B) = c € C, then
det T,,(AA + B) = ¢. In particular, if a matriz pencil NA + B is singular, then the
determinant of a k-variable matriz polynomial T,(AA + B) is identically zero.

PRrROOF. Since the determinant of a pencil AA + B is constant, it does not
depend on A. In particular, we have

det <M1+-~-+u~ A B> =c
K
for any p1,...us € C. However,

TeOA+ B)(er,. o) = (TN + B) = 212

which clearly has constant in z1, ..., 2, determinant. (I

A+ B,

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 k € Zy and P(\) € C¥"[)], then a matriz polynomial
P(X) is singular if and only if det T.(P)((,¢,...,¢) =0 for all ( € C.

PRrOOF. By the definition of singularity, the polynomial P(\) is singular if and
only if det P(¢) = 0 for all { € C. Note that taking z; = z0 = - -+ = 2z, =  we have
T..(P)(,¢,...,¢) = P((), then the assertion follows. O

EXAMPLE 6.9. Let us return to the singular quadratic polynomial P()\) from
the Example Now, we calculate the value of the polarization operator T5 for
P(A)

A2 2172 22
TQ(P)(zlazQ) = T2 |:>\ 1:| = |:z11—£32 % :| B

and its determinant

d 2179 211522
et zZ1+2z2 1
2

We see that the determinant of a 2-variable matrix polynomial T5(P)(z1, 22) is not
identically zero, although det P(\) is.

(21 — 22)?
— 70






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(\) = A3I,, +al,\*> + \bR+ cR with R € C™" positive
definite. If a > 1 and b > ¢ then P()\) is hyperstable with respect to the open right
half-plane Hy 5.

PRrROOF. It was showed in [I7] that P(A) is stable with respect to the open
right half-plane. Since P(A) = (A3 + aA?)I,, + (A\b + ¢)R, we can directly use
Theorem [2.7|fii)) to show that it is also hyperstable with respect to Hy 5. ([

Chapter [2| can be illustrated with more complicated examples. Besides Theo-
rem we can apply Proposition 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 x 4 block upper-triangular matrix
polynomial

A 1AM —1 X-—1

1 M| A2+1 1
P(A) = 0 0] A=1 0

0 0 0 A+1

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

2. Hyperstability via bivariate stability

In this section we will apply two main theorems from Chapter o} Recall that
it requires considering a bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) of a special form, satisfying
Q(A\, A) = P()\). For this polynomial Q(z1,22) we only need to show it is stable
with respect to some D?. Then the linear algebra machinery from the proofs of
Theorems and shows that a matrix polynomial P()) is hyperstable with
respect to D, which is a stronger notion than stability, cf. Proposition 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(\) below is almost obvious (follows from the subadditivity of the
norm), but showing hyperstability requires Theorem

PROPOSITION 7.3. Let Ag, A1, A3 € C"™ and let D={A e C: |\ <r}, r>0
be such that r || Ay ||+7? || Az|| < omin(Ao). Then the bivariate polynomial Q(z1,22) =
22 Ay + 20A1 + Ay is stable with respect to D? and consequently the reqular matriz
polynomial P(\) = A\2Ay + MNA; + Ag is hyperstable with respect to D.

PRrROOF. Note that by definition, stability of Q(z1, z2) implies stability of P(\) =
Q(A, N). In particular, P())is regular. We have

HZ%AQ + 22A1H <r ||A1H + r? HAQ” < Umin(AO)

for (21, 22) € D?, which implies the stability of the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, 22) =
22 Ay + 2041 + Ap with respect to D?. Indeed, if for some (u1,pu2) € D? and
xo € C?\ {0} it was
(BT Az + p2Ar + Ao)zo = 0,
we would have
[(nF Az + paAr)zo|| = [|Aozoll,
which would lead us to

[Aozoll < || A + p2 Ax || [[zol| < owmin(Ao) |20l -
The inequality
[Aozoll < omin(Ao) [|zoll
is contradictory, because in fact the opposite inequality holds:
[ Aoz = omin(Ao) [l|
for all x € C™. Application of Theorem @ finishes the proof. (I

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 Ag, A1, A3 € C"" andlet D={Ae€ C:|A|>7r},r>0
be such that r || A1 ||+]|Ao|| < r?0min(Az2). Then the bivariate polynomial Q(21, z2) =
22 Ay + 29 A1 + Ag is stable with respect to D? and consequently the regular matriz
polynomial P(\) = A2 Ay + M\Aj + Ag is hyperstable with respect to D.

PROOF. As before, we have
lz2A1 + Aol <7 | Ar]l + | Aol < r*0min(Az2),
which implies the stability of the bivariate polynomial Q(z1, z2) = 27 As+ 22 A1 + Ag
with respect to D?. Again, application of Theorem [5.1{[a)) ends the proof. O

Next, we present some stronger result for quadratic polynomials than one orig-
inating form Theorem Namely, mentioned theorem says that they are stable
with respect to the right half-plane H 5, but we are going to show their hyper-
stablity with respect to the right half-plane H /5.
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THEOREM 7.5. Let R; € C™™ (j =0,1,2) be Hermitian positive semi-definite
and let J € C™™ be skew-Hermitian. Assume that

ker Ry Nker Ry Nker Re Nker J = {0} .

Then the polynomial ]5(21, z9) = z129Ra + 20(J + R1) + Ry is stable with respect
to the Cartesian square of the open right half-plane H72r/2' In consequence, P(\) =

ARy + A(J + Ry) + Ry is a regular polynomial, hyperstable with respect to Hz ).

Proor. We will make use of Theorem (b), note that 0 ¢ D = Hy /.
Consider the polynomial

P(Zl,ZQ) = z120R5 + ZQ(J + R1) + Ry,

and suppose it is not stable, i.e., p(/},l,/,ég)l' = 0 for some (y1,u2) € Hﬁ/g and
x # 0. Multiplying from the left by z* and taking the real part one obtains

1
(7.1) re (p1)x* Rox + " Ryx + re <M) 2" Rox = 0.
2

Since both re (1) and re (i) are positive and Ry, Ry, Ry are positive semi-definite,
we obtain z*Rox = x*Rix = 2* Rox = 0. Hence, Rox = R1x = Ryx = 0. But this

implies that 0 = P(u1, pe)x = Jx, a contradiction.

O
EXAMPLE 7.6. Let us take
1 1 0 1 1 1 2 -1 0 0 1
Ry=11 2 1|,Ry=1|1 1 1|,Re=1|-1 2 —1|,J=|-1 0
0 1 1 1 1 1 0o -1 2 -2 -1

We have o(Ry) = {0,1,3},0(R;) = {0,3},0(R2) = {2 — v/2,2,2 + v/2}, hence
Ry, Ry, Ry are positive semi-definite. Moreover J* = —J, i.e. J is skew-Hermitian.
Note that ker Ry = {0} is trivial, therefore the condition ker Ry Nker Ry Nker Ry N
ker J = {0} is also satisfied. According to Theorem a two-variable matrix
polynomial

2 -1 0 1 2 3 1 10
P(Zl72:2) =z129 | —1 2 —1| 4+29| 0 1 2/ +(1 2 1
0o -1 2 -1 0 1 0 1 1
is stable with respect to Hfr /2 and a one-variable matrix polynomial
2 -1 0 1 2 3 1 10
PO =M |-1 2 —1|+Ax]|0 1 2|+ (1 2 1
0o -1 2 -1 0 1 01 1

is regular, hyperstable with respect to Hy .

REMARK 7.7. Let us note that the condition ker R; Nker Ry Nker R3 Nker J =
{0} is equivalent to the regularity of P(\). For a proof, recall Theorem m

REMARK 7.8. Note that although in the proof of Theorem we multiplied
P(X) from the left by z*, nevertheless we have not shown there that the numerical
range of P()) is located outside the open right half-plane H ;.
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COROLLARY 7.9. Let R € C™" be Hermitian positive semi-definite, let J €
C™™ be skew-Hermitian and let Q, Ag, Ay € C™™ be such that Q* Ay and Q* Ay are
Hermitian positive semi-definite. Assume also that

ker(Q*Ap) Nker(Q*RQ) Nker(Q*JQ) Nker(Q*As) = {0}.
Then the matriz polynomial P(\) = A2 Ay +\(J + R)Q+ Ay is a regular polynomial,
hyperstable with respect to the open right half-plane H 5.

PROOF. Firstly, observe that the matrices Q* Ay, Q*RQ, Q* Az, Q*JQ satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem ie. Q*Ap, Q*RQ, Q*As > 0 and (Q*JQ)* =
—Q*JQ. Therefore, a polynomial A2Q* A + A\(Q*JQ + Q*RQ) +Q* Ay = Q*P(\)I
is hyperstable with respect to H 5. Secondly, we apply Lemma @ and we get
hyperstability of P()\) with respect to Hr/s.

Let us mention that in the following results, the argument of a complex number
A € C is taken such that Arg A € (—m; 7| and, for the sake of simplicity, we set
Arg 0:=0.

THEOREM 7.10. Let R; € C™" (j = 1,2,3) be Hermitian positive semi-definite
and let Ag € C™™ be Hermitian and let G € C™"™ be skew-Hermitian with —1G
positive semi-definite. Assume that ker G Nker Ag Nker Ry Nker Ry Nker Ry = {0}.
Then the following holds:

(i) the multivariate matriz polynomial
Pi(z1,20) = (2325 + 23 + 23 )Ry + (2325 + 23)Ry + (2320 + 20) Ry + Ao + G

is stable with respect to D?, where D1 = {\ € C: 0 < Arg A < 7/6};
(ii) the multivariate matriz polynomial

PQ(Zl,ZQ) = ZS’R:; + z129R9 + 29R1 + Ao+ G
is stable with respect to D3, where Dy = {\ € C:0 < Arg A\ < 7/3};

(iii) the multivariate matriz polynomial
Pg(zl, 22) == legRg + ZlZ%RQ + ZgRl + Zl(AO + G)

is stable with respect to D3, where D3 = {\ € C:0 < Arg A < 7/4}.
In particular, P(\) = ARz + A2Ry + ARy + (Ao + G) is stable with respect to
D={XAeC:0<Arg A <7/3}.

PROOF. We show only (i), the proofs of (ii) and (iii) are similar. Suppose that
the matrix polynomial P;(z1, 22) has an eigenvalue (u1, o) € D7. Thus there exist
a nonzero vector x € C™ \ {0} such that
(7.2) (u3p3 + pf + p3) R + (3 s + p3) Row + (4 p2 + piz) Riw + (Ao + G)z = 0.
Multiplying by z* and taking the imaginary part of both sides of the equation above
we obtain
o* Ryx) im (s + pf + p3)

" Rox) im (ui s + pf)
2 Ryz) im (103 + piz) — 2 (1 G)a

I+ +
o -~ 0 o
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Note that by assumption x*Rsz,x*Rix,x*Rex,—2x*(1G)x > 0 and since 0 <
Arg pq, Arg pe < /6, we have

i (p3 3 + i+ p3), im (pf 3 + ), im (e + pa) > 0.

Therefore, we have z*Rzx = 2*Rox = z*Ryixz = 2*(iG)xz = 0 and consequently
Rsz = Rox = Rixz = Gx = 0. Due to the equation ([7.2) we have Agz = 0, a
contradiction. The ‘In particular’ part follows by substituting A for z; and zy in

(). O

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 ={A € C:
—7m/3 < Arg A < w/3}, cf. in the preliminaries. Below, we present a connected
result as a collorary from Theorem and . Directly from these theorems,
we obtain the following result.

COROLLARY 7.11. Let R; € C™" (j = 0,1,2) be Hermitian positive semi-
definite, then the polynomial P(\) = MRy + AN2Ry + ARy + Ry is hyperstable with
respect to D = {\ € C:0 < Arg A < w/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 R; € C™" (j = 0,1,2) be Hermitian positive semi-
definite, and let J € C™" be skew-Hermitian. Then the matriz polynomial Q(X\) =
ARy + (A2 +N\)(Ry+J)+ Ry is a reqular cubic matriz polynomial, hyperstable with
respect to the angle E = {\ € C: —n/4 < Arg A < m/4}\ {0}.

ProOOF. By Theorem we obtain the polynomial P(\) = A2Ry + 2\(R; +
J) + Ry hyperstable with respect to the open right half-plane H ;. We apply now
Theorem [6.6| with p1(A) = A2, p2(A\) = X obtaining

(T2 P)(21,22) = 212242 + (21 + 22) A1 + Ao

so that (ToP)(A\%,\) = Q()). Finally, observe that the angle E is precisely the set
pfl(Hﬂ/Q) ﬂpgl(Hw/Q) from Theorem |

The operator 15 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(X\). In Corollary we get a qubic polynomial from the quadratic hyperstable
polynomial P(X). Let us take now an opposite action and use T5 to obtain the
linear polynomial (matrix pencil) from P()\) of degree 2.

COROLLARY 7.13. Let R; € C™™ (j = 0,1) be Hermitian positive semi-definite,
and let J € C™™ be skew-Hermitian. Consider a matriz pencil P(A) = A(R1+J) +
(Ro + aJ), where a > 0. Then the eigenvalues of P(\) are contained in the closed
left half-plane ﬁ%ﬁ.

PROOF. The case a = 0 was considered in [17]. Now take a > 0 and define
a matrix polynomial P(\) = )\2% + X - 2J + Ry, note that it clearly satisfies the
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assumptions of Theorem Hence it is hyperstable with respect to H; /2, and by
Theorem [6.4] the matrix polynomial

R
(TQP)(Zl, 22) = 2’12’271 + (2’1 + ZQ)J + Ro

is hyperstable with respect to H?T /2 In particular, if we set zo = a and replace z;

by A, then we obtain the original polynomial )\a% +MN+a)J + Ry =21+ A
being stable with respect to Hy /o. O
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