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ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider a class of unbounded Toeplitz operators with ra-
tional matrix symbols that have poles on the unit circle and employ state space realization
techniques from linear systems theory, as used in our earlier analysis in [11] of this class
of operators, to study the connection with semi-infinite Toeplitz matrices and to determine
the essential spectrum and resolvent set.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [6] a class of unbounded Toeplitz-like operators was introduced, whose symbols are
rational functions with poles on the unit circle. The case where the symbol is matrix-valued
was first studied in [9]. Let Ω(z) be a rational m×m matrix function with poles on the unit
circle. Then the unbounded Toeplitz-like operator TΩ

(
H p

m → H p
m
)

with symbol Ω(z) from
[9] is defined as

Dom(TΩ) ={ f ∈ H p
m : Ω f = h+ r where h ∈ Lp

m(T), and r ∈ Ratm0 (T)}
TΩ f = Ph, where P is the Riesz projection of Lp

m(T) onto H p
m.

Here, for 1 < p < ∞, Lp
m(T) and H p

m denote the spaces of vector-valued functions of length
m with entries in the Lebesgue space Lp(T) over the unit circle T and with entries in the
Hardy space H p over the unit disc D, respectively, and Ratk0(T) is the set of strictly proper
rational vector-valued functions of length k with poles only on the unit circle.

Assuming that detΩ(z) is not uniformly zero, in [9] a Wiener-Hopf type factorization
is determined for Ω(z) leading to a factorization of the Toeplitz-like operator TΩ, from
which it can be derived that TΩ is Fredholm if and only if Ω(z) has no zeroes on T. Here
a zero of Ω(z) corresponds to a pole of Ω(z)−1 in which case detΩ(z) need not be zero,
unlike in the case where there are no poles on T. The Wiener-Hopf type factorization
allows one to determine the Fredholm index, in case Ω(z) has no zeroes on T. However,
due to the complicated structure of this Wiener-Hopf type factorization, it appears difficult
to determine the dimensions of the kernel and co-kernel of TΩ, and hence whether TΩ is
invertible.

Using state space representations, in [11] we determine a criterion for invertibility of TΩ

in terms of an associated algebraic Riccati equation. In that setting, we assume that Ω(z)
is given by a minimal state space realization of the form

(1.1) Ω(z) = R0 + zC(I − zA)−1B+ γ(zI −α)−1
β ,
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where R0, A,B,C, and α,β ,γ are matrices of appropriate size, and I indicates an identity
matrix of appropriate size, such that A has all its eigenvalues in the open unit disc D and
α has all its eigenvalues in the closed unit disc D, i.e., A is stable and α is semi-stable.
Note that each rational matrix function Ω(z) admits such a realization. Minimality of the
realization (1.1) means that there does not exists a realization of the same form with A or α

of smaller size, and implies that the poles of Ω(z) in D correspond to the eigenvalues of α

and the poles in C\D correspond to the inverses of the eigenvalues of A (to be interpreted
as ∞ if 0 is an eigenvalue of A). This is equivalent to the triples (C,A,B), and (γ,α,β )
both being discrete-time observable and controllable, cf., [12], which we will abbreviate
by saying that the triples (C,A,B) and (γ,α,β ) are minimal. In the present paper we
further exploit the state space approach initiated in [11] to determine further properties of
the operator TΩ.

As noted in Proposition 2.1 of [9], the space of vector polynomials of size m is con-
tained in the domain of TΩ, and so TΩ generates a matrix representation with respect to
the standard basis in H p

m, which, analogously to the scalar case (see Theorem 1.3 in [6]),
has a Toeplitz structure with certain conditions on the growth of the coefficients. Using
state space realization techniques, in Section 2 we show that conversely a semi-infinite
Toeplitz matrix satisfying these conditions necessarily leads to a matrix symbol of the type
we consider. We also discuss this Toeplitz matrix structure in the context of the Sarason
class of unbounded Toeplitz operators, as proposed in the last section of [16] and further
investigated in [14, 15].

In Section 3 we make use of the characterization of Fredholmness and invertibility of
TΩ together with state space techniques to compute the essential spectrum and resolvent set
of the operator TΩ. Furthermore, we express these subsets of C in terms of the matrices of
the realization (1.1) and stabilizing solutions to associated Riccati equations. In the case of
continuous rational matrix functions on T, so that TΩ is bounded, using a different type of
realization Fredholmness and invertibility of TΩ have been studied in [5, Chapter XXIV].

Some examples that illustrate these results are given in Section 4 to conclude the paper.
In particular, in one of the examples the essential spectrum turns out to be the full complex
plane. This is in contrast to what happens for scalar symbols, in which case the essential
spectrum is an algebraic curve in the complex plane.

2. SEMI-INFINITE TOEPLITZ MATRICES

Since the space Pm of vector polynomials of size m is contained in the domain of
TΩ, for any m×m rational matrix function Ω(z), TΩ has a block matrix representation
TΩ = [ti, j]∞i, j=0 with ti, j ∈ Cm×m, with respect to the standard block basis of H p, and this
matrix representation has a Toeplitz structure, that is ti, j = ai− j for all i, j. The latter follows
from the fact that Tz−1ITΩTzI f = TΩ f for f ∈ Dom(TΩ).

Conversely, let [T ] =
[
ai− j

]∞
i, j=0 be a semi-infinite block Toeplitz matrix, where each

a j is an m×m matrix. In this section we discuss the question: Under which conditions on
the entries a j does this semi-infinite block Toeplitz matrix correspond to a block Toeplitz
matrix generated by an operator TΩ as defined above? The results in this section also
hold for the case where the entries are non-square matrices; these results can be obtained
simply by adding zero-rows or zero-columns to make the matrices square. We consider the
following conditions:

(2.2)
(i) ∥a0∥,∥a1∥, . . . are the Taylor coefficients of a function in H p; and

(ii) ∥a− j∥ ≤ K
( j

M−1

)
, j ≥ 1 for some M ∈ N, K > 0.
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These conditions are not enough to get rationality of the symbol. To achieve that, we shall
make use of the theory of state space realizations from systems theory, as outlined in, e.g.,
[12, Chapter 3]. Form the block Hankel matrices

H+
k =


a1 a2 · · · ak
a2 a3 · · · ak+1
...

...
...

ak ak+1 · · · a2k−1

 , H−
k =


a−1 a−2 · · · a−k
a−2 a−3 · · · a−k−1

...
...

...
a−k a−k−1 · · · a−2k+1

 .
We shall also impose the condition

(2.3) max
k≥1

rankH+
k =: n+ < ∞, max

k≥1
rankH−

k =: n− < ∞.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.1. A semi-infinite block Toeplitz matrix T =
[
ai− j

]∞
i, j=0 with each a j an m×m

matrix, is the block Toeplitz representation of an operator TΩ for a rational m×m matrix
function Ω(z), possibly with poles on T, if and only if the conditions (2.2) and (2.3) hold.

Proof. Assume that the conditions (2.2) and (2.3) hold. Then by the realization algorithm
(cf., Section 3.4 in [12]) there is a minimal triple of matrices (A,B,C) such that a j =

CA j−1B for j ≥ 1, and there is a minimal triple of matrices (α,β ,γ) such that a− j =

γα j−1β for j ≥ 1. Then for |z| small enough we have

Ω+(z) :=
∞

∑
j=1

a jz j = zC(I − zA)−1B,

while for |z| large enough we have

Ω−(z) :=
∞

∑
j=1

a− jz− j = γ(zI −α)−1
β .

By condition (i) in (2.2) it follows that each entry in the matrix function Ω+(z) is in H p,
and hence Ω+(z) ∈ H p

m×m, which implies that Ω+(z) has no poles in the closed unit disc
D. Then the minimality of the triple (A,B,C) implies that A has all its eigenvalues inside
D, and thus A is stable (cf., Corollary 8.14 in [1]).

According to (ii) in (2.2), there exist M ∈ N and K > 0 such that ∥a− j∥ ≤ K
( j

M−1

)
for

all j ≥ 0. This implies that for each r > 1 the function Ω−(z) is analytic on |z| > r, since
∑

∞
j=1 K

( j
M−1

)
r− j is a convergent series (for instance by the ratio test). Hence Ω−(z) is

analytic on C \D, so that α has al its eigenvalues inside D and hence is semi-stable, now
using minimality of (α,β ,γ) again in combination with Corollary 8.14 in [1].

Thus, the function

Ω(z) = a0 + zC(I − zA)−1B+ γ(zI −α)−1
β

is a rational matrix function which possibly has poles on the unit circle, and for this Ω(z)
we claim that T coincides with the Toeplitz block matrix representation of TΩ. To see this,
we consider the expansion of Ω(z)zn for n = 0,1, . . ., as in the proof of Lemma 4.1 of [11].
By successively using the identity

(zI −α)−1 = z−1I + z−1
α(zI −α)−1,
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it follows that for each w ∈ Cm we have

Ω(z)znw = zn+1C(I − zA)−1Bw+a0znw+
n−1

∑
k=0

zn−k−1
γα

k
βw+ γα

n(zI −α)−1
βw

=
∞

∑
j=0

zn+1+ jCA jBw+a0znw+
n−1

∑
k=0

zn−k−1a−k−1w+ γα
n(zI −α)−1

βw

= zn

(
∞

∑
j=0

z j+1a j+1 +a0 +
−1

∑
l=−n

zlal

)
w+ γα

n(zI −α)−1
βw

=
∞

∑
j=0

a j−nwz j + γα
n(zI −α)−1

βw.

Due to the eigenvalues of α being in D, it follows that γαn(zI−α)−1βw can be written as a
function in Ratm0 (T) and an anti-analytic part in Lp

m(T), showing that the TΩznw is equal to
∑

∞
j=0 a j−nwz j, which confirms the claim regarding the Toeplitz block matrix representation

of TΩ.
For the converse implication, assume Ω(z) is an m×m rational matrix function, which

may have poles on the unit circle. An argument similar to the analogous result for the
scalar case in [6, Theorem 1.3] works here as well, but we give an alternative argument
using state space realizations. Note that Ω(z) admits a minimal state space realization
as in (1.1) with A stable and α semi-stable. In the previous paragraph we showed that
TΩ has a block Toeplitz matrix representation [ai− j]

∞
i, j=0 with a0 = R0, a j = CA j−1B, for

j ≥ 1, and a j = γα− j−1β for j ≤ −1. Then H+
k and H−

k are the k × k block Hankel
matrices associated with the rational matrix functions Ω+(z) and Ω−(z), as defined above,
respectively, and hence (2.3) holds by the realization algorithm [12, Section 3.4]. Since A
is stable, it is clear that

∞

∑
j=1

z ja j =
∞

∑
j=1

z jCA j−1B = zC(I − zA)−1B is in H p
m×m.

Hence item (i) in (2.2) holds.
Since a− j = γα j−1β for j ∈ N, we have ∥a− j∥ ≤ ∥γ∥∥β∥∥α j−1∥. To get an upper

bound on the growth of ∥α j−1∥ let α = SJS−1 where J is in Jordan normal form. Then
∥α j−1∥ ≤ ∥S∥ · ∥S−1∥∥J j−1∥. Let M be the size of the largest Jordan block in J corre-
sponding to an eigenvalue λ0 of α on the unit circle, and let λ0I +N be that Jordan block.
Then ∥J j−1∥≤ ∥(λ0I+N) j−1∥. Moreover, using the fact that the norm of an M×M matrix
is bounded by M times the maximum absolute value of the entries in the matrix, we see
that for some constant K > 0 we have

∥J j−1∥ ≤ K ·
(

j
M−1

)
,

as the largest absolute value of an entry in (λ0I+N) j−1 occurs in the right upper corner of
the matrix. This proves the theorem. □

While the theorem only claims existence of an m×m rational matrix function Ω(z) such
that the given semi-infinite block Toeplitz T corresponds to the block Toeplitz representa-
tion of TΩ, the realization algorithm of Section 3.4 in [12] used in the proof actually gives a
construction of the matrices A,B,C and α,β ,γ that together with R0 := a0 form a minimal
state space realization of Ω(z) once it is established that (2.3) holds.
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Remark 2.2. We connect the result of Theorem 2.1 with the Sarason class of unbounded
Toeplitz operators, as proposed by Sarason in the last section of [16], and investigated
further by Rosenfeld in [14, 15] (who referred to such operators as Sarason-Toeplitz oper-
ators). The idea stems from the observation that a bounded operator T on H2 is a Toeplitz
operator with symbol from L∞ if and only if S∗T S = T , with S = Tz the forward shift oper-
ator on H2, i.e., the Toeplitz operator with symbol z 7→ z. To remain in the context of the
present paper, we extend the definition of [14, 15], and say that an operator T (H p

m → H p
m)

is in the Sarason class of unbounded Toeplitz operators (abbreviated to Sarason class in
the sequel) whenever

(i) T is closed and densely defined;
(ii) Dom(T ) is TzIm -invariant;

(iii) Tz−1ImT TzIm = T ;
(iv) If f ∈ Dom(T ) and f (0) = 0, then Tz−1Im f ∈ Dom(T ).

Here TzIm and Tz−1Im are the bounded Toeplitz operators with symbols z 7→ zIm and z 7→
z−1Im. For the case m = 1 and p = 2 it was shown in [8] that the unbounded Toeplitz
operators considered in this paper fall within the Sarason class, and it is not difficult to see
that this extends to 1 < p < ∞ (as already noted in [8]) and to arbitrary m ∈ N (for items
(i)–(iii) see Proposition 2.1 in [9]).

Let us consider an operator T in the Sarason class with the property that the constant
functions are in Dom(T ). Since Dom(T ) is TzIm -invariant by (ii), it follows that the vector
polynomials of size m are in Dom(T ). Hence T admits a block matrix representation with
respect to the standard block basis of H p

m, and it is easy to see that (iii) implies that the block
matrix representation has Toeplitz structure, i.e., [T ] = [ai− j]

∞
i, j=0 for matrices ak ∈ Cm×m.

In [8] we show that the operator in the Sarason class is not uniquely determined by
the symbol, since for a scalar-valued rational function ω the adjoint T ∗

ω of the unbounded
Toeplitz operator Tω is a restriction of the unbounded Toeplitz operator Tω∗ , and thus the
symbol ω∗ defines two different operators in the Sarason class, with the same symbol.

In short, for an operator in the Sarason class:

(i) We get a matrix representation with respect to the standard basis, and this matrix
representation has a Toeplitz structure.

(ii) The Toeplitz matrix structure generates an abstract Fourier representation, and the
fact that Pm ⊂ Dom(T ) implies that the ’analytic part’ must be in H p

m. Apart from
that, we are not sure if there are any conditions on the matrix entries that can be
obtained.

From that perspective, we can state the following open problem. Start with a Toeplitz
matrix and assume the ’analytic part’ is in H p

m. Can we then define an unbounded Toeplitz
operator from that? It is clear how T acts on the vector polynomials of size m. Is there
maybe a unique way to extend the operator on Pm to one that satisfies (i)–(iv)? Even
without uniqueness this would be a relevant result.

3. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF TΩ

In this section we use state space methods to determine some properties of the spectrum
of TΩ. In the case that Ω(z) is a scalar function, the spectrum was described in detail in
[7]. For matrix-valued symbols the situation is much more complicated, as mentioned in
the introduction. In our results, the starting point is that Ω(z) is given by a state space
realization of the form (1.1) with A stable and α semi-stable. Throughout this section, for
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a square matrix M we write σ(M) for the spectrum of M, i.e., the set of its eigenvalues,
and ρ(M) := C\σ(M) for the resolvent set of M.

3.1. The essential spectrum. Recall that the essential spectrum of TΩ is defined by

σess(TΩ) = {λ ∈ C : TΩ −λ IH p is not Fredholm} .
We can write TΩ −λ IH p = TΩ−λ Im and it then follows from Theorem 1.3 in [9] that λ is in
σess(TΩ) precisely when Ω(z)−λ Im has a zero on T, that is, (Ω(z)−λ Im)

−1 has a pole on
T, provided that det(Ω(z)−λ Im) is not uniformly zero (in z for the fixed choice of λ ). In
particular, the essential spectrum of TΩ does not depend on p. A complication that occurs
in the case of matrix symbols with poles on T is that the symbol can have a pole and a zero
at the same point of T, so that the zeroes of Ω(z)−λ Im on T do not necessarily correspond
to the zeroes of det(Ω(z)−λ Im) on T.

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω(z) be a rational m×m matrix function given by a minimal state space
realization (1.1) with A stable and α semi-stable. Define the linear pencil

L(λ ,z) :=

zA− I 0 B
0 α − zI β

zC γ R0 −λ I

 , λ ,z ∈ C.

Then we have the following two descriptions of σess(TΩ):

σess(TΩ) = {λ ∈ C : detL(λ ,ν) = 0 for some ν ∈ T},
and

σess(TΩ) = {λ ∈ C : λ ∈ σ(Ω(ν)) for some ν ∈ T\σ(α)}∪
∪{λ ∈ C : detL(λ ,ν) = 0 for some ν ∈ T∩σ(α)}.

First we deal with λ ∈ C for which det(Ω(z)−λ Im) is uniformly zero, i.e., λ in the set

(3.4) E(Ω) = {λ ∈ C : det(Ω(z)−λ Im) = 0 for all z ∈ C that are not poles of Ω(z)}.
The following example shows that this set can be nonempty.

Example 3.2. Consider

Ω(z) =
[

2 1
z−1

0 2

]
, z ∈ D,

for which Ω(z)−λ I2 has both a pole and zero at z = 1, for each λ ∈C. However, we have
that det(Ω(z)−λ I2) = (2−λ )2 is constant in z, and in particular, det(Ω(z)− 2I) = 0 for
all z. Clearly, this only happens for λ = 2. Hence E(Ω) = {2}.

Lemma 3.3. For any m×m rational matrix function Ω(z) the set E(Ω) consists of at most
m points and

E(Ω)⊂ σp(TΩ)∩σess(TΩ).

Proof. Suppose that λ ∈ E(Ω). Write Ω(z) = 1
q(z)P(z), where q(z) is the least common

multiple of all denominators of entries of Ω(z) and P(z) is an n× n matrix polynomial.
Then

det(Ω(z)−λ Im) =
1

q(z)m det(P(z)−λq(z)Im).

This is zero for all z if and only if det(P(z)−λq(z)Im) = 0 for all z. The latter expression
is an m-th degree polynomial in λ with coefficients which are polynomials in z. For z not a
zero of q there are precisely m solutions λ , counting multiplicities. This means that E(Ω)
consists of at most m points.
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According to Forney [3], when viewing Ω(z)−λ Im as a matrix over the field of rational
functions in z, for λ ∈ E(Ω) there is a basis for Ker(Ω(z)− λ Im) consisting of vector
polynomials. Now, if (Ω(z)−λ Im)r(z) is uniformly 0 for a nontrivial vector polynomial
r(z), then r(z) ∈ Ker(TΩ −λ I), so that λ ∈ σp(TΩ). However, also (Ω(z)−λ Im)r(z)h(z)
is uniformly zero for any h ∈ H p. Hence rH p ∈ Ker(TΩ − λ I), so that Ker(TΩ − λ I) is
infinite dimensional and thus λ ∈ σess(TΩ). Hence E(Ω)⊂ σp(TΩ)∩σess(TΩ). □

We now prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Decompose L(λ ,z) as

L(λ ,z) =

 zA− I 0 B
0 α − zI β

zC γ R0 −λ I

=

[
Â(z) B̂
Ĉ(z) D̂λ

]
, λ ,z ∈ C.

Note that Â(z) is invertible if and only if z is not a pole of Ω(z), due to the minimality of
the realization (1.1). In that case, we have that

Ω(z)−λ I = R0 −λ I +
[
zC γ

][I − zA 0
0 zI −α

]−1 [B
β

]
= R0 −λ I −

[
zC γ

][zA− I 0
0 α − zI

]−1 [B
β

]
= D̂λ −Ĉ(z)Â(z)−1B̂.

Hence Ω(z)− λ I is the Schur complement of L(λ ,z) with respect to Â(z); see, e.g., [1,
Section 2.2]. It follows that, whenever det Â(z) ̸= 0, Ω(z)−λ I is invertible if and only if
L(λ ,z) is invertible.

Now take λ0 ∈ E(Ω), with E(Ω) as in (3.4). Then for any ν ∈ T with det Â(ν) ̸= 0, we
have that det(Ω(ν)−λ0I) = 0 (so that λ0 ∈ σ(Ω(ν))) and hence detL(λ0,ν) = 0, while
also λ0 ∈ σess(TΩ), by Lemma 3.3. So for λ0 ∈ E(Ω), the statements hold.

From now on we assume λ0 /∈ E(Ω). Applying the standard Schur complement inver-
sion formula [1, Section 2.2] to L(λ0,z) with respect to Â(z), we have that
(3.5)

(Ω(z)−λ0I)−1 = EL(λ0,z)−1E∗, with E =
[
0 0 I

]
, whenever detL(λ0,z) ̸= 0.

Note that the above formula for (Ω(z)−λ0I)−1 extends to the poles of Ω(z), as long as
L(λ0,z) is invertible. Recall that the zeroes of Ω(z)−λ0I are the poles of (Ω(z)−λ0I)−1,
and that TΩ −λ0I is not Fredholm if and only if Ω(z)−λ0I has a zero on T, by Theorem
1.3 in [9]. Hence, to prove the first formula for σess(TΩ) it suffices to show that the poles
of (Ω(z)− λ0I)−1 coincide with the zeroes of detL(λ0,z), because L(λ0,z) is a matrix
polynomial in z. Define

N(λ0,z) =
[

L(λ0,z) E∗

E 0

]
with E as in (3.5).

By (3.5), (Ω(z)− λ0I)−1 is the Schur complement of N(λ0,z) with respect to L(λ0,z).
Because the pairs (A,B) and (α,β ) are controllable, A is stable and α is semi-stable, the
matrix [

zA− I 0 B
0 zI −α β

]
has full row rank for all z ∈ C. This implies that

[
L(λ0,z) E∗] also has full row rank for

all z ∈C. From this it follows that the Smith form of
[
L(λ0,z) E∗] is

[
I 0

]
, so that, by

Proposition 2.1 in [2] the matrix polynomials L(λ0,z) and E∗ are right coprime. Because
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the pairs (C,A) and (γ,α) are observable, A is stable and α is semi-stable, it can be seen
in a similar manner that L(λ0,z) and E are left coprime. It then follows from a result
of Rosenbrock [13] (see also Theorem 3.5 in [2] for a nice presentation and extension
of this material), that L(λ0,z)−1 and (Ω(z)− λ0)

−1 have the same poles, which, as was
explained above, coincide with the zeroes of detL(λ0,z). This completes the proof of the
first description of the essential spectrum.

For the second description, we may still assume λ0 /∈ E(Ω). Let ν ∈ T \ σ(α) By
Schur’s determinant formula, applied to L(λ0,ν), we have

detL(λ0,ν) = det(Ω(ν)−λ0)det Â(ν) = det(Ω(ν)−λ0I)det(νA− I)det(νI −α).

Hence detL(λ0,ν) = 0 if and only if λ0 is an eigenvalue of Ω(ν). That proves the second
description of the essential spectrum. □

3.2. The resolvent set. Next, we consider the resolvent set. Using results from [11],
see also [4], we can characterize invertibiliy of TΩ −λ I = TΩ−λ I in terms of existence of
the stabilizing solution to an algebraic Riccati equation. That gives a result that makes it
possible to determine whether or not λ is in the resolvent set of TΩ. To be precise, we have
the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let Ω be given by the realization (1.1). Then λ ∈ ρ(TΩ) if and only if
there is a matrix Q, depending on λ , such that R0 − γQB−λ I is invertible, Q satisfies the
algebraic Riccati equation

(3.6) Q = αQA+(β −αQB)(R0 − γQB−λ I)−1(C− γQA),

and such that the matrices

A◦ := A−B(R0 − γQB−λ I)−1(C− γQA), α◦ := α − (β −αQB)(R0 − γQB−λ I)−1
γ

are both stable.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3 we have that E(Ω)⊂ σess(TΩ). Hence we can restrict to λ /∈ E(Ω),
i.e., det(Ω(z)− λ I) is not uniformly zero. In that case, the main result of [11] can be
applied, and it follows that the operator TΩ −λ I = TΩ−λ Im is invertible if and only if there
is a solution Q to the algebraic Riccati equation (3.6) for which A◦ and α◦ are stable. □

We have the following corollary, which concerns a special case.

Corollary 3.5. Let Ω be given by the realization (1.1) and suppose that Ω(z) has all its
poles in D, and the limit at infinity of Ω(z) exists. Then λ ∈ σ(TΩ) if and only if λ ∈ σ(R0)
or there is a µ /∈ D, µ not a pole of Ω(z), for which λ ∈ σ(Ω(µ)) or detK(λ ,µ) = 0 for
µ ∈ T a pole of Ω(z), where

K(λ ,z) =
[

α − zI β

γ R0 −λ I

]
, λ ,z ∈ C.

Proof. Under the assumption that Ω(z) has all its poles inside D, and the limit at infinity
of Ω(z) exists, the matrix A is zero on the zero-dimensional space. In that case the Riccati
equation is vacuous, and it follows from Proposition 3.4 that λ ∈ C is in the resolvent of
TΩ if and only if R0 −λ I is invertible (i.e., λ ∈ ρ(R0)) and α◦ := α −β (R0 −λ I)−1γ is
stable.

Note that due to the observations above, the matrix polynomial K(λ ,z) coincides with
the matrix polynomial L(λ ,z) in Theorem 3.1. For λ ∈ ρ(R0), the Schur complement of
K(λ ,z) with respect to R0 −λ I is equal to α◦− zI. Hence in that case α◦− zI is invertible
if and only if K(λ ,z) is invertible. Since α◦ is stable precisely when α◦−µI is invertible
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for each µ /∈ D, it follows that λ is in the resolvent of TΩ if and only if λ ∈ ρ(R0) and
detK(λ ,µ) ̸= 0 for all µ /∈D. Stated in the negative, λ is in σ(TΩ) if and only if λ ∈ σ(R0)
or detK(λ ,µ) = 0 for some µ /∈ D.

To complete the proof, note that for µ /∈ D which is not a pole of Ω(z), i.e., such that
µ ∈ ρ(α), the Schur complement of K(λ ,µ) with respect to α −µI is equal to

R0 −λ I + γ(µI −α)−1
β = Ω(µ)−λ I.

Hence, in that case detK(λ ,µ) = 0 holds if and only if det(Ω(µ)− λ I) = 0, i.e., λ ∈
σ(Ω(µ)). □

4. EXAMPLES

We conclude the paper with a number of examples. The first three examples are of
scalar symbols, which allows us to compare with the results from [7], where the spectrum
of Tω for a scalar symbol ω is described in detail. The fourth example gives a 2×2 matrix
example, illustrating the methods outlined here for a fairly simple case. The final example
illustrates the methods for a case in which E(Ω) is not empty.

Example 4.1. We start with an easy example. Let ω(z) = z−(a+ib)
z−1 = 1+ 1−(a+ib)

z−1 . This
symbol is also considered in Example 4.1 in [7]. For the matrices in the realization we
can take R0 = 1, A = 0 on the zero-dimensional space, B = 0, C = 0, α = 1 on a one-
dimensional space, γ = 1, β = 1− a− bi. We are in the setting of Corollary 3.5. The
algebraic Riccati equation has the solution q = 0 as a map from a zero-dimensional space
to a one-dimensional space. The matrix A◦ is also zero on the zero-dimensional space,
while α◦ = 1− (1−a−bi)(1−λ )−1, for which we require λ ̸= 1 = R0. The only further
condition on invertibility is then that |α◦| < 1. So, λ ∈ σ(Tω) if and only if |α◦| ≥ 1.
In turn this is equivalent to |a + bi − λ | ≥ |1 − λ |. Note that this inequality is always
satisfied for λ = 1. For λ = x+ iy we have |a+ bi− λ | = |1− λ | if and only if 2by =
a2 + b2 − 1+(2− 2a)x. This is precisely the line L given in Example 4.1 in [7]. For this
example we retrieve the results as presented there.

Example 4.2. Let ω(z) = z2+1
z−1 = z+1+ 2

z−1 . The matrices in the realization can be taken
to be R0 = 1,A = 0,C = B = 1,α = 1,β = 2,γ = 1. Here A and α are 1×1 matrices. The
algebraic Riccati equation for Tω −λ I becomes

q = (2−q)(1−q−λ )−1.

Further, A◦ = −(1− q−λ )−1 and α◦ = 1− (2− q)(1− q−λ )−1. The algebraic Ricatti
equation gives λ = 2−q− 2

q . Hence 1−q−λ =−1+ 2
q = 2−q

q . If follows that we should
have q ̸= 2 and q ̸= 0, but it is easily checked that q = 2 and q = 0 do not satisfy the
algebraic Ricatti equation, irrespectively of the value of λ . We further get that A◦ =

q
q−2

and α◦ = 1− q. Stability of A◦ and α◦ just means |A◦| < 1 and |α◦| < 1, which can be
expressed as Req < 1 and |1−q|< 1, respectively.

So, λ is in the resolvent set of Tω precisely when λ = 2− q− 2
q for a q that is in the

open left half of the disc of radius 1 with centre at 1. The semi-circular part of the boundary
of that set maps precisely to part of the essential spectrum, namely the part of the curve
z = x+ iy parametrized by x = cos(θ),y = − sin(θ)cos(θ)

1−cos(θ) for −π/2 < θ < π/2. (Recall
from [7] that the essential spectrum of Tω is given by the curve ω(T).) The spectrum is the
set to the left of that, the essential spectrum has an extra ”loop” parametrized by this curve
for π/2 < θ < 3π/2, see Figure 1.
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FIGURE 1. Left: the essential spectrum. Right: the boundary of the
spectrum. The spectrum is the set left of the boundary line.

Example 4.3. Let ω(z) = z3+3z+1
z2−1 = z+ 5

2 ·
1

z−1 +
3
2 ·

1
z+1 . (Compare Example 5.2 in [7].)

The matrices in a realization can be taken to be

R0 = 0, A = 0, B =C = 1 (all 1×1), and α =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
, β =

[
1
1

]
, γ =

[ 5
2

3
2

]
.

The algebraic Riccati equation for Tω−λ becomes, with q = [q1
q2 ] a 2×1 matrix:[

q1
q2

]
=−

[
1−q1
1+q2

]
( 5

2 q1 +
3
2 q2 +λ )−1.

Using this equation we can express λ in q1 and q2. We obtain

λ =−( 5
2 q1 +

3
2 q2)+

−1+q1
q1

,

λ =−( 5
2 q1 +

3
2 q2)+

−1−q2
q2

.

This also gives a relation between q1 and q2: −1+q1
q1

= −1−q2
q2

, equivalently,

q2 =
q1

1−2q1
.

Furthermore, we have

A◦ = ( 5
2 q1 +

3
2 q2 +λ )−1 = q1

q1−1 =− q2
q2+1 ,

α◦ =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
+

[
1−q1
1+q2

]
( 5

2 q1 +
3
2 q2 +λ )−1 [ 5

2
3
2

]
[

1 0
0 −1

]
−
[

q1
q2

][ 5
2

3
2

]
=

[
1− 5

2 q1 − 3
2 q1

− 5
2 q2 −1− 3

2 q2

]
.

Solving for λ completely in terms of q1 we have

λ = −1+q1
q1

− 5
2 q1 − 3

2
q1

1−2q1
.

Set z = −1+q1
q1

, or equivalently, q1 =
−1
z−1 . Then one checks that q1

1−2q1
= − 1

z+1 . It follows
that

λ = z+ 5
2 ·

1
z−1 +

3
2 ·

1
z+1 = ω(z).
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FIGURE 2. Spectrum of Tω , where ω(z) = z3+3z+1
z2−1

Rewriting A◦ in terms of z we have A◦ =
q1

q1−1 = 1
z . Stability of A◦ is therefore equivalent

to |z|> 1. Also rewriting α◦ in terms of z we have

α◦ = α◦(z) =
[

1+ 5
2 ·

1
z−1

3
2 ·

1
z−1

5
2 ·

1
z+1 −1+ 3

2 ·
1

z+1

]
.

We see that the resolvent set of Tω is the set of all λ = ω(z) for which |z|> 1 and α◦(z) is
stable. Moreover, for |z| ≤ 1 the matrix A◦ is not stable, so for those values of z we have
that λ = ω(z) ∈ σ(Tω). Notice that the map from z to λ is not one-to-one, so for a given λ

there may be a value of z with |z|> 1 for which λ = ω(z) such that α◦(z) is stable, while
there may be another value of z with |z| > 1 for which λ = ω(z) such that α◦(z) is not
stable.

Our next remark is that the curve ω(T) gives the essential spectrum (see [7]), and in
each connected component of the complement of this curve the Fredholm index of the op-
erator Tω −λ I is independent of λ . In addition, the resolvent of Tω is a union of connected
components of the complement of the curve ω(T). Hence, we have to check invertibil-
ity of Tω − λ I for just one point λ in each component. See Figure 2 for the connected
components.

Taking z real we have that λ = ω(z) is real, and the whole real line is in one connected
component. Taking z = 0 gives λ =−1. For z = 0 the matrix A◦ is not stable, so λ =−1
is in the spectrum of Tω , and hence the whole connected component containing the real
line is in the spectrum of Tω . Taking z = 3i we have that λ = −0.1+1.8i which is in the
connected component not containing the real line and above the real line. For this value of
z we find A◦ stable (as |z|> 1) and

α◦(3i) =

[
3
4 −

3
4 i − 3

20 −
9
20 i

1
4 −

3
4 i − 17

20 −
9
20 i

]
,

which has spectral radius 0.9572 and hence is stable. Thus, this component belongs to the
resolvent of Tω . Taking z =−3i, we obtain that λ =−0.1−1.8i, which is in the connected
component not containing the real line and below the real line. We have α◦(−3i) = α◦(3i),
and hence also α◦(−3i) is stable. This implies that the connected component containing
the corresponding value of λ is in the resolvent of Tω as well. Hence the spectrum of Tω is
the area in blue in Figure 2, while the resolvent set of Tω is the area in white in Figure 2.
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Example 4.4. Let

Ω(z) =
[ 1

z−1
z

z+1
z

z−1
1

z+1

]
=

[
0 1
1 0

]
+

[
1 −1
1 1

][ 1
z−1 0
0 1

z+1

]
.

Since there are no poles in C\D, we see that a minimal realization of the form (1.1) with
A stable and α semi-stable, has A = 0 on a zero-dimensional space, B = 0 (0× 2), C = 0
(2×0), while the other matrices can be taken as

R0 =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, γ =

[
1 −1
1 1

]
, α =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
, β =

[
1 0
0 1

]
= I2.

This example fits in the context of Corollary 3.5. Hence the algebraic Riccati equation
(3.6) has Q = 0 as a solution, interpreted as a 2× 0 matrix. The matrix A◦ is the zero
matrix on a zero-dimensional space, the matrix α◦ is given as a function of λ by

α◦ = α◦(λ ) = α −β (R0 −λ I)−1
γ =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
−
[
−λ 1
1 −λ

]−1 [1 −1
1 1

]
=

[
1 0
0 −1

]
+

[ 1
λ−1 − 1

λ+1
1

λ−1
1

λ+1

]
=

[
λ

λ−1 − 1
λ+1

1
λ−1 − λ

λ+1

]
, for λ ̸=±1.

Set z = 1
λ

, then one readily checks that α◦(λ ) =−Ω(z) =−Ω( 1
λ
). It follows that TΩ −λ I

is invertible if and only if −Ω( 1
λ
) is a stable matrix. However, since detΩ(z) =−1 for all

z the matrix Ω(z) cannot be stable for any z ∈ C. It follows that the resolvent set is empty
and hence σ(TΩ) = C.

Next, we determine the essential spectrum of TΩ. The matrix pencil L(λ ,z) is given by

L(λ ,z) =
[

α − zI β

γ R0 −λ

]
=


1− z 0 1 0

0 −1− z 0 1
1 −1 −λ 1
1 1 1 −λ

 .
We obtain

detL(λ ,z) = λ
2(z2 −1)− (z2 −1)−2λ z = (z2 −1)(λ 2 −1)−2λ z.

Note that for each λ , the polynomial detL(λ ,z) is never identically zero. Hence E(Ω) = /0.
According to Theorem 3.1, λ is in the essential spectrum if and only if it is an eigenvalue
of Ω(z) for some z ̸=±1 on the unit circle or detL(λ ,±1) = 0. Our formula for detL(λ ,z)
shows that the latter occurs only when λ = 0. Since the determinant of Ω(z) is −1 and the
trace of Ω(z) is 2z

z2−1 , the characteristic polynomial of Ω(z) is given by

pΩ(z)(λ ) = λ
2 − 2z

z2−1 λ −1 = (λ − z
z2−1 )

2 −1− z2

(z2−1)2 .

Hence the characteristic equation of Ω(z) becomes

(λ − z
z2−1 )

2 = 1+ z2

(z2−1)2 = z4−z2+1
z4−2z2+1 .

Specializing to z = eiθ gives

(λ − eiθ

ei2θ−1 )
2 = ei4θ−ei2θ+1

ei4θ−2ei2θ+1 = ei2θ+e−i2θ−1
ei2θ+e−i2θ−2 = 1−2cos(2θ)

2−2cos(2θ) =
3−4cos2(θ)

4sin2(θ)
.

We obtain that for θ such that 3−4cos2(θ)≥ 0 we have

λ = eiθ

ei2θ−1 ±
√

3−4cos2(θ)
2|sin(θ)| = 1

eiθ−e−iθ ±
√

3−4cos2(θ)
2|sin(θ)| =− i

2sin(θ) ±
√

3−4cos2(θ)
2|sin(θ)| .
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FIGURE 3. The essential spectrum of TΩ for Ω(z) =
[ 1

z−1
z
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z
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]
.

Observe that these values of λ are on the unit circle. Noticing that 3 − 4cos2(θ) ≥ 0
precisely when π

6 ≤ θ ≤ 5θ

6 or 7π

6 ≤ θ ≤ 11θ

6 we have that for these values of θ the two
values of λ trace out two curves which lie on the unit circle and connect respectively eiπ/6

to ei5π/6 and ei7π/6 to ei11π/6.
For the case where 3−4cos2(θ)< 0 the values of λ are given by

λ =

(
− 1

2sin(θ) ±
√

−3+4cos2(θ)
2|sin(θ)|

)
· i.

The values of θ for which 3−4cos(θ)2 < 0 are given by −π

6 < θ < π

6 or 5π

6 < θ < 7π

6 . One
easily checks that for these values of θ the two values of λ trace out the whole imaginary
line, excluding 0 since λ = 0 would occur at θ = 0 or θ = π in which case sin(θ) = 0.
However, λ = 0 is in the essential spectrum because that is when detL(λ ,±1) = 0.

It follows that the essential spectrum of TΩ is the union of the imaginary line with two
arcs on the unit circle. See Figure 3.

Example 4.5. We return to Example 3.2. In that case we have

Ω(z) =
[

2 1
z−1

0 2

]
=

[
2 0
0 2

]
+

[
1
0

]
(z−1)−1 [0 1

]
.

Observe that the right hand side of the above equation constitutes a minimal realization of
Ω. We saw before that E(Ω) = {2}. Further,

L(λ ,z) =

1− z 0 1
1 2−λ 0
0 0 2−λ

 ,
so that detL(λ ,z) = (2−λ )2(1− z). It follows that all λ ̸= 2 are in the essential spectrum,
and since the essential spectrum is closed, we have σess(TΩ) = C. That 2 ∈ σess(TΩ) = C
also follows since E(Ω)⊂ σess(TΩ), by Lemma 3.3.
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[2] F. Dopico, V. Noferini, and I. Zaballa. Rosenbrock’s Theorem on System Matrices over Elementary Divisor
Domains. arXiv: 2406.18218v1

[3] G.D. Forney, Minimal bases of rational vector spaces, with applications to multivariable linear systems SIAM
J. Control 13 (1975), 493–520.

[4] A.E. Frazho, M.A. Kaashoek, and A.C.M. Ran, The non-symmetric discrete algebraic Riccati equation and
canonical factorization of rational matrix functions on the unit circle, Integr. Equ. Oper. Theory 66 (2010),
215–229.

[5] I Gohberg, S. Goldberg, and M.A. Kaashoek, Classes of linear operators. Vol. II, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl.
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