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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a new family of equations for matrix pencils that
may be utilized for the construction of strong linearizations for any square or
rectangular matrix polynomial. We provide a comprehensive characteriza-
tion of the resulting vector spaces and show that almost every matrix pencil
therein is a strong linearization regardless whether the matrix polynomial
under consideration is regular or singular. These novel “ansatz spaces” cover
all block Kronecker pencils as introduced in ﬂa] as a subset and therefore con-
tain all Fiedler pencils modulo permutations. The important case of square
matrix polynomials is examined in greater depth. We prove that the inter-
section of any number of block Kronecker ansatz spaces is never empty and
construct large subspaces of block-symmetric matrix pencils among which
still almost every pencil is a strong linearization. Moreover, we show that
the original ansatz spaces Ly and Ly may essentially be recovered from block
Kronecker ansatz spaces via pre- and postmultiplication, respectively, of cer-
tain constant matrices.
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1. Introduction

The linearization of (non) square matrix polynomials

d
P(A) =) PN P eR™"

1=0

has received much attention in the last ten years, motivated at least in part
by the ground-breaking paper [11]. In that paper, three vector spaces L,
L, and DL of potential linearizations (called “ansatz spaces”) for square
matrix polynomials P(A)(m = n) have been introduced. The spaces L, Lo
generalize the companion form of the first and second kind, resp.,

Li(P) = {L(\) = AX+Y € RA"™™ | L(A)(Aq1®1,) = v@P(A),v € R},
Ly(P) = {LN)T ]| L(A) € Ly(PT)} while the double ansatz space
DL(P) =L,(P) NLy(P) (1)

is their intersection. Here A; is the vector of the elements of the standard
basis; Aj := Aj(A) =[N M7 - X117 € R]APT! for any integer j > 0. A
thorough discussion of these spaces can be found in [11] and [9], see [6] for
more references. In particular, it is discussed in [11] that almost all pencils
in these spaces are linearizations of P()A) and in [9] that any matrix pencil
in DIL(P) is block-symmetric.

The second main source of linearizations are Fiedler pencils F,, (). Unlike
the linearizations from the vector spaces discussed above, these can be defined
not only for square, but also for rectangular matrices [3]. These pencils
are defined in an implicit way, either in terms of products of matrices for
square polynomials or as the output of a symbolic algorithm for rectangular
matrices, see [0, Section 4] for a definition, a summary of their properties
and references to further work.

In [6, Section 5] the family of block Kronecker pencils is introduced, which
include all of the Fiedler pencils (modulo permutations). For an arbitrary
matrix pencil My + AM; € ROHDmx (4D any matrix pencil of the form

[ My+ MMy | LT w1,
NO= "T85 O

€ RO Dmtenx(etmtmm) (9



is called an (e,n,n, m)-block Kronecker pencil, or simply, a block Kronecker
pencil. Here,

L. = L.\ := o € R[N (+D), (3)
-1 A
It is proven that A(\) is a (strong) linearization of the matrix polynomial
Q) = (AN @ L) (Mg + AM)(Ac(N) @ I,) € RIA™™ of degree d <
e+mn+1.

Inspired by the work in [6], we introduce a new family of equations for
matrix pencils that may be applied to square and rectangular matrix poly-
nomials. Matrix pencils that satisfy one or more particular equations form
real vector spaces that are shown to serve as an abundant source of strong
linearization. Since these spaces share important properties with L; and
L, and entirely contain all block Kronecker pencils as introduced in [6], we
named them “block Kronecker ansatz spaces”. Our derivations based on
these ansatz spaces are basically theoretically oriented. The purpose of this
paper is twofold: it builds a bridge between the two main linearization tech-
niques - the ansatz space framework initiated in [11] and the approach via
Fiedler pencils starting with [2] - along with the development of ansatz spaces
in the style of [11] for rectangular matrix polynomials.

Although we define and introduce the block Kronecker ansatz spaces for
rectangular matrix polynomials, we devote special attention to the inves-
tigation of the square case. In this context we are able to show that the
intersection of any number of block Kronecker ansatz spaces is never empty.
As a main difference to DL, pencils in two or more block Kronecker ansatz
spaces are not block-symmetric in general but block-symmetric pencils form
proper and large-dimensional subspaces therein. Still almost every matrix
pencil, block-symmetric or not, is a strong linearization as long as the ma-
trix polynomial under consideration is regular. The main contribution of this
paper is to provide a comprehensive introduction of block Kronecker ansatz
spaces, to prove their basic properties and to motivate these features by ap-
propriately selected examples. To this end, in order to focus on the essential
ideas and concepts, we presents our results just for the real numbers R. This
enables us to concentrate on the precise introduction of the block Kronecker
spaces (over R) avoiding technicalities that might occur considering other
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fields.

After submission of the first version of this paper, the manuscript [1]
was released. In [1] the block Kronecker ansatz spaces have been introduced
independently as the family of extended block Kronecker pencils motivated,
as in our case, by the results in [6]. However, the goal of [1] is different than
ours. While our goal is to establish a new ansatz space framework for the
explicit construction of strong linearizations for matrix polynomials and to
show the connections between those ansatz spaces, Fiedler pencils and block
Kronecker pencils, the goal in [1] is to provide a unified approach to all the
families of Fiedler-like pencils in any field via the more general concept of
strong block minimal bases pencils. Being now aware of [1] we will reference
to similar results throughout the paper and, moreover, point out some new
insights taking the results from [1] into account.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2] some basic notation and
well-known results are reviewed. Section [ introduces the block Kronecker
ansatz space and its most important properties. Double ansatz spaces and
their subspaces of block-symmetric pencils are considered in Section 4] while
Section [l presents some further understanding of IL; and L, based on our
results. Some concluding remarks are given in Section [0l

2. Basic Notation

The following notation will be used throughout the paper: I,, is the n xn
identity matrix, e; its i-th column and 0,,,, denotes the m x n zero matrix.
The Kronecker product of two matrices A and B is denoted A ® B whereas
the direct product of A and B is A® B, i.e. A® B = diag(A, B). Whenever

a km X kn matrix A may be expressed as A = Zf i1 eie;p ® B;; for certain

A (see |9, Def. 2.1]). For R[}], the riﬁg of real polynomials in the variable
A, the m X n matrix ring over R[\] is denoted by R[\|"*". Its elements are
referred to as matrix polynomials. Notice that R[A]™*™ is a vector space over
R.

Certainly, a matrix polynomial P(A) € R[\|"*"™ may always be expressed

m X n matrices B;;, we call AP = ij:l ejel’ ® By, the block-transpose of

as

PA) =P\ + P M 4.+ PIA+ P,
=[Py Pi1 - R](Aa(N) ® 1) (4)



for appropriate matrices Fy, ..., P; € R™*" and some d € N.

A matrix polynomial P(X) € R[A]™*" is called regular given the case
m = n and det(P())) is not identically zero. Otherwise, P(\) is called
singular. A regular matrix polynomial P()) is said to be unimodular if
det(P(N)) € R. A scalar z € C is referred to as a (finite) eigenvalue of
P(X\) € RIN\™™ if P(z) € C™*" is singular. Its corresponding eigenspace is
defined to be null(P(z)), the nullspace of P(z).

Two matrix polynomials P(A) and Q(X) are said to be unimodularly
equivalent if there exist unimodular matrices U(A) and V() such that P(\) =
UN)Q(AN)V(A) holds. The equivalence is called strict whenever U(\) and
V(A) may be chosen independent of A. Given in the form ({]), the matrix
polynomial P(X) has degree k, i.e. deg(P) = k, whenever Py # 0 and P, =0
for all ¢ > k. If deg(P) = 1 we refer to P()\) as a (matrix) pencil. The
subspace of all m x n matrix polynomials having at most degree d € N is
denoted Ry[A]"™*". For any P(A) € R[A]"*™ and any t > deg(P), t € N, the
t-reversal of P(\) is defined as the matrix polynomial

revy(P(\)) = \'P G) € R™ ", (5)

The matrix polynomial P(\) with deg(P) = k is said to have an infinite eigen-
value, if zero is an eigenvalue of revy(P()\)). The corresponding eigenspace
is null(revy (P(0))).

2.1. Linearizations of Matriz Polynomials

A matrix pencil £(\) is said to be a linearization of P(\) € R[A|"™*" if
there exist two unimodular matrix polynomials U(X) and V() such that

LAY = [y ] ©)

holds for some s € Ny. Moreover, assuming deg(P) = k, the linearization
L()) is called strong whenever revy(L£(\)) is a linearization for revy(P (X))
as well. It is a basic fact on strong linearizations that they preserve the
finite and infinite elementary divisors of P()) (see the information and the
references given in [6, Section 2] for more details). In particular, any strong
linearization £(\) of P(A) has the same (finite and infinite) eigenvalues as
P()) and keeps on their algebraic and geometric multiplicities.
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Given an n x n matrix polynomial P(\) = 3% | P of degree deg(P) =
k, it is well known, that the Frobenius companion form

Py Pevw -+ P K
[n _In
Frobp(\) = ' \ ' c Rl[)\]knxkn

[n _In

is a strong linearization for P(\) no matter whether P(\) is regular or singu-
lar. Moreover, (strict) equivalence preserves (strong) linearizations. Accord-
ing to (@) any matrix pencil is its own linearization. Thus, the notion of lin-
earization does hardly make sense for matrix pencils. Since the construction
of linearizations is our main concern throughout the paper, we will hence-
forth assume arbitrary matrix polynomials P(\) having degree deg(P) > 2
to avoid the potential occurrence of pathological cases.

3. Block Kronecker Ansatz Spaces

The following definition introduces the main object of interest throughout
the remaining paper. We will consistently assume € and 7 to be nonnegative
integers.

Definition 1 (Block Kronecker Ansatz Equation).

Let P(X\) be an m x n matriz polynomial of degree k = e +n+ 1. We define
Gy 11(P) to be the set of all ((n+1)m+en) X ((e+1)n+nm) matriz polynomials
L(N) = XA+Y satisfying

(AN @ L) ® Ien) L) (Ae(X) © L) @ L) = aP(A) @ O (7)

for some o € R. Equation (7) is called block Kronecker ansatz equation for
the matriz polynomial P(X).

We will refer to G, 11(P) as a “block Kronecker ansatz space” for P(\).
This name was chosen in compliment of the “ansatz spaces” established in
[11] and the “block Kronecker pencils” introduced in |6]. How the main ideas
of both papers may be unified via the concept of block Kronecker ansatz
spaces is one primary concern of this paper.

Remark 1. According to [6, Def. 3.1, Thm. 3.3] it is immediate that (7)
may be formulated in the framework of dual minimal bases as well. Therefore,
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for any other pair of dual minimal bases [G, Def. 2.5] a corresponding ansatz
equation may be formulated and analyzed similar to our discussion in the
subsequent sections. However, most of the following results require that we
know exactly how the dual minimal bases look like. To this end, we confine
ourselves to (7).

Notice that, since 7 may take any integer value between 0 and k—1, there
always exist exactly k block Kronecker ansatz spaces for P(\).

Lemma 1 (G, (P) is a R-vector space). For any m x n matriz polynomial
P()) of degree k = e +n+1, G, 11(P) is a vector space over R.

Since the statement of Lemma [l is quite obvious, we omit the proof.
Rather notice that equation () may be reformulated adl]

Al @1, | 0 LoA) | L2 [ [ AL, ] 0 ] [aPN)]| 0
0 | len | [ L1V | L22(N) 0 [Im |

0 ‘ Oenxvym

(8)
where we have expressed L£(A) as a 2 x 2 block matrix with the leading
(n 4+ 1)m x (e + 1)n block L£41(X). Following [6, Def. 5.1], this structured
2 x 2 block-notation of L(A) € G,4+1(P) is called its natural partition. In
terms of this expression, (§) explicitly reads

[<A£®fm>cu<x><Ae®fn>\<A§®Im>cuu>]: [amw 0 }
£21()\) (AE ® In) ‘ £22()\) '

0 ‘ Oenxnm

For (A} ®1I,,,)£11(N)(Ac®1,,) we will steadily be using the short hand notation
®(L11(N)) assuming the parameters involved in this expression are clear from
the context. For instance, (@) implies ®(L11(\)) = aP(A).

Next we will consider the off-diagonal blocks of ([@]). Recall the definition
of L.(A\) (see @) and notice that L,(A)A.(A) = 0 (in fact L,(\) and A,(\)T
are dual minimal bases, see [6, Sec. 2] for more information). Consequently
(Lp(N) ® 1,)(Ax(N) ® 1,,) = 0 (see also [6, Ex. 2.6]).

Lemma 2. Let KC(\) be an kym X (kg + 1)n matriz pencil and assume

KA) (Aey(N) @ 1) = Oy (10)

n order to save space here and in subsequent formulas the dependence of L, ()\) and
A.()\) on A is sometimes omitted. Since there is no risk of confusion, L, and A, will
always be understood as L. (\) and A, (A).



Then K(A) = C(Ly,(N) ® 1,) for some matriz C' € R=™>r2n,

Proof. Assume K(X) = [k | Ki]A + Ko with &y € R™™*" satisfies ([I0).
Then
AKA) = K(A) = Ki(Liy(A) © In) =: [da(A) | D1]

is independent of A in all but its first block-column d;(A) € Ry[A]"™*".
However, from AKC(N)(Ax,(N\) ® I,,) we obtain

KO (Auy(N) ® 1) = Ki (Liy(A) ® 1) (A (A) @ 1) = Opymscns

so AKC(A) still satisfies (I0). Notice that AK(N)(A,,(A) ® I,,) has dimension
rkim x n and that every m x n block is a matrix polynomial in the variables
1, A\ A%, ..., %2t Due to the basis property of the monomials this implies
AK(A\) = 0 and proves the statement. O

Further on, via block-transposition it can be seen that any (k;+1)m X kon
matrix pencil K(\) satisfying (A, (AT ® I,)K(\) = 0 has an expression
K(\) = (L.,(M)T ® I,,)C for some matrix C' € R®™*%2"  Hence, regarding
(@) once more, we obtain

Lo(N) =Ci (LN ® L)  Lia(N) = (Ly(N)" @ 1,,)Co

for matrices C; € R™*" and Cy € R"™*"  Now, considering again the
(1,1)-block in (@) and an m x n matrix polynomial P(\) = Zf:o P of
degree k = € + 1+ 1, observe that the (n+ 1)m x (e 4+ 1)n matrix pencil

AP, +P, Py --- P,
P,
Xnp(A) = :
017m><en .
By

satisfies ®(X, p(A)) = P(A). Therefore, for any other (n+ 1)m x (e + 1)n
pencil Q(\) satisfying ®(Q(N)) = aP(\) for some o € R we obtain

B(ax,p(A) — Q) = a®(3,p(\)) — (Q(N)) = aP(A) — aP(\) = 0.

Thus, interpreting ® as a function mapping (n+1)m x (e+1)n matrix pencils
to m x n matrix polynomials P()\) of degree deg(P) < e+mn+1, ® is linear.



Moreover, ® is easily seen to be surjective. The homomorphism theorem
gives

RI[)\](ﬁ—l—l)mx(e—l—l)n/nuu(q)) ~ Re+n+1[>\]m><n

and thus dim(null(®)) = (n(e + 1) + (n + 1)e)mn.
Now note that the set N, of all (n+1)m x (¢ +1)n matrix pencils M(\)
of the form

M) = By (Le(N) @ I,) + (Ly(N)" @ L) B (11)

with arbitrary matrices B; € RDmxen and B, € R (FDn form a real
vector space that is completely contained in null(®). Following (III), the
mapping (By, By) — M()) is injective since M(A) = 0 can only hold for
B; = By = 0 (consider once more the form of L.(\) and L,(\)7, see (3)).

Therefore, we conclude that N, = null(®) and obtain the following
characterization of G, (P).

Theorem 1 (Characterization of G, 1(P)).
Let P(X\) an m x n matriz polynomial of degree k =n+e+1. Then G,41(P)
s a vector space over R having dimension

dim(G,11(P)) = (en +nm)* + (e +n)mn + 1.
Any matriz pencil LX) € G, 11 (P) may be characterized as

Xy p(A) + Bi(Le(N) ® I,) + (Ly(MN)T @ I,) Ba | (Ly(W)? @ 1,)Co
I

L) = Ci(L:N) ® I, | 0

(12)
with some o € R and some matrices By € ROtUmxen B, Rumx(ethn
Ch € R gnd Cy € Rmm>nm,

The dimension of G,,41(P) is just the sum of the dimensions of the con-
stant matrices in expression (I2)) plus one for the scalar a. Moreover, note
that any matrix pencil £L(A) € G,41(P) of the form ([I2) can be factorized
uniquely as

L) = Int1ym ‘ B, O‘vaP()‘) ‘ Ln()\)T ® Im Tt 1)n ‘ 0
0 ‘ Cy LN ® I, ‘ 0 By ‘ Cy |

Notice that this factorization is equivalent to (3.5) in [1].



Example 1. Let P(\) = Z?:o P;\" be an m x n matriz polynomial of degree
deg(P) = 6 and consider the case n = 3,e = 2. According to (12) we may
construct the following matrix pencil

[ AP + Ps Py Ps 0 —F H
A —(B+A) B | 0 E+AF -\H
| -p AB P| D —AE 0
L) = AP3 0 Py | —AD 0 0
C G+ ) MG | 0 0 0
0 C ac| o 0 0

with arbitrary matrices A, B € R™" C,G € R™" and D, E, F,H € R™™,
It is not hard to see that L(N) € G4(P) since L(N\) may be expressed in the
form (13) with

0 0

B _OA 8 0 0 0] 0 F —-H

{01]: 0 o |and[B: CG]=|0 B o0 E 0 |,

' — P; 0 0[-D 0 0
_0 _C_

and o = 1. As the next theorem will reveal, L(\) is a strong linearization for
P(X\) if C, D, E and H are all nonsingular. In the case of P(\) being square
and regular, these three conditions turn out to be sufficient and necessary for
L(A) being a strong linearization for P(X). Surprisingly, the choice of A and
B does not have any effect in that regard.

The next theorem presents a quite natural linearization condition for
matrix pencils in block Kronecker ansatz spaces (see also |I, Thm. 3.8]).
Notice that we a priori do not require P()\) to be regular or even square.

Theorem 2 (Linearization Condition for G, (P)).
Let P(X\) be an m x n matriz polynomial and L(N) € G,41(P) as in (13).
Then L(\) is a strong linearization for P(\) if a # 0, and

I m | B Tieiy, | O
|: 77—1(—)1 C’i } € GL(n—i—l)m—i—En(R)a and l 521 & ] S GL(E_,_l)n_,_nm(R).

(14)
Certainly (I7) is equivalent to det(C}),det(Cy) # 0.

10



Proof. Assuming the matrices

U= [[WB”’“ CB; } and V = { ](g;)" 002 } (15)

are nonsingular, £(\) in (I3)) is strictly equivalent to

[ ez, e | Ly @1,

(16)

According to [6, Thm. 5.2] the matrix pencil F,, p()) is a strong lineariza-
tion for aP(A). Thus a # 0 implies F, , p(A) to be a strong linearization for
P()\), so L(A) is a strong linearization for P(\) as well. O

Remark 2. Given the case of a regular n x n matriz polynomial P()\), the
statement in Theorem [ becomes an equivalence. In fact, if L(X\) as in (13)
is a strong linearization for some reqular P(\), L(\) is necessarily reqular.
This implies the matrices U and V to be nonsingular and the scalar o to be
nonzero. However, for singular matriz polynomials P(\), (14) is not neces-
sary for L(X\) to be a strong linearization. For instance, consult [4, Ex. 2]
for an example of a strong linearization L(\) € G1(P) that does not satisfy
(74). A sufficient condition for strong linearizations in G1(P) and Gi(P) of
singular matriz polynomials P(\) is given in (8, Sec. 5].

In |11, Thm. 4.7] and [4, Thm. 4.4] it was shown that almost every pencil
in L;(P) (and Ly(P)) is a strong linearization for the (regular or singular)
square matrix polynomial P(\). Here, a similar statement holds for G,,41(P)
and rectangular, i.e. not necessarily square matrix polynomials P(\).

Theorem 3 (Linearizations are Generic in G, 11 (P)).
Let P(X\) be an m x n matriz polynomial of degree k = e4+n+1. Then almost
every matriz pencil in G,1(P) is a strong linearization for P(\).

Theorem [ follows directly from Theorem 2 since R \ {0}, GL.,(R) and
GL,»(R) are dense subsets of R, R*“* and R""*"™™ respectively. Further-
more, notice that all the strong linearizations in G,41(P) are strong block
minimal bases pencils, which have also been introduced in [6].

Using [6, Thm. 5.2], we now prove the Strong Linearization Theorem for
block Kronecker ansatz spaces in the style of [11, Thm. 4.3]. Showing the
connection between the linearization property and the regularity of matrix
pencils, we necessarily focus on regular (i.e. square) matrix polynomials.
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Theorem 4 (Strong Linearization Theorem for G, (P)).
Let P(X\) be an n x n reqular matriz polynomial and L(N) € G,11(P). Then
the following statements are equivalent

1. L(N) is a linearization for P(\).
2. L(N) is a regular matriz pencil.
3. L(X) is a strong linearization for P(\).

Proof. Since 3. = 1. = 2. is obvious, we only need to show 2. = 3.

Assume £(A) in ([I3)) to be regular. This certainly requires the nonsingularity
of U and V as in (I5) and consequently implies the regularity of F,, p(\).
Now suppose o = 0. Then the ansatz equation (7)) gives

FouprMN((Ae®I,) & I,)e; =0 and eJT((AZ ® 1) ® Ien) Fop =0

for any 1 < 4,57 < n. This shows that Fy, p(A\) can not be regular, a
contradiction. Therefore, the assumption of £L(\) € G,41(\) being regular
implies a # 0 and thus the validity of all three conditions in Theorem 2 [

The next theorem shows that the eigenvector recovery for pencils in
G, 11(P) is as easy as for block Kronecker pencils G, Section 7].

Theorem 5. Let P(\) be an n X n reqular matriz polynomial of degree k =
e+n+1 and L(X) € Gy1(P) be a strong linearization for P(X). Then the
following statements hold (with e; € R¥)

1. If u € Ck s a right eigenvector of L()\) with finite eigenvalue B € C,
then u* = (el., @ I,,)u is a right eigenvector of P()\) corresponding to
the finite eigenvalue (3.

2. If u € Ck is a right eigenvector of L(N\) with eigenvalue oo, then
(el @ I,)u is a right eigenvector of P(\) with eigenvalue oo.

3. If y € C* is a left eigenvector of L(\) with finite eigenvalue 8 € C,
then y* = (e:irl ® I,)y is a left eigenvector of P(\) corresponding to
the finite eigenvalue (3.

4. If y € C* is a left eigenvector of L()\) with eigenvalue oo, then (eI ®
L)y is a left eigenvector of P(\) with eigenvalue co.
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Proof. Suppose L(A) € G,41(P) is given as in ([I3), i.e. LA) = UF,,p(A)V
using the notation of ([I5) and (I6). Now assume u € CF*\{0} satisfies
L(B)u = 0 for some B € C. Then u* = IVu is a right eigenvector of
Finp(A) (recall that U is nonsingular, i.e. null(U) = 0). Applying [6, Thm.
7.6] yields that (el ® I,)u* is a right eigenvector of P(\) with eigenvalue
B. Now a closer look reveals (el @ I,,)u* = (e, | @ I,)u due to the form of
V. Thus P(8)(el,; ® I,)u = 0. The remaining statements follow by exactly
the same reasoning. O

Next, we provide a comprehensive example on block Kronecker pencils
and their connection to block Kronecker ansatz spaces.

Example 2 (Block Kronecker Pencils).
Consider the set of matriz pencils L(\) having the form (13) with o = 1,
Cl = Ien, and 02 = Inm7 z'.e.,

L) = {%w& } [ 0%, p (V) }anT@fm} {Reu)n\ 0 }

0 |Im | | LV ® T, 0 By |Ipm
_ [ 2y,p(A) + Bi(Le(A) © I,) + (Ly(N)" © Iy) B | (Ly(N)" © 1) }
N (Le(N) ® 1) | 0 '

These matrixz pencils coincide with the family of (e,n,n, m)-block Kronecker
pencils (3) that are strong linearizations for P(X\). The strong linearization
property was proven in (6, Thm. 5.2/, which complies with Theorem [3 since
in this case a # 0 and Cy and Cy are nonsingular.

Remark 3. For any arbitrary m x n matriz polynomial P(X), all (e,n,n, m)-
block Kronecker pencils are elements of G,1(P). They do not form a vector
subspace, but an affine subspace of G, 41 (P).

It is stated in [0, Sec. 4.2] that for any Fiedler pencil F,()\) there ex-
ist two permutation matrices II; and Il such that II; F,(A)Il; is a block
Kronecker pencil. Hence we may argue that block Kronecker ansatz spaces
contain all block Kronecker pencils and - modulo permutations - all Fiedler
pencils. Therefore, based on [6], we succeeded in bringing together Fiedler
companion linearizations and ansatz spaces for the first time. In addition to
that, it is shown in [1] that also the families of generalized Fiedler pencils,
Fiedler pencils with repetition and generalized Fiedler pencils with repetition
are - modulo permutations - elements of the block Kronecker ansatz spaces
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(introduced in [1] as the family of extended block Kronecker pencils). So,
with rare exceptions, the block Kronecker ansatz spaces provide an extensive
concept for the study of families of Fiedler-like pencils in combination with
the ansatz space framework for the construction of linearizations known from
[11].

Moreover, we were able to make the idea of ansatz spaces - which is,
according to [11], a concept valid for square matrix polynomials only - avail-
able for rectangular matrix polynomials as well. However, notice that block
Kronecker ansatz spaces contain infinitely many more matrix pencils then
just permuted Fiedler or block Kronecker pencils. To this, it is a basic fact
that every finite dimensional vector space as Gy, (P) is isomorphic to RY for
some N € Ny. Inasmuch as RY features a great many of analytical and topo-
logical properties, (13]) strongly suggests to define these concepts for G,,41(P)
in terms of the pre- and postmultiplied matrices and the scalar «. Taking
this point of view, we may argue that the set of (¢, n,n, m)-block Kronecker
pencils constitutes a connected and nowhere dense subset in G,,41(P).

4. Double Block Kronecker Ansatz Spaces DG,, 1 (P)

In this section we characterize matrix pencils that belong to two or more
block Kronecker ansatz spaces simultaneously. Since this scheme does hardly
seem promising in the case m # n, we confine ourselves to square matrix
polynomials.

This study is motivated by the double ansatz space DL(P) (Il). For any
regular matrix polynomial P(\) almost all pencils in DIL(P) are linearizations
of P()) [11, Theorem 6.8], while for singular P(\) none is a linearization [4].
Moreover, any matrix pencil in DIL(P) is block-symmetric which is in general
not true for pencils in double block Kronecker ansatz spaces.

Definition 2 (Double Block Kronecker Ansatz Space).
Let P(\) be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree k = € +n+ 1 and assume
n < e. Then we define

DGyy1(P) = Gyi1 (P) NGy (P).

Given an n X n matrix polynomial P(\) of degree k = e+ n+ 1, w.lo.g.
we will always assume n < € = k —n — 1 from now. This is reasonable since

DG, 1(P) = Gpi1(P) N Gi_y(P) = Gpe(P) N Gess (P) = DGyy (P).
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Notice further that n 4+ 1 = k — n implies k£ = 2 4 1. Therefore, the special
case DG,+1(P) = Gyy1(P) N Gyqq(P) can only occur for P(A) having odd
degree. Consider the following motivating example.

Example 3. Let P(\) = Z?:o P\t be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree
deg(P) = 6 and consider the case n =0. Then

P, Ps — AP, Po— APy P,— AP, FPy— AP —\F
Ps P, — APy PL— AP, By— AP —)\F 0

L(A) = P, P, — AP, Py— AP, —)\P, 0 0
P Py— AP,  —)\F, 0 0 0
P, —\Py 0 0 0 0

' (17)
is an element of DG1(P) = G1(P) N GG(P)E Further, L(\) is a block-
symmetric pencil. Now consider the case n =1 and the matriz pencil

[ AP +P, P A 0 -B I,
0 Py | P,—XA P Py+AB' AL
KO = 0 P, |[Pl—AP, Phb— AP, —)\PRy _: 0
C P —XC|Py—AP,  —AP, 0 10
0 Py —\P, 0 0 !0
T, M, 0 0 0 10

(18)
with arbitrary n x n matrices A, B,C. It is readily checked that IC(\) €
DGy(P), i.e. K(A) is an element of Go(P) and G5(P) simultaneously. Any-
how, it is obvious that IC(\) is not block-symmetric.

Example B shows that double block Kronecker ansatz spaces DG, 1 (P)
need not contain exclusively block-symmetric pencils. Albeit, they are never
empty and the following theorem gives a comprehensive characterization of
these spaces. To this end, we introduce a truncated square version of ¥, p(\),

2A closer look at the block Kronecker ansatz equation reveals, that DGy (P) coincides
with the subspace of all matrix pencils having a multiple of e; as ansatz vector in DL(P).
We restrain the study of the connection between the classical ansatz spaces Ly, Ly and DL
and our approach to Section

15



namely

AP, + P,y P,y -+ P
Syp () = | SR
P._,
and set IIPG(X) := [EPG(N) Ry p ] € RIAJFDm(ern with

_ Oy (e=mn (- 1)nx (e—mn
Rmp = Pe_n_l . P eR . (19)

Moreover, for € > 1 we define the block Hankel matrix
N e
%e—n(P) = : - a c R(E—n)nx(e—r])n.
-P -R
iy

Notice that this block Hankel structure already showed up in the construction
of block-symmetric linearizations in [9]. We obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 6 (Characterization of DG, (P)).
Let P(X\) be an n X n matriz polynomial of degree k = ¢ +n+ 1 and assume
n < €. Then DG, 41 (P) is a vector space over R having dimension

dim (DG, 41(P)) = 2knn® + 1. (20)

Any matriz pencil L(X) € DG, 11(P) may be characterized as

Lgrnn | B | Ogsn)x(e=npn DG T
E()\) = 0 Cll oH (P) OéHn P(A) ‘ L77 ® In I(e+1)n 0
€1 Le ® ITL ‘ 0 B2 02
0 021 OUNX(E—W)TL (21)

with some o € R and some matrices By, € Rt ¢ Rlemnxm,
Cy € R By € RN gnd Oy € R™ ™. Moreover, DG, (P) is a
proper subspace of both G,11(P) and Gj_,(P).

Proof. Assume P()\) to be an n X n matrix polynomial of degree k = e+n+1
with n < e and L£*(\) to be a kn x kn matrix pencil in DG, ,(P). Now
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(L, | (1,2) [(1,3) (n+1)n

L5(A) = | (2, 1) [ C(£7) [(2,3) (e =m)n

3,1)] (3,2) [3,3)

(n+Dn(e=nn

Figure 1: £*()\) in its natural 3 x 3 partitioning. This partitioning may be interpreted as
the overlay of the natural partitionings of elements in DG, 41 (P) and DGy_, (P).

consider £*(\) partitioned as a 3 x 3 block matrix as indicated in Figure [
as well as in its natural partitioning as a matrix pencil in G,4(P) in (8).
The upper-left block £3,()\) is rectangular of size (n + 1)n x (e + 1)n, this
corresponds to the (1,1) and the (1,2) blocks in the 3 x 3 partitioning in
Figure [l Clearly, the (1,3) block corresponds to £3,(A), that is equal to
(L,(N)T @ I,,)Cy for a matrix Cy € R™*™_ Moreover, from (I2)) it is obvious
that L£3,(\) € R is zero, thus the blocks (2,3) and (3, 3) in Figure [ are
zero. Now consider £*(\) in its natural partitioning as a matrix pencil in
Gi—yn(P). Then the block £7,(\) is rectangular of size (e + 1)n x (n + 1)n,
this corresponds to the (1,1) and the (2,1) blocks in the 3 x 3 partitioning
in Figure Il Obviously, the (3,1) block corresponds here to £3,(\), which
is given as Co1 (L, () ® I,,) for a matrix Cy € R™*". As before, the block
L35(X) € R"™*™ ig zero, hence the blocks (3,2) and (3, 3) in Figure [ are zero.
Thus, the fact of £*(\) being an element of G, (P) and of Gy_,(P) a priori
implies the unalterable zero structure of £*(\) in the blocks (2, 3), (3,2) and
(3,3) of the 3 x 3 partitioning as indicated in grey in Figure[ll In summary,
we have identified all of the eight bordering blocks in Figure[Ill The remaining
(2,2)-block in the 3 x 3 partitioning, termed “core part” C(L*) of L*()) in
the following, is square of size (e—n)n x (e—n)n. Our next step is to construct
a pencil £(A) of the form

Itpiiyn | Bir| O
,C()\) == 0 Cn C12
0 Cy | O

o[ ZppWN) 01| Ly @ In | [ Liexyn | O
LE ®[n ‘ 0 B2 ‘ C2 ’
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such that the bordering blocks in AL*(\) := L*(\) — L()) get almost entirely
eliminated. In fact, we may achieve that AL*(\) has the form indicated in
Figure 2 by making the appropriate choices of Cs1, Cy € R"™*" as described
above and finding suitable matrices By; € ROt+bnxnn ¢ e Rle=mnxmm o,
Re=mnx(e=mn and B, € R™*(Dn That the core part of AL*()) is equal to
the core part C'(L*) of £L*(\) is achieved by setting the Ca-block of L(\) as
O(e—pyn- Furthermore, there is a leftover matrix h* € R™*(e=mn in the block
(1,2) that can not be eliminated by Bs.

0 0 O +Dn

acy=| 0 o) | 0] e

0 O [O0fm

(n+Dn(e—=mn MM

Figure 2: AL*(\) in its natural 3 x 3 partition.

Now consider the natural 2 x 2 block partition of AL*(\) as an element
of G,41(P) and in particular AL}, (\) (which corresponds to the (1, 1) and
(1,2) block in Figure ). Due to the linearity of ® we have

®(ALY (V) = (L1 (N) — a®([Z5(N) Oty (e—npn ])
=aP(\) — a( i PiAi) = oze_fl P
i—e—n =0
Considering once again Figure 2], this immediately implies
W =[aP._,_1 - aFy].

Therefore, if we had chosen aﬂ%’g()\) instead of o Z?S;()\) O(+1)nx(e+1)n |» *
would have also been deleted in AL*(A) as desired.

Now, since the (e — n)n x (e — n)n core part C(L*) of L£*(\) has to
be reproducible in both block Kronecker ansatz spaces, the choice h* =
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[aP._,—1 -+ aFy] unexpectedly determines C'(L*) completely. The unique
possible form for C'(L£*) is

[Py~ AP, Poy—APy - DPy—APi —\P]
P,o— AP,y P,_3— AP, '
C(L) =a : i
Py — \P, —\Fy
—\F

where we have set pu := e —n—1 for abbreviation. Exactly this matrix pencil
is obtained by setting C13 = aH._,(P). Therefore, we have shown that £*(\)
may be expressed as

Iiyi1)n | Bt 0

. P\ | LT @ I, Tiextyn | O
cur- [t o s
0 021 O € n 2 2
which proves the statement. O

Corollary 1 (Non-Emptiness of DG,1(P)).
Let P(\) be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree k =n+ €+ 1 and assume
n < e Then

DGn-ﬁ-l(P) 7& 0.

Recall the first case considered in Example[3l Note that Theorem [0l shows
that £(A) as in (I7) is - modulo scalar multiplication - the only matrix pencil
in DG4 (P) since we have dim(IDG;(P)) = 1 according to (20). Thus DG, (P)
consists entirely of block-symmetric pencilsi! Regarding linearizations, the
following fact can immediately be derived from Theorem [2] and Theorem [

(see also Remark [2)).

Theorem 7 (Linearization Condition for DG, (P)).

Let P(\) be a square and regular matriz polynomial of degree k =n+ € + 1.
Let L(X\) € DG, 11(P) be given in the form (21). Assume € # 1. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

3This is not surprising since DG4 (P) coincides with the subset of matrix pencils having
a multiple of e; as ansatz vector in DL(P). The vector space DL(P) contains entirely
block-symmetric pencils. This was shown in [9].

19



1. L(X) is a strong linearization for P(\).
2. Py € GL,(R),Cy € GL,,,(R), Cy € GL,,,(R) and o € R\ {0}.

In the case € = 7 the equivalence in Theorem [7] holds without the condi-
tion Py € GL,(R) in the second statement (due to the disappearance of the
H-block). In this case the implication 2. = 1. holds also for singular matrix
polynomials. Moreover, note that the second equivalence in Theorem [7is ac-
tually just a correspondingly adjusted version of Theorem [2] that takes into
account the special structure of pencils in DG,,41(P) (see (2I))). In particular,
the condition Py € GL,(R) reflects the nonsingularity of H._,(P).

Remark 4. Theorem[7, in the form given above, can not be stated for sin-
gular matriz polynomials P(X). The second statement will never hold for
singular P(\) since these always have a singular trailing coefficient Py. This
does a priori not mean that there can not be any linearizations for P(\) in
this case, i.e. 1. = 2. certainly does not hold for singular matrix polynomials
(see Remark[2 and the reference therein).

Example 4 (Block Kronecker Pencils). Notice that a pure block Kronecker
pencil (Q) can never be an element of a double block Kronecker ansatz space

DGy11(P) = Gyia (P) N Gy (P)

for any matriz polynomial P(\) unless n+ 1 = k —n. Figuratively speaking,
we need some connection between G,41(P) and Gy_,(P) to make a pencil
L(X\) an element of both spaces. The core part

Pyt —AP, P, y—AP._y - Py— AP, —AP]
Pyy— AP,y Pu_s— AP,y '
C(L) = : E
Py— APy —\Py
—\Py

with p:= € —n — 1 takes on this task. Modulo a scalar multiplication, every
pencil in DG, 11 (P) has the same core part, so it does essentially not depend
on the specific pencil but on the matriz polynomial P(X). Moreover, C(L) is
block-symmetric. This block-symmetry turns out to be an important property
of pencils in double block Kronecker ansatz spaces and is further studied in
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the next section. Notice that, given the case n + 1 = k —n, the core part
vanishes entirely and no further restrictions remain for DG, 11 (P). Only in
this situation we obtain pure block Kronecker pencils.

Consider once again Theorem [7l The compliance of the irrevocable con-
dition Py € GL,(R) depends exclusively on the matrix polynomial P()\) and
holds if and only if zero is not an eigenvalue of P(A). On the other hand, the
conditions Cyy, Cy € GL,, (R) are satisfied for almost every matrix in R™*"".
Since the implication 2. = 1. in Theorem [7 holds without the assumption of
regularity (according to Theorem [2]), we obtain the following general density

property.

Corollary 2 (Linearizations are Generic in DG,,41(P)).

Let P(\) be a square matriz polynomial and assume zero is not an eigen-
value of P(X). Then almost every matriz pencil in DG, 1(P) is a strong
linearization for P(\).

Remark 5. Assume n =0 and consider DG, (P). Then Theorem[7 reduces
to the Figenvalue Exclusion Theorem (see (11, Thm. 6.7]) which is a powerful
tool in the study of the space DIL(P). It states in this particular case, that
L(N) € DG1(P) is a strong linearization for P(\) if and only if no root of
the v-polynomial

p(\;aey) = alF !

(see [11, Def. 6.1]) is an eigenvalue of P(X). Since 0 is the only root of
p(A; aeq) this means that P(0) = Py has to be nonsingular, i.e. Py € GL,(R).
Moreover, because the matrices Coy and Cy vanish completely (see (17) in
Ezxample [3) this is the only condition to hold for L(A) € DGy(P) being a
strong linearization for P(\).

4.1. The Superpartition Principle

Although double block Kronecker ansatz spaces usually do not contain
solely block-symmetric pencils, they possess a remarkable feature that we call
“superpartition property”. This property was also recognized by the authors
of [1] and mentioned in their Remark 3.3. To its motivation, consider the
following example.

Example 5. Let P(\) = Z?:o P\ be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree
deg(P) = 6. Consider as in Example [3 the case n = 1 (e = 4) and the
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corresponding matriz pencil KC(\)

[ AP + D5 P, A 0 -B -1, ]
0 P; P, — )\ P Py+ AB ! A,
0 P, |PL=\Py, Bp—AP, —\P, 0
C P,—)XC | Py—)\P, —)\PB, 0 .0
0 P, —\P, 0 0o !0
-1, Ve 0 0 0 ' 0 |

As already discussed, (X)) € DGy(P) = Go(P) NG5(P). Now consider IC(\)
in the slightly modified partitioned form

[ \Ps + Ps P, A 0 . —B -1,
0 P P, —)\A P :P0+>\B M,
0 P2 Pl—)\Pg PQ—)\Pl' —)\P() 0

O TR B AR B T o o | (22
0 2 AP, 0 | 0 0

L AL, 0 0 ' 0 0 |

It is readily checked, that IC(X\) partitioned as in (23) may alternatively be
taken as an element of G3(P) and of G4(P) (e.g. n = 2, ¢ = 3). In other
words, IKC(A) € DG3(P).

The next theorem states that the phenomenon highlighted in Example
always holds (see also [I, Thm. 3.10]). The main reason behind this fact
is easily seen to be the block-symmetric core part of pencils in double block
Kronecker ansatz spaces.

Theorem 8 (Superpartition Property of DG, (P)).

Let P(\) be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree k = € +n+ 1 and assume
n < e. Then L(N) € DG, 1(P) implies that LX) € G,y (P) for all i =
1,2,...,k—2n.

For ease of notation in the proof of this theorem we introduce the following
partitioning of £(\)
Eé% (M) | £5
L0 | £33

, LOO) e RUFXE D 5 — gy 4 T = .

q»:[

The condition k = 7+ €+ 1 = n+ €+ 1 has to hold. For ¢ = 0 this is
the natural partition (&) considered so far; in particular, Eg(i)()\) = L11(N).
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Increasing ¢ by one, the upper-left (1,1)-block of £(\) is increased by one
block row and decreased by one block column.

Remark 6. Due to the assumption L(N) € DG,41(P), it suffices to show
that ®(L)(N)) = aP(N) for all i = 1,....k — 2 holds in order to prove
Theorem [8. To see this, consider exemplarily a matriz polynomial P(\) =
22'7:0 PX of degree deg(P) = 7 with n = 1. According to Theorem [@ any
pencil L(\) € DGy(P) schematically has the form

0

core part| 0| 0
0|00
0|0)0|0
0,0100]|0

with the indicated unalterable zero-structure and the 3 X 3 partitioning as in
Figure 1 and 2. The following sketches indicate the natural partitioning (8)
of pencils in the block Kronecker ansatz spaces DG, (P), k = 3,4,5,6 applied
to the pencil L(N\):

0 0 0 0

0.0 ~ 00 ~ 00 ~ 010
01010 0.010 0.010 0.010
001010 0101010 0101010 0000
01010100 010101010 010101010 010101010

This example shows, that the zero-structure of a pencil in DGo(P) is exactly
of the form that it covers all the (2,2)-zero blocks of pencils in DG, (P) with
2 < k < 6. Moreover, due to the special construction of the core part C(L),
the (1,2) and (2,1)-corner blocks as well as the upper-left (1,1)-block in the
sketches above are always reproducible in every ansatz space DG, (P) for
2 < k < 6. Since the situation is exactly the same for other degrees of P(\)
we only need to show that ®(LY)(N)) = aP(\) holds for alli=1,... k— 27
to prove Theorem[8. That the latter holds is once more a consequence of the

form of C(L).
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Proof (Theorem[8). First of all, according to (21I)), £11(\) may be expressed
as

L11(A) = [Bu 0](Le® 1) + (L) ® I,) [ Bt Bz | + [ S0% Rup |

with By = [ By Bay ], By € R0 and R, p as in (I9). Then, we obtain
that £19()\) may be expressed as

@)y _ | B ~ T Bo | Bag.i _
L1 (A) = [ Cis ‘ 0 ] (Le@In) + (Lg @ In) | — oHD (P) +aQyii,p(N)
with the (74 1)n x (€ + 1)n matrix pencil Q,1; p(A)
[ AP, + Py - P, i
P._
Qyrip(N) = P s . (23)
e—n—1
| Pe—n—i Pe—n—i—l e PO _

Here, ”HS_)n(P) denotes the upper left in x (e —n —i)n submatrix of H._,(P),
C,,; the first in rows of Oy, ie. Cp; € R™ (M and By, the matrix
By missing the last in columns, ie. DBa,; € Rmx(e=n=idn  Now, since
®(4:.p(A)) = P(X) holds we obtain ®(L{)())) = aP()). O

Remark 7. According to FExample [Q it is not surprising, that Theorem
holds. The property of a matriz pencil L(X) being an element of DG4 (P)
imposes several restrictions on the form of L(N). In particular, whereas the
bordering blocks in the 3 x 3 partitioning as in Figure[l underly the condition
of having no contribution in one space and being completely reproducible in
the other (see Theorem[@), the core part of the pencil has to be adequate for
both spaces, Gyy1(P) and Gy_,(P). This lucky circumstance determines the
(block-symmetric) form of C(L) completely as depicted in the picture below
and, no matter how n and € are chosen, guarantees that @(Eﬁ)()\)) =aP()\)
always holds.
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Py | Po1—AP, |Puo—APsy Pug—AP, 5 - Py— APy |—AD

Pu—l 3 RJ,—Q - )\HL—l RJ,—?) - )\HL—Q RJ,—4 - /\P;L—?;

P#,Q : u—3 — )\PM,Q Pl»b*4 — )\Pufg

P, PP —AFP
i —\Py core part C(L)

The next algorithm presents a procedure to reformulate a pencil from
DG,41(P) as an element of DG,y for all 4 = 1,...,[5%]. This implies
L) € Gyyi(P) foralli=2,...,k—2n—1.

Algorithm 1: Shift-Procedure for Pencil Expressions

Let P(\) = Zf:o P;\" be an n x n matrix polynomial of degree k = ¢ +n+1
and assume 7 < e. In addition, let a matrix pencil £L(\) € DG, 1 (P) be
given as in (2]]).

1. Choose any i = 1,...,[5"] and partition H._,(P) as follows:

Ji(P)
Heo(P) = | H(P) [HepaiP) [0
H;(P) 0 0
2. Partition C; as C’ﬁ = [01 Cy ... cﬁ_n} with ¢; € R™*™ and compute the
matrices
B Ci—n)—z’—i-l
~(; Cl ~ (i : Hz P
B§1) = . O@+it)nxin | 5 051) = B (P) )
; Coyy
o Can | Oynxin
and 5
Cit1
ClY = L)
B
Cle—m)—i



Note Eﬁ) c ]R(n-i-l-l-i)nx(77-1—2')717 5511) € Rle=n=2)nx(m+in g1 q 6'2(21) e R+inx(ntin

3. Compute the matrix €4, p(A) from ([23)) and express L(\) as

I B 0 ]
(M+1)n 11 ~ T ~
0 |CY|aMei(P) ypQ) | Ly & In lern | O
L AteT Le@I, | 0 B | CY
0 =~ 0) 0 €@ in 2 2"
21

By Cy
inx(n+1)n JZ<P) Oinxnn ]

withn=n+1, é=€¢—iand [gg;) 55’)} = {0

Now the pencil £(A) is an element of DGs41(P). Notice that we did not
formulate £(A) in terms of TI)¥; p(A) as in (2I)). Although this is possible,
it is easier (and seems more natural) to just use €2,4; p(A) which is directly
available

We illustrate this procedure in the following example.

Example 6. Let P(\) = ZZ:O P\t be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree
deg(P) = 7. Consider the matrixz pencil L(\)

I AP; + Py Ps A —B | —C | -D | —E
0 P M+P; AB+P, | \C+P | AD+ Py | \E
BB AAMT Ry ARy P ARy Ry - AR ARy ) 0
L) = -G P+ MG P — APy, Py— AP —APy [
—H MH+P Py—AP AP, | I I
—J Py+ A  —)\R : : :
- K MK I I I
with arbitrary n X n matrices A, B, ..., K. This matriz pencil L(\) is an
element of DGo(P) since it can be expressed as
[ I, 0 i [ 1, i
I, |0 I,
F|-Ps —-Pb, —P —F I,
G|-P, -P, P 0, I, :
H|-P —P, I,
J | —F I,
i K | [0 0 4 B C D|FE|

4However, having (Z4]) we are certainly able to modify Eﬁ) and Eél) appropriately to
express L£(A) is the form (ZI]).
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with

U G\ LN ®I,
J Le—;j(N\) @ I, | 0
For i =1 we obtain according to Algorithm 2
[ 1, 0 0 1 [ |
I, 0 0 I,
IL,|F 0 I,
G —P|—-P —F |9y I,
H —-P|—-F I,
J —F 0 O A B C D FE
L K 0 1 00 —Ps —P, —P|—-F |

According to (24) this is the expression of L(X) in the space DG3(P). Now,

since | 51| = 2 we may also consider the case i = 2. Algorithm 2 gives in
this case
[ I, 0 0 0 ] [ I, T
I, 0 0 0 I,
I, F 0 0 I,
I, | G 0 0 Ws I,
H -P -F 0 O A B C D FE
J —P, 0 0 0 —P, —P,|-P, —P,
I K 0 0] [0 0 - -P|-P ]
This is the expression of L(A) as an element of DGy(P). In this case,

DG4(P) = G4(P) N Gyu(P), so there are no additional restrictions for a
pencil of G4(P) for being an element of DG4(P). This complies with the
disappearance of the H-block and the zero-blocks in (21)).

The following observation is immediate.

Corollary 3 (Inclusion Property for DG, ,(P) Spaces).
Let P(\) be an n X n matriz polynomial of degree k = € +n+ 1. Then we

have

C

DGl(P) ; ]D)G2(P) =

G DGy (P). (25)

]
4.2. Block-symmetric Pencils and the Spaces BG, 11 (P)

This section is dedicated to the basic study of block-symmetric pencils
in double block Kronecker ansatz spaces. Block-symmetric block Kronecker
pencils have already been considered in [7], whereas vector spaces of block-
symmetric pencils are investigated in [3] and |11]. For motivation, consider
once more the matrix pencil IC(A) in (I8]).
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Remark 8. Ezampleld showed, in contrast to our experience with the clas-
sical double ansatz space DIL(P), that not all matriz pencils in DG, (P)
are block-symmetric. Nevertheless, considering IC(X) from Ezample [3 it is
not hard to see how a block-symmetric matriz pencil K(\) in DGy(P) can be
built. For KK()\) we chose the (1,1) block to be block-symmetric and adjust
the bordering blocks to obtain a block-symmetric pencil:

TN+ P AP, A c B -,
Lp, P, | P—XA P —)\C Py +AB' M,
Iz()\): A PQ—)\A P — )R P0—>\P1 —>\P0 : 0
C PL—)\C | FPy— AP —)\F 0 0
—B P+ AB| —AP 0 0 ' 0
1, M, 0 0 0 0 |

(26)

Definition 3 (Block-symmetric Block Kronecker Ansatz Space).
Let P(X) be an n X n matriz polynomial of degree k = ¢ +n+ 1 and assume
n < €. Then we define

BGy.i(P) = {L()) € DGy (P) | L) = LOVP).

As Example [l immediately suggests, in general DG, ,1(P) # BG,1(P)
holds. In fact, BG,41(P) is a proper subspace of DG, 1(P) for n > 0 (see
Theorem [0 below) and therefore a nowhere dense subset in DG, 11 (P).

Remark 9. To find or construct block-symmetric pencils in DG,.1(P) sev-
eral aspects have to be considered. As in the previous discussion, the matrix
pencils will be partitioned into a 3 X 3 block matriz as in Figure[l First and
foremost (28) reveals, that we have to take care of the bordering blocks in
order to enforce pencils L(X) in DG,1(P) on being block-symmetric. Sec-
ondly, the upper left square diagonal block certainly has to be block-symmetric
as well. Thirdly, we do not have to take care of the core part of the pencil
which s, for pencils in DG4, (P), block-symmetric anyway. These condi-
tions were taken into account in the following algorithm.

Algorithm 2: Construction Procedure for Block-symmetric Pencils
Let P(\) = Zf:o P;\" be an n x n matrix polynomial of degree k = e+n-+1.
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1. Compute the matrix

AP, + P
AP;—o + Py_3
26,0 =
)\Pe—n—l-l + Pe—n

and set ITEG,(A) = [X)%(A) R,.p] . Note that SEG(X) € R[] (rtln,
(For the definition of R, p see (I))).

2. Compute the matrix

Cll ‘ Oé%e_n(P)

c Renxen
C21 ‘ Onnx(s—n)n

C, =

with arbitrary matrices Cy; € R and Cy, € R™*m,

3. Choose an arbitrary matrix By, € ROHD» and set

By =[Bu Opgimxe—nn]  C2=Cy  Bp=[Bf CR]. (27)
4. Construct the kn x kn matrix pencil L(\) € DG,44(P):

[ Ly [ By ] [ IR N | Ly @ L | [ Lernn | O
LX) = [ 0 |G Lol | 0 By, |Cy|° (28)

The matrix pencil £(\) is explicitly given as

I(n-i—l)n B 0
0 011 O/Hefn
0 Ca 0

n
Le@l, | 0

I(éJrl)n ‘ 0
BR [ Ch | CE

[ IS\ | LY @ I, ]

Since X% () is block-symmetric by construction, (27) ensures the block-
symmetry of £(\) in total. To this, remember that the core part of a pencil
in DG,+1(P) is always block-symmetric. It is easily seen that the conditions
([27) are not only sufficient, but also necessary for £(\) in (28]) to be block-

symmetric (recall (26) and (I8])).
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Theorem 9 (Characterization of BG,,41(P)).
Let P(\) be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree k = € +n+ 1 and assume
n < €. Then BG,1(P) is a vector space over R having dimension

dim (BG4 (P)) = knn® + 1.
Any matriz pencil L(X) € BG,,41(P) may be characterized as

[ I(n-l—l)n Bll 0
0

I(éJrl)n ‘ 0

L= BE [CF, [ CE,

(29)

Cll OéHE_n
0 Co1 0

all;5(\) | LY @ I,
Lewl, | 0

with arbitrary matrices By, € ROTDnxmm e Rlemmnxm ¢, ¢ Rimxm
and o € R. Moreover, unless n = 0, BG,,41(P) is a proper subspace of both
DG,+1(P) and DGy_, (P).

The next results about BG, ;1 (P) are immediate consequences of Theorem
[7 and Corollary

Corollary 4 (Linearization Condition for BG,(P)).
Let P(\) be a square and regular matriz polynomial of degree k =n+ € + 1.
Let L(\) € BG,4+1(P) be given in the form (29). Assume ¢ # n. Then the

following statements are equivalent:
1. L(X) is a strong linearization for P(X).
2. B e GLn(R),Cgl € GLWL(R) and o € R \ {O}

For € = n the equivalence in Corollary M| holds without the condition
Py € GL,(R) in the second statement (due to the disappearance of the H-
block). In this case, the implication 2. = 1. holds also for singular matrix
polynomials according to Theorem 2 Moreover, certainly Corollary 2] still
holds. That is, whenever zero is not an eigenvalue of P(\), i.e., Py € GL,(R),
almost every matrix pencil in BG, ;1 (P) is a strong linearization for P(\) re-
gardless whether P(\) is regular or singular. Moreover, the inclusion property
from the previous section is still valid for block-symmetric pencils.

Lemma 3 (Inclusion Property for BG, 1 (P) Spaces).
Let P(X\) be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree k = ¢ +n+ 1. Then we

have
BG; (P) ; BGo(P) & --- ;Ct ]B%(G[E (P). (30)
2

= ]
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To illustrate the construction procedure from Algorithm 2 consider the
following simple example.
Example 7. Let P(\) = ZZ:O P\t be an n x n matriz polynomial of degree
deg(P) = 7. First consider the case n = 1 and e = k —n —1 =05. The
construction procedure easily gives
-P; —P, —P, —F
-P, —P, —F

. dnx4dn
H4— _Pl _PO eR

AP; + P 0 0, 0, 0, O
BG _ 7 6 n n n n n o
and I7H(N) = 0, APt P, P, Py P. P Choose By = 0,

Ci =0 and Cy = I,. Then computing L(X\) from (28) with a = 1 yields

[ AP + Py 0 0 0 0 0 -1, ]
0 AP; + Py Py Py P Py ',
N I Py | P,= APy PPy Py—APL AR 0
L) = 0 Py PL— APy, Py—\P, -\PR, 0 10
0 P Py— AP, —\P, 0 0 , 0
0 Py Y 0 0 0 ' o0
I, £, 0 0 0 0 ' 0 |

which is indeed a block-symmetric Tn x Tn matriz pencil. Thus L(N\) €
BGy(P). Note that the choice of By and Cip has no influence on L(\)
for being a linearization. In fact, the nonsingularity of Py and Cay s the
decisive factor, while choosing By and Chq to be singular matrices does not
affect the linearization property of L(\) at all.

Now considern =2 and e =k —n—1=4. Then

_Pl _PO 2nx2n
Ho = [—Po 0 } eR )
Now choose Cy1 = {_g _iﬂ and Cy = {_g’ _iz}. The computation
in (28) gives
[ AP; + Ps 0 0 Py Ps ; Ps P ]
0 APs 4+ Py 0 Ps—AP; Py—APs ' P, —AP; Py— AP,
0 0 APs+ Py | PL—APs Py— APy | —AP, —\Py
KAN=| P Ps—AP; PL—APs|Ph—AP, —\P, + 0 0o
Ps Py —AP; Py— APy —A\P, 0 : 0 0
Ps Py, — \P; —\P 0 0 I 0 0
| P P -AP -AR 0 0o ' 0 0 |
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which is block-symmetric. Therefore we have K(\) € BG3(P).

Remark 10. Consider L(A) and K(X) from the last example. L(X) is a
strong linearization for P(\) if and only if det(FPy) # 0, whereas K(\) is
a strong linearization for P(X) if and only if det(P),det(Py),det(P) # 0
(see Theorem[2). Neither the classical ansatz space approach (see [11]) nor
the pure block Kronecker pencils from [6] cover block-symmetric pencils like
these.

5. Block Kronecker Ansatz Spaces and the Classical Ansatz Spaces

As this was pointed out before, there is a strong connection between the
classical ansatz spaces L;(P),Ls(P) and DL(P) and the block Kronecker
ansatz spaces introduced in this paper. This section is devoted to the estab-
lishment of this connection.

Let P()A) be an n x n matrix polynomial of degree k. For n = 0 the ansatz
equation (7)) has the form

L) (Ap1(N) ® ) = ey @ P())

which coincides with the ansatz equation for IL; (P) (see (3.4) in [11]) for the
choice v = ae;. According to Theorem [Il every matrix pencil £(A) in G, (P)
may be expressed as

e = ter] | ee

Multiplying £(A) from the left with

[In\Bl

0[C, :|.Fa7(],p()\).

Vleft = |: V& In Ien

Onxen :| ER(e-i—l)nx(e—l—l)n

gives a pencil that satisfies L(A\)(Ax—1(N) ® I,,) = v @ P(A) (due to the
multiplication with v € R¥, the scalar a € R is ignored until further notice,
i.e. we set @ = 1). On the other hand it is easily seen, that any matrix pencil
of the form

B

— ] Frop(A) = { v® I,

E(/\):{v@@In -

% } Frobp(A)  (31)
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satisfies L(A)(Ag—1(AN)®1,) = v®@P(X). Now, verifying that (3] is essentially
just a reformulation of [11, Thm. 3.5], we have derived an equivalent, but
alternative description of LL;(P). In the context of orthogonal bases, this
result was already obtained in [g].

Corollary 5 (Characterization of L, (P)).
Let P(\) be an n X n matriz polynomial of degree k. Then L(\) satisfies the
classical ansatz equation L(A)(Ax_1 ® I,,) = v ® P(\) if and only if

L(A\) = [v® 1, Z]Frobp()) Z = [ gi } (32)

for some arbitrary matriz Z € RF*(k=1n,

The characterization in (B2]) together with Theorem 2lyields a very simple
linearization condition for pencils in L;(P) for regular matrix polynomials
P(\) that is equivalent to but different from the well known Z-rank condition
(see [8, Cor. 2]).

Corollary 6. A matriz pencil L(\) € Ly(P) as in (32) is a strong lineariza-
tion for a regular P(\) = Zf:o PN € RIN™" with P, # 0 if and only if
[v® I, Z] is a nonsingular matriz, i.e. rank([v® I,, Z]) = kn.

In this case, the eigenvectors of L(\) are exactly the eigenvectors of
Frobp(A) (see |11, Thm. 3.8]).

A similar characterization of Ly(P) can be derived in an analogous way
[8, Thm. 2]. Therefore, we obtain that Lo(P) consists of all matrix pencils
L(\) having the form

M] (33)

L(\) = Frob¥(\) [ >

for some arbitrary matrix Z = [ By | C;] € R*¥=bnxkn These matrix pencils
satisfy the (second) classical ansatz equation (AL, @ I,,)L(A\) = vT @ P(N).
Similar as before, (33) can be seen as a reformulation of |11, Lemma 3.11]
and we obtain statements analogous to Corollaries [5l and

The ansatz space DIL(P) was introduced in [11] as the intersection of
L;(P) and Ly(P). As the final result of this section we state the following
lemma that connects the three kinds of ansatz spaces introduced in this paper
and the DIL(P) space.
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Lemma 4. Let P(\) be an n X n matriz polynomial of degree k > 2. Then

k—1 k—1 k-1
ﬂ Gn+1(P) = ﬂ DGnH(P) = m BGnH(P) = DL(P)‘@Q-
n=0 n=0 n=0

Here (e1) denotes the one-dimensional subspace of R* spanned by e .

Proof. Since G;(P)NGy(P) = DIL(P)|(e,) the lemma follows from the obser-
vations in (25) and (30). O

Corollary Bl has particularly nice consequences for the ansatz spaces LL; (P),
Lo(P) and DL(P). In fact, many well-known results on LL;(P) admit easily
accessible proofs considering the form (B2]) instead of |11, Thm. 3.5] (see
[8]). In the next section we show that the standard basis of DIL(P), i.e. the
rectangular matrices Z; corresponding to the basis pencils

can in fact be immediately determined from a tableau containing the matrix
coefficients of P(\) without any computation at all.

5.1. Application: Computing the Standard Basis of DIL(P)

Consider the double ansatz space DL(P) = L,(P) NLy(P) (). Any ma-
trix pencil £(\) € DL(P) is blocksymmetric |9, Theorem 3.4]. In [9, Section
3.3] it is discussed how to compute the “standard basis pencils” in DL(P)
corresponding to the standard basis {ei, ..., e.} € R¥. Certainly, computing
the standard basis for DIL(P), see [9, Sec. 3.3], for DL(P) from [9, Theorem
3.5] seems not to be a complicated task. However, regarding the expression
[B2) for matrix pencils in L;(P), computing a particular blocksymmetric
pencil £(\) € L;(P) for some given ansatz vector v € R¥ breaks down to the
computation of the corresponding matrix Z € RF*(*=bn Thus, computing
Z; for Bj == [(e; ® I,,) Z;|Frobp(A\) € DL(P) seems even simpler and does
only require the computation of one kn x (k — 1)n matrix instead of the
set-up of two kn x kn matrices. In fact in was shown in [§] that Z has some
blocksymmetric structure, too.

To this end, let P(\) = Zf:o P,)\* be a square matrix polynomial of
degree k. Using the matrix coefficients of P(\) we define the P-Tableau
corresponding to P(\) as in Figure Bl Now the matrices Z; that correspond
to a blocksymmetric matrix pencil £(A) = B;(\) € L;(P) having the form
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P-Tableau

P]{) 0 P P 0
P, PrabPro -+ —P —F
P, Pea| - | P |-P P
Pi_1| Py_o P | -R

Figure 3: P-tableau corresponding to P(\) = Ef:o P

(B2)) with ansatz vector e; can easily be determined by the tableau. Therefore,
regard the tableau as a k x 2(k — 1) matrix and denote the left half by Jp
and the right half by Hp.

Lemma 5. Let P(\) = Zf:o P)* be a square matriz polynomial of de-
gree k and L(N\) € Ly(P) with ansatz vector v = e;. Then L(N\) = [(e; ®
I,,) Z;Frobp()) € Lo(P) if and only if

Hp i=1
Zi= JIp(liik—i:k—1)@HGE+1:k1:i+1) 1<i<k (34)
Jp 1=k

Proof. First observe that any matrix pencil £(\) € L;(P) may be expressed
as

L) =[(v®I,) Z]Frobp())
=1 ZQJD()\) + ZLk_l()\)
= [(w® P) Z]A+ (v @ %,p(0) + ZLi_1(0)) (35)
Now notice that (B5) expresses £(\) in the form £(\) = £L1A + Ly with two
kn x kn matrices £; and Ly. This form was mainly considered in [9]. Com-

paring X,,, from [9, (3.8a)] with Z,, as defined in Lemma [0l and considering
[9, Thm. 3.5] shows the statement. O
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To illustrate Lemma [ consider the following examples. Deviating from
our notation, the polynomial coefficients in the example below are denoted
A, B, C,...to highlight the similarity to |11, Table 1/2] and [9, Table 3.1/3.2].

Example 8. Let P(\) = AN + BA+ C be an n X n matriz polynomial of
degree deg(P(\)) = 2. Then the matriz Z in (33) has dimension 2n X n.
Therefore, the P-tableau has dimension 2n x 2n and is easily computed as

Al O

B |-C

and we have Z, = Hp and Z = Jp. Now let P(\) = AXN3+BX?>+CA+ D be
of degree deg(P (X)) = 3. Then the matriz Z in (33) has dimension 3n x 2n
and the P-tableau dimension 3n x 4n. It is given by

0 A 0 0

A B | -C -D

B cC |-D| 0

D
0o Alo o olalo o 0] A]0 0
A B|l-c -D AlB|-c -p A B|-C-D
D
B ¢ |-D o B c|-p|o B C@_DO

for e, ey and e3 € R3 respectively. Therefore, any matriz pencil L(\)
in DIL(P) with ansatz vector v € R3 can be expressed as L(N\) = [(v &
I,,) Z]Frobp(\) with

0 0 A 0 0 A
Z = (% -C -D —+ U9 B 0 + v3 A B
-D 0 0 —-D B C
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6. Conclusions

In this paper, we introduced a family of equations for matrix pencils
that turn out to be a new source of linearizations for square and rectangu-
lar matrix polynomials P(\). We showed that these equations define vector
spaces Gy41(P) of matrix pencils in which almost every pencil is a strong
linearization regardless whether P(\) is regular or singular. These spaces
were named “block Kronecker ansatz spaces” since they contain the entire
family of block Kronecker pencils as introduced in [6] and share important
properties with the “ansatz spaces” from [11]. We showed that the intersec-
tion of two block Kronecker ansatz spaces DG, +1(P) = G, 11(P) N Gy—y(P)
is never empty and contains a proper subspace BG,,41(P) of block-symmetric
matrix pencils. Still almost every pencil is a strong linearization in either
DG,+1(P) and BG,+1(P) given the case that zero is not an eigenvalue of
P(X). Moreover, we presented a simple approach to the construction of ma-
trix pencils in DG, (P) and BG,+1(P) and showed that these spaces form
nested sequences of vector spaces for increasing choices of 7.

Block Kronecker ansatz equations may be defined for other polynomial
bases as well (see, e.g., [10] for a clever generalization of block Kronecker
pencils for the Chebyshevbasis). Moreover, as we pointed out in Remark [
the conceptual ideas presented here may even be formulated in the abstract
framework of dual bases (i.e. “strong block minimal bases pencils”, see [6]
for more information). A deeper study in this direction is, at least to the
authors opinion, likely to give attractive novel results on how Fiedler pencils,
block Kronecker pencils and ansatz spaces interact.
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