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Abstract

Complex conjugate matrix equations (CCME) have aroused the interest of
many researchers because of computations and antilinear systems. Exist-
ing research is dominated by its time-invariant solving methods, but lacks
proposed theories for solving its time-variant version. Moreover, artificial
neural networks are rarely studied for solving CCME. In this paper, starting
with the earliest CCME, zeroing neural dynamics (ZND) is applied to solve
its time-variant version. Firstly, the vectorization and Kronecker product in
the complex field are defined uniformly. Secondly, Con-CZND1 model and
Con-CZND2 model are proposed and theoretically prove convergence and
effectiveness. Thirdly, three numerical experiments are designed to illustrate
the effectiveness of the two models, compare their differences, highlight the
significance of neural dynamics in the complex field, and refine the theory
related to ZND.
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1. Introduction

Complex conjugate matrix equations (CCME) [1, 2, 3, 4] are matrix equa-
tions containing unknown matrices and their complex conjugate matrices.
Among them, complex conjugate matrices are linked to Lyapunov equations
in the complex field [5, 6], Hermitian matrices [7], etc. Because the related
matrix equations containing complex conjugate matrices have certain refine-
ments and supplements to the control theory like antilinear systems [1, 2, 3, 4]
and numerical computations for matrices [4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13], they have at-
tracted many researchers’ interests. CCME originally starts as the following
matrix equation:

AX −XB = C. (1)

CCME (1) is also known as standard Sylvester-conjugate matrix equations
(SSCME), and it is time-invariant. Solving methods of CCME are shown in
Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Solving methods of CCME.

In Fig. 1, it is seen that solving time-invariant CCME is mainly based
on Wu et al. propose Smith iterative solution [14, 15, 16], gradient-based
iterative solution [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] and finite iterative solution [23, 24],
etc. However, in real scientific scenarios, many equations are based on fixed
matrix elements at a fixed time. In the long run, the matrix equations are
time-variant, like converting SSCME (1) to time-variant standard Sylvester-
conjugate matrix equations (TVSSCME) (2) as below:

A(τ)X(τ)−X(τ)B(τ) = C(τ), (2)
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where τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time. In known studies, TVSSCME (2) lacks
proposed theories of solution. Zhang et al. illustrate that the solution of time-
variant matrix equations is also applicable to the solution of time-invariant
matrix equations [6, 25, 26, 27], i.e., time-variant matrices are extensions
of time-invariant matrices. So it is necessary to study the solution of such
time-variant matrix equations.

Artificial neural networks [6, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34] play a great
role in solution of matrix equations. For example, gradient neural network
(GNN) [35] is proposed to solve standard Sylvester matrix equations [36],
Moore-Penrose generalized inverse [37], etc. It’s known that GNN’s solu-
tion depends on the gradient descent method and the derivation of error
pairs defined by least squares [38]. However, it’s unable to deal with ma-
trix equations that have XT, XH or X directly. Especially encountered
matrix equations containing X and X , the gradient under the derivation
requires special treatment such as partial derivatives and real representa-
tions, etc. Therefore, zeroing neural network (ZNN) [6, 26, 39] proposed
by Zhang et al. is considered to be used. ZNN is based on the time-variant
equation-based neural network solution, in the time-variant matrix equations
[40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46] have an absolute advantage with comparing GNN,
which is directly defined in terms of the error function, avoiding the GNN ’s
gradient derivation and the defect of lagging error. And zeroing neural dy-
namics (ZND) [5, 47, 48, 49, 50], by the development of the real field to the
complex field [51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57], solving many time-variant matrix
equations with XT(τ) or XH(τ), where τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time. But
based on TVSSCME (2) withX(τ), there is no unified and systematic theory.
So the solution of TVSSCME (2) study not only complements the solution
of SSCME (1) but also improves the related theory of solving time-varying
CCME by ZNN.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides the
definition of TVSSCME and additional knowledge for solving this class of
equations. Section 3 proposes ZND solution model under the complex field
and real field. Section 4 gives simulations to verify the validity of the models
and compare the advantages and disadvantages of each model. Section 5
concludes the paper and suggests future directions. Before starting the next
section, the main contributions of this paper are listed as follows.

(1) Based on ZND, Con-CZND1 model and Con-CZND2 model are pro-
posed to solve TVSSCME for the first time in known studies.
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(2) By redefining the vectorization and Kronecker product, the convergence
and the effectiveness of the proposition is proved theoretically.

(3) Three numerical comparison experiments are done to highlight the sig-
nificance of ZND in the complex field and the complexity of it.

2. Problem Formulation and Preliminaries

In this section, a present study of TVSSCME [1, 2, 4, 8] is researched,
while the vectorization and Kronecker product in the complex field are given:

Definition 1. According to XF −AX = C, TVSSCME is formulated as

X(τ)F (τ)− A(τ)X(τ) = C(τ), (3)

where F (τ) ∈ Cn×n, A(τ) ∈ Cm×m, C(τ) ∈ Cm×n are known as time-variant
matrices, X(τ) ∈ C

m×n is a time-variant matrix to be computed, and τ ≥
0 represents the real-time. In this paper, the unique time-variant solution
X(τ) is only considered here. Then X∗(τ) ∈ Cm×n is defined as the exact
time-variant matrix-form solution of TVSSCME (3), where the time-variant
matrix under the complex field can be described as

Definition 2. Where τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, the time-variant matrix
under the complex field is defined as

M(τ) =







m̃11(τ) · · · m̃1q(τ)
...

. . .
...

m̃p1(τ) · · · m̃pq(τ)







=







mr,11(τ) + imi,11(τ) · · · mr,1q(τ) + imi,1q(τ)
...

. . .
...

mr,p1(τ) + imi,p1(τ) · · · mr,pq(τ) + imi,pq(τ)







=







mr,11(τ) · · · mr,1q(τ)
...

. . .
...

mr,p1(τ) · · · mr,pq(τ)






+ i







mi,11(τ) · · · mi,1q(τ)
...

. . .
...

mi,p1(τ) · · · mi,pq(τ)







= Mr(τ) + iMi(τ), (4)

where M(τ) ∈ Cp×q is any complex matrix, i is an imaginary unit. For
simplicity, this paper uses m̃st(τ) to represent the complex elements of the
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matrix, where s ∈ I[1, p], t ∈ I[1, q], I[m,n] means the set of integers from
m to n, same as below. Because its elements are complex numbers, they can
be expressed as m̃st(τ) = mr,st(τ) + imi,st(τ). Thus, Mr(τ) ∈ Rp×q is the real
coefficient matrix of M(τ), where mr,st(τ) is a real coefficient; Mi(τ) ∈ Rp×q

is the imaginary coefficient matrix of M(τ), where mi,st(τ) is a imaginary
coefficient. The conjugate matrix corresponding to M(τ) is M(τ) = Mr(τ)−
iMi(τ), where M(τ) ∈ Cp×q.

Definition 3. According to (4), where τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, the
time-variant matrix single transpose under the complex field is defined as

MT(τ) =







m̃11(τ) · · · m̃p1(τ)
...

. . .
...

m̃1q(τ) · · · m̃pq(τ)







=







mr,11(τ) + imi,11(τ) · · · mr,p1(τ) + imi,p1(τ)
...

. . .
...

mr,1q(τ) + imi,1q(τ) · · · mr,pq(τ) + imi,pq(τ)







= MH(τ), (5)

where MT(τ) ∈ C
q×p is any complex matrix. However, since matrices are

defined over the complex field and operations are mostly based on conjugate
transpositions. In order to unify above operations, MH(τ) ∈ Cq×p is used to
denote the simple transposition. Because of (5), the real field matrices apply
to this definition as well.

Definition 4. Where F (τ) ∈ Rn×n, A(τ) ∈ Rm×m, C(τ) ∈ Rm×n are known
as time-variant matrices, X(τ) ∈ Rm×n is a time-variant matrix to be com-
puted, and τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, over the real field, the definition
of the time-variant standard Sylvester matrix equations (TVSSME) is given
as

X(τ)F (τ)− A(τ)X(τ) = C(τ). (6)

TVSSCME (3) is an extensive version of TVSSME (6) [8]. When the coeffi-
cients of the imaginary matrices of TVSSCME (3) are all zero, it degenerates
into TVSSME (6) in the real field.
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Definition 5. According to (4), where τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, vec(M
(τ)) is defined as follows.

vec(M(τ)) =



































m̃11(τ)
...

m̃p1(τ)
m̃12(τ)

...
m̃p2(τ)

...

...
m̃pq(τ)



































=



































mr,11(τ) + imi,11(τ)
...

mr,p1(τ) + imi,p1(τ)
mr,12(τ) + imi,12(τ)

...
mr,p2(τ) + imi,p2(τ)

...

...
mr,pq(τ) + imi,pq(τ)



































=



































mr,11(τ)
...

mr,p1(τ)
mr,12(τ)

...
mr,p2(τ)

...

...
mr,pq(τ)



































+ i



































mi,11(τ)
...

mi,p1(τ)
mi,12(τ)

...
mi,p2(τ)

...

...
mi,pq(τ)



































= vec(Mr(τ)) + ivec(Mi(τ)) (7)

where vec(M(τ)) ∈ Cpq×1 is any complex vector, vec(Mr(τ)) ∈ Rpq×1 is any
real coefficient vector of vec(M(τ)), vec(Mi(τ)) ∈ Rpq×1 is any imaginary
coefficient vector of vec(M(τ)).

Definition 6. According to (4), where A(τ) ∈ Cm×n, B(τ) ∈ Cs×t are time-
variant matrices and τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, the Kronecker product
between them over the complex field is defined as follows.

A(τ)⊗ B(τ) =











ã11(τ)B(τ) ã12(τ)B(τ) · · · ã1n(τ)B(τ)
ã21(τ)B(τ) ã22(τ)B(τ) · · · ã2n(τ)B(τ)

...
...

. . .
...

ãm1(τ)B(τ) ãm2(τ)B(τ) · · · ãmn(τ)B(τ)











, (8)

where (8) ∈ Cms×nt. Thus, the equation for the vectorization of A(τ)X(τ)B(τ)
product in the complex field can be obtained in Theorem 1.
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Theorem 1. Where A(τ) ∈ Cm×n, B(τ) ∈ Cs×t, X(τ) ∈ Cn×s, are time-
variant matrices, and τ ≥ 0 represents the real-time, the following equation
can be obtained:

vec(A(τ)X(τ)B(τ)) = (BH(τ)⊗ A(τ))vec(X(τ)). (9)

Proof. For any complex matrix D(τ) ∈ Cs×t, it is represented in column
chunks as

D(τ) =
[

d̃1(τ) d̃2(τ) · · · d̃t(τ)
]

, (10)

where d̃j(τ) ∈ Cs, j ∈ I[1, t]. On this basis, let

d̃j(τ) =











d̃1j(τ)

d̃2j(τ)
...

d̃sj(τ)











, (11)

according to (4), (5), (7), (8), (10), and (11), the following equation can be
obtained:

vec(A(τ)X(τ)B(τ))

=vec(
[

A(τ)X(τ)b̃1(τ) A(τ)X(τ)b̃2(τ) · · · A(τ)X(τ)b̃t(τ)
]

)

=











A(τ)X(τ)b̃1(τ)

A(τ)X(τ)b̃2(τ)
...

A(τ)X(τ)b̃t(τ)
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=











































































A(τ)
[

x̃1(τ) x̃2(τ) · · · x̃s(τ)
]











b̃11(τ)

b̃21(τ)
...

b̃s1(τ)































A(τ)
[

x̃1(τ) x̃2(τ) · · · x̃s(τ)
]











b̃12(τ)

b̃22(τ)
...

b̃s2(τ)





















...











A(τ)
[

x̃1(τ) x̃2(τ) · · · x̃s(τ)
]











b̃1t(τ)

b̃2t(τ)
...

b̃st(τ)





















































































=









b̃11(τ)A(τ)x̃1(τ) + b̃21(τ)A(τ)x̃2(τ) + · · ·+ b̃s1(τ)A(τ)x̃s(τ)

b̃12(τ)A(τ)x̃1(τ) + b̃22(τ)A(τ)x̃2(τ) + · · ·+ b̃s2(τ)A(τ)x̃s(τ)
· · ·

b̃1t(τ)A(τ)x̃1(τ) + b̃2t(τ)A(τ)x̃2(τ) + · · ·+ b̃st(τ)A(τ)x̃s(τ)









=











b̃11(τ)A(τ) b̃21(τ)A(τ) · · · b̃s1(τ)A(τ)

b̃12(τ)A(τ) b̃22(τ)A(τ) · · · b̃s2(τ)A(τ)
...

...
. . .

...

b̃1t(τ)A(τ) b̃2t(τ)A(τ) · · · b̃st(τ)A(τ)





















x̃1(τ)
x̃2(τ)
...

x̃s(τ)











=





















b̃11(τ) b̃21(τ) · · · b̃s1(τ)

b̃12(τ) b̃22(τ) · · · b̃s2(τ)
...

...
. . .

...

b̃1t(τ) b̃2t(τ) · · · b̃st(τ)











⊗ A(τ)











vec(X(τ))

=(BH(τ)⊗A(τ))vec(X(τ)). (12)

The proof is thus completed. �

Corollary 1. When the imaginary matrix coefficients of A(τ), B(τ), X(τ)
are all zero, i.e. A(τ) ∈ Rm×n, B(τ) ∈ Rs×t, X(τ) ∈ Rn×s, (9) degenerates
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into the time-variant equivalence under the real field likes:

vec(A(τ)X(τ)B(τ)) = (BT(τ)⊗ A(τ))vec(X(τ)). (13)

So taking the time-variant equation under the real field (13) is a special case
of the complex field (9).

3. Models, Algorithm and Analyses

In this section, based on previous basics, two models for dealing with
TVSSCME (3) are proposed. The first model involves directly addressing it
on the complex field ZND [56]. Then, it can be transformed in the real field,
which is called Con-CZND1 discussed in Section 3.1. The second model first
separates the real and imaginary coefficients matrices. Then, it is substituted
into the real field ZND [58] to solve, which is called Con-CZND2 discussed
in Section 3.2.

3.1. Con-CZND1 model

Based on (9), the complex field ZND [56] is proposed to solve TVSSCME
(3).

Firstly, the error function is defined as follows.

EM1(τ) = X(τ)F (τ)−A(τ)X(τ)− C(τ), (14)

where EM1(τ) ∈ Cm×n. Next, the formula under the complex field ZND is
proposed to make all elements of (14) converge to zero, which is obtained as

∂EM1(τ)

∂τ
= −γΦ (EM1(τ)) , (15)

where γ ∈ R+ denotes the regulation parameter controlling the convergence
rate, and Φ (·) denotes the monotonically increasing odd activation function.
For simplicity, a linear activation function is used in this case, and so (15) is
simplified to:

∂EM1(τ)

∂τ
= −γEM1(τ). (16)

Then, (14) is substituted into (16) to obtain (17):

Ẋ(τ)F (τ) +X(τ)Ḟ (τ)− Ȧ(τ)X(τ)− A(τ)Ẋ(τ)− Ċ(τ)
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= −γ(X(τ)F (τ)− A(τ)X(τ)− C(τ)). (17)

Applied (9) given in Theorem 1, (17) is converted to (18):

(FH(τ)⊗ Im)vec(Ẋ(τ))− (IHn ⊗A(τ))vec(Ẋ(τ))

=vec(Ċ(τ) + Ȧ(τ)X(τ)−X(τ)Ḟ (τ))

− γvec(X(τ)F (τ)−A(τ)X(τ)− C(τ)). (18)

Then, (18) is further reformulated as

U(τ)vec(Ẋ(τ))− V (τ)vec(Ẋ(τ)) = G(τ), (19)

where U(τ) = (FH(τ)⊗ Im) ∈ Cnm×mn, V (τ) = (IHn ⊗A(τ)) = (In ⊗A(τ)) ∈
Cmn×nm, G(τ) = vec(Ċ(τ) + Ȧ(τ)X(τ) − X(τ)Ḟ (τ)) − γvec(X(τ)F (τ) −
A(τ)X(τ)− C(τ)) ∈ Cmn×1. Based on the linearity of the derivative as well
as (4) and (7), (19) can be written in the form of the following real-only
matrix operation:

[

Ur(τ)− Vr(τ) −(Ui(τ) + Vi(τ))
Ui(τ)− Vi(τ) Ur(τ) + Vr(τ)

] [

Żr(τ)

Żi(τ)

]

=

[

Gr(τ)
Gi(τ)

]

, (20)

where Z(τ) = vec(X(τ)) ∈ Cmn×1, Ż(τ) = vec(Ẋ(τ)) ∈ Cmn×1. To simplify,
letWM1(τ) = [Ur(τ)− Vr(τ),−(Ui(τ) + Vi(τ));Ui(τ)− Vi(τ), Ur(τ) + Vr(τ)] ∈

R2mn×2mn, ẊM1(τ) =
[

Żr(τ); Żi(τ)
]

∈ R2mn×1, BM1(τ) = [Gr(τ);Gi(τ)] ∈

R2mn×1. The final solution model Con-CZND1 is obtained:

ẊM1(τ) = W+
M1(τ)BM1(τ), (21)

where W+
M1(τ) is the pseudo-inverse matrix of WM1(τ).

Theorem 2. Given differentiable time-variant matrices F (τ) ∈ C
n×n, A(τ)

∈ Cm×m, and C(τ) ∈ Cm×n, if TVSSCME (3) only has one theoretical time-
variant solution X∗(τ) ∈ Cm×n, then each solving element of (21) converges
to the corresponding theoretical time-variant solving elements.

Proof. According to [51], based on (4), (15) can be derived in its equivalent
form as

ĖM1(τ) = −γΦ (EM1r(τ) + iEM1i(τ)) , (22)
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where ĖM1(τ) ∈ Cm×n, with its elements ˙̃eM1st(τ) ∈ C; EM1r(τ) ∈ Rm×n, with
its elements eM1r,st(τ) ∈ R; EM1i(τ) ∈ Rm×n , with its elements eM1i,st(τ) ∈ R;
s ∈ I[1, m], t ∈ I[1, n].

Then, using the linearity of the derivative, combined with the completeness
of the set of complex numbers and the closure of complex arithmetic, (22) is
split into the following two equations:

ĖM1r(τ) = −γΦ (EM1r(τ)) , (23)

ĖM1i(τ) = −γΦ (EM1i(τ)) , (24)

where ĖM1r(τ) ∈ Rm×n, with its elements ėM1r,st(τ) ∈ R, that ėM1r,st(τ) =

−γΦ
(

eM1r,st(τ)
)

; ĖM1i(τ) ∈ Rm×n , with its elements ėM1i,st(τ) ∈ R, that
ėM1i,st(τ) = −γΦ

(

eM1i,st(τ)
)

.
As shown above, the time-variant systems represented by both of the (23)

and (24) are actually design formulas for real field ZND [51]. According
to the stability of real field ZND, both the above (23) and (24) are stable
if they have the monotonically increasing odd activation function. Then,
again according to Lyapunov theory, two Lyapunov functions are designed:
VM1r(τ) = 1

2
e2M1r,st

(τ) and VM1i(τ) = 1

2
e2M1i,st

(τ). Then two functions are
derived and each is inferred as follows.

V̇M1r(τ) = eM1r,st(τ)ėM1r,st(τ) = −γeM1r,st(τ)Φ
(

eM1r,st(τ)
)

≤ 0, (25)

V̇M1i(τ) = eM1i,st(τ)ėM1i,st(τ) = −γeM1i,st(τ)Φ
(

eM1i,st(τ)
)

≤ 0, (26)

when τ → +∞, while (23) and (24) converge to their equilibrium point, i.e.,
their parallel elements are all about to converge to zero. Finally, since the
above disassembled equations’ elements all converge to zero, and then combine
back to (22), (14)’s elements also converge to zero later. Thus, (21)’s ele-
ments finally converge from a random initial state to elements corresponding
theoretical time-variant solution.

The proof is thus completed. �

3.2. Con-CZND2 model

In this part, contrasting to Con-CZND1 (21) model, TVSSCME (3) does
not define the error directly first, but performs a equivalent mapping trans-
formation of the matrix equations before proposing the real field ZND [58].
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According to (4), matrix splitting is first performed to obtain the follow-
ing:

(Xr(τ) + iXi(τ))(Fr(τ) + iFi(τ))−(Ar(τ) + iAi(τ))(Xr(τ)− iXi(τ))

= (Cr(τ) + iCi(τ)). (27)

Then, (27) is performed separation to obtain (28) with real-only matrix op-
eration:

{

Xr(τ)Fr(τ)−Xi(τ)Fi(τ)−Ar(τ)Xr(τ)−Ai(τ)Xi(τ) = Cr(τ)
Xi(τ)Fr(τ) +Xr(τ)Fi(τ)−Ai(τ)Xr(τ) + Ar(τ)Xi(τ) = Ci(τ)

(28)

According to (13), (28) is formulated into the following:
[

K(τ)11 K(τ)12
K(τ)21 K(τ)22

] [

vec(Xr(τ))
vec(Xi(τ))

]

=

[

vec(Cr(τ))
vec(Ci(τ))

]

, (29)

where K(τ)11 = (FT
r (τ)⊗Im)−(In⊗Ar(τ)) ∈ Rnm×mn, K(τ)12 = −(FT

i (τ)⊗
Im+In⊗Ai(τ)) ∈ Rnm×mn, K(τ)21 = (FT

i (τ)⊗Im)− (In⊗Ai(τ)) ∈ Rnm×mn,
K(τ)22 = (FT

r (τ) ⊗ Im + In ⊗ Ar(τ)) ∈ Rnm×mn. Then let WM2(τ) =
[K(τ)11, K(τ)12;K(τ)21, K(τ)22] ∈ R2mn×2mn, XM2(τ) = [vec(Xr(τ)); vec(Xi

(τ))] ∈ R2mn×1, BM2(τ) = [vec(Cr(τ)); vec(Ci(τ))] ∈ R2mn×1, (30) is ob-
tained:

WM2(τ)XM2(τ) = BM2(τ). (30)

Using real field ZND, the error function is first defined as follows.

EM2(τ) = WM2(τ)XM2(τ)− BM2(τ), (31)

where EM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×1. Next, the formula under the real field of ZND is
proposed to make all elements of (31) converge to zero, which is obtained as

∂EM2(τ)

∂τ
= −γΦ (EM2(τ)) . (32)

As in the previous subsection, γ ∈ R+ denotes the regulation parameter con-
trolling the convergence rate, and Φ (·) denotes the monotonically increasing
odd activation function. For simplicity, a linear activation function is used
in this case, and so (32) is simplified to:

∂EM2(τ)

∂τ
= −γEM2(τ). (33)
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Then, (31) is substituted into (33) to obtain (34):

ẆM2(τ)XM2(τ) +WM2(τ)ẊM2(τ)− ḂM2(τ)

= −γ(WM2(τ)XM2(τ)− BM2(τ)). (34)

Finally, the final solution model Con-CZND2 is obtained:

ẊM2(τ) = W+
M2(τ)(ḂM2(τ)− ẆM2(τ)XM2(τ)

−γ(WM2(τ)XM2(τ)−BM2(τ))), (35)

where W+
M2(τ) is the pseudo-inverse matrix of WM2(τ).

Theorem 3. Given differentiable time-variant matrices F (τ) ∈ Cn×n, A(τ)
∈ Cm×m, and C(τ) ∈ Cm×n, if TVSSCME (3) only has one theoretical time-
variant solution X∗(τ) ∈ Cm×n, then each solving element of (35) converges
to the corresponding theoretical time-variant solving elements.

Proof. Since the complex field time-variant matrix equations with imagi-
nary matrix coefficients being all zero can degenerate into the real field time-
variant matrix equations, as TVSSCME (3) degenerates into TVSSME (6),
i.e., (35) is based on (23) of Theorem 2, the proof of Theorem 2 is an exten-
sion and refinement of the proof of Theorem 3. Then, EM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×1’s
elements eM2s1(τ) ∈ R, and ĖM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×1’s elements ėM2s1(τ) ∈ R, that
ėM2s1(τ) = −γΦ (eM2s1(τ)), s ∈ I[1, 2mn]. Likes Theorem 2, Lyapunov func-
tion is designed: VM2(τ) =

1

2
e2M2s1

(τ), then (36) is obtained:

V̇M2(τ) = eM2s1(τ)ėM2s1(τ) = −γeM2s1(τ)Φ (eM2s1(τ)) ≤ 0, (36)

when τ → +∞, while (32)’s elements all converge to zero finally. And (30)
is equivalent to TVSSCME (3).

The proof is thus completed. �

4. Numerical Experimentation and Verification

In this section, based on the previous propositions, the fundamental dis-
tinction between (21) and (35) is below interpreted: Con-CZND1 (21) model
is considered as “error before transformation”, with the error term pro-
posed directly by the original complex matrix EM1(τ) ∈ C

m×n; while Con-
CZND2 (35) model is considered as “transformation before error”, where
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EM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×1 is proposed by the real matrix of the transformation after
the complex matrix mapping. Although the error matrix EM2(τ) of Con-
CZND2 (35) model operates in the real field after transformation, the cost
is that its dimension becomes larger. Thus, Con-CZND2 (35)’s overall per-
formance is not as good as that of Con-CZND1 (21) model, which is verified
by the following experimental validation.

The accuracy and stability of Con-CZND1 (21) model and Con-CZND2
(35) model are verified through numerical experiments. Three examples are
provided below, where i denotes the imaginary unit and s (·) and c (·) denote
the trigonometric functions sin (·) and cos (·), respectively.

Example 1. Considering TVSSCME (3) where the dimension of the square
matrix F (τ) is smaller than that of the square matrix A(τ) and the number
of rows of the matrix C(τ) and the only solution X∗(τ) is greater than the
number of columns:

F (τ) =

[

600 + s(τ) c(τ)
c(τ) 400 + s(τ)

]

+ i

[

c(τ) s(τ)
s(τ) c(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2,

A(τ) =





s(τ) c(τ) 1
−c(τ) 0 −s(τ)

1 0 1



+ i





c(τ) −s(τ) 0
s(τ) 1 c(τ)
0 1 0



 ∈ C
3×3,

C(τ) =





cr,11(τ) cr,12(τ)
cr,21(τ) cr,22(τ)
cr,31(τ) cr,32(τ)



+ i





ci,11(τ) ci,12(τ)
ci,21(τ) ci,22(τ)
ci,31(τ) ci,32(τ)



 ∈ C
3×2,

where cr,11(τ) = 600s(τ)−4c(τ)s(τ)+2c2(τ)−1, cr,12(τ) = s(2τ)+400c(τ)−2,
cr,21(τ) = s(τ) − 599c(τ) − c(τ)s(τ) + c2(τ), cr,22(τ) = −c(τ) − 399s(τ) +
c(τ)s(τ) + c2(τ) − 1, cr,31(τ) = 599 − s(τ) + c(τ), cr,32(τ) = −c(τ) + s(τ)
and ci,11(τ) = 600s(τ)− 2c2(τ) + 2, ci,12(τ) = s(2τ) + 400c(τ) + 1, ci,21(τ) =
−600c(τ)− 3c(τ)s(τ) + c2(τ)− 2, ci,22(τ) = −400s(τ)− 3c(τ)s(τ)− c2(τ)−
1,ci,31(τ) = s(τ) + 3c(τ), ci,32(τ) = c(τ) + 3s(τ) + 401.

The only exact solution to this example is

X∗(τ) =





s(τ) c(τ)
−c(τ) −s(τ)

1 0



+ i





s(τ) c(τ)
−c(τ) −s(τ)

0 1



 ∈ C
3×2. (37)
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Example 2. Considering TVSSCME (3) where the dimension of the square
matrix F (τ) is greater than that of the square matrix A(τ) and the number
of rows of the matrix C(τ) and the only solution X∗(τ) is smaller than the
number of columns:

F (τ) =





400 + s(τ) c(τ) c(τ)
c(τ) 200 + s(τ) c(τ)
c(τ) c(τ) 300 + s(τ)



+ i





c(τ) s(τ) s(τ)
s(τ) c(τ) s(τ)
s(τ) s(τ) c(τ)



 ∈ C
3×3,

A(τ) =

[

s(τ) −c(τ)
c(τ) −s(τ)

]

+ i

[

c(τ) −s(τ)
s(τ) −c(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2,

C(τ) =

[

cr,11(τ) cr,12(τ) cr,13(τ)
cr,21(τ) cr,22(τ) cr,23(τ)

]

+ i

[

ci,11(τ) ci,12(τ) ci,13(τ)
ci,21(τ) ci,22(τ) ci,23(τ)

]

∈ C
2×3,

where cr,11(τ) = c(τ)+400s(τ)−4c(τ)s(τ), cr,12(τ) = −2+201c(τ), cr,13(τ) =
s(τ) + 2c2(τ) + 299, cr,21(τ) = −400c(τ) − s(τ) − 4c(τ)s(τ), cr,22(τ) =
−201s(τ) − 2, cr,23(τ) = −c(τ) − 2c2(τ) + 1 and ci,11(τ) = 401s(τ) + 2,
ci,12(τ) = s(τ) + 4c(τ)s(τ) + 200c(τ), ci,13(τ) = −c(τ) + 2c(τ)s(τ) + 1,
ci,21(τ) = −399c(τ) − 2, ci,22(τ) = c(τ) − 200s(τ) − 4c(τ)s(τ), ci,23(τ) =
−s(τ)− 2c(τ)s(τ) + 299.

The only exact solution to this example is

X∗(τ) =

[

s(τ) c(τ) 1
−c(τ) −s(τ) 0

]

+ i

[

s(τ) c(τ) 0
−c(τ) −s(τ) 1

]

∈ C
2×3. (38)

Example 3. Considering TVSSCME (3) to verify the evident difference be-
tween models Con-CZND1 (21) and Con-CZND2 (35):

F (τ) =

[

6 + s(τ) c(τ)
c(τ) 4 + s(τ)

]

+ i

[

c(τ) s(τ)
s(τ) c(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2,

A(τ) =

[

c(τ) s(τ)
−s(τ) c(τ)

]

+ i

[

s(τ) c(τ)
c(τ) −s(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2,

C(τ) =

[

cr,11(τ) cr,12(τ)
cr,21(τ) cr,22(τ)

]

+ i

[

ci,11(τ) ci,12(τ)
ci,21(τ) ci,22(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2,
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where cr,11(τ) = 2c2(τ) − 2c(τ)s(τ) + 6s(τ), cr,12(τ) = 4c(τ) + 2c(τ)s(τ) −
2c2(τ), cr,21(τ) = −2s(2τ) − 6c(τ) + 2, cr,22(τ) = 2s(2τ) − 4s(τ) − 2 and
ci,11(τ) = 2c2(τ) + 2c(τ)s(τ) + 6s(τ), ci,12(τ) = 4c(τ) + 2c(τ)s(τ) + 2c2(τ),
ci,21(τ) = −2s(2τ)− 6c(τ)− 2, ci,22(τ) = −2s(2τ)− 4s(τ)− 2.

The only exact solution to this example is

X∗(τ) =

[

s(τ) c(τ)
−c(τ) −s(τ)

]

+ i

[

s(τ) c(τ)
−c(τ) −s(τ)

]

∈ C
2×2. (39)

Remark 1. In all three examples, both models take initial random values in
the interval [−5, 5], and the experimental run time τ is in the interval [0, 10].
Sections 4.1 and 4.2 illustrate the validity and convergence of Con-CZND1
(21) and Con-CZND2 (35) for matrices F (τ), A(τ), and C(τ) with different
matrix dimensions, where γ equals 1. Section 4.3 uses residuals and designing
special experiments to supplement the continuing models Con-CZND1 (21)
and Con-CZND2 (35) error, stability, and some findings, where γ equals
10. Since the error matrices of the two models are defined differently, the
residuals are uniformly defined ‖X(τ)−X∗(τ)‖F, where ‖·‖F stands for the
Frobenius paradigm.

4.1. Con-CZND1 model

Using the ode45 [25] function in MATLAB, Con-CZND1 (21) model is
executed, where γ equals 1, the solution results of Example 1 and Example
2 are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, where the grey lines projected on the corre-
sponding planes represent the solving elements corresponding to the real and
imaginary matrices.

It can be seen that the model solution X(τ) uniformly and essentially
matches the target solution X∗(τ) as time goes by, while the time-variant
and time-invariant elements in the solutions of the two examples are one-to-
one with the corresponding time-variant and time-invariant elements in the
target solution, and as can be seen from Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), the residuals of
Con-CZND1 (21) model in Examples 1 and 2 quickly converge toward zero,
which verifies the validity of Con-CZND1 (21) model.

4.2. Con-CZND2 model

As in the previous subsection, the Con-CZND2 (35) model is executed
using the ode45 [25] function in MATLAB, and the results of solving Example
1 and Example 2 where γ equals 1 are shown in Figs. 5 and 6, where the grey
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Figure 2: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND1 (21) model in Example 1.
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Figure 3: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND1 (21) model in Example 2.
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Figure 4: ‖X(τ)−X
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F
computed by Con-CZND1 (21) model in Examples 1 and 2.

(a) Example 1. (b) Example 2.
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Figure 5: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND2 (35) model in Example 1.
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Figure 6: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND2 (35) model in Example 2.
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Figure 7: ‖X(τ)−X
∗(τ)‖

F
computed by Con-CZND2 (35) model in Examples 1 and 2.

(a) Example 1. (b) Example 2.
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lines projected on the plane represent the same meaning as in the previous
subsection.

It can be seen that the model solutions X(τ) uniformly and essentially
match the target solution X∗(τ) with time, while the time-variant and time-
invariant elements in the solutions of the two examples are one-to-one with
the corresponding time-variant and time-invariant elements in the target so-
lution, and it can be seen from Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) that the residuals of
Con-CZND2 (35) model in Examples 1 and 2 quickly converge toward zero.

However, above two examples do not clearly show the difference for both
models, so the logarithmic residual ‖X(τ)−X∗(τ)‖F trajectories and Exam-
ple 3 are added.

4.3. Con-CZND1 model vs Con-CZND2 model by comparing error and sta-
bility

Where γ equals 10, the logarithmic residual ‖X(τ)−X∗(τ)‖
F
trajectories

of Con-CZND1 (21) model and Con-CZND2 (35) model in Examples 1 and
2 are shown in Figs. 8 and 9.
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Con-CZND1

Con-CZND2

Figure 8: Logarithmic residual ‖X(τ)−X
∗(τ)‖

F
trajectories computed by Con-CZND1

(21) model vs. Con-CZND2 (35) model in Example 1.

In Figs. 8 and 9, Con-CZND1 (21) model has better accuracy than Con-
CZND2 model (35), with the residuals stabilized in a range. It is found that
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Figure 9: Logarithmic residual ‖X(τ)−X
∗(τ)‖

F
trajectories computed by Con-CZND1

(21) model vs. Con-CZND2 (35) model in Example 2.

Con-CZND2 (35) model is strongly influenced by the absolute values of the
main diagonal elements of the matrix WM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×2mn. In order to verify
that Con-CZND2 (35) model is affected by the main diagonal predominance
of WM2(τ), Example 3 is designed: i.e., weakening the main diagonal dom-
inance of WM2(τ) by weakening the main diagonal dominance of the real
matrix of the square matrix F (τ) ∈ Cn×n, where the red dotted lines are of
the corresponding exact solution X∗(τ) ∈ Cm×n.

In Figs. 10 through 13, it can be seen that the residuals of Con-CZND1
(21) model are not affected by the dominance of the main diagonal of the
real matrix of the square matrix F (τ) ∈ Cn×n. And the logarithmic residual
‖X(τ)−X∗(τ)‖F trajectory computed by Con-CZND1 in Example 3 is still
stabilized in the same intervals as in Example 1 and Example 2, since the
error matrix EM1(τ) ∈ C

m×n, has a total of m×n elements. But Con-CZND2
(35) model shows a large shock in the computation, since the error matrix
EM2(τ) ∈ R2mn×1, defined in terms of the matrix transformation, has a total
of 2 ×m × n elements, which is equivalent to the dimensionality becoming
larger according to the knowledge of the matrix computations [7]. Example 3
validates the previous statement and highlights that the complex field ZND
should be used directly for this type of matrix equation.
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Figure 10: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND1 (21) model and exact solution X
∗(τ)

in Example 3.
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Figure 11: Solution X(τ) computed by Con-CZND2 (35) model and exact solution X
∗(τ)

in Example 3.
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Figure 12: ‖X(τ)−X
∗(τ)‖

F
computed by Con-CZND1 (21) model vs. Con-CZND2 (35)

model in Example 3. (a) Con-CZND1 (21) model. (b) Con-CZND2 (35) model.
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Figure 13: Logarithmic residual ‖X(τ)−X
∗(τ)‖

F
trajectories computed by Con-CZND1

(21) model vs. Con-CZND2 (35) model in Example 3.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, TVSSCME (3) under the complex field is investigated.
Firstly, the knowledge about the vectorization and Kronecker product un-
der the relevant complex field is supplemented. Secondly, Con-CZND1 (21)
model, which deals with the error term directly on the complex field, and
Con-CZND2 (35) model, which deals with the error matrix in the mapping
real field, are proposed. Finally, through theoretical analyses and experi-
mental results, it is highlighted that matrix equations over the complex field
should be dealt with directly on the handled on the complex field and refined
the theory of ZND in the complex field. Subsequently, we will continue to
work deeply in this area to improve and supplement other knowledge related
to solving more challenging CCME.
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