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A COMPLETE PAIR OF SOLVENTS
OF A QUADRATIC MATRIX PENCIL

V. G. KURBATOV* AND I. V. KURBATOVA

ABSTRACT. Let B and C be square complex matrices. The differential equation
2" (t) + Ba'(t) + Cx(t) = f(t)

is considered. A solvent is a matrix solution X of the equation X2+ BX +C = 0. A
pair of solvents X and Z is called complete if the matrix X — Z is invertible. Knowing
a complete pair of solvents X and Z allows us to reduce the solution of the initial value
problem to the calculation of two matrix exponentials eX? and e#‘. The problem of finding
a complete pair X and Z, which leads to small rounding errors in solving the differential
equation, is discussed.

INTRODUCTION

The characteristic function of the second order linear differential equation
2" (t) + B'(t) + Cx(t) = f(¢)
with constant matrix coefficients B and C' is the matrix pencil
L(\) =M1+ AB+C, M eC.
A matrix solution of the equation
X’+BX+C=0

is called [15, § 3] a (right) solvent of the pencil. They say [4, p. 75] (cf. [15,
p. 392]) that two right solvents X and Z form a complete pair if the matrix
X — Z is invertible. If one has a complete pair of right solvents, the solution
of the differential equation with the initial conditions

x(0) = uy,
7'(0) = wy

can be represented (see Theorem 2 Corollary 11 for more details) in the
form

x(t) = U'(t)ug + U(t)(uy + Bug) + /Ot U(t—s)f(s)ds,
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where

Ut) = (X —e”)(X - 2),
U't)=(Xet' —Ze”) (X —2)7.

These formulas show that if a complete pair of right solvents is known, then
solving the initial value problem is essentially reduced to the calculation of
two matrix exponentials X! and e?!. This idea was first appeared in [12]
and later was discussed by many authors, see, e. g., [13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22,
26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33].

We consider matrices B and C' of small size (about 10 x 10 or slightly
larger). Only in this case, the representation of matrix exponentials as a
function depending on ¢ is not very cumbersome and hence can be effectively
used. On the other hand, in the same case the whole set of pairs of right
solvents X and Z can be calculated; we describe a corresponding algorithm
in Section 3. The aim of the paper is to call attention to the fact that
different pairs of right solvents X and Z are not interchangeable. The reason
is that when constructing U(t) we perform some linear algebra operations
that may or may not be badly conditioned; for example, the condition
number »x(X — Z) = || X — Z|| - |[(X — Z)7}|| may be large, which leads to
large errors when multiplying by (X — Z)~1.

There are many papers devoted to numerical calculation of solvents, see,
e. g, [1, 7,8, 10, 11, 34, 35]. The present paper is distinguished by the
formulation of the problem: we look for a complete pair of solvents that
leads to small rounding errors.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sections 1, we recall general informa-
tion connected with quadratic pencils and their right solvents. In Section 2,
we recall some facts related to Jordan chains of a quadratic pencil and its
companion matrix. In Section 3, we describe a spectral algorithm of finding
a right solvent. In Sections 4, we describe how to find all complete pairs of
right solvents and to choose the best one. In Section 5, we present a few
numerical examples.

1. QUADRATIC PENCILS AND RIGHT SOLVENTS

In this section, we collect some general definitions and recall some general
facts.

Let n € N. We denote by C™"*" the linear space of all complex matrices of
the size n x n; the symbol 1 € C"*" denotes the identical matrix, and the
symbol 0 € C"*" denotes the zero matrix. Usually we do not distinguish
matrices and the operators in C" induced by them.
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Definition 1. Let n € N and B,C € C"*". We consider the second order
linear differential equation

2"(t) + Ba'(t) + Cx(t) = f(t). (1)
The (quadratic) pencil corresponding to (1) is the function
L(\) =M1+ \B+C, ) eC, (2)
with values in C"*". The resolvent of pencil (2) is the function
Ry=(\1+AB+C)!

and the resolvent set of pencil (2) is the set p(B, C'), consisting of all A € C
such that this inverse exists. The spectrum of the pencil is the complement
o(B,C)=C\ p(B,C) of the resolvent set.

Similarly, p(X) and o(X) respectively denote the resolvent set and the
spectrum of a matrix X € C"*",

Let U be an open set that contains o(B,C) and f : U — C be a holo-
morphic function. We consider the matrices

U(f) = zim / FNN1L+AB+O)Hd, (3)

x(f) = /)\f( YN2L 4+ AB + ) td, (4)

2772

where I' is a contour laying in U, oriented counterclockwise, and surrounding
o(B,C).
We set U(t) = ¥(exp,), where exp,(\) = e, or more detailed

U(t) = —— / MO 4 AB + C) L) (5)

21t Jr
Obviously, differentiating (5) with respect to ¢, we obtain

1
2772

/(1) = /F MM 4 AB + C) L d) = y(exp,). (6)

Proposition 1. The following identities hold:
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Proof. We have (the symbol Res means residue)

, 1 1 I N1
lim Ry, = lim _<1+_B+ﬁ0) =0,

A—00 A—oo \2 A
. o1 1 1 -1
fim APy = Jim 3 (1438 + 350) =0
1
U(0)==— [ (NL+AB+C)""d\
0)= 57 [(F142B+0)

= Resy—oo (V1 4+ AB +O) 1
= lim A\(\?1+AB+C) !
A—00

1 11 -1
:hm—@+—B+ﬁC)::Q

A—00 A A

1
Uﬂn:57/AQH+AB+Or%M

T Jr

= Resy—oo \N1 4+ AB+ )7}
= lim (M1 +\B +C)!

A—00
~ <1+1B+]fﬂ{—1 0
o h) A2 o

Theorem 2 (see, e.g., [17, Theorem 16]). Let f: R — C" be a continuous
function. Then the solution x of the initial value problem

2" (t) + Ba'(t) + Cx(t) = f(¢), t € R,
z(0) = uy, (7)
2'(0) = uy

and its derivative can be represented in the form

z(t) = U'(t)ug + U(t)(uy + Bug) + /0 Ut—s)f(s)ds, teR, (8)

2'(t) = U'(t)u; — U(t)Cug + /Ot U'(t —s)f(s)ds, t €R.
Definition 2. A matrix X € C"" is called [15, § 3] a (right) solvent of
pencil (2) if X satisfies the equation

X*+BX +C=0.
A left solvent is defined as a solution of the equation
Y?+YB+C=0.

In this paper we deal only with right solvents.
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Not every quadratic pencil has at least one solvent, see Example 2 below.

Definition 3. A factorization of pencil (2) is its representation as the prod-
uct of two linear pencils:

M1+ AB+C=(A1-Y)\ —X), (9)
where X,Y € C™",
Proposition 3. Let pencil (2) possess factorization (9). Then
o(B,C)=0c(X)Ua(Y).

Proof. Let A € o(X). Then the kernel of the matrix A1 — X is non-zero.
From formula (9) it is seen that the kernel of the matrix A\*1 + AB + C is
also non-zero.

Now let A € o(Y). Then the image of the matrix A1 —Y does not coincide
with the whole C". Then from (9) it is seen that the image of the matrix
A1 4+ AB + C also does not coincides with C".

Finally, let A € o(B,C). Then the matrix A>1 + AB + C has a non-zero
kernel. Let, for definiteness, a non-zero vector h belong to Ker(A\?1 + \B +
(). Then from (9) it is seen that (A1 —Y)(A1 — X)h = 0. Consequently,
we have either (A1 — X)h =0 or (A1 =Y )u = 0, where u = (A1 — X)h with
u # 0. In other words, either A1 —Y or A\1 — X has a non-zero kernel. [

Theorem 4 ([3, p. 81], [15, p. 389]). Let X be a right solvent of the equation
X?’+BX +C=0.

Then
M1+ AB+C = A1+ X + B)(\1 — X).

Definition 4. A pair of right solvents X and Z is called [4, p. 75] (cf. [15,
p. 392]) complete if the matrix X — Z is invertible.

Even if a pencil has a right solvent, there is not always another right
solvent Z such that the pair X and Z is complete, see Example 3 below.

Theorem 10 below and its Corollary 11 show that as soon as two right
solvents form a complete pair, the calculation of matrices (3) and (4) is
reduced to the calculation of two functions of linear pencils, which signifi-
cantly simplifies the calculation of the matrices (3) and (4) or (5) and (6).
This explains the importance of the problem of finding a complete pair.

Lemma 5. Let X and Z be arbitrary right solvents of pencil (2). Then
(X*-Z*)+B(X - Z)=0. (10)

Proof. Subtracting Z? + BZ + C = 0 from X% + BX + C = 0, we arrive
at (10). O
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Proposition 6 ([15, p. 393, Lemma 4.1]). Let X and Z be arbitrary right
solvents of pencil (2). Then for any A € p(B,C)Np(X)Np(Z) the following
identities hold:
ML+ AB+O)V'( X —2) =M -X) (X -2)(\1 - 2)7!
M -2 (X -2) 01 -X)!
=M -X)"-1-2)"
Proof. By Theorem 4, for A € p(X) we have
M1 +AB+C)YM - X)'=M+X +B.
Hence, taking into account equality (10), we obtain that
M1L+AB+O) M -X) ' (X -2)=(M+X+B)(X - 2)
=>\(X—Z)+X(X—Z)+B(X—Z)
MX -2)+ XX -2)+ 2% - X?
(X AR/ ¢/
( —2)-(X=-2)z
= (X =2)(\1 - )

Multiplying the resulting equality by (A21 + AB + C)~! on the left and by
(A1 — Z)7! on the right, we obtain the first formula. The second formula
follows from the first one by symmetry.

To prove the last formula, we note that

M- (X -2) (M1 —-Xx)!
=AM -2)""(M1-2)- (M1 -X))(A1-X)!
=(1-A1-2)"'01-X))(A1 - X)!
—AM-X)'-\1-2)1 O
The following theorem shows that every complete pair of right solvents

generates a factorization of the pencil. The converse is not always true, see
Example 3 below.

Theorem 7 ([4, p. 75, Lemma 2.14], [27, pp. 26-27]). Let the right solvents
X and Z of pencil (2) form a complete pair. Then

M1+ AB+C0=(X-2) A1 - X)(X - 2Z2)*(\1 - 2),
MN1+AB+O)'=(M-X)"-1-2)") (X -2)" (11)
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The first formula gives rise to the factorization
M1+ AB+C=(A\1-Y)\l - 2), (12)

where Y = (X — Z)X(X — Z)~!. The second one is an analogue of the
partial fraction decomposition.

Proof. The both formulas follow from Proposition 6. U

Corollary 8 ([27, p. 26]). Let the right solvents X and Z of pencil (2)
form a complete pair. Then

p(B,C) =p(X)Np(2),  o(B,C)=0a(X)Ua(Z).

Proof. By the De Morgan formulas, these identities are equivalent.
From Proposition 3 and formula (12) it follows that

o(B,C)=0(Z)Uo(Y),

where Y = (X — Z)X(X — Z)7!. Since Y and X are similar, we have
oY) =o0o(X). O

Theorem 9 (sufficient condition of completeness, [15, Lemma 4.2], [4, p.
76, Theorem 2.15]). Let X and Z be arbitrary right solvents of pencil (2).
If o(X)No(Z) =@, then the solvents X and Z form a complete pair.

Proof. Let us take an arbitrary vector x € Ker(X — Z). By the formula
M1+ AB+O) ' (X -2) =M1 -X)' -1 - 2)!
from Proposition 6, we have
A= X) e =(\1-2) ', A€ p(X)Np(Z).

We consider the functions hi(\) = (A1 — X) 71z and he(N\) = (A1 — Z2) 1o
with the domains p(X) and p(Z) respectively. Since o(X)No(Z) = &, the
functions hy and hs are holomorphic continuations of each other to the whole
complex plane. Moreover, they tend to zero at infinity. Consequently, by the
Liouville theorem [25, ch. I, § 4.12], the functions hy; and hs are identically
zero. But this implies that x = 0. Hence the matrix X — 7 is invertible. [

The main application of complete pairs is described in Theorem 10. It
reduces the calculation of a function of a quadratic pencil to the calcula-
tion of the same function of two linear pencils, which essentially simplifies
practical calculations.
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Theorem 10 (cf. [4, p. 77, Theorem 2.16], [27, p. 28]). Let right solvents
X and Z form a complete pair for pencil (2). Then

(f) = (% /F FVOL - X) 1 d

1
271

/Ff(A)()\l _ 7y d>\> (X = 2)L.

Proof. 1t follows from definition (3) and formula (11). O

Corollary 11. Let right solvents X and Z form a complete pair of pen-
cil (2). Then for functions (5) and (6) (participated in the formulation of
Theorem 2) the following representations hold:

Ut) = (X" —e”)(X —2)7,
U't)=(Xet' — Ze”) (X —2)7 L.
Proof. It follow from Theorems 2 and 10. ]

2. JORDAN CHAINS

Let us consider matrix pencil (2). The block matrix

0 1
o= (% )

is called [4, p. 14] the companion matrix of pencil (2).

Remark 1. It is well-know that differential equation (1) can be reduced to
a system of two first order equations by the change yy = x, y; = 2

Yo(t) = (1),
Yi(t) = =Cyo(t) — Byr(t) + f(1).
The matrix C; is exactly the matrix coefficient of this system.

Proposition 12 (see also [14]). The resolvent of the matriz Cy is defined
for all X ¢ o(B,C) and can be represented in the form

AN+ B 1)

()\1—(31)‘1:(>\21+>\B+O)‘1< Y]

Proof. The equality (provided that A ¢ o(B,(C))

: L(M4B 1\ -1\ (10
(WL1+AB+C) ( —C >\1> (C >\1+B>_<O 1)
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M1 , L (M+B -1\ (10
(C A1+B>(A1+AB+C) ( —C >\1>_<0 1)

are verified by straightforward multiplication. ]

and

Corollary 13 ([4, p. 15, Proposition 1.3]). For all A ¢ o(B,C), we have

(N1+AB+C)'=(1 0)(A1-C))" (2) :

Proof. It follows from Proposition 12. O

We recall [24] that a sequence of vectors hg, hy, ..., hi (hg # 0) is called a
Jordan chain of length k+1 for a square matrix A, corresponding to Ay € C,
if it satisfies the relations

Ahy = Xoho,
Ahy = Mohy + ho, (13)
Ahy, = Xohy + hy.—1.

We say that a Jordan chain is mazrimal if it can not be extended to a larger
Jordan chain.

Definition 5. A sequence of vectors xg, x1, ..., zr € C" (zg # 0) is
called [15, p. 377], [4, p. 24] a Jordan chain of length k + 1 for pencil (2),
corresponding to A\g € C, if it satisfies the equalities
L(AO)xO — 07
L()\())afl + (2)\01 + B)ﬂ]o =0,
L(/\())SEQ + (2/\01 + B)ZL‘1 + x9 = 0,
L(/\())IU?, + (2/\01 + B)SUQ +x1 = O,

L()\o)ibk + (2)\01 + B)xk,1 + 29 = 0.
Setting x_1 = x_o = 0, these equalities can be rewritten in the uniform
way:
L()\())ZUZ + (2)\01 + B)xi_l +Tio = 0, 1= O, 1, ceey k. (14)

The vector xg is called an eigenvector, all others vectors x; are called gen-
eralized or associated eigenvectors.
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Remark 2. It is straightforward to verify [15, p. 377] that vectors xg, 1,
, v form a Jordan chain for pencil (2) if and only if the functions

t+—><ti + !
xr
O

satisfy the homogeneous differential equation z”(t) + Bx'(t) + Cz(t) = 0.

L+ +x)A0t i=0.1,... k

Proposition 14 ([15, p. 378]). Vectors xg, x1, ..., xx form a Jordan chain
for pencil (2) if and only if the vectors

) X1 €T; Tk
NoZo /)’ NT1+x9) NTi +xi1) ) ATk + Tp_1

form a Jordan chain for the companion matrix C;.
Proof. The verification is straightforward. ]

The following proposition shows that Jordan chains of a pencil can be
found as Jordan chains of its right solvents (which is a standard problem of
linear algebra).

Proposition 15 ([15, Lemma 3.1]). Any Jordan chain xy, x1, ..., x; of a
right solvent X of pencil (2) is simultaneously a Jordan chain for pencil (2),
corresponding to the same \g.

Proof. Let xg, x1, ..., x; be a Jordan chain for a right solvent X. This
means that Xx; = \oz; +2;.1,2=20,1,2,...,k, where x_; = 0. We rewrite
the equality Xx; = \ox; + x;_1 in the form
Ti—1 = (X - /\01)3%.
It requires to verify (14). We have (see Theorem 4)

(
L(Xo)x; + (2)\01 + B)xi 1+ xi 9
L(Xo)z; + (2X1 + B)x;—1 + (X — Aol)xiy
= L(Ao)zi + (201 + B+ X — A1)z
= L(Ao)zi + (MN1+ B+ X)x;4
= L(Ao)x; + (Ml + B+ X)(X — A1)z,
= L(No)z; — L(XNo)z; =0. O

3. FINDING A COMPLETE PAIR

We denote by span.A the subspace spanned by the columns of the ma-
trix A.
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Theorem 16 ([16, Lemma 5.1], [4, p. 125, Theorem 4.6]). A matriz X is
a right solvent of pencil (2) if and only if the subspace

M = span <)1(>

15 tnvariant under the companion matriz C;.

Proof. Let X be a right solvent. Then from the equality X?+BX +C =0
we have —C' — BX = X?2. Therefore,

(o ) (1) = ()

which means that the columns of the matrix (% ;) (%) are linear combi-
nations of the columns of the matrix ( }).
Conversely, let the columns of the matrix (_OC L ) ( )1() be linear combi-

nations of the column of the matrix (1). This means that there exists a

matrix () such that
0 1 1 1
(e ) ()= (k)@

It follows that Q@ = X and —C — BX = X?, which means that X is a right
solvent. (]

Proposition 17. Let A be a square matriz. A subspace M is invariant
under A if and only if M is a linear span of some Jordan chains of the
matriz A.

Remark 3. Jordan chains in Proposition 17 must not be maximal, i. e., M
may be a linear span of hg, ..., b from (13) with [ < k.

Proof. If M is a linear span of some Jordan chains of the matrix A, then,
evidently, M is invariant under A. To prove the converse, we note that, by

virtue of (13), Jordan chains of the restriction of A to M are Jordan chains
of A itself. ]

Theorem 16 allows us to propose an algorithm for finding a right solvent.
Let we know a Jordan form for the companion matrix

0 1
o= (% %)

So, for finding an invariant subspace of C; of dimension n one should com-
pound different sets of generalized eigenvectors (if such a set contains a
generalized eigenvector, it must contain all lower generalized vectors; but
it must not contain the whole Jordan chain, see Remark 3). We write the
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vectors forming this set as the columns of the block matrix (with blocks X3
and X, of the size n x n)

X4

Xo )"

Then we multiply this matrix on the right by X;' (provided that X;*
exists) and arrive at the block matrix

1\ (XXt
X)) T\ XX )
We stress that the columns of (§;) and (2?_1

By Theorem 16, we obtain the right solvent
X =X, X h

) span the same subspace.

The following example shows that the matrix X; can be non-invertible.

Clearly, in this case the linear span of the columns of the matrix (% ) cannot
be represented as a linear span of columns of a matrix of the form ( )1()
Therefore, by Theorem 16, the linear span of the columns of the matrix

( f(;) does not generate a right solvent.
Example 1. Let n = 2 and
10 10
o-(33) o=(2)
Then the companion matrix C; has the eigenvalues
A= =2, Ay = —1, A3 4=

We take for (§;) the eigenvectors that correspond to A\; and As:

0 O
X1y |11
Xo) |0 0
-2 -1
Clearly, the block X; is not invertible.

There are two possible problems with the solvent X = X»X;*. (i) The
condition number »(X) = || X1| - || X; | can be large (i. e., the situation
is close to the non-invertibility of X;). This may cause large errors in
X = X, X! (ii) Our ultimate goal in finding solvents is to use the formulas
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for U(t) and U’(t) from Corollary 11. They contain eX!. The condition
number of the operation X — eXis [5, § 11.3.2]

t
/eX(t—s)HeXst| HXH
0

leX*I}"

It is known [36, p. 979], [5, p. 575] that v(X,t) > t|X||. Thus, if || X]|
is large, the condition number v(X,t) is also large, which can cause large
errors in the calculation of e’

v(X,t) = max
IH|[<1

4. CALCULATING COMPLETE PAIRS

We need not a single right solvent, but a complete pair of right solvents.
So, we proceed to the construction of a complete pair.

Theorem 18. Matrices X, Z € C"" form a complete pair of right solvents
of pencil (2) if and only if the subspaces

1 1
M = span <X> : My = span (Z)

are invariant under the companion matrix C1 and yield a decomposition of
the space C*" into the direct sum C** = M, ® Ms.

Proof. Let matrices X and Z form a complete pair of right solvents. Then
it follows from Theorem 16 that the subspaces M; and My are invariant
under C;. We consider two cases.

The first case: let M; N My = {0}. Then, by the dimension reasoning,
we have the direct sum decomposition C** = M; & M,.

The second case: let MMMy # {0}. Then the subspace MiNMsy # {0}
is invariant under C; and consequently contains a non-zero vector h € C?",
which is an eigenvector for the matrix C;. We take hq, ho € C" such that
(3)h1 =hand (})ho = h. Then (} 2)( ) = 0. On the other hand,
(25)( %) = (xT%,)- Tt follows that hy = hy and (X — Z)hy = 0. This
contradicts the invertibility of X — Z.

Conversely, let M; and My be invariant under C; and generate a de-
composition of C?" into a direct sum. We show that the matrix X — Z is
invertible. We suppose the contrary: let (X — Z)h = 0 for a non-zero vector

h € C". Then
11\ (h) _,
X 7 —h/) 7

which implies that the rang of the matrix (} }) is less than 2n, which

contradicts the assumption M; + My = C?*. m



14 V. G. KURBATOV* AND I. V. KURBATOVA

Proposition 19. Let C € C*"**" be an arbitrary matriz, and let My, My C
C?" be two subspaces.

If the subspaces My and My are invariant under the matriz C and yield
the decomposition of C*" into the direct sum C?" = M, ® Ma, then there
exists a Jordan representation of the matriz C such that each its Jordan
chain is contained either in My or in M.

Conversely. If there exists a Jordan representation of the matriz C such
that each Jordan chain (corresponding to this Jordan representation) is con-
tained either in My or in Mo, then the subspaces My and My are invariant
under A and yield the decomposition of the space C*" into the direct sum

C* = M1 D Mo.

Proof. To prove the first statement, we construct the Jordan representations
for the restrictions of (the operator, generated by) C to the subspaces M;
and My, and then take their direct sum. The second statement follows from
Proposition 17. [

Examples 2 and 3 below describe two situations when the construction of

a complete pair of right solvents is impossible.

Example 2. We consider the pencil
L\) =M1 —J,

where J is a Jordan block with zero eigenvalue. For example,

(39 3)

It is known that this pencil has no right solvents. In fact, if we assume that
X is a right solvent, then by Theorem 4 we would have the factorization

M1+ J =M+ X)(A\1 - X),
which shows that X satisfies the equation
X* =

We show that this equation has no solutions. Actually, from the spectral
mapping theorem [28, Theorem 10.28] it follows that o(X) = {0}; therefore
X is itself similar to a direct sum of two Jordan blocks of the size 1 x 1 with
zero eigenvalues or one Jordan block of the size 2 x 2; in the both cases the
matrix X2 must have two linearly independent eigenvectors; but the Jordan
block J has only one linearly independent eigenvector.

Example 3. We consider the scalar differential equation

2"(t) + 22/(t) + =(t) = f(1).
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In this example, the matrices B and C' are of the size 1 x 1, and the com-

panion matrix is
0 1
6 (5 1),

It is easy to verify that the matrix C; has the only eigenvalue A\; = —1, and
A1 corresponds to a Jordan block of the size 2 x 2. Therefore the space C?
can not be decomposed into a direct sum of two invariant subspaces M;
and M of dimension 1. By Theorem 18, this implies that it is impossible to
construct a complete pair of right solvents. Nevertheless, one right solvent
exists, it is X = 1; therefore, by Theorem 4, the pencil possesses a factor-
ization. We stress, that the coefficients B and C' are selfadjoint matrices
(of the size 1 x 1). Thus, even a selfadjoint pencil can not have a complete
pair of right solvents.

Theorems 16 and 18 together with Propositions 17 and 19 allows us to
propose an algorithm of finding all complete pairs of right solvents. First we
take a Jordan decomposition of the companion matrix Cq, split the set of all
Jordan chains into two parts so that the number of vectors in each part is
equal to n, and then define M; and M5 as spans of these parts. Then with
the aid of Theorem 16 we construct right solvents X and Z corresponding
to these subspaces. According to Theorem 18 this pair of right solvents is
complete. By going through all possible splitting the set of all Jordan chains
into two such parts, we obtain all complete pairs of right solvents X and Z,
corresponding to the considered Jordan representation of the matrix. We
recommend assigning Jordan chains corresponding to the same eigenvalue
(as well as to very close eigenvalues) to the same part, cf. Theorem 9. Of
course, not all complete pairs of right solvents X and Z will be written
down but only those that correspond to the Jordan decomposition under

consideration (for more details, see the discussion below and, in particular,
Remark 4).

Remark 4. The set of Jordan chains (and their linear spans) is not always
determined uniquely, although the Jordan form itself is uniquely determined
(up to the order of Jordan blocks). For example, suppose that an eigenvalue
Ap corresponds to two Jordan blocks of the same size r x r. Then the Jordan
chains (corresponding to Ag) can be chosen in infinitely many different ways,
since they are determined [29, § 6.1] by choosing a basis in the factor space
Ker(M\1 — C1)"/ Ker(Ag1 — C1)" 1. From the point of view of the algorithm
now discussed, this is not significant, since we recommend including into
one part all Jordan chains corresponding to the same eigenvalue.
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Due to rounding errors, multiple eigenvalues are not encountered in prac-
tical calculations (in other words, all roots of the characteristic polynomial
are simple). As long as all Jordan blocks have the size 1 x 1, it is easy
to see that there are (277) of splittings in total. Of course, listing all (21;”)
splittings is only possible for small values of n; for example, (?8) = 184756,

(%g) = 2704156 (actually, these numbers should be divided by 2, because
the pairs X, Z and Z, X are equivalent from our problem point of view).
We look over many complete pairs of right solvents, because some com-
plete pairs may be inconvenient. The main application of a complete pair
of right solvents is described in Corollary 11 or (if we need a function of
a pencil other than the exponential one) Theorem 10. These statements
describe formulas, the implementation of which involves matrix operations.
For example, they use the multiplication by the matrix (X — Z)~!, which,
by the definition of a complete pair, exists, but can be ill-conditioned, i.e.

the number
A X-2Z)=|X-Z|- (X -2)"" (15)

can be large. We call the number 3¢ the condition number of the pair. More
generally, the number

2(A) = Al - |IA7Y)

is called [9, p. 328] the condition number of a matrix A. The multiplication
by a matrix with a large condition number leads to large rounding errors,
which makes the formulas from Corollary 11 and Theorem 10 inaccurate.

So, we propose to find all complete pairs of right solvents (perhaps weeding
out those of little use in advance, see Examples 5 and 6), for each of them
estimate possible rounding errors (see Section 5 for details) and then select
the best pair.

Let us look a little more closely at what happens to multiple eigenvalues
during calculations. Suppose that an eigenvalue Ay of the matrix C; corre-
sponds to an eigensubspace of dimension m > 1; most likely, the action of
C; on this eigensubspace is described by a Jordan block (one or more). Due
to the disturbance caused by rounding errors, the calculation results in m
different eigenvalues that are close to each other. In this case, eigenvectors
corresponding to these eigenvalues can be also close to each other. If we
assign them to different parts, then the condition number (X — Z) will
be huge, making the corresponding complete pair X and Z unacceptable.
It is for this reason that we recommend placing very close eigenvalues (for
example, differing by 107° or less) into the same part in advance.
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5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present three numerical examples. We use ‘Wolfram
Mathematica’ [37] in our numerical experiments.

Example 4. (a) We set n = 10 and create matrices B and C' consisting
of random complex numbers uniformly distributed in [—1,1] + [—i,4]. We
form the companion matrix C; and find [37] its eigenvalues and eigenvectors.
Since the matrices B and C' are random, all eigenvalues are distinct and we
obtain 2n = 20 different eigenvalues. We construct all splittings of the set
V' of all normalized eigenvectors into two parts Vx and Vy, consisting of n
vectors. For each splitting, we create two block matrices

() ()

whose columns are Vx and V respectively. Then we pass to the matrices (if
X7 or Z; is not invertible or very badly invertible we exclude this splitting
from the consideration)

1\ (XXt 1\ _ [(Zz;!
X)) T\ XX ) Z)  \Zyz')"

Thus, we associate a complete pair of right solvents X and Z with each
splitting (Theorem 18). For each pair, we calculate the condition numbers

#(X1), #(Z1), »(X), #(Z), »(X — Z)

and the maximum sz, of these numbers. We select a complete pair of
right solvents that corresponds to the smallest s, and a complete pair of
right solvents that corresponds to the largest s¢,..; we call these pairs the
best and the worst respectively.

We take X; and X, that correspond to the best pair. We create copies
of X7 and X, with 100 significant digits, adding zero digits at the end. We
calculate X and Z again, and calculate the matrix (see Corollary 11)

U1) = (e* —e”)(X - 2)7"

with ordinary precision (about 16 significant digits) and with 100 significant
digits; we denote the results by Uj(1) and Ujgo(1) respectively. We interpret
Uroo(1) as the precise value. We calculate the relative error of U(1)

Ehos — |U16(1) — Uoo(1)]|
est —
1U16(1)|

(for matrices, we use the norm induced by the Euclidian norm on C"),
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FIGURE 1. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 4(a). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are

depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars
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FIGURE 2. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 4(b). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are

depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

We repeat the same calculations for the worst pair and denote the obtained
number by eyt 1The result of calculations is presented in Figure 1. We
have repeated this experiment several times; the results are similar.
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kx, = 1.82x10" , kz, = 2.85x10' Kx, = 2.24x10° | Kkz = 2.04x10?
Kx= 225x10" , kz= 1.03x10? Kx= 2.25x10° ,kz= 1.19x10°
Kx.z= 2.84x10" , €= 6.67x107"° Kx.z= 3.44x10° ,e= 4.11x107°
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FIGURE 3. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 4(c). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

We also perform two modifications of this experiment: (b) with a matrix
B consisting of random complex numbers uniformly distributed in [—1, 1]+
[—i,4] and a matrix C' consisting of random complex numbers uniformly
distributed in [—10, 10]4+[—104, 10i], see Figure 2; (¢) with matrices B and C
consisting of random complex numbers uniformly distributed in [—10, 10] +
[—104, 107], see Figure 3.

Example 5. We consider a real selfadjoint pencil (i. e., the coefficients B
and C' are Hermitian matrices) [12, 13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 30, 31, 32, 33].

(a) We set n = 12 and create Hermitian matrices B and C (i. e., B = B
and Cf = () consisting of random real numbers uniformly distributed in
[—1,1]. We form the companion matrix C; and find its eigenvalues and
eigenvectors. All eigenvalues are distinct and we obtain 2n = 24 different
eigenvalues. We recall that non-real eigenvalues occur in complex conjugate
pairs. We construct all splittings of the set V' of all normalized eigenvectors
into two parts Vx and Vy, consisting of n vectors, such that if a complex
eigenvalue \ is related to Vy, then the conjugate number ) is also related
to Vx. Taking into account only such splittings ensures that the solvents X
and Z are real. After that we repeat the calculations from Example 4(a).
The result is presented in Figure 4.

We perform two modifications of this experiment: (b) with a matrix B
consisting of random real numbers uniformly distributed in [—0.1,0.1] and
a matrix C' consisting of random real numbers uniformly distributed in
[—1, 1], see Figure 5; (c) with a matrix B consisting of random real numbers
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Kx, = 1.36x10" , kz, = 1.44x10'

1
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FIGURE 4. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 5(a). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

Kx, = 2.37x10" , kz, = 2.38x10' Kx,= 1.99x10% k7 = 2.12x10°
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FIGURE 5. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 5(b). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

Kx, = 555 , Kz, = 8.38 Kx, = 3.24x105 ,kz = 2.86x10°
Kx= 2.34x102 , kz= 1.85x10° Kx= 42x10'% k= 1.55x10"
Kx.z= 2.07x10" , e= 3.19x10°"° Kx.z= 431x10° ,e= 7.18x10™*
L] O L]
- -1 —okf . 1 3 - - —0%F o 1 2 3

FIGURE 6. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 5(c). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars
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uniformly distributed in [—1,1] and a matrix C' consisting of random real
numbers uniformly distributed in [—0.1,0.1], see Figure 6.

Kx, = 1.8x10" | Kz = 8.85 Kx, = 5.83x10* ,kz = 8.22x10*
Kx= 1.33x10%2 , kz= 3.32x10' Kx= 1.06x10° ,kz;= 1.48x10°
Kx-z= 1.12x10" , e= 4.01x107"° Kx.z= 4.8x10* ,e= 3.58x10°°
3 3
2F 2

* *
L ] [ ]
[ ] L]
Ldet! o 1 I j - 1 1 1*|
18 -10 -05 05 1.0 15
L] L]
L ] [ ]
* *
-1
2l -2
_3% _3

FIGURE 7. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 6(a). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

Example 6. We consider a pencil corresponding to canonical differential
equation [2, 6, 18, 19, 23, 34], [38, ch. II, § 3.2]. Such equations describe
gyroscopic systems. Namely, we assume that B and C' are real, C' is Her-
mitian and B is skew-Hermitian (B = —B). In this case, the spectrum of
C; is symmetric with respect to both the real and imaginary axes. So, it is
natural to put all symmetric pairs of eigenvalues into the same parts.
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Kx, = 9.79x10" , kz, = 7.21x10' Kx,= 9.35x10° ,kz = 6.29x10°
Kx= 1.08x102 , kz= 4.59x10? Kx= 1.06x10"™ |, kz;= 2.54x10"2
Kx-z = 7.96 , €= 412x107"% Kx.z= 1.09x10% ,e= 7.16x10™"
6 6
4
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FIGURE 8. The best (left) and the worst (right) splittings of the spectrum
of C; from Example 6(b). The points of the spectrum of C; related to X are
depicted by points, and related to Z are depicted by stars

(a) We set n = 18 and create a skew-Hermitian matrix B and a Hermitian
matrix C (i. e., B = —B and C* = C) consisting of random real numbers
uniformly distributed in [—1, 1]. We form the companion matrix C; and find
its eigenvalues and eigenvectors. All eigenvalues are distinct and we obtain
2n = 36 different eigenvalues. We construct all splittings of the set V' of all
normalized eigenvectors into two parts Vx and V, consisting of n vectors,
such that if an imaginary eigenvalue A is related to Vy, then the conjugate
eigenvalue X is also related to Vy, and if a real eigenvalue )\ is related to
Vx, then the opposite eigenvalue —\ is also related to Vx, and if a proper
(i. e., with both Re A # 0 and Im A # 0) complex eigenvalue A is related to
Vy, then the other three eigenvalues —\, ), and —\ are also related to Vy.
We repeat the calculations from Example 4(a). The result is presented in
Figure 7.

Then we perform a modification of this experiment: (b) with a matrix
B consisting of random real numbers uniformly distributed in [—1,1] and

a matrix C' consisting of random real numbers uniformly distributed in
[—10, 10], see Figure 8.



A COMPLETE PAIR OF SOLVENTS 23

Numerical experiments carried out show that the relative error eyt in
U(1) for the worst complete pair can be noticeably greater than the relative
erTor Ehe in U(1) for best complete pair (especially, see Figures 5 and 8). It
is also worth noticing that the large relative error ¢ is more likely associated
with large 2(X) or »(Z) than large (X — Z). Some authors restrict them-
selves to searching for a dominant solvent, i.e., a solvent that corresponds
to the largest eigenvalues in absolute value. Figures 2, 3, and 7 confirm that
such a kind of solvents may lead to a good complete pair. Nevertheless, the
remaining examples show that in general there is no simple connection be-
tween a good complete pair and a special type of splitting of the spectrum
of C; into two parts.
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