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HERGLOTZ-NEVANLINNA MATRIX FUNCTIONS AND
HURWITZ STABILITY OF MATRIX POLYNOMIALS

XUZHOU ZHAN

ABSTRACT. This paper elaborates on a relationship between matrix-valued Herglotz-
Nevanlinna functions and Hurwitz stable matrix polynomials, which generalizes

the corresponding classical stability criterion. The main motivation comes from

the author’s recent stability studies linked with matricial Markov parameters.

To fulfill our goals, we first give a partial-fraction decomposition of a self-adjoint
rational matrix function with the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property. The next step

is to connect a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function with its matricial
Laurent series. Certain matrix extensions to two classical theorems by Cheb-
otarev and Grommer, respectively, are also established.

Keywords:Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions, stability, matrix polynomials, ratio-
nal matrix functions, Hankel matrices

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, we denote by C, R, N and Ny, respectively, the sets of all
complex, real, positive integer and nonnegative integer numbers. Unless explicitly
noted, we assume in this paper that p,q,m,n € N. Let CP*? stand for the set of
all complex p x g matrices. Let also 0, and I, be, respectively, the zero and the
identity p x p matrices. Given a matrix A € CP*P we denote its transpose by AT
and its conjugate transpose by A*. If A is self-adjoint (A = A*), we write

>~ 0, if A is positive definite;
< 0, if A is negative definite;
= 0, if A is nonnegative definite;
<0, if A is nonpositive definite.

Denote by C, the open upper half of the complex plane. Recall that a function
R : C, — CP*P is said to be a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna E| function or a
matrix-valued function with the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property if it is holomorphic

Date: March 8, 2021.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34D20, 47A56, 30C15, 93D20, 26C15, 15A24.
"n the scalar case p = 1, other popular titles for the same class of functions are “Nevanlinna”,
“Pick”, “Nevanlinna-Pick”, “Herglotz” and “R-functions”.
1



2 X. ZHAN

on C, and its imaginary part satisfies that

ImR(z) = %(R(z) —R(2)") =0, zeC,.
The applications of this matrix analogue of scalar Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions
(analytic maps of C into itself) or their operator-valued analogue appear in system
theory [0, [15], quantum walks [20], interpolation and moment problems [20], etc.
Some other extensions of Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions or their variants can also
be seen in the formulations of noncommutative functions [3I] and multivariate
functions [1, 14, 30].
Given a p x p matrix polynomial F(z) of the form

F(z) =) A" with Ay,... A, €CPP Ay #0, (1.1)
k=0

n is called the degree of F(z) and denoted by deg F. F(z) is said to be regular if
det F(z) is not identically zero and it is monic if Ay = I,. Given a regular matrix
polynomial F(z), we say that A € C is a zero (also called latent root) of F(z) if
the determinant det F'(A\) = 0. The spectrum o(F) of F(z) is the set of all zeros
of F(z2).

In particular, a regular p X p matrix polynomial F(z) is called Hurwitz stable
if o(F") is a subset of the open left half of the complex plane. For application,
the Hurwitz stability of F(z) determines the asymptotic stability of the linear
high-order differential systems

Aoy ™ () + Ay V() + -+ Agy(t) = u(t),

where y(t) and u(t) are, respectively, the control output vector and the control
input vector with respect to the time parameter ¢. For testing the Hurwitz stability
for regular matrix polynomials without computing their determinants or zeros, one
can use algebraic techniques as in the literature [8] [13], 211, 24, 28], 29] 33].

For a real scalar polynomial, its Hurwitz stability — the property that all its
zeros lie in the open left half-plane — has an intimate connection with the Herglotz-
Nevanlinna property of a related real rational function:

Theorem (Stability criterion via Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions). [2, Proposition
4.4] [0, [14)] Let f(z) be a real scalar polynomial of degree m with the even part
fe(2) and odd part f,(z) which satisfies fo(2?) + zf,(2%) = f(2). f(z) is Hurwitz

stable if and only if the associated rational function r(z) = —;‘;8 1s a Herglotz-

Nevanlinna function with evactly |5 | poles, all of which are negative real, and the

limit lim r(2) is positive real when n is additionally odd.
zZ—00

To extend the stability criterion via Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions to the matrix
case, we are going to clarify the relation between the Hurwitz stability for matrix
polynomials and matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions. More specifically,
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given a matrix polynomial F'(z), one needs to find an associated rational ma-
triz function (that is, a matrix-valued function whose entries are complex-valued
rational functions) and connect the Hurwitz stability of F(z) with its Herglotz-
Nevanlinna property.

For a rational matrix function R(z), the author is unaware of certain suitable
decompositions or forms to reflect all its zeros and poles. On the other hand,
turning R(z) into some scalar rational function (the determinant det R(z), the
trace of R(z), X*R(z)Y for some column vectors X and Y etc.) in general results
in loss of some of its essential features. That is to say, certain basic techniques
in the scalar proofs may be totally unavailable to investigate Herglotz-Nevanlinna
property and Hurwitz stability in the matrix case.

To overcome these obstacles, we pose a new line to deal with the matrix exten-
sion. Our idea is to investigate under what conditions a rational matrix function
is a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function. We begin with a partial-fraction
decomposition of R(z) when it becomes a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna func-
tion (see Proposition [2.2). Here we focus on the case when R(z) is self-adjoint,
that is, it obeys that R(z) = R(z)* for all z € C except the poles of the entries of
R(z). This factorization with constant coefficient matrices given in Corollary
can be viewed as a matricial analogue of the classical Chebotarev theorem.

The next step is to link the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property of R(z) with the
matricial Laurent series

R(:) =Y s+ Y o

J=0 J=

3 (1.2)

that converges for sufficiently large |z|. More specifically, denote a finite or infinite
block Hankel matrix associated with R(z) by

Sj 1 Sjtk

Sj+k "1 Sjt2k
where j € Ng U {—1,—-2} and k£ € Ny U {oco}. For simplicity we write 7 (R)
for 74, (R). The above block Hankel matrices satisfy some properties when R(z) is
a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function (the definition of right coprimeness
of matrix polynomials can be found in Definition below):

Theorem 1.1. Let R(z) be a p X p self-adjoint rational matriz function with the
matriz fraction ([2.1). Assume that R(z) is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna
function. Then F50(R) = 0, Hiegpr—1(R) < 0 and |deg@ — deg P| < 1. If, in
addition, P(z) and Q(z) are right coprime and Q(z) is reqular, then Hgegp—1(R) <
0. In this case, A=0, or A = 0 for R(z) written in the form (2.4).

Conversely, for a self-adjoint rational matrix function R(z), these block Hankel
matrices act as a tool to check the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property of R(z) (see the
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following theorem). In this event, the denominator matrix polynomial P(z) in the
matrix fraction is shown to be the so-called simple matriz polynomial (see
Definition and Proposition , which indicates that the roots of its invari-
ant polynomials are limited to be simple although the zeros of P(z) still may be
multiple.

Theorem 1.2. Let R(z) be a p X p self-adjoint rational matriz function with the
matriz fraction (2.1)). Suppose that A2 o0(R) = 0, Hgegp—1(R) < 0 and deg @ —
deg P < 1. Then

(i) R(2) is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function;
(ii) |deg@ —deg P| < 1;
(iii) P(z) is a simple matriz polynomial and o(P) C R;
(iv) Q(z) and P(z) are right coprime.

When R(z) is a real scalar rational function, a combination of Theorems
and [L.2] reduces to a classical result obtained by Grommer [I8] (see Section[2). For
more details on this so-called Grommer theorem (for rational functions) we also
refer the reader to [3], [9], [22, Theorem 3.4], etc.

The extension of Grommer’s theorem helps us to get closer to our main goal,
which is greatly motivated by the recent study [33]. Given a monic matrix poly-
nomial F(z), |33, Theorems 4.4 and 4.10] finds some associated rational matrix
functions R(z) which admit the Laurent series as in (1.2)). The Hurwitz stability
of F(z) can be tested through the coefficients s, which are referred to as matricial
Markov parameters (see Definition 2.2 of [33]) of F'(z). Another stability criterion
via matricial Markov parameters addresses the situation when deg F' is even (see
Theorem (3.5). By means of the extended Grommer theorem, these stability cri-
teria for matrix polynomials can be reshaped in terms of the Herglotz-Nevanlinna
property of R(z) (see Theorems and [3.7).

We conclude the introduction with the outline of the paper. In Section [2| we
obtain a matricial analogue of the Chebotarev theorem and then prove Theorems
L1l and .2l The main results are obtained in Section B} Based on Theorems
[[.7] and [I.2] we convert the stability criteria for matrix polynomials via matricial
Markov parameters to that via matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions.

2. PROOF OF GROMMER THEOREM FOR RATIONAL MATRIX FUNCTIONS

Grommer [18] characterizes a real rational function r(z) to be a Herglotz-
Nevanlinna function in terms of its Laurent series (he also considers more general
case that r(z) is a real meromorphic function):

Theorem (Grommer theorem for rational functions). [3,[9, 18] [22, Theorem 3.4]
Let p(2) and q(z) be two coprime real polynomials satisfying that | deg p—deg q| < 1.

Suppose that r(z) := 28 is a real rational function. r(z) is a Herglotz-Nevanlinna
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function if and only if r(z) can be represented by the Laurent series

o0
Sk
r(z) =s.924+s1+ E s
k=0

with the conditions that s_o > 0 and the Hankel matriz [sj+k]i2g:7’()_1 is negative

definite.

When R(z) is a real scalar rational function, Theorem reduces to the “only
if” implication of the Grommer theorem for rational functions. On the other hand,
Theorem [1.2] extends the “if” implication to the corresponding results for rational

matrix functions.
This section is devoted to prove Theorems[I.1 and [I.2] We begin with a partial-
fraction decomposition of rational matrix functions with the Herglotz-Nevanlinna

property.
Definition 2.1. Given two p X p matrix polynomials F'(z) and G(z), if there exists
a pair of p x p matrix polynomials C'(z) and E(z) such that
F(z) =C(2)G(z) + E(2)
and deg ' < deg G, then we call C'(z) and E(z) are the right quotient and right
remainder of F(z) on division by G(z). If C'(2) and 0, are the right quotient and
right remainder of F'(z) on division by G(z), then G(z) is called a right divisor of
F(z). Let additionally F (2) be a p x p matrix polynomial. Then
e G(2) is called a right common divisor of F(z) and F(z) if L(z) is a right
divisor of F(z) and also a right divisor of F(2).
e G(2) is called a greatest right common divisor (GRCD) of F(z) and F(z)
if any other right common divisor is a right divisor of L(z).
e F(z) and F(z) are said to be right coprime if any GRCD of F(z) and F(z)
is unimodular, that is, its determinant never vanishes in C.

Let R(z) be a p X p rational matrix function. Given A, B € CP*P such that B
is nonsingular, denote 4 := A - B~'. According to [25, Section 6.1], one can write
R(z) as a fraction of a p x p matrix polynomial Q(z) and a monic p x p matrix
polynomial P(z) (Here we may, without loss of generality, assume that deg P > 1.)

Q(z)
P z & o(P). (2.1)

In view of [I4] P. 78], there exists a unique pair of right quotient R,(z) and right
remainder @(z) of Q(z) on division by P(z). Lemma 6.3-11 of [25] tells that

the rational matrix function Ry,(z) := Q(2)(P(z))~" is strictly proper , that is,
lim R,,(z) = 0,. Thus R(z) can be uniquely decomposed into its polynomial part
Z— 0

R(z) :=

and strictly proper part:
R(z) = R,(2) + Ryp(2). (2.2)
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Moreover, if R(z) is self-adjoint, the entry relation in this decomposition indicates
that both R,(z) and R,,(z) are self-adjoint as well. By contrast to [§, Theorem

4.1, pp. 666-667|, this decomposition does not assure that ()(z) is regular.
Let R(z) be a p x p Herglotz-Nevanlinna matrix function. It is well known (e.g.
[26]) that R(z) admits the so-called Nevanlinna-Riesz-Herglotz integral represen-

tation
U

R(z)=Az+ B+ /( )dQ(u), =z € Cy, (2.3)

R u—z 1l+u

where A = 0, B=DB*andQisa p X p positive semi-definite Borel matrix measure
on R such that

1
trace/R T ude(u) < +o0,

which is called the spectral measure of R(z). [I5, Lemma 5.6] discusses how R(z)
analytically continues through an interval from C, into C_. Special attention
is put to the analytic continuation of R(z) through an interval (A;, A2) on R by
reflection, viz., R(z) = R(2)* for all z € C_. For the case when R(z) is also a
(necessarily self-adjoint) rational matrix function with the matrix fraction (2.1)),
this continuation can be estabilished once the choosen interval (A;, A2) excludes
all zeros of P(z).

The following proposition looks for which representation is needed for a self-
adjoint rational matrix function is to be a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna
function with analytic continuation.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that R(z) is a p X p self-adjoint rational matriz func-
tion with the matriz fraction (2.1). R(z) is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna
function if and only if R(z) can be represented in the form

s E

R(z) :Az+B+Z)\j _JZ, 2 Y, (2.4)
j=1

where A = 0, B = B*, E; = 0 and {\;}}_; C o(P)NR. In this case, if o(P) C R,

then {\;}i—, coincides with o(P) (some Ej related to \j may be 0,).

Proof. Suppose that R(z) is a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function of the
form . Observe that the right-hand side of the formula is also well-
defined in C_ and, moreover, extends to a wider region C \ R as a self-adjoint
matrix function. On the other hand, the rational matrix function R(z) is self-
adjoint and analytic in C\ o(P), so holds in C\ o(P) as well. That is to
say, the support of the matrix measure €2, which is denoted by {\;};_; below, is a
subset of o(P). Then we can rewrite into

Re) = Aot (B = ST + S T2 e
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and, subsequently, into ([2.4)).
If R(z) has the form ({2.4), then R(z) is analytic in C, and

r

Mzc_’_ZiiO’ z€Cy.
j=1

z—Z |A; — 2|?

Thus R(z) is a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function.
In this case, suppose that ¢(P) C R and A € o(P). If Q({A}) # 0,, then
A€ {\;}i_;. Conversely, denote A by A1 and set its corresponding matrix E,

as in (2.4) to be 0,. O

This proposition can be viewed as a matricial analogue to the classical Cheb-
otarev theorem (cf. [9, B2], |22, Theorem 3.4|), which however in the scalar case
does not recover the full information of the latter: Each matrix mass E; is still
unknown. Under certain additional conditions, its representation will be given in

Corollary
Definition 2.3. Given a quadruple of p X p matrix polynomials L(z), Z(z), M(z)
and M (z) satisfying

M (2)L(2) = M(2)L(2),
the associated Anderson-Jury Bezoutian matriz By ,,(L, E) is defined via the
formula

I

p

~ ul), 1 —~ -
1, =I, -+ LBy (LD | = (M(z)L(u)—M(z)L(u)),

u" 1,
where ny := max{deg M, deg Z/\\/[/} and ny := max{deg L, deg Z}

Given an Anderson-Jury Bezoutian matrix By (L, Z), it is natural to choose M(z) =
L(z) and M(z) = L(z) when L(z)L(z) = L(z)L(z). For a nontrivial choice of
M (z) and M(z) in the general non-commutative case, we refer the reader to the
construction of the common multiples via spectral theory of matrix polynomials:
see |17, Theorem 9.11] for the monic case and [16, Theorem 2.2| for the comonic
case. For more comprehensive study of Anderson-Jury Bezoutiants, we refer the
reader to [5], 16, 17, 29].

We are in a position to prove Theorem with the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let R(z) be a p X p self-adjoint rational matriz function with the
matriz fraction (2.1). Suppose that deg Q —deg P < 1. Assume that (R,(z), Q(2))

15 the unique pair of self-adjoint right quotient and right remainder on division by
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P(z). Then deg R,(z) < 1. Suppose that R,(z) and P(z) are written in the form
R,(z) =Az+ B and P(z)= Z Pp_12",
k=0

where A = A*, B = B* and m := deg P.
(a) In the case when A # 0,,

PregP@=\: 0 {_ jfm_xm} |
P; Py

Moreover, A and F;,-1(R) are of full rank if and only if P(z) and Q(z)
are right coprime and Q(z) is regular.
(b) In the case when A =0,,

Pr o P P,, - Py
BPV7QV(P7 Q) = E : t%pm—l(R) . :
P P

Moreover, suppose that Q(z) is reqular. F;,_1(R) is of full rank if and only
if P(z) and Q(z) are right coprime.

Proof. We only give a proof for the statement (a). Obviously when deg Q—deg P <
1, deg R,(z) < 1. By Lemma 3.4 of [33],

P ... P y P, - P I,
LR I . [ Hm1<R)} | '
Py P u™I
Iy
=L, - 2" Bpv g (P, @) — PY(2)AP(u)
um—l]p
1
- (P'(:QW) - Q"()P(w)
Iy
— [Ip N Zmlp} BP\/7Q\/ (P, Q) :
u™ 1,

It follows from Theorem 0.2 in [29] that A and J#,_1(R) are of full rank if and
only if P(z) and Q(z) are right coprime and Q(z) is regular. O

Proof of Theorem[I1. Taking Proposition[2.2)into account, one can represent R(z)
in the form (2.4). That is to say, #750(R) = C = 0 and the form (2.4) and
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decomposition (2.2]) of R(z) are related by

T E
R,(z) = Az + B, Ry(2) = ; y . -
By one can see that Az+ B is the right quotient of Q(z) on division by P(z).
It means that deg Q) < deg P + 1.

The proof for the statement deg () > deg P — 1 is conducted by contradiction.
By assuming that deg@ — deg P < —1, Lemma 6.3-11 of [25] tells that R(z) is
strictly proper and so is zR(z). However, these two statements contradict with
each other under our assumption: The former statement implies that R(z) =
Ryp(2) = S0, 2. Tt follows that

j:1 Aj*Z

Z—r00

lim zR(z) = — > E; #0,
j=1

which contradicts with the latter statement.
Assume that m := deg P. The form (2.4)) guarantees that H..(R) is a sum of the

nonpositive definite matrices Hoo(%), so it is necessarily a nonpositive definite
J

matrix. Therefore, %, 1(R) < 0. By Lemma 2.4 J#, 1(R) < 0 if P(z) and

Q(z) are right coprime. In this case, A =0, or A > 0.

0
For the proof of Theorem [I.2] let us recall some special matrix polynomials.

Definition 2.5. |27, P. 42| Let F'(z) be a p X p matrix polynomial. F(z) is said
to be simple if F'(z) is regular and for any zero A\ of F'(z), the multiplicity of A

coincides with the degeneracy of F'(z) evaluated at A, i.e., the nullity of the matrix
F(N).

The reason why a matrix polynomial as in the above definition is called “simple”
can be seen from its Smith form. Recall that for a p X p regular matrix polynomial
F(z) of degree n, there exist two p X p unimodular matrix polynomials Fy(z) and
Er(z) such that F'(z) reduces to the following Smith form:

EL(2)F(2)Er(z) = diag[fi(2), f2(2),- -, f(2)],

where fi(z),..., fp(2) are monic scalar polynomials uniquely determined by F'(z)
and, for j =1,...,p—1, fj11(2) is divisible by f;(z). The factors f;(z) are called
invariant polynomials of F(z). Moreover, if F'(z) has r distinct zeros Aj,..., A,

write each invariant polynomial f;(z) as
F(2) = (= M) (2 = d)se o 2 = Ao

Then the factors (z — A\ )b+ are called the elementary divisors of F(z).
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Proposition 2.6. [27, Corollary 1, P. 46] A p X p matriz polynomial is simple if
and only if all its elementary divisors are linear in C, or equivalently, all zeros of
its invariant polynomials are simple.

Certain properties of a simple matrix polynomial may also be found via deriva-
tives of its adjoint matrix:

Proposition 2.7. [70, Lemma 2.2] Let F(z) be a p X p simple matriz polynomial
and let X\ be a zero of F(z) with multiplicity 1. Then (adj F)*)(\) = 0, for
k=0,1,...,1—2 and (adj F)""1()\) #0,. Moreover, rank(adj F)!"D(\) = 1.

Given a p X p matrix polynomial F'(z) written as in (l.1)), define a matrix
polynomial FV(z) by

n
FY(z) = Z A
k=0
Definition 2.8. Let €2 be a CP*P-valued positive semi-definite Borel matrix measure
on R. A sequence of matrix polynomials (Py(2))i, is called a sequence of monic
right orthonormal (or normalized orthogonal) matriz polynomials with respect to

Q if deg Py.(z) = k and
/ P];/(U)dQ(U)P]OL) = jk[p> j, k= O, NN
R

where 0 stands for the Kronecker symbol.

The application of orthogonal matrix polynomials can be found in telecommuni-
ation [19], information theory [12], matricial interpolation and moment problems
[23], etc.

Let € be a CP*P-valued positive semi-definite Borel matrix measure on R. Sup-
pose that (P (2))p, is a sequence of monic p X p matrix polynomials with respect
to 2. The orthogonality for (Py(2))p, with respect to € can be determined by
the moment sequence (si)2™, of  as

/ ubdQ(u) = s, k=0,...,2m. (2.5)
R
In fact, (2.5) guarantees that for j,k=0,...,m and j < k,
4]
SO .. Sk :
| P = Wi i | ||
Sk PPN SQk‘
| Op |

where Py(z) := Z?:o Ay p—j27, Ako = I,. The above relation indicates that
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Proposition 2.9. Let Q) be a CP*P-valued positive semi-definite Borel matrix mea-
sure on R. Assume that (sj)?fo is the associated moment sequence of €2 as in (12.5)).
(Pr(2))iy is a sequence of monic right orthonormal matriz polynomials with re-
spect to Q0 if and only if the following equations hold for the coefficients of Py(z)
fork=0,....m:

So '+ Sk A, So -t Sg-1

[ kky» -+ kO] : . : : _]pa [ kko> o k‘O] : " : —Opxkpv
S -+ Sok Ako Sk - S2k-1

where Py(z) := Z?:o A 2.

[10, Theorem 2.3] points it out that these orthonormal matrix polynomials are
special types of simple matrix polynomials:

Proposition 2.10. Let Q0 be a CP*P-valued positive semi-definite Borel matrix
measure on R. Suppose that (Py(2))i-, is a sequence of monic right orthonormal
matriz polynomials with respect to Q). Then each Py(z) is simple and o(Py) C R.

Proof of Theorem[1.2. Suppose that R(z) admits the Laurent expansion (1.2)) and
P(z) =311 Aez™ % (Ag = I). Let (8;)2") be a p x p matrix sequence given by

gj::{—sj, . j=02m 1,
L+ 3205 A jSmtgs J = 2m.
Comparing the matrix fraction and the Laurent expression of R(2),
one can find the equations
Sj Sj+m Am
= 0jpxp, 4, k=0,1,..., (2.6)
Sj+k "0 Sjtk+m| | Ao

where P(2) := 31" Ap2* .
From ([2.6) it is not difficult to calculate that

%~ 1m —H,,_1(R
W il W = [ 1(R) [J, (2.7)
I, An
where W := : |, Since H—1(R) is negative definite, the above
I, A
I

p
equation means that [§j+k]%:0 is positive definite. In view of the solvability of

truncated matricial Hamburger moment problems (see e.g. [I1, 23|, 26]), there
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exists at least a p X p positive semi-definite Borel matrix measure 2 on R such that
/ WdQu) =8;, j=0,...,2m.
R

Suppose that (Py(z))7, is a sequence of orthonormal matrix polynomials with
respect to Q. A combination of (2.6), (2.7) and Proposition shows that P(z)
coincides with PY(z). Due to Proposition [2.10, P(z) is simple and o(P) C R. The
latter implies that R(z) is holomorphic in C,.

An application of Lemma yields that

P(z) = — [[p Z[p s ,fm_lfp] BPVQV (P, Q) >~ 0,

m—1
z I,

That is to say, R(z) is a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function and, due to
Theorem [1.1], | deg @ — deg P| < 1.
O

As a consequence of Theorems [I.1] and we have

Corollary 2.11. Let R(z) be a p X p self-adjoint rational matrixz function with the
matriz fraction (2.1)). Suppose that Q(z) and P(z) are right coprime and R(z) is
a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function with the form (2.4). Then P(z) is
simple, o(P) C R and
(adj P)E=D(N)
CRGEYE
where A1, ..., N\, are all the zeros of P(z) with multiplicities ly, . .., 1., respectively.
Moreover, for j = 1,...,r, E; # 0, and rank E; = l; whenever P(z) and Q(z)
have no common zeros.

Ej = —Z]Q(AJ> ] = 1, Lo,y (28)

Proof. The statement that P(z) is simple and o(P) C R is an immediate con-
sequence of Theorems and In view of |27, Subsections 4.3 and 4.5], the
formula ([2.8) holds. If in addition P(z) and Q(z) have no common zeros,

rank F; = rank(adj P)5Y(\) =1;, j=1,...,7,
where the last equation is due to Proposition again. O

Coupled with Corollary Proposition 2.2 now fully extends the Chebotarev
theorem to the matrix case. For the representation of E; in terms of the left
and right latent vectors of P(z) as in Corollary 2.11] we refer the reader to [27,
Subsection 4.3].

It should be pointed out that for two p X p matrix polynomials Q(z) and P(z),
the condition that they have no common zeros can imply their right coprimeness,

1 0] and

while the converse implication does not generally hold (e.g. P(z) = [O p

Z€C+
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Qz) = B i] ). Therefore, under the assumption of Theorem [1.2} Q(z) and P(z)

are right coprime, while they may have common zeros:

Example 2.12. Given two 2 X 2 matrix polynomials

P(z) = ﬁ 1 Q2) = [fi__ﬁ iifé]v

the 2 x 2 rational matriz function R(z) := Q(2)(P(z))™" can be represented as

SRR N O

-1 -1 z

_[4 - L% 3 |
R(z) = [_1 _11 + . +
It is readily checked that F 20(R) = 0,, JG(R) = {_01 _01} < 0, |deg@ —
deg P| = 0 and Q(z) and P(z) are right coprime. However, 1 is a common zero
of Q(z) and P(z).

3. MAIN RESULTS

To extend the stability criterion via Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions, we invoke
the stability criteria in terms of matricial Markov parameters. An application of
the extended Grommer theorem will be found to bridge these recently studied
criteria and our extension.

Definition 3.1. A pxp matrix polynomial F'(z) may be split into the even part F.(z)
and the odd part F,(z) so that F(z) = F.(2*)+2F,(2?). For F(z) written as in ((L.1]),
they are defined by

F.(z) = Z Agz™ % and  F,(2) := Z Agj_q2mF
k=0 k=1
when deg F' = 2m, and by

F.(z):= Z Agp1 2™ % and  F,(z) = ZAQkZm_k
k=0 k=0

when deg F' = 2m + 1.

Remark 3.2. For a monic p X p matrix polynomial of even (resp. odd) degree, its
even (resp. odd) part is monic as well.

Given a monic p X p matrix polynomial F'(z) with the even part F.(z) and the
odd part F,(z), we associate with a pair of p x p rational matrix functions

2F,(2)
F.(2)’

Rp(z) = — , R.p(z):=—2Rp(z) = ze€C\o(F,) (3.1)
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when F,(z) is regular and another pair of p x p rational matrix functions

= oy Fe(z)
Rp(z) = () ze€ C\ o(F,), (3.2)
R.p(z) = —2"'Rp(z) = _2%5(2,3)’ = & o(F,) U {0}. (3.3)

when F,(z) is regular. Obviously when both F,(z) and F,(z) are regular,
Rp(2) = —(Rp(2)) ', 2@ o(F)Uo(F,),
and
R.p(2) = —(R.r(2)", z¢o(F.)Uo(F,) u{0}.

The aforementioned rational matrix functions play a role in testing the stability
of F(z):

Theorem 3.3. [33, Theorem 4.4] Let F(z) be a monic p X p matriz polynomial
with the even part F.(z) and the odd part F,(z).
[(a)]
(1) For deg F = 2m, suppose that Rp(z) and R, p(z) are given as (3.1). As-
sume that Rp(z) is self-adjoint. The Hurwitz stability for F(z) is equivalent
to the negative definiteness of 7,_1(Rp) and 76, 1(R.F).
(2) For deg F = 2m + 1, suppose that Rp(z) and R. p(z) are given as B-2)-
(3-3). Assume that Rp(2) is self-adjoint. The Hurwitz stability for F(z) is
equivalent to the negative definiteness of %”m,l(ép) and f%”m(ézyF).

This theorem, called stability criteria via matricial Markov parameters, general-
izes the corresponding classical results for real scalar polynomials (see Theorem 17
of [14, Chapter XV]). For a monic matrix polynomial F'(z) of odd degree satisfying
that F.(z) is regular, two p X p rational matrix functions Rp(z) and R, p(2) as in
(3.1) are well-defined and self-adjoint as well. In this case, an alternative version
of the above stability criteria in the odd case appear:

Theorem 3.4. [33, Theorem 4.10] Under the assumption of the above theorem for

deg F' = 2m+1, let F.(z) be reqular. The Hurwitz stability for F(z) is equivalent to

the negative definiteness of #,—1(Rp), Hn-1(R, r) and of the limit lim Rp(z).
Z—r 00

More detailed consideration on these criteria can be found in [33], Section 4]. We
add here a new criterion to address the case when the degree of F'(z) is even:

Theorem 3.5. Under the conditions of Theoremfor deg F' = 2m, let F,(z) be
reqular. The Hurwitz stability for F(z) is equivalent to the negative definiteness of

,%”m,g(ép), Hn-1(R. ) and of the limit lim R, p(z).
Z— 00
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Proof. Suppose that A := lim ﬁzp(z), Fy(z) = S0 Opy 42" and Fu(2) =
Z—00
S Em—x2®. Using Lemma we have
Ora 05 i Opm-1 -+ Op
Bpv pv(F,, F,) = : . . ~ . : :
s E )= | 5 il
Og O

and, on the other hand,

E E E,_1
Bpy pv(Fy, F.) = Bpy _py(F., —F,) = : Hn-1(Rp):- :
E; Ey

Therefore, the negative definiteness of both A and %m_2<§}7‘) is equivalent to that

of A,_1(Rr). Analogously, the negative definiteness of J,,_1 (R, r) is equivalent
to that of 77,1 (R, r). Then the proof is complete due to (a) of Theorem .

Now we reshape these stability criteria for matrix polynomials F'(z) in terms
of the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property for Rp(z), which differs with regard to the
degree of F(z) by the same token:

Theorem 3.6. Let F(z) be a monic p X p matriz polynomial with the even part
F.(z) and the odd part F,(z). Assume that F.(z) is reqular when deg F' is odd and
Rp(z) is the self-adjoint rational matriz function as (3.1). F(z) is Hurwitz stable

if and only if the following conditions are simutaneously true:

(a) Rp(z) is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function;
(b) F.(z) and F,(z) are right coprime;

(c) All zeros of F.(z) are negative real;

(d) F,(z) is reqular when deg F' is even;

(e) le)rgo Rp(z) <0 when deg F' is odd.

In this case, F.(z) is simple.

Proof. We firstly give a proof for the case that deg F' is even.
Proposition [2.2] shows that Rg(z) has the form (2.4). By Lemma 6.3-11 of [25],
Rp(2) is strictly proper. So both coefficients A and B in the expression (2.4) of

Rp(z) equal 0,. By setting the matrix function Rz r(z) as in (3.1)), we have

—\ B
ZE 5= (3.4)

The proof for the “if” 1mphcat10n: Suppose that the statements (a)-(d) hold.
The statement (c) and Propositi imply that {\;}7_, coincides with o(F)
and —\; > 0. Using Proposition [2.2] again, we see that R, p(z) is also a matrix-
valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function. Moreover, the right coprimeness of zF,(z)
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and F.(z) follows from (b), (c¢) and Lemma 6.3-6 in [25]. Thus an application of
Theorem and (a) of Theorem completes the proof.

The proof for the “only if” implication: Suppose that F(z) is Hurwitz stable.
A combination of Theorem and Theorem (a) reveals the statements (a)—
(b), the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property of R, p(z) and that F.(z) is simple. The
statement (c) is proved by contradiction: Assume that there exists a zero \; of
F.(z) with multiplicity [; such that A\; > 0. As is seen from and Proposition
2.2, R, p(z) cannot be a matrix-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function.

With the help of Theorem [3.4] the proof for the odd case can be conducted
analogously to that for the even case.

O

When F(z) is a real scalar polynomial, Theorem coincides with the classical
stability criterion via Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions. On the other hand, to apply
this matricial version in the odd case, the tested matrix polynomial needs to satisfy
a precondition that its even part is regular. To avoid this restriction, we give the
following alternative extension which also covers the even case:

Theorem 3.7. Let F(z) be a monic p X p matriz polynomial with the even part
F.(z) and the odd part F,(z). Assume that F,(z) is reqular when deg F' is even and

ézF(Z) is the self-adjoint rational matriz function as in (3.3). F(z) is Hurwitz
stable Zf and only if the following statements are simutaneously true:

(a) R, p(2) is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function;
(b) F, ( ) and F,(z) are right coprime;

(c) All zeros of F,(z) are negative real;

(d) 0 & o(Fe);

(e) lim R.p(z) <0 when deg F is even.

Z—00

In this case, F,(z) is simple.

Proof. The proof can be conducted analogously to that of Theorem [3.6] in placing
the matrix function Rp(z) as in (3.1) with R, p(2) as in (3.3): For the Hurwitz
stability of F'(z), by Theorem (b) (for the odd case) and Theorem (for the
even case) it is equivalent that the statements (a) and (e) hold and

(b’) F.(2) and zF,(z) are right coprime;

(¢’) All zeros of zF,(z) except for 0 are negative real;

(d') F.(z) is regular when deg F' is odd.

In this case, both F,(z) and zF,(z) are simple. Then the assertion is evident, since
the statements (b’) and (d’) are equivalent to (b) and (d) due to Lemma 6.3-6 in
[25] and the statement (c) implies (¢’) and, conversely, follows from (c’) and the
statement that F,(z) is simple. O

From the proofs of Theorems [3.6] and [3.7 one can see that
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Corollary 3.8. Let F(z) be a monic p X p matriz polynomial with the even part
F.(z) and the odd part F,(z).

(a) Fordeg F' = 2m, suppose that Rp(z) and R, p(z) are the self-adjoint ratio-
nal matriz functions as (3.1)). F(z) is Hurwitz stable if and only if Rp(2)
and R, p(z) are both matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions, F.(z)
and zF,(z) are right coprime and F,(z) is regular.

(b) For deg F = 2m + 1, suppose that Rp(z) and R. p(z) are the self-adjoint
rational matriz functions as f. F(z) is Hurwitz stable if and only
if Rp(2) and Ezp(z) are both matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions,
F.(2) and zF,(z) are right coprime and F.(z) is regular.

In view of [33, P. 11|, given a stable monic matrix polynomial F(z) of odd
degree, R. p(z) of the form (3.3) is self-adjoint if and only if the even part F,(z) is
regular and Rp(z) of the for is self-adjoint as well. In other words, a matrix
polynomial of odd degree whose stability can be tested via Theorem[3.7] but not via
Theorem [3.6] cannot be Hurwitz stable. Analogously, a matrix polynomial of even
degree whose stability can be tested via Theorem [3.6] but not via Theorem [3.7]
cannot be Hurwitz stable. Moreover, some common features of F,(z) and the odd
part F,(z) appear:

Corollary 3.9. Under the assumption of Theorem[3.6 or[3.7, let F(z) be Hurwitz
stable. Then F,(z) and F,(z) are right coprime and simple, of which all zeros are
negative real.

This fact may motivate one to consider the possible extension of the following
modification to Hermite-Biehler theorem [14, Theorem 14, Chapter XV, p228|.

Theorem (Modified Hermite-Biehler theorem). Let f(z) be a real scalar polyno-
mial of degree n = 2m (resp. n = 2m + 1) with the even part f.(z) and odd
part fo(2). f(2) is Hurwitz stable if and only if the highest coefficients of fe(z)
and f,(2) have the same sign, and the roots of f.(z) and f,(z) are real negative,
simple and interlacing, that is, by denoting the spectrums o(f.) == {Aex i, and

o(fo) = o}t (resp. o(fo) = { Mok }ily):
)\e,l < )\0,1 < )\6,2 <. < )\o,mfl < )\e,m (7”63])- )\e,l < )\0,1 < >\e,2 <0 < )\e,m < )\o,m)~

Unfortunately in the matrix case F,(z) and F,(z) may share common zeros even
when F'(z) is Hurwitz stable, as is illustrated in the following examples.

Example 3.10. Let a monic 2 X 2 matriz polynomial of degree 3

23 + 1822 + 108z + 216 0
0 23+ 3224122+ 20|

where the odd part F,(z) and the even part F.(z) are written as

_[e+108 0 1824216 0
Fo(z)_{ 0 z—|—12}’ Fe(z)_[ 0 3z+20]'

F(z):=
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By calculation, o(F) = {—6,-2,—1 + @i} and F(z) is Hurwitz stable. On the

other hand, obviously the conclusion of Corollary is fulfilled for this example
and the rational matriz function
[0 O}
4
0 3

[2 0 16 0
F.(z) 0 2 0 0

R = — =

Fe) == ) T = T Tis—:  C12-»

is a matriz-valued Herglotz-Nevanlinna function. However, F.(z) and F,(z) share
a common zero —12.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The author is grateful to Alexander Dyachenko who inspired the author to
this intersting topic, suggested a few corrections in Proposition and provided
a number of valuable modifications for the whole manuscript. This work was
supported by the Foundation for Fostering Research of Young Teachers in South
China Normal University (Grant No. 19KJ20).

REFERENCES

1. K. Abu-Ghanem, D. Alpay, F. Colombo, I. Lewkowicz, I. Sabadini, Herglotz
functions of several quaternionic variables, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 466 (2018)
169-182.

2. M. Adm, J. Garloff, M. Tyaglov, Total nonnegativity of finite Hurwitz matrices
and root location of polynomials, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 467 (2018) 148-170.

3. N.I. Akhiezer, M.G. Krein, Some questions in the theory of moments, trans-
lated by W. Fleming and D. Prill, Translations of Mathematical Monographs,
Vol. 2, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.1., 1962.

4. D. Alpay, F. Colombo, I. Sabadini, Herglotz functions: The Fueter variables
case, Linear Algebra Appl., 563 (2019) 75-97,

5. B.D.O. Anderson, E. Jury, Generalized Bezoutian and Sylvester matrices in
multivariable linear control, IEEE Trans. Automat. Control AC-21 (1976) 551—
556.

6. J.A. Ball, O.J. Staffans, Conservative state-space realizations of dissipative
system behaviors, Integral Equations Operator Theory 54 (2006) 151-213.

7. Yu. Barkovsky, Lectures on the Routh-Hurwitz problem, arXiv:0802.1805,
2008.

8. R.R. Bitmead, B.D.O. Anderson, The matriz Cauchy index: properties and
applications, STAM J. Appl. Math., 33 (1977) 655-672

9. N.G. Cebotarev, N.N. Me“iman, The Routh-Hurwitz problem for polynomials
and entire functions. Real quasipolynomials with r = 3, s = 1, Trudy Mat.
Inst. Steklov., 26 (1949) 331, Appendix by G.S. Barhin and A.N. Hovanski~i.

10. A.J. Duran, Markov theorem for orthogonal matriz polynomials, Canad. J.
Math. 48 (1996) 1180-1195.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1805

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.

27.

28.

HERGLOTZ-NEVANLINNA MATRIX FUNCTIONS 19

B. Fritzsche, B. Kirstein, C. Méadler, On a Simultaneous Approach to the Even
and Odd Truncated Matricial Hamburger Moment Problems, In: Alpay D.,
Kirstein B. (eds) Recent Advances in Inverse Scattering, Schur Analysis and
Stochastic Processes. Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol. 244,
Birkh&user, Cham, 2015, 181-285.

P.A. Fuhrmann, Orthogonal matrixz polynomials and system theory, Rend. Sem.
Mat. Univ. Politec. Torino, (1988), pp. 68-124.

R. Galindo, Stabilisation of matriz polynomials, International Journal of Con-
trol, 88 (2015) 1925-1932.

F.R. Gantmacher, The Theory of Matrices, Vols. 1, 2, translated by K.A.
Hirsch, Chelsea Publishing Co., New York, 1959.

F. Gesztesy, E. Tsekanovskii, On matriz-valued Herglotz functions, Math.
Nachr. 218 (2000), 61-138.

I. Gohberg, M.A. Kaashoek, L. Lerer, L. Rodman, Common multiples and
common divisors of matriz polynomaials, II. Vandermonde and resultant ma-
trices, Linear Multilinear Algebra 12 (1982) 159-203.

I. Gohberg, P. Lancaster, L. Rodman, Matriz polynomials, Academic Press,
New York, 1982.

J. Grommer, Ganze transzendente Funktionen mit lauter reelen Nullstellen, J.
reine angew. Math., 144 (1914) 114-166.

F.A. Griinbaum, M.D. De la Iglesia, matriz valued orthogonal polynomials
arising from group representation theory and a family of quasi-birth-and-death
processes, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 3 (2008) 741-761.

F.A. Griinbaum, L.Velazquez, A generalization of Schur functions: Applica-
tions to Nevanlinna functions, orthogonal polynomials, random walks and uni-
tary and open quantum walks, Adv. Math. 326 (2018) 352-464.

D. Henrion, D. Arzelier, and D. Peaucelle, Positive polynomial matrices and
improved LMI robustness conditions, Automatica 39 (2003) 1479-1485.

O. Holtz, M. Tyaglov, Structured matrices, continued fractions, and root local-
ization of polynomials, STAM Rev. 54 (2012) 421-5009.

Y.J. Hu, X.Z. Zhan, G.N. Chen, On maxzimum mass measures in truncated
Hamburger matriz moment problems and related interpolation problems, Linear
Algebra Appl. 466 (2015) 429-456.

G. Hu, X. Hu, Stability criteria of matriz polynomials, Internat. J. Control 92
(2019) no. 12, 2973-2978.

T. Kailath, Linear Systems, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1980.

I. Kovalishina, Analytic theory of a class of interpolation problems, Math.
USSR Izv. 22(3) (1984) 419-463.

P. Lancaster, Lambda-matrices and Vibrating Systems, 1st ed., Pergamon
Press, 1966.

D.H. Lee, J.B. Park, Y.H. Joo, A less conservative LMI condition for robust D-
stability of polynomial matriz polytopes— a projection approach, IEEE Trans.



20 X. ZHAN

Automat. Control 56 (2011) 868-873.

29. L. Lerer, M. Tismenetsky, The Bezoutian and the eigenvalue-separation prob-
lem for matriz polynomials, Integral Equations Oper. Theory 5 (1982) 387-444.

30. A. Luger, M. Nedic, Herglotz-Nevanlinna functions in several variables, J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 472 (2019) 1189-1219.

31. J.E. Pascoe, R. Tully-Doyle, Cauchy transforms arising from homomorphic
conditional expectations parametrize noncommutative Pick functions, J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 472 (2019) 1487-1498.

32. N. Tschebotaroff, Uber die Realitit von Nullstellen ganzer trenszendenten
Funktionen, Math. Ann., 99 (1928) 660-686.

33. X. Zhan, A. Dyachenko, On generalization of classical Hurwitz stability criteria
for matriz polynomials, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 383 (2021) 113113.

(X. Zhan) COLLEGE OF EDUCATION FOR THE FUTURE, BEIJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY,
ZHUHAI 519087, CHINA
Email address: 91122021027@bnu. edu. cn



	1. Introduction
	2. Proof of Grommer theorem for rational matrix functions
	3. Main results
	Acknowledgement
	References

