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Abstract

A famous theorem by R. Brauer shows how to modify a single eigen-
value of a matrix A by a rank-one update without changing the remain-
ing eigenvalues. A generalization of this theorem (due to R. Rado) is
used to change a pair of eigenvalues A, 1/ of a symplectic matrix S
in a structure-preserving way to desired target values u, 1/p. Universal
bounds on the relative distance between S and the newly constructed
symplectic matrix § with modified spectrum are given. The eigenvalues
Segre characteristics of S are related to those of S and a statement on
the eigenvalue condition numbers of S is derived. The main results are
extended to matrix pencils.

1. INTRODUCTION

In numerical linear algebra and matrix analysis one occasionally encounters
the necessity of modifying special eigenvalues of a matrix without altering
its remaining eigenvalues. Techniques for changing certain eigenvalues of a
matrix have, for instance, been applied to solve nonnegative inverse eigen-
value problems [I3] [T6] or, in form of deflation methods, to remove dominant
eigenvalues in eigenvalue computations [14] Sec.4.2]. Furthermore, the task
of modifying eigenvalues of matrices is of interest in stability and feedback of
linear systems [4, § 25], [3, Sec. 2.3] or for passivity and eigenvalue assignment
in control design [1]. One basic result on how a single eigenvalue of a matrix
may be changed without modifying any other eigenvalues is due to R. Brauer
and can be found in [3, Sec. 1], [16].

Theorem 1 (Brauer). Let A € M,,(C) have eigenvalues A1,..., A\, € C and
let x1 € C" be an eigenvector for A1. Then, for any ¢ € C", the matriz
A=A+ x5 € M, (C) has the eigenvalues A1 + Tz, Aay o A

This work is concerned with the purposive change of certain eigenvalues of
matrices with symplectic structure. A complex 2n X 2n matrix S € Ma, (C)



is called symplectic, iiﬂ

ST JonS = Jop = J, where Jon = | T | (1)

Defining S* := JTSTJ, we see that is equivalent to S*S = I3,. Therefore,
a symplectic matrix S is always nonsingular and S* = S~!. In consequence,
as S* is similaxﬂ to S, the eigenvalues of a symplectic matrices arise in pairs
Ajs )\]._1, j=1,...,n, where \; and )\j_l have the same Segre characteristic.
Recall that for an eigenvalue A of S, its Segre characteristic is the sequence of
sizes of the Jordan blocks of S with eigenvalue A in non-increasing order [I5].
We denote the Segre characteristic of an eigenvalue by ((-,...,-)). It is now im-
mediate that Theorem [I]can in general not be used for a structure-preserving,
symplectic change of eigenvalues. In fact, for a structure-preserving eigenvalue
modification, the change of A\; and )\;1 must take place simultaneously.
Without any structure-preservation in mind, changing two (or more) eigen-
values simultaneously is possible with the following generalization of Theorem
attributed to R. Rado. It can be found in [13], see also [3] Sec. 3].

Theorem 2 (Rado). Let A € M, (C) have eigenvalues Ai,..., n € C and
let ©1,...,2 € C" be linearly independent eigenvectors for Ai,..., k. Set
X =[z1 - x| € Muxx(C). Then, for any matriz C € Mypxi(C), the
matriz A= A+ XC7T has the eigenvalues i1, ..., Uk, Ak+1, - - -, An, where pj,
§j=1,...,k, are the eigenvalues of Q = diag(\1,..., ) +CTX.

In this work, we investigate how Theorem[2]can be utilized to change a pair
of eigenvalues \;, )\;1 of a symplectic matrix S € Ma,(C) (or a symplectic
matrix pencil) to desired target values p, ' in a structure-preserving way
without modifying any other eigenvalues of S. Considering Theorem [2| the
starting point of our discussion is thus the following question:

Let S € M2, (C) be symplectic with eigenvalues A1, A7, ..., An, Ant,
linearly independent eigenvectors x1,x2 € C*™ for A1 and A\['', respec-
tively, and X = [ z1 2 ]. How has C € Manx2(C) to be chosen, such
that S := S+ XC7T is symplectic with eigenvalues p, =", Ao, Ay Y, ...,
Any Ant for some given value p € C\ {0} 2

The above-mentioned problem will be discussed in Section 2] In Section
we investigate whether we can find an upper bound b > 0 that only de-
pends on A1, u, 1 and x2 that assures the existence of a symplectic matrix
= Mo, (C) with eigenvalues p, ™", A2, A%, ..., A, An ' and relative dis-
tance ||S — S||/||S]| < b. We derive distinguished matrices Sy, S5 for which
such a bound b can be neatly expressed and related to the relative change

1Here and in the following, T denotes the transpose of a (maybe complex) matrix or
vector, not its conjugate transpose.

2By definition, S* is similar to ST and by the Taussky-Zassenhaus Theorem [, sT
is similar to S.



tween S and S in Section 4.1{ and characterize the Segre characteristics of the
eigenvalues of S in Section The results of Section will come in handy
here to find a condition on the simultaneous diagonalizability of S and S. In
Section [6] we partially extend our results from Section 2] to symplectic matrix
pencils.

in the eigenvalue, i.e. [\ — |;/)\1| We discuss commutativity relations be-

1.1. NOTATION

The set of all m x n matrices over K (where we use either K = C or K = R)
is denoted by My, x»(K). Whenever n = m we write M, (K) instead of
M, x»(C). For Jar, € M2, (R), see , we simply write J and add the index
whenever it is necessary to specify the size of J. The range of a matrix
A € Muxn(C) is the vector space spanned by its columns and is denoted
range(A). For A € M,,,x»(C), we denote the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of
A by AT. In case m > n and rank(A4) = n, we have AT = (AF A)71 A" 5o
that ATA = I,,, while for n > m and rank(A4) = m, AT = AT (AAT)7! yields
AAT = I,,. The superscript ¥ always denotes the conjugate transpose of a
matrix or vector while T is used for the pure transposition. Whenever A € C
is some complex number, we denote by () and J(\) its real and imaginary
part, respectively. Complex conjugation of a number x = a+1b € C is denoted
by a bar, i.e. T = a — 1b.

2. SYMPLECTIC EIGENVALUE MODIFICATION

Let S € Ma,(C) be a symplectic matrix (see (1)) with eigenvalues A1, \T",
oo Ay At and let 4 € €\ {0} be given. Furthermore, assume z1, 22 € C*"
are linearly independent]’| eigenvectors of S for A\; and )\1_1, respectively, and
define X = [ z1 22 ] € Ma2px2(C). In this section, our goal is to determine all
possible matrices C' € Ma,x2(C) such that S = S+ x0T is again symplectic
and has the eigenvalues p, p ™1, Az, /\;1, o3 A, A L. To this end, we will make
use of Rado’s theorem and derive a structure-preserving version of Theorem
(see Theorem [3)).

As it will become clear later, it seems appropriate to consider the situa-
tions x7 Jza # 0 and zT Jxo = 0 seperately. First, we assume that for the
eigenvalues A1, /\f1 there exist eigenvectors 1, za € C?" such that 27 Jzo # 0
(this immediately implies 21 and z2 to be linearly independent). In this case,
we can assume w.l.0.g. x7 Jxa = 1, which can be achieved by a scaling of z;
and/or z2. That is, we have XTJX = Jo. For the matrix S:=5 + XC7T to
be symplectic, it has to hold that

STJS = (S+xC") I(s+xC") = . (2)

SIF Aq # Al_l, then x1 and z2 are necessarily linear independent. Therefore, the linear
independence is only a restrictive requirement if A\; = )\fl, ie. A1 = +£1.
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Using STJS = J, is equivalent to the matrix equation
cxTys+sTixct +oxTixct =0 (3)
for the unknown matrix C' € May,x2(C). Notice that (3]) can be rewritten as
c(x"Js+ 0" =-s"gxc" (4)

using XTJX = Jo. Since STJX € M3y, x2(C) is a matrix of full rank,
immediately implies range(C) C range(S”JX) for any solution C. Thus,
for every C satisfying (3], there is a matrix R = [ri;];; € M2(C) such that
C = STJXRT. Plugging this ansatz into , we obtain a 2n X 2n equation
for R, namely

STIXRTXTJS + STIXRXTJTS + STIXRT JLbRXTJT'S = 0.
Replacing XTJS by —XTJTS this can be rewritten as
STIX(R—R"+R"LR)XTJTS =0. (5)

Finally, we may multiply (5] with the pseudo inverses (S”JX)* from the left
and with (XTJTS)T from the right to obtain

R—R"+R"JL,R=0, (6)

which is a matrix equation for R of size 2 X 2 that is equivalent to . As
R — RT and RT J2R are both skew-symmetric, their diagonals are identically
zero. Comparing the entries of R — RT and RTJ2R in the (1,2) position, we
obtain the condition

T12 — 721 + 11722 — T12721 = 0 (7)

for @ to hold (comparing the elements in the (2,1) position certainly gives
the same condition with a minus sign). In summary, a matriz of the form
S = 8+ XCT is symplectic if and only if C = STIXRY for some matriz
R = [rij]i; € M2(C) whose entries satisfy (7).

Next, to achieve the desired eigenvalue modification, according to Theorem
we need to assure that the eigenvalues of

A0
0 !

A1 0

— Ty —
Q:=A+C X_[ 0 A

] +C0TX = { } +RXTJTSX  (8)
become equal to u and p~'. To this end, recall that SX = Xdiag(A1,A]")
(by construction of X). Thus diag(Ai, \[*) + RXTJTSX = diag(A1, \[') —
RXTJXdiag(A1, A\]!) which, since X7 JX = Jo, yields

- A1 0 _ A1 0 - A1+ Ai7r12 */\1717'11
Q_[o ,\;1] R‘b{o )\1_1}_[ 1722 A=A ©)



The characteristic polynomial of 2 is
p(z) = 22— ()\1(1 +ri2) + /\1_1(1 — 7‘21))2 + (1 4+ 712)(1 — r21) + 711722,

which should, by Theorem be equal to ¢(z) = (z —p)(z —pu~ ') = 22 — (u+
u~ 1) + 1 to achieve that S will have the eigenvalues p and p~'. This gives
two more conditions: one the one hand A1 (1 +712) + )\1_1(1 —ro1) =+ ufl,
i.e.

Mz = A o = (e pm ) — (A AT, (10)

One the other hand, (1 + r12)(1 — r21) + r11722 = 1. The latter condition,
however, is equal to condition @ obtained for the symplectic structure above.
Thus, additionally to @, which is required for S + XCT to be symplectic,
the equation has to hold to achieve that p, ="' become eigenvalues of
S+ XCT. In conclusion, we obtain the following version of Theorem [2| that
answers the question stated in Section |1f on the eigenvalue modification for
symplectic matrices.

Theorem 3. Let S € M2, (C) be symplectic with eigenvalues A1, \T", Xa, Ay,
s A ARt and let p € C\ {0} be given. Let x1,22 € C*" be eigenvectors
for A1 and )\1_1, respectively, normalized such that XTJX = Jo for X =
[21 22 ] € Ma2nx2(C) and set d := (u+p~ ') — (A + A1) Then the matriz

S:=5+XCT € Ms,(C) (11)

is symplectic and has the eigenvalues p, u~ ', Ao, )\2_1, A At if and only
if CT = RXTJTS for some matriz R = [ri;]:; € M2(C) whose entries satisfy
the conditions

d = )\11”12 — Al_l’l‘gl, and (12)

0 =112 —7ro1 + 711722 — T12721. (13)

Notice that the matrix S=84+XRXTJTS in can also be expressed
as S = (Izn, + XRXTJT)S or as

-1

§=5+XRA'XTJT =5+ XR [A(l) Aol] X7 T (14)

according to the relation A™* X7 JT = X7 JT'S (where A = diag(Ai, \Th)).

Furthermore, we see from and that there exist infinitely many pos-
sible choices for R that realize the desired eigenvalue modification.

Next, we discuss the case that the eigenvectors z1,z2 € C?" of the sym-
plectic matrix S for A1 and )\fl, respectively, satisfy =7 Jzo = 0 and how this
condition effects the result from Theorem To this end, first notice that a
symplectic matrix S € Ma,(C) need in fact not have eigenvectors x1,z2 for



A1 and )\1_1 that satisfy z{ Jxz # 0. A situation of this kind arises for the
symplectic matrix
A1 0 0
0 M\ 0 0
0 0 At 0
0 0 =A72 N\

S =

and its eigenvalue \;. The only eigenvectors for \; and )\1_1 are e; and ey,
respectively, and we have e7 Jyeq = 0. Thus, Theorem cannot be applied. A
simple sufficient (but not necessary) criterion to assure that eigenvectors with
xT Jxa # 0 must exist, is that S is a diagonalizable matrix, cf. [I0, Lem. 3,
Cor. 3.1] and Corollary [1| below.

Whenever x1,x2 € C*™ are eigenvectors of S for A\; and /\1_1 with xlTJxQ =
0, then X7 JX = 0 follows for X = [ x1 2 ]. In this case, it follows from
that takes the form

cxTjs=-sTixc".

Again we obtain range(C) C range(STJX), so there has to exist some matrix
R = [rij]sj € M2(C) such that C = STJXR”. However, despite the concrete
form of R, analogously to we obtain

_ A 0 Tv _ |A 0 T A 0
Q—|:O )\_1]+C X—|:O )\_1:|—RX JSX—[O )\_1:|

since SX = Xdiag(\,A™!) and XTJX = 0. Thus, even if R is chosen ac-
cording to such that S = S+ XRXTJTS is symplectic, no change in the
eigenvalues can be achieved. In consequence, a change of an eigenvalue pair
A1, Afl of a symplectic matrix by Rado’s theorem in a structure-preserving
way is only possible if there exist eigenvectors x1 and z2 for A\; and )\1_1, re-
spectively, such that z¥ Jzs # 0. In the next section, we derive a universal
criterion on the existence of such eigenvectors.

2.1. APPLYING THEOREM : A CRITERION

We will now characterize those symplectic matrices S € Mo, (C), for which
an eigenvalue adjustment according to Theorem [3|is possible. The condition
derived below involves the Segre characteristic of the eigenvalue A1 € o(S) to
be modified.

First, let Ay € 0(S) and Sx1 = Aiz1 and Sz2 = A @2. Now suppose at
least one of both vectors, e.g. x1, belongs to a nontriviaﬂ Jordan chain, that
is, there is some z € C?" such that (S — Ail2n)z = z1 (and possibly more

4By nontrivial, we mean a Jordan chain of length > 2 while a trivial Jordan chain
refers to a chain of length one.



generalized eigenvectors beside z). Then we have
o Jwz = ((S — Ml2n)z) " Jaz = 278" Jas — Miz" Jas
=2TJJ"S T Jre — Mi2" Jxo
= zTJSAmg — AlzTng

= )\1ZTJ$2 — /\12TJ$2 =0

(15)

as JTSTJ = §* = §7! and S™'zp = Aiza. In consequence, zf Jza = 0
whenever z1,z2 are eigenvectors of S for A; and \[', respectively, and at
least one of them belongs to a nontrivial Jordan chain. In other words, we
may have x¥ Jxo # 0 only in case both x1 and xo belong to trivial Jordan
chains. Next, we show that in case x1 belongs to a trivial Jordan chain there
must exist z2 (also from a trivial Jordan chain) such that =¥ Jxs # 0.

To this end, assume that A1 € C is an eigenvalue of the symplectic ma-
trix S € M2, (C) with p > 1 ones in its Segre characteristic (that is, there
are p Jordan blocks of size 1 x 1, i.e. p trivial Jordan chains, and possibly
other Jordan blocks of size > 2). Then there exists a matrix F' € M, (C)
transforming S to the following Jordan form

A1

F'SF =G = (16)
A1

0 G

where the upper-left block is A1, and G contains all other Jordan blocks (note
that there might also be other Jordan blocks for A1 of size > 2 contained in
G). Now define

z1:=Fe; and f7:=elF . a7
Then z7 is a right eigenvector of S for A1 (Sz1 = Aix1) and f is a left
eigenvector of S for A\q (fHS = )xlfH). Certainly, f7z; = 1. Now we define
zd = fHJ. Then we have

IS =" o 2278 = M2l J”
& w3 JTST = Aad (18)
o 278 T = 2l & Sz = /\flzg.
It follows that z2 is an eigenvector of S for A] 1. Now we obtain

aslTng = mQTJTml = fHasl =1#0.

In conclusion, for any eigenvector x; of S for A\; belonging to a trivial Jordan
chain, there always exists an eigenvector x2 of S for )\fl such that 2T Jzs # 0.
Recall from our observation above, that x2 must also be a vector from a
trivial Jordan chain. We conclude our findings in the following theorem.
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Theorem 4. Let S € Mo, (C) be symplectic with \ € o(S) and let p € C\{0}
be given. Then Theorem [J is applicable to S for A1 and p, i.e. there exist
eigenvectors 1, xa € C*™ for \1 and )\fl, respectively, with ¥ Jxa # 0, if and
only if the Segre characteristic of S for A1 contains a one, that is, it has the
form ((*,%,--- ,%,1)). In particular, eigenvectors x1 for A1 and x2 for )\fl
with =T Jxa # 0 always belong to trivial Jordan chains of S.

Do not overlook that Theorem || applies also for A\; = )\fl, ie. A\ = £1.
In this case A1 € o(S) necessarily has an even multiplicity and an even
number of Jordan blocks of the same size, so a Segre characteristic of the
form ((x,%,---,%,1)) implies that there appears at least another one, i.e.
((*, %, ,%,1,1)). Then the reasoning in , and applies in the
same way. If S is diagonalizable, the Segre characteristic of S for any eigen-
value \; € o(S) consists only of ones. So we immediately obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 1. Let S € M2, (C) be symplectic with Ay € o(S) and let p €
C\ {0} be given. Then Theorem[3 is applicable to S for A1 and p if S is
diagonalizable.

3. BOUNDING THE RELATIVE CHANGE

Let S € M2, (C) be symplectic. For the matrix $ = S + XRX”J"S in
we immediately obtain a bound on its (absolute or relative) change in norm
with respect to S. That is,

15— 81l < [RIIXNIXTIS] ana 1551

P20 < RrJIXIXT 19
9T < IR X (19)

hold for any submultiplicative and unitarily invariant matrix norm ||-||. In this
section, we intend to derive explicit bounds of the relative distance between
S and S for certain choices of R = [ri;]ij € M2(C). To this end, we assume
Il- 1l = Il - llr so that | X||r = ||X”||r holds and the upper bound in
reduces to ||R|| || X|%-

To bound the relative change ||S — S||#/||S||r with respect to S consider
again and . The solution set to is an affine subspace of C? and
all solutions may be parameterized as

rz=n\",  ra=-Md+nh, neC (20)

Plugging these expressions for r12 and r2; into yields a polynomial in 7,
ie.

p(n) ==+ (A" +d— A1) +dh + rure. (21)

Thus, depending on 711 and 722 (which can both be arbitrary), in there
are always two solutions 71,72 € C of p(n) = 0 and, in consequence, two

8



matrices 1
T11 N5 A1

b
nj—d) T2

so that their entries satisfy and .
To find some R € M2(C) that yields a small norm ||R||r and thus a small

bound in (19), it seems natural to consider the case r11722 = 0, in particular

R(nJ’T117T22) = )\1( j=12, (22)

r11 = 722 = (I} The two possible roots of p(n) for r11722 = 0 are m1 = u — A1
and 72 = = — A1. The matrices Ry := R(m1,0,0) and R := R(72,0,0) that
arise according to are thus given by

R - L_l(;)_ . Afl(uo— /\1)}  Ree [Al(Ajol o M‘l(/\gl —u)] .
(23)

Using Ry and Ry in (23), explicit bounds can be found on |5 — S||#/||S]|r.
According to and (23) such a bound b > 0 only depends on A1, p and
the eigenvectors of S for A; and A;! and guarantees the existence of a sym-
plectic matrix S € M, (C) that solves the problem from Section 1| with
|5 —S|#/|IS||F < b. To formulate these bounds, we impose a condition on X
to estimate || X ||r without computing the norm. In particular, we assume the
eigenvectors 1, z2 € C?" of S for A\; and )\fl, respectively, to be normalized,

ie. [|z1]l2 = ||z2]l2 = 1 and X € Manx2(C) to be of the form
1

s

VaT Jxo

Then XTJX = J> holds and it follows that

m’z] . (24)

2
2 1 2 1 2 2
= | e = e =l = gy

(25)
The value 1/|2T Jao| has a nice interpretation whenever A1 is a simple eigen-
value of S and ||z1||2 = ||z2]l2 = 1 holds. To see this, recall that, whenever

A € M, (C) has a simple eigenvalue A € C (i.e. its algebraic multiplicity
equals one), then

u v
w(A, ) o= Lellzllvllz |‘1|)§I”u|”2

is called its condition number, where u € C*" and v € C*" are right and left
eigenvectors of A for X (i.e. Au = Au and vFA = M), Tt is a measure
on how sensitive A reacts to small changes in the matrix A, see [I4] Sec. 3.3].
As we have seen in above, (23 J7)S = A (z3 JT) whenever 2 satisfies

5Certainly, choosing r1; = 0 and 792 # 0 gives the same roots of p(n) = 0 in (21)), and
thus the same values for r12 and r21, but a larger Frobenius norm of R than choosing
T11 = T22 = 0.



Sy = A '@a. Thus, for simple A; (which implies that A" is simple as well)
we can choose u = z1 and v = xQTJT so that

[ull2llollz _ llz1ll2llJZ2]12 1
K(S, A1) = - -
N O R = Y A R Py P
since ||z1]|2 = 1 and ||JZ2ll2 = ||Z2]l2 = [|z2|]2 = 1. We can now formulate

the following theorem which follows directly from the bound in , the
observation in and the Frobenius norms of the matrices R, Rz in .

Theorem 5. Let S € Mz, (C) be symplectic with A\i,\[* € o(S) and let
€ C\ {0} be given. Let x1, 22 € C*™ be normalized eigenvectors for A1 and
AT, respectively, and X € May,x2(C) as in . Define

D 2

— m ( =2k(S, A1) if A1 is simple).

(i) Let 81 =S+ XRiXTJTS be constructed according to Theorem@ with
Ry from . Then

151 = S|lF _ M — 4 |A1]?
< D,/1+ . 26
B P (26)

(it) Let So =S+ XRoXTJTS be constructed according to Theorem@ with
Ry from . Then

182 = Slle A =l | g [y AP

27
EEERS e @)

As the following example shows, similar easy bounds can be found with
the use of Ry and Rz when || - ||2 is considered. In fact, in the 2-norm, such a
bound can be sharp.

Example 1. For a symplectic matrix S € Ma,(C), the bound (19) for S =
S+ XR:1XTJTS with respect to || - ||2 can easily be determined as

[S1 = Sll2 _ [\ — 4l { |>\1|} 2
< smax < 1, — 5 || Xz, (28)
15T ] X1

It can be seen for S = diag(A, A™") with A = diag(A1, ..., A») that the bound
in can be sharp. In particular, with eigenvectors ei,e,+1 € R*" for
A1, AT, respectively, and X = [ e1 en41 | we have

XRiX"J"S = diag(r12A1,0,...,0, —r21A7 1,0, ...,0)

10



with nonzero entries in the first and (n+ 1)st position. As ri2A1 = p— A1 and
—r ATt = u~' = AT" we obtain under the assumption |A\; — | > A7t — 7Y

18 = S|l2 = IXRaXTT"S|2 = [\ — i

and so ||S — S|l2/|IS|l2 = [A1 — p|/| M1 if Ay is the largest eigenvalue of S in
absolute value (i.e. ||S|2 = |A1]). On the other hand, for X we certainly have
| X]|3 = 1 and thus, whenever |u| > |A1], the bound on the right hand side in

also reduces to |A1 — p|/|A1].

3.1. IMPROVED DISTANCE BOUNDS

Although the bound in (26 nicely relates 151 — S|l#/|IS||F to the relative
value change |\, — \)\1| and the condition number x(S, A1), it can be quite
badﬂ see e.g. Fig in Section l In this section we derive sharper bounds
under the additional assumption that ||S||F is known.

As before let S € M3, (C) be symplectic with eigenvectors z1,z2 € c2n
for A1, \7" € o(9), respectively, such that z{ Jz2 # 0 (and set X = [z1 22]).
As seen in (14), we have for A := diag(A\i, A\]') and R € M2(C) that satisfies
and (13)

S=8+XRXTJ'S =8+ XRA'XTJT

and therefore ||S — S||r = [|[XRAT*XTJT||p = | XRA“'XT||r. Whenever
R=R; (j =1,2) from (23), then

XRAT'XT =X [ .O_d %ﬂ] XT = XR;XT, R;=R;AY,
according to (20). Recall the solutions of p(n) = 0 in 1)), i.e. m = p— A\t
(corresponding to Ri1) and 72 = ,tf1 — A1 (corresponding to Rz). Instead of es-
timating || X R; XT||r by || R;|lr||X||% we now intend to estimate ||XR]-XT||F
dlrectly To this end, assume that X € Manx2(C) has the form and
S =S+ XR; XTJTS j =1,2. Then we have for Y = /2T Jxo X = [21 x2]

. - tr(YR; YT (YR;YT)H)
S-S = XR; X" ||7 = ? d
I ille = [IX R X7 [[F T Jza]?
tr(YRY'YRIY™)  tr(Y?YR,;(Y7Y)R])
|2 T |? | Jas?

SThe same is true for the bound in (27).

11



Now we further obtain

|21 Ja2|?||S; — S||F = tr (Y'Y R;(YHY)R])

1 i xo 0 nj 1 ¥z [0 7, —d
= tr H — J
Ty T 1 nj—d 0] |z, 1 n; 0
= |o1" 2", (n; — d) + [n;|* + [n; — dI* + |21 @20, (0; - d)
= |njl* + Inj — dI” + 2fa1" 22l - R(n; (7, — d)). (29)

Note that |z3 2s| < HJ:1||2||:E2H2 = 1 as 21 and z2 are normalized. Fur-
thermore, R(1;(77; — d)) = R(|n;[* - m ) [n;|* — %(n;d), and we may now
derive upper (and lower) bounds for (29)) depending on whether this term is
positive or negative.

(i) Suppose R(n;d) < |n;|>. Then R(n;(7; — d)) > 0 follows and, since
|zfz2|? < 1, we can estimate from , setting |z za|? =1,

@t Jaa2(|1S = SillF < Ins* + |ny — dI* +2- R(n; (7m; — d))
= (nj + Oy = ) (7, + (@; — d)) = |20 — d]*.
On the other hand, changing the sign of 9(n; (7; —d)) we certainly have
|21 Jaal (S = S;l1% = [ni|* + [ny — dI* — 2 R(n; (@, — d))
= (nj — (nj — )M, — (7, — d)) = [d|*.

(#4) Suppose iR('ryji) > |nj|%. Then R(n; (m; — d)) < 0 follows and we can
estimate from (29), setting again |z{ z2|* =1,
|21 a1 = SillE > |ns|* + [y — dI* +2 - R(n; (7 — ) = |2n; — d|”
while on the other hand, with a change of sign, we obtain

o1 Jz2l IS — S5 % < [ni|* + Inj — dI” — 2 R(n; (7; — d)) = |d]*.

Before we state our findings in the next theorem, notice that there are neat
expressions for the terms 2n; —d, j = 1,2, arising above, i.e.

— -1 J—
27717d:‘u)\1)‘1 ()\1+H71)7 2772*d:)\1)\TM(H71+/\171)-
1

As it turns out, also d can be rewritten in a similar fashion as

d=" 20—t = %( -, (30)
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Finally, the two conditions to be checked in (i) and (i7) above can be simplified.
For n1 = p — A1 one finds, after some reformulations,

1

R(md) — |m[* = 5 ((n = A0)d + (@ = M)d) = [p— M |”
L (|p=X*d |M—>\1|2d) 2
== =+ — =
2 < = A1 B— A =l

1 d d
=M (1-= _
(-3 ()
2 d
it (-0 (5))
_ 1
*|M*)\1|2<1*9‘{()\17M))
A

= —|u = MR ((pA) )
where we used the first expression for d in in the second-last equation.
Thus R(n1d) > |n;|? holds if and only if —|u — A1 |9 ((uA1)™") > 0, which

is the case if and only if (A1) < 0 as (A1p)™" and A1y are located in the
same half plane. For 72 = = — A1 we obtain analogously

9%(7]23) - |T]2|2 =—|\ip— 1‘29‘{((XM)_1)

and so R(ned) > |77j|27h01ds if and only if %((A\u)™*) < 0. This, in turn,
holds if and only if 8(A1x) < 0. In conclusion, we have proven the following
theorem.

Theorem 6. Let S € Ma,(C) be symplectic with A\, [ € o(S) and let
€ C\ {0} be given. Let x1,x2 € C*™ be normalized eigenvectors for Ay and
)\1_1, respectively, with mF{sz #0 and X € Ma,x2(C) as in . Define

1 k(S, M) ..y . >
o = = if A1 is simple
|21 Jx2| - [|S]|lF ( 1Sl F

(3) Let S1 =8+ XRiXTJTS be constructed according to Theorem@ with
R1 from (23). Whenever R(A1p) <0, then

A1 —pf H§1 —Slr _ M~
| A1 ISlle = [\l

If R(A1p) > 0 the upper and lower bounds interchange.

(31) Let Ss =8 + XR.XTJTs be constructed according to Theorem@ with
Ry from (23). Whenever R(A1p) <0, then

ALt -l -1 ng—SHF A fl
LA S ) R <

pl !

AL P).
" (3" — ' 10)
If R(ap) > 0 the upper and lower bounds interchange.
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It is shown in Section [5| I see Fig. ' ) that the bounds in Theorem |§| are
significantly sharper compared to the bounds in and .

Remark 1. For any matrix R = [r;;] € M2(C) that satisfies the conditions
and the bounds in can easily be calculated. However, there are
several reasons for not considering other choices of R (beside R; and R; from
(23)) in this section in detail:

(a) If 711 # 0,722 # 0, there are two possibilities for R whose entries r12 and
ro1 of R depend on ¢ = ri1722 through (one of) the zeros of p(n) = 0,
see . Thus, r12 and ra1 involve the expression of a complex square
root and there is no neat and compact expression for |R||r compared to
(26) and (27)) or to the formulas in Theorem @ Furthermore, minimizing
IS — S|l with respect to the entries of R under the side conditions (12)
and ([13)) results in a difficult complex optimization problem for which the
author is not aware of a closed form solution.

(b) Among all matrices R that satisfy the conditions and Athe ma-
trices R; and Ro from are the only possible choice when S = S +
XRXTJTS should inherit desirable properties (e.g. related to diagonaliz-
ability) from S. These distinguishing features of Ry and Rz are discussed
in the upcoming sections.

(¢) All numerical experiments that have been performed indicate that rarely
a matrix R’ € Mx(C) different from R; and R2 that satiesfies and
(T3) was detected such that [|S— S| /||S||F for S = S+XR’XTJ S was
smaller than the minimum of ||S; — S||/||S||r and ||S2 — S||#/||S||r. This
is visualized in Section [B] see Figure [3]

4. SEGRE CHARACTERISTICS AND COMMUTATIVITY RELATIONS

In this section we discuss how the Segre characteristics of eigenvalues are
effected by a change of a symplectic matrix S € Mz, (C) to S € My, (C)
according to Theoreml In particular, we will show that the Segre character-
istics of the eigenvalues of S and S are either the same or connected in a direct
way. Furthermore, we make a statement on eigenvectors of S and S that re-
main unchanged. Notice that, in the context of Theorem [2 the eigenvectors
of Aand A = A+ XCT are in general all different and not related in an
immediate fashion [3] if no further restrictions are imposed on the form of C.
In this section we show that, in the structure-preserving context of Theorem
[3 the particular form of C' allows for some explicit statements. Furthermore,
we derive statements on the diagonalizability of S and the simultaneous di-
agonalizability of S and S. To this end, we begin in Section [4.1| with a result
on the commutativity of S and S.
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4.1. Tue COMMUTATIVITY OF S AND S

Recall that the matrix S in can also be expressed as
S = (Ion + XRXTJ")S. (31)

Since S and S are both symplectic, the matrix 85~ = §5* = Ion+XRXTJT
is symplectic, too. As for any A, B € M, (C) the matrices AB and BA always

have the same eigenvalues [9], beside S, we may also define the symplectic
matrix S 1= S(Ign + XRXTJT) € My, (C) that solves the eigenvalue modi-
fication problem stated in Section[I} A question naturally arising is whether
there is a connection between S from and S. Such a connection is revealed
in Theorem [7| which shows a distinguishing feature of the matrices from
among all matrices R that satisfy and , see Remark (b). The result
from Theorem (7| will be used when the diagonalizability of S is investigated
in Section .21

Theorem 7. Let S € M2,(C) be symplectic with A\1 € o(S) and assume
S =54+ XRXTJTS has been constructed according to Theoremla Then the
following is true:

1. In case \1 # +1,
S=(In+XRXTJ")S = (Lo + XRX"J") =85 (32)
holds if and only if R = [r;]i; € Ma2(C) is one of the matrices in (23).
2. In case \1 = +1, holds for any R = [rij]i; € M2(C) satisfying
and .
Proof. First, notice that § = S is equivalent to
XRXTJT'Ss = SXRXTJ". (33)

Multiplying both equations with J (from the right) and using the relations
SX = XA (where A = diag(\, A7) and JTSJ = S~7T yields XRXTS™T =
XARXT. Moreover, X757 = (S7'X)T = (XA )T = A™* X7 and, equiv-
alently to , it suffices to investigate the equation

XRAT'XT = XARXT. (34)

Now, as X € Ma,x2(C) has full rank, is (by the multiplication with X
from the left and (X7)* from the right) equivalent to RA™' = AR, that is,
ARA = R For R = [Tij]ij we obtain

a0 [ 2] A 0] [Airi 712
ARA = |:O >\I1:| |:7‘21 T'22:| |:O >\I1:| - |: T21 )\;2T22 ’
This shows that ARA = R holds, in case A\ # *£1, if and only if 111 = 122 = 0.
The two possibilities for R that satisfy the conditions and when

r11 = rog = 0 are the matrices in . Furthermore, if A\; = *+1, the equation
always holds. This completes the proof. O
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Theoremshows that, in general (i.e. for Ay # %1), only the two possible
choices for R in produce commutativity of S and I2, + XRXTJT (i.e.
to have S = S). In the special case A\; = 1, any matrix R determined from
and will cause this commutativity relation.

4.2. SEGRE CHARACTERISTICS

Let S € Ma,(C) be symplectic with eigenvalues A1, A", ..., A, Ay " and let
p € C\ {0} be given. To analyse the consequences of the change S — S =
S+ XRXTJTS on the Segre characteristics of the eigenvalues of S and S,
we discuss the cases of A1, A\['! (the eigenvalues that are changed), u, u~" (the
values A; and A7' are changed to) and all other eigenvalues (which are the
same for S and 3) separately. As before, let z1,z2 € C2" be eigenvectors
for A1 and )\fl, respectively, normalized such that X7 Jo, X = J, for X =
[ 21 22 ] € Manx2(C) and assume S =8+ XRXTJTS has been constructed
as in Theorem [3l

We first consider eigenvalues different from Ai, AT*, u and p~'. These
eigenvalues and their algebraic multiplicities are the same for S and S and
we show that their eigenspaces and Jordan chains (thus, in consequence, their
Segre characteristics) remain completely unchanged. To prove this, we need
the following fact about the matrix S and its (generalized) eigenvectors (see
also [10}, Sec.2]): assume that X is some eigenvalue of S different from A; and
AT! and let y1,92,...,yp € C*" (p > 1) be a Jordan chain for S and ), i.e.
it holds that (S — Al2n)yr = 0 and (S — Aon)ypt1 = yx for k=1,...,p— 1.
Then XT Jy, = 0 follows for any k = 1,...,p. To see this, first consider the
eigenvector y; of S for A\. We have

AlmlTJyl = x?STJyl = foJTSTJyl = x?JS_lyl = )\_lxlTJyl

This shows that 27 Jy; = 0 if A # A['. Similarly, 23 Jy1 = 0 follows for
X # \1. Now assume that 7 Jy, = 0 holds for i = 1,2 and £ = 1,..., k. For
(S — A2n)yr+1 = yr we thus obtain
0= :clTJyk = :clTJ(S — AMon)Yrt1 = mlTJSka — )\mlTJka
=21 S™ " Jyrs1 — At Tyt
= A tat Ty — At Ty
= (A" = Nt Tyea.
Therefore, again z7 Jyrs+1 = 0 follows whenever \ # )\fl. With the same

reasoning we obtain z% Jyr,1 = 0 for A # A1. In conclusion we have X7 Jy; =
0 for any k = 1,...,p whenever A\; # X # A[ L.

Lemma 1. Let S € M2,(C) be symplectic with A1 € o(S) and let p € C\ {0}
be given. Suppose that S € Ma,(C) has been constructed according to Theorem
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@ Then for any A\ € U(S’) which is neither equal to A1 or A\]* nor equal to p
or p~* the Segre characteristics of A as an eigenvalue of S and S and their
corresponding Jordan chains, respectively, are identical.

Proof. Assume \ € 0(5') is neither equal to A1 or AT' nor equal to p or u™t.

By construction of $ = S+ XRXTJTS, X is an eigenvalue of both S and S
with the same algebraic multiplicities. Whenever y; € C?" is an eigenvector
of S for A it is also an eigenvector of S for A since X7 Jy; = 0, which implies

Syr = Syr + XRX"J"Sy1 = Sy1 —AXRX"Jy1 = Sy1 = Ays. (35)
Next, let y1,...,9, € C*" be a Jordan chain for S and A. Then
(S = A2n)yirr = (S + XRXTT"S)yir1 — Ayisa
= (yi + Ayit1) + XRXT T Syip1 — Adyia
=yi — XRX"J(yi + \yi+1) = i

since X7 Jy, = 0 for any yx, k = 1,...,p, from the Jordan chain. Inductively,

this shows that y1, ..., y, remains to be a Jordan chain of S for A. Therefore,
the Segre characteristic for A of S and S and the corresponding Jordan chains
are the same. O

Next we consider A\; and /\1_1. When S € My, (C) is transformed to
S =S+ XRXTJTS and (one instance of) A, A\]! is replaced by u and
u~ Y, the Segre characteristic of A\; for S is necessarily different from its Segre
characteristic for S due to the eigenvalue modification that has taken place (if
A1 is a simple eigenvalue of S, then it is not even an eigenvalue of S anymore).
However, if the algebraic multiplicity of A1 as an eigenvalue of S is > 2, then
the Segre characteristics of A\; as an eigenvalue of S and S are connected in
an easy fashion (see Theorem (8] below). This is obviously false in the general
context of Rado’s Theorem, where nontrivial Jordan blocks may arise, as the
following counterexample for A = I4 and A=A+ XCT shows:

1 10 2
. 1 0 11 0 0 0 11
A= +00{0010}_

1] o o 1

In this example, the Segre characteristic of 1 € o(A) is ((1,1,1,1)) while it is
((2,1)) for A.

Theorem 8. Let S € Ma,(C) be symplectic with \1 € o(S) and let p €
C\ {0, M\, A\ '} be given. Suppose that S = S + XRXTJTS € M2, (C) has
been constructed according to Theorem[3 Then the following hold:
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(2) If the Segre characteristic of A\1 # £1 as an eigenvalue of S is
((8767'9/6*17“-752551)) (36)

witlﬂ Sk > Sk—1 > -+ > 82 > 81 = 1, then the Segre characteristic of A1
as an eigenvalue of S is ((Sk,Sk_1,...,52)). Moreover, if \i = £1 and
is its Segre characteristic of S with” sy = s1 = 1, then the Segre
characteristic of A\ as an eigenvalue of S is ((Sk, Sk—1,-..,53)).

(ii) Let ¢ o(S). Then the Segre characteristic of i as an eigenvalue of S
is always (1)) if p # p~t. If w = p~ ' its Segre characteristic is ((1,1))
if and only if R = R1 or R = Ra from , otherwise it is ((2)).

Proof. (i) We first assume \; # )\fl. According to the Segre characteristic
((sk,-..,s1)) of Ay € o(S) there are k > 1 Jordan blocks Ly, ..., Ly of sizes
Sky---581. As s1 = 1 let x1 be the corresponding eigenvector. We denote
the generalized eigenvectors corresponding to the ¢-th Jordan block L, by
x‘i},...,xﬁz and set X; = [z} --- xﬁe] and X = [Xo -+ Xj]. Since A\T' €
o(S) has the same Segre characteristic as A1, there are also k Jordan blocks
Gr,...,G1 of S for \[* of sizes sy,...,s1. Let y1, Yo = [yf --- yﬁg} and
Y :=[Ys .- Yi] be defined analogously from the (generalized) eigenvectors
for \T'. We now define the matrix U := [z1 1 X Y| € Manx2,(C). Then
the matrix § = S+ XRXTJTS can be written as

i1 Ti2
21 T22

S=S+[z y»n X V][0 O|X"J"s=5+URX"J"S.
0 0
As SU = UP' for P’ := diag()q,/\l_l,Lg,;.,,Lk,Gg,...~7 Gy) we therefore
obtain SU = SU + URX"J"SU and thus SU = U(P' + RX"J"UP'). Now
set P = [pij]ij ;= P+ RXTJTUP’ and notice that the third to last row of

RXTJTUP' are identically zero (due to the form of 1:2). Therefore, the form
of P can be explicitly determined (with x indicating zero or nonzero entries

"Notice that for Theoremto be applicable to A1 # £1, s;1 = 1 is a necessary condition
according to Theorem@ If Ay = £1, then s; = 1 implies s2 = 1 since then Jordan blocks
of a particular size must appear an even number of times in the Jordan structure of S.
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that are not of further interest):

I )\1(1 + 7‘12) —)\1_17‘11 * * * *
)\17‘22 )\1_1(1 — 7“21) * * * *
0 0 Lo
0
P= . . (37)
Ga
: : 0 ..
L 0 0 Gr |
Now, its is easily seen that Lao,..., Lk, Ga,...,Gi are part of the Jordan

structure of P, hence they also arise in the Jordan structure of S. This shows
that the Segre characterstic of A\; # +1 € o(S) and A\[* € o(9) is both
((Sky Sk—1,...,82)). If A = %1 the proof follows the same lines without the
use of Y. To prove (ii) we note that the upper-left 2 x 2 block of P is exactly
Q from @, hence its eigenvalues are u, ' If o # p~ 1, then Q is semisimple.
Therefore, we obtain the Segre characteristic of u and ' as eigenvalues of
S both as ((1)). On the other hand, if = x ™!, then Q is semisimple if and
only if its minimal polynomial is p(z) = z — u. Now

—A;1T11
AL =7r21) —

M1 4+712) —p
Q) =
p(&) AT

Thus, for p(2) = 0 we must have r11 = r22 = 0 and the only possible choices
for € to be semisimple are R; and R2 from . It is easy to check that in
fact both choices result in p(Q2) = 0. This proves that the Segre characteristic
of 11 as an eigenvalue of S is ((1,1)) if R = Ry, Rz and that it has to be ((2))
otherwise. O

Finally, assume that p was already an eigenvalue of S and Theorem [3|is
applied for A1 € ¢(S). Then the arguments of the proof of Lemma [1| apply to
1 (as an ’old’ eigenvalue of S) as well as the result from Theorem [8| (i¢) (for
1 as the 'new’ eigenvalue appearing in the spectrum of S') Thus, the Segre
characteristic of y € U(S’) is its old Segre characteristic from S extended by
one of the cases described in Theorem [8] (i7).

As another consequence of Theorem @ it follows that, if A\; is semisimple
for S, then A; remains semisimple for S is case its multiplicity was > 2.
Moreover, assume the symplectic matrix S € Mo, (C) is diagonalizable (i.e. all
its eigenvalues are semisimple) and let S be constructed according to Theorem
As a consequence of Lemma [1f and Theorem |8 the diagonalizability of S
can then only be circumvented in case a 2 x 2 Jordan block arises for p = p= 1.

As seen above, a 2 x 2 Jordan block for p will arise if R is different from R;
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and Rz.AIn other words, if R; or Rz from are chosen in Theorem |3 the
matrix S will be semisimple in case S was. In fact, this is the only situation
in which S and § are simultaneously diagonalizable since the simultaneous
diagonalizability of S and $ is only possible if S and S commute. According
to Theorem [7] this is the case if and only if R = Ry, Ry are chosen. We
summarize this result in the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Let S € My, (C) be symplectic with A1 € o(S) and let p €
C\ {0, A1, A7t} be given. Suppose that S = S+ XRXTJTS € Ma,(C) has
been constructed according to Theorem |3 and that S is semisimple. Then S is
semisimple if and only if R = Ry or R = Ry for one of the matrices in .
Moreover, in this case, S and S are simultaneously diagonalizable.

Example 2] below shows how the simultaneous diagonalization looks like if
Ry or R are used to construct S.

Example 2. Whenever T~'ST = diag(A,A™") with T = [ 21 Y 22 Z] €
M3, (C) and Y, Z € My, »(n—1)(C) and A = diag(A1,..., ), then for S; =
S+ XR; X" J"S with Ry, Ry from we have

15 A 15 A
T7'8T = [ ! Afl} , and T 'ST = [ 2 A;l}
where A1 = diag(p, A2, ..., An) and Ag = diag(u™", X2, . .., An). In fact, for S
being diagonal, R; and Rs are the only possible choice such that S is diagonal,
too.

4.3. A NOTE ON CONDITION NUMBERS

We conclude this section with a result on eigenvalue condition numbers. It
is a surprising fact, that we can apply Theorem [3] to a symplectic matrix
S € M, (C) without changing any eigenvalue condition number (for simple
eigenvalues) at all. For Rado’s theorem this is not true: an unstructured
application of Theorem [2| typically changes all eigenvalue condition numbers,
even those of eigenvalues that remain unchanged. The main result on the
behavior of condition numbers is stated in Theorem @ For its proof, we need
the following well-known fact that we state without proof in Lemma[2]

Lemma 2. Let A € M, (C) and suppose x is a right eigenvector of A for A
(i.e. Az = Xx) and y is a left eigenvector of A for p (i.e. y* A = py™). Then
vz =0if X # pu.

Theorem 9. Let S € M2, (C) be symplectic with eigenvalues i, \T", Xa, Ay,
vy A, ARt and let o€ C\ {0} with p ¢ o(S) be given. Assume that A1 is
stmple and let S =S84+XRXTJTS be constructed according to Theorem@ 50

that p, 1", Ao, A;l, O An ARt are the eigenvalues of S. Then the following
holds:
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(i) If v is a simple eigenvalue of S, p# v # u™*, then k(S,v) = (S, v).
(it) For R = Ri1, where R is the matriz given in , it holds that
K(gzu) :K(S7A1) and ’{(S,M_l) :K’(SvAl_l)'

Proof. (i) Under the assumption p~* # v # p and the simplicity of A1, it
follows that v = A; or v = /\j_1 for some j = 2,...,n. Assume w.l.0.g. that
v = Xz and let 41 € C?" be some corresponding eigenvector of S. According to
Lemma S'yl = )\le holds. Next suppose z1 € C2" is some left eigenvector
of S for )\2, ie. 215 = Xazfl. Then

zqu—zl (S+XRX J S)—215 )\221

as 20X =0 according to Lemma l Thus the left and right eigenvectors for
A2 of S and S coincide, which directly 1mphes (S, A2) = K(S, A2).

(#¢) Now assume R = R for Ry in and suppose v = p. The condition
ué¢ o(S) 1rnphes 1 to be simple for S. If x1, 72 € C*™ are eigenvectors of S
for A1 and )\1 , respectively, then one directly obtains

Szy = Sz1 + XRXTJ Sz = Miw1 — MXRX " Jz1 = Miw1 — M XR {_OJ

=A(l+r2)zr =M -1+ )\fl(u —A))zr =AM+ p— M)z = pxa

(similarly, Sz = plas follows). Analogously we have z3 JTS = pxd J7,
which follows from z3 J7S = M\jz3 J7 (see (L (I8)). Thus, the left and right
eigenvectors of S for A\; and those of S for i coincide and the statement
follows. The proof is analogous for v = ™ . O

Remark 2. One can proceed as in the above proof to see that, if R = Rs is
used,

k(S 1) = k(S A7) and k(S p") = K(S,A\1).

In fact, it is easy to show that now Szy = wtzy and Sy = pax2 hold.

5. EXPERIMENTS

To perform numerical experiments in MATLAB R2021b, we used the code
available in [§]. To obtain symplectic matrices S € Mago(C), a symplectic
matrix S’ € Mago(C) constructed from [8], was modified as

-1 D, =di ey ,
S = [Dl } s’ {DZ _1} ,  where ! ?ag(al @100) (38)
Dl D2 D2 = dlag(ﬁl, ey ,6100)

and «;, 8; are random numbers: rand(1) + li*rand(1). Compared to S’, S
has a more widespread spectrum ranging in magnitude from about 1072 to
10%.
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Figure 1: The plots show the effect of an eigenvalues modification when
A1 € o(S) undergoes a relative change of |Ai|. Fifty experiments have
been performed with S € Mag(C). The plots show the use of S5 =
(I2n + XR1XTJT)S for Ry in 7 the coarse bound in (left plot), the
upper and lower bounds from Theorem [5| (right plot) and the relative change
in the eigenvalue |A1 — p|/[A1].

In Figure [1} 50 examples are shown where a randomly selected eigenvalue
A1 of S has been changed to p = Ai(1 + vz), where z € C is a random
complex number with |z| = 1 and v = |A1]. Therefore, |p — A1|/|A1] = |A1].
The plot shows the relative change ||S — S1||r/||S|#, the coarse bound in
, the upper and lower bounds from Theorem [5| and the relative change
in the eigenvalue |[A\1 — p|/|A1]. The plots show clearly that the bounds from
Theorem [5| are significantly sharper than the bound from . If Ro is used
instead of R; the plots do not alter essentially.

The most significant difference between using SH and S’z can be seen when
an eigenvalue is subject to a small or large relative change compared to its
absolute value. This is shown in Figure [2] where the experimental set-up is
the same as before but now v = 107%|A1| (left plot) and v = 10*| 1| (right
plot) are chosen. Both plots show the relative change ||S — S;||r/||S|# for
j = 1,2 and the relative change in the eigenvalue | A1 — p|/|A1]. It is seen that
for a small change in the eigenvalue A1, the relative change ||S — S1||#/||S] #
is significantly smaller than ||S — Sa|#/||S||. However, when A; undergoes
a large change, then there is no big difference in using R; or Rs.

In Figurewe show the use of matrices R different from R; and Rs in .
To this end, we fix a symplectic matrix S € M2po(C) and an eigenvalue A1 of
S that is to be modified by a relativ change of |A1|. We consider a mesh grid
on [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] with 150 discretization points in each direction. Each point
(z;,yr) is associated with the complex number ¢; := z; + 1y, from which we
made up r11 = ro2 = \/Cik- The values for r12 and r21 are found according

to (20) and (21) so that we obtain two different matrices Ry = R(m,ri1,7r22)
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Figure 2: The plots show the effect of an eigenvalues modification when \; €
o(S) undergoes a relative change of 0.001 - [A1| (left plot) and 1000 - |Aq]
(right plot). Fifty experiments have been performed with S € Mago(C). The
plots show the use of Sy and S» and the relative change in the eigenvalue

[Ar = pl/[Aal-

and Ry = R(n2,711,722). The matrices Sj = (I2n + XRjXTJT)S, j=1,2,
where constructed and in Figure [3[the minimum of ||S — S;||/||S||# is shown
for each point ¢;i € [—1,1] x [-1,1]. The plot indicates that the minimum
numerically found among all values ||S — S;||r/||S||F is attained for cjx = 0,
i.e. 711 = re2 = 0. Thus, the minimum is obtained for one of the matrices
R in . In most examples that have been considered a plot similar to the
one in Figure 3] arose. However, seldom the numerical minimum was detected
somewhere near c;r = 0.

6. SYMPLECTIC MATRIX PENCILS

In this section we analyse the eigenvalue modification problem of Section []
for symplectic matrix pencils. We call a matrix pencil P(A\) = A — AB,
A, B € M3, (C) symplectic (see [6, Sec.2.1.1]) if it holds that

AJAT = BJB". (39)

From it follows that for a symplectic pencil P(A\) = A — AB either A
and B are both regular or singular, cf. [6] Sec.2]. A scalar v € C is called
an eigenvalue of P()\) if there exists some nonzero x € C*™ with P(v)z = 0,
iie. Az = vBz [2] Sec.2]. Eigenvalues of symplectic pencils also arise in
pairs (v,v") [6]. In particular, if A and B are singular, it is also possible to
have v = 0 as an eigenvalue of P(\) which implies that A™! = oo is also an
eigenvalue of P()) (see, e.g., [5] for more information on the finite and infinite
eigenstructure of matrix pencils). In the following, we focus on symplectic
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Figure 3: The plot shows the minimum of ||S — S;||r/||S|| for j = 1,2 on the
square [—1,1] x [—1,1] with 150 discretization points in each direction. The
minimum on the grid is attained for ¢;, = 0, i.e. 711 = 722 = 0. For random
experiments the plots always look similar to the plot shown above. Notice
that the surface has a sharp edge which arises due to the complex square root
that has to be computed.

pencils P(A) = A — AB where both A and B are regular. Thus, P(\) has
neither the eigenvalue zero nor the eigenvalue infinity.

In general, for an arbitrary matrix pencil P(A\) = A—AB, A, B € M,,(C),
where B is nonsingular, we can easily derive an adapted version of Rado’s
theorem.

Theorem 10. Let P(A) = A— AB, A,B € M,(C) and B nonsingular, be
a matrix pencil with eigenvalues \1,..., A, € C. Let x1,...,2 € C" be
eigenvectors for Ai,..., A\, such that rank(X) =k for X = [z1 22 -+ x| €
M, xx(C). Furthermore, let C € M, x(C) be arbitrary. Then the matriz
pencil

P(\) = (A+ BXC") - AB

has the eigenvalues i1, ..., i, Ak+1,---5An, where wi,...,ur are the eigen-
values of the matriz A + CT X with A = diag(\1,. .., Ax).

Proof. As B"'P(\) = B™'A — M, the eigenvalues of P()\) coincide with
those of the matrix M := B~*A € Ma,(C). In particular, P()\) does not have
A = oo as an eigenvalue. Assume that AX = BXA with A = diag(A1,..., Ax)
we obtain B~1AX = XA and Theoremimplies that M := B"'A+XC” has

the eigenvalues pi1, ..., puk, ’\A’““’ ey An, where p1,. -, Mk are the eigenvalues
of the matrix A+CT X. As M and the matrix pencil P(\) = (A+BXCT)-\B
have the same eigenvalues, the statement follows. (I
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Now let P(A) = A — AB be a symplectic matrix pencil according to (39)
with nonsingular A, B and eigenvalues A1, )\fl, co A An . We set

P(\) :=(A+BXC") - \B

and intend to determine C' € Ma,x2(C) such that P()) is again symplectic
and has the eigenvalues u,ufl,)\g,kz_l, oo A, At for a given value p €
C\ {0}. A direct calculation reveals that is equivalent to B~'A being
a symplectic matrix, i.e. JT(B7'A)TJ = (B~'A)"!. Thus, Theorem can
be applied to the matrix S := B~ A that has the same eigenvalues as P()).
Now suppose

AX = BX [/\1 /\,1] . X =[z1 22] € Manx2(C),

1

ie. x1,x2 € C?" are generalized eigenvectors for A\; and )\fl, respectively.
Furthermore, assume a:lTng # 0. Then

S:=B'A+ xXRxTJTB A

is symplectic with eigenvalues p, p= ", Az, )\gl, o3 An, An ! provided that R is
chosen according to the conditions in Theorem for p. Then, the matrix
pencil P()) := B(S — M2,), ie.

P(\) = (A+ BXRX"J"B™'A) — AB, (40)

has the same eigenvalues as S [5} Sec.3.1]. In fact, P()) is again a symplectic
pencil. To show this, we have to check that

(A+BXRXTJ"B'A)J(A+ BXRX"J"B'A)" = BJB"
holds. To this end, it only remains to prove that
AJ(BXRXTJ"B'A)" + (BXRXTJTB ' A)JA"

(41)

+ (BXRXTJTB'A)J(BXRXTJ"B ' A)" =0
since AJAT = BJBT holds by assumption. Using this relation, simplifies
to

~BXR"X"B" + BXRX"B" + BXRJ,R"X"B" =0

which can be rewritten as BX (R —RT + RJgRT)XTBT =0. Asin Section
this relation holds if and only if R— RT + RJ>RT = 0. As for any R € My (©
we have RLoR" = RT 3R, it follows that the condition R — R” + RJRT =0
is equivalent to @ Therefore, since R was constructed according to
S0 that R — RT + RTJ,R = 0 holds, this finally s}lows thatA (41) is true, so
P(A) is symplectic. As already mentioned above, P()\) and S have the same
eigenvalues, so the eigenvalues of P(\) are u, p™ Ao, Ag ooy A, ARt
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Notice that IS(A) in can be rewritten in various ways, e.g.

P(\) = (A+BXRX"B"A™"J") - \B (42)
= (A+BXRX"B"J"A) - 2B (43)
using the relation JTB™'A = BT A~TJ7 that follows from B~* A being sym-
plectic in and A~" = JTAJ in [ @3). Using X"B" = A7' X" A" and

exchanging X” BT with A™'XT AT in (42) yields

P(\) = (A+BXRA'XTATA™TJTY — B
-1
_ (A + BXR [Al \ ] XTJT) _)B. (44)
1

which is an expression for I:’()\) similar to . We conclude our finding in
the following theorem.

Theorem 11. Let P(A\) = A — AB, A,B € M3,(C) nonsingular, be a
symplectic pencil with eigenvalues Al,)\fl, A2, A;l, A ARt € C and let
u € C\ {0} be given. Let x1,x2 € C*™ be eigenvectors for A1 and A\['*, respec-
tively, normalized such that XT Jon X = Jo for X = [ 21 2 | € M2, (C) and
setd:= (u+p') — (M +ATY). Then the matriz pencil

P(\) = (A + BXR Pfl AJ XTJ) _ B (45)

is again symplectic and has the eigenvalues p, ufl,)\%)\;l, A AR pro-
vided that R = [ri;];; € M2(C) is chosen such that and hold.
Regarding P()) in (40), let P(\) = A—AB with A = A+BXRX"J"B~'A
and B = B. Then certainly |B — B||/||B|| = 0 while
[
A
where x(B) = ||B||||B™"| is the condition number of the matrix B. Thus,
using Theorem [5| we may immediately bound ||A — A||/||A||. Furthermore,

from the form of P()) in ({45), statements similar to those in Section can
directly be derived.

< w(B)|IRIIX]?,

7. SUMMARY

In this work we showed how to modify a pair of eigenvalues A, 1/\ of a sym-
plectic matrix S to desired target values p, 1/u for a symplecitc matrix Sin a
structure-preserving way. Universal bounds on the relative distance between
S and S with modified spectrum were given. The eigenvalues Segre charac-
teristics of S were related to those of S and some statements on eigenvalue
condition numbers have been derived. The main results have been extended
to matrix pencils.
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