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Abstract

Dual quaternion/complex matrices have important applications in brain science and
multi-agent formation control. In this paper, we first study some basic properties of
determinants of dual complex matrices, including Sturm theorem and Bloomfield-Watson
inequality for dual complex matrices. Then, we show that every eigenvalue of a dual
complex matrix must be the root of the characteristic polynomial of this matrix. With
the help of the determinants of dual complex matrices, we introduce the concept of quasi-
determinants of dual quaternion matrices, and show that every right eigenvalue of a dual
quaternion matrix must be the root of the quasi-characteristic polynomial of this matrix,
as well as the quasi-determinant of a dual quaternion Hermitian matrix is equivalent to
the product of the square of the magnitudes of all eigenvalues. Our results are helpful for

the further study of dual quaternion matrix theory, and their applications.

Key words. Dual complex matrix, dual quaternion matrix, right eigenvalue, quasi-

determinant, quasi-characteristic polynomial, Bloomfield-Watson inequality.

1 Introduction

Dual numbers, dual complex numbers, dual quaternions, their vectors and matrices, as well as
their applications have a long history. Dual numbers were introduced by Clifford [9] in 1873,
then E. Study [32] applied dual numbers to measure the relative position of skew lines in three-

dimensional space and defined a dual angle, whose standard and infinitesimal parts represent
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the angle and distance between lines, respectively. These started the study and applications of
dual number algebra in kinematics, dynamics and robotics [1, 2, 11, 12, 21, 22, 34, 35]. Later,
dual complex numbers, as a generalization of dual numbers, have found applications in spatial
mechanisms [7, 8]. Recently, dual complex matrices and their singular value decomposition
theory have found applications in brain science [27, 38]. It is worth pointing out that, because
dual quaternions can be used to represent coordinately a combination of rigid body’s rotation
and displacement, during the past decades, they have fruitful applications in engineering fields,
such as 3D computer graphics, robotics control and computer vision [4, 6, 10, 19, 20, 23, 33,
36, 37]. More recently, the eigenvalue theory of dual quaternion matrices have also found
applications in hand-eye calibration and multi-agent formation control, see [5, 26, 29].

With the increasingly widespread application of dual quaternion matrices in engineering
fields, research on related algebraic fundamental theories and computational methods has re-
ceived increasing attention. Qi et al [25] introduced a total order for dual numbers, and extended
I-norm, oo-norm, and 2-norm to dual quaternion vectors. In [28], it was shown an m x m dual
quaternion Hermitian matrix has exactly m eigenvalues, which are all dual numbers. Singular
value decomposition of qual quaternion matrices was also established in [28]. Ling et al [15]
further studied the minimax principle and Weyl’s type monotonicity inequality for singular
values of dual quaternion matrices, as well as the polar decomposition and best low-rank ap-
proximations for dual quaternion matrices. In [17], Ling et al presented the minimax principle
for eigenvalues of dual quaternion Hermitian matrices and Fan-Hoffman inequality for singular
values of dual quaternion matrices, and studied the generalized inverses of dual quaternion
matrices. In [16], von Neumann type trace inequality and Hoffman-Wielandt type inequality
for general dual quaternion matrices were established. Qi et al [24] studied the Jordan form of
dual complex matrices with diagonalizable standard part, and the Jordan form of dual complex
matrices with a Jordan block standard part. Based on these, the authors further proposed a
description of the eigenvalues of a general square dual complex matrix in [24]. In [26], Qi et
al introduced the determinant, the characteristic polynomial and the supplement matrices for
dual Hermitian matrices, and presented a practical method for computing eigenvalues of dual
Hermitian matrices.

Determinant is an important concept and tool in linear algebra, which can be used to study
the linear equation systems, the eigenvalues and the subspace theory of matrices. Due to the
noncommutative multiplication of dual quaternions, the study on the determinant theory of dual
quaternion matrices is very difficult [14, 18, 31]. In this paper, we first study the determinant
properties of dual complex matrices, and then introduce the concept of quasi-determinant of
dual quaternion matrices. Based upon these, the relationship between the right eigenvalues of
dual quaternion matrices and their quasi-characteristic polynomials are studied.

Our paper consists of six sections. In Section 2, we first present some preliminary knowledge
on quaternions, dual numbers, dual quaternions, and dual quaternion matrices. Then, in Sec-

tion 3, we introduce the concept of determinant of dual complex matrices, and study some basic
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properties of the determinant of dual complex matrices. In Section 4, we first study the rela-
tionship between the eigenvalues of dual complex matrices and their characteristic polynomials.
Then we show that, the eigenvalue of a dual complex matrix must be the root of the character-
istic polynomial of this matrix, however, a characteristic root of a dual number matrix may not
necessarily be its eigenvalue. With help of the singular value decomposition of dual complex
matrices and the minimax principle of dual complex Hermitian matrices, we also obtain several
important properties of the determinant of dual complex matrices, including the important
Bloomfield-Watson inequality. After introducing the concept of the quasi-determinant of dual
quaternion matrices, in Section 5, we show that the right eigenvalue of a dual quaternion matrix
must be the root of the quasi-characteristic polynomial of this matrix. Furthermore, we also
show that the determinant of a dual quaternion Hermitian matrix is equivalent to the product
of the square of the magnitudes of all eigenvalues. Finally, we complete this paper by making

some final remarks in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Quaternions

Let R denote the field of the real numbers, and denote by Q the four-dimensional vector space
of the quaternions over R. A quaternion ¢ € QQ has the form ¢ = gy + q1i + ¢2j + g3k, where
90, q1, G2, q3 € R, i,j and k are three imaginary units of quaternions, satisfying i? = j? = k? =
ijk = —1,1ij = —ji = k, jk = —kj =i, ki = —ik = j. The real part of ¢ is Re(q) := qo, the
imaginary part of ¢ is Im(q) := 11 + ¢2j + g3k, the conjugate of ¢ is ¢ := qo — 11 — ¢2j — g3k,

and the norm of ¢ is |q| := /3¢ = /@ + ¢} + @& + ¢3. A quaternion is called imaginary if its
real part is zero. It is obvious that, if g5 = g3 = 0, then ¢ is a complex number; if Im(q) = 0,
ie.,, 1 = ¢ = q3 = 0, then ¢ is a real number. The field of complex numbers is denoted by C.
It is obvious that R € C C Q. The multiplication of quaternions satisfies the distribution law,

but is noncommutative.

2.2 Dual numbers

The set of dual numbers is denoted by R. A dual number q € R has the form a = (st + Qin€,
where ae,ai, € R, and € is the infinitesimal unit, satisfying €2 = 0 but € # 0. We call ag
the standard part of a, and a;, the infinitesimal part of a. If ass # 0, then we say that a is
appreciable, otherwise, we say that a is infinitesimal. The infinitesimal unit € is commutative
in multiplication with real numbers.

In [25], a total order was introduced for dual numbers. Suppose a = ag;+ Gin€, b = bg; + bine €
R. We have b < a if bst < ast, Or by = as; and by, < a;i,. It is obvious that b = a, if and only if

bst = ast and by, = a;,. Thus, if a > 0, we say that a is a positive dual number; and if a > 0, we



say that a is a nonnegative dual number. Denote the set of nonnegative dual numbers by ]§+,

and the set of positive dual numbers by I@++.
The absolute value [25] of a € R is defined by

‘CL| — { ‘ast| + Sgn(ast)aine, if At # O’

|ain e, otherwise,

where for any u € R,
1,if u >0,
sgn(u) = 0, if u =0,
—1,if u < 0.

For given a = ag + ajne, b = bs + bine € ]1/\%, we define

a+b= Qst + bst + (ain + bin)Ea ab = astbst + (astbin + ainbst)e- (2)

1

If a is appreciable, then a is nonsingular and a™' = ag' — ag aine, which satisfies aa™' = 1. If

a is infinitesimal, then a is not nonsingular. Furthermore, for any positive integer k, we have

a® = al + kaf agne. (3)

If @ is appreciable, then k in (3) can be taken as a negative integer.

Proposition 2.1. [25] Suppose a,b € @+. Then, we have ab € I@+.

2.3 Dual quaternions and dual quaternion matrices

Denote by @ the set of dual quaternions. A dual quaternion ¢ has the form ¢ = ¢y + g€,
where ¢y, gin € Q are the standard part and the infinitesimal part of ¢, respectively. If gy # 0,
then we say that ¢ is appreciable, otherwise, we say that ¢ is infinitesimal. The conjugate of
q = Qs + Gin€ 1S ¢ = Gt + Gin€. See [3, 6, 13]. We can derive that ¢ is invertible if and only if

U= it — ¢ gngie. If gst, g € C, we say that ¢ is

q is appreciable. In this case, we have ¢~
a dual complex number. The set of dual complex numbers is denoted by C. It is obvious that
RcCc @ The magnitude of ¢ € @ is defined as

(QStQin + C]in@[st)‘57 lf Gst # O,
2‘Qst‘

|gin €, otherwise,

‘QSt‘ +

lal = (4)

which is a dual number.

Denote by @mxn the set of m x n dual quaternion matrices. Then A € @an can be
written as A = Ay + A€, where Ay, Ay, € Q™ ™ are the standard part and the infinitesimal
part of A, respectively. If Ay # O, we say that A is appreciable, otherwise, we say that

A is infinitesimal. It is obvious that when n = 1, dual quaternion matrix A reduces to the
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dual quaternion column vector with m components. In this case, @m“ is abbreviated as @m.
For given u = (uy,us,...,uy) and v = (v, vs,...,0,)" in @m, denote by (u,v) the dual
quaternion-valued inner product, i.e., (u,v) = > ", %u;. Accordingly, the orthogonality and
orthonormality of vectors in @m can be defined similarly to vectors in Q™. Denote by [0] the
set of all infinitesimal vectors in @m. For given A = Ay + Ajne = (a;j) € @mxn’ the Frobenius

norm of A, which is a dual number, is defined by

Z Z ‘CL@']'|2, if ASt 7£ 07 (5)

i=1 j=1

Al =

| Ainl| 7€, otherwise.

For given A € @mxn’ the transpose of A is denoted as AT = (a;;), the conjugate of A is
denoted as A = (a;;), and the conjugate transpose of A is denoted as A* = (a;) = AT. It is
obvious that AT = Al + Al e, A = Ay + Ajpe and A* = A%, + A% e. A square matrix A € Qmxm
is called nonsingular (invertible) if AB = BA = I,,, for some B € Q™™ 1In this case, we
denote A™! = B, and have

At = A - AT AGAL e (6)
A square matrix A € @me is called normal if AA* = A*A, Hermitian if A* = A, and unitary if
A satisfies A*A = I,,,. Similarly, we say that A € C™<* (k < 'm) is partially unitary, if A satisfies
A*A = I;,. We have (AB)™! = B"'A7! if A and B are nonsingular, and (A*)™' = (A~1)* if A
is nonsingular. It is easy to see that a square matrix U = [uy, uy, ..., u,,] € @me is unitary
if and only if {uy,uy,...,u,,} form an orthonormal basis of @m, i.e., it is orthonormal and
any vector x in @m can be written as x = Zznzl u;c; for some aq, g, ..., q,, € @ A dual
quaternion Hermitian matrix A € @me is called positive semidefinite if x' Ax > 0 for any
X € @m; A is called positive definite if for any x € C™ with x being appreciable, we have
x*Ax > 0 and is appreciable. For given A, B € @me’ if there is an m x m invertible matrix
Pe @me such that A = P~'BP, then we say that A and B are similar, and denote A ~ B.

Proposition 2.2. (Corollary 3.10 in [15]) Suppose that U € @ka 18 partially unitary, k < m.
Then there is a 'V € @mx(m*k) such that (U, V) € @me 1S unitary.

Theorem 2.3. [28] For given A € @mm; there exists a unitary matrizx U € @me and a

unitary matriz V. € @"Xn, such that

by
a=v( 9 v (™)
O O mXxn

where X4 € @SXS is a diagonal matriz, taking the form ¥y = diag(oy,..., 00, ...,04), 1 < 5 <
t :=min{m,n}, o1 > 09 > ... > 0, are positive appreciable dual numbers, and .1 > 0pio >
... > 04 are positive infinitesimal dual numbers. Counting possible multiplicities of the diagonal

entries, the form g4 is unique.



In Theorem 2.3, the dual numbers oy, - - , 05 and possibly 04,1 =--- =0, =0, if s < ¢, are
called the singular values of A, the integer s is called the rank of A, and the integer r is called
the appreciable rank of A. We denote the rank of A by rank(A), and the appreciable rank of
A by Arank(A).

3 Determinant of dual complex matrices

Denote by C™*™ the set of m xn dual complex matrices. Due to the commutative multiplication
of dual complex numbers, we present the following definition of the determinant of dual complex

matrices.

Definition 3.1. Let A = (a;;) € Cm™* ™. The determinant of A is defined by

det[A] _ Z (_1)T(j17j27---7jm)a1j1a2j2 s
(J1,925-+55m)
where the summation, of m! terms, being extended over all permutations (1,72, ..., Jm) of
column indexes of the elements a;;, and 7(j1, ja,. .., Jm) represents the number of the reverse
order pairs of the permutation (ji, jo, - - -, Jjm)-

From Definition 3.1, it is obvious that det[A] = det[A], and det[A] = []", a; for any given
diagonal matrix A = diag(ai1, as, ..., Gmm) € Cmxm, Moreover, due to the commutativity and

distributive law of the multiplication of dual complex numbers, by Definition 3.1, we have

Property 3.2. Let A = (ay;...;a;...;a5...;a,) € Cm™ ™ with i < J and ay, being the k-th
row of A fork=1,2,...,m, we have
(a) det[AT] = det[A];

(b) det[B] = —det[A], where B = (ay;...;8;-1;8); @415« - - &j—13 A} Q415 . - - &)
(c) det[B] = adet[A], where B = (ay;...;a;_1; qa; aiy1;. .. ay) and o € C;
(d) det[B] = det[A], where B = (ay;...;a;;...;a;_1;a; + 0a;;a41;...;2,) and o € @;
(e) det[C] = det[A] + det[B], where
B = (al; .. .;ai,l;bi;aiﬂ; .. ,am) and C = (al; REY s VIS [NE < ¥ —|—bi;ai+1; .. ,am)

Similar to the determinant of the sum of two complex square matrices, we also have the

following expansion formula.



Proposition 3.3. Let A, B € C™ ™ It holds that

det[A + B

—detfA]+ Y Y det[AC<jl>]det[B(i.1>]

1<iz<m 1<ji<m W)

S S det[Ao ( iz ) det[B < s ) ]+
1<ii<ie<m 1<j1<ja<m J1J2 J1J2
+ 3 ) det[Ac< ?1"'?’”*1 )}det[B( ?1"'?’”*1 )] + det[B],
1

1<i1 <o <lin—1<m 1<j1 <...<Jm_1<m J1 0 Im— J1 Im—1
(8)

where det [D 41 .k )] represents the k-order determinant composed of k* elements at
Jr o Jk
the intersection of rows iy,is,...,4 and columns jy, Jo, . .., Jr in the original order in D, and

det [ﬁc 2.1 B 'ZAk } represents the algebraic cofactor of det [D le h ‘Z.k } n D.
JrJk Jr Jk

Proof. It follows from (e) in Property 3.2. O

Proposition 3.4. Let A = A + Aine, where Ag, A, € C™*™. Then we have

det[A] = det[A (Z det[A ) (9)

where
(an)st (a12)st ce (alm)st
(ai711>st (ai712)st ce (aiflm)st
A(Z) = (aﬁ)in (ai2)in s (aim)in ) t=1,2,...,m.
(a'i—l—ll)st (a'i+12)st tet (a'i—f—lm)st
(aml)st (am2)st e (amm)st

PT’OOf. Since Hi@lai - 1_1;11(012‘)&+ ((al)in (a2)st(a3)st e (am)st+(al)st(a2)in(a3)st e (am)st+- ..+
(a1)st(ag)st - - (amq)st(am)in)E for any a; = (a;)se+(a;)ine € Cwithi = 1,2,...,m, by Definition
3.1, it holds that

det[A4]
— Z (—1)7G0d23m) (a1 Yo (@, st - (g, )st
(J1:J25--2Jm)
+ ( Z ( T(]l 3 J2eens Z (],1]1 al 15— )St(aiji)in(ai+1ji+1)st e (a'mjm)st €.
(j17j2 77777 ]m) i=1



From the definition of the determinant of m x m complex matrices, we know that for every
i=1,2,....m,

det[A(D)] = Y (=179 I ay e (@im1g)se(@i)in (@it st (g, st
(120252 Jm)
Consequently, we obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

From (9), we know that, A is invertible if and only if det(Ag) # 0 (i.e., det(A) is appreciable),

which is equivalent to that Ay is invertible.

Proposition 3.5. Let A € C™*™, B € C™", C € C™™ and D € C™". It holds that

det ( A0 ) = det[A]det[B] and det ( A D ) = det[A]det[B].
C B O B

Proof. We only prove the first formula. The second formula can be proved similarly. Write A =
ASt + Am€ Wlth ASt7 Am E (mem, B = BSt _'_ Bm€ Wlth BSt7 Bm E (Can’ and C = CSt _'_ CmG Wlth

A O Ag O
Cy, Cin € C™" Write G = . Then G = Gy + Gine with Gy = * ,Gin =
C B Cst Bt
Ain O o
e Clmtn)x(m+n) By Proposition 3.4, we have
C(in Bin
m+n
det[G] = det[G (Z det|G )
where
Al
G(i) = (i) O ,i=1,2,....m
CYst Bst
and
A
G(i) = o ,O L di=m+1lm+2,...,m+n.
C(i—m) B(i—m)
By well-known matrix theory, we know det[Ge| = det[Ag|det[By], det[G(i)] = det[A(7)]det|Bst]

fori=1,2,...,mand det|G(7)] = det[Ag|det[B(i—m)] for i = m+1,...,m+n. Consequently,

we have

det[G] = det][Ag]det[By] (det st Zdet )] + det[Bg Zdet ]) €

i=1

= (det (Z det[A )e) (det[Bst] + (i det[B(z’)]) e)

= det[A]det[B].

We complete the proof. O



Proposition 3.6. Let C = AB, where A, B € C™*™. It holds that det[C] = det[A]det[B].

A O
Proof. Let D = ( I B ) By Proposition 3.5, it holds that det[D] = det[A]det[B]. More-
: o o -C
over, by (d) in Property 3.2, it is easy to see that det[D] = det[F] where F' = I o |

which can be obtained through elementary row transformations similar to complex determi-
nants. On the other hand, by the definition of det[:], we know that

_ § T(J1:9252JmsJm+15--502m) £ , , A
det[F] - (_1) ( " )flﬂ"'fmmfm-f—ljmﬂ"'f2mj2m'
(J15525-5dmsdm+ 1, 5J2m)
From the special structure of F', we further know
m T(J ) 2505 'm71727"'7m
det[F] = (—1) > (—1)7 Uz 11z Cmn
(J1.925-50m) m+1<41,j2,....jm <2m

Since m + 1 < j1,j0, -+, Jm < 2m, it is obvious that 7(ji,Jjo, .-, Jm; 1,2,...,m) = m? +
T(J1,J25 - - s Jms 1,2, ..., m), which implies that

det[F] = (—1)m+m2 Z (_1)T(j1’j2 """ jm)C1j102j2"'ijm
(jl’jQ’”j’jf”) A
= Y ()OI e ey,
(j17j2 ----- ]m)
= det[C],

where the second equality is due to the fact that m? +m is always even for any positive integer
m. Therefore, we obtain det[C] = det[A]det[B] and complete the proof. O

When A € C™™ is invertible, by Proposition 3.6, it holds that det[A]det[A~] = 1 from
the fact AA™! = I, which implies det[A™!] = (det[A])~!. Moreover, by (3) and (9), we have

det[A™)] = (det[Ax]) ™! — (det[Ay])2 (Z det[A(z’)]) c.

In particular, if A is unitary, i.e., A=t = A*(= A"), then det[A] = (det[AT])~! = (det[A])7?,

which implies det[A]det[A*] = det[A]det[A] = 1, since det[A] = det[A].

Proposition 3.7. Let A € @”X’”, B € @”X", C € C™ qnd D € Cn. If A is invertible,
then it holds that

det < A B ) — det[Aldet[D — CA'B].
C D
Proof. Since

A B\ I O A o) I A-'B
c D) \cAl T O D—-CA'B O I ’

the desired formula follows from Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 3.5. U

9



4 Eigenvalues and characteristic roots of dual number

matrices

Similar to complex matrices, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of dual complex matrices were
introduced, which have applications in brain science [27, 38]. For A € @me’ if there are \ € @,
and x € C™ with x being appreciable, such that Ax = A\x, then we say that \ is an eigenvalue

of A, with x as an associated eigenvector. We have the following propositions and theorem,
which can be found in [24].

Proposition 4.1. Let A, B € Cmxm, If A~ B, i.e., A= P71BP for some invertible matriz
P e C™™ and \ € C is an eigenvalue of A with an eigenvector x € C™. Then X\ is an

eigenvalue of B with an eigenvector Px.

Proposition 4.2. Let A = Ag+ Ajne € @”X’”, and Ast € C be an eigenvalue of As;. Then there
exist \in € C and Xg, Xin € C such that A = A\g + A\in€ is an eigenvalue of A with an eigenvector

X = X + Xin€, if and only if Xs is an eigenvector of As, and
AgXs: € Span(D), (10)

where D = (Ast — AstIm, Xst). If furthermore we have xg & Span(As — Astlpm), then A, hence

A, is unique with such xg. Otherwise, X\, can be any complex number.

Theorem 4.3. Let A = Ay + Ajpe € Cmxm. Suppose that As is diagonalizable, i.e., Ag =
QB«Q~! for some invertible matriz Q@ € C™™, where By = diag(Mstlmys - - - MestLm,) and
sty - - - » \wst € C are distinct complex numbers. Then, A = P~1JyP for some invertible matriz
P ¢ Cmxm. Here, Jy is the Jordan form of A as expressed by Jy = diag()\lstlml + J1€, Aost L, +
Jo€, oo Apstlin, + Jie, ), where J; = diag(Jﬂ()\ilin), Jio(Xigin)s -+ s Jiti()\itiin)) and

Njn 1 - 00
0 Ayin 0 0
Jii(Nijin) = : : : : )
0 0 )\ijin 1
0 0 - 0 Ayn

Myjj XMy

with 221:1 mi; = my; for i =1,...,k. In fact, the matriz A has Zle t; distinct eigenvalues
>\ist+>\ijin€ fO?"i = 1,2,...,]{? (anj = ]_,2,...,752‘.

From Theorem 4.1 in [28], we have the following eigenvalue decomposition theorem of dual

complex Hermitian matrices.

Theorem 4.4. Let A = Ay + Aje € C™*™ be Hermitian. Then there are unitary matrix
U eC™m and a diagonal matriz > € C™™ such that A = UXU*, where

Y= diag(pn + p,1€, oy i1 g € fo 216, e T g, €), (11)
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where g > g > ... > i, are real numbers, p; is a k;-multiple eigenvalue of Ag, prin > ftio >

... > ik, are also real numbers. Counting possible multiplicities p; j, the form X is unique.

From Theorem 4.4, we know that the diagonal elements p; + ;¢ (i = 1,2,...r, j =
1,2,...,k;) in X are exactly all eigenvalues of A. It is obvious that ki + ko + ... + k. = m.
For the sake of simplicity, we write the m eigenvalues of the dual complex Hermitian matrix
A € Cmm ag A1 > Ay > ... > )\, in descending order. By the definition of positive (semi-

)definiteness and Theorem 4.4, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let A € C™ ™ be Hermitian. We have the following conclusions.

(a) If A is positive semidefinite, then PAP* is positive semidefinite for any P € Chxm.

(b) A is positive semidefinite (definite) if and only if its eigenvalues are nonnegative (posi-
tive).

Now we introduce the conception of the characteristic polynomial of dual complex matrices.
For given A = Ag + Ajhe € @me’ define f4 : C—C by

fa(N\) = det[AI — A],

where A = A\g + Aine € C. We call the fa above the characteristic polynomial of A, and call
A= At + Ain€ € C satisfying fa(\) = 0 the characteristic root of A. By Proposition 3.4, we
know that

fa(A) = ga(dat) + (Z det[A(3, A)]) € (12)

where ga(Ast) := det[Ag] — Ag] and

A(i, \)
Ast — (an)st T _(ali—l)st —(au)st _(ali—i—l)st tet _(aflm)st
_<ai711>st o st — (ai71i71>st _<ai71i)st _<ai71i+1)st ce _(aiflm)st
= _(ail)in cee _(aii—l)in Ain — (aii)in _(aii-i-l)in ce _(a'im)in
_(a'i—l—ll)st T _(a'i—l—li—l)st _(a'i—l—li)st Ast — (a'i—i—li—i—l)st tet _(ai—i-lm)st
_(aml)st e _(ami—l)st _(ami)st _(ami—I—l)st e )\st - (amm)st
fori=1,2,...,m. It is obvious that

det[A(i, \)] = Andet[AseLm—1 — (Ai)se] + det[A(3)], (13)
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where A;; is the complementary submatrix of A with respect to a; and

Ali)
Ast — (an)st T _(ali—l)st _(ali)st _(ali—i—l)st T —(alm)st
_(ai—ll)st o Ast — (ai—li—l)st _(ai—li)st _(ai—li-i-l)st T _(a'i—lm)st
= _(ail)in ce _(a'ii—l)in _(a'ii)in _(a'ii—i—l)in cee _(a'im)in
_(aiJrll)st s _<ai+1i71)st _(aiJrli)st Ast — (ai+1i+1)st s _<ai+1m)st
_<am1>st U _<ami71)st _(ami>st _<ami+1>st U )\st - (amm>st

Moreover, it is obvious that f4(\) = 0 if and only if
det[AstI - Ast] = 0
> " det[A(i, A)] =0,
i=1

which is equivalent to, by (13), that

det [)\St[ - Ast] - 0

m

m - 14
)\in Z det [)\stjm—l — (An)st] = — Z det [A(’L)] . ( )

i=1 i=1

It is easy to see that dg:l‘f(i“) = > det [Ast[m,l — (Aii)st}. Hence, (14) can be written as

gA()\st) =0 ( )
dga(Ast) 15

)\in )‘s = 07

d)et (As)

where T(Ag) = Y1 det[A(7)].

Example 4.6. A dual number matriz A, which has no characteristic root at all. Let A =

Age + Aijne, where
11
Ay = and A, = 00 )
0 1 10

Then fa(\) = det[\[—A] = (A\—1)?+2(Ase—1) Aine—e. Consequently, all possible characteristic
roots X\ = Mg + Ain€ of A must satisfy \q = 1. Hence, fa(\) = —e # 0. i.e., A has no

characteristic root at all.

Proposition 4.7. Let A = Ay + Ajne € @me; and A € R be an eigenvalue of Ag. If st is a
single eigenvalue of Ag, then X = gt + \in€ is a characteristic root of A, where X\, is uniquely
determined by Ay, = —T(Ast)/dg:l‘f(i“); If A\ is an eigenvalue of As with algebraic multiplicity
k > 2, then for any b € R, A = \g + be is characteristic root of A.
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Proof. Tf A\ is a single eigenvalue of Ag, then dg:l‘f(i“) # (. Consequently, the first conclusion
comes from (15). If Ay ia an eigenvalue of Ay with algebraic multiplicity & > 2, then we know

that %4l _ Moreover, under the given condition on Ay, we know that rank(Ag! — Ag) =

dAst
m — k < m — 2, which implies rank(A(i)) < m — 1 for every i € [m]. Hence, det[A(i)] = 0 for
every i € [m|. Consequently, the second expression in (15) holds for any A\, = b € R. O

For given A € Cm™m with Ag being diagonalizable, by Theorem 4.3, we have fa(\) =
det[\ — A] = det[\ — Jo] =[], (H?Zl()\ — Aist — Aijin€) ), which mens that the eigenvalues of
A € C™*™ are necessarily the characteristic roots of A. In particular, when A € C™*™ is Hermi-
tian, due to the fact that Ag, is diagonalizable, we know that the eigenvalue set {A1, Ao, ..., Ap}
of A must be a subset of the set composed of characteristic roots of A. The following theorem

indicates that the similar conclusion also holds for general dual complex matrices.

Theorem 4.8. Let A = Ag + Ajne € Cm™ ™. The eigenvalues of A must be the characteristic
roots of A.

Proof. Take any eigenvalue X of A. Denote by U the set of all eigenvectors of A with respect to
X. It is obvious that U is a subspace in C™ with s := dim(U) > 1. Let {uy,...,us} be a basis
of U. Denote U; = (uy,...,u). It is clear that U; € C™<s. By Proposition 3.4 in [15], there
exists a dual number matrix U, € Cm*(m=3) guch that U = (U1, Us) is invertible. It is obvious
that U 'AU = B, where

M, B . R
B = 2 with 312 S Csx(m—s) and B22 c (C(m*S)X(mfs).

By Proposition 3.6 and Proposition 3.5, we know
fa(\) = det|\[ — A] = det[\ — B] = (A — A\)*det[A],,_, — Ba].
Consequently, we obtain the desired conclusion and complete the proof. O

From Propositions 4.7 and Theorem 4.8, we know that, for given A € Cm™*m with Ag having
m distinct eigenvalues, then the eigenvalues of A are exactly the same as its characteristic roots.
The following example shows that a characteristic root of a general dual number matrix A may

not necessarily be the eigenvalue of A.

Example 4.9. Consider A = Ag + Aie € C¥3 with

011 1 00
Aq=11 0 1 and An,=10 1 0
110 0 01

It is easy to see that fa(\) = (A + 1 —€)*(\ — 2 — ¢€), which implies that all A\ = —1 + be are

characteristic roots of A for any b € R. It is obvious that an eigenvector of Ag with respect
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to the eigenvalue Ay = —1 is (—=1,1,0)". We claim that X = —1 + be with b # 1 is not an
eigenvalue of A. In fact, if A = —1+ be is an eigenvalue of A, then the equation Ax = A\x must
have a solution x = (—1,1,0)" + ye, which means (A — A\tl)y = (=b+1,b—1,0)" must have

a solution. By the classical linear equation theory, we know b = 1, which is a contradiction.

By Theorem 4.4 and Proposition 3.6, we know that, when A € C™*m is Hermitian , we have
det[A] = det[USU*] = det[X] = [ [~ Mi, where the second equality is due to det[U]det[U*] = 1
which comes from the unitarity of U. However, for a general A € @”X”, this conclusion does
not hold.

Example 4.10. Consider A = Ag + Ajne with

-1 2 2 1 0 -1
Ag = 3 -1 1 and A,=1] -2 0 3
2 2 -1 2 1 0

It is easy to see that ga(As) = det[Aal — Ag] = (Mt — 3)( A\t + 3)%. Moreover, it is easy
to verify that \y = 3 + (7/6)e is an eigenvalue of A and the corresponding eigenvector is
x=(1,1,1)" —(1/2,5/12,0)"e. However, by a simple computation, we know

det[A(1,M\)] = 49/3, det[A(2,\)] =2, det[A(3,\)] = —55/3,

which implies fa(A1) = 0 by (12). Hence Ay is a characteristic root of A. Moreover, it is
also easy to verify that, for every a € R, Ay = —3 + ae is also an eigenvalue of A and the
corresponding eigenvector is X = (1, —=2,1)" + (=3a — 1,(7/2)a + 1,0)"e. In this case, we call
Ay an eigenvalue of A with appreciable algebraic multiplicity 2. By a simple computation, we

know

det[A(1,\y)] = 2a, det[A(2,X)] =0, det[A(3,)s)] = —2a,

which implies fa(Ag) = 0 by (12). Hence, \s is a characteristic root of A for every a € R.
On the other hand, we have det[A] = 27 + 12¢, and A\ A3 = 27 + (21/2 — 9a — 9b)e, where
A3 = =3+ be for b € R. Hence det[A] # A\ AaAs.

Proposition 4.11. For any given A, B € ((A:mxm, it holds that fap(\) = fea(N).

Proof. By Theorem 2.3, there exist dual complex unitary matrices U,V € @me’ such that

5
A:U< ’ O) v (16)

O O
where ¥ = diag(oy,...,0,,0,41,...,05) € (@SXS, with oy > ... > o, being positive appreciable
dual numbers, and 0,11 > ... > o, being positive infinitesimal dual numbers. Denote

R - dlag(ﬁa ceey \/Ea vV 0r+1in7 sV O sin; Im—s)
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and P = UR and Q=RV™. It is obvious that P, € C™*™ are invertible. Moreover, it is easy
to see that A = PDQ), where D = diag([,, I;_r&, O(m—s)x(m—s)). Consequently, it holds that

AB = PDQBPP™' = PDGP™' and BA=Q 'QBPDQ =Q 'GDQ,

Gu G Gis

where G := QBP = | G91 Ga Gaoz |. By the definition of the characteristic polynomial,
Gs1 Gsa Gss

we have fap(A) = fpa(N) and fpa(N) = fap(A). Moreover, it is not difficult to know that

A, — Gy —Gh )]X“

A) = det
fDG( ) ¢ [< —Gg€ Mg_, — Gae

which implies, together with Propositions 3.6 and 3.7, that

)\[r - Gll ) )])\ms

A) = det
fDG( ) € [( O )\IS—T’ _ G22€ — G21()\Ir —_ Gll)_1G12€

where \ can be selected to be large enough such that (A, — Gy;)~! exists. Similarly, we can

obtain
M, — G @) .
fap(X) = det] ! » JAmS,
O )\Is—r — G22€ — Ggl()\Ir — Gll) G12€
Hence, we know fap(\) = fpa(A) and complete the proof. O

Theorem 4.12. Let A,B € C™™ be Hermitian. If A, B are positive semidefinite, then it
holds that det[A 4+ B] > det[A] + det[B].

Proof. Tt is easy to see that det[A],det[B],det[A + B| € R, since A, B are Hermitian. By
Theorem 4.4, there are unitary matrix U & Cm™m and a diagonal matrix > € Cm™m guch
that B = UXU*, where 3 := diag(A1, A2, ..., A). Notice that \; > 0 for any i = 1,2,...,m,
which from the given condition that B is positive semidefinite. Since U is unitary, we have
det[A+ B] = det[C' + X], where C' = U* AU. Moreover, since ¥ is diagonal, by (8), it holds that

det[C + X]

=det[C]+ > M\ det [AC ( Z:l ) 1+ X Anidet [Ac < e ) |+ (17)

1<ii<m 11 1<i1 <io<m 111

+ > Aiy + o Ay, det [AC ( Z:I B .Z:mil ) } + L5

1<i1<...<tm—-1<m 21 lm—1

A FR,
Since A is positive semidefinite, it is obvious that det [AC ! F ] > 0 for any k£ =

iy
1,2,...,m — 1. Consequently, by (17) and \; > 0 for i = 1,2,...,m, it holds that

det[C + X] > det[C] + [ [ Ai = det[A] + det[B],
=1
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where the inequality comes from Proposition 2.1, and the last equality is due to det[C] = det[A]
and [[;", \; = det[B], which means that the desired result holds, since det[A+ B] = det[C' +X].
We complete the proof. O

A C) o
18 positive

Theorem 4.13. Let A € @mxm, B € C" gnd C € Cm™<m, If D = < o7 B

semidefinite, then we have det[D] < det[A]det|B].

Proof. Since D is positive semidefinite, it is obvious that A, B are positive semidefinite, which
implies det[A] > 0, det[B] > 0 and det[D] > 0. We only need to prove the inequality for
the case D is positive definite. In this case, we know that A is positive definite, which
implies that A~! is also positive definite. Consequently, by Proposition 3.7, it holds that
det[D] = det[A]det[B — CTA1C]. Since CTA7'C is positive semidefinite, by Theorem 4.12,
we know det[B — CTA~1C] < det[B], which implies, together with det[A] > 0, that det[D] <
det[A]det[B]. We complete the proof. O

From Theorem 4.13, by using mathematical induction, we can easily prove that, if

All A12 e Alk
A= A.21 A.22 '. T A2k
Akl Ak2 e Akk

is positive semidefinite, where A (i € [k]) are square, then we have det[A] <[], det[A;]. In

particular, if A = (a;;) € Cmxm s positive semidefinite, then det[A] < ajjas - - G-
Theorem 4.14. For any given A, B € @mxn) it holds that
|det[A*B]|” < det[A* Aldet[B* B],

Proof. We prove this conclusion for two cases: (i) Arank(A) < n, and (ii) Arank(A) = n. When
(i) Arank(A) < n, by Theorem 2.3, there exists a dual complex unitary matrix V' € Cm*™, such

that
2
A*A =V X O vV,
O O nxn

where %, = diag(oy,...,0,,0...,0) with r = Arank(A). Since r < n, we know det[A*A] = 0
from Proposition 3.6. On the other hand, by Theorem 4.8 and Proposition 4.5 in [15], it holds
that Arank(A*B) < Arank(A) < n. Consequently, by applying Theorem 2.3 to A*B, we know
that det[A*B] is infinitesimal, which implies ’det[A*BH2 = 0. Hence, the desired conclusion
holds for the case (i).

Now we prove the conclusion for the case (ii). Denote
A*A B*A
C= :
A*B B*B
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It is obvious that C'is positive semidefinite, which implies det[C] > 0. It is obvious that A*A is
positive definite since Arank(A) = n, which implies that A* A is invertible and the dual number
det[A* A] is positive and appreciable. Tt is easy to verify that

A*A 0 B I 0\ I o\
O B*B—A*B(A*A)'B*A | \ —A*B(4*A)~' I —A*B(A*A)Y T )

Consequently, since C' is positive semidefinite, by (a) in Proposition 4.5, we know that B*B —
A*B(A*A)~'B* A is positive semidefinite, which implies, together with (b) in Proposition 4.5
and Proposition 2.1, that det[B*B — A*B(A*A)"'B*A] > 0. Since B*B — A*B(A*A)"'B*A
and A*B(A*A)~!B*A are positive semidefinite, by Proposition 4.12, we have

det[B*B] > det[B*B — A*B(A*A)~
> det[A"B(A*A)7'B*A]
= det[A*B]det[(A*A)!]det[B* A]
= det[A* B]det[A*B](det[A*A]) !,

'B*A] + det[A*B(A*A)~'B* A]

which implies, together with Proposition 2.1, that }det[A*BH2 < det[A* A]det[B*B], since
det[A* B] = det[A* B]. We obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

Theorem 4.15. [17] Let A € C™ ™ pe Hermitian, and \y > Xy > ... > \,, be eigenvalues of
A. Then for k=2,3,...,m, we have

Ar =  min max x|| 73 (x* Ax), 18
K pe@mx(e-1) xeN(B\[0] Ll ) (18)

and it attains N\, when B = [uy,ug, ..., ux_1]; and for k =1,2,...,m — 1, we have
Am—k = max min ||X|| ?(x* Ax), (19)

CeCmxk xeN(C*)\[0]

and it attains the N\,_x when C = (W i1, Wpn_ja2, - -, Wy, where u; is the ith column of
unitary matriz U in Theorem 4.4. Here, for given W € CP¥4, NW):={z¢€ Ce | Wz = 0}.

From Theorem 4.15, we can obtain the following theorem, which is a dual complex matrix
version of the well-known Sturm Theorem for complex matrices, and can be proven using a

method similar to that used in complex matrix theory.

Theorem 4.16. Let A € C™™ be Hermitian. Then for any k-th order principal submatriz Ay,
of A, it holds that Ny, _i(A) < N(Ag) < Ni(A) for everyi=1,2,... k.

Theorem 4.17. (Bloomfield-Watson inequality) Let A € Cm™ ™ e positive semidefinite, and
k <m. Then for any X € Cmxk satisfying X*X = Iy, it holds that

k k
[T m-rsi(A) < det[X*AX] < H (20)
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Proof. Tt is obvious that A\;(A) > 0 for any ¢ = 1,2,...,m. Moreover, by (a) in Proposition
4.5, we know that X*AX is positive semidefinite. Since det[X*AX]| = Hle Mi(X*AX) and
Ai(X*AX) > 0, to prove (20), we only need to prove A,,—r1i(A) < N(X*AX) < \;(A) for every
i=1,2,...,k By Proposition 2.2, there exists a V € Q™*(™~*) such that Y := (X, V) € Qm*™

is unitary. Denote
V*AX V*AV

A:Y*AY:<XAX XAV>.

Then by Proposition 4.1, we have A\;(A) = X\;(A) for i = 1,2,...,m. Notice that X*AX is the
k-th order principal submatrix of A. By Theorem 4.16, we know

Am—tti(A) = Am—pri(A) < N(XTAX) < Xi(A) = Ai(A)

for every ¢ = 1,2,..., k. Consequently, by Proposition 2.1, we obtain the desired result and
complete the proof. O

5 Quasi-determinant of dual quaternion matrices

Inspired by the work in [30], let us define the map w : Q — C>*2 by

ap+aii  as+asi . . ~ N
w(a) = ( . |, a=ap+ a1i+ asj + ask € Q with ag, ay, as, a3 € R.
—a9 +asl ag — aql

Denote by Z the all 2 x 2 dual complex matrices of the form as follows

Zz{( u_ ?)E@Qw\u,ve(@}.
—0 U

It is easy to verify that Z, + Z5 € Z and Z, 75 € 7Z for any Z,, Zy € 7Z. Furthermore, from the

definition of the map w, it is easy to verify that w is one-to-one and onto map on the set Z.
Proposition 5.1. The map w is a unital isomorphism of@ onto the set Z.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that w(1) = Iy, w(a) = w(a)*, and w(a+0b) = w(a)+w(b) for all a, b € Q.
Moreover, by a direct computation, we know that w(ab) = w(a)w(b) for all a,b € Q. We obtain

the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 5.2. Let a € @ Then a is invertible if and only if w(a) is invertible, and
(w(a))™ =w(a™) € Z.

Proof. Let a = as + aine. It is obvious that w(a) = w(as) + w(ain)e, and w(a) is invertible if
and only if w(as) is invertible, which is equivalent to det(w(as)) # 0. On the other hand, a is
invertible if and only if as # 0, which is equivalent to |as|? # 0. Since det(w(ast)) = |ast|?, we
know that a is invertible if and only if w(a) is invertible. If a is invertible, then from aa™! = 1,

we know w(a)w(a™t) = I, which means that (w(a))™ =w(a™?) € Z. O
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Proposition 5.3. For any a € Q, it holds that 1/2||w(a)||r < |a| < V2|w(a)]|r-

Proof. Let a = ag + aine, it is easy to see that w(a) = w(as) + w(ain)e. If a is appreciable, i.e.,

ast # 0, then w(ag) is invertible. By (5) and a direct calculation, we have

(astain + ainast)

2
wla = \/éa +
lw(a)|l | st N

On the other hand, by (4), we have

(astain + aindst)
2|ag|

lal = las| +

From these, we have 1/2||w(a)|r < |a| < ||w(a)]| ¢

If @ is infinitesimal, i.e., ag = 0, then a = ai,e, and |a| = |ain|e by (4). On the other
hand, since w(a) = w(ai,)e, it holds that ||w(a)||r = [|w(ain)||re by (5). It is easy to see that
|w(ain)|lr = V2|ain|. Consequently, it holds that 1/2||w(a)||r < |a| < |lw(a)||r. We complete
the proof. O

Based upon the map w : Q — C2*2, define the map @ : Q%" — C2™*27 as follows

w(A) = (wlai))isZ

ij=1>

where a;; € Q is the (7,7)th element of A for i = 1,2,...,m,j = 1,2,...,n. From this
definition, we know @(A) = @(Ag) + @(Ain)e when A = Ay + Ajne with Ay, A;, € Qm*",

Proposition 5.4. We have
(a) &(aA + BB) = a®(A) + B@(B) for all A, B € Q™" and o, 8 € R.
(b) &(A*) = (@(A))* for all A € Qm*n.
(c) D(AB) = &(A)@(B) for all A € Qm*? and B € Qr*.
(d) If A € Q™™ is invertible, then W(A) is invertible, and (0(A))™t = 0(A™1).

Proof. The first two conclusions can be proved by the definition of @. Now we prove the
conclusion (c). Let A = (au), B = (byj). Denote C' = (¢;;) = AB, which means that
Cij = > h_y by for any i = 1,2,...,m and j = 1,2,...,n. Consequently, we know that
w(cy;) = >y w(aix)w(by;), which implies, together with the multiplication rules for blocked
matrices, that the conclusion (c) holds. If A € @me is invertible, i.e, there exists A~ € @me
such that AA™! = I,,, then by (c), we have ©(A)(A™) = &(1,,) = I, which means that the
conclusion (d) holds. We complete the proof. O

From Proposition 5.4, Theorem 4.1 in [28] and the definition of @(-), we immediately have
Proposition 5.5. A matriz A € @me 1s hermitian, skewhermitian, unitary, normal, positive

definite, or positive semidefinite, if and only if W(A) is such.
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Proposition 5.6. We have

(a) There exist positive appreciable constants T,k € ]l/é++ such that
T[[w(A)l[r < |Allr < sllw(A)]lr

for every A € @mxn‘
(b) The map & is a unital isomorphism of the set @me onto the subset Z™*™ of @2’”’”2’”,

where Z™™ .= {(Zi;)75_y | Zij € L}

Proof. 1t is obvious that A is appreciable, if and only if ©(A) is appreciable. If A is appreciable,

then o .
TAIZ =D ) Tlagl? and  [@(A))F =D llwlay)ll3-

=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Consequently, it holds that |jw(a;;)||% = 2|a;|* for every i, j, which implies
1/2]@(A)lr < 1Allr < V2]D(A)||r.

If A is infinitesimal, then A = Aj,e and ||A||r = ||Ain||re. In this case, since W(A) = W (A )e,
we know ||0(A)||r = ||@(Ain)||re. Since A, € Qm™*™, by Property 5.3, 1/2]|0(Ain)|lr < [|Ain]lr <
V2||@(Ain)|| 7. We obtain the desired first conclusion.

The second conclusion follows from Proposition 5.1. We complete the proof. O

Proposition 5.7. Let A € Z"™*™ be invertible. Then for any B = (By; Ba;...; By) with
By, Bs, ..., B, €7, the equation AX = B has unite solution in Z™*!.

Proof. Write A = (A;;) with A;; € Z for i,j = 1,2,...,m. Since det[As] # 0 where Ay =
((Ajj)st), we claim that there must be at last one A;; = (Aj)se + (A )in€ in {A11, Aor, ..., A},
such that det[(A;1)s)] # 0. Otherwise, we obtain (A;1)s = O for every ¢ = 1,2,...,m, from
the special structure of (A;1)s. Consequently, it holds that det[Ay] = 0 from A;; = (A;1)ine for
i=1,2,...,m, which is a contradiction. Without loss of generality, we assume det[(A11)s] # 0,
which implies A} exists. Consequently, similar to common block matrices, we apply the block

row transformations to the augmented matrix (A, B) of the equation AX = B, such that all

Asi, ..., Ay in the first block column were transformed into O, i.e.,
Apn Ap Ay - A B
O Ay Ay -+ Ay, By
O Ay A A B,

where Aj; = A;; — Apn At Ay and Bl = B; — Ay A By for i,j = 2,...,m. Due to the special
structure of A;; and B;, it is easy to verify that A;j € Z and B, € Z for i,j = 2,...,m.
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Furthermore, by Proposition 3.5, we have

(Ago)st (Ada)se -+ (Az)st
Al < Al S . A,m <
det[Ay] = det[( Ay )e]det] ( ‘”’f)t ( 3:3” ) ( ” ) ] #40,
(Amo)st (Ana)se -+ (Anm)st
(Agp)st (Azg)st -+ (Agp)st
A S Al 5 R A,m S
which implies det| ( 32) v 33) ' _ ( 7 Ju | # 0. From this and the special struc-
(Am)st (Ala)se -+ (A)st
ture of (Al,)s, where i = 2,3,...,m, we further claim that there must be at last one A,

in {A)y, ALy, ..., Al 5}, such that det[(Al,)s)] # 0. Without loss of generality, we assume
det[(A)y)st)] # 0, which implies A’ is invertible. Consequently, similar to the above process,

we have
A A A o A B An O A,1/3 Alllm Bil
O Ay Ay - Ay, B O Ay A3 -+ Ay, By
O Ay Ay - Ay, By | = | O O Ay - Ay, By |,
O AL, Ay - AL, B, O O A - AL, By
where AY; = Alj—Alz(A’QQ)_lA’Qj €L, Al = Agj—AQQ(A’QQ)_lA’zj €7, B} = Bi—A;y(Ay) 1B, €
(Agg)se - (Agp)st
Z,and B! = B/—AnAy, By € Zfori, j =3,...,m. Since det] : : | #0,
(Ama)se -+ (st
by continuously implementing block row transformations, we finally have
An O Ay - AY, BY An,. O O -~ O By
o A, Ay, --- A} BJ o A, O --- O B
o O Ay -+ AL Bl | —-.-..— o o A --- O B |,
0o 0 A, Al B o o o ... A' B
where Ayp, A, and all A?, (i = 3,...,m) are invertible. It is easy to see that the resulting

augmented matrix corresponds to the following matrix equation

A11X1 — Bi’

A Xy = BY

AlX; =Bl i=3,...,m,
which has the same solution to AX = B. Hence, we obtain X; = A'BY, Xy = (A4,,)"'BY
and X; = (A%)"'B" for i = 3,...,m. Finally, due to the fact that A}, BY, (A%)~', B! € Z for
1=2,...,m, we know X; € Zfori=1,2,...,m. O
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Based on dual complex matrix representations of dual quaternion matrices, we define the

quasi-determinant of A € @me as follows:
det,(A) := det(@(A)),

where in the right-hand side we use the standard determinant definition for the determinant of
2m x 2m dual complex matrices.

From this definition, we know det,(a) = |a|* for all o« € Q, which means that det, (o) = 0 for
any infinitesimal dual quaternion a. More general, if some row or column of A is infinitesimal,
then we have det,(A) = 0.

Proposition 5.8. Let A € @mx’”, B e @"X", C e @"Xm and D € @mm_ It holds that

A O A D
det, < o B ) = det,[A]det,[B] and det, < 0 B ) = det,[A]det,[B].

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 3.5 and the definition of det,(-). U
Proposition 5.9. Let C = AB, where A, B € Q™*™. Then it holds that det,[C] = det,[A]det,[B].
Proof. 1t follows from By Proposition 5.4, Proposition 3.6, and the definition of det,(-). O

Theorem 5.10. Let A = Ay + A€ € @me' Then, A is invertible, if and only if dety(A) is
appreciable, i.e., det,(As) # 0.

Proof. If A is invertible, the there exists a B € @me such that AB = I, which implies,
together with Proposition 5.4, that @(A)w(B) = I3,,. Moreover, by Proposition 3.6, we know
that det,(A) = det(@(A)) is appreciable.

Conversely, if det,(A) is appreciable, by (6) and (9), we know that @(A) is invertible.
Consequently, since @(A) € Z™ ™, by Proposition 5.7, there exists C' € Z"™*™ such that
w(A)C = I, which implies, together with the fact that w(-) is one-to-one and onto map on
the set Z, that there exists a B € Q™™ such that C' = @(B). Finally, from @(A)w(B) = Iopn,
we know AB = [,,, which means that A is invertible. We complete the proof. O

Now we introduce the conception of the quasi-characteristic polynomial of dual quaternion
matrices. For given A = Ag + Ajpe € Q™ define f4: Q — C by

Fa(A) = detg[AI = A,

where A = A + Aine € @ We call the f% above the quasi-characteristic polynomial of A, and
call A = At + Aine € @ satisfying f%(\) = 0 the quasi-characteristic root of A.

Proposition 5.11. Let A = Ag + Ajne € @me_ The right eigenvalues of A must be the

quasi-characteristic roots of A.
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Proof. Take any right eigenvalue A of A, with u as an associated right eigenvector. Denote
vi = u/|[ul. Tt is clear that v; € Q™*!. By Corollary 3.10 in [15], there exists U € Qm*(m=1)
such that U = (v, Us) is unitary. By Proposition 3.6, It is obvious that U*AU = B, where

A B ~ ~
B = 12 with Blg € @lx(mfl) and B22 € Q(mil)x(mil).
Since U*AU = B, we know U*(A] — A)U = A — B, which implies, together with (c) in
Proposition 5.4, that ©(A — B) = &(U*)w(M — A)w(U). By Proposition 3.6, it holds that

fE(A) = dety [\ — B] = det[w(U™)]det[@(U)]det[@(A — A)].

Since det[w(U*)]det[w(U)] = det[w(U*)o(U)] = det[w(U*U)] = det[l,] = 1, we have fE(A) =
f4(A). On the other hand, since

@Q[_B%:<wu—A> —~(Buo) )7

@] (:J()\[m,1 - 822)

by Proposition 3.5, we know f%(A) = det[w(A — A)]det,[A,,_1 — Ba]. Hence, we have f()\) =
det[w(X — N)]dety[M,,—1 — Bas] = |A — A]2det [, — Bas]. We obtain the desired conclusion
and complete the proof. O

Theorem 5.12. Let A, B € @me‘ If A~ B, ie., A= P7'BP for some invertible matriz
P e Qe then fi(\) = fh(N).

Proof. Since A = P~'BP, it holds that A\ — A = P~*(\I — B)P. By Proposition 5.9, we have
AN = dety [ — A] = det, (P )det, (A — B)det,(P) = det, (P~ ")det,(P) fz4(\) = fBq(N),

where the last equality is due to the fact det,(P~')det,(P) = 1, which comes from P~'P = |
and Proposition 5.9. O

Proposition 5.13. Let A € Q™*™ be Hermitian. It holds that det,[A] = T, [Ni|?, where
A1 > Ao > ... > N\, are the eigenvalues of A.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1 in [28], there are unitary matrix U € @me and a diagonal matrix
2 € R™*™ guch that A = UXU*, where ¥ = diag(A1, Ag, - . ., Ay). Consequently, by Proposition
5.9, it holds that det,[A] = det,[U]det,[X]det,[U*] = det,[X]. Furthermore, by Proposition 5.8,
we have det,[Y] = [T, dety(A) = TT, A2, since dety(a) = |a|? for any a € R. Hence, we
obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O
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6 Final Remarks

In this paper, we studied determinants of dual complex matrices, quasi-determinants of dual
quaternion matrices, and the relationship between the right eigenvalues and the quasi-characteristic
roots of dual quaternion matrices, as well as some basic properties of determinants and quasi-
determinants mentioned above. First, we studied some basic properties of determinants of
dual complex matrices, including Sturm theorem and Bloomfield-Watson inequality for dual
complex matrices. Then, we showed that every eigenvalue of a dual complex matrix must be
the root of the characteristic polynomial of this matrix, however, its reverse proposition does
not hold. Furthermore, we introduced the concept of quasi-determinants of dual quaternion
matrices, and showed that every right eigenvalue of a dual quaternion matrix must be the root
of the quasi-characteristic polynomial of this matrix, as well as the quasi-determinant of a dual
quaternion Hermitian matrix is equivalent to the product of the square of the magnitudes of
all eigenvalues. As a new area of applied mathematics, our results enrich the basic theory of
dual quaternion matrices. We also hope that our results may play some important roles in the

applications of rigid body motion and multi-agent formation control.

References

[1] J. Angeles, The application of dual algebra to kinematic analysis, Computational Methods
in Mechanical Systems, 161: 3-32, 1998.

[2] J. Angeles, The dual generalized inverses and their applications in kinematic synthesis, in:

Latest Advances in Robot Kinematics, Springer, Dordrecht, 2012, pp.1-12.

[3] G. Brambley and J. Kim, Unit dual quaternion-based pose optimization for visual runway
observations. [ET Cyber Systems and Robotics, 2: 181-189, 2020.

[4] S. Bultmann, K. Li, and U.D. Hanebeck, Stereo visual SLAM based on unscented dual
quaternion filtering, in: 2019 22th International Conference on Information Fusion (FU-
SION), 2019, pp.1-8.

[5] Z.M. Chen, C. Ling, L. Qi, and H. Yan, A regularization-patching dual quaternion opti-
mization method for solving the hand-eye calibration problem, Journal of Optimization
Theory and Applications, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-024-02377-7

[6] J. Cheng, J. Kim, Z. Jiang, and W. Che, Dual quaternion-based graph SLAM, Robotics
and Autonomous Systems, 77: 1524, 2016.

[7] H. H. Cheng and S. Thompson, Dual polynomials and complex dual numbers for analysis

of spatial mechanisms, in: International Design Engineering Technical Conferences and

24



[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[18]

[19]

[20]

Computers and Information in Engineering Conference, Vol. 2B: 24th Biennial Mechanisms
Conference, ASME, New York, 1996, VO2BT02A031.

H. H. Cheng and S. Thompson, Dual iterative displacement analysis of spatial mechanisms

using the CH programming language, Mechanism And Machine Theory, 32: 193-207, 1997.

W. K. Clifford, Preliminary sketch of bi-quaternions, Proceedings of the London Mathe-
matical Society, 4: 381-395, 1873.

K. Daniilidis, Hand-eye calibration using dual quaternions, The International Journal of
Robotics Research, 18: 286298, 1999.

[.S. Fischer, Dual-number Methods in Kinematics, Statics and Dynamics, CRC' Press,
London, 1998.

Y.L. Gu and J. Luh, Dual-number transformation and its applications to robotics, , IEFE
Journal on Robotics and Automation, 3: 615-623, 1987.

B. Kenwright, A beginners guide to dual-quaternions, in: The 20th International Confer-
ence on Computer Graphics, Visualization and Computer Vision, 2012, pp.1-13.

L.I. Kyrchei, The theory of the column and row determinants in a quaternion linear algebra,
in: A.R. Baswell ed., Advances in Mathematical Research, 15: Nova Science Publishers,
2012, pp. 301-358.

C. Ling, H.J. He, and L. Qi, Singular values of dual quaternion matrices and their low-rank

approximations, Numerical Functional Analysis and Optimization, 43: 1423-1458, 2022.

C. Ling, H.J. He, L. Qi and T.T. Feng, Spectral norm and von Neumann type trace

inequality for dual quaternion matrices, to appear in: Pacific Journal of Optimization.

C. Ling, L. Qi, and H. Yan, Minimax principle for eigenvalues of dual quaternion Hermi-
tian matrices and generalized inverses of dual quaternion matrices, Numerical Functional
Analysis and Optimization, 44: 1371-1394, 2023.

X. Liu, G.J. Song and Y. Zhang, Determinantal representation of the solutions to systems
of generalized Sylvester equations, Advances of Applied Clifford Algebras 30: No. 12, 2020.

G. Matsuda, S. Kaji and H. Ochiai, “Anti-commutative dual complex numbers and 2D rigid
transformation”, in: Mathematical Progress in Expressive Image Synthesis I: Extended
and Selected Results from the Symposium MEIS2013, Mathematics for Industry, Springer,
Japan, 2014, pp.131-138.

Y. Min, Z. Xiong, L. Xing, J. Liu, and D. Yin, An improved SINS/GNSS/CNS federal
filter based on dual quaternions (in Chinese). Acta Armamentarii, 39: 315-324, 2018.

25



[21]

[22]

[23]

E. Pennestri and R. Stefanelli, Linear algebra and numerical algorithms using dual num-
bers, Multibody System Dynamics, 18: 323-344, 2007.

E. Pennestri and P. P. Valentini, Linear dual algebra algorithms and their application to
kinematics, in: Multibody Dynamics: Computational Methods and Applications, Springer
Verlag, Berlin, 2009, pp.207-229.

E. Pennestri and P.P. Valentini, Dual quaternions as a tool for rigid body motion analysis:

A tutorial with an application to biomechanics, The Archive of Mechanical Engineering,
57: 187-205, 2010.

L. Qi, and C.F. Cui, Eigenvalues and Jordan mforms of dual complex atrices. Communica-
tions on Applied Mathematics and Computation (2023) DOI. 10.1007/s42967- 023-00299-1.

L. Qi, C. Ling, and H. Yan, Dual quaternions and dual quaternion vectors, Communica-
tions on Applied Mathematics and Computation, 4: 1494-1508, 2022.

L. Qi, and C.F. Cui, Eigenvalues of dual Hermitian matrices with application in formation
control, arXiv: 2403.10308v2, April 2024.

L. Qi, D.M. Alexander, Z. Chen, C. Ling and Z. Luo, Low rank approximation of dual
complex matrices, arXiv: 2201.12781, March 2022.

L. Qi and Z. Luo, Eigenvalues and singular values of dual quaternion matrices, Pacific
Journal of Optimization, 19: 257-272, 2023.

L. Qi, X. Wang, and Z. Luo, Dual quaternion matrices in multi-agent formation control,
Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 21: 1865-1874, 2023.

L. Rodman, “Topics in Quaternion Linear Algebra”, Princeton University Press (2014).

G. Song, Q. Wang and H. Chang, Cramer rule for the unique solution of restricted matrix
equations over the quaternion skew field, Computers € Mathematics with Applications,
61: 1576-1589, 2011.

E. Study, Von den bewegungen und Umlegungen, Mathematische Annalen, 39: 441-565,
1891.

A. Torsello, E. Rodola, and A. Albarelli, Multiview registration via graph diffusion of
dual quaternions, in: Proceedings of the XXIV IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2011, pp.2441-2448.

F.E. Udwadia, Dual generalized inverses and their use in solving systems of linear dual
euqation, Mechanism And Machine Theory, 156: 104158, 2021.

26



[35] H. Wang, Characterization and properties of the MPDGI and DMPGI, Mechanism And
Machine Theory, 158: 104212, 2021.

[36] X. Wang, C. Yu, and Z. Lin, A dual quaternion solution to attitude and position control
for rigid body coordination, IEEE Transactions on Robotics, 28: 1162-1170, 2012.

[37] X. Wang and H. Zhu, On the comparisons of unit dual quaternion and homogeneous
transformation matrix, Advances in Applied Clifford Algebras, 24: 213-229, 2014.

[38] T. Wei, W. Ding and Y. Wei, Singular value decomposition of dual matrices and its
application to traveling wave identification in brain, SIAM Journal on Matriz Analysis
and Applications, 45: 634-660, 2024.

27



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Quaternions
	Dual numbers
	Dual quaternions and dual quaternion matrices

	Determinant of dual complex matrices
	Eigenvalues and characteristic roots of dual number matrices
	Quasi-determinant of dual quaternion matrices
	Final Remarks

