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Abstract

The problem of determining whether a diagonally dominant matrix is singular
or nonsingular is a classical topic in matrix theory. This paper develops necessary
and sufficient conditions for the singularity or nonsingularity of diagonally dom-
inant matrices. Starting from Taussky’s theorem, we establish a unified line of
theory which reduces the general problem to the study of irreducible diagonally
dominant matrices. A complete similarity and unitary similarity analysis is given
for singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrices, leading to a necessary and
sufficient condition expressed in terms of an angle equation system associated with
the nonzero off-diagonal entries. Applications and motivations from network dy-
namical systems, affine multi-agent systems, and Kolmogorov differential equations
are also discussed.

1 Introduction

The problem of determining the nonsingularity of a matrix is a central topic in the
theory of diagonally dominant matrices. Taussky" surveyed the research carried out from
the late 1870s to the 1940s in this area, while Vargal® reviewed the developments up to the
mid-1970s. The notions of generalized diagonal dominance and of MC and HCmatrices
introduced by Ostrowski®=? have had a profound impact on the development of this
field. Berman and Plemmons!® summarized fifty necessary and sufficient conditions for a
matrix to be a nonsingular MCmatrix. The characterization of HCmatrices has been one
of the most active research topics in numerical analysis in China. In this direction, Gao
Yiming"~") Feng Mingxian!'>'¥l Huang Tingzhul'*'! and Li Wen['6'" have all made
many pioneering contributions.

The nonsingularity of a diagonally dominant matrix is closely related to the properties
of the directed graph associated with the matrix. Tausskys theorem!'78! states that if the
associated directed graph of a matrix is strongly connected, then the matrix is nonsingular
as soon as it has at least one strictly diagonally dominant row. Shivakumar and Chew!?"!
further proved that if, in the associated directed graph, every vertex can reach the vertex
corresponding to some strictly diagonally dominant row, then the matrix is nonsingular.

*This paper is the English translation of the authors original article published in Science China:
Mathematics, Vol. 44, No. 11, 2014. DOI: 10.1360/N012014-00010.
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The present paper studies necessary and sufficient conditions for the singularity or
nonsingularity of diagonally dominant matrices. In the early years of this century,
Kolotilina®!l obtained a unitary similarity result for singular irreducible diagonally dom-
inant matrices, which in effect provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the singu-
larity of irreducible diagonally dominant matrices. In this work we approach the problem
from another angle, starting from Tausskys theorem, and derive more detailed results.
Moreover, Jin Jidong and Zheng Yufan?>-24 reduced the singularCnonsingular prob-
lem for general (reducible) diagonally dominant matrices to the corresponding problem
for irreducible diagonally dominant matrices by using Tausskys theorem. In other words,
necessary and sufficient conditions for the singularity or nonsingularity of diagonally dom-
inant matrices can be organized along a single line of theory stemming from Tausskys
theorem. Following this line, the present paper proceeds step by step and is organized as
follows:

(1) We reduce the singularCnonsingular problem for reducible diagonally dominant
matrices to the corresponding problem for irreducible diagonally dominant matrices;

(2) We analyze similarity and unitary similarity for singular irreducible diagonally
dominant matrices;

(3) Finally, we present the main results of the paper: necessary and sufficient con-
ditions for the singularity or nonsingularity of irreducible diagonally dominant matrices,
together with a corresponding decision (testing) procedure.

2 Taussky Theorem and Its Corollaries

Unless otherwise specified, throughout this paper we assume that the matrix under
consideration is A = [a;;] € C"*". Here C denotes the field of complex numbers and | - |
denotes the modulus of a complex number.

Definition 1 (1) A matrix A = [a;;] € C"*" is called row diagonally dominant if

n
|aii\ Z];|aij| izl,...,n, (1)
J#

If

n

il > layl,
j=1
i

then the i-th row is said to be strictly diagonally dominant; if

Jail = layl,
j=1
J#i
then the i-th row is weakly diagonally dominant. If all rows are strictly diagonally dom-
inant, then A is called a strictly row diagonally dominant matriz; if all rows are weakly

diagonally dominant, then A is called a weakly row diagonally dominant matriz.
(2) A matrix A = [a;;] € C" is called row balanced if

n

d a;=0, i=1...,n (2)

J=1



A row balanced matrix over the real field, A = [a;;] € R™*", is called an affine matriz.
Column diagonal dominance and column balance are defined analogously.

If a matrix A = [a;;] € C™*" is diagonally dominant both by rows and by columns,
it is called a doubly diagonally dominant matrixz; if it is balanced both by rows and by
columns, it is called a doubly balanced matrix.

Definition 2 Given a matrix A = [a;;] € C"*", the simple directed graph I'(4) =
(V,E, A) is called the associated directed graph of A, where V' = {vy,...,v,} is the set of
vertices and

52{(vi,vj)€V><V\aij7§O}

is the edge set.

Definition 3 The associated directed graph I'(A) = (V, &, A) is said to be strongly
connected if every vertex is reachable from every other vertex; a matrix A is called
irreducible if its associated directed graph is strongly connected, and otherwise it is called
reducible.

The following classical result is due to Taussky!™®9].

Theorem 2.1 (Taussky) Let A = [a;;] € C*™™ be an irreducible diagonally dominant
matrix. If A has at least one strictly diagonally dominant row, then A is nonsingular.

2.1 Frobenius Normal Form of Reducible Diagonally Dominant
Matrices

For any square matrix A, there exists a permutation matrix P such that

All
0 A
PTAP = ° 3
As+1,1 e As—l—l,s As+1,s+1 ( )
As+k71 T As+k,s As+k,s+1 e As—i—k,s—i—k

The block matrix is called the Frobenius normal form of A. The diagonal blocks
A, (p=1,...,s+k) are irreducible square matrices (the strongly connected components
of T'(A)) and are called the Frobenius blocks of A. The Frobenius form ({3)) has the following

properties:

(4)

Ap =0, Yq#p, p<s,
Ay #0, Jg<p, p>s.

Thus Ay, ..., Ass are called the independent Frobenius blocks, and Agyq 51, ..., Asik stk
are called the non-independent Frobenius blocks.

Jin and Zheng??>=24 obtained the following result.

Corollary 2.1 Every non-independent Frobenius block of a diagonally dominant
matrix A is nonsingular. The matrix A is singular if and only if at least one of its
independent Frobenius blocks is singular.

Proof.

Suppose is the Frobenius normal form of A and that A,, is a non-independent
Frobenius block. Since A is diagonally dominant, so is A,,. Because A,, is a non-
independent block, by there exists ¢ < p such that A,;, # 0. Therefore even if all
rows of A, corresponding to the rows of A happen to be weakly diagonally dominant,
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the block A,, must contain at least one strictly diagonally dominant row. As a Frobenius
block, A,, is irreducible, and hence by Tausskys theorem [2] it is nonsingular. Since all
non-independent Frobenius blocks of A are nonsingular, their corresponding rows in A are
linearly independent. Thus the singularity or nonsingularity of A is determined entirely
by its independent Frobenius blocks: A is singular if and only if at least one independent
Frobenius block is singular. [

Corollary reduces the singularCnonsingular problem for general (reducible) diag-
onally dominant matrices to the same problem for their independent Frobenius blocks.
Since Frobenius blocks are irreducible, this further reduces the problem to determining
the singularity or nonsingularity of irreducible diagonally dominant matrices.

2.2 Irreducible Diagonally Dominant Matrices

The following corollaries follow immediately from the definitions and from Taussky
theorem (21

Corollary 2.2 If an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix A is singular, then A
must be weakly diagonally dominant.

Corollary 2.3 If an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix A = [a;;] € C*" is
singular, then Rank A =n — 1.
Proof.

Modify a;; to some af, such that |a},| > |a;|. Then the modified matrix A’ has
its -th row strictly diagonally dominant. By Tausskys theorem [2 A’ is nonsingular.
Therefore all rows of A except the i-th row must already be linearly independent. Hence
Rank A > n — 1. Since A is singular, it follows that Rank A =n — 1. [J

This implies that for a singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrix A € C"*",
each row is a linear combination of the other n — 1 rows, and none of the coefficients in
this combination can be zero. We therefore obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.4 Let A € C™*" be a singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrix.
Let

p:<p17~--;,0n>7 7:(717"'7771)7—

be the left and right eigenvectors corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A, respectively.
Then neither p nor v contains a zero entry.
Definition 4 Let
p=(p1,-ipn) Y= )
be the left and right eigenvectors corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A € C"*". The
diagonal matrices

P = diag(p1, ..., pn), T = diag(v1, -, %)

are called, respectively, the left and right eigenvector matrices associated with the zero
eigenvalue of A.

By Corollary [2.2] we immediately obtain the following.

Corollary 2.5 For a singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrix A, the left
and right eigenvector matrices P and T associated with its zero eigenvalue are both
nonsingular.



3 Similarity Analysis of Singular Irreducible Diago-
nally Dominant Matrices

3.1 Balanced Diagonally Dominant Matrices

The entries of a matrix A = [a;;] € C"*" can be written in the polar form
ai; = lag;| e,
where |a;;| is the modulus of a;;, e%i is the unit complex number associated with Ajj,
and 0;; is the argument of a;;.
Proposition 3.1 Let A = [a;;] € C"*" be row diagonally dominant and row balanced.
Then
(1) A is weakly row diagonally dominant; and
(2) for every a;; # 0 with j # i, one has 0;; — 0;; = 2km + 7 for some integer k.
Proof.
Since A is row balanced, holds. Thus

—Qi; = Z Qjj. (5)
It follows that
Z Q| < Z |a] - (6)
Jj=1, j#i j=1, j#i
Equality holds if and only if all nonzero a;; (a;; # 0, j # i) have the same direction as

vectors in the complex plane.
On the other hand, since A is row diagonally dominant,

|ai| = |—ai| =

n

il = Y ag!.

=1, j#i
Combining this with @, we obtain

n

laal = > layl.

=1, j#i

This proves (1). Because equality in (0]) holds, all arguments 6;; of the nonzero a;; with
j # i are the same. Using , it follows that —a;; must point in exactly the same direction
as the sum of those a;;, hence the direction of a;; differs from that of each such a;; by 7
modulo 27. Thus 6,; — 6;; = 2km + 7 for some integer k, which proves (2). O

Proposition 3.2 Let A = [a;;] € C™™ be row balanced and column diagonally
dominant. Then

(1) A is weakly row diagonally dominant; and

(2) for every a;; # 0 with j # ¢, one has 0,; — 0;; = 2km + 7 for some integer k.

Proof.

Since A is row balanced, holds and hence

n

—0Qi = E Qij -

J=1, j#
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Therefore

n n

|ai| = |—au| = Z aij| < Z |ag| . (7)
=1, j#i =1, j#i
Summing over ¢ yields
Z s < Z Z g (8)
=1 j=1, j#i

Since A is column diagonally dominant, we have

n

lajil = > layl,

i=1, i#j

and hence

Z|ajj| >Z Z |ai;| - (9)

j=11i=1,i#j

Comparing and @D, we see that equality must hold in . Moreover, equality in
can only occur when equality holds in for every i. Thus A is weakly row diagonally
dominant, which proves (1).

Since A is also row balanced, Proposition applies to give (2): for every a;; # 0
with j # 7, we have 0;; — 0;; = 2km 4+ m. [

By Proposition [3.1, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.3 Let A = [a;;] € C"*" satisfy: (1) A is diagonally dominant either
by rows or by columns; and (2) A is doubly balanced (both row balanced and column
balanced). Then

(1) A is weakly diagonally dominant both by rows and by columns; and

(2) for every a;; # 0 with j # i, 0;; — 0;; = 2km +m and 6,; — 0;; = 2km 4+ m, and hence
Qu‘ — ij = 2km.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose a matrix A satisfies (1) A is irreducible; (2) A is diagonally
dominant either by rows or by columns; and (3) A is doubly balanced (row and column
balanced). Then all diagonal entries of A have the same argument, and each nonzero off-
diagonal entry has an argument that differs from the common argument of the diagonal
entries by 2km + .

Proof.

Since A is irreducible, its associated directed graph I'(A) = (V,&, A) is strongly
connected. Hence there exists a set of edges containing all vertices in a connected fashion:

{(1}517”52)’(1}52’033>’"'7(U5m7171}5m)}Cg’ ) {vsl7v52’vs37'"’fUSm717/USm}:V (10)

The matrix A is diagonally dominant either by rows or by columns and is doubly balanced.
By Proposition whenever a;; # 0, the diagonal entries a;; and a;; have the same
argument. By the definition of the associated directed graph, a;; # 0 is equivalent to
(vi,v;) € . Combining this with (10, we obtain 65,5, = --- = 65, ., and this covers all
diagonal entries of A. Applying Proposition again, we conclude that every nonzero
off-diagonal entry of A has an argument that differs from the common argument of the
diagonal entries by 2km + 7. [



3.2 Eigenvector Matrix Transformations

A complex matrix A = [a;;] € C™*™ can be written as the Hadamard product of its
modulus matrix Ay = [|a;;|] € R™™ and its unitCcomplex matrix Ac = [¢?(@3)] € Cp*™:

A = lag) = [Jagle® D] = [Ap 0 Ac],

where Cy denotes the set of complex numbers of modulus one, |a;;| is the modulus of a;,
0(ay;) is its argument, and €*(@) is the unitCcomplex factor of a;;.

Definition 5 Notation convention: for a matrix A, we write A, for its modulus
matrix and A¢ for its unitCcomplex matrix.

Lemma 3.2 Let A = [a;;] be a singular irreducible row diagonally dominant matrix.
Then there exist the left and right eigenvector matrices P and YT corresponding to the
zero eigenvalue of A such that

PAY = B, (11)

where B € R™*" is a doubly balanced, doubly weakly diagonally dominant matrix. Writ-
ing B = [By o Be] with Bo = [b];], we have

=1, =i,
b q (12)
e = _17 j # i? a’ij 7£ 07

that is, the diagonal entries of B are positive (argument 2km), and the nonzero off-diagonal
entries are negative (argument 2k + 7).

Proof.

Since A is a singular irreducible row diagonally dominant matrix, Corollary of
Tausskys theorem guarantees the existence of left and right eigenvector matrices P and
T corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A. Both P and T are nonsingular diagonal
matrices.

Let A’ = PA. Because P is diagonal, left-multiplication by P does not change the row
diagonal dominance of A, so A’ = PA is again row diagonally dominant. Moreover, since
P is the left eigenvector matrix corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A, the matrix
A’ = PAis column balanced. By Proposition[3.1) A" = PA is then also column diagonally
dominant. Thus A" = PA is column balanced and column diagonally dominant.

Next, let A” = A'YT = PAY. Because T is the right eigenvector matrix corresponding
to the zero eigenvalue of A, A” = A'Y = PATY is row balanced. Furthermore, right-
multiplication by T does not affect the column balance or column diagonal dominance of
A’. Hence A” = PATY is doubly balanced (both row and column balanced) and column
diagonally dominant.

Since P and T are diagonal with nonzero diagonal entries, the associated directed
graphs I'(A) and I'(A”) are identical. Because A is irreducible, so is A”. The matrix A” =
PATY is doubly balanced, column diagonally dominant, and irreducible. By Lemma [3.1],
all diagonal entries of A” share the same argument, and every nonzero off-diagonal entry
has an argument that differs from this common argument by 2k7 4 7. Let 6p denote the
common argument of the diagonal entries of A” = PAY. Then we can write

PAY = ¢ B, so that e “?PAY = B.

The matrix B € R™™" is therefore real. Moreover, B inherits from A” = PATY the prop-
erties of being doubly balanced and doubly weakly diagonally dominant. Since e=*P P is
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again a left eigenvector matrix corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A, we may simply
replace P by this scaled version and write

PAY = B.

O

Lemma is the basis for the subsequent similarity analysis of singular irreducible
diagonally dominant matrices. It also has its own intrinsic significance, as it establishes
a connection between singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrices and real, doubly
weakly diagonally dominant matrices.

3.3 Similarity

A real matrix S = [s;;] € R™*" is called a Markov matriz if
SijZO (ivj:]-a"'vn)v Zsijzl ('l:l,,?’l,)
j=1

Let I denote the identity matrix. Then I — S is a singular MCmatrix, called a Markov
M Cmatriz.
Definition 6 Notation convention: for a square matrix A = [a;;],xn, we define

D(A> = diag(alb cee 7ann>a

and call it the diagonal matriz of A. We denote its inverse by D~1(A).
Theorem 3.1 Let A € C"" be a singular irreducible row diagonally dominant
matrix. Then its right eigenvector matrix T corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A

satisfies
T 'AT =D(A) (I - S),

where S is a Markov matrix.

Proof.

By Lemma [3.2] we have PAT = B. On the left-hand side we perform the following
equivalent transformation:

PAY = P(D(A)D ' (A))AY = (PD(A)) (D (A)A)T.

Thus
(PD(A))(D'(A)A)T = B.

Multiplying both sides on the left by D~!(B), we obtain
(D'(B)PD(A)) (D' (A)A)T =D '(B)B. (13)
The matrices D~'(A)A and D~'(B)B both have diagonal entries equal to 1. Therefore
D YB)PD(A) =T,
Substituting this expression into (13)), we get

T (D' (A)A)T =D (B)B.



Since Y~! and D~'(A) are diagonal, they commute: Y~!D~1(A) = D71 (A)YT~!. Hence
D YA)(YT'AT) =D (B)B, ; T 'AYT =D(A)(D'(B)B). (14)

Here B € R™*" is a real, doubly balanced matrix whose diagonal entries are positive and
off-diagonal entries are negative. Let D~'(B)B = [b};]. Then

by=1,  —1<b,<0(j#1), > b =-L

j=1, j#i
{0, j=1
Sij =
, ) )
_bijv J# .

Then S is a Markov matrix, and D' (B)B = I — S is a Markov M-matrix. Substituting
D YB)B =1— S into yields

Define a matrix S = [s;;] by

T'AYT = D(A)(I - S).
O

3.4 Unitary similarity

Definition 7 For a diagonally dominant matrix A = [a;;], its comparison matrix

p(A) = [gij] is defined by
{’Cm"a J =1
9ij = . .
_‘aij|7 J 7é 2.

By (12), it is easy to see that

In the following we will frequently use the following property of complex matrices: let
X, Y € C™, If at least one of X and Y is diagonal, then the product XY can be written
as the Hadamard product of the products of their modulus matrices and unitCcomplex
matrices, namely

XY = [XM OXc][YM ¢} Yc] - [XMYM OXCYC]-

Theorem 3.2 Let A € C™"™ be a singular irreducible row diagonally dominant
matrix. Then the unitCcomplex matrix To € C{*" (a diagonal unitary matrix) of the
right eigenvector matrix T corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A satisfies

Yo' AT = D(Ac)[Anm o Bo] = D(Ac) p(A), (16)

where B is the matrix satisfying .

Proof.

By Lemma [3.2] we have PAYT = B. Since P and T are diagonal matrices, we may
write

PAT:[PMopc][AMOAc][TMOTc]I[PMAMTMopcAcTC], ; B:[BMOBC]

9



Hence

PcAcTC = Bc. (17)

Let D(B¢) be the diagonal matrix formed from the diagonal entries of Be. By (12),
we have D(B¢) = I. Thus, taking the diagonal part in (17), we obtain

PcD(Ac)Ye =D(Bo) =1, ; PoD(Ag) =T (18)
Now consider PoAY . Since Po and Y are diagonal matrices, we have
PcATC = [I 9 Pc] [AM e} Ac] [I 9 Tc] = [AM e} PcAcTc] = [AM o) Bc]

Thus
PcATC = [AM 0] Bc]

Multiplying both sides of the last equality on the left by D(A¢), and using the fact
that D(A¢) and Pg are diagonal, we obtain

D(Ac)(PcAYc) = D(Ac)[Am o Bel, , (PeD(Ac))AYc = D(Ac)[Awm o Be.
By (18), we have PcD(Ac) = Y2', and therefore
Y 'AY e = D(Ac)[Aw o Bel.
Finally, by we have [Ay o Bo] = u(A), so that
Yo AT = D(Ac) [Aw 0 Be] = D(Ac) p(A). T

3.5 Unitary similarity of generalized diagonally dominant ma-
trices

In this subsection we discuss the relationship between Theorem and the result of
Kolotilina®!l. For ease of comparison, we state the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1 Let A € C™" be a singular irreducible row diagonally dominant
matrix. Then the unitCcomplex matrix T € C{*" (a diagonal unitary matrix) of the
right eigenvector matrix T corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A satisfies

Y 'D Y (A)AYe = [D (Am)Am o Be], , T'D Y (A)AYe = pu(DH(A)A). (19)

Proof.
By Theorem [3.4] we have

TEIATC = D(Ac) [AM o) Bc]

Multiplying both sides on the left by D~1(A), and using that D~*(A), T5', and D(A¢)
are diagonal matrices, we obtain

DAY AYe =YD (A)AY ¢,
and

DY (A)D(Ac) [AyoBc] = [D7(Aum)oD ™ (Ac)] [IoD(Ac)] [AmoBe] = [P (Am)AnoBe].
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Hence

Y'D ' (A)AYc = [D'(Am)Aw o Bel.

By we have
(D} (Au) Anr 0 Be] = (D1 (A)A).

Substituting this into the previous equality yields
T'DHA)AY e = ,u(D_I(A)A). O

A square matrix A = [a;;] € C™" over the complex field is called a generalized
diagonally dominant matrix if there exist positive numbers vy, ..., v, > 0 such that

n

|aii| vi > Z |ailvj, i=1,...,n (20)
=1,

Kolotilina®! proved a unitary similarity result for singular irreducible generalized

diagonally dominant matrices (Theorem 2.3 in [2I]). We now derive this result from

Corollary [3.5]

Corollary 3.2 (Kolotilina) Let A be a generalized diagonally dominant matrix sat-
isfying . Then A is singular if and only if equality holds in for every row of A,
and there exists a diagonal unitary matrix U such that

U "D (A)AU = pu(D71(A)A). (21)

Proof.
Since A is generalized diagonally dominant, there exists a nonsingular diagonal matrix

V =diag(vy,...,vn), v1,...,0, >0,

such that AV is diagonally dominant. If A is singular, then AV is singular. If A is
irreducible, then AV is irreducible. Substituting AV into yields

T (D AV) (AV)) Yo = [DH(AuV) (AmV) o Be]. (22)
Since V is diagonal, we have D(V) = V. For the left-hand side of (22)), we compute
T (D (AV) (AV))Te = Y (DH(V)DH(A) AV) Yo = T (VTIDTH(A) AV) Ye.
Since Y ¢, Tal, V=LV are all diagonal, we obtain
T (VTIDHA)AV) Yo = VITH (D A)A) Y V.
Multiplying on the left by V and on the right by V! gives
T (D' (A)A)Te.
For the right-hand side of , we have

[’Dil(AMV) (AMV) o) Bc} = [Vﬁl’Dil(AM)AMV o Bc] .

11



Multiplying on the left by V and on the right by V!, and using the diagonality of V/
and V!, we obtain

VIV YD Aum)AM)V o Be]V™ = [V oIl [V D (Am)Am)V o Be] [Vt o]
= [VV (D (Ax)An)VV o IBcI]
= [(D™*(Am)Awn) o Be].

Therefore,
1! (D*I(A)A)TC = [(Dil(AM)AM) o BC].

By ({13)),
(D (Au)Aus) 0 Bo] = (D' (4)A).

and hence
Tal (Dil(A)A) To = N(Dfl(A)A).

Taking U = T completes the proof. [

A diagonally dominant matrix is a special case of a generalized diagonally dominant
matrix in the sense of Ostrowski, corresponding to the choice v = (1,...,1)7 in (20).
Thus Corollary [3.5]is an immediate consequence of Corollary [3.5] The above derivation,
however, shows that the two are not merely in a one-way implication relation, but are in
fact equivalent. Corollary and Corollary form a pair of equivalent statements.

The equivalence between theorems in the theory of diagonally dominant matrices and
those in the theory of generalized diagonally dominant matrices is not new.

4 Necessary and sufficient conditions for the singu-
larity and nonsingularity of irreducibly diagonally
dominant matrices

Lemma 4.1 Let A € C**" be an irreducible row diagonally dominant matrix. If
A is singular, then the unitCcomplex matrix Yo € Cj*" (a diagonal unitary matrix)
associated with the right eigenvector matrix Y corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of A
satisfies

T'AcTe = D(Ac)Be. (23)

Here Ac € C{*" is the unitCcomplex matrix of A, D(A¢) is the diagonal matrix formed
by the diagonal entries of A, and B¢ is a matrix satisfying .

Proof.

By Theorem we have

TalATC = D(A¢)[An o Bel.
On the one hand,
TalATC = Tal[AM o AC]TC = [AM 9 (TalAcTc)]

On the other hand,
D(Ac)[Ar o Be| = [Ay 0o D(Ac)Be).

Hence
T 'AcTe = D(Ac)Be. O
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We now state the main theorem of this paper: a necessary and sufficient condition for
an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix to be singular.

Theorem 4.1 Let A = [a;;] be an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix. Then A
is singular if and only if

(1) A is weakly diagonally dominant; and

(2) there exist unit complex numbers

v = e VY = e?m) #0,
such that the system of angle equations for the nonzero off-diagonal entries of A,
mod (—0(%) + 0(;), 27) = mod (7w + 0(ai) — 0(ayy),27),  ay #0, j#i,  (24)
or equivalently
mod (6(7;), 27) = mod (7 + 0(a;) — 0(ai;) + 60(v:), 27), a; #0, j#1, (25)

is consistent, i.e., 8(71),...,0(y,) solve the above system. Here 6(a;;) denotes the argu-
ment of a;;, and 6(a;;) the argument of a;. The notation mod(z,y) denotes the remain-
der of x upon division by y.

Proof.

(Necessity) Suppose A is an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix and A is singular.
By Corollary of Tausskys theorem, A is weakly diagonally dominant.

By Lemma[4] if A is singular then

T 'AcTe = D(Ac)Be. (26)
Let G = [g;5] = TEIACTC. Then

ei(fg(’}’i)+9(aii)+9(7i))’ j=1,
957 ei-000+0@)t000) | j £ ay; # 0,

e(aii)a j = 7:7
() {—em FO(ag) +00y). T £ ay £

By Lemma , B¢ satisfies . Let H = [hij] = D(A¢)Bc. Then
- ¢ 1(6(aii)+2km) j=1i
iy ez‘(@(aii)+2k7r+7r)’ ] 7& i, aij 7& 0’

Y 2k 4w+ 0(an), § A4, ai; #0.

From , G = H, hence g;; = h;j and thus 6(g;;) = 0(h;;). Therefore, for any j # i
with Qg5 7é O,

—0(v) + 8(ay) +0(v;) = 2km + 7+ 0(au), ; —0(v)+0(y;) = 2km + 7 + 0(ai;) — 0(ai;).
Eliminating the integer parameter £ via the modulo operation yields . Since
i0(y1)

YTe = diag(1, ..., 7m) = diag (e, ..., ?0m)

13



is the unitCcomplex matrix of the right eigenvector matrix T corresponding to the zero
eigenvalue of A, and by Corollary of Tausskys theorem T is nonsingular, we have

yp =Py, = e®P0m) £,
(Sufficiency) Conversely, assume there exist
=Py = eP0n) £
such that holds. Set

Q = diag(y1, ..., V) = diag(eie(m)’ ey,

Then @ is a diagonal unitary matrix. Consider Q7' AQ. Note that Q! and D(A¢) are
diagonal matrices, and

Q7'AQ = QN (D(Ac)D™(Ar)) AQ = D(Ac)(Q™'D ™ (Ac) AQ).

We now show that Q 1D~1(Ac)AQ is singular. Since @ is a unitCcomplex diagonal
matrix, and using the diagonality of D7!(A¢), @}, and @, we have

QD HANAQ = [ToQ I oD 1 (Ap)|[Anr 0 Ac)[I 0 Q] = [Anr 0 Q1D H(Ae)AcQ].

Let By, = Q7 'D7'(Ac)AcQ = [b]. We first show that By, satisfies (12)). For the diagonal
entries,
by = ¢ (00D 0ai)+0a)+00) _ gio _

so b;; satisfies . For j # ¢ with a;; # 0,

i(~00)+0(v)) ~0(aii) +0(aig))

by = e (-000 0@ 0@ +00) _

By (24),
mod (—60(7;) + 0(v;) — 0(ay) + 0(a;;), 27) = .

Hence
mod (6(b;;), 2m) = mod (—6(v;) + 0(7;) — b(ay) + 0(ai;), 27) = m,

which implies b;; = —1, so b;; also satisfies .
Since Ay = [|a;]] is the modulus matrix of A and By, satisfies (12)), we have
Q'D(Ac)AQ = [Ay o By = [ay],
where
ag; = laiil, ay; = —lai;| (5 #19).
Because A is weakly diagonally dominant,

n

lasl = > layl,

=15
we obtain
n n n
! . . / !
= lag| = > layl= Y (=dj), az; = 0.
J=1, 5 j=1,5#i i=1
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Thus QD™ (A¢)AQ is a rowCbalanced matrix and therefore singular. Since D(A¢) is
nonsingular (the diagonal entries of A are nonzero for a diagonally dominant matrix), it
follows that A itself must be singular. [J

Regarding the singularity of irreducible diagonally dominant matrices, Tausskys the-
orem [2| provides a necessary condition: if an irreducible diagonally dominant matrix is
singular, then it must in fact be weakly diagonally dominant. Theorem [] strengthens
this by adding a condition on the existence (consistency) of a solution of the angle equa-
tion system for the nonzero off-diagonal entries, thereby yielding a necessary and
sufficient condition. In this sense, Theorem {4] refines and extends Tausskys theorem.

Given a matrix A, the arguments 0(a;) and 0(a;;) are fixed. Each equation in
is in fact a two-variable equation with respect to 6(;) and 6(v;). Every nonzero off-
diagonal entry a;; of A corresponds to one such equation. For a given irreducible weakly
diagonally dominant matrix A, one may determine the singularity or nonsingularity of
A by solving the system . Theorem {4 shows that if has a solution, then A is
singular; otherwise, A is nonsingular.

Corollary 4.1 Suppose

’}/1 - 610(71)7 A 7777/ - eze(vn) # 0

is a solution of the system . Let 8 be any unit complex number. Then
By = i (00040@) g i(0omre) (27)

is also a solution of the system ([24)).
Proof.

Substituting into gives
mod (0(ai;) — 0laz) + (0(7;) + 0(8)) = (6(x) +0(8)), 2 ) = .
This is equivalent to
mod (8(ai;) — 0(ai) +0(v;) — (), 2m) = m,

which is precisely . U

This corollary shows that solving the system does not require general-purpose
methods for solving systems of equations; instead, one can determine the variables suc-
cessively by substitution. For instance, one may fix a single angle, say 6(;) = 0 (so that
1 = e = 1), and then use iteratively to compute 0(7,),...,0(7,) one by one.

For a complex number a = |ale®, if § € {0,7} then a is real. Thus we call

IT={0,7}

the realCangle domain. The solving process in Section 4.2 shows that if A is a real
matrix, then when 6(v;) = 0, we have 0(y1),...,0(,) € {0,7}. This is easy to see from
the solving formula (25)):

0(7;) = mod(m + 0(aii) — 0(ai;) + 6(v:), 27). (28)

Since A is a real matrix, 0(a;;), 0(a;;) € {0,7}. Therefore, as long as 6(~;) € {0, 7}, one
must have 6(v;) € {0,7}. Fixing any 6(v;) € {0,7}, the solving process ensures that
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0(~;) € {0,7} for all j = 2,...,n. In fact, choosing any 6(v;) € {0,7} (i =1,...,n) as
the initial value makes no difference. Hence the following corollary follows immediately.

Corollary 4.2 If A € R™™" is a singular irreducible (weakly) diagonally dominant
matrix over the real field, then the angle equation system admits a solution in the
realCangle domain; that is, there exist

0(v1),...,0(ym) € {0, 7} (29)

which solve the angle system . Moreover, as long as there exists any index 7 €
{1,...,n} such that 6(v;) € {0, 7}, the condition holds.

Since specifies the arguments of the entries of the unitCcomplex similarity matrix
T, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3 If A € R™*" is a singular irreducible diagonally dominant matrix, then
there exists a real unitary similarity transformation matrix

Teo = diag(yy, -, m) = diag(ew(”“), o ,ew(”’”)) e R™"

which satisfies (L6)), where 0(y1),...,0(y,) € {0, 7}

5 Discussion and Conclusion

One methodological feature of the present paper is that it starts from the properties
of singular diagonally dominant matrices.

This section explains that this choice is not merely methodological. The work grew out
of a concrete mathematical problem encountered by the author in the study of network
dynamics, namely the structure of singular diagonally dominant matrices.

In fact, network dynamics has already led the theory of diagonally dominant matrices
towards a new and important direction: the study of diagonally dominant matrices whose
associated directed graph structure plays a crucial role. In this section, we briefly discuss
the classes of problems and application domains that motivate this point of view.

5.1 Problems and domains related to singular diagonally dom-
inant matrices

5.1.1 Network dynamical systems in an inertial frame

In recent years, multi-agent systems have attracted extensive attention from researchers
in systems science, control theory, intelligent control, computer science, communication
networks, biology, sociology, and related fields. Among these problems, multi-body dy-
namics in a Galilean inertial frame forms one of the most important classes.

Let O be the set of agents and o; € O a generic agent. For each time ¢, let N(¢,0;)
denote the set of all agents that act on o; at time ¢; this is called the neighbour set of
o; at time t. The family of neighbour sets of all agents induces a time-varying directed
interaction network G(¢):

G(t) =< 0,&(t) > ; &£(t) ={(0j,0i): € O x Olo; € O, 0j € N(t,0;)} . (30)

Jin Jidong and Zheng Yufan!?>-30)
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studied the following velocity coordination model for multi-body dynamical systems
in an inertial frame:

= Y gy () oDz = S —a (los(t) — v(e)) 2D =20 gy

0;E€N(t,04) 0;EN(t,0;) H’U’L(t) - U](t)H

where v;(t) and 0;(t) denote the velocity and acceleration of agent o; at time ¢, respec-
tively; g;j(®) > 0 is a scalar function representing the interaction strength from o; to o;;
vi(t) — v;(t)
[0i(2) — v; (@)
sign in front of g;;(-) reflects the tendency of v;(t) to approach v;(t).

Model is a general mechanical model describing multi-body dynamics in an iner-
tial frame. It differs from classical mechanical models in that interactions between agents
are not required to be reciprocal: the influence from one agent to another may be purely
one-directional. This framework is therefore well suited for describing velocity coordi-
nation in multi-body systems composed of natural or artificial autonomous agents (such
as bird flocks, fish schools, traffic flow, unmanned aerial vehicles and robotic swarms)
moving in Galilean space.

Define

and U;; = is the unit vector in the direction of v;(t) — v;(t). The minus

_ i (lvi(t) — v, D))

%) = 0 0]
and the linear operator Q(t) = [G;;(¢)]nxn by
S gt i=i

gij(t) = 0;EN(t,04) (32)
géj(ﬂ JF#i

Then (31)) can be written compactly as
0(t) = (Qt) ® Im) (v(t) @ Im)

where v(t) = (vi(2),. .. ,'Un(t))T, ® denotes the Kronecker product, and I,,, (m = 1,2, 3)
is the m-dimensional identity matrix.

From it follows that Q(t) and Q(¢)®I,,, form a special class of singular diagonally
dominant matrices: they are row-balanced diagonally dominant matrices; and since they
are real matrices, they are affine diagonally dominant matrices. Consequently, the multi-
body dynamical model in an inertial frame is a first-order dynamical system governed
by an affine diagonally dominant linear operator.

5.1.2 Linear network dynamical systems

If there exist constants %fj such that, for all y > 0,

Vlljzgwy(y)7 i7j:17-*'7n7j§£i7

then reduces to a first-order linear time-invariant system

Z —%{j J=1
x(t) = Ta(t) Yij = § o0;EN(t,0:) (33)
%I'j J#
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From (31)) we see that ~;; > 0 for all 4, j with j # i, hence I' = [v;;] is an affine diagonally
dominant matrix.
The study of the non-autonomous/autonomous discrete-time versions of system (33)),
namely
z(t+1) = S(t)x(t),

where the linear operator S(t) is a Markov matrix with nonzero diagonal entries, dates
back to the work of DeGroot[3!]

on consensus formation in collective decision making, and the work of Tsitsiklis and
Bertsekas!?233l

on cooperative optimal control in multiprocessor systems. The former concerns prob-
lems in sociology and economics; the latter provides theoretical guidance for contem-
porary information science topics, such as optimal control of intelligent communication
networks and cloud (computing/storage) systems.

5.1.3 Kolmogorov differential equations

In fact, singular diagonally dominant matrices arise not only in network dynamics.
Let @ = [g;;] be a Markov transition matrix,

n
0<gy<1, Y gy=1,
j=1

and let P(t) = [p;;(t)] denote the transition probability matrix of a continuous-time
Markov process at time t. Define I' = () — I. Then

P(t) =TP(t) = (Q — I)P(t) (34)

is the classical Kolmogorov forward differential equation. Here I' = ) — I is an affine
diagonally dominant matrix, and the equation (34)) can be viewed as a special case of the
first-order linear time-invariant system (33)).

5.2 Concluding remarks

Starting from Taussky theorem and following the line of inquiry dictated by the prop-
erties of singular diagonally dominant matrices, this paper derives a necessary and suffi-
cient condition for the singularity or nonsingularity of diagonally dominant matrices. As
emphasized above, this is not merely a matter of methodology. Singular diagonally dom-
inant matrices constitute a basic mathematical form underlying a large class of closely
related problems in mathematics, the natural sciences, and modern engineering.

A particular emphasis of this work is the role played by the associated directed graph
of a matrix in the analysis of diagonally dominant matrices.

The result of this paper stating that the singularity or nonsingularity of a reducible
diagonally dominant matrix is determined solely by its independent Frobenius blocks
(Corollary of Taussky’s theorem) provides concrete support for the following view-
point: without understanding the structure of the associated directed graph of a matrix,
some questions in matrix theory cannot even be formulated clearly; once this structure
is properly taken into account, certain long-standing conceptual difficulties may become
almost trivial.
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