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Abstract

A sign pattern is a matrix that has entries from the set {+,−, 0}. An n× n sign pattern P is called

consistent if every real matrix in its qualitative class has exactly k real eigenvalues and n − k nonreal

eigenvalues for some integer k, with 1 ≤ k ≤ n. In [C. A. Eschenbach, F. J. Hall, and Z. Li. Eigenvalue

frequency and consistent sign pattern matrices. Czechoslovak Math. J., 44(119):461–479, 1994.], the

authors established a necessary condition for irreducible, tridiagonal patterns with a 0-diagonal to be

consistent. Subsequently, they proposed that this condition is also sufficient for such patterns to be

consistent. In this article, we first demonstrate that this proposition does not hold. We characterize all

irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal of order at most five that are consistent. Moreover,

we establish useful necessary conditions for irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign patterns to be

consistent. Finally, we introduce the class ∆ of all 2-consistent sign patterns and provide several necessary

conditions for sign patterns to belong to this class.
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1 Introduction

A matrix whose entries belong to the set {+,−, 0} is called a sign pattern matrix (or simply, a sign pattern

or a pattern). The set of all n× n sign patterns is denoted by Qn. For P = [pij ] ∈ Qn, the set

Q(P) =
{
A = [aij ] ∈ Rn×n

∣∣ sgn(aij) = pij for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n
}

is called the qualitative class of P.

Suppose P is a property that a real matrix may or may not satisfy. A sign pattern P is said to require

P if every real matrix in Q(P) has property P and to allow P if some real matrix in Q(P) has property

P . A sign pattern P ∈ Qn is called sign nonsingular if it requires nonsingularity. Equivalently, P is sign

nonsingular if in the standard expansion of det(P), there exists at least one nonzero term, and all nonzero
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terms have the same sign. If P requires singularity, that is, all the terms in the expansion of det(P) are

equal to zero, then P is said to be sign singular.

Suppose that A is an n × n real matrix, define the eigenvalue frequency of A as the ordered pair SA =

(ir(A), ic(A)), where ir(A) is the number of real eigenvalues of A and ic(A) = n − ir(A) is the number

of nonreal eigenvalues of A. A sign pattern P ∈ Qn is said to be k-consistent, for some integer k with

0 ≤ k ≤ n, if ir(A) = k for all A ∈ Q(P). Henceforth, if P is k-consistent, we denote its eigenvalue frequency

by SP = (k, n− k). A sign pattern P is called consistent if it is k-consistent for some k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

The inertia of an n × n real matrix A, denoted by In(A), is the triple In(A) = (i+(A), i−(A), i0(A)),

where i+(A), i−(A), and i0(A) denote the number of eigenvalues of A with positive, negative, and zero real

parts, respectively. For a sign pattern P ∈ Qn, the inertia of P is In(P) = {In(A) | A ∈ Q(P)}. If In(P)

contains only one element, then P is said to require a unique inertia.

Two sign patterns P1 and P2 are said to be equivalent if one can be obtained from the other through

a combination of permutation similarity, signature similarity, negation, and transposition. Equivalence

preserves certain properties; in particular, P1 requires a unique inertia (respectively, is consistent) if and

only if P2 requires a unique inertia (respectively, is consistent).

Let A be an n×n matrix. For subsets α, β ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n}, A[α, β] denotes the submatrix of A consisting

of rows, columns corresponding to the indices in α, β, respectively. In particular, A[α] stands for the principal

submatrix A[α, α].

The signed directed graph D = (V,E) of P = [pij ] ∈ Qn is the directed graph with vertex set V =

{1, 2, . . . , n} and directed edge (i, j) ∈ E if and only if pij ̸= 0. The directed edge (i, j) is associated with

a + if pij = + and associated with a − if pij = −. A product of the form P = pi1i2pi2i3 · · · pikik+1
, where

each factor is nonzero and the indices i1, i2, . . . , ik+1 are all distinct is called a path of length l(P ) = k from

i1 to ik+1. If i1, i2, . . . , ik are all distinct, then γ = pi1i2pi2i3 · · · piki1 is called a simple cycle, denoted by

γ = (i1, i2, ..., ik), of length l(γ) = k. For k = 1, the simple cycle γ = pi1i1 is called a loop. The simple cycle

γ is said to be positive (respectively, negative) if sgn(γ) = (−1)k−1 pi1i2pi2i3 · · · piki1 is positive (respectively,

negative). Therefore, if l(γ) is even and the product pi1i2pi2i3 · · · piki1 is positive (respectively, negative),

then γ is a negative (respectively, positive) simple cycle. If l(γ) is odd and the product pi1i2pi2i3 · · · piki1 is

positive (respectively, negative), then γ is a positive (respectively, negative) simple cycle. Suppose that γi’s

are mutually vertex disjoint simple cycles with l(γi) = ki, for i = 1, 2, ..., t, then Γ = γ1γ2 · · · γt is called a

composite cycle of length l(Γ) =
∑t

i=1 ki and sgn(Γ) =
∏t

i=1 sgn(γi). Throughout this paper, we assume

all the cycles to be simple unless otherwise mentioned. Suppose that Γ1 = γ1γ2 · · · γt, Γ2 be two composite

cycles in D. We define

Γ1 \ Γ2 =
∏

{ γi : γi ∈ Γ1 and γi /∈ Γ2},

where each γi ∈ Γ1 is a simple cycle in D. Let S ⊆ V , then D \ S denotes the subgraph of D obtained by

deleting the vertices in S together with all the incident edges, and D(S) denotes the subgraph of D induced

by S, that is, the subgraph of D with vertex set S, together with all the incident edges.

A sign pattern P = [pij ] ∈ Qn is said to be combinatorially symmetric if pij ̸= 0 if and only if pji ̸= 0. The

underlying signed undirected graph G of P is the undirected graph whose edges are signed. The edge {i, j}
is + (respectively, −) if and only if pijpji = + (respectively, −). A path P = {i1, i2}{i2, i3} · · · {ik, ik+1}
of length l(P ) = k in G is a sequence of k edges of G, where the vertices i1, i2, . . . , ik+1 are all distinct.

For k ≥ 3, if the vertices i1, i2, ..., ik are all distinct, then {i1, i2}{i2, i3} · · · {ik, i1} is called a simple cycle,
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denoted by C = i1i2 · · · ik, and l(C) =k. Suppose that Ci’s are mutually vertex disjoint simple cycles in G, of

length ki, for i = 1, 2, ..., t, then C = C1C2 · · · Ct is called a composite cycle of length l(C) =
∑t

i=1 ki. A set of

nonadjacent edges M = {{i1, j1}, {i2, j2}, . . . , {ik, jk}} is called a matching in G, of length l(M) = k. If S

is a set of vertices in G, then G \ S denotes the subgraph of G obtained by deleting the vertices in S along

with their incident edges. A combinatorially symmetric sign pattern P ∈ Qn is called a tree sign pattern

(respectively, path sign pattern) if the underlying signed undirected graph G is a tree (respectively, path).

The term path sign pattern is also used to describe a tridiagonal sign pattern.

Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, and let G

denote its underlying signed undirected graph. A path P in G is called a maximal signed positive path if it

satisfies the following:

i. the path starts with the first positive edge, or with the first positive edge that follows a negative edge

ii. contain successive positive edges and

iii. ends at the last positive edge, or when a negative edge occurs.

Similarly, a maximal signed negative path is defined. For example, consider the irreducible, combinatorially

symmetric sign pattern P = [pij ] whose underlying signed undirected graph G is shown in Figure 1.
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+
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Figure 1: G

In this case, the path {1, 2}{2, 3}{3, 4} and {6, 7} are maximal signed negative path, whereas {4, 5}{5, 6}
and {7, 8}{8, 1} are maximal signed positive path.

Let P be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern whose underlying signed undirected

graph is G with vertex set V (G). For any two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), the distance dist(u, v) is the length of

the shortest path from u to v. If C = u1u2 · · ·uk is a cycle in G, the distance from a vertex u ∈ V (G) to C
is given by

dist(u, C) = min{dist(u, ui)| i = 1, 2, ..., k}.

Suppose P = [pij ] ∈ Qn is a sign pattern whose underlying signed directed graph D contains a simple
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k-cycle γ. Define the n× n real matrix Bγ(0) = (bγ(0)ij) by

bγ(0)ij =


1 if pij = + and is in γ

−1 if pij = − and is in γ

0 elsewhere,

(1.1)

and define the perturbed matrix Bγ(ϵ) = (bγ(ϵ)ij) by

bγ(ϵ)ij =


bγ(0)ij if pij is in γ

ϵ if pij = + and is not in γ

−ϵ if pij = − and is not in γ

0 elsewhere,

(1.2)

for some ϵ > 0. Since the nonzero eigenvalues of Bγ(0) are algebraically simple (that is, each has algebraic

multiplicity one), thus, for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the perturbation matrix Bγ(ϵ) of Bγ(0), has k algebraically

simple eigenvalues close to the k distinct eigenvalues of Bγ(0). Consequently, Bγ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) has k distinct

eigenvalues near the k-th complex roots of 1 or −1, depending on the sign of γ.

Let Γ = γ1γ2 · · · γt be a composite cycle in the signed directed graph D, where each γp is a simple cycle

of length l(γp), for p = 1, 2, ..., t. Define the n× n real matrix BΓ(0) = (bΓ(0)ij) by

bΓ(0)ij =


10p if pij = + and is in γp for p = 1, 2, ..., t

−10p if pij = − and is in γp for p = 1, 2, ..., t

0 elsewhere.

(1.3)

Then the nonzero eigenvalues of BΓ(0) are the l(γp)-th complex roots of 10pl(γp), −10pl(γp), depending on

the sign of γp, for p = 1, 2, ..., t. Therefore, BΓ(0) has
∑t

p=1 l(γp) algebraically simple nonzero eigenvalues.

For ϵ > 0, define BΓ(ϵ) = (bΓ(ϵ)ij) ∈ Q(P) similarly as in (1.2), with γ replaced by Γ. Clearly, BΓ(ϵ)

has
∑t

p=1 l(γp) algebraically simple nonzero eigenvalues close to the nonzero eigenvalues of BΓ(0) for ϵ > 0

sufficiently small. Also, the nonzero real eigenvalues of BΓ(0) of the form λ, −λ cannot merge to form a

complex conjugate pair of eigenvalues in BΓ(ϵ).

Let P ∈ Qn and let the maximal length of composite cycles in the signed directed graph of P be m. For

any B ∈ Q(P), the characteristic polynomial of B, denoted by ChB(x), is of the form

ChB(x) = xn − E1(B)xn−1 + E2(B)xn−2 − · · ·+ (−1)mEm(B)xn−m,

where Ek(B) is the sum of all cycles (simple or composite) of length k in B properly signed, for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

Define V+(x) (respectively, V−(x)) as the number of sign changes in the coefficients of ChB(x) when x > 0

(respectively, x < 0). By Descartes’ rule of signs, the number of positive (respectively, negative) real roots of

ChB(x) is either exactly equal to V+(x) (respectively, V−(x)) or smaller by an even integer. As an example,

consider the cubic polynomial

ChB(x) = a3x
3 + a2x

2 + a1x+ a0,

where B is a real matrix and the coefficients ai ∈ R, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, are arbitrary. The sign of ChB(x) can be

written as

sgn(ChB(x)) =

(sgn(a3))(+) + (sgn(a2))(+) + (sgn(a1))(+) + (sgn(a0)), if x > 0,

(sgn(a3))(−) + (sgn(a2))(+) + (sgn(a1))(−) + (sgn(a0)), if x < 0,

4



where (sgn(ai))(·) represents the product of sgn(ai) and the sign of xi for i = 3, 2, 1, 0, depending on whether

x > 0 or x < 0.

In 1994, Eschenbach et al. [4] established several properties of k-consistent sign patterns. They also

derived a graph theoretic necessary condition for a consistent, irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern P, based

on the number and signs of the edges in the underlying signed undirected graph of P. Furthermore, they

proposed that this necessary condition is also sufficient for the consistency of such sign patterns. In article

[7], the authors derived several necessary conditions for irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign patterns

to require a unique inertia, based on the number of negative edges and other combinatorial properties of the

cycles in their underlying graphs.

In Section 2, we review some relevant results from the literature that will be used in this paper. We then

provide a counterexample that shows that the proposition of Eschenbach et al. [4] does not hold in general.

In Section 3, to begin with, we consider irreducible tree sign patterns with a 0-diagonal. We relate

consistent sign patterns in this class with those that require a unique inertia. In particular, we prove that for

an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern P with a 0-diagonal of order at most 5, P is consistent if and only if

it requires a unique inertia. We further derive necessary conditions for consistency of irreducible, tridiagonal

sign patterns with a 0-diagonal and identify a class of such patterns which are not consistent. In Section 4,

we study irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign patterns whose underlying graphs contain cycles but

no loops. We establish several necessary conditions for the consistency of such patterns depending on the

sign of the edges and the combinatorial structure of the cycles.

Eschenbach and Johnson in [1] proposed the problem of characterizing k-consistent sign patterns. In [2],

the authors characterized all n×n consistent sign patterns P for which SP = (0, n) or (n, 0). Eschenbach [3]

gave necessary and sufficient conditions for sign patterns of odd order to have exactly one real eigenvalue.

In Section 5, we examine the class of all sign patterns that require exactly two real eigenvalues. We denote

this class by ∆ and provide useful necessary conditions for sign patterns to be in ∆. Since a reducible sign

pattern is consistent if and only if all its irreducible components are consistent, we consider only irreducible

sign patterns in the above study. In Section 6, we also include problems that come as natural extensions of

the results obtained in this paper and that pave the way for future research in this topic.

2 Preliminaries

For irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal, Eschenbach et al. [4] established the following

necessary condition for consistency.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 2.8, [4]). Let A be an irreducible, tridiagonal pattern with a 0-diagonal. Then A
is consistent only if the signed undirected graph of A has, at most, one maximal signed path with odd length.

They conjectured that the above necessary condition is also sufficient for an irreducible, tridiagonal sign

pattern with a 0-diagonal to be consistent. The following example shows that the proposed conjecture is not

true.
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Example 2.1. Let

P =



0 + 0 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0 0

0 + 0 − 0 0

0 0 + 0 + 0

0 0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 0 + 0


,

be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal. Therefore, the underlying signed undirected

graph of P has exactly one maximal signed path with odd length. However, any real matrix B ∈ Q(P), is

similar to 

0 1 0 0 0 0

a 0 1 0 0 0

0 b 0 −1 0 0

0 0 c 0 1 0

0 0 0 d 0 1

0 0 0 0 e 0


, where a, b, c, d, e > 0.

i. If B1 ∈ Q(P) is such that a = b = c = d = e = 1, then σ(B1) = {−1.3071 + 0.2151i,−1.3071 −
0.2151i, 1.3071 + 0.2151i, 1.3071− 0.2151i, 0.5698i,−0.5698i}, so SB1

= (0, 6).

ii. If B2 ∈ Q(P) is such that a = b = c = d = 1 and e = 2, then σ(B2) = {−1.5538, 1.5538,−1.4142,

1.4142,−0.6436i, 0.6436i}, so SB2
= (4, 2).

Since SB1
̸= SB2

, P is not consistent.

In [7], the authors, however, obtained a similar necessary condition for irreducible, tridiagonal sign

patterns with a 0-diagonal to require a unique inertia.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 2.8, [7]). Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal.

Then P requires a unique inertia only if the signed undirected graph of P has, at most, one maximal signed

path with odd length.

The following necessary and sufficient condition for the consistency of a sign pattern is from [4].

Remark 2.1. Let P ∈ Qn. If nr(P) (respectively, nc(P)) denotes the maximum number of real (respectively,

nonreal) eigenvalues allowed by P, then P is consistent if and only if nr(P) + nc(P) = n.

Let P ∈ Qn be a tree sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, with the underlying signed undirected graph G.

Then P− is defined to be the sign pattern whose underlying signed undirected graph G− is obtained from

G by taking the opposite sign of each signed edge of G.

Example 2.2. Let P ∈ Qn be a tree sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected

graph is G given in Fig.2.
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P =


0 + 0 0 0

− 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 + +

0 0 − 0 0

0 0 − 0 0


1 2 3 4

5

− + −

−

Figure 2: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then the underlying graph corresponding to P− is G− given in Fig.3.

P− =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 − 0 + +

0 0 + 0 0

0 0 + 0 0


1 2 3 4

5

+ − +

+

Figure 3: The signed undirected graph G− of P−.

In [7, Lemma 2.4], the authors showed that if λ is an eigenvalue of B = [bij ] ∈ Q(P) with algebraic

multiplicity m, where P ∈ Qn is a tree sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, then iλ is an eigenvalue of B− =

[b−ij ] ∈ Q(P−) with algebraic multiplicity m, where |bij | = |b−ij | for all i, j.

Remark 2.2. [7] If P ∈ Qn is a tree sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, then P requires a unique inertia

(respectively, consistent) if and only if P− is consistent (respectively, requires a unique inertia).

3 Consistency of tree sign patterns with a 0-diagonal and their

relation to sign patterns requiring a unique inertia

In this section, we begin with irreducible path sign patterns with a 0-diagonal and derive necessary conditions

for such patterns to be consistent. We also associate consistent tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal

with patterns that require a unique inertia.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.1, [7]). Suppose that f(x) is a real polynomial of even degree n, consisting only of

even powers of x. If λ is a root of f(x) with multiplicity m, then −λ is also a root of f(x) with multiplicity

m.

Theorem 3.1. If P ∈ Qn is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal where n ≤ 5, then P
is consistent if and only if P requires a unique inertia.

Proof. If the number of maximal signed paths of odd length in P is more than one, then by Theorem 2.1 and

Theorem 2.2, P is neither consistent nor requires a unique inertia. So, to complete the proof, it is enough

to consider P with the number of maximal signed paths of odd length at most one.

Case 1: n = 2.
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The only possible sign patterns up to equivalence are

P1 =

[
0 +

+ 0

]
, P2 =

[
0 −
+ 0

]
.

Every B ∈ Q(P1) (respectively, B ∈ Q(P2)) is similar to a real symmetric (respectively, skew-symmetric)

matrix. So, SB = (2, 0) and In(B) = (1, 1, 0) for B ∈ Q(P1), respectively, SB = (0, 2) and In(B) = (0, 0, 2)

for B ∈ Q(P2). Therefore, P1,P2 are consistent sign patterns and also require a unique inertia.

Case 2: n = 3.

Since the number of maximal signed paths of odd length in P is at most one, the only possible sign patterns

up to equivalence are

P1 =

0 + 0

+ 0 +

0 + 0

 , P2 =

0 − 0

+ 0 −
0 + 0

 .

Similarly as in case 1, we have SB = (3, 0) and In(B) = (1, 1, 1) for B ∈ Q(P1), respectively, SB = (1, 2) and

In(B) = (0, 0, 3) for B ∈ Q(P2). Therefore, P1,P2 are consistent sign patterns and also require a unique

inertia.

Case 3: n = 4.

Since the number of maximal signed paths of odd length in P is at most one, the only possible sign patterns

up to equivalence are

P1 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 + 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 , P2 =


0 − 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 −
0 0 + 0

 , P3 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 + 0

0 + 0 −
0 0 + 0

 , P4 =


0 − 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 .

• Similarly as in case 1, we have SB = (4, 0) and In(B) = (2, 2, 0) for B ∈ Q(P1), respectively, SB = (0, 4)

and In(B) = (0, 0, 4) for B ∈ Q(P2). Therefore, P1,P2 are consistent sign patterns and require a unique

inertia.

• Every B ∈ Q(P3) is similar to

B =


0 1 0 0

a 0 1 0

0 b 0 −1

0 0 c 0

 , where a, b, c > 0.

Therefore, the characteristic polynomial of B is ChB(x) = x4 − (a+ b− c)x2 − ac and

sgn(ChB(x)) = (+)− (∗)(+) + (−), for x ∈ R \ {0},

where ∗ denotes an arbitrary sign. Since V+(x) = 1 and V−(x) = 1, by Descartes’ rule of signs, the

number of positive, negative real roots of ChB(x) is exactly one. So, SB = (2, 2) and by Lemma 3.1,

In(B) = (1, 1, 2) for all B ∈ Q(P3). Therefore, P3 is consistent and requires a unique inertia.

• Since P4− = P3, P4− is consistent and requires a unique inertia. Therefore, by Remark 2.2, P4 is

consistent and also requires a unique inertia.
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Case 4: n = 5.

Since the number of maximal signed paths of odd length in P is at most one, the only possible sign patterns

up to equivalence are

P1 =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 + 0

0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 + 0

 , P2 =


0 − 0 0 0

+ 0 − 0 0

0 + 0 − 0

0 0 + 0 −
0 0 0 + 0

 , P3 =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 − 0

0 0 + 0 −
0 0 0 + 0

 .

• Similarly as in case 1, we have SB = (5, 0) and In(B) = (2, 2, 1) for B ∈ Q(P1); respectively, SB = (0, 5)

and In(B) = (0, 0, 5) for B ∈ Q(P2). Therefore, P1,P2 are consistent sign patterns and require a unique

inertia.

• Every B ∈ Q(P3) is similar to

B =


0 1 0 0 0

a 0 1 0 0

0 b 0 −1 0

0 0 c 0 −1

0 0 0 d 0

 , where a, b, c, d > 0.

Therefore, the characteristic polynomial of B is ChB(x) = x(x4 − (a+ b− c− d)x2 − (ac+ ad+ bd)).

Take, g(x) = x4 − (a+ b− c− d)x2 − (ac+ ad+ bd), then

sgn(g(x)) = (+)− (∗)(+) + (−), for x ∈ R \ {0},

where ∗ denotes an arbitrary sign. Since V+(x) = 1 and V−(x) = 1, by Descartes’ rule of signs, the

number of positive, negative real roots of g(x) is exactly one. So, SB = (3, 2) and by Lemma 3.1,

In(B) = (1, 1, 3) for all B ∈ Q(P3). Therefore, P3 is consistent and also requires a unique inertia.

The following result is from Eschenbach et al. [4].

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 1.5, [4]). If an n× n sign pattern matrix A does not allow repeated real eigenvalues,

then A is consistent.

The converse is not true in general, even for symmetric tree sign patterns. The following example

illustrates this fact.

Example 3.1 (Example 1.6, [4]). Consider,

A =


0 + + +

+ 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0


Then A is consistent with SP = (4, 0); however, A allows repeated zero eigenvalues.
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The converse of Lemma 3.2, whether it holds for tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal, remains an

interesting open problem. However, if the order of such patterns is less than or equal to 5, then we have the

following result.

Theorem 3.2. If P ∈ Qn is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, where n ≤ 5, then P
is consistent if and only if P does not allow repeated real eigenvalues.

Proof. If P does not allow repeated real eigenvalues, then by Lemma 3.2, P is consistent. To prove the

converse, suppose that P is consistent.

Case 1: n = 2.

The only irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal up to equivalence are

P1 =

[
0 +

+ 0

]
, P2 =

[
0 −
+ 0

]
.

Clearly P1,P2 are consistent and any B ∈ Q(P1) (or, Q(P2)) has all distinct eigenvalues.

Case 2: n = 3.

From the proof of Theorem 3.1 it follows that the only consistent irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with

a 0-diagonal up to equivalence are

P1 =

0 + 0

+ 0 +

0 + 0

 , P2 =

0 − 0

+ 0 −
0 + 0

 .

Since every B ∈ Q(P1) (respectively, B ∈ Q(P2)) is similar to a real symmetric (respectively, skew-

symmetric) matrix, it is diagonalizable. Hence, the algebraic multiplicity of any eigenvalue λ of B is equal

to rank(B − λI) = 1. So, B has all distinct eigenvalues.

Case 3: n = 4.

From the proof of Theorem 3.1 it follows that the only consistent irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with

a 0-diagonal up to equivalence are

P1 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 + 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 , P2 =


0 − 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 −
0 0 + 0

 , P3 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 + 0

0 + 0 −
0 0 + 0

 , P4 =


0 − 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 .

Every B ∈ Q(P1) (or, Q(P2)) has all distinct eigenvalues, as discussed in case 2. From the proof of

Theorem 3.1, it follows that any B ∈ Q(P3) also has all distinct eigenvalues. Since P4 = P3−, therefore the

eigenvalues of any B ∈ Q(P4) are all distinct.

Case 4: n = 5.

From the proof of Theorem 3.1 it follows that the only consistent irreducible, tridiagonal sign patterns with

a 0-diagonal up to equivalence are

P1 =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 + 0

0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 + 0

 , P2 =


0 − 0 0 0

+ 0 − 0 0

0 + 0 − 0

0 0 + 0 −
0 0 0 + 0

 , P3 =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 − 0

0 0 + 0 −
0 0 0 + 0

 .
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Every B ∈ Q(P1) (or, Q(P2)) has all distinct eigenvalues, as discussed in case 2. From the proof of

Theorem 3.1, it follows that any B ∈ Q(P3) also has all distinct eigenvalues.

The next few results are useful in identifying certain tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal that are

not consistent.

Lemma 3.3. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign pattern, whose underlying signed directed graph is D. Suppose that the

maximum length of composite cycles in D is m, with m even. If D contains composite cycles, Γ1,Γ2, each

of length m and consisting only of 2-cycles, such that Γ1,Γ2 have different number of negative 2-cycles, then

P is not consistent.

Proof. Let Γ1 = αi1αi2 · · ·αim
2

and Γ2 = αj1αj2 · · ·αjm
2

be two composite cycles in D consisting only of

2-cycles of length m, where αi1αi2 , ..., αim
2
, αj1 , αj2 , ..., αjm

2
are 2-cycles. Let Γ1 (respectively, Γ2) contain

k1 (respectively, k2) numbers of negative 2-cycles, with k1 ̸= k2.

Define the real matrix BΓ1
(0) = [bΓ1

(0)ij ] as in (1.3). Then the eigenvalues of BΓ1
(0) are the second

complex roots of 102p or −102p, depending on the sign of αp, for p = 1, 2, . . . , m
2 . Hence, BΓ1

(0) has

(n −m) + 2k1 real eigenvalues. For ϵ > 0, define BΓ1
(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) as in (1.2) with γ replaced by Γ1. Then

for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, eigenvalues of BΓ1(ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓ1(0), therefore all the

nonzero real eigenvalues of BΓ1(ϵ) are algebraically simple. In addition, the real eigenvalues of BΓ1(0) of

the form λ, −λ cannot merge to form a nonreal conjugate pair in BΓ1
(ϵ). Also, the nonreal eigenvalues of

BΓ1
(0) cannot give real eigenvalues of BΓ1

(ϵ) for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore, SBΓ1
(ϵ) = SBΓ1

(0) =

(n−m+ 2k1,m− 2k1).

Similarly, for Γ2, there exists ϵ
′ > 0 such that BΓ2

(ϵ′) ∈ Q(P) and SBΓ2
(ϵ′) = SBΓ2

(0) = (n−m+2k2,m−
2k2). Since k1 ̸= k2, therefore P is not consistent.

Example 3.2. Suppose that P is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, whose underlying

signed directed graph D is given in Fig.4.

P =


0 + 0 0 0

+ 0 + 0 0

0 + 0 − 0

0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 + 0


1 2 3 4 5+

+

+

+

−

+

+

+

Figure 4: The signed directed graph D of P.

Then the maximum length of composite cycles in D is 4, and D contain two composite cycles, (1, 2)(3, 4) and

(2, 3)(4, 5), both of length 4, with the number of negative 2-cycles equal to 1 and 2, respectively. Therefore,

P satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.3, and hence P is not consistent.

Although for tridiagonal sign patterns with a 0-diagonal, whether consistency requires such patterns to

have distinct eigenvalues is not known, however, the following result shows that the multiplicity of zero as

an eigenvalue can be at most one.

Theorem 3.3. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal. Then P is consistent

only if for any A ∈ Q(P) has at most, one zero eigenvalue.
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Proof. Suppose that there exists A ∈ Q(P) with more than one zero eigenvalues. Therefore, it follows

that n must be odd. So, the maximum length of a composite cycle in the signed directed graph D of P is

n− 1, which is even, consisting only of disjoint 2-cycles. Moreover, since P allows repeated zero eigenvalues,

the underlying signed directed graph D contains two composite cycles of length n − 1 with opposite signs.

Consequently, D has two composite cycles of length n− 1, each consisting only of 2-cycles but with different

numbers of negative 2-cycles. Therefore, by Lemma 3.3, P is not consistent.

The conclusion of Theorem 3.3 is not necessarily true for tree sign patterns with a 0-diagonal.

Example 3.3. Let

P =


0 + + + +

+ 0 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0 0

 .

Then rank(B) = 2 for all B ∈ Q(P), so P allows repeated zero eigenvalues. However, since P is a symmetric

tree sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, by Theorem 1.6 [2], it follows that P is consistent.

Our next result identifies certain patterns that cannot be submatrices of a consistent irreducible, tridi-

agonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal. For irreducible path sign patterns with a 0-diagonal that require a

unique inertia, we have the following result from [7].

Theorem 3.4 (Theorem 2.9, [7]). Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal.

If P4 or P4− is a submatrix of P, then P does not require a unique inertia, where

P4 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 .

The next result shows that an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, if it is consistent,

cannot have P4,P4− as a submatrix.

Theorem 3.5. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal. If P4 or P4− is a

submatrix of P, then P is not consistent, where

P4 =


0 + 0 0

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

0 0 + 0

 .

Proof. The sign pattern P contains P4 as a submatrix if and only if P− contains P4− as a submatrix, and

by Remark 2.2, P is consistent if and only if P− requires a unique inertia. Therefore, the result follows from

Theorem 3.4.

For sign patterns P of order greater than or equal to 6, we have the following result from [7].
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Theorem 3.6 (Theorem 2.10, [7]). Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal.

If P6 or P6− is a submatrix of P, then P does not require a unique inertia, where

P6 =



0 + 0 0 0 0

+ 0 − 0 0 0

0 + 0 − 0 0

0 0 + 0 − 0

0 0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 0 + 0


.

A similar result holds for the consistency of an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal.

Theorem 3.7. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal. If P6 or P6− is a

submatrix of P, then P is not consistent, where

P6 =



0 + 0 0 0 0

+ 0 − 0 0 0

0 + 0 − 0 0

0 0 + 0 − 0

0 0 0 + 0 +

0 0 0 0 + 0


.

Proof. The sign pattern P contains the submatrix P6 if and only if P− contains P6− and by Remark 2.2, P
is consistent if and only if P− requires a unique inertia. Therefore, the result follows from Theorem 3.6.

Since a sign pattern P containing P6, P6− as a submatrix may not contain P4, P4− as a submatrix and

vise versa, even patterns which do not contain P4,P4− or P6,P6− may well be not consistent.

The following gives a necessary condition for consistency of sign patterns with multiple adjacent leaves

in the underlying graph.

Theorem 3.8. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

and let G be the underlying signed undirected graph of P. If G contains two leaves u and v with a common

neighbour w, then P is consistent only if the edges {u,w}, {v, w} have the same sign.

Proof. Assume that the edges {u,w} and {v, w} are oppositely signed, and without loss of generality let

{u,w} be positive and {v, w} be negative. Let D denote the signed directed graph corresponding to P, and

let Γ be a composite cycle of maximum length in D.

Case 1: (z, w) is in Γ for some z ∈ V (D).

Consider composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D obtained from Γ by replacing (z, w) with (u,w), (v, w), respectively.

Then both Γ1,Γ2 are composite cycles in D of maximum length. Define the real matrices BΓ1
(0) and BΓ2

(0)

as in (1.3). Then BΓ1(0) has two additional real eigenvalues compared to BΓ2(0).

For ϵ > 0, define BΓ1
(ϵ), BΓ2

(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) as in (1.2), with γ replaced by Γ1 and Γ2, respectively. Then

for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the eigenvalues of BΓr (ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓr (0), for r = 1, 2.

Therefore, SBΓ1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ2

(ϵ), and P is not consistent.
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Case 2: (z, w) /∈ Γ for any z ∈ V (D).

Then there exists a simple cycle γ = (w, u1, u2, ..., uk), such that γ ∈ Γ.

w

u

v

u1u2

uk−1 uk

+

−

Figure 5: G

If k is even then the composite cycle Γ′ obtained from Γ by replacing γ with (u1, u2)(u3, u4) · · · (uk−1, uk)

(v, w) has length l(Γ) + 1, which contradicts that Γ has maximum length. Hence k must be odd.

Consider the composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D obtained from Γ by replacing γ with (u1, u2)(u3, u4) · · · (uk−2,

uk−1)(u,w) and (u1, u2)(u3, u4) · · · (uk−2, uk−1)(v, w), respectively. Then both the composite cycles Γ1,Γ2

in D have maximum length. Similarly as in case 1, there exists two real matrices BΓ1(ϵ), BΓ2(ϵ) ∈ Q(P)

with SBΓ1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ2

(ϵ). Therefore, P is not consistent.

We illustrate the above result by the following example.

Example 3.4. Suppose that P is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, whose underlying

signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.3.4.

P =


0 + + + +

+ 0 0 0 0

− 0 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0 0

+ 0 0 0 0

 1

2 4

3

5

+

+

−

+

Figure 6: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then the edges {1, 2} and {1, 3} in G are oppositely signed. Therefore, P satisfies the conditions of Theo-

rem 3.8, and hence P is not consistent.

4 Consistency of combinatorially symmetric sign patterns with

cycles in their underlying signed undirected graph

In this section, we consider irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign patterns that necessarily contain

cycles but no loops. We derive some interesting necessary and sufficient conditions for such sign patterns to

14



be consistent based on the sign of the edges and other combinatorial properties of the cycles in the underlying

graphs. We begin our discussion with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign pattern, whose underlying directed graph is D. Suppose that the maximum

length of the composite cycles in D is m, m ≥ 2. If D contains composite cycles Γ1,Γ2, consisting only of

negative 2-cycles, positive 2-cycles, respectively, such that l(Γ1) + l(Γ2) ≥ m+ 2, then P is not consistent.

Proof. Let Γ1 = αi1αi2 · · ·αik1
, Γ2 = αj1αj2 · · ·αjk2

be two composite cycles in D consisting only of negative

2-cycles, positive 2-cycles, respectively, such that l(Γ1) + l(Γ2) = 2k1 + 2k2 ≥ m+ 2.

Define the real matrix BΓ1(0) as in (1.3), with Γ replaced by Γ1. Then the eigenvalues of BΓ1(0) are the

second complex roots of 102p for p = 1, 2, ..., k1. Therefore, BΓ1
(0) has 2k1 algebraically simple nonzero real

eigenvalues. For ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, define BΓ1
(ϵ) as in (1.2) with γ replaced by Γ1. Then BΓ1

(ϵ) ∈ Q(P)

and its eigenvalues remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓ1
(0). The real eigenvalues of BΓ1

(0) of the form

λ,−λ cannot merge to form nonreal conjugate eigenvalue pairs in BΓ1(ϵ). Hence,

ir(BΓ1
(ϵ)) ≥ (n−m) + 2k1.

Similarly, define the real matrix BΓ2
(0) as in (1.3), with Γ replaced by Γ2, then it has 2k2 algebraically

simple, nonzero purely imaginary eigenvalues. Therefore, for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, define BΓ2(ϵ) as in

(1.2) with γ replaced by Γ2. Then BΓ2(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) and its eigenvalues remain close to the eigenvalues of

BΓ2
(0). So,

ir(BΓ2
(ϵ)) ≤ n− 2k2 ≤ (n−m) + 2k1 − 2,

since 2k1 + 2k2 ≥ m+ 2. Therefore, SBΓ1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ2

(ϵ), and P is not consistent.

Theorem 4.1. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying signed undirected graph G is a cycle. Then P is not consistent if any one of the following

holds.

i. G has two nonadjacent positively signed edges.

ii. G has more than one maximal signed path of odd length.

iii. n is odd and G has a positively signed edge.

Proof. Let D be the underlying signed directed graph of P.

i. Suppose that {p, p + 1} and {q, q + 1} are two nonadjacent positively signed edges of G. Consider

the composite cycle Γ1 = (p, p + 1)(q, q + 1) in D. Define the real matrix BΓ1
(0) = [bΓ1

(0)ij ] as

in (1.3), with Γ replaced by Γ1. Then the nonzero eigenvalues of BΓ1(0) are ±10 and ±102. Hence, for

ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the perturbed matrix BΓ1(ϵ) has four nonzero real eigenvalues close to those

of BΓ1
(0).

Now consider the simple cycle Γ2 = (1, 2, . . . , n) in D, and define the matrices BΓ2
(0) and BΓ2

(ϵ) as

in (1.1) and (1.2), with γ replaced by Γ2. Since BΓ2
(0) has n nonzero algebraically simple eigenvalues,

namely the n-th complex roots of unity (for n ≥ 3), it follows that for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the
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perturbed matrix BΓ2
(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) and has n nonzero algebraically simple eigenvalues close to those of

BΓ2
(0). Hence BΓ2

(ϵ) has at most 2 of which is real.

Therefore, SBΓ1 (ϵ)
̸= SBΓ2 (ϵ)

, and hence P is not consistent.

ii. Assume G has at least two maximal signed paths of odd length.

Case 1: n is odd.

Then there exist at least three maximal signed paths of odd length. Let P1 = {1, 2}{2, 3} · · · {2p−1, 2p}
and P2 = {s, s + 1}{s + 1, s + 2} · · · {s + 2r, s + 2r + 1} be two maximal signed paths of odd length,

where s > 2p. Since n is odd, either dist(2p, s) is odd or dist(s + 2r + 1, 1) is odd. Without loss of

generality, suppose that dist(2p, s) is odd, then dist(s, 1) is also odd. Consider,

S =
{
{2i− 1, 2i} : 1 ≤ i ≤ p

}
∪

{
{2i, 2i+ 1} : 2p ≤ 2i ≤ (s− 1)

}
∪

{
{2i− 1, 2i} : (s+ 1) ≤ 2i ≤ (n− 1)

}
∪

{
{n, 1}

}
.

1

9

8
7

6

5

4
3

2

+

+
−

+

+

+

− −

−

Figure 7: In the above figure G is a cycle of length 9, P1 = {1, 2}{2, 3}{3, 4} and P2 = {7, 8} where the

dotted edges correspond to S.

Then the edges {2p− 1, 2p}, {2p, 2p+1}; {s− 1, s}, {s, s+1}; {n, 1}, {1, 2} are the only pair of edges

in S which are adjacent, and the edges in each pair are signed oppositely. Hence, the positive edges

in S, the negative edges in S are all nonadjacent. Let k1 (respectively, k2) be the number of positive

(respectively, negative) edges in S. Since every vertex of G occurs once in S except 2p, s and 1, which

occurs twice, hence 2k1+2k2 = n+3. Let M1 and M2 be two matchings in G containing only positive

and negative edges in S, respectively.

Let Γ1, Γ2 be the composite cycles inD corresponding toM1, M2, respectively. Then, Γ1 (respectively,

Γ2) consists only of negative (respectively, positive) 2-cycles in D, and since l(Γ1) + l(Γ2) = n + 3, it

follows from Lemma 4.1 that P is not consistent.

Case 2: n is even.

Suppose G contains more than one maximal signed path of odd length. Let P1 = {1, 2}{2, 3} · · · {2p−
1, 2p} be a maximal signed path of odd length. Consider,

S = {{2j − 1, 2j} : 1 ≤ j ≤ p} ∪ {{2i, 2i+ 1} : 2p ≤ 2i ≤ (n− 2)} ∪ {{n, 1}}.
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Then the edges {2p − 1, 2p}, {2p, 2p + 1}; {n, 1}, {1, 2} are the only pair of edges in S which are

adjacent, and the edges in each pair are signed oppositely. Then similarly as in case 1, S contains

two matchings, denoted by M1 and M2, where M1 (respectively, M2) consists only of positively

(respectively, negatively) signed edges from S and has length k1 (respectively, k2), with 2k1 + 2k2 =

n+ 2.

Let Γ1, Γ2 be the composite cycles inD corresponding toM1, M2, respectively. Then, Γ1 (respectively,

Γ2) consists only of negative (respectively, positive) 2-cycles in D, and since l(Γ1) + l(Γ2) = n + 2, it

follows from Lemma 4.1 that P is not consistent.

iii. Suppose that {p, p + 1} is a positively signed edge in G. Consider the cycle Γ1 = (p, p + 1) in D,

and define the matrices BΓ1
(0) and BΓ1

(ϵ) as in (1.1) and (1.2), with γ replaced by Γ1. For ϵ > 0

sufficiently small, the perturbed matrix BΓ1
(ϵ) has two nonzero real eigenvalues close to ±1. Hence

ir(BΓ1(ϵ)) ≥ 2.

Now consider the simple cycle Γ2 = (1, 2, . . . , n) in D, and define the matrices BΓ2(0), BΓ2(ϵ) as

in (1.1), (1.2), with γ replaced by Γ2. Then for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the eigenvalues of BΓ2
(ϵ) are

algebraically simple and lie close to the eigenvalues of BΓ2
(0). Since n is odd, BΓ2

(ϵ) has exactly one

real eigenvalue. Thus ir(BΓ2
(ϵ)) = 1. Therefore, P is not consistent.

The following are examples of sign patterns that satisfy conditions (i), (ii), and (iii), respectively, of

Theorem 4.1 and therefore do not require a unique inertia.

Example 4.1. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a

0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph is the graph G given in Fig 4.1.

P =


0 + 0 +

+ 0 + 0

0 + 0 +

+ 0 + 0


1 2

34

+

+

+

+

Figure 8: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with two nonadjacent positively signed edges {1, 2}, {3, 4}. Thus, P satisfies the conditions

stated in (i) of Theorem 4.1. Consequently, P is not consistent.

Example 4.2. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a
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0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph is the graph G given in Fig 4.2.

P =


0 − 0 +

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 −
+ 0 + 0


1 2

34

−

−

−

+

Figure 9: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with more than one maximal signed path of odd length. Thus, P satisfies the conditions

stated in (ii) of Theorem 4.1. Consequently, P is not consistent.

Example 4.3. Suppose that P ∈ Q3 is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a

0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.10.

P =

0 + +

+ 0 +

+ + 0


3 2

1

+

++

Figure 10: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with a positively signed edge. Thus, P satisfies the conditions stated in (iii) of Theorem 4.1.

Consequently, P is not consistent.

The next example shows that the conditions given in Theorem 4.1 are not sufficient to guarantee the

consistency of a sign pattern.

Example 4.4. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a

0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.11.

P =


0 − 0 −
+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

+ 0 − 0


1 2

34

−

−

−

−

Figure 11: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with exactly one maximal signed path of odd length, and no positively signed edge.

Therefore, P does not satisfy any of the conditions of Theorem 4.1. Take

B1 =


0 −10 0 −1

1 0 −10 0

0 1 0 10

10 0 −1 0

 , B2 =


0 −10 0 −1

10 0 −1 0

0 1 0 10

1 0 −10 0

 ∈ Q(P).
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Then SB1
= (2, 2) and SB2

= (0, 4). Therefore, P is not consistent.

Note that Theorem 4.1 provides necessary conditions for the consistency of an irreducible, combinatorially

symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, whose undirected graph is a cycle. Moreover, Condition (iii) tells

us that P is consistent and of odd order, then the underlying undirected graph G of P can not have any

positive edge. In continuation, the following result shows that G of odd order is consistent if and only if G

does not have any positive edge.

Theorem 4.2. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern of odd order n with

0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graphs G is a cycle. If all edges of G are negatively signed,

then P is consistent.

Proof. Suppose that G is a cycle of odd length in which all edges are negatively signed. Then for any

B ∈ Q(P), Ek(B) > 0 if k is even, Ek(B) = 0 if k is odd and k < n, where Ek(B) for 1 ≤ k ≤ n is the sum

of all cycles (simple or composite) of length k in B, properly signed. Therefore, the characteristic polynomial

of B is

ChB(x) = xn + E2(B)xn−2 + · · ·+ En−1(B)x− En(B).

i. If En(B) > 0, then

sgn(ChB(x)) =

{
(+) + (+)(+) + · · ·+ (+)(+)− (+) if x > 0

(−) + (+)(−) + · · ·+ (+)(−)− (+) if x < 0.

Hence V+(x) = 1 and V−(x) = 0, so by Descartes’ rule of signs, ChB(x) has exactly one positive root

and no negative or zero roots.

ii. If En(B) < 0, then

sgn(ChB(x)) =

{
(+) + (+)(+) + · · ·+ (+)(+)− (−) if x > 0

(−) + (+)(−) + · · ·+ (+)(−)− (−) if x < 0.

Hence V+(x) = 0 and V−(x) = 1, so by Descartes’ rule of signs, ChB(x) has exactly one negative root

and no positive or zero roots.

iii. If En(B) = 0, then ChB(x) = x
(
xn−1 +E2(B)xn−3 + · · ·+En−1(B)

)
. Clearly 0 is the only real root

of ChB(x).

Therefore, any B ∈ Q(P) has exactly one real eigenvalue. Consequently, SP = (1, n− 1).

The following examples show that if the order of G is even and all the edges in G are negative, then we

cannot conclude either way, that is, in that case, the associated sign pattern may or may not be consistent.
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Example 4.5. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-

diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.4.5.

P =


0 − 0 −
+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 −
+ 0 + 0


1 2

34

−

−

−

−

Figure 12: the signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with all edges are negatively signed. Suppose that B ∈ Q(P), then B is similar to
0 −a 0 −b

c 0 −d 0

0 e 0 −f

g 0 h 0

 , where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h > 0.

The characteristic polynomial of B is ChB(x) = x4 + (ac+ bg + ed+ fh)x2 + (acfh+ adfg + ebch+ ebdg).

Therefore,

sgn(ChB(x)) = (+) + (+)(+) + (+) for all x ∈ R \ {0}.

Hence V+(x) = 0 and V−(x) = 0, so by Descartes’ rule of signs, the number of positive and negative real

roots of ChB(x) is zero. Therefore, SB = (0, 4) for all B ∈ Q(P), so P is consistent.

Example 4.6. Let P ∈ Q4 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph is G as in Example 4.4. Then G is a cycle with all edges negatively

signed, and by Example 4.4, P is not consistent.

Recall that, by Condition (i) of Theorem 4.1, if P ∈ Qn is consistent and either n is odd with n ≥ 5 or

n is even with n ≥ 4, then the underlying signed undirected graph G of P can have at most two positive

edges. The following examples demonstrate that for even n, if the underlying graph has exactly two positive

edges, then P need not be consistent.

Example 4.7. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-

diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.4.7.

P =


0 − 0 +

+ 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

+ 0 + 0


1 2

34

−

−

+

+

Figure 13: The signed undirected graph G of P.
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Then G is a cycle with exactly two negative edges. Suppose that B ∈ Q(P), then B is similar to
0 −a 0 b

c 0 −d 0

0 e 0 f

g 0 h 0

 , where a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h > 0.

The characteristic polynomial of B is ChB(x) = x4 + (ac− bg + ed− fh)x2 − (acfh+ adfg + ebch+ ebdg).

Therefore,

sgn(ChB(x)) = (+) + (∗)(+)− (+) for all x ∈ R \ {0},

where ∗ denotes an arbitrary sign. Hence V+(x) = 1 and V−(x) = 1, so by Descartes’ rule of signs, the number

of positive and negative real roots of ChB(x) is exactly one. Therefore, SB = (2, 2) for all B ∈ Q(P), so P
is consistent.

Example 4.8. Suppose that P ∈ Q4 is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a

0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph G is given in Fig.4.8.

P =


0 + 0 +

− 0 − 0

0 + 0 +

+ 0 + 0


1 2

34

−

−

+

+

Figure 14: the signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G is a cycle with exactly two negative edges. Take

B1 =


0 1 0 1

−1 0 −1 0

0 1 0 1

1 0 1 0

 , B2 =


0 2 0 1

−1 0 −1 0

0 1 0 1

1 0 1 0

 ∈ Q(P).

Then SB1 = (4, 0) and SB2 = (2, 2). Therefore, P is not consistent.

Suppose that P is a combinatorially symmetric sign pattern whose underlying signed undirected graph

G is connected and contains a cycle but no loop. We establish necessary conditions for such sign patterns P
to be consistent. For this, we recall the following lemma from [7].

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 3.2, [7]). Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with

a 0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph is G and the signed directed graph is D. Suppose

that G has exactly one cycle C = u1u2 · · ·uk of length k and the distance of C from any leaf in G is even.

Then the maximum length of a composite cycle in D is equal to the sum of the length of C and the maximum

length of a composite cycle in D \ V (C).

Theorem 4.3. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying signed undirected graph G has exactly one cycle C = u1u2 · · ·uk, and the distance of C from

any leaf in G is even. Then P is not consistent if any one of the following holds.
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i. C has at least two nonadjacent positively signed edges.

ii. C has more than one maximal signed path of odd length.

iii. k is odd and C has a positively signed edge.

Proof. Assume that G does not have leaves, then Theorem 4.1 implies that P is not consistent. Therefore,

suppose that G contains at least one leaf. Let D be the underlying signed directed graph of P and consider a

composite cycle Γ = β1β2 · · ·βl of maximum length in D \V (C), where l(Γ) = 2l and each βr is a 2-cycle for

r = 1, 2, . . . , l. By Lemma 4.2, it follows that the maximum length of a composite cycle in D is m = k + 2l.

i. Suppose that C has at least two nonadjacent positively signed edges. Then similarly as in the proof

of Theorem 4.1(i), there exist two composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D and two real matrix BΓ1
(ϵ) =

[bΓ1
(ϵ)ij ], BΓ2

(ϵ) = [bΓ2
(ϵ)ij ] ∈ Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}]) with SBΓ1

(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ2
(ϵ). Moreover, BΓ1

(ϵ) has

four algebraically simple real eigenvalues close to ±10 and ±102 and the other eigenvalues lies close to

zero, while the eigenvalues of BΓ2(ϵ) are close to the k-th roots of unity. Let,

M > max{1, |λ| : λ is an eigenvalue of either BΓ1
(ϵ) or BΓ2

(ϵ)}.

Consider

Γ′
1 = Γ1Γ and Γ′

2 = Γ2Γ,

and define the real matrices BΓ′
t
(ϵ) = [bΓ′

t
(ϵ)ij ] ∈ Q(P) for t = 1, 2, as

|bΓ′
t
(ϵ)ij | =


|bΓt

(ϵ)ij | if pij is in Γt

Mp if pij is in βp, for p = 1, 2, ..., l

ϵ if pij ̸= 0 and not in Γt,Γ

0 elsewhere.

For ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the eigenvalues of BΓ′
t
(ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓt

(ϵ) for

t = 1, 2, together with the second complex roots of M2p or −M2p depending on the sign of βp, for

p = 1, 2, ..., l. Therefore, ir(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) ≥ 4 + 2s+ (n−m) and ir(BΓ′

2
(ϵ)) ≤ 2 + 2s+ (n−m), where s be

the number of negative 2-cycles in Γ. Hence, SBΓ′
1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ′

2
(ϵ), P is not consistent.

ii. If C has more than one maximal signed path of odd length, then similarly as in the proof of Theorem

4.1(ii), G has two matchings M1 consisting only of positive edges and M2 consisting only of negative

edges in C, such that

l(M1) + l(M2) =

{
k + 3 if k is odd

k + 2 if k is even.

Suppose that Γ1, Γ2 are the composite cycles in D corresponding to M1, M2, respectively. Let Γ̄1, Γ̄2

be two composite cycles in D \ V (C) containing only negative, positive 2-cycles of Γ, respectively.

Consider

Γ′
1 = Γ1Γ̄1 and Γ′

2 = Γ2Γ̄2.

Therefore, Γ′
1 (respectively, Γ′

2) is a composite cycle in the signed directed graph D of P consisting

only of negative (respectively, positive) 2-cycles, and

l(Γ′
1) + l(Γ′

2) =

{
m+ 3 if k is odd

m+ 2 if k is even,
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where m is the length of maximal length cycle in D. It then follows from Lemma 4.1 that P is not

consistent.

iii. Suppose that C has positively signed edges. Then similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1(iii), there

exist two composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D and two real matrix BΓ1(ϵ) = [bΓ1(ϵ)ij ], BΓ2(ϵ) = [bΓ2(ϵ)ij ] ∈
Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}]) with SBΓ1

(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ2
(ϵ). Moreover, BΓ1

(ϵ) has two algebraically simple real

eigenvalues close to ±1 and the other eigenvalues lies close to zero, while the eigenvalues of BΓ2
(ϵ) are

close to the k-th roots of unity.

Then similarly as in (i), define two real matrices BΓ′
1
(ϵ), BΓ′

2
(ϵ) ∈ Q(P), and for ϵ > 0 sufficiently

small, the eigenvalues of BΓ′
t
(ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓt(ϵ) for t = 1, 2, together with

the second complex roots of M2p or −M2p depending on the sign of βp, for p = 1, 2, ..., l. Therefore,

ir(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) ≥ 2 + 2s+ (n−m), and since k is odd, we have ir(BΓ′

2
(ϵ)) = 1 + 2s+ (n−m), where s be

the number of negative 2-cycles in Γ. Hence, SBΓ′
1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ′

2
(ϵ), P is not consistent.

The following are examples of patterns satisfying conditions (i),(ii), and (iii), respectively, of Theorem 4.3

and so are not consistent.

Example 4.9. Let P ∈ Q10 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph G is given in Fig.15,

u2 u1

u3 u4

+

+

+ +

+

+−+

++

Figure 15: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G has exactly one cycle C = u1u2u3u4, of length 4, which contains two nonadjacent positive edges

{u1, u2}, {u3, u4}. The distance of the cycle C from any leaf is even. Thus, P satisfies condition (i) of

Theorem 4.1. Consequently, P is not consistent.

Example 4.10. Let P ∈ Q10 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph G is given in Fig.16,

u2 u1

u3 u4

−

−

− +

+

+−+

++

Figure 16: The signed undirected graph G of P.

23



Then G has exactly one cycle C = u1u2u3u4, of length 4, with more than one maximal signed path of odd

length, and the distance of the cycle C from any leaf is even. Thus, P satisfies condition (ii) of Theorem 4.1.

Consequently, P is not consistent.

Example 4.11. Let P ∈ Q9 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph G is given in Fig.17,

u1

u2 u3

+ +

+ + +−+

++

Figure 17: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G contains exactly one cycle, namely C = u1u2u3, of length 3 and whose edges are all positive. The

distance of the cycle C from any leaf is even. Thus, P satisfies condition (iii) of Theorem 4.1. Consequently,

P is not consistent.

Next, we study irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign patterns with more than one cycle in their

underlying signed undirected graph. The following definition is from [7].

Definition 4.1 (Definition 3.1, [7]). Suppose that P is an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern

whose underlying signed undirected graph is G. Then any two cycles C1, C2 in G are called path-adjacent if

there exists a path uv1v2 · · · vrw in G where u ∈ V (C1), w ∈ V (C2) and v1, v2, ..., vr are not vertices of any

cycle in G.

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 3.3, [7]). Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with

a 0-diagonal, whose underlying signed undirected graph is G and the signed directed graph is D. Suppose G

contains at least one cycle, has no leaf, and let the distance between any two path-adjacent cycles in G be

odd. Let C = u1u2 · · ·uk be any cycle in G where k ≥ 3, then D has a composite cycle of length n containing

the directed cycle (u1, u2, ..., uk).

Theorem 4.4. Let P ∈ Qn be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying signed G has at least one cycle, has no leaf, and let the distance between any two path-

adjacent cycles in G be odd. Then P is not consistent if any one of the following holds.

i. G has a cycle C with at least two nonadjacent positively signed edges.

ii. G has a cycle C with more than one maximal signed path of odd length.

iii. G contains a cycle C of odd length, which has at least one positive edge.

Proof. Assume that G contains exactly one cycle, then according to Theorem 4.1, we can conclude that P
is not consistent. Suppose that G has more than one cycle, and let C = u1u2 · · ·uk be a cycle in G. Let D

denote the signed directed graph associated with G. Consider a composite cycle Γ = β1β2 · · ·βt that has

the maximum length in D \ V (C), where l(Γ) = l and each βr is a simple cycle in D for integers 1 ≤ r ≤ t.

According to Lemma 4.3, then have n = k + l.
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i. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1(i), there exist two composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D and two

real matrix BΓ1
(ϵ) = [bΓ1

(ϵ)ij ], BΓ2
(ϵ) = [bΓ2

(ϵ)ij ] ∈ Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}]) with SBΓ1 (ϵ)
̸= SBΓ2 (ϵ)

.

Moreover, BΓ1(ϵ) has four algebraically simple real eigenvalues close to ±10 and ±102 and the other

eigenvalues lies close to zero, while the eigenvalues of BΓ2(ϵ) are close to the k-th roots of unity. Let,

M > max{1, |λ| : λ is an eigenvalue of either BΓ1
(ϵ) or BΓ2

(ϵ)}.

Consider

Γ′
1 = Γ1Γ and Γ′

2 = Γ2Γ

and define the real matrices BΓ′
r
(ϵ) = [bΓ′

r
(ϵ)ij ] ∈ Q(P) for r = 1, 2, as

|bΓ′
r
(ϵ)ij | =


|bΓr

(ϵ)ij | if pij is in Γr

Mp if pij is in βp, for p = 1, 2, ..., t

ϵ if pij ̸= 0 and not in Γr,Γ

0 elsewhere.

For ϵ > 0 sufficiently small , the eigenvalues of BΓ′
r
(ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓr (ϵ) for

r = 1, 2, together with the l(βp)-th complex roots of Mpl(βp), −Mpl(βp), depending on the sign of βp,

for p = 1, 2, ..., t.

Suppose that BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}c]) is the submatrix of both BΓ′
1
(ϵ), BΓ′

2
(ϵ). Therefore,

ir(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) ≥ 4+ ir(BΓ(ϵ)) and ir(BΓ′

2
(ϵ)) ≤ 2+ ir(BΓ(ϵ)). Thus SBΓ′

1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ′

2
(ϵ), and hence P is not

consistent.

ii. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1(ii) that there exist two matchings M1 = {αi1 , αi2 , ..., αik1
}

and M2 = {αj1 , αj2 , ..., αjk2
} in G such that M1 contains only positive edges and M2 contains only

negative edges of C, satisfying 2k1 +2k2 ≥ k+2, where αt for t = 1, 2, ..., k are the edges of C. Let Γ1,

Γ2 denote the composite cycles in D corresponding to M1, M2, respectively. Consider

Γ′
1 = Γ1Γ and Γ′

2 = Γ2Γ.

Define real matrices BΓ′
1
(ϵ) = [bΓ′

1
(ϵ)ij ] ∈ Q(P) as

|bΓ′
1
(ϵ)ij | =


10p if pij is in αp, for p = i1, i2, ..., ik1

11p if pij is in βp, for p = 1, 2, ..., t

ϵ if pij ̸= 0 and not in both Γ1, Γ

0 elsewhere.

Similarly, define the real matrix BΓ′
2
(ϵ) ∈ Q(P). Suppose that BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}c]) is

a submatrix of both BΓ′
1
(ϵ), BΓ′

2
(ϵ). Since Γ1 contains only negative 2-cycles. Hence, for ϵ > 0

sufficiently small,

ir(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) ≥ 2k1 + ir(BΓ(ϵ)).

Also, Γ2 contains only positive 2-cycles, for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small

ic(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) ≥ 2k2 + ic(BΓ(ϵ)).

Therefore,

ir(BΓ′
1
(ϵ)) + ic(BΓ′

2
(ϵ)) ≥ (2k1 + ir(BΓ(ϵ))) + (2k2 + ic(BΓ(ϵ))) ≥ n+ 2,

since il(BΓ(ϵ))) + ic(BΓ(ϵ)) = l and n = k + l. Hence, by Remark 2.1, P is not consistent.
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iii. Suppose that C has positively signed edges. Then similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1(iii), there

exist two composite cycles Γ1,Γ2 in D and two real matrix BΓ1
(ϵ) = [bΓ1

(ϵ)ij ], BΓ2
(ϵ) = [bΓ2

(ϵ)ij ] ∈
Q(P[{u1, u2, ..., uk}]) with SBΓ1 (ϵ)

̸= SBΓ2 (ϵ)
. Moreover, BΓ1(ϵ) has two algebraically simple real

eigenvalues close to ±1 and the other eigenvalues lies close to zero, while the eigenvalues of BΓ2(ϵ) are

close to the k-th roots of unity.

Then similarly as in part (i), define two real matrices BΓ′
1
(ϵ), BΓ′

2
(ϵ) ∈ Q(P), and for ϵ > 0 sufficiently

small, the eigenvalues of BΓ′
r
(ϵ) remain close to the eigenvalues of BΓr

(ϵ) for r = 1, 2, together with

the l(βp)-th complex roots of Mpl(βp), −Mpl(βp), depending on the sign of βp, for p = 1, 2, ..., t. Hence,

SBΓ′
1
(ϵ) ̸= SBΓ′

2
(ϵ), P is not consistent.

The following are examples of patterns satisfying conditions (i), (ii), and (iii), respectively, of Theorem 4.4.

Hence, they are not consistent.

Example 4.12. Let P ∈ Q7 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph G is given in Fig.18,

u1u2

u3 u4 u5 u6

u7+

+

+

+

+ +

++

Figure 18: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G has a cycle C = u1u2u3u4 with two nonadjacent positively signed edges {u1, u2}, {u3, u4}, and
the distance from the cycle C to C1 = u5u6u7 is odd. Thus, P satisfies condition (i) of Theorem 4.4, which

implies that P is not consistent.

Example 4.13. Let P ∈ Q8 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph G is given in Fig.19,

u1u2

u3 u4 u5 u6

u7u8−

−

−

+

+ +

+

+

+

Figure 19: The signed undirected graph G of P.

Then G has a cycle C = u1u2u3u4 with more than one maximal signed path of odd length, and the

distance from cycle C to C1 = u5u6u7u8 is odd. Thus, P satisfies condition (ii) of Theorem 4.4, which implies

that P is not consistent.
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Example 4.14. Let P ∈ Q7 be an irreducible, combinatorially symmetric sign pattern with a 0-diagonal,

whose underlying undirected graph is G as in Example 4.12. Then G has a cycle C1 = u5u6u7 of odd length

with positively signed edges, and the distance from the cycle C1 to C = u1u2u3u4 is odd. Thus, P satisfies

condition (iii) of Theorem 4.4, which implies that P is not consistent.

5 2-consistent sign patterns

In [3], the author characterized the class π of all sign patterns that require exactly one real eigenvalue. In

this section, we define the class ∆ of all 2-consistent sign pattern matrices, and we derive certain necessary

conditions for sign patterns to be in ∆. As explained earlier, we consider only irreducible sign patterns in

∆. Before we proceed, we clarify our convention on the sign of a cycle.

Remark 5.1. Our definition of the sign of a cycle differs from that in [3]. In [3], the sign of a simple cycle

of length k is defined as the product of the sign of the edge, whereas in this paper, we define it as (−1)k−1

times this product. Throughout this work, we adopt our definition. Whenever we cite results from [3], we

use the definition of the sign of a cycle as given in [3].

The following result is by Eschenbach [3],

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 1.3, [3]). If A is an n× n sign pattern matrix in π, and if γ = ai1i2ai2i3 · · · aiki1 is a

nonzero odd cycle in A, then A[{i1i2 · · · ik}c] contains no nonzero odd cycles.

We have a similar necessary condition for sign patterns in ∆.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that P ∈ Qn is a sign pattern matrix in ∆, and let γ = (i1, i2, . . . , ik) be a negative even

cycle in the signed directed graph D of P. Then the signed directed graph D′ corresponding to P[{i1i2 · · · ik}c]
contains neither a negative even cycle nor a nonzero odd cycle.

Proof. Assume that α = (ik+1, ik+2, . . . , ik+j) is either a negative even cycle or a nonzero odd cycle in D′.

Consider the composite cycle Γ = γα, and define BΓ(0) = (bΓ(0)ij) as in (1.3). Then BΓ(0) has k nonzero

algebraic simple eigenvalues equal to the k-th complex root of 10k, and j nonzero algebraic simple eigenvalues

equal to the j-th complex root of 102j (respectively, 102j or −102j) if j is even (respectively, odd). Take

BΓ(ϵ) = (bΓ(ϵ)ij) as in (1.2). Then BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) and for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, it has at least three real

eigenvalues close to 10, −10, 102 and −102 depending on j and sign of α, which contradicts the assumption

that P ∈ ∆.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that P ∈ Qn is a sign pattern matrix in ∆, then the signed directed graph D of P
contains no nonzero composite cycle of length n consisting only of positive even cycles.

Proof. Suppose that D containing the nonzero composite cycle Γ = γ1γ2 · · · γk of length n, where γp for

p = 1, 2, ..., k, is a positive cycles of even length. Define the real matrix BΓ(0) = (bΓ(0)ij) as in (1.3).

Also, for ϵ > 0, consider BΓ(ϵ) = (bΓ(ϵ)ij) as in (1.2) by replacing γ with Γ, then BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P). Since Γ

contains only positive even cycles, BΓ(0) has n algebraically simple nonreal eigenvalues. Thus, the perturbed

matrix BΓ(ϵ) has n nonreal eigenvalues close to the n distinct eigenvalues of BΓ(0), which contradicts that

P ∈ ∆.
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In addition to the above conditions, which are useful for identifying sign patterns which are not in ∆,

we further give useful necessary conditions of 2-consistent sign patterns in ∆, specific to sign singular, sign

nonsingular, and sign patterns allowing singularity, respectively.

The following necessary and sufficient conditions for a sign singular sign pattern to be in π were established

by Eschenbach [3].

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 1.4, [3]). If A is an n× n sign singular matrix, then A ∈ π if and only if

1. there are no nonzero odd cycles in A;

2. all even cycles in A are nonpositive; and

3. among p× q 0-submatrices of A, max(p+ q) ≤ n+ 1.

The following are similar necessary conditions for a sign singular sign pattern to be in ∆.

Theorem 5.2. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign singular matrix with underlying signed directed graph D. If P ∈ ∆,

then the following conditions hold.

1. All even cycles in D are nonnegative.

2. Among p× q 0-submatrices of P, max(p+ q) ≤ n+ 2.

3. If γ = (i1, i2, ..., ik) is a nonzero odd cycle in D, then the signed directed graph corresponding to

P[{i1i2 · · · ik}c] does not have a nonzero odd cycle.

4. If there is no composite cycle of length n − 1 in D, then all cycles in D are even and nonnegative.

Furthermore, there is a composite cycle in D of length n− 2.

5. If D contains a composite cycle of length n − 1, and all such composite cycles of length n − 1 in D

have the same sign, then every odd cycle in D must have the same sign.

6. If there are two composite cycles of length n − 1 in D having opposite sign, then there is a composite

cycle of length n− 2 in D.

Proof. Since P = [pij ] is sign singular, every B ∈ Q(P) has an eigenvalue equal to 0. Consider

ChB(x) = x(xn−1 + E1(B)xn−2 + · · ·+ En−1(B)).

1. Assume that P has a negative even cycle γ. Define the real matrix Bγ(0) = (bγ(0)ij) as in (1.1) and

the perturbed matrix Bγ(ϵ) = (bγ(ϵ)ij) as in (1.2) for some ϵ > 0. Then Bγ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) and it has real

eigenvalues close to 1 and −1. Also, Bγ(ϵ) is a singular matrix, so 0 is an eigenvalue of Bγ(ϵ) which

contradicts that P ∈ ∆.

2. Suppose P ∈ ∆ contains a p × q zero submatrix with p + q ≥ n + 3. Then, by Theorem 3 in [5],

P requires the eigenvalue 0 with algebraic multiplicity k ≥ 3, which contradicts the assumption that

P ∈ ∆.
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3. Assume that α = (ik+1, ik+2, ..., ik+j) is an odd cycle in the underlying directed graph corresponding

to P[{i1i2 · · · ik}c]. Consider Γ = γα and define BΓ(0) = (bΓ(0)ij) as in (1.3). Then BΓ(0) has a real

eigenvalue equal to 10 or −10 depending on the sign of γ and has a real eigenvalue equal to 102 or

−102 depending on the sign of α. For some ϵ > 0, define BΓ(ϵ) = (bΓ(ϵ)ij) as in (1.2) with γ replaced

by Γ. Then BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) and for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, it has real eigenvalues close to 10 and 102

in absolute value. Also, BΓ(ϵ) is a singular matrix, so 0 is an eigenvalue of BΓ(ϵ), which contradicts

that P ∈ ∆.

4. IfD has no nonzero composite cycle of length n−1, then the characteristic polynomial of any B ∈ Q(P)

is

ChB(x) = x2(xn−2 + E1(B)xn−3 + · · ·+ En−2(B)).

Therefore, 0 is an eigenvalue of B with algebraic multiplicity 2, for all B ∈ Q(P). Suppose D contains

an odd cycle or a negative even cycle γ. Then define the real matrix Bγ(ϵ) as in (1.2) which lies in

Q(P) and for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, it has at least one nonzero real eigenvalue, which contradicts

that P ∈ ∆.

Furthermore, if D has no composite cycle of length n− 1 and n− 2, then 0 is an eigenvalue of B with

algebraic multiplicity greater than equal to 3 for all B ∈ Q(P), which contradicts that P ∈ ∆.

5. Suppose that D contains two oppositely signed odd cycles γ1 and γ2 of length k1 and k2, respectively.

Without loss of generality, let γ1 be positive and γ2 be negative. Define Bγ1
(0) = [bγ1

(0)ij ] as in

(1.1), with γ1 replacing γ. Then for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, the perturbed matrix Bγ1
(ϵ) = [bγ1

(ϵ)ij ],

as defined in (1.2) is in Q(P) and has real eigenvalues 0 and λ, where λ is a real number close to

1. Since P ∈ ∆, all other eigenvalues of Bγ1(ϵ) are nonreal and occur in conjugate pairs αi, ᾱi for

i = 1, 2, ..., n−2
2 . Hence,

En−1(Bγ1
(ϵ)) = λα1ᾱ1 · · ·αn−2

2
ᾱn−2

2
> 0.

Similarly, let Bγ2
(0) be a real matrix as defined in (1.1) with γ2 replacing γ. Then for ϵ > 0 sufficiently

small, the perturbed matrix Bγ2(ϵ), as defined in (1.2) is in Q(P) and has real eigenvalues 0 and λ,

where λ is a real number close to −1. Hence,

En−1(Bγ2
(ϵ)) = λα1ᾱ1 · · ·αn−2

2
ᾱn−2

2
< 0,

which contradicts the assumption.

6. Let Γ1 and Γ2 be two oppositely signed composite cycles in D of length n − 1. For ϵ, t > 0, define a

real matrix B(t) = [bij(t)] ∈ Q(P) by

|bij(t)| =



t if pij lies in Γ1 \ Γ2

1
t if pij lies in Γ2 \ Γ1

1 if pij lies in both Γ1 and Γ2

ϵ if pij ̸= 0 and lies in neither Γ1 nor Γ2

0 otherwise.

For ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, there exist t1, t2 > 0 such that En−1(B(t1)), En−1(B(t2)) have opposite

sign. Since En−1(B(t)) is a continuous function of t, there exists t3 > 0 such that En−1(B(t3)) = 0.

If D has no composite cycle of length n−2, then 0 is an eigenvalue of B(t3) with algebraic multiplicity

at least 3, which contradicts the assumption that P ∈ ∆.
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However, the converse of Theorem 5.2 is not true, that is, the stated conditions are not sufficient for a

sign pattern to be in ∆.

Example 5.1. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign pattern, whose underlying signed directed graph is D given in Fig.20.

P =


0 0 0 −
+ − + 0

0 − 0 −
0 + 0 0



1

2

3

4

+

+

−

−

+

−

−

Figure 20: The signed directed graph D.

Clearly P is sign singular. Also, D does not contain any negative even cycle or vertex disjoint odd cycles.

Also, D contains at least one cycle of length 3, and all the odd cycles, namely (1, 4, 2), (2, 3, 4), (2, 2) have

the same sign. Moreover, among all zero submatrices of P of order p×q, we have max(p+q) = 6. Therefore,

P satisfies all the conditions stated in Theorem 5.2. However

B =


0 0 0 −1

3 −6 1 0

0 −11 0 −3

0 1 0 0

 ∈ Q(P)

has eigenvalues 0,−1,−2,−3, hence P /∈ ∆.

Eschenbach [3] established the following result for sign patterns that allow singularity.

Theorem 5.3 (Theorem 1.5, [3]). If A is an n× n sign pattern matrix that allows singularity, then A ∈ π

if and only if

1. all odd cycles of length l < n in A are zero;

2. A contains oppositely signed n-cycles;

3. A contains a principal matching of size n− 1; and

4. all even cycles in A are nonpositive.

The following theorem gives some necessary conditions for sign patterns that allow singularity to be in

∆.

Theorem 5.4. If P ∈ Qn is a sign pattern matrix that allows singularity (but is not sign singular), whose

underlying signed directed graph is D. If P ∈ ∆, then the following conditions hold.
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1. D contains oppositely signed composite cycles of length n.

2. If there is no composite cycle in D of length n−1, then there is a composite cycle in D of length n−2.

3. D contains either a negative even cycle or two vertex disjoint odd cycles of opposite sign.

4. D contains two nonzero odd cycles of the same sign, which are vertex disjoint.

Proof. 1. Since P allows singularity (but is not sign singular), there exist two oppositely signed composite

cycles of length n.

2. Suppose that D contains no composite cycle of length n− 1. Since P allows singularity, there exists a

singular matrix B ∈ Q(P). Therefore, the characteristic polynomial of B is

ChB(x) = x2
(
xn−2 + E1(B)xn−3 + · · ·+ En−2(B)

)
.

If D contains no composite cycle of length n − 2, then En−2(B) = 0, which implies that 0 is an

eigenvalue of B with algebraic multiplicity 3. This contradicts the assumption that P ∈ ∆.

3. Since P allows singularity, it follows from part (1) that D contains a negatively signed composite cycle

Γ of length n. By Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3, Γ contains either exactly one negative even cycle or exactly

two nonzero odd cycles of opposite sign.

4. Since P allows singularity, it follows from part (1) that D contains a positively signed composite cycle

Γ of length n. By Lemma 5.2 and 5.3, Γ must contain a nonzero odd cycle. Moreover, since n is even,

Γ necessarily contains two vertex-disjoint odd cycles of the same sign.

However, the following example shows that the converse of Theorem 5.4 is not true.

Example 5.2. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign pattern, whose underlying signed directed graph is D given in Fig.21.

P =


+ + 0 0

0 0 + 0

0 0 − +

+ + 0 0


1 2

34

+

+

+

+
+

+

−

Figure 21: The signed directed graph D.

Then (1, 1)(2, 3, 4), (1, 2, 3, 4) are two oppositely signed composite cycles in D of length 4, so P allows

singularity but is not sign singular. Also, D contains the cycle (2, 3, 4) of length 3. Moreover, (1, 1), (2, 3, 4)

are two odd cycles in D of the same sign, while (1, 1), (3, 3) are two odd cycles in D of opposite sign.
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Therefore, P satisfies all the conditions stated in Theorem 5.4. However,

B =


7 6 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 −5 1

2 4 0 0

 ∈ Q(P)

and B ∈ Q(P) has all real eigenvalues, hence P /∈ ∆.

Eschenbach [3], gives some necessary and sufficient conditions for sign nonsingular sign patterns in π.

They use the following lemma to establish the same.

Theorem 5.5 (Theorem 1.8, [3]). If A is an n×n (n odd) sign nonsingular matrix, then A ∈ π if and only

if A satisfies the following:

1. all even cycles in A are nonpositive;

2. if A contains a nonzero odd cycle γ = ai1i2ai2i3 · · · aiki1 , then A[{i1, i2, ..., ik}c] contains no nonzero

odd cycles;

3. A contains a nonzero even principal matchings of length l > k, where k is the length of the smallest

nonzero odd cycle; and

4. all nonzero odd cycles in A have the same sign.

The following theorem gives some necessary conditions for a sign nonsingular sign pattern to be in ∆.

Theorem 5.6. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign nonsingular sign pattern, whose underlying signed directed graph is

D. If P ∈ ∆, then the following conditions hold.

1. All composite cycles of length n in D have the same sign.

2. There is either a negative even cycle or at least two nonzero vertex disjoint odd cycles in D.

3. If D has a negative even cycle, then D cannot have two nonzero odd cycles of the same sign that are

vertex disjoint.

4. If D has a composite cycle Γ of length n that contains an odd cycle γ, then every odd cycle in D(V (γ))

has the same sign as γ.

Proof. 1. This is clearly true since P is sign nonsingular.

2. Since P is sign nonsingular, there exists a composite cycle of length n, and since P ∈ ∆ by Lemma

5.3, every composite cycle in D of length n must have a negative even cycle or two nonzero odd cycles

which are vertex disjoint.

3. Let γ be a negative even cycle in D and let γ1, γ2 be two nonzero vertex disjoint odd cycles of the

same sign in D. Define the real matrix Bγ(0) = [bγ(0)ij ] as in (1.1), then the perturbed matrix

Bγ(ϵ) = [bγ(ϵ)ij ], as defined in (1.2), is in Q(P) and has two nonzero real eigenvalues λ, −λ close to
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1,−1 for some ϵ > 0 sufficiently small. Since P ∈ ∆, so all the other eigenvalues of Bγ(ϵ) are nonreal

and occur in conjugate pairs αi, ᾱi for i = 1, 2, ..., n−2
2 . Hence,

det(Bγ(ϵ)) = λ(−λ)α1ᾱ1 · · ·αn−2
2

ᾱn−2
2

< 0.

Consider Γ = γ1γ2, and define the real matrix BΓ(0) = [bΓ(0)ij ] as in (1.3). Then the perturbed matrix

BΓ(ϵ) as in (1.2) with γ replaced by Γ, has two nonzero real eigenvalues λ1, λ2 of the same sign close

to 10 or −10 and 102 or −102 depending on the sign of γ1, γ2. Since P ∈ ∆ and BΓ(ϵ) ∈ Q(P), all the

other eigenvalues of BΓ(ϵ) are nonreal and occur in conjugate pairs. So,

det(BΓ(ϵ)) = λ1λ2α1ᾱ1 · · ·αn−2
2

ᾱn−2
2

> 0.

Since det(Bγ(ϵ)) < 0 and det(BΓ(ϵ)) > 0, which contradicts that P sign nonsingular.

4. Assume that D(V (γ)) has an odd cycle γ1 with sign opposite to γ. As l(Γ) is even, there exists an odd

cycle γ2 in D that is vertex disjoint with γ and γ1. Consider Γ1 = γγ2 and Γ2 = γ1γ2. Since P ∈ ∆, by

a similar argument as that in part (3), there exist two real matrices BΓ1
(ϵ), BΓ2

(ϵ) ∈ Q(P) satisfying

det(BΓ1
(ϵ)) = −det(BΓ2

(ϵ)),

which contradicts the assumption that P is sign nonsingular.

However, the above conditions are not not sufficient for a sign pattern to be 2-consistent.

Example 5.3. Let P ∈ Qn be a sign pattern, whose underlying signed directed graph is D given in Fig.22.

P =


+ + 0 0

0 0 + 0

0 0 + +

− + 0 0


1 2

34

+

+

+

−
+

+

+

Figure 22: The signed directed graph D.

Clearly P is sign nonsingular. Since all the composite 4-cycles are positive. Note that P contains 2 vertex

disjoint odd cycles (1, 1), (2, 3, 4), and no negative even cycle. Also, (1, 1), (2, 3, 4) are only odd cycles which

are contain a composite 4 cycle, where D((2, 3, 4)) has a positive loop which is of the same sign as (2, 3, 4).

So P satisfies all the conditions stated in Theorem 5.6. However, the eigenvalues of

B =


3 6 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 1 1

−2 4 0 0

 ∈ Q(P)

are all purely imaginary, so P /∈ ∆.
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6 Conclusion

In this article, we investigated the consistency of sign pattern matrices. In particular, Theorem 3.1 shows

that if P is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal of order at most 5, then P is consistent

if and only if it requires a unique inertia. This motivates the following conjecture.

Conjecture. If P is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal, then P is consistent if

and only if P requires a unique inertia.

In Theorems 3.5 and 3.7, we show that if P is an irreducible, tridiagonal sign pattern with a 0-diagonal

such that the underlying signed undirected graph has a maximal signed path of length 1 or 3 not containing

any leaf of G, then P is not consistent. We believe that the result can be extended to any maximal sign

path not containing a leaf. Moreover, for such patterns if the only maximal signed odd length path includes

a leaf then whether it is consistent remains an open question.

In Section 5, we obtain necessary conditions for irreducible sign patterns to require exactly two real

eigenvalues. This naturally leads to the problem of characterizing this class ∆, which provides scope for

further research.
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