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Stability perserving is an important topic in approximation of systems,
e.g. model reduction. If the original system is stable, we often want the ap-
proximation to be stable. But even if an algorithm preserves stability the
resulting system could be unstable in practice because of round-off errors.
Our approach is approximating this unstable reduced system by a stable sys-
tem. More precisely, we consider the following problem. Given an unstable
linear time-invariant continuous-time descriptor system with transfer func-
tion G, find a stable one whose transfer function is the best approximation
of GG in the spaces RHs and RH,, respectively. Explicit optimal solutions
are presented under consideration of numerical issues.

1 Introduction

We deal with linear time-invariant descriptor systems described by differential algebraic
equations (see e.g. [KMO06], [Dai89] for more details)

Ex(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t)

Cua(t) + Du(t) (L)
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with matrices (E, A, B,C,D) € R™™ x R™*™ x R™ ™ x RP*"™ x RP*™ and the corre-
sponding transfer function s — C(sE — A)~' B+ D. In many applications such as model
reduction (see [ASGO1] for an overview an further references) or system identification
(see [Lju99]) one wishes to approximate systems such that the transfer functions of the
original and the approximated system are as close as possible. An important property
of an approximation technique is preservation of stability (cf. e.g. balanced truncation
[ASGO1], hankel norm approximation [Glo84]). However, not every method has this
property in general (Arnoldi method, Lanczos method [ASGO1]). Moreover, a stable
approximation can be unstable in practice [BFF98]. This happens in computer imple-
mentations because of round-off errors. One way out is restarting the algorithm with



changed parameters, e.g. interpolation points in Lanczos method. The disadvantage is at
least doubled computational complexity. Another approach is to modify the algorithm
directly (e.g. partial Padé-via-Lanczos method [BFO01]).

In this paper our approach for stability perserving is to consider the computed unstable
approximation of the original system. Given is an unstable descriptor system S (1.1)
with transfer function G. Find a stable descriptor system whose transfer function is the
best approximation of GG in the spaces RLs and RL, of real rational functions on the
imaginary axis iR in the Lebesgue spaces Ly and L, respectively. We call this system
an optimal RHs-approximation and optimal RH.-approximation of S, respectively.

For special cases this problem was already solved. The characterization of the unique
optimal RHs-approximation of a standard system (i.e. E = I in (1.1)) with D = 0 is
a simple consequence of the Paley-Wiener theorem. The set of all suboptimal RH .-
approximations of standard systems was determined in [GGLD90] with j-spectral fac-
torizations to solve model matching problems. However, no optimal ones were explicitly
given. An explicit representation of a nonunique optimal RH,-approximation of mini-
mal antistable standard systems was presented in the proof of [Glo84, Theorem 6.1]. This
theorem was only used as an auxiliary result for a more general problem, the optimal
hankel norm approximation. That representation requires the possibly ill-conditioned
balanced minimal realization of G. This numerical issue was discussed in [SCL90].

Our approach for approximating an unstable descriptor system S in a numerically reli-
able way is the following. First, we decompose S into a stable and antistable part by
combining [GL96, Theorem 7.7.2] and [KD92, Section 4.1]. We show that it is sufficient
to replace the antistable part by its approximation to get an approximation of S. This
was e.g. proposed in [Fra87, Section 8.3 for standard systems and w.r.t. RL,. The
stable part is the unique optimal RHs-approximation of S. Our representation of the
optimal RH,-approximation only requires at most one singular value decomposition.
For discret-time standard systems [Mar00] presented an approximation method similar
to ours. However, in contrast to our approach they used a balanced minimal realization
of the antistable part.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we summarize some results regarding the
theory of matrices and matrix pairs. We introduce the setting and recall some system
transformations, e.g. balanced realization. Section 3 states and solves both approxima-
tion problems. Section 4 presents an algorithm solving our problem and some numerical
examples.

2 Preliminaries

We define Csq := {s € C; Re(s) > 0} and analogously C>g, C<o, C<o. The set iR is the
imaginary axis. For a function f we denote its domain by D(f) and for M C D(f) the
image of M under f by f[M]. The kernel of a matrix A € C"*™ is denoted by ker(A), the
adjoint by A*, the spectrum by o(A) and the Frobenius norm by [|A||p = \/trace(A*A).



The matrix I, € R™" is the identity matrix and 0,,x,, € R™*™ the zero matrix. The
vector e; € R™ is the ¢th unit vector.

Definition 2.1. We call (E, A) € R™"™ x R™*"™ a matriz pair. A scalar A € C is called
a (generalized) eigenvalue of (E, A), if det(AE — A) = 0. If there exists v # 0 such that
Ev =0and Av # 0, then oo is called a (generalized) eigenvalue of (E, A). We denote the
set of all eigenvalues of (E, A) by o(E, A) C CU{co} and the resolvent set by p(E, A) :=
C\o(E,A). If p(E, A) = (), then (E, A) is called singular otherwise regular. We denote
the set of all regular matrix pairs by P,, := {(E, A) € R™*" x R™*"; (E, A) regular}.
Remark 2.2. If the matrix pair is regular, then the set of eigenvalues is finite. Otherwise

every A € C is an eigenvalue. Details about the generalized eigenvalue problem can be
found in [Ste72].

To prepare decompositions of systems, we combine the results in [GL96, Theorem 7.7.2]
and [KD92, Section 4.1] to get the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let (E, A) € P,, and My, My C CU {0} be two disjoint sets such that
o(E,A) = My U Ms. Then there exist orthogonal U,V € R™"™ such that

(UEV,UAV)z((%l gz)(%l ﬁz)) (2.1)

o(E1, A1) = My and o(Es, As) = Ms. Moreover, there exist R, L € R™*P such that
A1R — LA = —Ay
E\R— LE; = —E,.

(2.2)

The matrices P := (é _IL) U Q:=V (6 1}) satisfy

(PEQ,PAQ)=<<% gg)(%l js))'

Remark 2.4. We get (2.1) e.g. by applying the generalized Schur decomposition to (F, A).
Equation (2.2) is called generalized (or coupled) Sylvester equation (see [KD92]).
We recall the following known result which can be used to test regularity of matrices.

Theorem 2.5 ([ZDGY6, Section 2.3]). Let A € C™*", B € C"*™, C € C™", D €
C™ ™ and M := (& B). If A is regular, then we have det(M) = det(D—C A B) det(A).
If D is regular, then we have det(M) = det(A — BD~'C)det(D). The matrices D —
CA™'B and A—BD~'C are called the Schur complement of A and D in M, respectively.

Definition 2.6. For n,p,m € N we define the sets of systems (compare (1.1))

PO nxm Xn xXm
Snpm =Pp xR X RPZT o RPX

Sppm = {(E,A,B,C,D) € Sppm; iR C p(E,A)},
Srtp,m = {(E7A7B707 D) € Sn,p,m; CZO c p(E7 A)}')
Sppm = {(E,A,B,C,D) € Sppm; C<o C p(E,A), E regular},



where S, and S, , ,, are the set of the stable and antistable systems, respectively.

We call a system S = (E,A,B,C,D) € S, pm a standard system if E = I and a
descriptor system otherwise. For S; = (Ej;, Ai, Bi, Ci, D;) € Sp,pm, © € {1,2}, and
regular P, € R™"*™ we define the operations

Ey 0 Ay O B,
Sl@‘SQ = <<0 Eg)’(O A2)7<B2>7(Cl 02)7D1+D2>7

P'Sl Q = (PE1Q7PA1Q7PB1701Q7D1)7
P-Slizp'sl'fnl, SI'Q::Inl'Sl'Q-

Some of the following definitions and theorems for standard systems can be given for
descriptor systems, too. However, we restricted ourselves to the specializations we need
here.

Definition 2.7 ([Dai89, Definition 2-6.1]). Let S = (E, A, B,C, D) € S;, p m. Then
G(S): p(E,A) > s+ C(sE — A)"'B + D € RP*™

is called the transfer function of S. We denote the set of all p x m transfer functions by
Tpm :=1{G(S); S € U,en Snpm}- A system Se S p.m is called a realization of G(S), if
G(S)(s) = G(S)(s) for all s € D(G(S)) ND(G(S)). We denote the set of all realizations
of G(S) by S(G(5)). A realization S; € Sy, pm of G(S) is said to be minimal, if every

other realization Sy € Sy, ,m of G(S) fulfils ng > ny.

Remark 2.8. Transfer functions are meromorphic. Obviously, G(S1®S2) = G(51)+G(52)
and G(P-S-Q) =G(S) hold.

G(S) = G(9), in particular o(E, A) = o(FE, A), such that E, A, B,C, D have a special
structure, e.g. to decompose systems into a stable and antistable part. Note that all
matrices stay real under the presented transformations.

Definition 2.9 ([Dai89, Definition 1-3.1]). Two systems S; = (E;, A;, B;,Ci, D;) €
Snpm, @ € {1,2}, are called restricted system equivalent (for short r.s.e., S; ~ Sa), if
there exist regular P, Q € R™ "™ such that P-S1-Q = Ss.

Lemma 2.10. For every S = (E,A,B,C,D) € Sy, , m there exist Sy, ~ S, k € {0,...,n}
and v € N such that

(I, 0\ (J 0 By
Sw— ((0 N)’(O Ink)7<BN>7(CJ CN)7D>7
and N¥ = 0. Moreover, D(G(S)) = p(J) = p(E, A) holds and

v—1
Vs €D(G(S)): G(S)(s) =Cy(sI—J)'By+D—Y s'CyN'By. (2.3)
=0



Proof. We apply Theorem 2.3 to (E,A) with M; = o(E, A)\{oo}, Ma = {0} and

get regular E1, Az, P,@Q as in the theorem. Choose P = (Egl ?) P, Q = (é Agl) Q

and set S, := P-S-Q. The matrix N := Fj is nilpotent because o(N,I) = {oo}
and thus o(N) = {0}. Equation (2.3) follows from G(S) = G(Sy,) (Remark 2.8) and
Cn(sN —I)"'By = — Ziyz_ol s'*CyN'By (Neumann series). O

Theorem 2.11 ([ZDG96, Theorem 3.10, Theorem 3.17]). Let S = (I,A,B,C,D) €
Snpm- Then

An 0 Az O B;
Agr Azp Agz Ay By
S~ | I, 0 0 Ass 0 ) 0 ,(Cl 0 Cs 0) D1,

0 0 A43 Ay 0

where Ay € R"*" n; € {0,...,n} forie {1,2,3,4} and Sy := (I, A11,B1,C1, D) is a
minimal realization of G(S). This decomposition is known as the Kalman decomposition.
All minimal realizations of G(S) are r.s.e. to Syy.

Now we introduce the controllability and observability Gramians. Later these matrices
will play a central role in our problem of computing an optimal RH,-approximation.
The next theorem follows easily from [Pen98, Corollary 2].

Theorem 2.12 ([Pen98], Lyapunov equation). Let S = (E, A, B,C,D) €S, ,,,. Then
there exist X., X, € R™™" such that
AX.E'"+EX.A" +BB'" =0,
(2.4)

ATX,E+E'X,A+C"C =0.

They are unique and symmetric. We denote them by €5 := X, (controllability Gramian
of system S) and Og := X, (observability Gramian).

Lemma 2.13. Let S = (F,A,B,C,D) € S;;p’m and E be reqular. Let P,Q € R™ " be

regular. Then €5 = QCp.5.0Q" and Os = PTOp.5.0P hold.
Proof. We prove this only for €4 since Oy is analogously. By definition of €5 .,
0 = PAQC,50Q E'P' + PEQC,5.0,Q A"PT + PBB'PT |

= P(A(QCP.S.QQT)ET + B(QCrs.0Q AT + BBT) PT

hold. Due to the regularity of P and @ and the uniqueness of the solution of (2.4)
(Theorem 2.12) the assertion is proved. O



Theorem 2.14 ([Glo84, Theorem 4.3]). Let S = (I,A,B,C,D) € S, ,,. Then there
exist Sp ~ S, r € N, h € R>q such that

Y 0 X 0
CSb: (01 _hIr>7 Dsb: <02 _hIT>7 h2¢0(2122)'

If ¥ = X9 are diagonal, then Sy, is known as the balanced realization of G(S).
To check whether A € C is an eigenvalue of (E, A), we need the following easy general-

ization of a known result for standard systems (e.g. [Mac04, Theorem 5.6.1 ¢]).

Lemma 2.15. Let G € Ty, have a realization S = (E,A,B,C,D) € Sy, , m. Then for
every finite A € o(E, A) at least one of the following three statements holds:

(i) X is a pole of G, (1) rank ()\E —A B) <n, (747) rank (AEC— A> <n.

Proof. Let S, ~ S be as in Lemma 2.10. We set Sy := (I,J,By,Cy,D)(€ Skpm). By
Lemma 2.10 we know that A € o(E, A)\ {c0} < A € o(J). By [Mac04, Theorem 5.6.1
c| one of the following three statements holds:

(i) Mis a pole of G(Sy),  (if') rank (N[ —J By) <k,  (iii') rank (AIC_ J) <k.
J

Equation (2.3) shows that (i) < (i'). By the regularity of AN — I we have

M —J 0 By

rank (A — J BJ)—i—(n—k)—rank( 0 AN —I By

) —rank(\E— A B)

and analogously rank (Aé;J> + (n — k) = rank (*£54). Thus (ii) < (i) and (iii) <
(#4¢"). This finishes the proof. O

Definition 2.16 ([ZDG96, Section 4.3]). We approximate unstable systems with respect
to the following spaces and corresponding norms. Let p,m € N.

o RLE™ :={G € Tpm; IR € D(G), [|Gllo < o0}, |Gl = sup 1G(w)lly;

o ROY™ := {G € RLE™; G analytic on (C>0};

o RIF™ = {G € Tymi IR CD(G), |Gl < 00}, [Glly = [ [ 1Gliw)l[}d

o RHY™ = {G € RI™; G analytic on Cuo ).

We omit the indices, if there is no risk of confusion.



Remark 2.17. These spaces are often introduced as a subset of socalled real rational
functions, i.e. entrywise a quotient of polynomials with real coefficients. Actually, every
real rational function is a transfer function (see [Dai89, Theorem 2-6.3]) and vice versa,
since G(s); j = e] C(sE— A)~'Be; + D; j is the Schur complement of sE — A in M(s) :=

(gS_CA 5?) and thus G(s);; = det(G(s);;) = % by Theorem 2.5. Let F and G
s—2

be elements of one of these spaces with S(F) = S(G), e.g. s — -5 and s =t
By definition they are equal on the cofinite set D(F)ND(G). Therefore we identify them
as the same function. With this and by the identity theorem for analytic functions the
spaces are indeed normed spaces.

Theorem 2.18 ([Fra87, Section 2.3]). Let G_ € RL3 be analytic on Coo and G4 € RH».
Then ||G— + G4 |3 = |G I3 + |G+ |3 hotds.

The following known result characterizes these spaces in terms of realizations of transfer
functions.

Theorem 2.19 ([Fra87, Section 2.3]). Let G € T, ,,, withiR C D(G). Then the following
hold:

(a) G€ RLy, < 3(I,A,B,C,D) e S(G),

(b) GeRHy < 3(I,A, B,C,D)eS(G)NS}, 1,
(¢c) G e RLy 3(I, A, B,C,0) € S(G),

(d) GeRHy < 3(I,A,B,C,0)eS(G)NS}, .-

3 Optimal stable approximations

3.1 Problem statement

In this paper, we deal with the following problem.

Approximation-Problem (AP,). Let ¢ € {2,00}. For S € S npm Jind S €
Unen S3 . such that

n,p,m

IG(5) =G(S)llg=_ it [IG(S) ~G(S)lly-

eUﬁEN Sﬁ,p,m

In the next subsections we show that this problem is solvable. We also present an explicit

solution in Theorem 3.2 for ¢ = 2 and Theorem 3.16 for ¢ = oo

We do not consider systems S = (E, A, B,C,D) € S, where (E, A) has imaginary

eigenvalues If there is no imaginary pole of G(S), then there exists a reahzatlon So €
SY pm of G(S) and we solve (AP,) for Ss. Otherwise, for every Sel.

IG(S) —G(S )Hq = oo and hence (AP,) is not solvable.

neN npm we have



First, we show that solving (AP,) for a descriptor system we can equivalently solve
(AP,) for its antistable part. This was e.g. proposed in [Fra87, Section 8.3] but only for
standard systems and ¢ = co. We need Theorem 3.1 to use some results in [Glo84] and
[SCLI0] which are only applicable for antistable standard systems.

Theorem 3.1. Let S € SV

n7p7m .

Then there exist S = (B4, Ay, By,Cy,D) € SY, .,
and S- = (E_,A_,B_,C_,0) €S, ,,, such that S ~ S, ©S_. Let q € {2,00} and
v > 0. Then the following two are equivalent:

() 3Se (S, 16(8) =Gy <v, ) 3Se st . 16(5) =Gy <.

n,p,m n,p,m
neN neN

If S satisfies (ii), then S & Sy satisfies (i).

Proof. Theorem 2.3 assures the existence of such systems S, and S_. Let S e Sg o
satisfy (7). Then we have

7> 16(S) = G(S)llg = G(S=) — (G(S) — G(S))lq-

ThusAS’\ .= S @ (Ey, Ay, By, —Cy,—D) satisfies (ii) (compare Remark 2.8). The fact
that S € Unen St ,,, follows easily from the definition of &. Let S € ST . Tulfils (id).

n7p1m

Then analogously S @ S, satisfies (7). O

3.2 Optimal RH,-approximations

Theorem 3.2. Let S € SV

n?p’m :

(APs). More precisely, we have

We use the notations of Theorem 3.1. Then Si solves
_inf - 1G(8) = G(8)ll2 = 16(S) = G(S1)ll2 = 1G(S-)a -
SEUﬁEN Sg,p,m,

The solution is unique in the following sense: If Sa is another solution, then it is also a
realization of G(S4).

n7p7m

rem 2.19) we have G(S4) — G(S) € RHy. By Theorem 2.18 we obtain
1G(S)=G(S)II5 = 1G(S-)+G(S+) =G5 = I1G(S)3+11G(S+) =G5 = 1G(S-)]I3 -

The lower bound is attained, if and only if S € S(G(S54)), e.g. if 5=5,. O

Proof. Let S € Unen St with G(5) — G(S) € RL,. Since G(S_) € RLy (Theo-

Remark 3.3. In the proof of Theorem 3.2 it can be seen that the function G(S,) is
even the best approximation in the Hardy space Hs. The reason is that G(S_) is also
orthogonal to Hs (see the more general statement of Theorem 2.18 in [Fra87, Section

2.3)).



3.3 Optimal RH.-approximations with balanced realization

For a minimal antistable standard system S the problem (AP.,) was already solved in
[Glo84]. Combining [Glo84, Theorem 6.1] and its proof based on [Glo84, Theorem 6.3],
we obtain the following result. We reformulate the statements in terms of realizations
instead of transfer functions. Note also the interchange of the stable and antistable
system which is easy to show.

Theorem 3.4 ([Glo84]). Let S €S, ,, be a minimal realization such that

n7p7m

= 10 All A12 Bl
S = <<O I’I‘) ) <A21 A22> ) (BQ) 5 (Cl 02) 7D) ,

by 0 b 0
Q:S:<01 >, DS:<02 )7 U%%O’(ElZQ),

—0'1[7« —O'llr

where 01 := \/max o (CsOs) (compare Theorem 2.14). Then there exists U € RP*™ with
BQ = —CQTU Set

[ :=%% —oil,
A:=T"Yo?A], + 2241151 + 1C]UB]), C =013 —UB/,

B :=T"'(3B;, — 0,C] U), D:=D+oU.

Then S := (I,A,B,C,D) €S} holds and

n—r,p,m

inf  [1G(S) = G(9)lloo = 1G(S) = G(S)]|oo = 01

g, +
SEUEEN Sﬁ,p,m

Remark 3.5. The value oy is the greatest hankel singular value of G(S) (see [Fra87,
Section 5.1] for further details). As stated in [Glo84, Theorem 6.1], the function G(5) is
even the best approximation in the more general Hardy space Hyo.

Because of Theorem 3.1 we are now able to solve (AP), if S is a descriptor system. The
disadvantage of algorithms based on Theorem 3.4 is that we need a balanced minimal
realization of G(S_) to compute an optimal solution.

3.4 Optimal RH . -approximations without balanced realization

Some results of [Glo84], concerning optimal hankel norm approximation, were generalized
in [SCL90] to nonminimal stable standard systems. We use [SCL90, Theorem 1] and
its proof to solve (AP) for general S € S, , . Among some modifications, one of our
main tasks is to prove that the optimal solution lies indeed in S}, ., since [SCL90] only
considers the poles of the resulting transfer function.

First, we need to compute the greatest hankel singular value o1 of G(S) with the formula
given in Theorem 3.4 which is restricted to minimal standard systems. However, we



avoid the determination of a minimal realization. To the author’s knowledge, it was
never shown that the nonzero hankel singular values of G(S) equal the roots of the
nonzero eigenvalues of €494 independently of the realization S of G(S). This equality
was only proved for minimal realizations (cf. e.g. [Fra87, Section 5.1, Theorem 3]).

be a minimal realization of G € T, and

Lemma 3.6. Let S = (I,A,B,C,D) €S, ,,,

m e a realization of G. Then

0(€s95)\ {0} = o (€sETOE)\ {0} .

In particular, the equation 0% = maxa(Cgﬁngﬁ) holds for all SeSz N S(G).

n7p7m

Proof. We set S; := E-1.3. By Theorem 2.11 there exists a regular 7 € R™™ such
that

AH 0 A13 O Bl
A A A A B ~
. q, . =1 _ 21 22 23 24 2
Sp:=T-S;-T I, 0 0 As 0 || o0 ,(Cr 0 C3 0),D|,

0 0 Az Ay 0

where Sy := (I, A11, By, C1, IND) is a minimal realization of G. The condition O‘(E, Z) =
o(E~1A) C C.q implies

An 0 A Asgs
o <A21 A22> C Cso, o ( 0 A33> C Cyo, o(A11) C Csyg.

. . : X1 X Y, Y.
By Theorem 2.12 there exist unique solutions ( Xj Xi) and (Y;T Yj) of
T
+ + B,/ B,) =0,
<A21 Axn ) \ X X4 X, Xi) \Aa Ax By (B B2)

.
A Asg Y1 Y5 Y, Y3\ (A Az o7 -
( 0 A33) <Y2T Y4> i <Y2T Y4) < 0 A33> " (CT (C1 Cs) =0.

Thus X1 = Q:Sl, }/1 = 9517

Xl X2 00 Y1 0 Y2 0

[ x) x4 00 o 0o o0 o0
Cr=10 0 0 o] ™=y 0 v 0
0 0 00 0 0 0 0

By Theorem 2.11 and Lemma 2.13 there exists a regular P € R™*" with €5, = pP-le,p~T

10



Os, = PTO,P. We conclude

o(CETOE)\ {0} = 0(€s,05,)\ {0} = 0(T€s, T T~ 7O, T71)\ {0}
X117 0 XiYe O
XJT 0 XJYy 0
= G(Q:STDST)\ {0} =0 20 0 20 0 \{0}
0 0 0 0
=0 (X1Y1)\ {0} = 0 (€5, 95, )\ {0} = 0(€s05)\ {0} . O
The next theorem is one of our main results. Together with Theorem 3.1 it gives sub-

optimal solutions of (AP.) and, with an additional regularity-condition, an optimal
solution. Theorem 3.14 solves (AP ), if the regularity-condition is not fulfilled.

Theorem 3.7. Let S = (FE,A,B,C,D) €S,

npm- Choose y > o1 and set
Rs. = OsECET — 421, &, :=E'Rs., Bs., = E'OgB,
As, =—A"Rs. —C'Cs.,, Cs., = CCsE".

If (€., As,y) is regular, e.g. if v > o1, then Ss,, := (£s,4y As Bsyy Cshy D) €S, and
Ss.., fulfils
o1 < 1G(S) = G(Ss)lloo <7

Proof. First, let £ = I. In this and the following proofs we use the equation
As,=—-ATRs, —CTCs, = —Rs, AT —Bs,. BT =~*AT + O AC,, (3.1)
which holds because of
—ATRs., —CTCs, =7?AT —ATO €5 —CTCC, = 42AT + O AC
=?AT — O¢AT —9OBBT = —Rs, AT — Bs,B'.

Thus Ag , is indeed the same as in [SCL90, Theorem 1]. To apply [SCL90, Theorem 1], we
first construct an antistable system Sy with a hankel singular value greater than . This
method was proposed in [Glo84, Remark 8.4]. Let v1 > . We set S7 := (1, %71, 1,71, 0)

G (7 (A 0N (B 0) (C 0\ (D O\ o
2 .= "\ o %’Yl o 7 "\ o o \o 0 n+1,p+1,m+1 *

Then we have
(€ 0 _(Ds 0
Q:SQ - (0 _'71) ) DSQ - ( O —’)/1> .

Thus v, is the greatest hankel singular value of G(S2) and o1 < v < 7;. If we apply
[SCLI0, Theorem 1] to Sy with K = 0 € RH, then the transfer function of

s _((& 0 As,, 0 Bs, 0\ (Cs, 0\ (D 0
27 0 =9\ 0 3(@n+9)/\0 =7/ 0 =2/ 0 0

11



is a suboptimal solution, i.e. ||G(S2) — Q(SSM)HOO < . Note that [SCL90, Theorem 1]
does not state, that for every K € RHy, with ||K||oc < 1 the resulting transfer function
is a suboptimal solution. However, this was shown in the proof (see also [Glo84, Remark

8.4]). With
G(Ss) = < 0 Q(Sl)> ) g(SSzﬁ) - < 0 Q(Ssm))

1G(5) = G(S5)leo < [|9(52) = G(Ssz0)l o0 < -
Now we show that Sg., € S, [SCLI0, Theorem 1] states that G(Ss, ) has at most

n,p,m-
~ 2 2
one pole X in C>( counting multiplicities. The pole of G(Ss, ) is A = % > 0 with
- 1

¥ —~42>0,v*y1 +73 > 0. Thus \ = X and G(Ss.,) has no poles in Cx.

Let A € C>o. We use Lemma 2.15 to show that X\ ¢ 0(&s,, As,). Let v € R satisfy
(As, — As)v = 0 and Cs.,v = 0. Hence with As, = —ATEs, — C'Cs,, we get
(A — (=AT))Es.v = 0. Because of o(—AT) C C we conclude v = 0. Thus

we conclude

VseC: (s€s, — As v = (sEs., + A & +CTCs)v=0.

Since the matrix pair (&5, .As,) is regular we have v = 0.

Now let v € R™ satisfy (A4, — AL )v =0 and B v = 0. Hence (Al + A)EJ v =0
follows with Aj = —AE] — BB _. Again we deduce v = 0. Therefore A ¢ o(Es.,, As.,)
and thus S, € S}, follows.

n7p7m

Finally we consider general regular £ € R"*". We already proved that the assertion
holds for Sy-1.5 . With €,-1 4 = €5 and O 1.3 = E'OgF (Lemma 2.13) we conclude

Eprs, = ETOGEC, — 41, By-1s, =E'O;EE'B,
Apig, =—ATE T 1y —CTChiy., Cpig, =CCs.

Now we see that Ss, = Sp-1.4 - E". Thus the assertion also holds for Ss, ~ Sp-1.5.-

If v > o1, the matrix pair (€5, As,) is regular, since Rs.,, E and thus &, are regular.
O

We formulate some equivalent conditions for the regularity-condition of (ES,UI,AS,UI) in
Theorem 3.7.

Corollary 3.8. The following three statements are equivalent.

(1) (857(,1,/15’01) is reqular,  (ii) 0(55,017As,51) C CoU{oo}, (i) Ag,, is reqular.
Proof. The implication “(i) = (ii)” follows from Theorem 3.7. The statement (ii) implies

0 ¢ 0(Essy,As,,) and thus (0 Es,, + As,,) is regular. Finally, (iii) implies 0 ¢
0(85,01,./45,01), therefore p(ESYGl,AS,al) # () and thus (i) holds. O

12



To get optimal solutions if (85,61,.,45,{,1) is singular, we analyze Ss., in Theorem 3.7 for
v — o1+. For the proofs we use the realization S, ~ S of G(S) as in Theorem 2.14
with h = o1 because we will take advantage of the special structure of Sg, ,,. First we
investigate the relation between Sg, and Sg, .

Lemma 3.9. Let S = (E,A,B,C,D) € S, ,,. Let P,Q € R™™ be regular. Then
Sp.s.0, = QT - Ss., - PT holds for all v € R.

Proof. We set S = P-S-Q. By Lemma 2.13 the equations €5 = Q€:Q ', Oy = PTO:P
hold. This implies

Bs,=FE'"9sB=E"P'O;PB=Q 'Bs_,
Cs,=CCET =CQe:Q"E" =C5 P77,
Es,=ETOECE" —4*ET = E"PTO;PEQC:Q"E" —’E" =Q & P77,
As,=—ATETTE +CCs, = -ATE"TQ & P~ T +CTC5 P77
=Q TA; P O

Lemma 3.10. Let Sy = (I, Ay, By, Cy, D) ~ S be as in Theorem 2.14 with h = o1. Let
T € R™™™ be reqular such that

g p-lp-1_o _((I O A A\ (B
T -S-E ' _Sb_<<0 IT>,<A21 A )\ By (C1 Cy),D).

Then the following three statements hold:

(a) BaBy = Cy Oy,

(b) ker(B, ) = ker(Cs),

(¢) (EsoyrAssy) singular < ker(Co) # {0} < ker(By ) # {0}.

Proof. We get 3232T = C;CQ by adding the equations —oqAgs — alA;rQ + BQB; =0
and JlAQTQ + 01 A9 — CQT Cy = 0 resulting from (2.4). Therefore

veker(By) < Byv=0%x HBQTsz =0 0=0v'ByByv=0'Cy Cyv

& ||Cavll, = 0 & v € ker(Cy).

By Lemma 3.9 and with I' := Y931 — O'%I we have

Ssbvdl = TliTE_T 'Ss,a1 . TlT
_((V O —A T —=C[ 11 01C Oy ¥9B;
— <<0 O) ? <_AI211 - Cgl—clzl 0_10;02 9 _0']_B2 5 (Clzl _0'102) ,O .

Therefore (55701,,45,01) is singular, if and only if (gsbvol’ASbvgl) is singular.

13



Let ker(C2) # {0}. Then there exists v # 0 with Cov = 0, i.e. for all s € C
(85 A ) 0 . sT —i—AlTlF + ClTClEl —chirCQ 0 . 0
Spor e\ ) T\ ALTHC O —oCy Oz ) \v) — \0)°

That means (&g, ,,,As, ., ) is singular.

Let ker(Cy) = {0}. Then C, C is regular. Let s € C. The matrix s&, ,, — As, o, i
singular, if and only if the Schur complement

(s[ + (AL + Ol O™ — O] Oy (Cy Cy) (AT + c;clzl)rl»r =: (sI — M)T

of s&s, .o, = As,.0, I —01 C’;Cg is singular (Theorem 2.5). This is equivalent to s € o(M).
Hence (85,,,1,.,45701) has a finite number of eigenvalues and consequently is regular. [

Similar to the proof of [SCLI0, Theorem 1] we want to eliminate the singular part of
the system Ss,, and show that the resulting system is an optimal solution.

Lemma 3.11. Let (ES,UI,AS,UI) be singular. Then there exists a reqular T' € R™*" such

that B _ N
-T -1 _ ((E11 O A 0 B ~
- (0 (5 ).() 6 0.5).

where (Ell,gll) is regular.

Proof. Our proof is based on the proof of [SCL9I0, Theorem 1]. Let Sp, 71 and I" be
as in Lemma 3.10. By Lemma 3.10 we have d :=dim(ker(C3)) > 0. Therefore there
exists an orthogonal W € R"™" such that (Cs Opxa) = CoWT and ker(Ch) = {0}
(e.g. singular value decomposition). We define (EQT E;)r ) := By WT with appropriate

dimensions. By Lemma 3.10 we have §3T = 0. Now we set Ty = (6 V?,), conclude

14



—A,T — C) 013 = 01ByB] from (3.1) and compute

Yo B; ~
I 0 Yo By ~ ) By
T2 =T, o = (0 W) <—U1Bz> S\nB (odxm
Odxm

Cop Tt = 06, Ty ' = (C121 —01CoWT)

:(0121 —0162 Ode) = <61 OPXd)

ro o =
_ I 0\ (T 0\(I 0 E 0
. _ . 11
T255b701T2 - <O W) (0 0> <0 WT> =100 0 o < 0 Od><d>
0 0 Ogxa
- AT —-clCi2) 0107 Co)\ L\
1 11 1 b1z 010 O 1
ToAsy Ty~ =T ( 1By B] 0102T02) s
—ALT - 0[O 010/ Cy 0 Ay 0
= O’lBgBIr 0-10;—02 O < 61 0 > '
0 0 Odxd e

Since (7; 62 is regular, there exists s € C such that the Schur complement

<SI + (AL + ClTClElf_l — Ulc;rag(a;—ag)_légBIF_l>> T
of sEn — EH in —015;—6’2 is regular. Theorem 2.5 states that sEn — le is regular.
Thus (E11, A11) is regular. With 7" := TQTI_T the proof is finished. O

Lemma 3.12. We set S; := (EH, gn, f?l, 51, D). For everyw € R withiw € p(En, Zn)
the unequality ||G(S)(iw) — G(S1)(iw)||, < o1 holds. Moreover, G(S1) has no poles in
C>o.

Proof. First we show that G(Ss.,)(s) azoit, G(S1)(s) for all s € C>¢ except for a finite
number. Let T" be as in Lemma 3.11. We rewrite G(Ss,)(s) for v > o1 and s € C>q as

G(5:)6) = GTE T80, T(6) = (01 0) (18T, ~ Ay ) ()

0
~ ~ 1, ~
® (51 0) <<SE110_ Au 8) + (0F — 72)(3I+TETATT1)> (B;l> + D,

where (%) holds with

8577 = 55,0'1 + 5S,w - gS,O'l = 6‘S,O’l + (0—% - WQ)ET7
AS,’\/ - AS,Ul - (U% - ’)/2)AT

15



We set (]\Aﬁ %i) .= TE-TATT~! with appropriate dimensioned M;. In addition, let
S ¢ O'(M4) U O'(En, AVH). Then
LA/ = SEH — AVH + (U% — "}/2)(81 + Ml) — (O’% — ")/Q)MQ(SI — M4)_1M3

is the Schur complement of

oA 2 .2 2 .2
TET(SSS,W—AS,W)T1:<SE11 A+ (03 =) (sI+ M) (0F =My >

(of —7*)Ms (0f —7*)(sI + My)

in (63 —42)(sI + My). By Theorem 2.5 the matrix L is regular because (s€s ., —As ,) is

regular. The functions v +— L, and thus v — G(Ss,)(s) = C~'1L;1§1 + D are continuous
in (01,00). Note that L,, = sEy — Ajy is regular. We obtain

Y—o1+

G(Ss,)(s) = C1L7' By + D 2255 Cy(sEn — A1) ™ By + D = G(S1)(s).
Therefore for all iw ¢ o(My) U o(Ey, Ay)

1G(5)(iw) = G(S)(W)lly = lm JIG(S)(w) - G(Ss)(w)ll, < lim v =or.

—01

Now we show that G(S7) has no poles in C>¢. By [Fra87, Section 2.3] we have ||G(s)||, <
|G|, for all G € RHy and s € C>p. Thus we get the upper estimate

1G(Ss,)(8)lly < 11G(Ss5)(5) = G(S)(s)ll2 + 1G(S)(s)lla <7+ 11G(5)]| o -
for all s € Csq. Hence for all s € Cs\(o(E11,A11) Uo(My)) we have
1G(S1)(s)lly = _lim [IG(Ss,)(s)lly < lm (v +[1G(S)llee) = o1 +[19(5) oo -
Thus G(S1) has no poles in Cxo. O
Theorem 3.13. The system S1 given in Lemma 3.12 solves (AP).

Proof. We use the notations of the proof of Lemma 3.11. By Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 3.12
it remains to prove that o(E11, A11) € CooU{oo}. Let sp € C>p. We apply Lemma 2.15

because sg is not a pole of G(S7). Let x = (?) satisfy 0 = 5’137 and
2

(3.2)

0= (80@11 — AJU)ZL‘ = (SOF + AIIFA_}‘ Circlzl —0'10{'—6'2) <x1>

—GlBgB;— —0103—02 Z2

16



soBi — An 0\ (= A
0 — < 0 110 11 0> <O> = TQ(SOng,U1 - ASbv”l)TZ ! <0>

x) (3.3)

_ _ xT
= T2(5053b,01 + Al—)l—gsbvgl + C;—CSbyal)TQ 1 <0 = TQ(SOI + Al—)r)gsb,olTQ 1 <O> .

Due to Sy ~ S €S, ,, we have s ¢ o(—A}]) and the equation

. . ' 00 T
0= gsb,01T271 <0> = T2535v01T51 (0) =({0 0 0 T2
0 00 0

follows. Thus we get 1 = 0 by the regularity of I'. Now we deduce
(3.2) = 01@;@@ =0=29=0

from the regularlty of 02 Cg Thus = = 0. Analogously every r € R"=? which fulfils
0= (SOE]_]_ _All) rand 0 = BTLE equals zero. Thus S0 ¢ (E].].) All) and O'(Ell, All)
C<0 U {OO} O

The optimal solution given in the theorem above is still based on the balanced realization.
Our second main contribution is the following result, which only needs one singular value
decomposition.

Theorem 3.14. Let S = (E,A,B,C,D) €S, ,,,. Suppose (ES,UI,ASM) given in The-
orem 3.7 is singular. Then there exist orthogonal U,V € R™ ™ with

UAs,,V = (AOH A(;Q) and reqular A . (3.4)

Every regular U,V € R™™ satisfying (3.4), fulfil

By E B ~
UEs,,V = < o 52> : UBs.,, = < 01> : Coo,V = (01 02).

The system So := (En,ﬁn,él,él,D> solves (APx).

Proof. Let T € R™™ be as in Lemma 3.11. Then we obtain

-T -1 -T -1\ _ Ey 0 Ay 0
(TE Esr T\ TE™ Aso,T )_(<0 0)’(@ 0))
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with Ay € Rr—d)x(n=d) and J(EH, gu) C C<oU{oo}. In particular, Ay is regular. The
matrices Ag,, and TE _T.AS,(,lT_1 have the same rank. By singular value decomposition
there exist regular orthogonal U,V € R™*" such that

A A

UAS,O‘IV: ( O O

) with regular 4;; € R(=x(n=d)

Let U,V € R™"™ be regular and satisfy (3.4). We define

. Ell -/E\12 . El . - o]
USs, V = <E21 E22>’ UBs.,, =: (EQ)’ Coo,V = (01 02).

For all s € C>( the matrices (SEH — ﬁll) and (5@11 — gll) are regular. Thus we have

SEH:A\H 8E12:g12 [R"] = UETT-1 sEll—ﬁn 0 TV ) [R"]
8E21 SE22 0 0

© (UETT—l) []R”_d X {o}d] =R x {0}%. (3.5)
We obtain the last equality because () holds for all s € C>¢ and in particular for s = 0.
That implies Ep; = 0, Ep2 = 0 and finally o(E11,A11) = o(F11, A1) which means
Sy e St Furthermore, we have By = 0 because

n—d,p,m"
(5 = (e () et o

Finally, we show that Q(Sg) = Q(Sl) Let s € p(EHy;{ll) and Y1 = 6’1($E11 — Avll)*l.
We conclude with Y := (Y7 0) € RP*" and X := (X1 X3):=YTE "U~! that

(61 @2) — (51 O> TV =V (SEMO— An 8) TV — X <3E11 0— A 3E120— A12) .

In particular Xy = 61(.95711 — 211)_1. That implies

G(S1)(s) = Ci(sEny — Ann)™'By = V1B = (V1 Ya) <%1> = Yo)TE U (l?)

= (X1 X2) <]f)1> - X1§1 = 61(5E11 - 211)_1151 = 9(52)(3)'

By Theorem 3.13 we get [|G(S) — G(52)| = 01- O

Under the additional condition £ = I we can use the less complex Schur decomposition
to attain (3.4) in Theorem 3.14.
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Lemma 3.15. In the situation of Theorem 3.14, where E = I, we obtain regular ma-
trices U and V := U, such that (3.4) holds, by applying the Schur decomposition to
AS,(rl'

Proof. Let T € R™™ be as in Lemma 3.11. Then we obtain

_ _ Ey 0\ (A O
(TEs T, T A5, T7) = << 0 0> < 0 0))

with Aj; € R(v=d)x(n=d) 5pq U(Ell,gn) C C<o U {o0}. In particular, Ay is regular.
The matrices As,, and T' .AS,(,IT_1 have the same eigenvalues counting multiplicities. By
the Schur decomposition there exists a regular (in particular an orthogonal) U € R™*"
such that

_ Ay A (A4 O _
1_ (An Az _ 1 [ An 1
Uds, U™' = ( 0 A22> UT ( 0 0) TU !,

Where~21\11 € R=dx(n=d) ig regular and o(Ay) = {0}. This implies rank(A;;) =
rank(Aq1) = rank(UAs ,, U~1) and thus Asy = 0. O

In summary, we obtain the following result for (AP).

Theorem 3.16. Let S € S%p’m. Then there exist S, € S} and S_ = (E_,A_,B_,C_,0) €

n+ 7p7m

Sy pm Such that S ~ S, & S_. We set o1 := \/max o(ETOs E &5 ), then

inf  [|G(S) — G(8)|loc = 01 .

SeUnenSt

We define the matrices
Rs o =9 E_Cs E! —0il, & , =E'Rs,, Bs ,  =E9Os B,
As_70.1 = —A—_FR5701 - CICS_,0'17 Cs_’gl = Ofc:S_E—_r.

If (Es_ 0y As_0y) is regular, then Sy @ (Es_ .3 As_ 013 Bs_01,Cs_ .0y, 0) solves (APy).
If (Es_.0ys As_y) is singular, then there exist orthogonal matrices U,V € R™ ™ with

All A12

U.AS_,GIV = ( 0 0

) and reqular Ay . (3.6)

Every reqular U,V € R™™ satisfying (3.6), fulfil

E. E B ~ A
USs .,V = ( o 0”) UBs ., = <01>, Cs .V = (01 02).

The system Sy & (EH, 21\11, El, 61, 0) solves (APx).
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4 Application

Algorithm

We rewrite our results in an algorithmic manner. Note that the solution of (APj) is

necessary to compute the solution of (AP.,) and thus no extra computation is needed.
Input: S e S?

n7p7m

Output: S; € S, which solves (AP,) for ¢ € {2, 00}

1. Decompose S into S_ €S, . and S, €S} . as in Theorem 3.1 with the help
of Theorem 2.3.

2. The system S := S5, solves (AP3).
3. Determine ¢:=¢€; ET, O:=F'9O, and o = maxa(ﬁSTE).
4. Compute R := oTe - o?l, =E'R,

=—-A'R— Cf@,

) )

-~

5. If (E,A) is regular (test with Corollary 3.8), then (AP.) is solved by S :
Sy @ (E,A,B,C,0).

6. If (E,A) is singular, then determine U,V € R"*" (SVD) such that

An

jz[:
UAV (0

AO12) with regular A\H.

0 0 0
(AP,.) is solved by Sy =51 @ (Ell,gn,gl,éb(}).

Compute Ell,él,él of UEV = (EH Eu), UB = (Bl), CV = (51 52), then

For the numerical issues of step 1 we refer to [KD92] and of step 3 to [Pen98].

Both approximation techniques does not increase the order of the system, i.e. n, <
n. For optimal RHs-approximation we even have ny < n. Another advantage is the
less computational complexity compared to RH.-approximation. The behaviour of the
transfer functions G(S) and G(S2) at infinity is the same, i.e. G(S)(c0) = G(S2)(c0).
This does not hold for optimal RH.,-approximation in general. However, the suboptimal
approximation S @ Ss_ ., (choosing v > o1 in Theorem 3.7) has this property. Since
Es_ ., is regular, we have

G(S)(00) = G(S54)(00) = G(S4)(00) + G(Ss_,)(0) = G(S4 @ Ss_5)(00) -

Examples

The following benchmarks are performed in MATLAB®. We test the building model
(Figure 1) and the clamped beam model (Figure 2), see [CD02] for details. Both models
are described by stable standard systems with one input and one output, i.e. m = p = 1.
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We apply (shifted) Arnoldi method to reduce the systems. The parameters (interpolation
point s € C U {oo} and reduced order k € N) are based on the examples in [ASGO1].
The computed reduced systems are unstable as listed in Table 1. Thus we apply the
algorithm presented above. Since the transfer functions of the original systems (and
hence of the reduced systems) vanish at infinity an optimal RH.-approximation would
result in huge relative errors at high frequencies. That is why we compute suboptimal
approximations (i.e. 7 > o1) to match the original transfer functions at infinity.

model order | model reduction reduced | unstable | max. real part
method order poles of unstable poles
building 48 Arnoldi, s = o0 31 2 ~ 42.4
RH, 29 - -
RHy, v=1.001-0; 31 - -
clamped | 348 | Arnoldi, s =0.1 13 1 ~ 1.5
beam RH, 12 - -
RHy, v=1.001-0; 13 - -

Table 1: Summary of the results
The error between the original systems and the reduced systems of Arnoldi method does

not significantly chance after applying our stabilization algorithm as depicted in Figure 1
and Figure 2.

The |- || norm of G(iw)

Error w.r.t. |- [ls

original —©— Arnoldi

—e— Am Armnoldi RH

Arnoldi RH, —=— Arnoldi RH,,

f| —=— Arnoldi RH., -100F

dB
dB

-200-

|G (iw)]2 in

G iw) - K(iw)]l2 in

-100p -300-

-120 L L L L -400
10

Figure 1: Frequency responses of the (reduced) building model (left) and the error sys-
tems (right)
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Figure 2: Frequency responses of the (reduced) clamped beam model (left) and the error
systems (right)
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