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Numerical Discretization Methods

for the Discounted Linear Quadratic Control Problem

Zhanhao Zhang, Steen Hørsholt, John Bagterp Jørgensen

Abstract— This study focuses on the numerical discretiza-
tion methods for the continuous-time discounted linear-
quadratic optimal control problem (LQ-OCP) with time delays.
By assuming piecewise constant inputs, we formulate the
discrete system matrices of the discounted LQ-OCPs into
systems of differential equations. Subsequently, we derive
the discrete-time equivalent of the discounted LQ-OCP by
solving these systems. This paper presents three numerical
methods for solving the proposed differential equations sys-
tems: the fixed-time-step ordinary differential equation (ODE)
method, the step-doubling method, and the matrix exponen-
tial method. Our numerical experiment demonstrates that
all three methods accurately solve the differential equation
systems. Interestingly, the step-doubling method emerges as
the fastest among them while maintaining the same level of
accuracy as the fixed-time-step ODE method.

I. INTRODUCTION

As one of the fundamental problems within opti-

mal control theory, the linear-quadratic optimal control

problem (LQ-OCP) is attractive due to its mathematical

tractability and simplicity. This class of problems has ex-

tensive applications in engineering, economics, and other

fields. However, real-world scenarios often present time

delays, significantly influencing system performance and

robustness [9]. Integrating time delays into LQ-OCPs adds

complexity as control inputs depend on both historical

and current system states. Considering potential risks

and uncertainties in the future, incorporating discounted

cost functions becomes valuable for balancing immedi-

ate gains against long-term losses when devising control

strategies [5]. The continuous nature of these problems,

coupled with the complexities introduced by time delays

and discounted cost functions, can render their imple-

mentation infeasible in real-world scenarios. Therefore,

there arises a necessity for discretization techniques to

facilitate the practical implementation of discounted LQ-

OCPs with time delays.

There is rich research on the solution and discretization

methods of undiscounted optimal control problems [4],

[6], [12], [15], [20]. The discretization of continuous-time

undiscounted LQ-OCPs without time delays has been

explored extensively in the literature [3], [4], [10], [20].

Furthermore, recent studies have introduced numerical

discretization methods for deterministic and stochastic

LQ-OCPs with time delays [22], [23].

On the other hand, the discounted cost approach is

popular when considering trade-offs between the present

and future costs or rewards in control strategies, e.g.,

reinforced learning [21] and risk-sensitive optimal control

problems [14]. The discount factor is a key component

in these problems. In [7], [21], authors have investigated

the influence of various discount factors on the stability

of the discounted optimal control problems for both

linear and nonlinear systems. Besides, the discounted LQ-

OCPs are related to other control algorithms, such as

model predictive control (MPC) [8] and linear-quadratic

Gaussian (LQG) [11], [16]. However, as far as we know,

the existing literature has not explored the optimal control

problems incorporating with both the discounted cost

function and linear time-delay systems. Therefore, in this

paper, we would like to investigate the discretization of

the continuous-time discounted LQ-OCPs subject to time-

delay systems. The key problems that we address in this

paper:

1. Formulation of differential equations systems for the

discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs with and with-

out time delays

2. Numerical methods for solving the resulting systems

of differential equations.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces

the formulation of discounted LQ-OCPs with and with-

out time delays and describes the differential equation

systems for LQ discretization. In Section III, we present

three numerical methods for solving proposed systems of

differential equations. Section IV illustrates a numerical

experiment that tests and compares the three numerical

methods, and the conclusions are given in Section V.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEMS

A. Discounted linear-quadratic optimal control problem

Consider the following LQ-OCP with a discounted cost

function

min
x,u,z,z̃

φ=

∫t0+T

t0

lc (z̃(t))d t (1a)

s.t . x(t0) = x̂0, (1b)

u(t) = uk , tk ≤ t < tk+1, k ∈N , (1c)

ẋ(t)= Ac x(t)+Bc u(t), t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (1d)

z(t)=Cc x(t)+Dc u(t), t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (1e)

z̄(t)= z̄k , tk ≤ t < tk+1, k ∈N , (1f)

z̃(t)= z(t)− z̄(t), t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (1g)

with the stage cost function

lc (z̃(t)) =
1

2
e−µt

‖Wz z̃(t)‖2
2 =

1

2
e−µt

(

z̃(t)′Qc z̃(t)
)

, (2)
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where x ∈ R
nx×1 and u ∈ R

nu×1 are the state and input.

z ∈ R
nz×1 and z̄ ∈ R

nz×1 are the output and its reference.

The discount factor µ ∈R
+ is a positive constant and the

weight matrix Qc =W ′
zWz is semi-positive definite.

Note that the above problem is in continuous-time with

decision variables x(t),u(t), z(t), and z̃(t). The control

horizon T = N Ts with sampling time Ts and N ∈Z
+, and

N = 0,1, . . . , N − 1. We assume piecewise constant input

and output target, u(t) = uk and z̄(t) = z̄k for tk ≤ t < tk+1.

The corresponding discrete-time equivalent of (1) is

min
x,u

φ=
∑

k∈N

lk (xk ,uk ) (3a)

s.t . x0 = x̂0, (3b)

xk+1 = Axk +Buk , k ∈N , (3c)

with the stage costs

lk (xk ,uk ) =
1

2

[
xk

uk

]′

Qk

[
xk

uk

]

+(

qk
︷ ︸︸ ︷

Mk z̄k )′
[

xk

uk

]

+ρk , k ∈N , (4)

where the quadratic and linear term matrices are Qk =

e−µtk Q and Mk = e−µtk M . The constant term ρk is

ρk =
1

2

∫tk+1

tk

e−µt z̄ ′
kQc z̄k d t =

e−µtk (1−e−µTs )

2µ
z̄ ′

kQc z̄k . (5)

Proposition 1 (Discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs) The

system of differential equations

Ȧ(t)= Ac A(t), A(0) = I , (6a)

Ḃ(t)= A(t)Bc , B(0) = 0, (6b)

Ḣq (t)= Hcq Hq (t), Hq (0) = Ixu , (6c)

Ḣm (t)= Hcm Hm (t), Hm (0) = Ixu , (6d)

Q̇(t)= Hq (t)′Q̄c Hq (t), Q(0)= 0, (6e)

Ṁ(t)= Hm (t)′M̄c , M(0) = 0, (6f)

where Ixu is an identity matrix with size nxu = nx +nu and

Hc =

[
Ac Bc

0 0

]

, Hcq = Hc −
µ

2
Ixu , Hcm = Hc −µIxu , (6g)

M̄c =−
[
Cc Dc

]′
Qc , Q̄c =−M̄c

[
Cc Dc

]

, (6h)

may be used to compute the discrete-time system matrices

(A = A(Ts), B = B(Ts ), Q =Q(Ts), M = M(Ts )) of discounted

LQ-OCPs without time delays.

Proof: We can compute discrete-time state space

matrices by A(t) = e Ac t , B(t) =
∫t

0 A(s)Bc d s. The solution

of the state space model thus can be defined as

Γ(t)=

[
A(t) B(t)

0 I

]

= eHc t , z(t)=
[
Cc Dc

]

Γ(t)

[
xk

uk

]

. (7)

Moreover, as e−µt is a scalar and e−µt = e−
µ
2 t

′

e−
µ
2 t , we

obtain the following expressing by replacing z(t) with (7)

in lc (z̃(t))

Hq (t)= Γ(t)e−
µ
2 t

= eHcq t , Hm(t) = Γ(t)e−µt
= eHcm t , (8a)

Q(t)=

∫t

0
e−µs eHc s ′Q̄c eHc s d s =

∫t

0
eHcq s ′Q̄ceHcq s d s, (8b)

M(t) =

∫t

0
e−µs eHc s ′M̄c d s =

∫t

0
eHcm s ′M̄c d s. (8c)

Remark 1 Note that when the discount factor µ becomes

a diagonal matrix M = diag(µ1,µ2, . . . ,µnz ) for lc (z̃(t)) =

0.5z̃(t)′(e−M t Qc )z̃(t), the corresponding system of differen-

tial equations (6) becomes

Ȧ(t) = Ac A(t), A(0) = I , (9a)

Ḃ(t) = A(t)Bc , B(0) = 0, (9b)

Ḣq (t) = Hq (t)Hc −0.5M Hq (t), Hq (0) =
[
Cc Dc

]

, (9c)

Ḣm(t) = Hm (t)Hc −M Hm(t), Hm(0) =
[
Cc Dc

]

, (9d)

Q̇(t) = Hq (t)′Qc Hq (t), Q(0)= 0, (9e)

Ṁ(t) =−Hm (t)′Qc , M(0) = 0, (9f)

where Hq = e−0.5M t [Cc Dc ]eHc t and Hm = e−0.5M t Hq .

The differential equations described in Remark 1 allow us

to solve the discrete system matrices using standard ODE

methods such as Euler and Runge-Kutta methods. In this

paper, we only consider the case e−µt as a scalar.

B. Discounted linear-quadratic optimal control problem

with time delays

Consider the following discounted LQ-OCP subject to a

time-delay system

min
x,u,z,z̃

φ=

∫t0+T

t0

lc (z̃(t))d t (10a)

s.t . x(t0) = x̂0, (10b)

u(t) = uk , tk ≤ t < tk+1, k ∈N , (10c)

ẋ(t) = Ac x(t)+Bc u(t −τ),t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (10d)

z(t)=Cc x(t)+Dc u(t −τ),t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (10e)

z̄(t) = z̄k , tk ≤ t < tk+1, k ∈N , (10f)

z̃(t) = z(t)− z̄(t), t0 ≤ t < t0 +T, (10g)

where τ ∈ R
+
0 is the time delay. The stage cost function

lc (z̃(t)) is identical to (2). Note that when considering the

MIMO system with multiple time delays and the system

dynamic equations (10d) and (10e) become

ẋi j (t)= Ac ,i j xi j (t)+Bc ,i j u j (t −τi j ), (11a)

zi j (t)=Cc ,i j xi j (t)+Dc ,i j u j (t −τi j ). (11b)

u = [u1;u2; . . . ,unu ], x = [x11; x21; . . . ; xnz nu ], (11c)

z = [z1; z2; . . . ; znz ], zi =

nu∑

j=1

zi j , (11d)

where Ac ,i j , Bc ,i j , Cc ,i j , Dc ,i j and τi j for i = 1,2, . . . ,nz

and j = 1,2, . . . ,nu are parameters of the [i , j ] SISO system

describing the dynamics from the j th input to the i th

output.

Based on [22], the discrete-time equivalent of (11) is

=x̃k+1
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

xk+1

uo,k+1

]

=

=Ã
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

A Bo,1

0 I A

]

=x̃k
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

xk

uo,k

]

+

=B̃
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

Bo,2

IB

]

uk , (12a)

zk =

=C̃
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

Cc Do,1

]

x̃k +

=D̃
︷︸︸︷

Do,2 uk , (12b)



where uo,k = [uk−m̄ ,uk−m̄+1, . . . ,uk−1] is the historical in-

put vector. m̄ = max
{

mi j

}

indicates the maximum integer

time delay constant with
τi j

Ts
= mi j − vi j , where mi j ∈ Z

+
0

and 0 ≤ vi j < 1 are integer and fractional time delay

constants.

The discrete-time system matrices of (12) are

C̄ j = diag(Cc ,1 j ,Cc ,2 j , . . . ,Cc ,nz j ), for j = 1,2, . . . ,nu , (13a)

D̄c ,i =

nu∑

j=1

Dc ,i j e j E
mi j

m̄+1
, for i = 1,2, . . . ,nz . (13b)

Cc = [C̄1,C̄2, . . . ,C̄nu ], Do = [D̄1;D̄2; · · · ;D̄nz ], (13c)

Bo,1 = Bo (:,1 : end −nu ), Bo,2 = Bo (:,m̄nu : end), (13d)

Do,1 = Do (:,1 : end −nu ), Do,2 = Do (:,m̄nu : end), (13e)

I A =









0 I . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 . . . I

0 0 . . . 0









, IB =









0
...

0

I









, (13f)

and the matrices A and Bo = B1 +B2 are

Ac = diag(Ac ,11, Ac ,21, . . . , Ac ,nz nu ), A(t)= e Ac t , (14a)

V = diag(V11,V21, . . . ,Vnz nu ), Vi j = I vi j , (14b)

B1c =
[

B1c ,11;B1c ,21; . . . ;B1c ,nz nu

]

,B1c ,i j = Bc e j E
mi j

m̄+1, (14c)

B2c =
[

B2c ,11;B2c ,21; . . . ;B2c ,nz nu

]

,B2c ,i j = Bc e j E
mi j+1

m̄+1 ,

(14d)

B1 =

∫Ts

0
e Ac t B1c d t , B2 =V

∫Ts

0
eV Ac t (B2c −B1c )d t , (14e)

where e j = [0, . . . ,1, . . . ,0] and E
p
m̄+1 = [0, . . . , I , . . . ,0] for p =

1,2, . . . ,m̄ +1 are the unit vector and matrix for selecting

the j th historical input from the augmented input vector

ũk = [uo,k ;uk ] such that u j ,k−(m̄+1)+p = e j E
p

m̄+1ũk .

The discrete equivalent of the discounted LQ-OCP with

time delays (10) has the same expressions as the non-

delay case introduced in (3) and (4), except that the system

parameters become x̃, Ã, B̃ , C̃ , D̃.

Proposition 2 (Discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs with

time delays) The system of differential equations

Ȧ(t) = Ac A(t), A(0) = I , (15a)

Ȧv (t) =V Ac Av (t), Av (0) = I , (15b)

Ḃ1(t) = A(t)B1c , B1(0) = 0, (15c)

Ḃ2(t) = Av (t)B̄2c , B2(0) = 0, (15d)

Ḣq (t) = Hcq Hq (t), Hq (0) = Ih , (15e)

Ḣm(t) = Hcm Hm(t), Hm(0) = Ih , (15f)

Q̇(t) = Γq (t)′Q̄cΓq (t), Q(0)= 0, (15g)

Ṁ(t) = Γm(t)′M̄c , M(0) = 0, (15h)

where Ih = diag(Ixu , Ixu , Ixu ) is an identity matrix and

Hcq = Hc −
µ

2
Ih , Hcm = Hc −µIh , B̄2c =V (B2c −B1c ), (16a)

E1 = [Ixu , Ixu ,−Ixu ] , E2 = [Ixu ; Ixu ; Ixu ] , (16b)

Γm(t) = E1Hm (t)E2, M̄c =−
[
Cc Do

]

Qc , (16c)

Γq (t)= E1Hq (t)E2, Q̄c =−M̄c

[
Cc Do

]

, (16d)

may be used to compute (A = A(Ts), Bo = B1(Ts)+B2(Ts),

Q = Q(Ts), M = M(Ts )) of discounted LQ-OCPs with time

delays.

Proof: In [22], the solution of the time-delay state

space (11) are defined as

z(t)=
[
Cc Do

]

Γ(t)

[
xk

ũk

]

, Γ(t)=

[
A(t) Bo (t)

0 I

]

, (17)

where A(t) = e Ac t and Bo (t) = B1(t)+B2(t) are described

in (14). In this case, we cannot directly express Γ(t) as a

matrix exponential like the non-delay case introduced in

Proposition 1 since Bo consists of B1(t) and B2(t). How-

ever, we can decompose it into the linear combination of

A, Av , B1 and B2 as

Γ(t)=

H1(t )
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

A(t) B1(t)

0 I

]

+

H2(t )
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

Av (t) B2(t)

0 I

]

−

H3(t )
︷ ︸︸ ︷
[

Av (t) 0

0 I

]

= eH1c t
+eH2c t

−eH3c t

= E1H(t)E2,

(18)

with Hc = diag(H1c , H2c , H3c ) and

H1c =

[
Ac B1c

0 0

]

, H2c =

[
V Ac B2c

0 0

]

, H3c =

[
V Ac 0

0 0

]

,

(19)

where H(t) = eHc t = diag(H1(t), H2(t), H3(t)) and Hk (t) =

eHkc t for k = 1,2,3.

Consequently, as e−µt = e−
µ
2
′
e−

µ
2 is a scalar, we will get

Hq (t)= eHcq t , Γq (t)= Γ(t)e−
µ
2 t

= E1Hq (t)E2, (20a)

Hm(t) = eHcm t , Γm(t) = Γ(t)e−µt
= E1Hm(t)E2, (20b)

Q(t)=

∫t

0
e−µs

Γ(s)′Q̄cΓ(s)d s =

∫t

0
Γq (s)′Q̄cΓq (s)d s, (20c)

M(t) =

∫t

0
e−µs

Γ(s)′M̄c d s =

∫t

0
Γm(s)′M̄c d s. (20d)

Remark 2 Note that the differential equations introduced

in (6) and (15) are identical when time delays are
{

τi j

}

= 0,

and the time delay constants become m̄ = 0 and V = 0. This

corresponding to B1c = Bc , B̄2c = 0 and H2c = H3c = 0. The

expressions introduced in Proposition 2 become

Av (t) = I , Bo (t) =

∫t

0
A(s)Bc d s, (21a)

H(t) = eHc t , Γ(t) = E1H(t)E2 = eH1c t , (21b)

Hq (t) = H(t)e−
µ
2 t , Γq (t)= E1Hq (t)E2 = e(H1c−

µ
2 )t , (21c)

Hm (t)= H(t)e−µt , Γm(t) = E1Hm(t)E2 = e(H1c−µ)t , (21d)

where Bo , Γq and Γm have the same expressions as the non-

delay discrete system matrices B , Hq and Hm introduced

in (6b) and (8a).

III. NUMERICAL METHODS OF LQ DISCRETIZATION

This section introduces numerical methods for solving

proposed systems of differential equations.



A. Fixed-time-step ordinary differential equation method

Consider an s-stage ODE method with the number of

integration steps N ∈Z
+ and the time step δt =

Ts

N
. Note

that ai , j and bi for i = 1,2, . . . , s and j = 1,2, . . . , s are the

Butcher tableau’s parameters of the ODE method. We have

Ak+1 =ΛAk , k ∈N , (22a)

B1,k+1 = B1,k +Θ1 Ak B̃1c , k ∈N , (22b)

Av,k+1 =Λv Av,k , k ∈N , (22c)

B2,k+1 = B2,k +Θ2 Av,k B̃2c , k ∈N , (22d)

Hq,k+1 =Ωq Hq,k , k ∈N , (22e)

Hm,k+1 =Ωm Hm,k , k ∈N , (22f)

Mk+1 = Mk +E ′
2H ′

m,k M̃c , k ∈N , (22g)

Qk+1 =Qk +E ′
2H ′

q,k Q̃c Hq,k E2, k ∈N , (22h)

where

B̃1c = δtB1c , M̃c = δt
s∑

i=1

biΩ
′
m,i E ′

1M̄c , (22i)

B̃2c = δt B̄2c , Q̃c = δt
s∑

i=1

biΩ
′
q,i E ′

1Q̄c E1Ωq,i . (22j)

The coefficients Λ, Λv , Θ1, Θ2, Ωm and Ωq are func-

tions of the Butcher tableau’s parameters. They can be

computed as

Ak ,i = Ak +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ȧk , j =Λi Ak , (23a)

B1,k ,i = B1,k +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ḃ1,k , j = B1,k +Θ1,i Ak B̃1c , (23b)

Av,k ,i = Av,k +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ȧv,k , j =Λv,i Av,k , (23c)

B2,k ,i = B2,k +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ḃ2,k , j = B2,k +Θ2,i Av,k B̃2c , (23d)

Hm,k ,i = Hm,k +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ḣm,k , j =Ωm,i Hm,k , (23e)

Hq,k ,i = Hq,k +δt
s∑

j=1

ai , j Ḣq,k , j =Ωq,i Hq,k , (23f)

and

Λ= I +δt
s∑

i=1

bi AcΛi , Λv = I +δt
s∑

i=1

bi V AcΛv,i , (24a)

Θ1 =

s∑

i=1

biΛi , Ωm = Ih +δt
s∑

i=1

bi HcmΩm,i , (24b)

Θ2 =

s∑

i=1

biΛv,i , Ωq = Ih +δt
s∑

i=1

bi HcqΩq,i , (24c)

where Λi , Λv,i , Θ1,i , Θ2,i , Ωm,i and Ωq,i are coefficients of

stage variables Ak ,i , Av,k ,i , B1,k ,i , B2,k ,i , Hm,k ,i and Hq,k ,i .

Consequently, we can obtain A(Ts) = AN , Bo (Ts) =

B1,N +B2,N , Q(Ts) =QN , M(Ts ) = MN with constant coeffi-

cients Λ, Λv , Θ1, Θ2, Ωm and Ωq when using fixed-time-

step ODE methods. Algorithm 1 presents the fixed-time-

step ODE method for the discretization of the discounted

LQ-OCPs with time delays.

Algorithm 1 Fixed-time-step ODE method

Input: (Ac ,Bc ,Cc ,Dc ,τ,Qc ,Ts , N )

Output: (A,Bo ,Q , M)

Compute the step size δt =
Ts

N
Compute system matrices (B1c ,B2c ,M̄c ,Q̄c ,Hcq ,Hcm) us-

ing (16)

Set initial states (k = 0, Ak = I , Av,k = I , B1,k = 0, B2,k = 0,

Hm,k = Ih , Hq,k = Ih , Qk = 0, Mk = 0)

Compute stage variable coefficients (Λi , Λv,i , Θ1,i , Θ2,i ,

Ωm,i and Ωq,i ) using (23)

Compute constant coefficients (Λ, Λv , Θ1, Θ2, Ωm and

Ωq ) using (24)

while k < N do

Use (22) to update (Ak ,B1,k , Av,k ,B2,k , Hm,k , Hq,k ,Qk , Mk )

Set k ← k +1

end while

Set (A = Ak , Bo = B1,k +B2,k , Q =Qk , M = Mk )

TABLE I

NUMERICAL EXPRESSIONS OF THE STEP-DOUBLING METHOD

Numerical expression Step-doubling function

Ã(N ) Λ̄
N Ã( N

2 )Ã( N
2 )

B̃o(N )
N−1∑

i=0

Λ̄
i B̃o( N

2 )
(

I + Ã( N
2 )

)

H̃m (N ) Ω
N
m H̃m ( N

2 )H̃m ( N
2 )

H̃q (N ) Ω
N
q H̃q ( N

2 )H̃q ( N
2 )

M̃(N )
N−1∑

i=0

(

Ω
i
m

)′
M̃( N

2 )
(

Ih + H̃m ( N
2 )′

)

Q̃(N )
N−1∑

i=0

(

Ω
i
q

)′
Q̃c

(

Ω
i
q

)

Q̃( N
2 )+ H̃q ( N

2 )′Q̃( N
2 )H̃q ( N

2 )

B. Step-doubling method

Consider the fixed-time-step ODE method with the

integration step N = 2 j for j ∈Z
+ and the step size δt =

Ts

N ,

the matrices

Ã(N ) = Λ̄
N , Ã(1) = Λ̄, (25a)

B̃o (N )=
N−1∑

i=0

Λ̄
i , B̃(1) = I , (25b)

H̃m(N )=Ω
N
m , H̃m (1) =Ωm , (25c)

H̃q (N )=Ω
N
q , H̃q (1) =Ωq , (25d)

M̃(N ) =
N−1∑

i=0

(

Ω
i
m

)′

, M̃(1) = Ixu , (25e)

Q̃(N ) =
N−1∑

i=0

(

Ω
i
q

)′

Q̃c

(

Ω
i
q

)

, Q̃(1) = Q̃c , (25f)

can be used to compute (A,Bo , M ,Q)

A(Ts) = Ã(N )(1 : nx ,1 : nx ), Bo (Ts) =ΘoB̃o (N )B̃oc , (26a)

M(Ts ) = E ′
2M̃(N )M̃c , Q(Ts) = E ′

2Q̃(N )E2, (26b)

where Λ̄ = diag(Λ,Λv ), Θo = [Θ1,Θ2], B̃oc = [B̃1c ; B̃2c ] are

constant. The coefficients Λ, Θ1, Λv , Θ2, Ωm , Ωq , M̃c and

Q̃c are introduced in (22) and (24).



Algorithm 2 Step-doubling method

Input: (Ac ,Bc ,Cc ,Dc ,τ,Qc ,Ts , j )

Output: (A,Bo ,Q , M)

Compute the number of the integration step N = 2 j

Compute the step size δt =
Ts

N
Compute system matrices (B1c ,B2c ,M̄c ,Q̄c ,Hcq ,Hcm) us-

ing (16)

Compute stage variable coefficients (Λi , Λv,i , Θ1,i , Θ2,i ,

Ωm,i and Ωq,i ) using (23)

Compute constant coefficients (Λ, Λv , Θ1, Θ2, Ωm and

Ωq ) using (24)

Set initial states (i = 1, Ã(i ) = Λ̄, B̃o (i ) = I , H̃m (i ) =Ωm ,

H̃q (i )=Ωq , M̃(i )= Ixu , Q̃(i )= Q̃c)

while i ≤ j do

Update (M̃(i ), Q̃(i )) using equations from Table I

Update (Ã(i ), B̃o (i ),H̃m(i ), H̃q (i )) using equations

from Table I

Set i ← i +1

end while

Use (26) to compute (A,Bo ,Q , M)

In [1], [2], [13], a scaling and squaring algorithm is

introduced for solving the matrix exponential problem.

For A(t)= e At , they use the n
2

th step’s result A( n
2 δt) as the

initial state to compute the double step’s result A(nδt) =

A( n
2 δt)A( n

2 δt) and repeat it until nδt = Ts . We can use

the same idea to compute matrices introduced in (25),

and it leads to the step-doubling method. Define f (n) for

f ∈
[

Ã, B̃o , H̃m , H̃q , M̃ ,Q̃
]

, the step-doubling expression for

computing f (n) can be written as

f (1) → f (2) → f (4) → . . . → f (
N

4
) → f (

N

2
) → f (N ), (27a)

where

f (n) = f (
n

2
) f (

n

2
), n ∈ [2,4, . . . ,

N

2
, N ]. (27b)

Table I describes the step-doubling expressions for (Ã,

B̃o , H̃m , H̃m , M̃ , Q̃). The step-doubling method takes

only j steps to get the same result as the fixed-time-step

ODE method with N = 2 j integration steps. Algorithm 2

describes the step-doubling method for the discretization

of the discounted LQ-OCPs.

C. Matrix exponential method

Based on the formulas described in [17]–[19], we can

obtain (A, Bo , M , Q) by solving the following matrix

exponential problems

[
Φ1,11 Φ1,12

0 Φ1,22

]

= exp

([
−H ′

cq E ′
1Q̄c E1

0 Hcq

]

t

)

, (28a)

[
I Φ2,12

0 Φ2,22

]

= exp

([
0 I

0 H ′
cm

]

t

)

, (28b)

Φ3 = exp(Hc t) , (28c)

and the elements are

Φ1,12 = Hq (−t)′
∫t

0
Hq (s)′E ′

1Q̄c E1Hq (s)d s, (28d)

Φ1,22 = Hq (t)= eHcq t , (28e)

Φ2,12 =

∫t

0
Hm(s)d s, (28f)

Φ3 = H(t) = diag(H1(t), H2(t), H3(t)), (28g)

where the matrices Hc , Hcq , Hcm , Q̄c , Hq , Hm , H1, H2

and H3 are introduced in Proposition 2.

Set t = Ts , we can compute (A, Bo , M , Q) as

A = Γ(1 : nx ,1 : nx ), Bo = Γ(1 : nx ,nx +1 : end), (29a)

M = E ′
2Φ2,12M̄c , Q = E ′

2Φ
′
1,22Φ1,12E2, (29b)

where Γ= E1Φ3E2.

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we will test and compare the proposed

three numerical methods.

Consider a MIMO input-output model Z (s) = G(s)U (s)

with the following transfer functions

G(s) =

[
1

(1.5s+1)(3s+1)
e−0.1s −2(2s+1)

3.4s+1
e−1.6s

−0.5
2.3s+1

e−2.0s 2.4
(1.7s+1)(0.9s+1)

e−0.9s

]

. (30)

We can convert the above transfer functions into the state

space models introduced in (11). The state space matrices

are in observable canonical form.

Consider the discounted LQ-OCP described in (10).

The weight matrix Qc = diag(1.0,2.0), the discount factor

µ = 0.2, the control horizon T = 20 [s] and the sampling

time Ts = 1 [s]. We use the symbolic toolbox in Matlab to

compute the discrete system matrices (A, Bo , Q , M) with

their analytic expressions described in Proposition 2. The

results are used as the true solution for comparing the

results from proposed numerical methods.

Fig. 1 describes the error and CPU time of the fixed-

time-step ODE and the step-doubling method. We notice

that the step-doubling method (dot plots) has the same

error as the fixed-time-step ODE method (line plots) with

the same discretization scheme. All tested methods have

the correct convergence order (indicated by dashed lines).

The CPU time of the two methods is indicated in the bar

plots. We observe that the CPU time of the fixed-time-step

ODE method increases as the integration step or the stage

number increases. The step-doubling method’s CPU time

is stable at around 1.8 [ms].

TABLE II

CPU TIME AND ERROR OF THE SCENARIO USING CLASSIC RK4 WITH N = 210

Unit Matrix Exp. ODE Method Step-doubling

e(A) [-] 3.34 ·10−16 9.12 ·10−14 9.12 ·10−14

e(Bo ) [-] 5.56 ·10−17 8.33 ·10−12 8.33 ·10−12

e(M) [-] 5.10 ·10−16 6.88 ·10−14 6.88 ·10−14

e(Q) [-] 8.10 ·10−16 2.55 ·10−13 2.55 ·10−13

CPU Time [ms] 44.1 60.3 1.96



Fig. 1. The error and CPU time of the fixed-time-step ODE method
and the step-doubling method with different discretization schemes. The
error is e(i ) = ‖i (Ts )− i (N )‖∞ for i ∈ [A,Bo ,M ,Q], where i (Ts ) is the
result from the Matlab’s symbolic toolbox.

Table II describes the error and CPU time of all three

methods when using the classic RK4 with j = 10 and

N = 2 j (not for the matrix exponential). The matrix ex-

ponential method obtains the most precise result among

all methods, while the other two methods have the same

error. The fixed-time-step ODE method is the slowest,

followed by the matrix exponential method. They spend

60.3 [ms] and 44.1 [ms], respectively. The step-doubling

method is the fastest and only takes 1.96 [ms].

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper discussed the discretization of discounted

LQ-OCPs with and without time delays. In the Proposi-

tions, the discrete system matrices of the discounted LQ-

OCPs are described as systems of differential equations.

Then, we introduced three numerical methods for solving

the proposed systems of differential equations. All three

numerical methods are tested and compared in the nu-

merical experiment. Our results indicate that

1. All three methods can solve the proposed differential

equations, and the matrix exponential method is the

most precise.

2. The step-doubling method is significantly faster than

the other two methods, keeping the same accuracy

level as the fixed-time-step ODE method.
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“Finite-horizon discounted optimal control: stability and perfor-
mance,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 66, no. 2,
pp. 550–565, 2020.

[8] L. Grüne, W. Semmler, and M. Stieler, “Using nonlinear model
predictive control for dynamic decision problems in economics,”
Journal of Economic Dynamics and Control, vol. 60, pp. 112–133,
2015.

[9] K. Gu, V. L. Kharitonov, and J. Chen, Stability of Time-Delay Systems.
Birkhäuser, 2003.

[10] L. Han, M. Camlibel, J. Pang, and W. Heemels, “Convergence
of discrete-time approximations of constrained linear-quadratic
optimal control problems,” in 49th IEEE Conference on Decision
and Control (CDC), 2010, pp. 5210–5215.

[11] L. Hansen and T. Sargent, “Discounted linear exponential quadratic
gaussian control,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 40,
no. 5, pp. 968–971, 1995.

[12] E. Hendricks, P. H. Sørensen, and O. Jannerup, Linear Systems
Control: Deterministic and Stochastic Methods. Berlin, German:
Springer, 2008.

[13] N. J. Higham, “The scaling and squaring method for the matrix
exponential revisited,” SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Appli-
cations, vol. 26, no. 4, pp. 1179–1193, 2005.

[14] D. Jacobson, “Optimal stochastic linear systems with exponential
performance criteria and their relation to deterministic differential
games,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic control, vol. 18, no. 2, pp.
124–131, 1973.

[15] J. B. Jørgensen, G. Frison, N. F. Gade-Nielsen, and B. Damman,
“Numerical methods for solution of the extended linear quadratic
control problem,” IFAC Proceedings Volumes, vol. 45, no. 17, pp.
187–193, 2012, 4th IFAC Conference on Nonlinear Model Predictive
Control.

[16] H. Mena, L.-M. Pfurtscheller, and M. Voigt, “Discounted cost linear
quadratic gaussian control for descriptor systems,” International
Journal of Control, vol. 95, no. 5, pp. 1349–1362, 2022.

[17] C. Moler and C. Van Loan, “Nineteen dubious ways to compute the
exponential of a matrix,” SIAM Rev., vol. 20, no. 4, p. 801–836, oct
1978.

[18] ——, “Nineteen dubious ways to compute the exponential of a
matrix, twenty-five years later,” SIAM Review, vol. 45, no. 1, pp.
3–49, 2003.

[19] C. Van Loan, “Computing integrals involving the matrix exponen-
tial,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 23, no. 3, pp.
395–404, 1978.

[20] F. L. Walter Alt, Robert Baier and M. Gerdts, “Approximations of
linear control problems with bang-bang solutions,” Optimization,
vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 9–32, 2013.

[21] D. Wang, J. Ren, M. Ha, and J. Qiao, “System stability of learning-
based linear optimal control with general discounted value itera-
tion,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems,
2022.

[22] Z. Zhang, S. Hørsholt, and J. B. Jørgensen, “Numerical discretization
methods for linear quadratic control problems with time delays,” in
12th IFAC Symposium on Advanced Control of Chemical Proccesses
(ADCHEM 2024) (accepted), 2023.

[23] Z. Zhang, J. L. Svensen, M. W. Kaysfeld, A. H. D. Andersen,
S. Hørsholt, and J. B. Jørgensen, “Numerical discretization methods
for the extended linear quadratic control problem,” in European
Control Conference (ECC) 2024 (accepted), 2023.


