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Kernel approximation with exponentials is useful in many problems with convolution quadrature
and particle interactions such as integral-differential equations, molecular dynamics and machine
learning. This paper proposes a weighted balanced truncation to construct an optimal model reduc-
tion method for compressing the number of exponentials in the sum-of-exponentials approximation
of kernel functions. This method shows great promise in approximating long-range kernels, achieving
over 4 digits of accuracy improvement for the Ewald-splitting and inverse power kernels in compari-
son with the classical balanced truncation. Numerical results demonstrate its excellent performance
and attractive features for practical applications.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Approximating univariate kernel functions by
exponentials is a useful technique for construct-
ing fast algorithms of problems with convolution
quadrature and particle interactions. The de-
sign of the so-called sum-of-exponentials (SOE)
approximation has attracted broad interest in
areas such as fast convolution [1, 2], electro-
static calculation [3], molecular dynamics simu-
lation [4–6], dynamics of magnetic nanoparticle
[7], dynamics of non-Markovian systems [8], and
DNA melting curves [9]. Particularly, the kernel-
independent SOE methods, including the black-
box algorithm [2] and de la Vallée-Poussin model
reduction method [10], have been proposed, pro-
viding efficient tools for kernel summation prob-
lems.
The number of exponentials determines the

processing efficiency of subsequent fast algo-
rithms. The Laplace transform of the SOE results
in a sum of poles (SOP) which has also a num-
ber of applications such as electromagnetics [11].
In control theory, the SOP is the transfer func-
tion of linear dynamical systems, which can be
compressed by building on the balanced trunca-
tion method and the square root method [12, 13].
The model reduction (MR) technique of the bal-
anced truncation plays a crucial role in further
decreasing the number of exponentials, exhibiting
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a significantly faster convergence rate compared
to other approaches such as the classical Prony’s
method [14]. However, the long-range nature of
the kernel functions leads to the difficulty of effi-
cient compression, and a direct use of the classical
MR remains a big number of exponentials. Other
methods such as the damping Newton method
[3, 15] and Remez algorithm [16, 17] are also de-
veloped for optimal SOE approximation, mostly
for the 1/r Coulomb kernel.

In this paper, we propose a weighted balanced
truncation (WBT) method for optimizing the
MR process, which facilitates more efficient and
convenient reduction over a given interval and
achieves faster convergence rates. By introduc-
ing a weight function into the balanced trunca-
tion process, the WBT enhances the uniformity
of approximation error distribution on the pro-
vided interval. Given the same number of terms,
the WBT method, as a novel kernel-independent
SOE approximation technique, demonstrates sev-
eral orders of magnitude improvement for general
long-range kernels compared to the classical MR
technique [10]. It exhibits nearly optimal perfor-
mance for the Coulomb kernel with respect to the
former works [3, 17], which further demonstrates
its great application potential in scientific com-
puting and physical problems.

The WBT is a generalization of the classical
balanced truncation method, which is a simple
and efficient approach to construct an improved
model reduction scheme for many problems such
as high-dimensional dynamical systems [18–21]
and multiscale modelling [22, 23].
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II. METHOD

Given an error criteria ϵ and an N -term SOE
series, the goal of this paper is to compress the
number of exponentials such that P is minimized
under the error level:∣∣∣∣∣∣

N∑
j=1

ωje
−sjr −

P∑
j=1

ω̃je
−s̃jr

∣∣∣∣∣∣ < ϵ, (II.1)

for r ∈ [0,M ]. In general, a preliminary and high-
accurate SOE approximation of an interested ker-
nel can be obtained by some kernel-independent
techniques [2, 10]. Minimizing the number of ex-
ponentials in a given interval will significantly
improve the simulation efficiency. The minimum
problem can be calculated by the balanced trun-
cation method, following the work of [12, 13].
Here, we introduce a novel weighted balanced
truncation method, which will promote the per-
formance of compression, leading to an improved
model reduction method.
To present the WBT idea, one starts from the

Laplace transform of the N -term SOE series and
represents the resultant sum-of-poles (SOP) by a
matrix form,

L

 N∑
j=1

ωje
−sjr

 =

N∑
j=1

ωj

z + sj
= c(zI −A)−1b,

(II.2)
where A = −diag{s1, · · · , sN} is an N × N di-

agonal matrix, b = (
√
|ω1|, · · · ,

√
|ωN |)T and

c = (sgn(ω1)
√

|ω1|, · · · , sgn(|ωN |)
√

|ωN |) are
column and row vectors of dimension N , respec-
tively. The sign function sgn(x) = x/|x| for
nonzero x and sgn(0) = 0.

The matrix form of the SOP can be considered
as the transfer function of the following linear dy-
namical systemß

ẋ = Ax(t) + bw(−t)u(t),
y(t) = cw(t)x(t),

(II.3)

where u(t) and y(t) are the input and output
of this system, respectively, and w(t) > 0 is a
weight function. If û(z) and ŷ(z) are Laplace
transforms of the weighted input w(−t)u(t) and
output y(t)/w(t), then they can be connected by
the transfer function

ŷ(z) = c(zI −A)−1bû(z). (II.4)

Here we introduce the weight function w(t) in or-
der to construct an optimal model reduction. In

the case of the Heaviside function, i.e., w(t) =
H(t) with H(t) = 1 for t ≥ 0 and 0 other-
wise, it is applied in constructing the original bal-
anced truncation method, and has been widely
discussed [12, 13].

By the transfer function, the reduction on the
SOE series can be performed by the explicit so-
lution of the linear dynamical system (II.3),

y(t) =

∫ t

−∞
cw(t)eA(t−τ)bw(−τ)u(τ)dτ. (II.5)

In this work, one assumes that the weight func-
tion w(t) is compactly supported on the interval
[0, T ]. Define the solution operator H such that
y(t) = Hu(t), and H∗ being the conjugate op-
erator. Due to the compactness of the weight
function, one can express them by,

Hu(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
cw(t)eA(t−τ)bw(−τ)u(τ)dτ

H∗y(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
b∗w∗(−t)eA

∗(τ−t)cw∗(τ)y(τ)dτ.

(II.6)
The key to reduce the linear system lies in calcu-
lating the singular values {σi} of operator H. Let
these singular values be in an descending order
with corresponding eigenfunctions {ui(t)}, i.e.,
one has H∗Hui(t) = σ2

i ui(t). Indeed, using Eq.
(II.6), one obtains the eigenfunction,

ui(t) =
1

σ2
i

b∗w∗(−t)e−A∗tQv, (II.7)

with

Q =

∫ +∞

−∞
eA

∗tc∗ceAtw(t)w∗(t)dt,

v =

∫ +∞

−∞
e−Aτbw(−τ)ui(τ)dτ.

(II.8)

Substituting Eq. (II.7) into the expression of v in
Eq. (II.8), one has σ2

i v = PQv with

P =

∫ +∞

−∞
eAtbb∗eA

∗tw(t)w∗(t)dt. (II.9)

Such P and Q are usually called Gramians in
control theory [12]. One finds that σ2

i is eigen-

value of matrix PQ, i.e. σi =
√

λi(PQ), where
λi(PQ) denotes the i-th eigenvalue. One calcu-
lates the expressions in Eqs. (II.8) and (II.9) to
obtain the entries of matrix P and Q, Pij =

√
|ωiωj |Iw(si, sj)

Qij = sgn(ωi)sgn(ωj)
√
|ωiωj |Iw(si, sj),

(II.10)
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where the weighted integral Iw is defined by

Iw(x, y) :=

∫ +∞

−∞
e−(x+y)tw(t)w∗(t)dt. (II.11)

The WBT procedure starts by computing the
Gramians P and Q using Eq. (II.10). One
then performs Cholesky factorizations P =
SS∗ and Q = LL∗, followed by the singu-
lar value decomposition S∗L = UΣV ∗ with
Σ = diag{σ1, σ2, . . . , σN}. Let R = SUΣ−1/2,

one takes the linear transform ‹A = R−1AR,

b̃ = Rb and c̃ = cR−1, toghther with the con-

gruent transformations ‹P = R−1P (R−1)∗ and‹Q = R∗QR. These two matrices are now diag-

onal, ‹P = ‹Q = Σ. The singular values are ar-
ranged in descending order, enabling the extrac-

tion of the principal information here. Specifi-

cally, the P × P principal block ‹AP of ‹A is ex-
tracted, and the first P dimensions of the vectors

b̃ and c̃ are selected to form new vectors b̃P and
c̃P . Then through the transform by transition

matrix X making Λ = X−1 ‹APX diagonal, a

new linear system (Λ, b̂, ĉ) is constructed with

b̂ = X−1b̃P and ĉ = c̃PX. One can perform re-
duction operations and obtain a refined P -term
SOE approximation of the original N -term SOE
from the reduced linear system after the inverse
Laplace transformation.

The Gramians P andQ in Eqs. (II.8) and (II.9)
are positive definite, and thus their Cholesky fac-
torizations exist. This leads to the validity of
the WBT. The complete algorithm of the WBT
method is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: The weighted balanced truncation method

Require: For a given SOE with weight function w(r) with N exponentials, initialize the
matrix and vectors A, b and c by Eq. (II.3). Set the constant P < N . The algorithm is
composed of the following steps.

1: Compute the Gramians P and Q by Eq. (II.10), perform Cholesky factorization for these
two matrices such that P = SS∗ and Q = LL∗, and execute SVD factorization
S∗L = UΣV ∗ where the diagonal matrix Σ = diag{σ1, σ2, · · · , σN}.

2: Set the transition matrix R = SUΣ−1/2 to obtain the transformed linear dynamical

system ‹A = R−1 ‹AR, b̃ = Rb̃ and c̃ = c̃R−1. Consequently, the resultant Gramians are

diagonal, namely, ‹P = ‹Q = Σ.

3: Extract the P × P principal block of ‹A, the first P identities of b̃ and c̃, yielding ‹AP , b̃P
and c̃P . Perform eigenvalue decomposition ‹AP = XΛX−1 such that Λ = diag{s̃1, · · · , s̃P }.
Here, s̃i is the exponent of the ith exponentials in the reduced SOE. Compute b̂ = X−1b̃P
and ĉ = c̃PX. The weights are then calculated by ω̃i = b̂iĉi, i = 1, 2, · · · , P .

It worths to mention that the time-limited bal-
anced truncation (TLBT) method [24–26] is a
special case of the WBT. The TLBT sets w(t) =
H(t) − H(t − T ), accounting for the interval ef-
fect on model reduction, and has been applied
to large scale systems [27], discrete-time systems
[28], semi-Markovian jump systems based on gen-
eralized Gramians [29] and data assimilation [30].
The WBT can be considered as a generalization
of the TLBT, potentially providing higher accu-
racy for the model reduction. Thus, the WBT
shall be also useful in many model order reduction
problems besides the SOE approximation. One
directional use is to construct sum-of-Gaussians
(SOG) approximation to interacting and convolu-
tion kernels to design fast algorithms for particle
systems [2, 31–34] and nonlocal problems in high-

dimensional spaces [35, 36]. The optimal trunca-
tion T and weight function w(r) for specific prob-
lems require a systematic study and remain open
issues.

III. RESULTS

We perform numerical results to demonstrate
the performance of the proposed WBT method.
Three benchmark examples are studied, includ-
ing a smooth Ewald splitting kernel, the Coulomb
kernel for different weights and the inverse power
kernels, in comparison with results of the model
reduction method with the classical balanced
truncation (denoted by ‘classical’ in legends).
Unless otherwise stated, all weight functions in
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FIG. 1: Maximum errors of SOE approximations of the Ewald splitting kernel on [0, 10]. (a) Maximum errors
with respect to the reduction term P , computed using both the classical MR and the WBT; (b) Maximum

errors with respect to the kernel parameter Λ, computed using the WBT.

the following results are truncated within their
target intervals.

A. Smooth Ewald-splitting kernel

Consider the Ewald splitting kernel erf(Λr)/r
with erf(·) denoting the error function and Λ be-
ing a positive constant. This kernel is often stud-
ied for Coulomb systems, resulted by the Ewald
splitting of 1/r kernel. It is a typical smooth ker-
nel with long-range nature. Consider the approx-
imation on interval [0, 10] and parameter Λ = 1, 2
and 4. One introduces the VP-sum method [10]
for an N -term accurate SOE approximation of
the kernel function. With N = 300, the initial
SOE series achieves the maximum errors at the
level of 10−10. As a kernel-independent approx-
imation method, the VP-sum involves extensive
numerical integration and high-order polynomial
parameter estimation. Achieving machine pre-
cision requires more expansion terms, which in-
creases computational cost and leads to numeri-
cal instability. The accuracy of 10−10 ensures the
stability of the VP and facilitates further compar-
ison.
For the convenience of usage, we provide a com-

prehensive MATLAB software, VP-WBT, pow-
ered by the Multiprecision Computing Toolbox
[37]. This software is capable of performing high-
precision SOE or SOG approximations for general
kernels and customized weight functions. The
following numerical results can be simply repro-

duced through the visual interface of the software.

In Fig. 1(a), we present the maximum errors
of the WBT method and the classical MR results
for the three Λ with the increase of P . In the cal-
culations, one sets the weight function w(r) = 1
and truncation parameter T = M = 10. One can
observe the exponential decay of the error with
P , rapidly approaching an error level under 10−9

with about 16 exponentials for all Λ = 1 and 2. It
is noted that, a larger Λ corresponds to a slower
decay of the kernel, resulting in a slightly larger
error. In the case of P = 16 and Λ = 4, the er-
ror is 3.41 × 10−9. In comparison, the classical
MR method is at the level of 10−3 accuracy for
P = 16. For larger P , the WBT error remains
the same level as the original 300-term SOE se-
ries. These results clearly demonstrate the rapid
convergence of the WBT method in approximat-
ing smooth kernels.

Under the identical settings, we also con-
sider the approximation effect with respect to in-
creasing Ewald splitting kernel parameters Λ =
0.5, 1, 2, 3 and 4 for fixed P . Fig. 1(b) shows
that as Λ increases, the maximum error of the
WBT method initially grows rapidly and then
tends to stabilize. The result reveals that for
Ewald-splitting kernels with larger Λ, which ex-
hibit stronger near-origin singularity and long-
range behavior, the WBT method can provide
an efficient and stable approximation. This fur-
ther demonstrates the broad applicability of our
proposed WBT method to kernel functions with
different hard-to-handle properties.
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FIG. 2: The error distribution of the WBT for the
Coulomb kernel with different weight functions. The

approximation interval is [1, 1024] with P = 15
reduced SOE terms. The red dashed horizonal line

represents the maximum error (3.0× 10−8) of
w(t) = 1/

√
r + 10 situation.

B. Coulomb kernel with different weights

To investigate the influence of the weight func-
tion w(t) in WBT, we consider the Coulomb ker-
nel 1/r on [1, 1024] using three different weight
functions w(r) ≡ 1, 1/

√
r + 1 and 1/

√
r + 10.

The preliminary SOE of the Coulomb kernel is
derived from the bilateral series approximation
(BSA) [38, 39],

r−α ≈ log(b)

Γ(α)

+∞∑
ℓ=−∞

bαℓe−bℓr, (III.1)

where Γ(·) denotes the gamma function and α =
1 for the Coulomb kernel. The base parameter
b > 1 determines the accuracy of the BSA ap-
proximation, which converges rapidly as b asymp-
totically approaches 1. Here one sets b = 1.1
and the truncation parameter T = 512. Fig. 2
presents the error distributions with P = 15 for
the three weights. One can observe that the er-
ror distribution for w(r) = 1 is quite nonuniform.
The error near r = 1 is much larger than the
region away from the origin. The error distri-
butions with the other two weight functions be-
have much better. Among the three weights, the
maximum error of the w(r) = 1/

√
r + 10 case is

smallest, which is 3.0×10−8. For comparison, the

maximum errors for the w(r) ≡ 1 and 1/
√
r + 1

cases are 1.9× 10−7 and 6.0× 10−8, respectively.
The results demonstrate that the WBT can be
very efficient when an appropriate weight func-
tion is employed.

C. Convergence of inverse power kernel

We consider inverse power kernel f(r) = r−α

with the BSA in Eq. (III.1) for the preliminary
SOE approximation of N = 500 on the interval
[1, 1024] with b = 1.1, which is at the machine
precision. In the WBT, one selects T = 512 and
weight function w(r) = 1/

√
r + 10. We first ex-

amine the accuracy of the Coulomb kernel for
the α = 1 case with varying P , and the re-
sults are present in Fig. 3(a). One observes that
the classical MR method exhibits a slow conver-
gence rate in reducing the BSA sequence, while
the WBT demonstrates remarkably fast conver-
gence with over 9 digits of accuracy improvement
for P > 24, achieving the maximum error of
7 × 10−16 with 31 terms. This significant im-
provement arises because the WBT avoids the
influence of long-range contributions outside the
interval, which could otherwise affect the reduc-
tion and extraction of principal information. In
contrast, the classical MR method has limita-
tions in this regard, leading to slow convergence.
Compared to the VP-sum with equidistant band-
widths in Section IIIA, this advantage of the
WBT method is particularly evident when ap-
plied to the BSA with exponentially distributed
bandwidths. Indeed, the approximation provided
by WBT reaches the same accuracy as the well-
known results reported by Gimbutas et al. [3]
Hackbusch et al. [17], which introduced com-
plex optimization techniques such as the damp-
ing Newton and Remez algorithm. It is noted
that the WBT method avoids these complex tech-
niques, making it competitive for more general
kernels for broad applications. Moreover, it is
also possible to achieve even better results by
leveraging optimization techniques with detailed
analysis of the weight function w(t) and trunca-
tion parameter T .
For different inverse power kernels, Fig. 3(b)

presents the convergence results with α =
0.25, 0.5, 1 and 2. With the same approximation
interval and accuracy requirements, the WBT
method delivers highly consistent approximation
performance with the case of α = 1. It achieves
the precision of 1.0 × 10−15 for all the cases for
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FIG. 3: Maximum errors of SOE approximations of power function kernel on [1, 1024] with respect to the
reduction term P . (a) Coulomb kernel reduced by different model reduction techniques, (b) Singular power
functions with different α reduced by WBT. The green dashed line represents the precision of 1.0× 10−15.

P = 31, demonstrating that the WBT can effec-
tively achieve the nearly optimal SOE approxi-
mation for various forms of error decay tails.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we propose a novel weighted bal-
anced truncation method for approximating gen-
eral kernel functions with exponentials. The
WBT method incorporates a weight function into
the balanced truncation method, resulting in
a more accurate approximating precision across
the target interval. Numerical examples clearly
demonstrate that the WBT method achieves sig-
nificant improvement in accuracy compared to
classical model reduction method. As a general
approximation technique for kernel functions, it
provides nearly optimal approximation results for
important kernels like the Coulomb interaction.
Meanwhile, the WBT method maintains stable
performance when handling functions with com-
plex properties, leading to a broad application
prospect in physics and scientific computing.

Besides treated as a kernel-independent ap-
proximation technique, WBT can also be re-

garded as an improved model order reduction
method with even broader applicability. Future
work will focus on designing efficient applications
of the WBT method in cutting-edge fields, such
as machine learning and materials computation.
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