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Abstract

In this paper we study state—space realizations of LinedrTame—Invariant (LTI) systems. Mo-
tivated by biochemical reaction networks, Goncalves arainigk have recently introduced the notion
of a Dynamical Structure Function®SF), a particular factorization of the system’s trandterction
matrix that elucidates the interconnection structure ipeshelencies between manifest variables. We
build onto this work by showing an intrinsic connection beém a DSF and certain sparse left coprime
factorizations. By establishing this link, we provide aneiesting systems theoretic interpretation of
sparsity patterns of coprime factors. In particular we shmw the sparsity of these coprime factors
allows for a given LTI system to be implemented as a networkldsub—systems. We examine possible
applications in distributed control such as the design ofadontroller that can be implemented over

a network with a pre—specified topology.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed and decentralized control of LTI systems hasnba topic of intense research
focus in control theory for more than 40 years. Pioneeringkviracludes includes that of Radner
[1], who revealed the sufficient conditions under which thi@imal quadratic cost for a linear
system can be achieved by a linear controller. Ho and Chudi]the foundation of team theory
by introducing a general class of distributed structuresbe@dpartially nested for which they
showed the optimal LQG controller to be linear. More recemtl[11], [12], [13], [14] important
advances were made for the case where the decentralizee méditthe problem is modeled as
sparsity constraints on the input-output operator (thesfier function matrix) of the controller.
These types of constraints are equivalent with computiegotlitput feedback control law while
having access to only partial measurements. Quite diffdrem this scenario, in this work we
are studying the meaning of sparsity constraints on theclgftrime factors of the controller,
which is not noticeable on its transfer function. In pari@cuwe show how the sparsity of these
coprime factors allows for the given LTI controller to be ilmmented over a LTI network with
a pre—specified topology.

More recently, network reconstruction of biochemical teac networks have motivated a
careful investigation into the nature of systems and theymaterpretations ofstructure or
sparsity structure one may define [18]. In this work, a nowaitipl structure representation
for Linear Time—Invariant (LTI) systems, called tiynamical Structure FunctiofDSF) was
introduced. The DSF was shown to be a factorization of a systéransfer function that
represented thepen-loop causal dependencies among manifest variablesnterpretation of

system structure dubbed tistgnal Structure

A. An Introductory Example [18]

One important characteristic of the DSF is its ability toregent the impact that observed
variables have on each other. This can often effectivelygries the interconnection structure
between component subsystems within a given system. Ganiid example the 3—hop ring
(also called “delta”) network in Figurid 1, where all thgs) and P(s) blocks represent transfer
functions of continuous—time LTI systems. We denote witk) the transfer function from the
input signalsl(s) to the outputs’(s). By directly inspecting the signal flow graph in Figlre 1

we can write the algebraic equations:
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Fig. 1. A 3-Hop Ring Network
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and we define ad-hoc thg)(s), P(s)) pair to be the Dynamical Structure Function associated
with the L(s) LTI system. (The rigorous definition of DFS will be introducén Section[]l
following the original mathematical derivation from_[1BJAn interesting observation, which is
the main thesis of this work, is that the structure of the gstesns interconnections in Figure 1
is no longer recognizable from the input-output relatiosaided by the transfer function of
the aggregate syster(s) = (I3 — Q(s))_lP(s) since the transfer functiot.(s) does not
have any sparsity pattern and in general does not have aey pérticularities. The structure
however, remains visible and it is captured in the quiteipaldr sparsity patterns ap(s) and
P(s), respectively. This key property makes the DSF susceptiblEcoming a perfectly suited
theoretical concept to model any LTI network.

We want to illustrate further how the DSF determines via ¢&igua(18) the topology of the

LTI network that can describe the given LTI systdifi\). If we consider?;;(s) identically zero
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Fig. 2. The PlantG and the Decentralized (Diagonal) Controller (left) versu&Ring” Networked Controller (right)

in (@) which would mean“breaking” the ring network from Frgld then it becomes a cascade
connection and.(\) can be implemented as a “line” network. A “line” network caniier could
be interesting for example motion control of vehicles mgvin a platoon formation.

Note that, in general, the impact of observed variables ch ether, represented by the DSF,
and the interconnection between subsystems, can be qffieeedi structures. This is because
the states internal to one subsystem are always distinet &eother, while the states internal to
component systems in the DSF may be shared with other comisoriéevertheless, the point
in this example, that the DSF, as a factorization of a sysemnansfer function, captures an
important notion of structure, is always true. Details abitne distinctions between subsystem
structure and the signal structure described by the DSF edound in [19].

B. Motivation and Scope of Work

In this paper we look at Dynamical Structure Functions frommoatrol systems perspective.
A long standing problem in control of LTI systems was synithed decentralized stabilizing
controllers ([4]) which means imposing on the controlléransfer function matrix¥<(s) to have
a diagonal sparsity pattern. Quite different to the deedimerd paradigm, the ultimate goal of our
research would be a systematic method of designing coeitsahat can be implemented as a LTI
network with a pre—specified topology. This is equivalerttvdomputing a stabilizing controller
K (s) whose DSHQ(s), P(s)) satisfies certain sparsity constraints|[20]. So, instedthpbsing
sparsity constraints on the transfer function of the cdiaras it is the case in decentralized
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control, we are interested in imposing the sparsity comggeon the controller's DSF. This
would eventually lead to the possibility of designing cotigrs that can be implemented as a

LTI network, see for example Figufé 2.

C. Contribution

The contribution of this paper is the establishment of thensic connections between the
DSFs and the left coprime factorizations of a given tran$erction and to give a systems
theoretic meaning to sparsity patterns of coprime factsisguDSFs. The importance of this is
twofold. First, this is the most common scenario in contnodieeering practicee(g. manufac-
turing, chemical plants) that the given plant is made out ahyninterconnected sub—systems.
The structureof this interconnection is captured by a DFS descriptiorhefplant which in turn
might translate to left coprime factorization of the plamatt features certain sparsity patterns on
its factors. This sparisty might be used for the synthesia obntroller to be implemented over
a LTI network. Conversely, in many applications it is degitbat the stabilizing controller be
implemented in a distributed manner, for instance as a Liwosk with a pre—specified topology.
This is equivalent to imposing certain sparsity constsaont the left coprime factorization of the
controller (via the celebrated Youla parameterization)oider to fully exploit the power of the
DSFs approach to tackle these types of problems, we find ftilugeunderline its links with the
classical notions and results in control theory of LTI syste\We provide here a comprehensive
exposition of the elemental connections between the Dycan8tructure Functions and the
Coprime Factorizations of a given Linear Time—InvariantljLsystem, thus opening the way
between exploiting the structure of the plant via the DSF amgbloying the celebrated Youla

parameterization for feedback output stabilization.

D. Outline of the Paper

In the second Section of the paper we give a brief outline ef tteoretical concept of
Dynamical Structure Functions as originally introducedB]. In the third Section, we show
that while the DSF representation of a given LTI systéfs) is in general never coprime,
a closely related representation dubbed a vighléV') pair associated with.(s) is always
coprime. We also provide the class of all vialol¢’, V') pairs associated with a givel(s). The

fourth Section contains the main results of the paper andaitem a complete explanation of

DRAFT



the natural connections between the DSFs and the vidblé’) pairs associated with a given
L(s) and its left coprime factorizations. The last Section cmstahe conclusions and future
research directions. In the Appendix A we have provided atghamer on realization theory
for improper TFMs which is indispensable for the proofs c# thain results. The proofs of the

main results have been placed in Appendix B.

1. DYNAMICAL STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

The main object of study here is a LTI system, which in the iettus—time case are described

by the state equations

&(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t); x(t,) = x, (3a)

y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t) (3b)

whereA, B, C, D aren xn, nxm, pxn, pxm real matrices, respectively whiteis also called
the orderof the realization. Given any—dimensional state—space representafioh (8a), (3b) of
a LTI system(A, B, C, D), its input—output representation is given by fiansfer Function

Matrix (TFM) which is thep x m matrix with real, rational functions entries denoted with

o A|B dif 1
L(\) = = D+ C(\,—A)" B, 4)
C|D

Remark 1l.1. Our results apply on both continuous or discrete time LTltesys, hence we
assimilate the undeterminate with the complex variables or z appearing in the Laplace or

Z—transform, respectively, depending on the type of thiesys

For elementary notions in linear systems theory, such ae squivalence, controlability,
observability, detectability, we refer t0l[8], or any otrstandard text book on LTI systems.

By RP*™ we denote the set of x m real matrices and bR(\)?*™ we denotep x m transfer
function matrices (matrices having entries real-ratidonattions).

This section contains a discussion based on referénce fil8jeodefinition of the Dynamical

Structure Functions associated with a LTI system. We stiht thve given systeni.()\) described
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by the following state equations, of order

Z(t) = AZ(t) + Bu(t); T(t,) = T, (5a)
y(t) = CE(1) (5b)

Assumption 11.2. (Regularity)We make the assumption that thematrix from [5b) has full

row rank (it is surjective).

def

We choose any matrix’ such thatT" = is nonsingular (note that suah always

C
exists becausé’ has full row rank) and apply a state—equivalence transfooma

w(t) =Ti(t), A=TAT™', B=TB, C=CT " (6)

on (5&),(Bb) in order to get

YO | s (7a)
] 2(t) |
y(t) _ A Ap ] y(t) ] N By ] u(t): { y(to) ] _ [ Yo } (7b)
i Z(t) ] A21 A22 Z(t) Bg Z(to) Zo
(t)
=1, O Y (7¢)
0-1n o] "]

Assumption 11.3. (Observability)We can assume without any loss of generality that the pair
(C, A) from (5a), (5b) or equivalently the paitd;,, A»,) from (7B) are observable.

Remark 11.4. The argument that the observability assumption does notyirapy loss of

generality, is connected with the Leuenberger reducedrootiserver.

Looking at the Laplace or Z-transform of the equation[in (%ig get

My =~ ] U(N) ®)

_A21 >\In—p - A22
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By multiplying (8) from the left with the following factof(\)

I, Ap(AM,_,— Agp)™!
Q) = P 12( P 22) (9)
O I,
(note that2(\) is always invertible as a TFM) we get
— _ _ -1
(40 = A = Aty = ) n) 0 1Y) g B g
* * Z(N\) By

where thex denote entries whose exact expression is not needed nowedrata calculations

yield that the first block—row in[(10) is equivalent with

AY(N) = <A11 + Ap(M,, — AQQ)—lAm)Y(A) + (31 + Ay (M, — A22)‘1B2> U\ (11)
and by making the notation
W()\) d;f _All — A12()\In—p — Agg)_lAgl (12a)

VN2 B+ A(My—p — Ap) ' By (12b)

we finally get the following equation which describes thatieinship between manifest variables

AY(A) = WY (A) + VINTN). (13)

Remark 11.5. Note that ifVV(\) is identically zero, whilé¥ () is a constant matrix having the
sparisity of a graph’s Laplacian, thep (L3) becomes the é&esution equationY (\) = WY (A).

These types of equations have been extensively studiedperetive control [15] to describe
the dynamics of a large group of autonomous agents. Equdfi@) can be looked at as a

generalization of that model and will be studied here in dedént context.

Since L()\) is the input—output operator frofi(\) to Y'(\), we can write equivalently that
L)) = ()\IP—W()\))_1V(>\), which is exactly théWW, V') representation from [18, (3)/ pp.1671].
(Note that sincd¥/ () is always proper it follows thafA\l, — W (X)) is always invertible as a
TFM.) Next, let D(\) denote the TFM obtained by taking the diagonal entriedigf\), that
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9

is D(\) = diag{Wi1(\), Was(A) ... W,,(A)}. Then we can writel(\) = [(A]p - D()\)) —
-1
— (W(A) —D(A))] V(X), or equivalently (note tha’ — D) has zeros on the diagonal entries)

L) = [1- (A1, - D()\))_l (W - )] - (A, -DW) VY a4

and after introducing the notation

QW (a1, ~ D) (W) - D) (152)

PO (Mp - D()\))_1V(>\) (15b)

-1
we get thatL(\) = (Ip - Q()\)) P(X) or equivalently that

Y(A) = QWY (A) + P(MUQL) (16)

Remark 11.6. The splitting and the “extraction” of the diagonal in_(I5ayeamade in order
to make theQ(\) have the sparsity (and the meaning) of thdjacency matrixof the graph
describing the causal relationships between the manifagables Y ()\). ConsequentlyQ)()\)

will always have zero entries on its diagonal.

Definition 11.7. [L8, Definition 1] Given the state—space realization](7BJ)of L(\) the Dynam-
ical Structure Function of the system is defined to be the @@it\), P())), whereQ(\), P())
are given by[(I5a) and (15b) respectively.

[1l. DYNAMICAL STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS REVISITED

One scope of this paper and also one of its contributions isntphasize the idea that for
a given TFML()) there exist more than one paff)(\), P(A)) than the one in[{I5a).(Ibb)
(originally introduced in[[18]) and which satisfly (16). ladt there exists a whole class of pairs
(Q(A),P(A)) that do satisfy[(16) and for whic(\) has all its block—diagonal entries equal
to zero. In order to illustrate this we need to slightly refiatate the original Definition I1]7 of

Dynamical Structure Functions associated with(a) as follows:
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Definition 11l.1. Given a TEML(\), we define a Dynamical Structure Function representation
of L(\) to be any two TFEMSQ(\) € RP*P(\) and P(\) € RP*™(\) with Q(\) having zero
entries on its diagonal, such thdt(\) = (1, — Q(/\))_IP(/\) or equivalently

Y(A) = QY (A) + P(NU(A) (17)
The following definition will also be needed in the sequel.

Definition 111.2. Given the TFML()), we call aviable (W (X)), V()\)) pairassociated wittL()\),
any two TFEMsIW (X)) € RP*P(\) and V' (\) € RP*™(\), with W (\) having McMillan degree at

most(n — p) and such that

L) = (M, - W(A)>_1V(>\). (18)

Proposition 111.3. Given a TFML()) then for any giverviable (W (\), V(X)) pair associated
with L()), there exists ainiqueDSF representatior{Q()), P(\)) of L()) given by [I15h) and
@5B), whereD(\) 2 diag{W11(\), Was(\) . .. W,,(\)} is uniquely determined b/ (\).

Proof: The proof follows immediately from the very definitiods () 56150). u

Remark I11.4. It is important to remark here that anyiable (1 (), V())) pair has the same
sparsity pattern with its subsequent DSF representafi@)), P()\)). For exampleW ()) is
lower triangular if and only ifQ)(\) is lower triangular. Similarly, for instanc& () is tridiagonal

if and only if P(\) is tridiagonal.

Remark I11.5. Using Propositioi II.B we can conclude that in order to finl@SFs (according
to Definition[IIL.1) associated with a giveh()), it is sufficient to study the set of aliable
(W()\), V(A)) pairsassociated withL()). The following theorem gives closed—formulas for the
parameterization of the class of allable <W(>\), V(/\)> pairsassociated with a given TFM.

Theorem II1.6. Given a TFML(\) having a state—space realizatidn {5a)(5b), we compute any
equivalent realization[(4b),(Yc). The class of alhble (W(A),V(A)) pairs associated with
L(\) is then given by
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| (et KAL) = Moy | AnK + KALK — KAy, — A

W\ = (19)
Aqo ‘ —An + Ak

Agg + KA9)—MN,,_, | KB, + B
VA = (Ago 12) p‘ 1 2
o

(20)
1412

where theK is any matrix inR"™P)*P and Aq, Ay, , Ao, Ase, B, B, are as in [7b)[(7c).
Proof: See Appendix B. [ |

Remark I11.7. We remark here the poles of bolii()\) and V() can be allocated at will in
the complex plane, by a suitable choice of the maifixand the assumed observability of the
pair (Ajz, Az) (Assumption ILB).

IV. MAIN RESULTS

The ultimate goal of this line of research would be computingtrollers whose DSF has a
certain structure. This would allow us for instance to cotemontrollers that can be implemented
as a “ring” network (see Figurel 1) or as a “line” network whihimportant for motion
control of vehicles moving in a platoon formation. Howevelassical results in LTI systems
control theory, such as the celebrated Youla parametenzdor its equivalent formulations)
render the expression of the stabilizing controller as blsteoprime factorization of its transfer
function. As a first step towards employing Youla—like methidor the synthesis of controllers
featuring structured DSF, we need to understand the cannedbetween the stable left coprime
factorizations (of a given stabilizing controller) and EXSF representation. We address this

problem in this section.

A. A Result on Coprimeness

In this subsection we prove that (by chance rather than bigalefor any viable(WW ()), V(X))
pair associated with a giveh()\) (with W (\) and V()\) as in Theoreni IILB) it follows that
(M, —W(A)), V(X)) is aleft coprime factorizatiomf L()). An equivalent condition fof A7, —
W(X),V (X)) to be left coprime is for the compound transfer function matr

[ <)\Ip—W()\)) VN } (1)
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to have no (finite or infinite) Smith zeros (see [3], [9], [1@F fequivalent characterizations of
left coprimeness). Coprimeness is especially importanfdput feedback stabilization, since
classical results such as the celebrated Youla paramaienz require a coprime factorization

of the plant while also rendering coprime factors of the isitabg controllers.

Assumption IV.1. (Controllability) From this point onward we assume that the realization
(53a),(BbB) of L()) is controllable.

Theorem IV.2. Given a TFML()), then for any viable(I¥(\), V())) pair associated with a
given L(\) (with W (X) and V()) as in Theoreni 1ILB) it follows thafxl, — W(\), V(X)) is a

left coprime factorizatiorof L(\).
Proof: See Appendix B. [ |

Remark IV.3. We remark here that while any viablgV (X), V(X)) pair associated with a
givenT'(\) makes out for a left coprime factorizatid( \) = (\J, — W()\))_IV()\), the DSF
L)) = (IP—Q()\))_lP(/\) are in general never coprime (unless the plant is stable agdnal).
That is due to the fact that in general not all the unstableogesf (A7, — D())) cancel out
when forming the products if (I5al), (15b) and the same uiestadros will result in poles/zeros
cancelations when forming the produbt\) = (1, — Q(A))_lP(A).

B. Getting from DSFs to Stable Left Coprime Factorizations
In this subsection we show that for any viable p@ir (), V(X)) with both TV (A) andV ()),

respectively being stable, there exists a class of stafiledprime factorizations. Furthermore,
there exists a class of stable left coprime factorizatitvad preserve the sparsity pattern of the
original viable pair(1V (), V(X)).

Note that for any viable pai(W()\), V(A)) is animproperrational function and it has exactly
p poles at infinity of multiplicity one, hence th@\lp — W()\)) factor (the denominator of
the factorization) is inherentlyinstable(in either continuous or discrete—-time domains). We
remind the reader that any the poles of béth(\) and V() can be allocated at will in
the stability domain (Remark Il 7). In this subsection, sleow how to get from viable pair
(W(X), V(X)) of L(X) in which both factord¥’(A) andV () are stable, to a stable left coprime
factorizationL(\) = M~'(\)N()\). We achieve this without altering any of the stable poles of
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W(A\) and V' ()\) (which are the modes dfdy, + K Ayp) in (19), (20)) and while at the same
time keeping the McMillan degree to the minimum. The problento displace thep poles

at infinity (of multiplicity one) from the(\I, — W (X)) factor. To this end we will use the
Basic Pole Displacement Resiibm [10, Theorem 3.1] that shows that this can be achieved by
premultiplication with an adequately chosen invertibletéa ©(\) such that when forming the
product©(\) (AL, — W (X)) all the p poles at infinity of the factof\l, — W ())) cancel out.
Here follows the precise statement:

Lemma IV.4. Given a viable pair(Al, — W (X), V(X)) of L()) then for any

o | Ae— AL | T
o Y [ - O} (22)
5

with A, Ty, T5 arbitrarily chosen such thatl, has only stable eigenvalues and b@th 75 are

invertible, it follows that

ey vy | Zem [ (M-mey) vy | (23)
is a stableleft coprime factorization.,(\) = M~1(\)N(\). Furthermore,
Ay = My—p TyAr2 (AxTy — TyAn + Ty A12K) TyBy
|y Ny | = %) Asp+ KAus — M, | (AsnK + KApRK — KAy — Ay) KBy + B
T 0 | I 0
(24

hence all the modes iy + K A15) (which are the original stable poles & (\) and V/()))
are preserved in thé/(\) and N(\) factors.

Proof: See Appendix B. [ |

Remark IV.5. We remark that forany diagonal A, having only stable eigenvalug3(\) =
(A,—A,)"! yields a stable left coprime factorization bf\) that preserves theparsity structure
of the initial viable (Alp —W(N), V(A)) pair.

C. Connections with the Nett & Jacobson Formulas| [16]

In this subsection, we are interested in connecting theesgon from [(24) for the pair
(M(X), N()N)) to the classical result of state—space derivation of lefiricoe factorizations of a

given plant originally presented in [16] (and generalized17]).
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Proposition IV.6. [16], [L7] Let L()\) be an arbitrarym x p TFM and() a domain inC. The
class ofall left coprime factorizations of.(\) over ), T'(\) = M~*(A\)N()), is given by

(A~ FC)~\ | -F B

, (25)
C 10

M) NG | =U

where A, B,C, F and U are real matrices accordingly dimensioned such that
i) U is anyp x p invertible matrix,

ii) F is any feedback matrix that allocates the observable maodéle (C, A) pair to €2,
A-M|B
C @)

iii) L(\) =

] is a stabilizable realization.

Due to Assumption IVI1, we have to replace the stabilizgbfliom pointiii) with a contro-
lability assumption. We start off witl.(\) given by the equation$ (bd).(5b)

1411'— A]} /412 l31
L()‘) = Az Agy — )\In—p By (26)
I o |o

and we want to retrievd (24) by using the parameterizatioRrioposition 1V.6. First apply a

, Ty O | .
state-equivalencé’ = in order to get
K I
Ty(Ay — ApK)T; = M, TyArs TyB,
L(A) = (KAH + Aoy — KApK — A22K)T4_1 KA+ Ay — A, | KBy + By (27)
;! 0 0

Next, we only need to identify the' feedback matrix from poirii) of Proposition IV.6, which

in this case is proven to be given by

F =

T YA T)) — A + ApK
(T7 ALT) — Any + Au ] 8)

—K(T7 A Ty) + Ape K — Ay

To check, simply plug[(28) in_(25) for the realizatiod? of L(\).
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D. Getting from the Stable Left Coprime Factorization to 8Fs

In this subsection we show that faimostevery stable left coprime factorization of a given
LTI system, there is an associatedumique viable (W ()), V(X)) pair and consequently (via
RemarkIL.3) a unique DSF representatib@()), P(\)). The key role in establishing this one
to one correspondence is played by a non—symmetric Ricga#t®n, whose solution existence
is a generic property. This result is meaningful, since fontmller synthesis while we are
interested in the DSF of the controller, in general we onlyehaccess to a stable left coprime
of the controller.

We start with a given stable left coprime factorizationl(26§ L(\) having an ordem

realization

(A—FC) -\ |-F B

(29)
C 1 0

My Ny | =U

to which we apply a typd {6) state—equivalence transfownatiith 7 € R™*" such thatCT ! =
[ I, O ] Note that such & always exists because of Assumptlon]ll.2. It follows thal)(2

takes the form

| M) N | = Ap +Fy  Am— Moy |Fo B (30)
I, o |1, O

and denote

e An+F —Ap (31)
—(Ag1 + Fy)  Ag

The solution to the following nonsymmetric algebraic Riceaatrix equation is paramount
to the main result of this subsection, since it underlinesdhe to one correspondence between
(30) and itsuniqueassociated viabl¢i¥ (\), V())) pair.

Proposition 1V.7. The nonsymmetric algebraic Riccati matrix equation
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has a stabilizing solutiod (i.e. (411 + F1 — Ao K) is stable) if and only if thed™ matrix from

(31) has a stable invariant subspace of dimengionith basis matrix

Vi
Vs

(33)

having V; invertible (.e. disconjugate). In this cas& = V,'V; and it is theunique solution

of (32).
Proof: It follows from [22]. [ |

Remark I1V.8. Since in our cased™ is stable, all its invariant subspaces are actually stable
(including the whole space). Therefore, the Riccati equmatias a stabilizing solution if and
only if the matrixA* has an invariant subspace of dimensiprwhich is disconjugate. Hence,
if for exampleA™ has only simple eigenvalues, the Riccati equation alwagsahaolution (we
can always selecp eigenvectors (from the n eigenvectors) to form a discoripigavariant
subspace). In this case, all we have to do is to order the gaaas in a Schur form such
that the corresponding invariant subspace Hasnvertible. Although this is @eneric property
when having Jordan blocks of dimension greater than one gihimhappen that the matriX™
has no disconjugate invariant subspace of appropriate dsian p, and therefore the Riccati

equation has no solution (stable or otherwise).

Theorem IV.9. Given any stable left coprime factorizatidif\) = M~!(\)N()) and its state—

space realization (30), lek” be the solution of the nonsymmetric algebraic Riccati eigua32)

and denoted, (Fy + A — A K). Then, a state—space realization f%rM()\) N()\) | is

given by
Ay — Moy A1z (Az — A + Ao K) By
[ M(/\) N(/\) = O Aog + KA1 — )\Ip (AQQK + KA K — KAy — Agl) KB + By
I 0 | I 0

(34

Furthermore, from[(34) we can recover the exact expressitimeosubsequent viab(eW()\), V()\))
pair associated with.(\), wherelV (\) and V() are given by[(IB) and_(20), respectively.
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Proof: For the proof, simply plug

Fio| ey Ay — A+ ApK

= (35)
F, —KA, + ApK — Ay
into the expression of (B0) in order to obtdinl(34). The réshe proof follows from LemmalVi4,
by taking7, to be equal with the identity matrix,. [ |

Remark 1V.10. We remark here that in general there is no correlation betwd®e sparsity
pattern of the stable left coprimé{30) we start with and issaciated viableg(1W (), V(X))
pair produced in Theorerh I\M.9. That is to say that the conversén@faobservation made in
Remarl IV.5 is not valid. This poses additional problemscfamtroller synthesis, since it might
happen to encounter stable left coprime factorizationg theve no particular sparsity pattern
(are dense TFMs) while their associated vial@W(A), V()\)) pair are sparse. This is due to the
fact that in general, thel, matrix in Theoreni IVI9 can be a dense matrix. One way to civeunh
this problem would be to use a carefully adapted version of&¥® parameterization in which
the stable left coprime factorization to be replaced with &MDdescription where both with

(W(X), V(X)) factors are stable. This is the topic of our future investiga

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented an exhaustive discussidmednttinsic connections between
the DSFs associated with a given transfer function and ftctgrime factorizations. We have
showed that rather than dealing directly with the DSF regm&gtion it is more beneficial to work
on the so—called viablg¢IV'(\), V(X)) pairs associated with a given system. This theoretical
results ultimately aim at a method of designing LTI congddl that can be implemented over a
network with a pre—specified topology. We currently havdisieht conditions for the existence
of such controllers but we miss the necessary conditionsiléAth general these conditions
might be very hard to find, we expect to find such conditionspiants featuring special DSF

structures.
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APPENDIX A

Definition V.1. A TFM L(\) is calledimproperif for at least one of its entries (which are real—
rational functions), it holds that the degree of the numeras strictly larger than the degree

of the denominator.

Proposition V.2. ([5], [7]) Any improper (even polynomialp x m rational matrix L(\) with

coefficients inR has a descriptor realization of the form

A—-)ME | B

L(\) =D+ CO\E - A)™'B =:
¢ |D

: (36)

whereA, E € R™", B R"™, C € R"", D € RP*™, and the so calleghole pencilA — \FE
is regular i.e., it is square and défl — A\E) # 0. The dimensiom of the square matrices!
and E is called theorder of the realizatiorf36).

Definition V.3. The descriptor realizatiorl (36) df()\) is calledminimal if its order is as small

as possible among all realizations of this kind.

Definition V.4. The McMillan degreeof L(\) — denotedi(L) — is the sum of the orders of all
the poles ofZ.()\) (finite and infinite).

Remark V.5. The principal inconvenience of realizations of the fofml)(B6that their minimal
possible order is greater than the McMillan degree [of)\), unlessL(\) is proper, and this
brings important technical difficulties in factorizationgbblems in which the McMillan degree
plays a paramount role. A remedy to this is to use a genetadizaof (36) in which either the

“ B” or the * C” matrix is replaced by a matrix pencil, as stated in the nexoposition.

Proposition V.6. ([10]) Any improperp x m TFM L(\) has a realization

A—ME|B - \F
c | b

L(\) = “'D+CNE— A)"Y(B - AF), (37)

and for any fixedv, 8 € IR, not both zero, there exists a realization

A~ AE| Bla— )
c | b

L(\) = “'D+COE - A)'B(a— A\B), (38)
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where A, E € R™", B,F €¢ R™™, C € R, D € RP*™, and the pole pencid — \E

is regular. A realization[(38) will be called centered gt (if B =0 we interpret% as o).
Occasionally, we shall use also the more compact notalioy) = (A— \E, B—\F,C, D) and
L(\) = (A= )\E,B(a— \3),C, D) to denote[(3[7) and (38), respectively. Realizations of type
(38) have been dubbgukencil realizations

Definition V.7. ([10]) We call realizations of the typé (B7) dr (3&)inimal if the dimension of
the square matricest and E (also called the order of the realization) is as small as plass

among all realizations of the respective kind.

Proposition V.8. ([10]) Any TFM L(\) has a minimal realization of typé (37) of order equal
to 6(L). For any fixeda and 3, not both zero, and such thdt is not a pole ofL(}) there
also exists a minimal realization of type {38) of order eqtmb(L). The condition imposed on
3 is needed only for writing down minimal realizations(38)iethhave order equal ta(L).
More precisely, even i% is a pole of L(\) we can still write a realization[(38) but the minimal
order will with necessity be greater thaxiL). This is exactly what is happening for realizations
(38) which are obtained fromi (88) fax = 1 and 5 = 0, and for which the minimal order is
necessary greater thad(L), provided 5 = oo is a pole of L(\). Notice that for [(38B) we can
always choose freely and g such as to ensure is not a pole ofL(\). For the rest of the
paper, if not otherwise stated, we assume this choice iitipliche nice feature of(37) and(38)
that their minimal order equals the McMillan degree bf\) recommends them for the kind of

problems treated in this paper.

Proposition V.9. ([10]) A given realization of typel(37) of a TFNL(\) is minimal if and only

if all of the following conditions hold true

rank[A—)\E B_AF] — 0, VAeC, (39a)
rank[E F] = n, (39b)

A—\E
rank = n, Ve C, (39c¢)

C

FE
rank = n, (39d)

C
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while for realizations of type (38) similar conditions rétshy simply replacing (a) and (b) in

39) with

rank | A~ AE Bla—Ag) | =

rank[E B} =

n, Ve C,

n.

(40a)

(40b)

Proposition V.10. Any two minimal realization& (\) = (A—\E, B(a—\3),C, D) and L(\) =

(A— AE, B(a — A\B), C, D) are always related by an equivalence transformation as

E=QFEZ, A=QAZ B=QB,

where(@ and Z are unique invertible matrices.

APPENDIX B

C=cz,

D =D,

(41)

Proof of Theorem [IIL6] We prove that any pai(W()\), V(A)) given by [19)[(2D) satisfies

(I8). We start with the equations| (8)

)\Ip — An _A12 Y<)‘) o
—A21 )\In—p - A22 | Z()‘) i -
B vy |
v =11, O}_HM_

and apply a type (6) state equivalence transformation with

|0
K I,

where K can be any matrix ilR™~P*? in order to get

M — (A1 — A1RK) —Aq
(—KAll — A21 + A22K + KAng) M — (AQQ + KAlg)

Y())
KY (M) + Z())

Y())
KY (M) + Z())

(42a)

(42Db)

(43)

By
KB+ Bs

(44a)

(44b)
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respectively. In a similar manner with getting from (8) k@) YVia (9), we multiply [44k) to the

left with the following invertible factor

—1
I A (MN,—, — (A + KA
Qe () = Op 12< » — (A2 12)) (45)
I

n—p
After the multiplication is performed, the first block row tife resulting equation yield@\]p —
—W(A)Y(A) = V(A)U(X) which is exactly [(IB) withi?’()\) and V(\) having the expressions
in (19) and [(2D), respectively. Finally, from the expreasib 1/ (\) in (19), clearly the McMillan
degree ofl¥(\) cannot exceedn — p).

Proof of Theorem An equivalent condition for the paifAZ, — W()),V (X)) to be

coprime (over the compactification @f) is for the compound transfer function matrix

[ <)\Ip—W()\)) VN } (46)

to have no (finite or infinite) Smith zeros (see [3], [9], [1@F fequivalent characterizations of
left coprimeness). According to [10, Theorem 2.1] (see {830[5]) the Smith zeros of_ (46) are
among the Smith zeros (generalized eigenvalues) of thersygtencil of any minimal realization
of (46). Hence we break this proof in two distinct parts: imtpawe compute a typé (3§)encil
realizationfor (46) and prove that is indeed minimal, in the sense of Mtedim[V.9. In partll)
of the proof we show that the system-pencil of the minimalization from partl) has no finite
of infinite Smith zeros (generalized eigenvalues).

1) We will show that the following typd (38)encil realizationfor [ ()J — W()\)) V()) ]
is aminimal realization in the sense of Definition V.9:

(A22 + KAlg) — )\Infp 0] (AQQK + KA12K — KAU — Agl) KBl + BQ

[ (r-we) vy | = %) I, L0 — \) %)
Am 1, | Aoly — A + ApK B,
(47)
| a) Observability for any finite\ € C We note that
(Age + KAy5) — A,—, O I O K Ay — M,y O
O I, |=10 I —-K O I,
A1 I, O 0 1 Ao I,
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where the right hand side has full column rank for any= C, due to the observability of
the pair (A2, Ags) (from AssumptiorIL.8). Hence poink_(39c) of Definition V.®lds via the
Popov—Belevitch—Hautus (PBH) criterion.

| b) Observability at\ = co is equivalent via point (39d) of Definition .9 with the folkdong

matrix having full column rank

I O
O O

| ¢) Controllability for any finite A € C We look at the following succession of equivalent

singular matrix pencils

0 I, LA — \) 0

(A22 + KAlg) — )\In—p O (AQQK + KAng — KAH — Agl) KBl + BQ :I

(A22 + KAlg) — )\In—p O ()\K — KAll — Agl) KBl + BQ
0 I, LA — \) 9,

(Ao + KAp) — M, K (AK— KAy —Ay) KB+ By
9, I, LA — A) 9,

(Agp+ KAp) = A,_, K (—KAy — Ay) KB+ By
0 I, —A 9,

(A22 + KAlg) — )\In—p K —Agl KBl + Bg ]

0] I, =X\, + Ap @)
(A + KAyp) = MN,,., K —An B,
0] I, =\,+An —B
A22 — )\In—p K —A21 B2 )\Ip — AH —A12 Bl _Ip
—A12 ]p —)\Ip + All _Bl —A21 )\]n—p — A22 BQ K

(48)
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The full row rank of the last pencil above for any € C, follows from the controlability
Assumptior V.1 and the PBH criterion and it fulfills poinfQ@) of Definition[\V.9.

| d) Controlability at A = oo: is equivalent via point (40b) of Definitidn V.9 with the folleng
matrix having full row rank

I, O 0 O
o O I,, O
II) We look at the system—pencil of the realization| (47), namely

(Aga + KA19) = Ay O (ApK + KA19sK — KA11n — A1) KBi+ B
S(\) = 0] I, L\ — \) O (49)
A12 Ip AoIp — All + A12K B4

We will show next that the singular pencil in_(49) has no fimiténfinite Smith zeros (generalized
eigenvalues), which will conclude that the paik/ — W()\),V()\)) is left coprime. We will
show this, by proving thaf(\) keeps full row rank for any\ € C and also for\ = cc.

Il @) No Finite Smith Zero$Ve look at the following succession of equivalent matrix gkn

(A22 + KAlg) — )\In—p O (A22K + KAng — KAll — Agl) KBl + BQ
9, I, (A — A) 0 ~
A I, Mo, — A + A K By

(A22 + KAlg) — )\In—p O ()\K — KAll — Agl) KBl + BQ
I

0 g I,(Ao — \) 9) ~
A12 Ip )\oIp — All Bl
A22 - )\]n—p @) _A21 B2 A22 - )\In—p @ _A21 BZ
O Ip Ip()\o — )\) O ~ A12 Ip )\oIp — A11 B1 ~
Ay I, AI,— Ay B 0 I, (=X O
A22 — )\In—p O —Agl Bg All — )\Ip A12 Bl O
A12 O )\Ip — AH B1 ~ A21 A22 — )\In—p BQ O
o) I, Lo, —A\) O AL o) o I,

The last pencil above clearly holds full row rank for aky C due to Assumptioh IVI1 and the
PBH criterion.
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Il b) No Smith Zeros at InfinityFollows by the adaptation of [5, Lemma 1].
Proof of Lemma This proof is based entirely on [10, Theorem 3.1] (Basic Fdie
placement Result). We start with the following tyjpel(3dnimal realization of

L, 0 I,(A — A) 0
[ (ML -W) V) | =] 0 (Aes + KAw) =My | (AnK + KAuK — KAy — An) KBy + By
I, Ay | Mol — Ay + A K B
(50)

It can be observed thdt (50) is already in the ordered blatiSform [10, (2.14)/pp. 252]. We
want to employ([10, Theorem 3.1] in order to compute the ibkr TFM from [10, (3.1)/pp.
252] which we denote witf©(\) that by premultiplying [(50) will cancel out the poles at
infinity of (80). Any type [38) realization of a vali®(\) satisfies[[10, (3.2)/pp. 252] for certain
invertible X andY matrices. Hence for any

A, = AL | B.(A - \)

o)) =
¢. | b

(with D, must be invertible becaus®()) is invertible ) we write the conditions from [0,

(3.2)/pp. 252] which are equivalent with

X
I

Y
O

Ay — M, Bo(A—\,)

(Ip - )‘O) (51)
Cy D,

From the first block row of[(§1) we get that,X = —D, and from the second block-row of
(B1) we getB,. (A — \,) =Y — (A, — A\l,)X. Consequently

O(\) =

A, =ML | Y — (4, — AL)X
¢, | -GX

which is equivalent with

A, AL | Y

O(\) =
¢, |o

whereC, andY are arbitrary invertible matrices. We have denotedwith 7, and we have

denoteY with 75 to avoid notational confusion. The proof ends.
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