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An iterative method to solve Lyapunov equations
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Abstract

We present here a new splitting method to solve Lyapunov equa-
tions of the type AP + PAT = −BBT in a Kronecker product form.
Although that resulting matrix is of order n2, each iteration of the
method demands only two operations with the matrix A: a multipli-
cation of the form (A−σI)B̂ and a inversion of the form (A−σI)−1B̂.
We see that for some choice of a parameter the iteration matrix is
such that all their eigenvalues are in absolute value less than 1, which
means that it should converge without depending on the starting vec-
tor. Nevertheless we present a theorem that enables us how to get a
good starting vector for the method.

1 Introduction

Consider the following Lyapunov equation

AP + PAT = −BBT , (1)

where A ∈ R
n×n and B ∈ R

n×p. Let λ(A) denote the spectrum of A. If all
the eigenvalues ofA have negative real part, we call A a stable matrix. In this
case, there is an unique solution P of equation (1) and P is a symmetric semi-
positive defined matrix. The equation (1) appears in several engineering
problems as can be seen in [10]. In Mathematics, for instance, it appears in
the calculation of Gram matrices P e Q associated to a dynamical system
given by the following equations:

Σ ≡

{

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t),
y(t) = Cx(t) +Du(t), t ≥ t0, x(t0) = x0,
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where A ∈ R
n×n, B ∈ R

n×m, C ∈ R
p×n, D ∈ R

p×m, x(t) ∈ R
n, and

u(t) ∈ R
m, which are well analysed in [1].

In [10] the author presents an overview of the current state methods of
resolution of Lyapunov equation. For large-scale problems we can point out
methods based on Krilov subspaces, which consist of projecting the problem
onto a significantly smaller Krylov space and then solving the reduced order
matrix equation. In [8] the author proposes to project onto a block-wise
Krylov subspace of the type

Kl(A,B) = span{B,A−1B,AB,A−2B,A2B,A−3B, ..., Al−2B,A−(l−1)B}.
(2)

Another method of resolution of equation (1) that is widely used is the
ADI (Alternating Direction Implicit) method. It appeared in 1968 [11] and
in 1988 a technique that consists in using a control parameter was added,
which motivated the name of the method [13]. Since then some variations
of the method have arisen, for instance, [7], [3]. In [9] it has been proved
that under certain conditions ADI is equivalent to a Krylov method with
the rational basis given in (2).

Here we introduce a new stationary iterative methods for solving the
Lyapunov equation formulated as a vector form by means of the Kronecker
product. In [10], it is said that approaches based on the Kronecker for-
mulations were abandoned since that linear system is of order n2, which
would be very expensive computationally speaking. However, each iteration
of our method demands only two algebraic operations: (A − σI)−1B̂ and
A (A + σI)B̃, where B̂ and B̃ are matrices of the same order than B, as
discussed in the next section. Like Jacobi, Gauss-Seidel and other splitting
methods, our method has limitations as regards convergence. Anyway, it is
an available simple method to solve Lyapunov equations.

2 The method

We want to calculate a low rank matrix P which is an approximate solution
of (1). Note that the equation (1) can be written as the following standard
linear equation Ãp = b, where Ã = (I ⊗ A + A ⊗ I), p = vec(P ) and
b = vec(−BBT ). The symbol ⊗ denotes here the Kronecker product of
matrices and (vec)(X) is the usual representation of a matrix X as a column
vector.

Let σ be a positive real number. Note that the equation (1) is also
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equivalent to Ãσp = b, where

Ãσ = [I ⊗ (A− σI) + (A+ σI)⊗ I] .

From this we can define the splitting as follows:

Ãσ = Mσ −Nσ,

where Mσ = I ⊗ (A− σI) and Nσ = −(A+ σI)⊗ I.
Note that if A is a stable matrix and σ is positive, then (A − σI) is

inversible, and so is the matriz Mσ. Moreover,

M−1
σ = I ⊗ (A− σI)−1.

From a starting vector p0 ∈ R
n2

, we define for k = 0, 1, 2, ... the following
iterative method:

pk+1 = M−1
σ Nσpk +M−1

σ b, (3)

where
M−1

σ Nσ = −(A+ σI)⊗ (A− σI)−1.

A very well-known theorem about this class of iteration [4] tells us that, for
all starting vector p0, the method converges if and only if the spectrum of
M−1

σ Nσ is less than 1. In our case,

Theorem 2.1. The sequence defined by (3) converges to the solution of
equation (1) if and only if

∣

∣

∣

∣

λi + σ

λj − σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 1, ∀λi, λj ∈ λ(A). (4)

Now, by analysing the iterations of the method, we can state the follow-
ing result.

Proposition 2.1. Let P0 = 0. Then

Pk+1 =
k+1
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1(A− σI)−iBBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)(i−1)

= Pk + (−1)k+2(A− σI)−k−1BBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)k

(5)
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Proof. p1 = M−1
σ b =

(

I ⊗ (A− σI)−1
)

b, which is equivalent to

P1 = −(A− σI)−1BBT .

Suppose that for k ≥ 1

Pk = Pk−1 + (−1)k+1(A− σI)−kBBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)k−1

.

Since for all k ≥ 0 pk+1 = −(A+ σI)⊗ (A− σI)−1pk + p1, that is,

Pk+1 = −(A− σI)−1Pk(A+ σI)T + P1,

we have that
Pk+1 = −(A− σI)−1Pk−1(A+ σI)T+

+(−1)k+2(A− σI)−1(A− σI)−kBBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)k−1

(A+ σI)T + P1 =

= −(A−σI)−1Pk−1(A+σI)T+(−1)k+2(A−σI)−k−1BBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)k
+P1.

Hence,

Pk+1 = Pk + (−1)k+2(A− σI)−k−1BBT
(

(A+ σI)T
)k

,

Remark 2.2. Note that for each step it suffices to compute (A−σI)−1[(A−
σI)−kB] and (A + σI)[(A + σI)k−1]B, where [(A − σI)−kB] and [(A +
σI)k−1B] have already been calculated. Therefore, although the method has
been developed to solve a system of order n2, each iteration demands only
two algebraic operations with a matrix of order n.

Simple calculation yields the following result.

Proposition 2.2. Let λ(A) = {λ1, λ2, ..., λn}, that is, the spectrum of A.
Suppose A is stable, that is, Re (λ) < 0 for all λ ∈ λ(A). Then the sequence
defined by (3) converges to the solution of equation (1) if and only if for all
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

σ >
|λj |

2 − |λi|
2

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
.

Remark 2.3. Since the matrix A is real, without loss of generality we can
suppose in the above inequality that Imλi ≥ 0 and Imλj ≥ 0. Therefore,

|λj |
2 − |λi|

2

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
=

|λj |+ |λi|

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
(|λj | − |λi|) ≤
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≤
|Reλj +Reλi|+ (Imλj + Imλi)

2 |Reλj +Reλi|
||λj | − |λi|| .

From another point of view,

|λj |
2 − |λi|

2

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
=

(Reλj)
2 − (Reλi)

2 + (Imλj)
2 − (Imλi)

2

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
=

=
Reλj −Reλi

2
+

Imλj + Imλi

2 (Reλj +Reλi)
.(Imλj − Imλi).

In practical studies of stability, we just consider stable matrices that
have their spectra contained in the left half-plane limited by lines of the type
y = ±kx. For instance, it is usual to take k ≤ 20 in Brazilian electrical
power systems stability analysis as safety margin (damping ratio of 5%) [5].
In this case, from 2.3, it suffices that

σ ≥ min

(

21

2
r(A), max

λ∈λ(A)

|Reλ|

2
+ 10 max

λ∈λ(A)
|Imλ|

)

.

where r(A) is the spectral radius of A, in order to guarantee convergence
of the splitting method described above. These parameters can be calculated,
for instance, by methods that use Möbius transforms [2]. MATLAB function
eigs also computes some subsets of eigenvalues, e.g., eigs(A, k,′ largestreal′)
returns the k largest real part eigenvalues [6].

3 Concluding remarks

We introduced here an iteration method that starts with p0 = 0. The
general formulae of the kth iteration from another starting value is similar
to the formulae (5) obtained with p0 = 0. We could say that the formulae
(1) truely resulted from p1 = −M−1b. Moreover, if rank(B) = p, each
iteration realizes a rank-p update. We have computed approximate solutions
of different Lyapunov equations by using our method, typically applying to
large sparse matrices that occur in the modelling of power system stability
problems. For starting vectors, we have followed the theorem below to
calculate a good one.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the columns of the n× p matrix B in equation
(1) are spanned by only k eigenvectors of A, that is, B = VkRk, where Vk

is a n× k matrix formed with those k eigenvectors as columns, and Rk is a
k × p matrix. Then the solution P can be exactly computed.
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Proof. Let P = VkXkV
H
k . Let Dk the diagonal matrix such that AVk =

VkDk. Then AP + PAT = −BBT can be written as

VkDkXkV
H
k + VkXkDkV

H
k = −VkRkR

H
k V H

k .

Hence,
DkXk +XkDk = −RkR

H
k .

Therefore, Xk = −Ck ◦RkR
H
k , where Ck is the k × k Cauchy matrix

Ck =













1
λ1+λ1

1
λ1+λ1

· · · 1
λ1+λk

1
λ1+λ1

1
λ1+λ1

· · · 1
λ1+λk

...
...7
...

...
1

λk+λ1

1
λk+λ1

· · · 1
λk+λk













,

and ◦ denotes the Hadamard product of matrices.

From Theorem (3.1), if we first calculate an invariant subspace of A close
to the subspace spanned by the columns of B, it generally results a good
starting vector for our method, that is a vector that yields a fast convergence
of the method after a few iterations. There are tests and comparisons be-
tween our methods and ADI, performances of the method with acceleration
etc in [12], where the method was first introduced from what we have known
up to now.
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