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Abstract

We consider the quasilinear magneto-quasistatic field equations that arise in the
simulation of low-frequency electromagnetic devices coupled to electrical circuits.
Spatial discretization of these equations on 3D domains using the finite element
method results in a singular system of differential-algebraic equations (DAEs).
First, we analyze the structural properties of this system and present a novel
regularization approach based on projecting out the singular state components.
Next, we explore the passivity of the variational magneto-quasistatic problem
and its discretization by defining suitable storage functions. For model reduction
of the magneto-quasistatic system, we employ the proper orthogonal decom-
position (POD) technique combined with the discrete empirical interpolation
method (DEIM), to facilitate efficient evaluation of the system’s nonlinearities.
Our model reduction approach involves the transformation of the regularized
DAE into a system of ordinary differential equations, leveraging a special block
structure inherent in the problem, followed by applying standard model reduc-
tion techniques to the transformed system. We prove that the POD-reduced
model preserves passivity, and for the POD-DEIM-reduced model, we propose
to enforce passivity by perturbing the output in a way that accounts for DEIM
errors. Numerical experiments illustrate the effectiveness of the presented model
reduction methods and the passivity enforcement technique.
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1 Introduction

Maxwell’s equations describe the dynamic behavior of electromagnetic systems by
relating the electric and magnetic fields in a medium. Together with material-
dependent constitutive relations for field intensities and flux densities, they form the
basis for all electromagnetic phenomena [1-3].

Assuming that the contribution of the displacement currents is negligible compared
to the conductive currents, the magnetic field can be described by magneto-quasistatic
(MQS) equations, which can be considered as an approximation to Maxwell’s
equations. Such an assumption is justified, for example, for electromagnetic devices
operating at low frequencies. Due to the presence of electrically conducting and non-
conducting spatial subdomains, the MQS equations become of mixed parabolic-elliptic
type. Moreover, if the relationship between the magnetic field and the flux intensi-
ties is nonlinear, and the inductive coupling of the electromagnetic components to
an external electrical circuit is included, the MQS system amounts to quasilinear par-
tial integro-differential-algebraic equations whose dynamics is restricted to a manifold
described by algebraic and integral equations.

A comprehensive analysis of the MQS equations, ranging from existence, unique-
ness and regularity of solutions to the passivity and stability properties, has been
presented in [4, 5]. The structural properties of coupled field/circuit problems have
been studied in [6, 7]. For the numerical simulation of such problems, spatial dis-
cretization methods such as the finite integration technique (FIT) or the finite element
method (FEM) combined with appropriate time integration schemes are commonly
used in practice; see, e.g., [8-11] and references therein.

Discretizing the MQS systems on 3D domains leads to differential-algebraic
equations (DAESs), which pose significant analytical and computational challenges due
to inherent singularity and high dimensionality. For distributed MQS systems and their
spatial discretizations, several regularization approaches have been presented in the
literature. Most of them are based on different gauging techniques such as tree-cotree
gauging [12], multilevel gauging [13], grad-div gauging [8, 9, 14], and ghost field gaug-
ing [15]. In this paper, we take a different approach and present, as a first contribution,
a novel regularization strategy which is based on the computation of a condensed form
for the quasilinear coupled MQS system by using a linear coordinate transformation.
This transformation allows us not only to identify underdetermined state components
and redundant equations, but also to transform the DAE system into one governed
by an ordinary differential equation (ODE) while preserving passivity.

In order to reduce the computational effort in transient calculations, reduced-
order modelling can be employed. Over the last three decades, many different model



reduction techniques have been developed and successfully applied to various types of
physical and engineering problems, see [16] for an extensive collection of algorithms
and applications. Model reduction of linear MQS systems using balanced trunca-
tion has been considered in [17, 18], while model reduction methods for nonlinear
MQS problems based on the proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) technique com-
bined with the discrete empirical interpolation method (DEIM) have been presented
in [17, 19, 20]. Most existing works on model reduction demonstrate the approxi-
mation properties of the resulting reduced-order models and report simulation time
savings, but they often overlook the preservation of the underlying physical proper-
ties. To the best of our knowledge, passivity preservation for MQS systems has only
been addressed for linear problems [18]. Our second contribution is passivity analy-
sis for spatially discretized and POD-(DEIM-)reduced quasilinear MQS systems. We
show that the POD method preserves the underlying symmetric structure of the MQS
system and, as a consequence, ensures the preservation of passivity. Unfortunately,
when the nonlinearity is further approximated by DEIM, its symmetric structure is
lost and the preservation of passivity can no longer be guaranteed. To overcome this
difficulty, we develop a passivity enforcement method which is based on the derivation
of a computable error bound on the DEIM state error and perturbation of the output
components. We will mainly focus on the more general 3D case and only comment on
the 2D case where differences arise.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a quasilinear coupled
MQS model, collect the assumptions on a spatial domain and material parameters, and
review some results from [4, 5] on unique solvability and passivity properties of this
model. A FEM discretization of the MQS system, a projection-based regularization
and passivity of the FEM model are discussed in Section 3. Section 4 deals with
POD model reduction of the regularized MQS model. We prove that this method
preserves passivity in the reduced model. In Section 5, we develop a perturbation-
based approach to enforce passivity in the POD-DEIM-reduced model. Some results
of numerical experiments are given in Section 6. Finally, Section 7 contains concluding
remarks.

Notations. Throughout this paper, all spaces are real. A set of all nonnegative
real numbers is denoted by R>(, and R™*" stands for the set of real n x m matrices.
The image and the kernel of a matrix A are denoted by im(A) and ker(A), respec-
tively. For elements of R™ and R™*™, || - || stands for the Euclidean vector norm and
the spectral matrix norm defined by the largest singular value, respectively. We denote
by Vi, V X ¢, and V - ¢ the weak gradient, curl, and divergence, respectively. For
a bounded Lipschitz domain 2 C R?, let L?(2;R3) denote the Lebesgue space of
square integrable functions with values in R3. This space is equipped with the stan-
dard inner product (-,-)z2(o;rs). In addition, H} () is the space of square integrable
functions with weak gradient and vanishing boundary trace, and Hy(curl, £2) is the
space of square integrable functions with weak curl and vanishing tangential compo-
nent of the boundary trace. A dual space of a Hilbert space X is denoted by X”’, and
{(-,-): X x X’ = R stands for a canonical dual pairing.



2 Model problem

Let £2 C R3 be a bounded simply connected domain with a Lipschitz boundary 942
and let T' > 0. We consider the quasilinear MQS system

2 (0 A)+V x (v(, ||V x A|)V x A) = x1i in 2x(0,7], (la)
4 [ xTAdé+Ri=w on (0,7, (1b)
’ Axn,=0 in 92 x (0,7], (lc)
cA(-,0) = 0 Ag in 2, (1d)
[ ar o= [ " (1¢)
2 2

where A : 2 x [0,7] — R? is the magnetic vector potential, v : 2 x R>¢g — Rxg
is the magnetic reluctivity, o : 2 — Rsq is the electric conductivity, x : 2 — R3*™
the winding density function describing the geometry of m windings, v : [0,7] — R™
is the voltage, and 7 : [0, 7] — R™ is the electrical current through the electromagnetic
conductive contacts. Equation (1a) describing the dynamics of the magnetic vector
potential A results from Maxwell’s equations by neglecting the displacement currents
and exploiting the constitutive relations. Further, equation (1b) with the resistance
matrix R € R™*™ follows from Faraday’s law of induction. It describes the coupling
of electromagnetic devices to an external circuit. The boundary condition (1c¢) with
the outer unit normal vector n, : 92 — R? implies that the magnetic flux through
the boundary 9 vanishes. Finally, equations (1d) and (le) with given Ag: 2 — R?
provide the initial conditions for the magnetic vector potential. The coupling of elec-
tromagnetic devices to an external electric network is realized here as a stranded
conductor model with m ports, where stranded conductors behave as current-driven
circuit elements, see [21] for details. The coupling interface is described by the coupling
equation (1b) enhanced with the output equation

y =1 (2)

The resulting system (1), (2) becomes the control system with the input v, the
state (A, 1) and the output 4.

Remark 1. In the 2D case, the magnetic vector potential and the winding function
have the form A = (0,0, A3]T and x = [0,0,x2]7, respectively. In this case, equations
(1a) and (1c) are reduced to

2(0cA3) =V - (v(-|VAs|)VA3) = x3i in 2 x (0,7,
Az =0 on 002 x (0,T].

The coupling equation (1b) and the initial conditions (1d), (le) can be simplified
accordingly.



Next, we collect assumptions on the spatial domain, material parameters and
winding function.

Assumption 1 (Spatial domain, material parameters, winding function).

a) Let 2 C R3 be a simply connected bounded Lipschitz domain which is decom-
posed into the conducting and non-conducting subdomains 2¢ and {25, respectively,
such that 2¢ C 2 and 27 = 2\ Q¢. Furthermore, $2¢ is connected, and 2; has
finitely many connected internal subdomains {27 1, ..., f2r 4 with single boundary
components I,..., Iy, respectively, and an external subdomain {27 ¢x¢ which has
two boundary components [y = ﬁl’ext N N2¢ and O12.

b) The electric conductivity is given by o(§) = oclg.(§), where Lo, : £2 — {0,1} is
an indicator function of the subdomain 2 and o¢ > 0.

c) The magnetic reluctivity is given by v(£,() = vo({Q)la. (&) + vilg, (), where
vy > 0 and v¢ : R>o = R satisfies the following conditions:

(i) ve is measurable;
(ii) ¢~ ve(Q)( is strongly monotone with a monotonicity constant m,,, > 0;
(iii) ¢ = ve(C)C is Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant L, > 0.
d) The resistance matriz R € R™*™ is symmetric and positive definite.
e) The columns of the winding function x=[x1,. - ., Xm] have the following properties:
(i) x; € L2(2;R3) with V- x; =0 for j = 1,...,m;
(ii) supp(xi) Nsupp(y;) =0 fori,j=1,...,m and i # j.

Remark 2.

a) Obuviously, v inherits the properties of vo, i.e., for all €€ 2, (— v(£ ()¢
is strongly monotone with the monotonicity constant m, = min(m,.,vr) and
Lipschitz continuous with the Lipschitz constant L, = max(L,,vr).

b) The divergence-free condition for xi,...,xm tmplies that there exists a matriz-
valued function v = [y1,...,Ym] : 2 — R3*™ with components in H*(12) such that
X; =V xn; forj=1,...,m, see [22, Thm. 3.4].

2.1 Weak formulation

We now present a weak formulation for the MQS problem (1) and briefly review some
results from [4] on existence, uniqueness and regularity of a weak solution of this
problem.

We start with introducing appropriate function spaces. Let 2 C R?® with the
subdomains ¢, £2; C {2 be as in Assumption 1 a). Let X ({2, {2¢) denote the space of
square integrable functions which are L2-orthogonal to all gradient fields of functions
from H&(Q) being constant on each interface component I7,...,I; and [ex. Note
that X (£2, 2¢) is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product in L?(£2;R3). We
also define the space Xo(curl, 2, 2¢) = Ho(curl, 2) N X (§2, £2¢) which is a Hilbert
space equipped with the inner product in Hy(curl, §2).

Multiplying equations (1la) and (1d) with a test function ¢ € Xo(curl, £2, 2¢) and
integrating them over the domain {2, we obtain by using the integration by parts



formula [22, Thm. 2.11] the variational initial value problem

& UA(t)-st§+/ v( [[VXA@)NVXA®)) - (Vxp)dE =/ Xi(t) - pdé,
2 2 (]
%/ YT A(t)dE + Ri(t) = v(t),
(9]
/aA<0>~gad§: / cAg - pde,
(] 0

[ A = [ s

3)

which holds almost everywhere on [0, 7] with T' > 0. It follows from [4, Thm. 9] that
under Assumption 1, for all v € L%(£2;R™) and Ay € Xo(curl, £2, 2¢), the coupled
MQS system (1) admits a unique weak solution (A, <) on [0, 7] in the sense that

a) oA € C(0,T]; X(2,2c)) N H(0,T]; X(82, 2c)),

b) [, x"A(t)d¢ € C([0,T];R™) N H' ([0, T|; R™),

c) A e L*([0,T); Xo(curl, 2,2¢)) and 4 € L?([0, T); R™),

d) equations (3) are fulfilled for all ¢ € Xg(curl, §2, £2¢) and almost all ¢ € [0, T].

2.2 Passivity

Passivity is an important systems-theoretic property of dynamical systems which
addresses its energetic behavior. Passive systems are particularly useful in intercon-
nected control design and network synthesis [23, 24]. Such systems have the property
that they do not generate energy on their own. Passivity of the coupled MQS sys-
tem (1), (2) has been studied extensively in [5]. Our passivity analysis of model
reduction methods relies heavily on the results presented there which will be reviewed
below.

Let us consider first a general (possibly infinite-dimensional) DAE control system

LE 2= A(z) + Bu, Ex(0) = Exo, (4a)
y=Cu, (4b)

where 4 : X; — Z is a nonlinear continuous operator, and ‘£ : X — X, B: U — Z
and C : X — U’ are linear bounded operators acting on the Hilbert spaces Z, U,
X and X; with continuous embedding &; C X. The input u € L2([0,T];U) is called
admissible with the initial condition Ex(0) = Exy if the initial value problem (4) has
a solution z : [0, 7] — X such that the state equation in (4a) holds in the sense of weak
derivatives (in particular, x is continuous as a function to X', and locally integrable as
a function to X7) and the output satisfies y € L?([0, T];U").

Definition 1 (Passivity). A function S : X — RxoU{oo} is called a storage function
for passivity of the DAE system (4), if for all T > 0, g € X with S(zp) < oo and
all inputs u € L%([0, T);U’) admissible with the initial condition Ex(0) = Exzo, the
following conditions are fulfilled:

a) t+— S(z(t)) is continuous as a function from [0, 7] to R>o U {oo};



b) forall 0 <ty <t; < T,theoutputy € L*([0, T);U) fulfills the dissipation inequality

Sla(t)) = S(a(to) < | *(u(r), y(r)) dr. (5)

The DAE system (4) is called passive, if there exists a storage function for passivity.
The dissipation inequality (5) means that the stored energy S(x(¢1)) at any time
T > t; > to does not exceed the sum of the stored energy S(z(tp)) at time to > 0
and the total energy fttol (u(7),y(7)) d7. Note that the introduced notion of passivity
involves the state-space representation of the control system. It is also possible to
define passivity as an input-output property.
Definition 2. A DAE control system (4) with Exo = 0 is called input-output-passive
(i0-passive) if for all 0 < ¢t < T and all inputs u € L*([0, T];U4) admissible with the
initial condition E z(0) = 0, the output y € L?([0, T];U’) satisfies

/0 <u(T), y(T)> dr > 0.

Remark 3. Note that if S(0) = 0, then passivity of (4) immediately implies
io-passivity [5, Rem. 3.2 b)]. The reverse statement can be established under an addi-
tional assumption of reachability [25, 26].

We now show that the coupled MQS system (1) together with the output
equation (2) fits into the framework (4). To this end, we define the operators

o X(2,02c) xR™ — X(2,00) x R™,
(A,1) = (oA, [,xTAdE),

A : Xo(curl, 2, 02c) x R™ — Xg(curl, 2, 2¢) x R™,
(A1) — (—A11(A) + xi,—Ri),

B : R™ — Xo(curl, £2,2¢) x R™,
v — (0,v),
C: X(02,02c) x R™ — R™,
(A7) — 1,

with a nonlinear operator

Ay Xo(eurl, 2, 2¢) — Xo(curl, 2, 2¢),
A ((p — /Q”(” IV % ANV x A) - (V x ¢) d§>. (6)

Then the MQS system (1), (2) can be written as the abstract DAE control system (4)
with the input u = v, the state z = (A, 1), the output y = ¢, and the initial condition
xg = (Ap,0). It follows from [4, Thm. 9] that for Ay € Xo(curl, £2, 2¢), any input
v € L2([0,T]);R™) is admissible with the initial condition E (A(0),%(0)) = E (Ao, 0).



Then following [5], we define a storage function S : Xo(curl, 2, 2¢) x R™ — R for
the MQS system (1), (2) as the magnetic energy

S(A,i) = /Q I(E (V% A)(E)[?) de

with the magnetic energy density

I(VxA)(E)
IE (Y x A)OIP) = / v(E,O)C dC. (7)

Due to [5, Thm. 3.3], we obtain that for all v € L2([0,T];R™) and all 0 < tq < t; < T,
the solution (A, 1) of (1), (2) satisfies the energy balance equation

t1

S(A(t2).i(h)) — S(A(te).i(to) = — | d(A(r).i(r)) dr + / “oT(r)i(r) dr

to to

with the dissipation function
. 2 . .
AT, i(r) = | &VFAD) e, + 777) Ri(7)

which determines the power dissipation. Assumption 1 d) implies that d(A(7), (7)) >0
for all 7 € [0,T]. Then the dissipation inequality (5) is fulfilled and thus the MQS
system (1), (2) is passive. Due to S(0) = 0, it is also io-passive.

3 Properties of the FEM model

In this section, we briefly discuss the spatial discretization of the MQS system (1)
by using the FEM and present a new regularization approach for the resulting FEM
model. We also study the structural properties and passivity of this model.

3.1 FEM discretization

For the FEM discretization on the 3D domain (2, we employ the H (curl, £2)-conforming
Nédélec elements of first type [27], which are also known as edge elements or Whitney
elements of first type, see [1, Sect. 5]. Let T, ({2) be a regular simplicial triangulation
of the domain {2, and let n,, n. and ny be the number of nodes, edges and faces
in 75 (§2), respectively. Furthermore, let o5, ..., @5 € Ho(curl, £2) C Xo(curl, 2, 2c)
be the edge basis functions which are continuous inside the elements and tangentially
continuous at the element interfaces. Approximating the magnetic vector potential A
and the initial magnetic vector potential Ay by the linear combinations

A~ Y i), A ~ Y akewi(e),
k=1 k=1



respectively, we obtain from the weak formulation (3) by Galerkin projection
a quasilinear finite-dimensional DAE system

%Mga = —K(a)a+ X3, Mya(0) = Myaq, ®
LXxTa = ~Ri+w, XTa(0) = XTay.
Here, a = [af,..., 08 |T and ag = [af g, ..., o|" are the semidiscretized magnetic

vector potential and initial vector, respectively, M, € R™*"e is a conductivity matrix,
K(a) € R™ ™ is a curl-curl matrix, and X € R™*™ is a coupling matrix with entries

(M = [ ol€)4i(€)- pile) de.
(K@= [ €IV x X 5O (T x ¢©) - (7 x wi(@) de. ©)

(ﬂm=é&@%%©%7

respectively, for k,l =1,...,n. and j = 1,..., m. Reordering the basis functions ¢},
according to the conducting and non-conducting subdomains, we obtain the partitions
a=[aT, al]?, ay = [a{o, a%O]T, and
_ My O o Kll(al) Ko _ X1
MJ - |: 0 0:|7 K(a‘) - [ K21 K22 ) X = X2 ) (10)

where a1,a1,0 € R™ and ag,a29 € R™ with n, = ny + ng, and My; € R™*™ is
symmetric and positive definite. The latter implies that M, is symmetric and positive
semidefinite. Since the magnetic reluctivity is nonlinear only on the subdomain 2¢,
only the block K11(a1) € R"**"™ depends nonlinearly on a;, while other blocks K,
Ky, = Ki, and K,, are constant. Furthermore, due to Assumption 1 e)(iii) the matrix
X5 € R™"2%™ hag full column rank. Note that X; = 0 if supp(x) C {2; meaning that
the currents are injected through the contacts in the non-conducting subdomain §2;.

Let ap{, ceey ‘bef be the face basis functions and let Cy € R™/ %™ be a discrete curl
matrix with entries

1, if edge j belongs to face k and has the same orientation,
(Ca)r; = ¢ —1, if edge j belongs to face k and has the opposite orientation,
0, if edge j does not belong to face k.

Then similarly to the linear case [18], the curl-curl matrix K(a) and the coupling
matrix X can be written in the factored form

K(a)=CTM,(Cya)Cy, X =CF7, (11)



where the entries of the reluctivity matrix M, (Cya) and the matrix Y are given by

ny
(Mu(cda»m:/Qu(auZafsof(s>||)so{<f)-so;i(&)d@ kl=1,...,nf,
j=1

Tkj:/n’)/j(g)goi(g)dg, k:]-a"'anfaj:]-a"'am'
Here, Cqa = ocf,...,ocf T and v = [y1,...,%m] is defined in Remark 2 b). Note
1 ny

that M, (Cqa) is symmetric and positive definite for all a € R™, and, hence, K(a) is
symmetric and positive semidefinite.

Remark 4. In the 2D case, the MQS model (1) can be discretized using Lagrange
nodal elements. As a result, one gets the FEM model of the same structure as in (8),
where, additionally, the matriz K (a) is positive definite for all a.

Another approach to the spatial discretization of the MQS model (1) is the FIT,
e.g., [10]. Since the resulting FIT model has the same block structure as the FEM
model (8), (10), see [11], our subsequent results can be applied to the FIT model in
a similar manner.

3.2 Regularization of the FEM model

The FEM model (8) with the output equation (2) can shortly be written as a DAE
control system

S &rparg = Arp(vre) ore + Breu,  Erp ore(0) = Erp 2rE 0, (12)
- BT
YFE FE TFE,
with the state xpg = [a”,47]7, the input u = v, the output yrg = %, the initial vector
rrpo = |al, 0]T, and the system matrices

em=[yr o] Awm =9 L] w7 a9

In the 2D case, the matrix K(a) is positive definite, and, hence, this system is regular
and is of tractability index one [17]. In the 3D case, the DAE system (12), (13) is, in
general, singular since the matrices Epg and Apg(zpg) might have a nontrivial common
kernel. In terms of the original system in weak formulation (3), this kernel corresponds
to the space of all divergence-free elements of Hy(curl, £2) that vanish on {2¢. Note
that the latter is a subspace of X (§2, 2¢)*, which is, by definition, the space of all
gradient fields of functions from Hg(£2) being constant on each interface component
I, ..., Iy and Iey. To overcome the difficulty caused by singularity, system (12), (13)
can be regularized similarly to the infinite-dimensional case using gauging [12, 13] or
grad-div regularization [9, 14, 28]. An alternative approach is to eliminate the over-
and underdetermined part using the special structure of the system matrices Epg and
Apg(zrg). Such a regularization approach has been already applied in [18] to the linear
MQS system with constant v. Here, we extend it to the quasilinear system (12), (13).

10



First, we resolve the second equation in (8) for ¢ and insert it into the first one.
This leads to the DAE system

da=—-K(a)a+ Bu (14)

with the matrices

o My + X, RXT X,RXT| 1 of Y] [My 0 I 0
B X,R'XT X,R'XT| o cfy|| 0o R |YTC, YTCy|’
[K11(a1) Kis ct
K(a) = = M,(Cqa)[Cy Cs],

(a) | Ko Ko cy (Caa) [C1 Ci]
X cTr

B=|'|R =" | R,
X cry

where Cy = [C’l CQ] is partitioned according to a = [alT aQT} " The output yrg takes

then the form
YrE = © = —R_1% [XlT XQT] a+ R v = —%BTa—I—R_lu.

It should be noted that if ker(Cy) is nontrivial, then the matrices £ and K (a) have
a nontrivial common kernel. It can be determined analogously to the linear case [18,
Thm. 1] as

ker(€) Nker(K (a)) = im [Yﬂ :

where the columns of Y¢, € R"2%¥2 form a basis of ker(Cy).
In order to find out the over- and underdetermined components of (14), we consider
a nonsingular matrix
V_ [Im 0 0 } 7

0 Yo, Yo

where the columns of Yg, € R™*("~%2) form a basis of im(CT). Multiplying
system (14) from the left with V7" and introducing a new state vector

as1 | = Vﬁla, (15)

we obtain an equivalent DAE system with the transformed system matrices

My + X, RXxT X,RIXTY,, 0
VIEV = | YEX,R'X]  YEX,R'XY., 0],
0 0 0

11



Ku(al) K12YC2 0 Xl
VTK(G)V - YC,Z';K21 YA—C,%;KQQY/CE 0 3 VTB - ng;XQ R_l.
0 0 0 0

Further, by introducing the vector [af, a3, adso]” =V ~'ag, the initial condition
Erg 2rr(0) = Erg xp can equivalently be written as

[Mn 0 0 “1(%)) My 0 0] [ @0 "
T T a21 = T wTO a21,0| -
XTI X§¥e, 0 [ g (0) XE X§¥e, 0] |,

One can see that the components of ass are actually not involved in the trans-
formed system and the initial condition. As a consequence, they can be chosen freely.
Removing the trivial equation 0 = 0, we obtain a regular DAE control system

%&n zr = Ar(x)) T + By, (17a)
yp = — LB, + R, (17b)

T
where x, = [a{, aQTl] , and

My + X ROIXT X RTIXTY, J—
" VEX,RIXT  YEX,RXTY,, ’
A(z,) = — ffll(@l) ) K12YCA2 € RAXmr (18)
V& Ko Y& KoY,
— AXl R—l c Rn,xm
T YE X

with n, = m1 + na — ko. Note that this system has the same output as (12),
i.e.,, ¥y = yre. The regularity of the matrix pencil A&, — A,.(z,) (and also of the
DAE system (17a)) follows from the symmetry of &, and A,(z,) and the fact that
ker(&,) Nker(A,(x,)) = {0}. Using (11), the system matrices in (18) can also be
written in the short form

57" = ‘FG'MO‘,R‘FE7 ‘AT(xT) = _]:VMV(‘FLTLUT)J:E’ (19)
Br = ]:VTR_I = -FG'MU,R |:IO :| P (20)
where
L, Xy ] [L, CTT My 0 e
f"{o ?CZ;XJ[O vhofr|’ Mor=|"0 g f”*Yg;CQT'
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This shows that &, is positive semidefinite and A, (z,) is negative semidefinite, since
M1, R and M, (FIz,) are positive definite. Furthermore, the initial condition (16)
takes the form
Fle (0) = Flzo (21)

with 2,0 = [Ty adyo]”

In order to investigate the tractability index of the regularized DAE system (17),
we employ an admissible matrix function sequences approach from [29, Chapt. 3].
Let h(z,) = Aq(z,)xy, Jn(x,) denote the Jacobian matrix of h at z,, and let Q
be a projector onto ker(&,). By definition [29, Def. 3.28], the DAE system (17) has
tractability index one if the matrix Gi(z,) = &, — Jn(x,)Q is nonsingular for all x,..
The following theorem shows that the regularized DAE system (17), (18) indeed has
this property.
Theorem 5. Consider the DAE (17), (18), where M1y and M, (Cqa) are symmetric
and positive definite, Xo has full column rank, and the columns of YCQ form a basis
of im(CY¥). This system has tractability index one.

Proof. Let the columns of Y form an orthonormal basis of ker(XZYe,). Then
a projector @ onto ker(€,) can be chosen as

0 0
Q= {O YYT} ’
In this case, the matrix

My +X,RIXT X\ RXTY,, + KoY, VYT

g Ty :gr_j er: ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
1) w(@r) VEX,RXT VI X,RIXI Yy, + VE KoV, YYT

is independent of z,.. We now show that this matrix is nonsingular. Assume that there
T

exists a vector w = [wl wQT]T such that Gyw = 0. This equation implies that
(M1 + X, R XD wy + (X, R XTY, + KoY, YY T ws = 0, (22)
YEXoR' X wi + (VEXoRXT Yo, + YA KoY YY T )wy = 0. (23)

Multiplying equation (23) from the left with Y7 and using YTYCZ; Xy = 0, we
obtain that YTYg2K22YC2YYTU)2 = 0. Since M, (Cya) is symmetric, positive defi-
nite and Yg, is a basis of im(CJ'), the matrix YC,Z;KQQYCQ = }A’g; cim,(Cy a)C’Qf/'C2 is
symmetric, positive definite, and, hence, YYTw, = 0. Using the fact that Y has full

column rank, we obtain that YTw, = 0. o
Next, we show that Yg; X, has full column rank, and, hence XJ YCQY&Z X5 is

nonsingular. Indeed, let )A/CZ;XQ'U = 0 for a vector v € R™. Then Xyv € ker(f’gz). On
the other hand, Xov = CTTv € im(CY) = im(Ye,). Therefore, Xov = 0. Since X»
has full column rank, we get v = 0.

13



Multiplying equation (23) from the left with X (XQTYC2 }Afgz Xg)_lXZTYC2 and using
YTw, =0, we have

X, R X w1 + X, R XY wy = 0. (24)

Subtracting equation (24) from (22) and using again Y7 wy; = 0, we obtain that
Miiw; = 0 or, equivalently, w; = 0. Furthermore, multiplying (23) from left with wJ’
and using Y wy = 0 and wy = 0, we have wl Y&, X,R™' X1V, wy = 0. Since R is
symmetric, positive definite, wy € ker(ng/@) = im(Y"). This means that wy belongs
to the image of Y and also to the kernel of Y7T. Therefore, ws = 0. Thus, G; is
nonsingular, and, hence, the DAE system (17), (18) is of tractability index one. [

Our goal is now to transform the output equation (17b) into the standard form
yr = Cpx, with an output matrix C, € R™*" . For this purpose, we transform the
pencil A&, — A,.(x,) into a condensed form which allows us to extract the algebraic
constraints in (17a) and derive the output matrix C,..

Theorem 6. Let the matrices &, and A.(x.) be as in (19). Then there exists
a nonsingular constant matriz W € R"*"r such that

Eyy 00 A(z) 00
wrew=1|0 I, 0, WTA, (2, )W = 0 0 0|, (25
0 0 0 0 0 I,

where Eyp € R™*"s and — A1 (z,) € R™*™ are both symmetric and positive definite,
and ng +ng + Neo = Ny

Proof. Let the columns of Y, € R *"= and Y, € R"*"0 form the bases of ker(F.)
and ker(F!), respectively, i.e., im(Y,) = ker(FL) and im(Y,) = ker(F!). First, note
that YUT A,.(z,) is independent of z,.. This follows from the fact that the basis matrix

Y, has the form [O YT]T
this case, we have

, where the columns of Y form a basis of ker(X7 Y, ). In

Ifll(al) ) K12YCB
Vi Koy Y& KoY,

Y A () =—[0 YT] = YT VA Ky Y& KpnYe,],

which is independent of x,.. Therefore, in the following, we just write Y7 A, or A,Y,.
The latter observation allows us to construct a constant transformation matrix W
analogously to the linear case [18, Thm. 2] as

W= W1 Y, (V&Y Yo (YA Y,) V],

where the columns of Wi form a basis of ker ([&,Y, A, Y,]"). Using FIY, = 0,
FIy, =0, WFLEY, =0, and W' A, Y, = 0, we obtain (25), where

Ey = WngrWh An(z,) = WlTAr(xr)Wl

14



are symmetric and Ey; and — A1 (z,) are positive definite. These properties immedi-
ately follow from the symmetry and positive semidefiniteness of &, and —A,(x,) and
the relations

rank(WTETW) = rank(&.) = 1, — Neo,
rank(W7T A, (2, )W) = rank(A,(z,)) = n, — ne.

This completes the proof. O

Note that the input matrix B, in (20) can also be presented as

0 I 0 0
B, = F,M, = FoMyr | re } { M B
R {I,J - {XlT XIVe, | |YE Xy (XT Ve, YE X,) 7
0 0
p— T ~ f— A
= Fo My pFL [ Z} & { Z} (26)

with Z = YCTZ X, (XT YCQ?CTZ X,)~L. We consider now a pseudoinverse of &, given by

Bt
E =W L, |wW7”.

0

Simple calculations show that this matrix satisfies

EE7E =&, ECEET =€, Er=¢, (27)
E7E =1-1,, && =1-1L, (28)
£E-A(x,) = A(z,)E7E, = £, Ar(z,)E7E,, (29)

where I, = Y, (YL A,Y,) YT A, is the projector onto the right deflating subspace
of A&, — A, (x,) corresponding to the eigenvalue at infinity. Equations (27) imply
that & is the symmetric reflexive inverse of &,. Using (17a), (26) and the first relation
in (27), the output in (17b) can be written as
yr=—SBe, + Ru=—[0 Z7) && 2. + R 'u

=—1[0 276 L& a, + R u=—BIE; (Ar(zr)x, + Byu) + R

= - Bre A (z)z, + (R = BYETB, u.
Taking into account the special block structure of the matrix A, (z,) in (18) and using
equations (28) and (29), we obtain that the matrix

Cri=—BlE Ar(z,) == [0 ZT] Ap(z) (I — 1)
= (XzTY/CaYggX2)71X2T?C2Yg2 [K21 K22YCQ:| (I - Hoo) (30)
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is independent of z,. Moreover, it follows from the first equation in (27) and (26) that
BIe B, =0 ZT] &€ 7 = [0 ZT] FoM, nFr 0
[d r T r&~r T Z o ag, o Z
=[0 In] M 01 = gt
m o,R Im )

and, hence, the output takes the form y, = C,.x, with the output matrix C, as in (30).

Note that the regularized DAE system (17), (18) has the same block structure as
that studied in [17], which was regularized using gauging. Therefore, we can utilize
the transformation method presented there to transform (17), (18), (21) into a control
system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)

d
Ji€opE zopE = Aope(Tope) Tope + Bobe v,  Zope(0) = TopE,o, (31)
yope = CopE ToDE,

. T T
with zope = [a] (Z%a21)"]", wopeo = [a1y (Z7a210)"]" , yobe = yr, and

c (M + X1 R71XT X,R'XxT 7,
OPET | ZIX,R1XT  ZTX,RIXTZ,|’
[Ki(a) K22 Ko —1
Aope(TopE) = — Y, (Y Koo Yy) YL [Kor KooZ,],
(wope) | Z3 Ko Z3 KnoZs| |23 Koo (Y2 O 2
.
Bopg = R,
ODE Z2TX2

CODE = ZAT)A/CT,; (I— KQQ}@(}@TKQQYQ)ilnT) [Kgl KQQZQ:I .

Here, Zy = Y¢, Z and Y = Y, Y, where the columns of Y € R(2=F2)x(n2—ka=m) fory,
an orthonormal basis of ker(X7 Yy, ) and Z =Y X, (XT Y, YV X,)~1/2 e R(n2—k2)xm
satisfies Z7Z = I and Z7Y = 0. The invertibility of Y5/ K2V, = YTVE KooV Y
immediately follows from the fact that ch‘; Kggffcz is symmetric and positive definite
which was shown in the proof of Theorem 5. Note that Eopg is symmetric, positive
definite, and Aopgr(zopg) is symmetric, negative semidefinite as the Schur complement
of the symmetric, negative semidefinite matrix A, ().

3.3 Passivity of the FEM model

Passivity of the FEM model (12) and its regularization (17) can be established in a sim-
ilar way as for the infinite-dimensional system (1), (2) by considering an appropriate
storage function.

Theorem 7. The semidiscretized MQS system (12), (13) is passive.
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Proof. Similarly to the infinite-dimensional case in Section 2.2, we define a storage
function

Swelare(®) = [ 9.1V x Za ?) d,

where 2rg = [aT,i7]T

using (8) we obtain

n

with a = [af,..., a8 |7 solves (12) or, equivalently, (8). Then

dsentern(t) = | Zo(e, HVXZa &)l muwza GRS
/ § ||V><Za || (szdtak ) (VxZal )

= %ai(t)Zaz( / (& IIVXZa O (V x #h() - (V x i (€)) e
k=1 =1
= (La(t)" K(a(t))a(t) = —(%a(t))T%Ma(t) + (La(t) " Xi(t)

= —(Sa(0) M Ga(t) — T ORi() + 0T (1)i(1)
<o (1) i(t) = u” (£) ypg ().

The inequality holds since M is positive semidefinite and R is positive definite.
Integrating this inequality on [tg, t1] C [0, 7], we obtain the dissipation inequality

Sre(rre(t1)) — Sre(zre(to)) < /11 u” (1) ypp () dT,

to
which implies the passivity of (12), (13). O

Remark 8. In the 2D case, the passivity of the semidiscretized model can be proved
analogously to Theorem T by considering a storage function

Sru(ers(t)) = [ 9NV a0 1) de

where a = [y, ..., an,|T is the discrete magnetic potential, xpr = [aT,iT]T
are the Lagrange basis functions.

Since the regularized DAE system (17) has the same input-output relation as (12),
it is passive. For completeness, we verify this result by constructing an appropriate
storage function.

Theorem 9. The regularized MQS system (17) is passive.

, and @;

Proof. Since agz in (15) can be chosen arbitrarily and it has no influence on the
output y,, we take ass = 0. Then the discrete magnetic potential a can be written as

17



Introducing new basis functions

[wl(f)’ s 7¢nr (g)] = [@i(é)a AR wip (g)]vlv

we obtain that . .
Yo asBes(©) = Y Bilt)w(6), (32)
i=1 i=1

where

[B1(®). - B () = ar(t) = [0£ (1), a5, (0]
[Bri1(®); s Bn (D] = a2 (?),
For z,(t) = [B1(t), - .-, Bn, (t)]T satisfying (17a), we define a storage function

Uzs

S, (ar(®) = [ 917 % Y Ao de

with ¢ as in (7). Using (32), we get S.(x.(t)) = Syr(zrem(t)) and, hence, the
passivity of the regularized DAE system (17) immediately follows from the proof of
Theorem 7. O

Remark 10. Since the transformation of the DAE control system (17) into the ODE
control system (31) does not change the input-output relation, the latter is also passive.

4 Passivity-preserving POD model reduction

For model reduction of the semidiscretized MQS system (12), (13), we employ the
POD method as proposed in [17]. Thought for general systems, this method does not
necessarily preserves passivity, we will show that when applying to the structured
MQS system (12), (13), the preservation of passivity can be guaranteed.

To proceed, we first transform the DAE system (12) into the ODE system (31)
and then compute the reduced-order model by projecting

L Expop = A(zpop) zpop + Bu, apon(0) = zpop,o, (33a)
ypop = C zpop, (33b)
. T - ~ ~ ~
with zpop = laf CLNQTJ , TPOD,0 = U~T$ODE,07 A(xpop) = UTAope(Uzpon) U,
E =UT&yprU, B =U"Bopg, C = CopelU, where the projection matrix is given by
~ |Ua O
U= |: 0 Im:| ’

18



Here, the columns of U,, € R™*" with r < n; form the POD basis of the snap-
shot matrix X,, = [a1(t1),...,a1(ty)]. The same reduced-order model can also be
determined by first projecting the DAE system (12) using the projection matrix

Uy, 0 0 0
0 Zy Ys O (34)
0 0 0 I,

and then transforming the reduced DAE into the ODE form. To verify this, we
substitute an approximation

ai U, 0 0 0 ;1
TFE = |Q2| ~ 0 ZQ Y2 0 éz; (35)

) 0 0 0 In| | =
)

into (12) and multiply this equation from the left with the transpose of the projection
matrix in (34). This leads to the reduced-order DAE model

%Unganldl :7U31K11(Ua1&1)Ua1a1* Ug;KlQZQ&Ql* U(£K12Y2&22 +U31X1~'Z

0 = —ZgKganldl — ZQTKQQZzaal — ZEK22Y26422 + ZQTXQ 1,
0 = —Y Ko1Ug a1 — Yo Koo Zodor — Yy KooYoioo .
L (XTU. a1 + XT Zya91) = —Ri+u.
(36)

Since Yyl K92Y, and R are both nonsingular, we get from the third and fourth equations
that

oo = —(Yy KooYy) 'Yy (K21Us a1 + Ko2Z5dn1), (37)

ypop = & = —R'&(X{U,, a1 + X Zyin1) + R 'u. (38)

Substituting these vectors into the first and second equations in (36), we obtain the

reduced-order model (33). Inserting (37) into (35), the discrete vector potential a can
be approximated as

a2 a21

- M ~U [?1 ] — Uzpon (39)

with the projection matrix

U 0
U= a _ .
Yo (Yo' Koo Yo) Y5 KarUa, (I —Yo(Y5 KaoYo) 'Yy K2)Zs

Then the reduced matrices in the state equation (33a) can be represented as

UL My, U,, 0
0

—_ T _
E_USU—{ 0

] +UTBRBTU,
A(zpop) = ~UTK(Uxpop) U, B=UTB. (40)
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Using these relations, we can show that the POD-reduced model (33) preserves

passivity.
Theorem 11. The POD-reduced model (33) is passive.

Proof. The result can be proved analogously to Theorem 9. Let
é"/]. = [d17"'7a’r‘]T7 é"/21 = [dT+1)"'7&T+m]T'

Then using (39), we get an approximation

Ne r4+m
D an(Oei(©) & > an(t)dk(€)
k=1 k=1

with new basis functions

Wl(f)» s 7"/;r+m(§)} = [30613(5)7 cee ‘preze (5)} U.

Define a storage function for the reduced-order model (33) as

r+m

Sronfaron() = [ DIV x 3 &5, (©)I) de.
j=1
where xpop = [@1,...,&1m]T and ¥ is as in (7). Using (41), (40) and (33
compute the time derivative
r+m r+m

GrSron(@pon(t)) = /Q ZA(ENV x D a0 O°) &IV x D a;(t)d

Jj=1 Jj=1

r+m r+m

S GED SLIOTAEI) (wzdtak Ou (€ ))-(Vx7§dz(t)wz<£)
=1

j=1
r+m r+m r+m

), we

i (€)1 dg

)i

= dhan(0 e / (19 Y a5l (Vxdu(©) - (Vxih(©))de
k=1 j=1

= (&apon(t) U K(Uzpon(t)Uzpon (1)

= —(Savon (1)) A(wron(t))zron(t)

= —(dapon(t) LExpon(t) + (Saron(t))” Bult)

= —(Lar () UL MuUs, $a1() — (aron(t) BRBT Sapon(t)

+ (Lapon(t))” Bu(t).
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Taking into account the positive definiteness of the matrices M1; and R as well as the
relation ypop(t) = — % BT 2pop(t) + R~ 'u(t), which follows from (38), we obtain that
T _
£Spop(zpop(t) < — (B zpon(t))” R(LB zpop(t) — R™1u(t))
= —Yhon(t)Rypop(t) +u” (t) ypon (t) < u” (t) ypop (1)-

Integrating this inequality on [tg,t1] C [0, 7], we get the dissipation inequality
ty
Spop(zpop(t1)) — Spop(zpop(to)) < / u (7) ypon (7) dr,
to

which implies the passivity of the reduced-order model (33). O

5 Enforcing passivity for the POD-DEIM-reduced

model
The simulation of the POD-reduced model (33) can significantly be accelerated by
using the DEIM [30] for fast evaluation of the nonlinearity A(zpop)zpop. Taking into
account the structure of v on the conducting and non-conducting subdomains, the
block Kii(a1) of K(a) in (10) can be written as Ki1(a1) = K11, + Ki1,n(a1) with
a constant matrix K7, and a matrix-valued nonlinear function Kii ,,(a1). Then the
nonlinearity of (33) takes the form

UT f1(U. a
A(xpop)rrop = A; Tpop + [ ‘“fl(o ‘“al)} ; (42)

where f1(Uq,@1) = —K11.0(Ua,@1)Uqy @1 and A; = ~UT K, U with

| Ky Ko
Kl‘[Kzl KQJ'

Applying the DEIM to f;(U,,a1) as described in [17], we obtain a POD-DEIM model

d
5 E xpem = F(xpena) zpEnv + Bu,  2pem(0) = 2pemnt,o, (43)
ypEmM = C TpE,

ST AT T
where pgmv = [a7 ,a3;]" , TpEM,0 = TPOD,0, and

fl(@l)} 7

F(xDEIM)xDEIM = Al TDEIM + |: 0

with the DEIM approximation f(a;) = UL Uy, (SEU;, )" *SE f1(Ug,a1). Here,
Up, eR™>** is the DEIM basis matrix obtained from the snapshot matrix

Xy, = [filar(tr)), ..., fr(as(ty))],
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and Sk € R™*¢ ig the selector matrix associated with a DEIM index set K deter-
mined by a greedy procedure, see [17] for detail. One can see that only a few selected
components of the nonlinear function f; need to be evaluated at each time integration
step.

It should be noted, however, that the DEIM does not preserve the underlying
symmetric system structure, which was used for the construction of the storage func-
tions above, and, as a consequence, we can no longer guarantee the preservation
of passivity. To remedy this problem, we propose to enforce the io-passivity of the
POD-DEIM-reduced model (43) by a small perturbation of the output.

We aim to find a scalar function 6 : [0,7] — R such that the perturbed control
system

%E zpeiv = F(zpem) Tpem + Bu,  zpem(0) = Zpeno, (44)
ys = Cxpem + 0 u
is io-passive and the output error ||yprmg — ¥s|| is small. For this purpose, we consider
the POD-reduced system (33) with the state xpop and the POD-DEIM-reduced sys-
tem (43) with the state xpgm. Then for the DEIM state error € = xpop — ZpEm, We
obtain for all ¢ € [0,T] that

/uT(T) ys(7) d7'=/ uT(T)(C:L'DEIM(T)+5(7’)u(7’)) dr
0 0
_ /0 uT (1) (Crpop(r) — Ce(r) + 8(r)ulr)) dr
> / o (7) yeop(r) dr + / 5(r) fur)|Pdr — / ICHle@) lu(r) dr.  (45)

Since the POD-reduced system (33) is passive and Spop(0) = 0, it is also io-passive
by Remark 3. Therefore, the first integral in (45) is non-negative. By choosing

.
>4 Tu) 0 T IOT#0 (46)
0. it u(t)] = 0,

for all t € [0,T], we obtain that 6(¢)||u(t)||* — [|C|| [le(®)||[|u(t)|| > 0 for all ¢ € [0,T]
and, hence,

/0 uT(T) ys(T)dr > 0.

This implies that the perturbed system (44) is io-passive.

The computation of §(¢) relies on the DEIM state error £(¢) which is not readily
available. Instead, we derive a computable bound ||(t)|| < 6(¢) which allows us to
determine §(t) as

(e R—
50 = Tugp T OI#0 @)
0, if [lu(t)] = 0.
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It, obviously, satisfies (46) and the perturbation §(¢)u(t) remains bounded if 6(t) is
bounded. For §(¢) as in (47), the output error for systems (43) and (44) is given by

lypEna () — ys ()] = [|6(E)u@)]| = |C|[6(F)-
Moreover, taking into account that
lypon (t) — ypenu(8)]] = [[Czpon(t) — Cxpenu(t)| < [[C1 (),
we estimate the output error for systems (33) and (44) as
lypon (t) = ys () < llypon (t) — yoena ()|l + [lypena (t) — ys(B)]| < 2/[C[ 6(2).

In order to derive a bound on ||e(t)||, we make use of a logarithmic Lipschitz
constant Lo[f] for a nonlinear function f(z) defined as

T
Lolf] = sup TG 1)) (z=w)

2w Iz = wl|?

(48)

Note that for a linear function f(z) = Az with a constant matrix A, we have

Lolf] = sup (z —w)"A(z —w) _ sup Z”if"'lj — Ao (A+2AT> =: L,[A],

zF#w HZ_’UJH2 z#0
where Apax(-) denotes the largest eigenvalue of the corresponding matrix. The value
Lo[A] is also known as the logarithmic norm of A, see [31, 32], although it is not
a norm in the usual sense. For example, Lo[A] < 0 for a symmetric, negative definite
matrix A.
The following theorem provides a bound on the DEIM state error €.

Theorem 12. Consider the POD-reduced system (33) with the state xpop and
the POD-DEIM-reduced system (43) with the state xzpgv. Then the state error
€ = xpop — TpEIM can be estimated as

Apgmv [ 2L ¢
< >\min(E) —
Jet) < 528 (e 1), (49)

where La[f] is the logarithmic Lipschitz constant of f(xpop) = A(zpop)zrop defined
in (48), Amin(E) is the smallest eigenvalue of E, and

Apem = ||(SEUL) Y| Z (§32(Xf1))1/2 (50)
j=t+1

with the truncated singular values ¢;(Xy,) of the DEIM snapshot matriz Xy, .
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Proof. Subtracting the POD-DEIM-reduced system (43) from the POD-reduced
system (33), we obtain the following differential equation for the error

4 pet) = Ae(t) + | VS Ui () = @ @), (51)

We consider now a weighted vector norm |Jw||g = Vw? Ew for w € R™™. Tt is well
defined since F is symmetric and positive definite. Clearly, as this holds for any two
norms in R™, this norm is equivalent to the Euclidean norm || - ||. More precisely, we
have the inequalities

VAmin(B)[[w]] < [wllz < v Amax(E)[[w]- (52)
Using (51) and the definition of Ly[f], we can estimate
le@®llglle®le =" () §GE:()
_ 7 <Al () + [PRAT 80 = 60 )

_ ET(t) (AIE(t) + |:Ug1f1(Ua1a'1 (t)) 6 Ug;fl(Um&l (t)):| )

+eT() [UaTlfl(Ualfll(é)) - fl(dl(t))}

= (zpon(t) — zpEm(t )) (A(zpop(t))zrop (t) — A(zpen(t))zpEn(t))

+ (a1(t) = (1) (U F1(Uayr (8) = fi@a(1)))
< La[fllle®)]* + ADEnwllﬁ( )|

In the last inequality, we used the estimate for the DEIM error
U2, f1(Uasa1 () = Fuan @) < [[(SEU) [T = UL TR fi(Uasan ()]

4 1/2
SNSEu) (Y @) = As
j=0+1

derived in [30]. Taking into account (52), we obtain that

)] Il LalJ]
Oz AP0 =A@ e A

Lle@)le < La[f]

Further, Gronwall’s inequality [33] yields

¢ t_Lolf] _ La[f]
le@®)]|s < Af’ﬂefs Komin (B) 0T ds = ADEM Y/ Amin (£) (e o) LA 1)_

)\min(E) LQ[f]
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Finally, we use the norm equivalence (52) once again and obtain (49). O

Next, we present a computable bound on the logarithmic Lipschitz constant Ls[f].
Theorem 13. The logarithmic Lipschitz constant La[f] for f(xzpop) = A(xpop)zpop
can be estimated as Lo[f] < min(puy, p2) with

= fml,)\max(UTC’dTMfC'dU),

54
12 = Amax(A1) — Mo Ao (UT CF M1 Gy U, ), (54)

where the matrices My and My have the entrees

(Mf)kl:[?@{'@id& (Mf,1)kz=/!2 %f'%’idﬂ kl=1,...,n;.
1

Proof. Consider the operator 413 in (6). By [4, Lem. 3], for all ¢, ¢ € Xq(curl, 2, 2¢),
it holds that

(A (@) = An(@), ¥ — ¢) = my [V x (¥ = 9)||F2(rs):

where m,, is the monotonicity constant of v(-,{)(. Using this inequality and (9), we
obtain for f(l’pOD) = A(xPOD)$pOD = 7UTK(U1'pOD) UfEPOD that

(f(l“POD) - f(ﬂ?DEIM))T(JJPOD - xDEIM)

= —(K(Uzpop)Uzpop — K(UIEDEIM)UQCDEIM)T (Uzpop — Uzpem)

r4+m r+m r+m
= (A (Y a0y) = Au (Y ay), Y (@—a) )
j=1 j=1 j=1
r+m 2
< —m, ||V x Y (d - dj)l/}j‘ o (55)
r4+m B r4+m .
= —mu/Q(V X Y (d; - dj)l/)j) : (V x Y (@ - dj)%) d§
Jj=1 Jj=1

TrrT ~T
= —my (zpop — zpem) U' Cj My Cy U(xpop — ZpEn)
~ ~ T A A T
for all zpop = [@1,...,Qrqm]" and xpgy = [@1, .. ., Qpym]” . Therefore,

(f(l‘POD) — f(ﬂCDEH\»I))T(erOD - JJDEIM)

Ly[f] = sup
TPODFTDEIM ”xPOD - xDEanz
T
<—m sup (zpop — zpem)) UTCE My C, U (2pop — TpEm)
N Y ZPOD ZTDENM H-TPOD - mDEIMHQ

= =1y Amax (UTCT My CyU) =: .

25



Alternatively, we can consider the additive decomposition (42). Then we have

Lg[f} < LQ[AI] + sup (fl(Ualél) - fl(Ualal))T(Ualél — Udl)
R s lar — | :

Since A; is symmetric, it holds La[A;] = Amax(A4;). Furthermore, similarly to (55),
we can show that

(f1(Uay 1) = fr(Uay@n)) " (Uayis —Udiy) <—myeo (i —an)TUL CT My, CL U, (a1 — 1),
where m,,, is the monotonicity constant of v¢(¢)¢. Then

a1 —a)TUTCT M 10U, (a1 — a
LQ[f] S )\max(Al) _ muc Sup (al al) ai ~1 {71 21 ai (al a’l)
a7 @y — ]
= )\max(Al) — Mye )\max(UE C,{MﬁlCanl) =: 2.

1

Thus, Lo[f] < min{puq, p2}- O

Note that since the matrices My and My ; are symmetric, positive definite and the
matrix A; is symmetric, negative semidefinite, we have p = min{pq, u2} < 0.
Remark 14. In the 2D case, the logarithmic Lipschitz constant is estimated as
Lo[f] < min(p1, p2) with

M1 = _mz/)\max(UTKLU)a
Mo = Amax(AAl) - 777'110)‘11130((Uc?1 KL,anl)’

1

where

— Ua1 0
U= |:_Y(YTK22Y)1YTK21UG1 (I — Y(YTKQQY)ilyTKQQ)Z

with im(Y) = ker(XZ), YTY =1 and Z = X,(XT X,)~/2, and the stiffness matrices
K1, and K, 1 have the entrees

(KL)kl = / Vgplvgpkdfa k7l: 17"'7na7
2

(KL,I)kl = V@lv%okdf7 k7l: 17"')”17
p7e]

with the Lagrange basis functions .

Combining estimate (53) with Theorem 13, we obtain the following estimate for
the DEIM state error e.
Theorem 15. Consider the POD-reduced system (33) with the state xpop and the
POD-DEIM-reduced system (43) with the state xpgm. Then the DEIM state error
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€ = xpop — TpEIM can be estimated as

A _u
le(t)] < % (ex\min(E)t _ 1) =:0(t), (56)

where = min{pq, po} with w1 and pe as in (54) and Apgmv s given in (50).
Proof. Using Theorem 13, we obtain from (53) that

A
e < H i _—DEIM
Sle@®le < o () le@®)lle + o (B)

Then the DEIM state error (56) follows from the norm equivalence (52) and Gronwall’s
inequality similarly to the proof of Theorem 12. O

In order to compute the state error bound 6(¢) in (56), we have to calculate the cor-
responding eigenvalues of the reduced matrices E, A;, UTCTM;C,U € R(r+m)x(r+m)
and UaT1 ClTMfJCan1 € R™7". Thus, the computational cost does not depend on the
dimension n, + m of the original problem (12).

6 Numerical results

In this section, we present some results of numerical experiments for a single-phase 2D
transformer model with an iron core and two coils of wire in an air domain as described
in [11, 17]. For the mesh generation and the FEM discretization, we used the software
package FEniCS'. The time integration of the full models is done by the sparse DAE
solver PyDAESI, whereas the reduced-order dense systems are solved by the implicit
differential-algebraic (IDA) solver from the simulation package Assimulo?. Both solvers
are based on the backward differentiation formula methods. We use them according
to the sparse or dense structure of the problem. The computations were performed on
a computer with an Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-3720QM processor with 2.60GHz.

The winding function x has two components resulting in input dimension m = 2.
The FEM discretization with linear Lagrange elements on a uniform triangular
mesh yields a semidiscretized MQS system (12), (13) with a positive definite matrix
K(a) € R?*"a with n, = 51543 = ny + ng, where n; = 19688 and ny = 31855 are
the numbers of conductive and non-conductive state components, respectively.

The snapshots were collected by solving this system with the training input w(t)
and the reduced models were tested by using the input wtest (¢) given by

_ [45.5 - 102 sin(9007t) 46.5 - 103 sin(10107t)

u(t) = 77~1038in(17007rt)]’ utESt(t):[78-103sin(19007rt) - 6D

Lhttp://fenicsproject.org
Zhttp://www.jmodelica.org/assimulo
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Table 1 Constants for the state error bound 6

Apgmv = 4.1467 Amin (E) = 0.1969 IC|| =1.591-10~3
u1 = —7.7916 my =1, m,, = 396.2 Amax(UT K U) = 7.7916
w2 = —2755 Amax(A;) = —1.4307 - 10~4 Amax (UL K11 U,,) = 6.9569
00— T ... ......
-§ S N
= 1075k N
& = [lzpop (t) — zDEM (D)
= - == bound 61 (t)
=== bound 62(t)
1010 . ‘ ‘ :
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01

Time (s)

Fig. 1 Absolute error in the state and error bounds

107 [ .swssmessesssmsssssssssssssssssssssissssscoss z
_qo) ’."‘l-\-l-l-|-|-|-|-\-l-l-|-\-|-|-|-|-|-|-\-|-I-I-I-I-I-\-I-I-I-I-I-I-\-I-I-I-I-I-
2 ] .
e 1077 F = |lypop (t) — ypEM ()|
= === bound 6Y(t)
=== bound 63 (t)
10—12 | | T T
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01
Time (s)

Fig. 2 Absolute error in the output and error bounds

The reduced dimensions were chosen as r = 35 for the POD method and ¢ = 9 for the
DEIM method with the relations

$6(Xar) _ 41y 10-7, s10(X )
<1(Xa1) gl(Xfl)

for the singular values ¢;(X,,) and ¢;(Xy,) of the POD and DEIM snapshot matrices
X4, and Xy, , respectively. The resulting reduced models have dimension r +m = 37.
In Table 1, we collect the constants involved in the DEIM state error bound 6 in (56)
required for the passivity enforcement of the POD-DEIM system (43). Figure 1 shows
the absolute error ||e(t)|| = ||zpop(t) — zpem(t)]| and the state error bounds 6;(t) as
in (56) computed with p = p;, ¢ = 1,2, as in Remark 14. One can see that the
error bound 6 (t) overestimates the true error by about two orders of magnitude,
while the error bound 65(t) is quite sharp. In Figure 2, we present the output error
lypon () — ypem(t)|| and the output error bounds 6Y(t) = ||C||6;(¢) for i = 1,2.

=1.40-1073
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=
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0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01
Time (s)

Fig. 3 Components of the perturbation §(¢)usest(t)

0.3 /] =12 === YDEIM,1 === YDEIM,2

Magnitude
o
()

o
=

0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01
Time (s)

Fig. 4 Output components of the original and POD-DEIM-reduced models

To enforce passivity, the output of the POD-DEIM model (43) with w(t) = uest (t)
as in (57) is perturbed by 6(t)utest(t), where 6(t) is given in (47). Figure 3 shows
the components of the perturbation §(¢)utest(t). In Figure 4, we present the output
components y; and y5,, ¢ = 1,2, of the original and perturbed POD-DEIM systems.
The relative errors A(y, yppm) and A(y, ys) for the POD-DEIM and perturbed POD-
DEIM systems are given in Figure 5. Here, the relative error is defined as

2
2

Aly,2) = Z yi(t) — 2i(t)

prfl W |y ()]

We see that the error of the perturbed system (44) is only slightly larger than that of
the POD-DEIM system (43).

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied MQS systems arising in the simulation of low-frequency
electromagnetic devices coupled to electrical circuits. Passivity of such systems in the
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Fig. 5 Relative errors in the output for the POD-DEIM and perturbed POD-DEIM systems

strong and weak formulations has been analyzed by defining a storage function which
describes the magnetic energy of the system. A FEM discretization of the MQS field
problems on 3D domains leads to a singular DAE system. We have investigated the
structural properties of the resulting nonlinear DAE system and presented a new
regularization approach based on projecting out singular state components. For this
purpose, a condensed form for the underlying system pencil has been derived which
allows to decompose the semidiscretized MQS system into the regular and singular
parts and to determine the subspaces corresponding to the infinite and zero generalized
eigenvalues. This makes it possible to transform the regularized system into the ODE
form and to apply the POD-DEIM model reduction method. For the FEM model,
its regularized formulation and the POD model, we have proved that passivity is
preserved. Furthermore, for the POD-DEIM model, we have presented a passivity
enforcement method based on perturbation of the output which depends on the errors
introduced by DEIM. Numerical experiments for a model problem demonstrate the
performance of the presented model reduction methods and the passivity enforcement
technique.
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