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Abstract The iterative rational Krylov algorithm (IRKA) is a popular approach for producing
locally optimal reduced-order Hy-approximations to linear time-invariant (LTI) dynamical systems.
Overall, IRKA has seen significant practical success in computing high fidelity (locally) optimal
reduced models and has been successfully applied in a variety of large-scale settings. Moreover,
IRKA has provided a foundation for recent extensions to the systematic model reduction of bilinear
and nonlinear dynamical systems.

Convergence of the basic IRKA iteration is generally observed to be rapid — but not always;
and despite the simplicity of the iteration, its convergence behavior is remarkably complex and
not well understood aside from a few special cases. The overall effectiveness and computational
robustness of the basic IRKA iteration is surprising since its algorithmic goals are very similar to a
pole assignment problem, which can be notoriously ill-conditioned. We investigate this connection
here and discuss a variety of nice properties of the IRKA iteration that are revealed when the iteration
is framed with respect to a primitive basis. We find that the connection with pole assignment suggests
refinements to the basic algorithm that can improve convergence behavior, leading also to new choices
for termination criteria that assure backward stability.
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1 Introduction

The iterative rational Krylov algorithm (IRKA) was introduced in [29] as an approach for producing
locally optimal reduced-order Hs-approximations to linear time-invariant (LTT) dynamical systems
given, say, as

%x(t) = Ax(t) + bu(t), y(t) =cx(t), (1)

where A € R"*" and b,c € R™. We will assume that the dynamical system is stable, i.e., all the
eigenvalues of A have negative real parts. The cases of interest will be when n is very large, and we
seek a substantially lower order dynamical system, say,

X, (t) = Arxr(t) + b, u(t)a Yr (t) = szr(t)v (2)

with A, € R™", and b,, ¢, € R". One seeks a realization so that the reduced system order r < n
and the reduced system output y, &~ y uniformly well over all inputs u € Lo with fooo lu(t)|? dt < 1.

Projection-based model reduction is a common framework to obtain reduced models: Given the
full model , construct two model reduction bases V, W € C"*" with WV invertible. Then the
reduced model quantities in are given by

A, = (WIV)'WTAV, b, = (WTV)"'WThb, and ¢, = cV. (3)

The following question arises: How to choose V and W so that the reduced model is a high-fidelity
approximation to the original one? There are many different ways to construct V. and W, and we
refer the reader to [3}/4,/14] for detailed descriptions of such methods for linear dynamical systems.
Here we focus on constructing optimal interpolatory reduced models.

To discuss interpolation and optimality, we first need to define the concept of transfer function.
Let Y(s), Vr(s), and U(s) denote the Laplace transforms of y(t), y,(t), and u(t), respectively. Taking
the Laplace transforms of and yields

V(s) = H(s)U(s) where H(s)=cl(sI—A)"'b, and (4)
Vo(s) = H,(s)U(s) where H,(s)=c! (s, — A,)"'b,. (5)

The rational functions H(s) and H,(s) are the transfer functions associated with the full model
and the reduced model (2)). While H(s) is a degree-n rational function, H,(s) is of degree-r.
Interpolatory model reduction aims to construct an H,(s) that interpolates H(s) at selected
points in the complex plane. Indeed, we will focus on Hermite interpolation, as this will be tied to
optimality later. Suppose we are given r mutually distinct interpolation points (also called shifts),

o ={01,09,...,0.}, in the complex plane. We will assume that the shifts have positive real parts and
that are closed (as a set) under conjugation, i.e., there exists an index permutation (i1, i, ..., i)
such that & = {o7, 03, ..., = {04,, Oip, ..., 04, }.

Given o, construct the model reduction bases V € C"*" and W € C™*" such that

Range(V) = span {(0:I— A)"'b,..., (0,1 — A)"'b} and (6)
Range(W) = span {(o1I— A")"'¢c,..., (o, 1— AT) 'c}. (7)

Then, the reduced model constructed as in satisfies

H,(0;) = H(o;) and H)(0;)=H'(o;) fori=1,2,... 7. (8)
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In other words, H,(s) is a rational Hermite interpolant to H(s) at the specified interpolation points.
However, this construction requires knowing the interpolation points. How should one choose them
to guarantee a high-fidelity reduced model?

We will measure fidelity using the 2 norm: The H2 norm of a dynamical system with transfer

function H(s) is defined as
1 [~ .
|Hllp, = \/ o [ 1HGw) o
™ — 00

For the full model and the reduced model , the output error satisfies

1y = vrlleee < IH = Hello, lullz,,

where [ly — yoll.. =sup;so | ¥(t) =y (t) | and [Jullz, = /[y | u(t) |? dt. So, a reduced model that

minimizes the Hy distance |H — H, ||y, is guaranteed to yield uniformly good approximations over
finite energy inputs. Therefore, it is desirable to find a reduced model with transfer function H,.(s)
that minimizes the #Hy distance, i.e., to find H,(s) such that

[ = Hylly, = min -~ [H =Gy,
r stable

order G <7

at least locally in a neighborhood of H,. This is a heavily studied topic; see, e.g., [13}33},/41}44.|45]
for Sylvester-equation formulation and [94|16}[29[341|38}|42L{46] for interpolation formulation. Indeed,
these two formulations are equivalent as shown in [29] and we focus on the interpolatory formulation.

How does the H, optimality relate to Hermite interpolation? Let uq, ..., u, be the eigenvalues
of A,, assumed simple. If H,(s) is an Hs-optimal approximation to H(s), then it is a Hermite
interpolant to H(s) at the points o; = —p;, i.e.,

HT"(_IU%) = H(_:u’t) and ch(_:uz) - H/(_,uz)v for 7 = 17 27 s T (9)

These conditions are known as Meier-Luenberger conditions for optimality [38]. However, one cannot
simply use o; = —p; in constructing V and W in @— since ;s are not known a priori. This
requires an iteratively corrected algorithm. The iterative rational Krylov algorithm IRKA [29] as
outlined in Algorithm [I] precisely achieves this task. It reflects the intermediate interpolation points
until the required optimality criterion, i.e., o; = —p; is met. Upon convergence, the reduced model
is a locally optimal Hs-approximation to . IRKA has been successful in producing locally optimal
reduced models at a modest cost and many variants have been proposed; see, e.g., [7H9k/15,27,[28],
32.139,/40143]. Moreover, it has been successfully extended to model reduction of bilinear [11,[26] and
quadratic-bilinear systems [12], two important classes of structured nonlinear systems.

Our goal in this paper is not to compare model reduction techniques, nor is it to illustrate
effectiveness of IRKA and its variants. Refer to sources cited above for such analyses. Our main goal
here is to revisit IRKA in its original form and reveal new connections to the pole placement problem
(Section [3) by a thorough analysis of the quantities involved in a special basis (Section [2]). This will
lead to a backward stability formulation relating then to new stopping criteria (Section [4)).

In order to keep the discussion concise, we focus here on single-input/single-output dynamical
systems, i.e., u(t),y(t),y-(t) € R. For detailed discussion of Hs-optimal model reduction in the
complementary multi-input/multi-output case, see [3,5,/14].
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Algorithm 1 (A,,b,,c,) = IRKA(A,b,c, )

1: Initialize shifts o = (01,02,...,00) C C4 = {z € C : Re(z) > 0} that are closed (as a set) under under
conjugation;

2: repeat

3:  Compute a basis of span((c1I — A)~'b,...,(0;I - A)~'b) = V;

4:  Compute a basis of span((c1I — AT)"1c,..., (0,1 — AT)"1c) - W;

5 A= (WTV)"IWTAV;

6:  Compute the eigenvalues (reduced poles) A(A,) = (A1 (Ar), ..., Ar(Ar)) ;

7:  Compute the (matching) distance ¢ between the sets A(A;) and —o ;

8: oi — —Xi(Ar),i=1,...,7;

9: until ¢ sufficiently small

10: b, = (WTV)"'W7Tb ; ¢, = VTc;

11: The reduced order model is (A, by, cr).

2 Structure in the primitive bases

In Steps 3 and 4 of IRKA as laid out in Algorithm 1| above, the matrices V and W are each chosen
as bases for a pair of rational Krylov subspaces. The reduced model is independent of the particular
bases chosen and one usually constructs them to be orthonormal. We consider a different choice in
this section, and show that if V. and W are chosen instead as primitive bases, i.e., if

V=[cI-A)"b... (6, I-A)"'b] and W= [(o:I-A)Tc...(o;,1—-A)Tc|], (10)

then the state-space realization of the reduced model exhibits an important structure which forms the
foundation of our analysis that follows in Sections [3|and [d] Therefore, in the rest of the paper, we use
primitive bases for V .and W as given in . We emphasize that this does not change the reduced
model H,.(s); it is simply a change of basis that reveals nontrivial structure that can be exploited
both in the theoretical analysis of the algorithm and for its efficient software implementation.

It is easy to check that ( [29]), for V and W as primitive bases (L0}, the matrices WAV and
WTV are symmetric; but not necessarily Hermitian. Moreover, one may directly verify that ([5]),
WTV is the Loewner matrix whose (i, j)th entry, for 4,5 = 1,...,r, is given by

(WTV); = [04,0/]H = w (11)

with the convention that [0;,0;]H = H'(0;).

Lemma 1 Letw,.(z) = (z—o01)(z—02)...(2—0,) be the nodal polynomial associated with the shifts

o ={o1,09,...,0.}. For any monic polynomial p, € P,., define the vector
T prloi) .
q (Q1a ’ QI“) y i w:ﬂ (0'7,) y ) » T

and the matriz A, = X, — qe’ with X, = diag(o1,...,0,). Then det(zI — A,.) = p,(2) and
AV — VA, = —p,(A)w.(A)] 'beT, (12)
WTA — ATWT = —ecTp,(A)[uwn(A)] . (13)
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Proof Pick any index 1 < k <r and consider fi(2) = pr(2) — 2 - [[,24(z — 07). Evidently, fi € P,y
and so the Lagrange interpolant on o1, o9, ..., 0, is exact:

fe(2) =pr(2) — 2 H(z —0y) = ka(gi)wr—(z)
i=1

— o) (o)
U EETAPACS
Divide by w,(z) and rearrange to obtain

2 (o) 1 p(2)
Ok — % Z( wi«(%‘)) i — 2 wr(z) (14)

i=1

Let I" be a Jordan curve that separates C into two open, simply-connected sets, C1, Co with C;
containing all the eigenvalues of A and Cy containing both the point at co and the shifts {01, ..., 0.}
For any function f(z) that is analytic in a compact set containing Cy, f(A) can be defined as

f(A) =55 [ f(2) (:1 = A)~' dz. Applying this to gives

AT A -y (_ / ';'W) (0 — A) " = —p, (A (A)] .

i—1 Wr (UZ)

Postmultiplication by b provides the k" column of , while premultiplication by ¢’ (and since
(0xI — A)~! commutes with A) provides the k™" row of .
To compute the characteristic polynomial of A,., we use the alternative fauctorization{l7

dA-%. q\ (I —q\ [z I-A, O I o0
e -1/ \oT 1 o7 -1/ \=eT1

(7 )=o) (07 3) (4 37).

where a(z) = 1+ e”'(2I — ¥,)~!'q. Then we have that

det(2I— A,) = det(2I — X,) - a(2) =w,(2) - (1 + e’ (z2I - X,)"'q) (15)

= wr(2) + gpr(ai) (wr(Z))) = pr(2);

w! (o) (z — oy

where the last equality follows by observing that the penultimate expression describes a monic
polynomial of degree r that interpolates p, at o1, og, ... 0. O

Lemma |1} and more specifically and 7 reveal the rational Krylov structure arising from
the choice of V and W in . At first, connection of the involved quantities such as the vector q
to IRKA quantities might not be clear. In the following result, we make these connections precise.

Lemma 2 Let the reduced model H,.(s) = cI'(sI—A,)" b, be obtained by projection as in using
the primitive bases W and V in . Let

pr(2) = det(zWIV - WTAV)/ det(WTV).

1 For the reader’s convenience, here we actually reproduce the proof of the Sherman-Morrison determinant formula.
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Then and hold with A, = (WTV)"*WTAV. In particular, b, = (WIV)"1WTb = q
and A, = (WTV)LWTAV = X, —eq”. Moreover, if u; is an eigenvalue of A,., then

x¢ = (2, — D) ' q (16)

is an associated (right) eigenvector of A, for £ =1,2,... r. Similarly, the vector
xIWTV = ye” (2, — pd) ™" (17)
is an associated left eigenvector of A,., for £ =1,2,...,r, with v, = ég Py (pe) and qAbg is the residue

~ Wr(ﬂ[)}
of Hy(s) at s = g, i.e., ¢y = limg,,, (s — pe)Hy(s).

Proof Now, choose a monic polynomial p, € P, so that WTp,.(A)[w,(A)]"'b = 0. Then and
hold with an associated A, = X', — ge” as given in Lemma [l} But then applying W7 to
yields A, = (WTV)~! WTAV. This in turn implies p,(z) = p,.(2).

Suppose that p, is an eigenvalue of A,. Directly substitute x, = (X, — MI)_1 q and use
with z = u, to obtain

Axp= (2, —qe”) (2, — D) a= (2 — pd —qe” + pd) (2, — ) ' q
=q (1 —eT (X, — )" Q) e (B — D) g = pxy.

Thus, x, is a right eigenvector for A, associated with py. Note that x, also solves the generalized
eigenvalue problems:

(a) WAV, = uyWTVx, and (b) x] WIAV =y, x] WT'V. (18)

(18p) is immediate from the definition of A,. (18p) is obtained by transposition of (18n) and using
the facts that WZAV and W'V are symmetric. Notice that (18p) shows that x; W7V is a left
eigenvector for A, associated with py. On the other hand, direct substitution also shows that

{eT (X — NEI)_l} A, = [eT (X — NEI)_l} (27" - qu) = He [eT (X — ,UJEI)_l} )
so eT (X, — ,ngI)f1 is also a left eigenvector of A, associated with py. We must have then
xFWTV =y e (2, — ped) ™!

for some scalar vy, which we now determine. Using and , the j** component of each side of
the equation can be expressed as

- ) [o3,0,]H, v
TWIV) — pr(07) [UZ»UJ} To_ {4 . 19
(< )J ;w;(ai) 0 — g 05 — e (19)

Define the function f(z) = p.(2) [z, 0;]H,. It is easily checked that f(z) is a polynomial of degree
r — 1 and so Lagrange interpolation on {01, o9, ..., 0,} is exact:

T

F(2) =" (0o(oi) o3, 0] Hy)

i=1

wr(2)
(z —oi)wi(oi)
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Now evaluate this expression at z = puy:

T

(pr(Ui) [Ui’a-j}Hr) UJT(,LL[) — — lim P Hr(z) _Hr(Uj) _ p;(ﬂ[) (ZASZ
; (e — Ui) wi(ai) = flme) = zl—w«/. Pr(2) zZ—0j fe — 0 ’

where we observe that lim,_,,, p.(2)H,(z) = b [lize(pe — i) = e pl.(11¢). Comparing this expres-

/
sion to we find v, = qbgw. O
wy(pe)

Lemma illustrates that if the primitive bases V and W in are employed in IRKA, then the
reduced matrix A, at every iteration step is a rank-1 perturbation of the diagonal matrix of shifts.
This matrix A, = X, — ge” is known as the generalized companion matrix. This special structure
allows explicit computation of the left and right eigenvectors of A, as well. The next corollary gives
further details about the spectral decomposition of A,..

Corollary 1 Consider the setup in Lemma , Define the r x r Cauchy matric C = C(o, ) as
1

i — My

Ci = fori,j=1,2,...,7 (20)

and the v x r diagonal matrit Dq = diag(q1,q2,...,q:). Then A, = X — qe” has the spectral
decomposition

A, =XMX"'  where M = diag (1, 1o, - - - , ptrr) and X = D4C. (21)
Moreover, AT = D;lATDq and its spectral decomposition is
Al =3 —eq" =D 'A, Dy =CMC . (22)

Proof The spectral decomposition of A, in directly follows from by observing that x, =

(X, — pd)~lq= [Ulq_lw qu_zw e JTQ_TM] . Therefore, the eigenvector matrix X = [xl X9 ... X,
can be written as X = DqC, proving . The spectral decomposition of A7 in can be
proved similarly using , i.e., the fact that (X, — uI)~Te is an eigenvector of Al. Finally,
D(;lATDq = D;l(Z'T —qel Dy =X, —D;lquDq since both D, and X, are diagonal. Moreover,
it follows from the definition of Dy = diag(q1,qo,...,¢-) that Dglq = e and eTDq = q, thus
completing the proof. O

3 A pole placement connection

The main goal of this paper is to reveal the structure of the iterations in Algorithm [I} and in
particular to study the limiting behaviour of the sequence of the shifts o®), k = 1,2,.... In this
section, we explore an intriguing idea to recast the computation of the shifts in Algorithm [I] in a
pole placement framework, and then to examine its potential for improving the convergence.

As Lemma |2| illustrates, if the primitive bases are employed in IRKA, then at every step of
IRKA, we have A, = X, — ge”. Then, in the k-th step, we start with the shifts agk), e ,0'7(]@) and
use them to build the matrix

AFD(gR)) = diag (O’;k), cee 0,(]“)) —q*+eT, (23)
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)

where the vector q(+1) ihe reduced input in step k) ensures that the Hermite interpolation con-
(&
a g,

(k+1) (k) _

). If o) s real, then g; is real as well; if for some ¢ # j o;

%

ditions are fulfilled, see (
(k1) — q(-kH). As a consequence, A% s similar to a real matrix and its eigenvalues will

i Y
remain closed under complex conjugation. Further, if some qgkﬂ) Ek)
is an eigenvalue of A£k+1)(0'(k)); thus, if we assume that the shifts are in the open right half-plane

and that A&Hl)(a(k)) is stable, then ql(kﬂ) # 0 for all 7. Then, the new set of shifts is defined as

then ¢

= 0, then the corresponding o

oF ) — D where p* ) = eig(AFHD (6(F))), (24)

r

where eig(-) is a numerical algorithm that computes the eigenvalues and returns them in some orderﬂ
In the limit as k — oo the shifts should satisfy and @

3.1 Measuring numerical convergence

Numerical convergence in an implementation of Algorithm [1/is declared if o*+1) ~ (%), where the
distance between two consecutive sets of shifts is measured using the optimal matchingEI
(k+1) _ (k)

d(c* V) gy = min max lo (i) ;

in ma |, where S, denotes the symmetric group.
mTeS, 1=1:7r

In an implementation, it is convenient to use the easier to compute Hausdorff distance

,max min ‘ng) — U§k+1) '} ,

h(oc* Y o)) = max {max min ‘O'Ekﬂ) — ™
i

P '

for which h(a®*+1) o)) < d(a*+1) k) so the stopping criterion (Line 9. in Algorithm [1) must
be first satisfied in the Hausdorff metric.

Numerical evidence shows that many scenarios are possible during the iterations in Algorithm
— from swift to slow convergence. Characterizing the limit behavior in general is an open problem;
in the case of symmetric system local convergence is established in [25]. Moreover, we have also
encountered miss—convergence in form of the existence of at least two accumulation points that
seem to indicate existence of periodic points of the mapping . This is illustrated in the following
example.

Ezample 1 We take the matrix A € R*20%120 from the CD player benchmark example [18,/19] from
the NICONET benchmark collection [17] and set b = ¢ = e. With a particular set of r = 29 initial
shifts, we obtained separate behaviours for the odd and the even iterates, as shown in Figure

Hence, it is of both theoretical and practical interest to explore possibilities for improving the
convergence. Supplying good initial shift is certainly beneficial, and in [20,21] we show that the less
expensive Vector Fitting algorithm can be used for preprocessing/preconditioning to generate good
shifts that are then forwarded to IRKA to advance them to a local optimum.

An alternative course of action is to deploy an additional control in the iterations which will keep
steering the shifts toward the desired positions. In fact, an example of such an intervention has been

2 Since the matrix is a rank one perturbation of the diagonal matrix, all eigenvalues can be computed in O(T2)
operations by specially tailored algorithms.

3 The shifts (eigenvalues) are naturally considered as equivalence classes in C"/S,.
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Visualization of shifts during IRKA iterarions
I T T I T T

5 T \
=®
4 . 3 B
eo® °
3+ . i
2r T e T L I
1k i
&) ® ° .

L < % . S>e o ®@ e - emme W< BB O o4
Ak . i
2 ose o o |
-3+ - i

L ®
-4+ ® s -
-y
-5 I I I I I I
-2000 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000

Iteratlons colored modulo 6 using b-g-r-c-m-y

Fig. 1 (Example|l) The history of the shifts obtained using Algorithm The iterations are colored using six colors
periodically as follows: e e @« @ e e e o e ... Note how the odd and the even iterates build two separated pairs of
”smoke rings” (abscissa range [6000, 10000]); more smaller rings can be identified in the abscissa range [3000, 5000].
The shifts do not converge to a fixed point, but the difference between the two sub-sequences (the even and the odd
indices) converges to a nonzero value.

already used in the numerical implementation of Algorithm [I} Namely, it can happen that in some
steps the matrix is not stable and some of its eigenvalues are in the right half-plane. To
correct this situation, the unstable ones (real or complex-conjugate pair(s)) are flipped across the
imaginary axis, so that the new shifts o**1) stay in the right-half plane.

This is an explicit (brute force) post-festum reassignment of the eigenvalues to correct for stability.
In , we showed that such a step (in the framework of Vector Fitting) can be recast as pole
placement. Now that we have resorted (implicitly) to the pole placement mechanism, we can think
of using it as a proactive strategy for improving convergence. In the rest of this section, we explore
this idea and discover interesting connections with some variations of IRKA.

3.2 Reduced input-to-state vector as a pole placement feedback vector

feedback vector that reallocates the eigenvalues?| of diag(o'(k)) into pw**Y; in other words we view

Motivated by the above discussion, we reinteret (a posteriori) the vector q**tD in as the
(23) as a pole-placement problem. Then we can use the uniqueness argument and write qktD)

4 We tacitly assume that throughout the iterations all shifts are simple.
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explicitly as (see [36], [37])

v k) (kD) r gk Ft
(k1) _ [Tici(o =y ) = (o) _ D)y M i=1 r (25)
Z TP —omy — o e =t

i#i ! 2 ’

On the other hand, for the fulfillment of the necessary conditions for optimality, besides the Hermite
interpolation built in 7 the additional fixed point condition should hold:

cig(AF D) (M) x —a®), (26)

The latter is what we hope to reach with the equality in the limit as £k — oo, and in practice up
to a reasonable tolerance, see §4.1] If we consider the condition as an eigenvalue assignment
problem, and think of the vector q*+1) in simply as the feedback vector, then can be
satisfied in one step, provided we drop the interpolation condition and use an appropriate feedback
£(-+1) vector instead of q**1). The feedback f(*+1) can be constructed explicitly (see [36,37]) as

r (k) (k)
k1 DR § SR A
FEFD g5 g 1= L (27)
g=19i T O0j

J#i

Of course, the above formula is a special case of , where we reflect the poles. However, if at a
particular step some of the eigenvalues are unstable, we should not reflect the corresponding shifts.
This means that in an implementation, we may apply only partial pole placement. Hence, altogether,
it would make sense to interweave interpolation and eigenvalue assignment by combining f*+1) and
q**+1) using an appropriately chosen parameter oy, € [0, 1], and thus obtain a modified iteration step,
as outlined in Algorithm [2| To incorporate this new shift-updating scheme into IRKA, Algorithm
should replace Step 8 in Algorithm

Algorithm 2 IRKA + pole placement for shift updates; kth step

1: Compute the reduced input vector q(k+1)

: Compute the feedback vector f(k+1) using , (Keep track of stability.)
;@D = gt 4+ (1 — ay,)f B+ | with an appropriate oy, € [0, 1].

: A£k+1)(0(k)) _ diag(UEk))Ll —gktDeT,

: The new shifts are o(F+1) = —eig(A£k+1)(a'(k))).

[SLEE VN )

Proposition 1 For the real LTI system , and %) closed under complex conjugation, the matriz

k+1)

Aﬁ’““) (O'(k)) is similar to a real matriz and, thus, o' remains closed under complex conjugation.

Proof From , we conclude that fi(kH) is real if orfk) is real. Further, if for some 7 # j agk) = a§k),

then fi(k'H) = f;kﬂ). We have already concluded that q(**1) has an analogous structure. Since ay,
is real, Agkﬂ)(a(k)) is similar to a real matrix. O
It remains an open problem how to chose the coefficients ay adaptively and turn Algorithm

into a robust black-box scheme. We now show an interesting connection that might provide some
guidelines.
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3.3 Connection to the Krajewski—Viaro scheme

Improving the convergence of fixed point iterations is an important topic. In general, the fixed point
problem f(z) = x can be equivalently solved as the problem

falz) =2, where fo(z)=af(z)+(1—a)r, a#0,

where the parameter « is used, e.g., to modify eigenvalues of the corresponding Jacobian. This is a
well-known technique (Mann iteration), with many variations. In the context of Hs model reduction,
this scheme has been successfully applied by Ferrante, Krajewski, Lepschy and Viarro [24], and
Krajewski and Viaro [35]. Concretely, Krajewski and Viaro |35, Algorithm 4.] propose a modified
step for the IRKA procedure, outlined in Algorithm

Algorithm 3 Krajewski-Viaro scheme for shift updates; kth step

1: Let ﬁv(rk) be the modified (monic) polynomial, whose reflected zeros are the shifts o(¥)| i.e. ﬁv&k)(—agk)) =0,
i=1,...,7.
2: Compute A(Tk+1) = (ngk)*lngVk and the coefficients of its characteristic polynomial p£k+1). Write this
; (k+1) _ g0 (k)
mapping as g =P(gor ).
3: Define the new polynomial
o = ol (1 - )l = da(pr), (28)

where the linear combination of the polynomials is formed using their coefficients.

4: The new shifts are then the reflected roots of @$k+l).

Krajewski and Viaro [35] do not elaborate the details of computing the coeflicients of the charac-
teristic polynomials of the reduced matrix (W} V) *WTAV,. From a numerical point of view,
this is not feasible, not even for moderate dimensions. Computing coefficients of the characteristic
polynomial by, e.g., the classical Faddeev-Leverrier trace formulas is both too expensive (O(r*)) and
too ill-conditioned. A modern approach would reduce the matrix to a Schur or Hessenberg form and
then exploit the triangular or, respectively, Hessenberg structure. However, after completing all those
(tedious) tasks, the zeros of @5’“‘1) in Line 4 are best computed by transforming the problem into
an eigenvalue computation for an appropriate companion matrix. Ultimately, this approach is only
conceptually interesting as a technique for improving convergence, and in this form it is applicable
only for small values of r.

We now show that when represented in a proper basis, this computation involving character-
istic polynomials becomes rather elegant and simple, and further provides interesting insights. In
particular, in this proper basis, Algorithm [3]is equivalent to Algorithm

Theorem 1 In the Lagrange basis of w® +Pr_1, the Krajewski—Viaro iteration is equivalent to the
“IRKA + pole placement” iteration of Algorithm [2]

Proof Note that by Lemma [1| we can write AR — diag(o(k)) — q**tYeT | where q(k"’l) =

py”l)(ai)/(wﬁkﬂ))’(cri), i=1,...,r, and p§k+1)(z) is the characteristic polynomial of ALY,
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Further, using Lemma we can write p&kﬂ)(z) as
(k)
P+ (2) )+ 3 (o wr (2)
Z <w£’“ V(o) (z=o)

pa1) Wi Z) - k
+Z F g @) =[] -0,
o

0, i=1

If we consider the monic polynomials of degree r as the linear manifold wﬁk) +P,_1, and fix in P._4
the Lagrange basis with the nodes 0'( ) ,i=1,...,7, then

where we used that p(k)( )y = [[j=1 (o (k) 4 (-k))7 Wy (e®)) = [T5=:(0; (k) _ (-k)) and that the

feedback vector can be written as

HT (’f) (k) r (k) (k)
J 1( J ) _ 20.519) | I ( J ) _ fi(k+1)'

(k) (k) ' (k) (k)
i= —0; = g, — 0.
H] 12( 7 ) j t ( 7 )

Hence, {o(rk) is the characteristic polynomial of diag(a(®)) — f(**De”  and we have further

(k)
@Skﬂ)( w(k) )+ Z k+1) 4 )fi(k+1)) Wy ((Zk)) (29)
z—o0,
k k g k k
TR Z arpr M (0") + (1 an)pl (0") wi¥(2) (30)
' (@) (o) 2—a”
r u(k+1) ( N )
_ ) wr(2)
K3

which implies that @ (k+1) is the characteristic polynomial of the matrix A(]Hl)(a(k)), represented

by the vector q (kH) from Lines 3 and 4 of Algorithm [2| This follows from the proof of Lemma (1] (]

Krajewski and Viaro [35] use a fixed value of the parameter «, and show that different (fixed) values
may lead to quite different convergence behavior. This modification can turn a non-convergent
process into a convergent one, but it can also slow down already convergent oneE| Following the
discussion from [24], av is best chosen to move the smallest eigenvalue of the Jacobian of ¢, (evaluated
at the fixed point of @) into the interval (—1, 1). This does not seem to be a simple task as it requires

5 We should point out here that the dimensions n and r are rather small in all reported numerical experiments
in [35].
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estimates of the eigenvalues of the (estimated) Jacobian. Another option is to try different values of
a in an iterative reduced order model design.

This equivalence of the schemes in Algorithm [2]and in Algorithm [3|reveals a problem that is not
easily seen in the framework of Algorithm [3] Now we may clearly see that part of the “energy” in
Algorithm [3] is put into reflecting the shifts, and this, at least in some situations, may be wasted
effort. Although the optimal reduced order model is guaranteed to be stable, the iterates, generally,
are not. This means that some shifts ogk) may be in the left-half plane, and the f**t1) component
of the modified **1) will tend to reflect them to the right-half plane. This in turn forces the new
reduced matrix .&(«k“) to have some eigenvalues in the right—half plane, thus creating a vicious
circle. Hence, in the first step (Line 1), one should correct o(®), if necessary.

Remark 1 The facts that pole placement may be extremely ill-conditioned [31], where (depending on
the distribution of the target values) plenty may be even as small as r = 15, and that IRKA is actually
doing pole placement in disguise, open many nontrivial issues. For instance, what is a reasonable
threshold for the stopping criterion? Will we be able to actually test it (and detect convergence)
in finite precision computation? What are relevant condition numbers in the overall process? Do
IRKA iterations drive the shifts to well-conditioned configurations for which the feedback vector
(the reduced input) is reasonably small (in norm, as illustrated in the right panels of Figure [2[ and
Figure|3|in Example [2| below) and successful in achieving numerical convergence? If yes, what is the
underlying principle/driving mechanism? In the next section, we touch upon some of these issues.

4 Perturbation effects and backward stability in IRKA

We turn our attention now to numerical considerations in the implementation of IRKA. We focus
on two issues: (i) What are the perturbative effects of finite-precision arithmetic in terms of system-
theoretic quantities? (ii) What are the effects of “numerical convergence” on the reduced model?

4.1 Limitations of finite precision arithmetic

Suppose that we are given magic shifts o so that the eigenvalues of A, = X, — qe’ are exactly
A= —0,0r A &% —o up to a small tolerance €. However, in floating point computations, the
vector g = (WTV)~'WTb is computed up to an error dq, and therefore instead of A,, we have
A, =X, - (q + dq)e”. In practice, the source of dq is twofold: First, in large-scale settings, the
primitive Krylov bases V and W are usually computed by an iterative method which uses restricted
information from suitably chosen subspaces and thus generates a truncation error; see, e.g., |11/2,/10].
In addition, computation is polluted by omnipresent rounding errors of finite precision arithmetic.
How the size of dq influences the other components of the IRKA is a relevant information that we
investigate in this subsection.

Assume for the moment that dq is the only perturbation in one step of IRKA. We want to
understand how the eigenvalues of A, and A, differ as a function of dq. In particular, we want to
reveal the relevant condition numbers that play a role in this perturbation analysis.

Theorem 2 Let A, = X, —qe’ and Ar =X, —qe’ be diagonalizable, where q=q+dq. Let A, and
A, have the spectral decompositions A, = XMX ™1 and A, = XMX™!, where M = diag(u;)"_,,
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M = diag(fi;)i_; and the eigenvector matrices X = DqC and X = f)q(Nj as described in Corollary
[l Then there exists a permutation 7 such that

>

i=1

,7~ B 2 o~
BZEOF <jic), (M), w2(C) ||6ae™ |, (32)

Proof Note that we can equivalently compare the spectra of AT and INXZH From , we know that
the spectral decomposition of AT is given by

Al =3, —eq" =D_'A, Dy =CMC ™" (33)
Similarly for 1177;, we obtain

AT =3, —eq” =D;'A,Dqy = CMC™ .. (34)

T

Next we employ the perturbation results of Elsner and Friedland [23], and Eisenstat and Ipsen [22],
while taking into account the special structure of both matrices. Write AT = AT + §AT where

SAT = —edq’. Using the spectral decompositions and , the matrix A;TJNX?*I = A TSAT
can be transformed into

M- YCIC)M — (C'C) = C'A; TsATC. (35)

Set Y = C~IC and take the absolute value of Yij, an arbitrary entry of Y at the (4, j)th position,
to obtain

Y351 for 1 <i,j<r.

(3

B ’ — |(cA; T5AT D),
o

Hence )

S5yl — |G A;TSAT T,

i=1 j=1

Hiq
i

where the Hadamard product matrix Y oY = (|y;;|?)} j=1 1s entry-wise bounded by
amin(Y)2 Sij S (Y O?)ij S Umax(Y)2 Sijv
where S is a doubly-stochastic matrix; see [23]. Hence

ZT:ZT:SM

i=1j=1

~ 2
i - S = =201 A —
=L =1 <[YTUBICTIATTSATCE < £2(C)*ka(C)|ATTOATE. (36)

Mg

The expression on the left—-hand side of can be considered as a function defined on the convex
polyhedral set of doubly—stochastic matrices, whose extreme points are the permutation matrices.
Thus, for some permutation 7, we obtain

2
<IYTHBICT ATTSATC

r

>

=1

ﬂﬂ(i) — M

(2

Then, using , the spectral decomposition of AT, and the definition of A, complete the proof.
O
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Remark 2 One can write as YM — MY = C_IJA,T(E and conclude that there exists a permu-
tation p such that (see [23])

> gy — pil? < 12(C)ria(C)| 6ge™ .

=1

Remark 3 The right-hand side in relation can also be bounded by

\/FHQ(C)KJQ(@)*”,(sq'b .
min; ||

From the numerical point of view, Theorem [2] cannot be good news — Cauchy matrices can be
ill-conditioned. A few random trials will quickly produce a 10 x 10 Cauchy matrix with condition
number greater than 10'°. The most notorious example is the Hilbert matrix, which at the dimension
100 has a condition number larger than 10'%°. No function of the matrix that is influenced by that
condition number of the eigenvectors can be satisfactorily computed in 32 bit machine arithmetic.
The 64 bit double precision allows only slightly larger dimensions before the condition number takes
over the machine double precision.

On the other hand, we note that our goal is not to place the shifts at any predefined locations in
the complex plane. Instead, we are willing to let them go wherever they want, under the condition
that they remain closed under conjugation and stationary at those positions. It should also be noted
that the distribution of the shifts obviously plays a role in this considerations. The following example
will illustrate this; especially the impact of the optimal Hs interpolation points.

Ezample 2 As in Example [1} we first take the CD player model [18,[19] of order n = 120 and apply
IRKA as in Algorithm [I] for r = 2, » = 16, and 7 = 26. In each case, IRKA is initialized by randomly
assigned shifts. The condition numbers of C for each case, recorded throughout the iterations, are
shown on the left panel of Figure [2l IRKA drastically reduces the condition number of C throughout
the iteration, more than 15 order of magnitudes for » = 16 and r = 26 cases. Therefore, IRKA keeps
assigning shifts in such a way that C becomes better and better conditioned; thus in affect limiting
the perturbation effects predicted by Theorem [2 Moreover, we can observe that the reduced input
vectors g%, which act also as feedback vectors that steer the shifts, diminish in norm over the
iterations; see the right panel of Figure

We have observed the same effect in all the examples we have tried. For brevity, we include only
one more such result using the International Space Station 1R Module [6,[30] of order n = 270. As
for the CD Player model, we reduce this model with IRKA using random initial shifts and this time
chose reduced orders of 7 = 10, r = 20, and = 30. The results depicted in Figure [3] reveal the
same behavior: The condition number xo(C) is reduced significantly during IRKA as shifts converge
to the optimal shifts; the same holds for the reduced input norms ||q*)||o. These observation raises
intriguing theoretical questions about the distribution of the Hs-optimal shifts, as their impact
mimics that of Chebyshev points (as opposed to linearly spaced ones) in polynomial interpolation.
These issues will not be studied here and are left to future papers.

4.2 Stopping criterion and backward stability

Analytically, Ho optimality is satisfied when o = —pu. However, in practice Algorithm [1] will be
terminated once a numerical convergence threshold is met. In this section, we will investigate the
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CD player model: Evolution of KZ(C) during IRKA CD player model: Evolution of || q |¥ during IRKA

102 T T T T T 10!
r=2 r=2
r=16 r=16
r=26 r=26

IRKA iteration index IRKA iteration index

Fig. 2 x2(C) and ||q(*)||2 during IRKA for the CD Player example

ISS1R model: Evolution of nz(C) during IRKA ISS1R model: Evolution of || q |i during IRKA

1020 . . . 108 . .

100 L L L L L L 101 L L L L L L
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

IRKA iteration index IRKA iteration index

Fig. 3 k2(C) and ||q(®)||2 during IRKA for the IRR 1R example

impact of numerical convergence on the resulting reduced model. The pole-placement connection we
established in Section [3] will play a fundamental role in answering this question.

Suppose that in Algorithm [I|a numerical stopping (convergence) criterion has been satisfied, i.e.,
the eigenvalues 1, ..., ux of A, are close to the reflected shifts. Both the shifts o and the computed
eigenvalues p are unordered r—tuples of complex numbers, and we measure their distance using
optimal matching, see Hence, we define the indexing of g = (u1, ..., ) so that

e = (=) lloc = min max |y — (~ow)|-
Recall that the shifts o = {01, ..., 0.} are closed under conjugation, with strictly positive real parts,
and all assumed to be simple. The eigenvalues g = {u1,..., u,} are assumed also simple, and they
are obviously closed under conjugation. With this setup, we write

/Lk:_ak+€kak:1a"'7r7 (37)
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where we note that the e’s are closed under conjugation as well. Our goal is to relate the g;’s and
the quality of the computed reduced order model identified by the triplet (A,,b,,c,) in the sense
of backward error. In particular, we need a yardstick to determine when an ¢j, is small.

There is a caveat here: for given shifts o, the vector p consists of the computed eigenvalues,
thus possibly highly ill-conditioned and computed with large errors. Our analysis here considers the
computed eigenvalues as exact but for a slightly changed input dataﬁ and we focus on the stopping
criterion and how to justify it through a backward stability statement. This means that we want to
interpret the computed reduced order model as an exact reduced order model for an LTI close to
the original one (/1.

The representation of the reduced order model in the primitive basis presented in Section
yields an elegant structure and provides theoretical insights. On the other hand, having numerical
computation in mind, the same structure gives reasons to exercise caution. This caution is particu-
larly justified because, as we showed in Section [3] the ultimate step of the iteration is an eigenvalue
assignment problem: find the shifts o such that the eigenvalues of X, — q(o)e” are the reflected
shifts.

Using , , and Lemma we know that the vector q = [ql qz - - . qT]T satisfies

T T
_ Ti — Pk o i+ 0k —Ek . _
Qi—(Ui—ui)Em—(%z—fz)Eﬁa i=1,...,r (38)
ki ki
We now do the following Gedankenezperiment. Consider the true reflections of the shifts, u; = —o;.

Since the pair (X, e) is controllableﬂ there exists q® such that the eigenvalues of X, — q*e” are
precisely 3, ..., pur. In fact, by the formula , the feedback q°® is explicitly given as

T

o oi+or .
qi720ik1i[10i—0k’ i=1,...,m7 (39)
ki

Comparing and , we see that our computed vector q satisfies

T

° €k __ e .
qi:qikli[l(l_ai—s—ok):qi(l_m)’ 1=1,...,7. (40)

Since all the shifts are in the right-half-plane, |o; + 0| is bounded from below by 2 min; Re(c;) > 0.
We find it desirable to have our actually computed g close to q®, because q°® does exactly what we
would like the computed q to achieve in the limit. This indicates one possible stopping criterion for
the iterations — the maximal allowed distance between the new and the old shifts should guarantee
small |ey/(0; + oy)| for all 4, k.

If we define A® = X, — q®e”, then its eigenvalues are the reflections of the shifts. Comparing
this outcome with the actually computed A, = X, — ge”, we obtain the following result.

6 This is the classical backward error interpretation.
7 Let A € C"*" and b € C". Then, the pair (A, b) is called controllable if rank [b Ab --- A"~1lb] =n.
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Proposition 2 Let Algorithm 1| be stopped with computed A, = X, — qe”, and let the eigenvalues

of A, be pp, = —ox +ex, k=1,...,r. Let
H (1 €k ) 1
k=1 i — Mk

-
I1 (1 -~ if,, ) 1
k=1 POk

Then there exists Ay = A, + dA, with eigenvalues —o1,...,—0o,, and q* = q — 8q such that
Ay =3, —q'e’; [|dq]l> < ellallz2, [dallz < e*ll¢*|2; and

e® = max < 1. (41)

<1, € = max
1<i<r

1<i<r

€k

" )IA]]2)- (42)

10A ]2 < 2e®[AZll2, [[6A ]2 < e([[Ar]2 + (1 + max

Proof Define q°® using and write q = q* + dq. Write the actually computed reduced matrix
A, =X, —qe as
A, =%, —q%e’ —dqe” or A* =X, —q®e’, where A> = A, +dqe’. (43)
Note that || X,||2 = spr(A?) < [|A?]|2. Further, using q®e” = X, — A? and taking the norm we get
VTt < spr(AD) + A2z < 2| ALz,
and thus the norm of §A, = dqe” can be estimated as

10A[l2 = Vr[[dall2 < Vre®lla®(lz < 2¢°(| A7z,
completing the proof. O

Remark 4 We conclude that in the vicinity of our computed data (reduced quantities) A, and q,
there exist A?® and q°* that satisfy the stopping criterion exactly. Both ||A, — A?||2 and ||q — q*||2
are estimated by the size of ||dq||2. But there is a subtlety here: we cannot use ||dq||2 as the stopping
criterion. In other words, if we compute q and conclude that ||g—q®||2 is small, it does not mean that
the uy’s are close to the reflections of the o’s. There is difference between continuity and forward
stability.

Our next goal is to interpret A, and dq as the results of backward perturbations in the initial
data A, b.

Theorem 3 Under the assumptions of Proposition there exist backward perturbations A and
Ob such that the reduced order system

Ar=3,—qe" = (W'V)"WT (A +5A)V|bl =q° = (W'V) "W (b —6b)

T
(]
c, =cC, ‘

corresponds to exact model reduction of the perturbed full-order model described by the triplet of
matrices (A +8A,b — b, c) and has its poles at the reflected shifts. Let Go(s) = cI (sI, — A%) b
and G*(s) = cT(sI,—(A+8A)) "1 (b—4&b) denote the transfer functions of this reduced order system,
and the backward perturbed original system, respectively. Then, Gt (o;) = G*(0;), i = 1,...,r. The
backward perturbations satisfy

k2(V)
blls < ———————¢||b 44
||6 ||2 — COSZ(V’W)EH ||2 ( )
and v 5
K 25. . °
I6A < cosi(V)W) = All2, provided that &* < 1/2 (45)

where ¥V = Range(V) and W = Range(W).
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Proof First, recall that q = UTb, where U7 = (WTV)~!WT. Since U7 has full row-rank, we can
determine &b such that §q = UT'§b. (The unique db of minimal Euclidean norm is b = (UT)tdq €
W.) Using and A, = UTAV we can write then

UTAV + U%6be’ = 3, — UT(b - éb)e”, (46)

where ||dbll2 < [|UT||2/l6qllz < #2(U)|bl|2e. Since we can express e as e = VIf with smallest
possible f = (VT)Te € V, we obtain

A =UT(A +6bfT)V =%, -UT(b-éb)e’. (47)

Set A = dbf” and note that ||6A |2 = ||db]2]/f]|2. From Proposition under the mild assumption
that e® < 1/2, we conclude that

2e* 2||UT||2e®
6 <——||AS d thus ||dblls < ——————||A.]|2-
Bl < <= A e and thus 3l < 2
Since |UT||2 < || V|2 and ||f]2 < V7| VT2, we have
2e® KQ(V)
SA s < ko (V)——[|A,|l, where A < — 2 ) A,
oAl < ka(V) 125 NA e, where (1A, < 200 AL

Further, it holds that
VXY, — (A+6bfT)V=VX, - AV — 6bf"V = be’ — 6be’ = (b — éb)e’,
and this implicitly enforces the interpolation conditions. O

Remark 5 To claim Hermite interpolation, the only freedom left is to change ¢ into ¢ + dc to
guarantee that (o;1— (AT +£6bT))"1(c+dc) € W for i = 1,...,7. In other words, with some 7 x
matrix £2, we should have

WY — (AT + £6bT" )W = (c + dc)e’.

If £2 commutes with X, then dce’ = ce’ (£2 — I) — f6bT W 2. We can take 2 = I and instead
of the equality (which is not possible to to obtain), we can choose dc = —(1/r)fdb? We, which is
the least squares approximation. Even though this least-squares construction might provide a near-
Hermite interpolation, a more elaborate construction is needed to obtain exact Hermite interpolation
for a backward perturbed system. The framework that Beattie et al. [10] provided for Hermite
interpolation of a backward perturbed system in the special case of inexact solves might prove
helpful in this direction.

Our analysis in Section [.1] specifically Theorem [2] illustrated that the condition number of the
Cauchy matrix C plays a crucial role in the perturbation analysis. And the numerical examples
showed that despite Cauchy matrices are known to be extremely ill-conditioned, the IRKA itera-
tions drastically reduced these conditions numbers as the shifts converge to the optimal ones, i.e.,
as IRKA converges. Our analysis in this section now reveals another important quantity measure:

%. Next, we will repeat the same numerical examples of Section and inspect how ko (V)
and —2Y)

m vary during IRKA.
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Ezample 3 We use the same models and experiments from Example [2l During the reduction of the
CD player model to r = 2, r = 16, and r = 26 via IRKA, we record the evolution of k2(V) and

%. The results depicted in Figure (4| show a similar story: Both quantities are drastically

reduced during the iteration and thus leading to significantly smaller backward errors ||dq|| and
[6A]| in Theorem [3]

CD player model: Evolution of nz(V) during IRKA
10%% T T T T T T
é —*—r=2

r=16
r=26

1015

S
=10
<

8
IRKA iteration index IRKA iteration index

Fig. 4 k2(V) and k2(V)/cos(V, W) during IRKA for the CD Player example

We repeat the same experiments for the ISS 1R model and the results are shown in Figure[5| The

conclusion is the same: k2(V) and % are reduced ten orders of magnitudes during IRKA.

ISS1R model: Evolution of nz(V) during IRKA ISS1R model: Evolution of nz(V) / cos(V,W) during IRKA
1020 T T T T T T 102° T T T T T T
—H—r=10 —H—r=10
:8:&20 :8:':20
r=30 r=30
1018 1020
=
>
S 3 \
10" 3 10"
< =~
>
b <
10° 10'° D
100 " L L L | 1 108
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
IRKA iteration index IRKA iteration index

Fig. 5 x2(V) and k2(V)/cos(V, W) during IRKA for ISSIR Example



Revisiting IRKA: Connections with pole placement and backward stability 21

5 Conclusions

By employing primitive rational Krylov bases, we have provided here an analysis for the structure
of reduced order quantities appearing in IRKA that reveals a deep connection to the classic pole-
placement problem. We exploited this connection to motivate algorithmic modifications to IRKA and
developed a complementary backward stability analysis. Several numerical examples demonstrate
IRKAs remarkable tendency to realign shifts (interpolation points) in a way that drastically reduces
the condition numbers of the quantities involved, thus minimizing perturbative effects and accounting
in some measure for IRKAs observed robustness.

References

1. Ahuja, K., Benner, P., de Sturler, E., Feng, L.: Recycling bicgstab with an application to parametric model order
reduction. STAM Journal on Scientific Computing 37(5), S429-S446 (2015)

2. Ahuja, K., de Sturler, E., Gugercin, S., Chang, E.: Recycling BiCG with an application to model reduction. STAM
Journal on Scientific Computing 34(4), A1925-A1949 (2012)

3. Antoulas, A., , Beattie, C., Gugercin, S.: Interpolatory Methods for Model Reduction. Society for Industrial and
Applied Mathematics, to appear (2020)

4. Antoulas, A.: Approximation of Large-Scale Dynamical Systems (Advances in Design and Control). Society for
Industrial and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia, PA, USA (2005)

5. Antoulas, A.C., Beattie, C.A., Gugercin, S.: Interpolatory model reduction of large-scale dynamical systems.
In: J. Mohammadpour, K. Grigoriadis (eds.) Efficient Modeling and Control of Large-Scale Systems, pp. 2-58.
Springer-Verlag (2010)

6. Antoulas, A.C., Sorensen, D.C., Gugercin, S.: A survey of model reduction methods for large-scale systems.
Contemporary Mathematics 280, 193-219 (2001)

7. Beattie, C., Gugercin, S.: Krylov-based minimization for optimal H2 model reduction. In: Proceedings of 46th
IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pp. 4385-4390 (2007)

8. Beattie, C., Gugercin, S.: A trust region method for optimal H2 model reduction. In: Proceedings of 48th IEEE
Conference on Decision and Control, pp. 5370-5375 (2009)

9. Beattie, C., Gugercin, S.: Realization-independent Hz-approximation. In: Proceedings of 51st IEEE Conference
on Decision and Control, pp. 4953 — 4958 (2012)

10. Beattie, C., Gugercin, S., Wyatt, S.: Inexact solves in interpolatory model reduction. Linear Algebra and its
Applications 436(8), 29162943 (2012)

11. Benner, P., Breiten, T.: Interpolation-based H2-model reduction of bilinear control systems. SIAM J. Matrix
Anal. Appl. 33, 859-885 (2012)

12. Benner, P., Goyal, P., Gugercin, S.: Ha-quasi-optimal model order reduction for quadratic-bilinear control systems.
SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications 39(2), 983-1032 (2018)

13. Benner, P., Kohler, M., Saak, J.: Sparse-dense Sylvester equations in Hz-model order reduction. Tech. Rep.
MPIMD/11-11, Max Planck Institute Magdeburg Preprints (2011)

14. Benner, P., Ohlberger, M., Cohen, A., Willcox, K.: Model Reduction and Approximation. Society for Industrial
and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia, PA (2017). DOI 10.1137/1.9781611974829. URL https://epubs.siam.
org/doi/abs/10.1137/1.9781611974829

15. Breiten, T., Beattie, C., Gugercin, S.: Near-optimal frequency-weighted interpolatory model reduction. Systems
& Control Letters 78, 8-18 (2015)

16. Bunse-Gerstner, A., Kubalinska, D., Vossen, G., Wilczek, D.: Haz-optimal model reduction for large
scale discrete dynamical MIMO systems. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics (2009).
Do0i:10.1016/j.cam.2008.12.029

17. Chahlaoui, Y., Dooren, P.V.: A collection of benchmark examples for model reduction of linear time invariant
dynamical systems. Tech. rep., SLICOT Working Note 2002-2 (2002)

18. Chahlaoui, Y., Van Dooren, P.: Benchmark examples for model reduction of linear time-invariant dynamical
systems. In: P. Benner, D. Sorensen, V. Mehrmann (eds.) Dimension Reduction of Large-Scale Systems, pp.
379-392. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg (2005)

19. Draijer, W., Steinbuch, M., Bosgra, O.: Adaptive control of the radial servo system of a compact disc player.
Automatica 28(3), 455-462 (1992). DOI 10.1016/0005-1098(92)90171-B


https://epubs.siam.org/doi/abs/10.1137/1.9781611974829
https://epubs.siam.org/doi/abs/10.1137/1.9781611974829

22

C. Beattie et al.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.
46.

Drma¢, Z., Gugercin, S., Beattie, C.: Quadrature-based vector fitting for discretized Ho approximation. SIAM
Journal on Scientific Computing 37(2), A625-A652 (2015). DOI 10.1137/140961511. URL https://doi.org/10.
1137/140961511

Drmaé, Z., Gugercin, S., Beattie, C.: Vector fitting for matrix-valued rational approximation. SIAM Journal on
Scientific Computing 37(5), A2346-A2379 (2015). DOI 10.1137/15M1010774. URL https://doi.org/10.1137/
15M1010774

Eisenstat, S., Ipsen, I.: Three Absolute Perturbation Bounds for Matrix Eigenvalues Imply Relative Bounds.
SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 20, 149 (1998)

Elsner, L., Friedland, S.: Singular Values Doubly Stochastic Matrices and Applications. Linear Algebra and its
Applications 220(1), 161-170 (1995)

Ferrante, A., Krajewski, W., Lepschy, A., Viaro, U.: Convergent algorithm for Ly model reduction. Automatica
35, 75-79 (1999)

Flagg, G., C., B., Gugercin, S.: Convergence of the iterative rational krylov algorithm. Systems & Control Letters
61(6), 688 — 691 (2012). DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sysconle.2012.03.005. URL http://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0167691112000576

Flagg, G., Gugercin, S.: Multipoint Volterra series interpolation and Ha optimal model reduction of bilinear
systems. STAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications 36, 549-579 (2015)

Goyal, P., Redmann, M.: Time-limited h2-optimal model order reduction. Applied Mathematics and Computation
355, 184-197 (2019)

Gugercin, S.: An iterative SVD-Krylov based method for model reduction of large-scale dynamical systems. Linear
Algebra and Its Applications 428(8-9), 1964-1986 (2008)

Gugercin, S., Antoulas, A.C., Beattie, C.: H2 model reduction for large-scale linear dynamical systems. SIAM J.
Matrix Anal. Appl. 30, 609638 (2008). DOI 10.1137/060666123. URL http://portal.acm.org/citation.cfm?
1d=1461865.1461876

Gugercin, S., Antoulas, A.C., Bedrossian, M.: Approximation of the international space station 1r and 12a flex
models. In: Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pp. 1515-1516 (2001). DOI 10.1109/
CDC.2001.981109

He, C., Laub, A., Mehrmann, V.: Placing plenty of poles is pretty preposterous. Tech. rep., Preprint SPC 95-17,
Forschergruppe Scientific Parallel Computing, Fakultt fiir Mathematik, TU Chemnitz-Zwickau http://www.tu-
chemnitz.de/stb393/Files/AFS /spc95_17.ps.Z (1995)

Hokanson, J., Magruder, C.: Hz-optimal model reduction using projected nonlinear least squares (1811.11962)
(2018). URL jhttps://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11962

Hyland, D., Bernstein, D.: The optimal projection equations for model reduction and the relationships among the
methods of Wilson, Skelton, and Moore. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 30(12), 1201-1211 (1985)
Krajewski, W., Lepschy, A., Redivo-Zaglia, M., Viaro, U.: A program for solving the L2 reduced-order model
problem with fixed denominator degree. Numerical Algorithms 9(2), 355-377 (1995)

Krajewski, W., Viaro, U.: Iterative—interpolation algorithms for Lo model reduction. Control and Cybernetics
38(2), 543-554 (2009)

Mehrmann, V., Xu, H.: An analysis of the pole placement problem. I. the single-input case. Electronic Transactions
on Numerical Analysis 4, 89-105 (1996)

Mehrmann, V., Xu, H.: Choosing poles so that the single-input pole placement problem is well conditioned. STAM
J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 19(3), 664-681 (1998)

Meier III, L., Luenberger, D.: Approximation of linear constant systems. Automatic Control, IEEE Transactions
on 12(5), 585-588 (1967)

Panzer, H., Jaensch, S., Wolf, T., Lohmann, B.: A greedy rational Krylov method for H2-pseudooptimal model
order reduction with preservation of stability. In: American Control Conference, 2013, pp. 5512-5517 (2013)
Poussot-Vassal, C.: An iterative svd-tangential interpolation method for medium-scale mimo systems approxima-
tion with application on flexible aircraft. In: 2011 50th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control and European
Control Conference, pp. 7117-7122. IEEE (2011)

Spanos, J., Milman, M., Mingori, D.: A new algorithm for L? optimal model reduction. Automatica 28(5),
897-909 (1992)

Van Dooren, P., Gallivan, K., Absil, P.: Hz-optimal model reduction of MIMO systems. Applied Mathematics
Letters 21(12), 1267-1273 (2008)

Vuillemin, P., Poussot-Vassal, C., Alazard, D.: H2 optimal and frequency limited approximation methods for
large-scale LTI dynamical systems. IFAC Proceedings Volumes 46(2), 719-724 (2013)

Zigi¢, D., Watson, L., Beattie, C.: Contragredient transformations applied to the optimal projection equations.
Linear Algebra and Its Applications 188, 665-676 (1993)

Wilson, D.: Optimum solution of model-reduction problem. Proc. IEE 117(6), 1161-1165 (1970)

Xu, Y., Zeng, T.: Optimal Hs model reduction for large scale MIMO systems via tangential interpolation. Inter-
national Journal of Numerical Analysis and Modeling 8(1), 174-188 (2011)


https://doi.org/10.1137/140961511
https://doi.org/10.1137/140961511
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1010774
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1010774
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167691112000576
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167691112000576
http://portal.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1461865.1461876
http://portal.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1461865.1461876
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11962

	1 Introduction
	2 Structure in the primitive bases
	3 A pole placement connection
	4 Perturbation effects and backward stability in IRKA
	5 Conclusions

