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FIEDLER LINEARIZATIONS OF MULTIVARIABLE STATE-SPACE
SYSTEM AND ITS ASSOCIATED SYSTEM MATRIX

NAMITA BEHERA * AND AVISEK BIST 1

Abstract. Linearization is a standard method in the computation of eigenvalues and eigenvec-
tors of matrix polynomials. In the last decade a variety of linearization methods have been developed
in order to deal with algebraic structures and in order to construct efficient numerical methods. An
important source of linearizations for matrix polynomials are the so called Fiedler pencils, which
are generalizations of the Frobenius companion form and these linearizations have been extended to
regular rational matrix function which is the transfer function of LTI State-space system in [I} [6].
We consider a multivariable state-space system and its associated system matrix S(A). We introduce
Fiedler pencils of S(\) and describe an algorithm for their construction. We show that Fiedler pencils
are linearizations of the system matrix S(A).

Key words. rational matrix valued function, matrix polynomial, linearization, linearization,
Rosenbrock system matrix.

AMS subject classifications. 65F15, 15A21, 65L80, 65L05, 34A30.

1. Introduction. We denote by C[)\] the polynomial ring over the complex field
C. Further, we denote by C™*™ and C[\]"*"™, respectively, the vector spaces of m xn
matrices and matrix polynomials over C.

Consider a matrix polynomial P(\) = Z;‘n:() MAj;, Aj € C™", Then a matrix
polynomial P()) is said to be regular if det(P(X)) # 0 for some A € C. Linearization is
a standard method for solving polynomial eigenvalue problems P(A)z = 0. Let P(\)
be an n X n matrix polynomial (regular or singular) of degree m. Then an mn X mn
matrix pencil L(A) := X 4+ AY is said to be a linearization [12] of P()) if there are
mn X mn unimodular matrix polynomials U(A) (the determinant of U()\), is a nonzero
constant for all A € C.) and V() such that

UML)V (A) = diag(Tn—1yn, P(A))

for all A € C, where I}, denotes the k x k identity matrix. Linearizations of matrix
polynomials have been studied extensively over the years, see [12] [15] and references
therein. Recently, a new family of linearizations of matrix polynomials referred to as
Fiedler linearizations (or Fiedler pencils) has been introduced and is an active area of
research, see [5] [I1] and references therein. One of the distinctive features of a Fiedler
pencil L(A) of the matrix polynomial P()) is that its construction is operation free,
that is, block entries of L(\) are either 0 or I, or the coefficient matrices of P(\),
and that L()\) allows an easy (operation free) recovery of eigenvectors of P()\) from
the eigenvectors of L(A) [I1}, [].

In this paper we extend the concept of Fiedler linearization from LTT state-space
system to general multivariable state-space system and associated system matrix.
In particular, in this paper we discuss the solution (finding eigenvalues A € C and
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eigenvectors v € C™) of multivariable state-space system %

A(%)ﬂszmw, d .

y(t)=Cz(t)+ D (E) u(t) t>0,

such that S(A)v = 0, where A(\) = Z?io M A; € C[A]™*™ is a regular matrix polyno-
mial of degree dg, D(\) = Z?:DO M D; € C[A]™*™ is a matrix polynomial of degree
dp, and C € C™*™ B € C™ ™, and its associate Rosenbrock system matrix S(\),

S()\) _ [ Ag) D_(f)\g) }C[/\]n-‘rm,n-i-m (1'2)

and the associated transfer function
R(\) = D(\) +CA(\)"'B e C(\)™™. (1.3)

Next, consider a more general linear multivariable time invariant state-space sys-
tem X3 on the positive half line R, in the representation

0:A<%)ﬂﬂ+8<%)wm
y(t) = C (%) 2(t) + D (%) u(t). (1.4)

The function u : Rt — R™ is the input vector, z : Ry — R” is the state vector,
y : Ry — RP is the output vector, and for M (\) = Z?:o M;\" € C[AJPP we use M (%)

to denote the differential operator Zf:o Mi%, where % denotes time-differentiation.
The associated matrix polynomial is

AN | BV

S(A) = { cOy DOy } € C[A|+m)(ptm) (1.5)

The associate transfer function is defined by
R(\) := D(\) — C(N)AN)"IB(N) € C\)PP, (1.6)

where, denoting by C[A]P’P the vector space of p X p matrix polynomials, we assume
that A(X) € C[]A™™, B(\) € CI\™P, C(X\) € C[A\]»™, D(A\) € C[\]PP.

Notice that in (I.2)) we consider B and C' are constant matrices.

Rational eigenvalue problems arise in many applications, see e.g. [10, [I8] 19| 22]
and the references therein. Rational matrix value functions of this form arise e.g. in
linear system theory, see e.g. [21].

If A()) is regular, i.e., det A(\) does not vanish identically, then performing a
Schur complement, one obtains the rational matrix function (6] which, in frequency
domain, describes the transfer function from the Laplace transformed input to the
Laplace transformed output of the system. In this case S(A) is called a Rosenbrock
system matriz, see [20].

Conversely, if one has a given rational matric function of the form (L], then one
can always interpret it as originating from a Rosenbrock system matrix of the form

2



(CX). Such rational matrix valued functions arise from realizations of input-output
data, see e.g. [16], or in model order reduction, see e.g. [4] [13].
We consider the general square polynomial eigenvalue problem

zo | _ [_LAQN) | B || 2o | _

S(Xo) [ o ] = [ cOy DO } [ w } =0 (1.7)

If A and D are square and regular, then one can form the rational function R(\)

as in (L) and, since det S(A) = det A(\) det R(A), it is clear that the eigenvalues of
S(A) are the eigenvalues of A and R combined and the eigenvalues of A(\) are the
poles of R. We restrict ourselves to rational functions of the form (L] with regular
A(M\) and we assume for simplicity that B,C are constant matrices in A. All the
results can be extended (with a lot of technicalities) to the case that B, C depend on

A
The system X given in ([4]) is said to be in state-space form if it is given by

Ei(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t)

(1.8)
y(t) = Ca(t) + P(Nu(t),

where P(A\) € C[A]"*™ is a matrix polynomial and A, E € C™*™ with E being

nonsingular, B € C"*™ C € C™*™ are constant matrices, see [2I]. For linear time

invariant (LTI) state-space system given in (L8]), there is a state-space framework

developed in [1] to study the zeros of LTI system in state space form.

For computing zeros of a linear time-invariant system X in state-space form, it has
been introduced Fiedler-like pencils and Rosenbrock linearization of the Rosenbrock
system polynomial S()) associated with ¥. Also, it has shown that the Fiedler-like
pencils are Rosenbrock linearizations of the system polynomial S(X), see [T, 2] B} [7]

Next, for the higher order linear time invariant (LTT) state-space system X1 given
by

d
P <a> x(t) = Bu(t), (L.9)
y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t),

where P(A) = 77" MA; € C[A]"™*" is regular matrix polynomial of degree m and
D e C™*",C € C"™™ B € C"*", there is a state-space framework developed in [g]
to study the zeros of ¥;. To study the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the system
matrix associated with 3; recently, it has been introduced Fiedler-like pencils and
Rosenbrock linearization system polynomial associated with ;. Also, it has shown
that the Fiedler-like pencils are Rosenbrock linearizations of the system polynomial,
see [8]

In this paper we study the relationship between the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of a rational eigenvalue problem given in the form of a transfer function (L6, its
polynomial representation as a Rosenbrock matrix and associated linearizations. we
introduce Fiedler linearizations of the system matrix S(\) given in (I2)) which is also
helpful to study zeros of the system ¥ given in (LIJ). This problem has recently has
been studied for higher order state-space system in [8] and we will extend these results
to the Multivariable state-space case.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we recall the definition and some
properties of matrix which we need throughout this paper. In section B we extend
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the results of Fiedler pencils for Rosenbrock system from [1l [6] to multivariable state
space system. That is, we show that the state-space framework so developed in [I]
could be gainfully used to linearize (Fiedler linearizations) a multivariable state-space
system. In particular, we define Fiedler pencils for S(X) given in (IL2]) and describe an
algorithm for their construction. In Section 4 we prove that these are linearizations
for associate system matrix S(\).

Notation. An m x n rational matrix function R(\) is an m x n matrix whose
entries are rational functions of the form p(\)/q()\), where p(\) and g(\) are scalar
polynomials in C[A]. We denote the j-th column of the n x n identity matrix I,, by e;
and the transpose of a matrix A by A”.

2. Basic Concepts. DEFINITION 2.1. [17] Let A € C™*™ B € CP*1. Then the
Kronecker product (tensor product) of A and B is defined by

allB alnB
AR B = . € Cmrxng,

amiB - ammB

One of the properties of Kronecker product is as follows: Let A € C™*" B €
Cr*s C e C"*P, D € C**t. Then (A® B)(C ® D) = (AC @ BD) € C™xpt,
In order to systematically generate the Fiedler linearizations for Rosenbrock sys-
tem matrices, we need a few concepts introduced in [T1].
DEFINITION 2.2. Let o :{0,1,...,p—1} = {1,2,...,p} be a bijection.
(1) Forj=0,...,p—2, the bijection is said to have a consecution at j if o(j) <
o(j+ 1) and o has an inversion at j if o(j) > o(j + 1).
(2) The tuple CISS(o) := (¢1, 11, C2, %2, ..., c1,4;) s called the consecution-inversion
structure sequence of o, where o has ¢1 consecutive consecutions at0,1,...,¢1—
1; 41 consecutive inversions at c1,¢1 +1,...,¢c1 +11 — 1 and so on, up to i
mversions at p—1 —14;,...,p— 2.
(8) The total number of consecutions and inversions in o is denoted by c(o) and

l l
i(0), respectively, i.e., c(o) = >_ ¢;, i(0) = . ij, and ¢(o) +i(o) =p—1.
j=1 j=1

DEFINITION 2.3. [T1] Let P(A\) = Ag + AAy + -+ + A" Ay, be a matriz polyno-
mial of degree m. For k = 0,...m, the degree k Horner shift of P(\) is the matriz
polynomial Py(N) := Ayt + M _py1 + -+ N A,,. These Horner shifts satisfy the
following:

Po(A) = Apm, Peri(N) = APe(A) + A1, for 0<k <m—1, Pp()) = P()).

DEFINITION 2.4. [15] Matriz polynomial U(X) is said to be unimodular if det U ()
is a nonzero constant, independent of X. Two matriz polynomials P(\) and Q(\) are
said to be equivalent if there exists unimodular matrices U(X) and V(X), such that
Q) =UNPNV(N). IfU(N),V(XN) are constant matrices, then P(X) and Q(\) are
said to be strictly equivalent.

Let X(A\) € C(A)™*™ be a rational matrix function. The normal rank [20] of
X (X) is denoted by nrank(X) and is given by nrank(X) := max rank(X (\)) where
the maximum is taken over all A € C which are not poles of the entries of X (\). If
nrank(X) = n = m then X()) is said to be regular, otherwise X (\) is said to be
singular.



A complex number A is said to be an eigenvalue of the system matrix S(\) if
rank(S(A)) < nrank(S). An eigenvalue A of S(\) is called an invariant zero of the
system 3. We denote the set of eigenvalues of S(\) by Sp(S).

Let G(A) € C(A\)™*™ be a rational matrix function and let

SM(G())) = diag (iig% A Z:E;; ; Om—k,n—k)

be the Smith-McMillan form [I4], 20] of G(X), where the scalar polynomials ¢;(\) and
1;(\) are monic, are pairwise coprime and, ¢;(A) divides ¢;1(\) and ¥;+1(X) divides
Yi(A), for i =1,2,...,k — 1. The polynomials ¢1(A),...,dr(N\) and 1 (N), ..., ()
are called invariant zero polynomials and invariant pole polynomials of G(X), respec-
tively. Define

k k
da(N) == H@-(A) and Pg(N) = H%(A).

A complex number A is said to be a zero of G(\) if ¢ (N) = 0 and a complex number
A is said to be a pole of G(A) if g (A) = 0. The spectrum Sp(G) of G()) is given by
Sp(G) :={A € C: ¢¢(A) = 0}. That is Sp(G) is the set of zeros of G(N), see [I].

3. Fiedler pencils for Rosenbrock system matrix. In this section we define
Fiedler pencils for system polynomial S(\) and describe an algorithm for their con-
struction. Let us consider a Rosenbrock system of the form (L2 with B, C constant
in A,

SO\ = [ Ag) D‘(ff) }(C[)\]"*m’"“” (3.1)

and the associated transfer function

R(\) = D(\) +CA\)'B e F(\)™™
where for A(\) = Y204 A A; € C[A™" is regular and D(\) = 2920 M D; € C[A™™.
Our aim is to study linearizations of R(\) and its relation to linearizations of S(A).

The most simple way to perform a direct linearization is to consider a first com-
panion form

Ci(MNw:=AX+Y)w =0, (3.2)

where




[ Ady1 Agyo A | 0 0 -B]
~I, 0 0 0 0
v ~I, 0 0
' 0 0 C |Dap1 Dap s -~ Do |’
0 0| —In 0 - 0
i 0 I, 0 |

and

(AN ") Bz
AIp—1y
\ip—24

T

It is easy to see that if A is an eigenvalue of R(\) then R(A)z = 0 if and only if
Cl(/\)w =0

An important class of linearizations (which include the first companion form (B.2])
as special case) that has recently received a lot of attention are the Fielder pencils,
[BL @, [I1]. Introducing Fiedler matrices M;, i = 0,1,...,d associated with A(\) =
Z?ﬁo N A; € CIN™™ of degree da, defined by

[ Ad Id -1
My, = A , My := | "(da—bn ,
a Ig\—1yn ] 0 [ —40
[ Tiau—i—1)n
M; = _IAi % ci=1,...,dsa—1, (3.3)
L I(ifl)n
see e.g. [11].
Ifo:4{0,1,...,m—1} — {1,2,...,m} is a bijection, then one furthermore defines
the products My := My—1(1yMg-1(2) - - - My—1(,. Note that o(7) describes the position

of the factor M; in the product My; i.e., o(i) = j means that M; is the jth factor in
the product.

Based on the Fiedler matrices, then for given A(\) € F[A]™™ of degree d4 and a
bijection o, in [I1] the associated Fiedler pencil is defined as the dan x dan matrix
pencil

Lo(A) i= AMg, — My1(1y - My1(a,) = AMg, — M,. (3.4)

This concept was extended in [T, 2, [B] [7, [6) 8] for square Rosenbrock systems of
the state-space form (L8) and ([L9). In [I] also a multiplication-free algorithm is
presented to construct Fiedler pencils for square system polynomials and it is shown
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that these Fiedler pencils are linearizations of the system polynomial and as well as
of the associated transfer functions under some appropriate conditions.

Extending the definition of [I], based on the idea of the companion like form (B.2]),
we define nd4 x nd4 Fiedler matrices associated with A(X\) € F[A]™"™ as in (83)), and
Fiedler matrices associated with the matrix polynomial D(A) € F[A]"™™ by

[ Dy Tap—1
Ny, = D , Ny := | “(do=m ,
dD Iap—1ym ] ’ [ ~Dyo
Iy —i—1ym b
- —Hi dp | — _
N, = Pl ci=1,....dp—1.  (3.5)
i Ii—1ym

Based on the Fiedler matrices, then for given D(A) € F[A]"™ of degree dp and a
bijection o, in [I1] the associated Fiedler pencil is defined as the dpm x dpm matrix
pencil

TU(/\) = /\NdD — N(T*l(l) . 'Nafl(dp) = )\NdD — NU. (36)

Note that M;M; = M;M;, N;N; = N;N; for |i—j| > 1 and except for the terms with
index 0, d4 and dp, respectively, each M; and N; is invertible. We then have the
following definition of Fiedler matrices for Rosenbrock matrices S(\) € C[AJ*Tmntm
given in (L2).

DEFINITION 3.1. Consider a system polynomial S(\) as in (IL.2) and let d =
max{da,dp}, = min{da,dp}. Define (dan + dpm) x (dan + dpm) matrices
Mo, v ,Md by

[ Ia,—1)n
M. — —Ao (edAegD)(g)B
0= I
(del)m
L _(edoegA)‘X’O ‘ =Dy
_ [ MP (edAe:;lFD)(X)B }
_(edDeéA)®C NO
_ My | (ea, ® B)(e] ® ) ]
| —(eap @ In)(e], ® O) | No ’
C AL |
Tig,_ M
My = (da—t)n = [ da ] ,
d Da, | Nap
I lap—1ym
[ Tig,—i—1)n 1
_Az In
1, 0
M, = Ii—1yn
Igp—i—1)m
-D; I,
I, 0
I Iii—1ym |
:_Mi Ni:|77,—17. ,T—l,




and

[ Tiaa—i—1)n
—A;, I,
Mi = In 0
Ii—1)n
| | IdDm
= MZ :|’Z—T7T+157dA_1’ if dD<dA7
L IdDm
[ IdAn |
Igp—i—1)m

M, = -D; I,

L I(ifl)m

_ %} i=da,da+1,....dp—1, ifdp > da.

Observe that as in [I] one has M;M; = M;Mj; for |[¢ — j| > 1 and all M; (except
possibly My, My) are invertible.

The associated Fiedler pencils are then defined as follows.

DEFINITION 3.2. Consider a system polynomial S(\) as in (L2) and let d =
max{da,dp}, r = min{da,dp}. Let My,..., My be Fiedler matrices associated with
S(A\) as in Definition[31l. Given any bijection o : {0,1,...,d — 1} — {1,2,...,d},
the matriz pencil

Lg(/\) = /\Md - MU—l(l) c 'MU—l(m) = /\Md - MU. (37)

is called the Fiedler pencil of S(X\) associated with o. We also refer to L,(\) as a
Fiedler pencil of R(N).

The companion like form given in (B2), then is

C1(\) = AMg — Mg_; - - - M; M
8



and the associated second companion form of S(A) is

Ca(A) = A\My + MM - - - Mg_oMy_4 (3.8)
C A, -
I,
1
= )\ n
Dy,
I,
- Im -
[ Ag,—1 —1In 0 T
AdA,Q 0
: I, 0
Ap 0 0 -B 0 0
+ 0 Dus 7. 0 (3.9)
Dgp,-1
0 : —1I,
e 0 ... 0 Do 0 ... 0 |

EXAMPLE 3.1. Let R(\) = A(\) + CD(A\)7"!B € C™" with A(\) = Ao +
A1 + AN2A5 + N3A3,A; € C™™ be a matriz polynomial of degree 3 and D(\) =
Do + AD1 + XDy, D; € C™X™ be a matriz polynomial of degree 2. Here d4 > dp,
r=2andd=3. Let o1 = (1,3,2) and o2 = (2,3,1) be bijections from {0,1,2} to
{1, 2, 3} Then La’l ()\) = )\Mg - MOM2M1 and La-2 ()\) = )\Mg - MQMOM:[. Then the
Fiedler matrices for G(\) are given by

I, O 0 0 0 1, 0 0
0o I, 0 0 0 0 —-A; I
My = 0 0 —-45| 0 B M; = 0 1, 0
0 O 0 I, 0 -D: I,
0 O —C‘ 0 —Dy ‘ I, 0
—-As I, O Az
1, 0 O 1,
My = 0 0 I, My = I,
Im D2
s o
Then
—-Ay A I, 0 0
1, 0 0 0 0
M,, = 0 —Ag O B 0
0 0 0|-Dy I,
0 -C 0|-Dg O



My —

Ap + NA1 +

Do+ Dy +/\2D2+)\3D3+)\4D4, D; e Cmxm,

Loy (A).

3, d = 4. Consider L,(\)

Then the Fiedler matrices for G(\) are given by

A(\) + CD(N)"1B € C™" with A(N)

)\2142 +)\3A3, A; € C"*™ and D(/\)

By using the commutativity relation it is easy to check that Ly, ()
EXAMPLE 3.2. Let G())

Here, dgy = 3, dp = 4, da < dp and r

MoMoM; M;.

+ m Il
oS b
cocoloo o g = WM
~ cocoflooo I
~ : L S oo
Q o«
00000D1m cooloo Eo \\nA/owAM
[ ~ ~— ~
< =+ I coo
g coo|focoo {
coofo foo ~ . uMZD“A/
) | 3% SE eee
OOOImOOO OOOJImOO oo o 0./%00 e ITL <
vnA lﬂ‘% o.fo
o,foloocoo coflcos — o Cwm W
coolooo E coRf ODOD g ® AmA s
. ~ | | W4+ 35 @7~
o< floooo o . fofloocoo S |
= =~ OC\D/
OOOOOImAu g _MBD . < o
. Lfooloooo OOOIOOO | Il N ~°°
fooloocoo —~ :G
0000[th0 m o~ /\IA\\\IA/d &
Il S
] L cooRRA o D/D\df
s = 000D4000 Lo O M%
. ~3 Q
+ S
~
E S S S oolocoocoo HA/a RS
coMfooo — & m
, S = con
— (=]
0000%00 o fofeeco AOA OOOC An 37W
coolos fe I A
S - w ) S oo
~ <oolecoco — 'S
cooloR Eo ~ < e DF
cocolo foo = _ <t = (Ad
~ oo oo o -~ QL OoOo
I ) O v
o coo|focoo g ® W =
coo|fooo [~ = L ! ¥ I I <
~ L.m O oo
<
4 cofoocoo I 3dm !
UUAOnZUh,U © 3A <
I M . & L o, fo
foofoocoo M <L by =
o . folcooo ) I_IHM
K = foo
a — M ~
<, folpooo o 2m
InOOUUOO | MQAX o)
I M\Am :
I ~ N = +C !
=) = L U o
s = T oS
& z82

Then,



Having introduced the basic idea of generating Fiedler pencils for Rosenbrock
system polynomials given in ([.2)), now we will analyze these constructed pencils.

THEOREM 3.3. Let S(A) be given in (IZ). Let d = max(da,dp) and o :
{0,1,...,d — 1} — {1,2,...,d} be a bijection. Let L,(\), T5(A) and L,(X\) be the
Fiedler pencils of A(X) of degree da, D(N) of degree dp and S(X), respectively, as-
sociated with o, that is, Ly(\) := AMg, — My, Ty(\) := ANg4,, — Ny and L,(X) =

M, — If U_l G Lo ,Oq ) for some bijections o1 and os, then
Lo(\) = { Lo ) | =My, (cascs,, © B)No, } |
Noy (eapeq, @ C)Mo, | T,(\)

Further, if CISS(c) = (c1,41,...,¢1,4;) then

Ls(N\) | —ea el . ®B ] )
L,(\) = A_dp—c , >0
(M) { edDegA_cl ®C | Ts(N) if e
and
Lg()\) | —C€(da—i )eg ® B ] .
Ly(A) = A1) dp , if c1 = 0.
W [ Cap-in)€a, ©C | () fo

Thus the map (Fiedler(A), Fiedler(D)) — Fiedler(S), (AMy, — My, ANg, — Ny) —>
MM, — M, is a bijection, where Fiedler(A), Fiedler(D) and Fiedler(S), respectively,
denote the set of Fiedler pencils of A(X), D(N\) and S(N).

Proof. We have L,(\) = \M,,, — M, = AM,,, — M, MyM,,,

:/\[MdA| 0 }_[M(,1| 0 }[ Mo |(edAedTD)®B][MUZ| 0 }
0 | Nap [ —(eapey )@ C | No 0 [ Noy

[ M| 0 M,, MyM,, | M, (ca el ® B)N,,

B |: 0 | NdD ] |: NUl (edDedA ®C) | NG’1N0N0'2 ]

_ Lo(N) | —M,, (ea el ®B)N

o { No, (eapel, ©@ C)M,, | T,(\) ] :

Now suppose that CISS(o) = (¢1, i1, ..., ¢, %)

Case I : Suppose that ¢; > 0. Then by commutativity relation we have M, =
M,, MoM; - - - M., with ¢;+1 € 1. Thus M, = M,, MgM,,, where M, = M - -- M,
Hence

e o] et o]
’ [ Now || —(eapeg)@C ] Ny 0 | N,
_ { My, MoM,, | Mo, (eq el ® B)N,, }
—No, (eapel, ©® C) M, | No, NoN, '

Since j € oy implies that j > ¢; + 1, we have M,, = [ * 7 } and N,, =
cin

[ * - } This shows that My, (eq, ®1n) = eq, ®I, and Ny, (eq, @Im) = €a,, @Im.
cym

So, we have My, (eq, ® B) = eq, ® B. Next, we have Ny, (eqpe), ® C)M,, =
11



No, (eap @1Im) (el @ C) My, and My, (e €] @B)No, = My, (ea, ®B)(e]  @1,n)No,.
Now, we have

, . Itas—2)n .
(eq, ® In)My = (eg, ® I) _[Al 1(7)1 = (Ca,—1 © In),
Ig,—3)n
T T _A2 In T
(eq, ® L) M1 Mz = (eq, 1 ® In) I, 0 = (Ca,—2 © In),

and so on. Thus (el & I,)M{My--- M., = (el ® I,). Hence (e}, ® In)M,, =

da—c1

el ®I,) and (—(eT R CYM,, = —(eT ® (). Similarly, we have
2

da—cq da—cq da—cy

Itap—2)m
(egp ® Im)Nl = (egp ® Im) _Dl Im = (e§D71 ® Im)’
I 0
Igp—3ym
T T Dy Ipn T
(eqp, ® Im)N1N2 = (eq,,_1 ® Im) L, 0 = (Cdp—2 @ Im),

and so on. Thus (e ® I;,)N1Na---Ne, = (ef ., ® I,). Hence (e ® I,,)N,, =
(€], —c, ®Im). Now, we have Ng, (eape), ® In) My, = Ny, (eq, @ In)(e], @ C) M,
(eapel, _c,®Iy) and —(Ng, eqpel @C) My, = —(eape], _,, ®C). Similarly, My, (eq e @
B)Ng, = (eq €} _., ® B). Consequently, we have

Lo(N) | —eq.el  ®B
Lo(A) = AM,, — M, = 2%n—c,
() { PPN =Y o B Py

Case 11 : Suppose that ¢; = 0. Then o has ¢; inversions at 0. Hence by commu-
tativity relations we have M, = M, --- MiMoM,, =: M,, MyM,, with i1 +1 € o9.
Hence

M _{M01| H Mo |(edAedTD)®BHMc,2| 0 ]
’ | Noy | [ —(eapel,)@C|] Ny 0 | M.,
_ |: M01M0M0'2 | Mgl (edAegD ®B>NU2 :|
—No, (eapeq, ©@ C) M, | No, NoNo, '

Since j € o9 implies that j > i; + 1, we have M,, = [ * T } and N,, =
mn

[ * - } . This shows that (¢, ©1,)M,, = €T @I, and (¢, @1,,)Ny, = €5 @1,

i1m

12



Hence (—el ® C)M,, = —e} @ C. Next, we have

I(m—2)n
Ml(edA ®In) = _Al I, (edA ®In) = (edAfl ®In)v
I I, 0
[ Tiau—3)n
—As I,
MyMi(ea, © 1) = o0 (eas1®In) = (eay—2 @ ILy).
I,

Thus M;, --- MaMi(eq, ®1In) = (eq,—i, @ I,). Hence My, (eq, @ In) = (e(a,—iy) ®In)
and My, (eq, ® B) = (e(a4—i,) ® B). Similarly, we have

[ Ttap—2ym
Nl(edD & Im) = _Dl Im (edD & Im) = (edD—l & Im)u
I I, 0
[ Ttap—3ym
—-Dy I,
NaNi(eap ® Im) = P (dp—1 @ Im) = (eap—2 ® In)-
I,

Thus Ny, -+ NaNi(eqp, @1Im) = (€dp—iy @Im). Hence Ny, (edp @1Im) = (€(dp—iy) @Im)-
Now, we have Ny, (eq, edTA ®I,)My, = No, (eqp ®Im)(edTA ®RC)My, = (edD_iledA ®1,)
and —(Ny, eqpe), © C)My, = —(eap—i ey, © C). Similarly, My, (eq e ® B)Ng, =
(eds—i e, ® B). Consequently, we have

La()%) | —e@a—i€q, @B
€(dp—in€i, ® C' | T5(N)

Lo(A) = AM,,, — M, =

Note that for each Z,j € o, we have MZMJ = MjMi, NZNJ = NJNl =4 MlMJ = MJMl
Hence it follows that #(Fiedler(A), Fiedler(D)) = #(Fiedler(S)). This completes the
proof. O

da dp .
THEOREM 3.4. Let S(A) be in (I.2) with A(\) = > N A;, A, € C™", S N'D,;, D; €
i=0 i=0
Cm>m_ Suppose that da > dp. Let o : {0,1,...,da — 1} = {1,2,...,da} be a bijec-
tion. The following algorithm constructs a sequence of matrices {Wo, W1,... , Wy, o},
where each matriz W; fori=1,2,...,da — 2 is partitioned into blocks in such a way
that the blocks of W;_1 are blocks of W;.

13



Algorithm 1 Construction of M, for L, (\) := AMg, — M,.

da
STATA; -B
. _ 1=0
Input: s») = T
D,
i=0
{1,2,...,da}.
Output: M,
if o has a consecution at 0 then
—A, I, 0 0
| -4, o0 B 0
Wo —{ 0 0 | —D: Im}
—-C 0| -Dy 0
else
—A1 —A() 0 B
I, 0 0
Wo := 0 —C | =D, —Do}
0 Im 0
end if
Ifdy > dp

fori=1:dp —2do

if o has a consecution at ¢ then

and a bijection o

{0,1,...,da — 1} —

—Aiq1 n 0 ‘
W, = |: W,_1(1:i+4+1,1) 8 Wi,l(l:z-l(—)l,Z:z-l—l) Wia ],Where
W, 1(3:i4+3,1) 0 W, 1(3:i+3,2:i41) ‘ Wia
— 0 0 0
2T W, (1:i41,i42) 0 W, (1:i+1,i4+3:2i+2)
Wia = —Dit1 Im 0
T W, 1(3:i4+3,i4+2) 0 W, 1(3:i4+3,i43:2i+2)
else
_A'H»l Wi71(1,1 Z+l) 0 W171(1,3:i+3)
I, 0 0 0
W 0 Wi 1(2:4+1,1:0+1) 0 Wi 1(2:4+1,3:i+3)
v 0 Wifl(’i+2,1:’i+1) —Djit1 Wifl(i+2,3:i+3)
0 0 I 0
0 Wi 1(i+3:2i+2,1:4+1) 0 Wi 1(i4+3:2i42,3:i+3)
end if
end for
fori=dp—1:ds—2do
if o has a consecution at ¢ then
W, = —Ait1 I 0 0
TTLOW, 0,1 0 W (52:i41) 0 Wii(hi42:2i42)
else
—Aiq1 W;—1(1,:)
L I 0
Wi = 0 Wifl(Q:iJrl,:)
0 Wifl(i+2:2i+2.’:)
end if
end for
M, :=Wg,_2

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the degree d4 = max(da,dp). Then
the rest of the proof follows directly from proof of Theorem 3.11 in [1]. O

d
THEOREM 3.5. Let S(A) be in (I3) with A(\) = S° N A;, A; € C<n,
=0

dp .
Z /\ZDi7 D, €
=0

Cm>™_ Suppose that dy < dp. Let o : {0,1,...,dp :1} —{1,2,...,dp} be a bijec-

tion. The following algorithm constructs a sequence of matrices {Wo, Wy, ..

. 7Wd13—2}7

where each matriz W; fori=1,2,...,dp — 2 is partitioned into blocks in such a way
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that the blocks of W;_1 are blocks of W;.

Algorithm 2 Construction of M, for L,(\) := AMg, — M,.
Z?ﬁo N A; | —-B
¢ ‘ 2?20 A'D;

and a bijection o : {0,1,...,dp — 1} —

Input: S(\) = [
{1527"'7dD}
Output: M,

if o has a consecution at 0 then
—Ay I, 0 0
[ —Ay O B 0

Wo = 0 0 | =D1  Im
-c 0 ‘ Im, 0
else
7A1 A() 0 B
I, 0 0 0
Wo = { 0 —C | =D. —Do }
0 0 ‘ Im 0
end if
Ifdp > da

for i=1:ds —2 do
if o has a consecution at ¢ then

—Ajt1 I,
W, = Wi71(1:i+1,1) 0 Wi71(1:i+1,2:i+1) ‘ Wi :| where
v 0 0 0 ?
Wi71(3:i+3,1) 0 Wi71(3:i+3,2:i+1) ‘ Wi
Wi — 0 0 0 ]
W, (i +1,i42) 0 Wi_q(1:i+1,i4+3:2i+2)
Wia = | —Dit1lm 0 0 ]
MW, _1(3:i4+3,i+2) 0 W,_1(3:i+3,i+3:2i+2)
else )
[ —Aif1 Wi—1(1,1:44+1) 0 W;—1(1,3:7+4 3)
n 0 0 0
W — 0 W, 1(2:i+1,1:4i+41) 0 W, 1(2:4+1,3:i+3)
v 0 Wifl(’iJrQ,l:iJrl) —Djt1 Wifl(i+2,3:’i+3)
0 0 m 0
0 Wz‘1(i+3:2i+2,l:i+l)‘ 0 Wi—1(:+3:204+2,3:1+43)
end if
end for

fori=das —1:dp —2 do
if o has a consecution at ¢ then

Wi (1:i+1,1:0i+1) | 0 0 Wi _1(1:i4 1,20 +1:2i+2)
W; = 0 —Dit1 Im 0
Wi _1(i+2:2i+2,i:i+1) | Wy_q(i+2:2i+2,i+2) 0 Wi_1(i42:2i+2,2i+1:2i+42)
else
W,_1(1:i41,1:9+41) | 0 W1 (1:i4+1,i4+2:2i4 2)
W, — 0 —Djt1 Wifl(i+2,i+2 : 2i+2)
v 0 Iy, 0
W,_1(20+1:2i+2,1:45+1) 0 W, 1(20+1:2i+2,i4+2:2i+2)
end if
end for

MU = WdD*2

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the degree dp = max(da,dp). Then
the rest of the proof follows directly from proof of Theorem 3.11 in [1]. O

4. Fiedler linearizations of Rosenbrock system matrix. In this section we
show that the constructed Fiedler pencils associated with Rosenbrock systems are
indeed linearizations. To do this we have to recall a few basic facts.

DEFINITION 4.1 (System equivalence). Let S1(\) and S2(X) be (n+m) x (n +
m) Rosenbrock system polynomials of the form (I3), partitioned conformably. Then
S1(N) is said to be system equivalent to Sa(\) (denoted as S1(N) ~se S2(N)), if there
exist unimodular matriz polynomials U(X), V() € F™n, U(X) € F™™, and V() €
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F™™ such that for all A € C we have

[ U(()A) U?A) ]SI(A) { VE)A) V?/\) ] =5(A). (4.1)

DEFINITION 4.2 (Rosenbrock linearization). Let S(X) be an (n +m) x (n + m)
system polynomial of the form (I3H) with degree d = max{da,dp}. A linear matriz
polynomial L(X) is called a Rosenbrock linearization of S(\), if it has the form

1= |4 oo |

with matriz polynomials A(X), D(X) of degree less than or equal to 1, (constant in \)
matrices B,C, and S(\) is system equivalent to

0 [ TM }L(A) [ VE)A) | V?/\) } - [ g I s&) ] L (42)

If, in addition, U(X) and V(A) in (£.2) are constant matrices, then S(\) is said to be
a strict Rosenbrock linearization of S(A).

Let E := (E;;) be a block m x n matrix with p x ¢ blocks E;;. The block transpose
of E, see [I1], denoted by E®, is the block n x m matrix with p x ¢ blocks defined
by (EB)i; := Ej. We slightly modify this definition for the special structure of
Rosenbrock linearizations.

DEFINITION 4.3 (Rosenbrock block transpose). Consider a Rosenbrock system
matriz of the from (I.3) and let S be an (dan+m)x (dan+m) Rosenbrock linearization
of the form ([F3), where B := —(ese] ) ® B and C = (exe]) ® C with B € F™™,
C € FP", where A := [A;;] is an da X d g block matriz with A;; € F™*™, and where
D is a dp x dp block matriz with D;; € FP*™, or F™*™ or FPP. The Rosenbrock
block transpose of S, denoted by S® is defined by

S(A) =

. [ UM | 0

AN | —(ee])® B

SB =
’ (e;eN®C | IONE

For C1()\) and Ca(\) given in (3.2) and 3.9), respectively, we have Ca(A\) = C1(\)E.
Extending [[I1], Definition 4.2] we define auxiliary matrix polynomials associated
with Horner shifts for system polynomials.

da
DEFINITION 4.4. Let A(X) = > XN A; € C[A]™™ be of degree da and let P;(\) be
i=0
the degree i Horner shift of A(X). For 1 <i <da — 1, define the matriz polynomials

Ii—1yn
I, M,
QZ()\) = On In )
Igs—i—1yn
Ii—1yn
n In
Ri(\) = Y ,
Ig,—i—1yn



. _ 0n  APi—1(A)
TiA) = M, AP 1()) ’
O(da—i—1)n
OGi—1)n
P,_1(\) 0,
Tg,—i—1)n

and Dy, (\) := diag [O(dA—l)na PdA,l(/\)} . For simplicity, we often write Q;, R;, T;, D;
in place of Q;(N), Ri(N\), T;(A), D;(N). Note that D1(A\) = My, , and Q;(N\), Ri;(\) are
unimodular for alli=1,...,da — 1. Also note that RE(\) = R;(\).

The auxiliary matrices satisfy the following relations.

LEmMA 4.5 ([II], Lemma 4.3). Let Q;, R;,T;, D; be as in Definition and
M;’s be Fiedler matrices associated with A(X). Then the following relations hold for
i=1,...,dg — 1.

(a) QE(AD;)R; = ADiy1 + T, and QF (Mg, —(iy1)Ma,—i)Ri = My, _it1) + T

(b) RE(ADy)Qi = ADi11 +TF, and RF(Ma, iMg, —(i+1))Qi = My, —(iv1) + TF.

(C) TlM] = M]Tl = Tz and TZ—BMJ‘ = MjTiB = Tl-B for Cl,llj S dA —1— 2.

dp .
DEFINITION 4.6. Let D(A) = Y. A'D; be an m x m matriz polynomial, and let

1=0
Pi(\) be the degree i Horner shift of D()\). For 1 < i <dp — 1, define the following
mdp X mdp matriz polynomials:

Ti—1ym
m  AMm
Zi(A) = 0 I ,
Iap—i—1ym
Ii—1ym
Om I
T3 = Im  Pi(\) ’
I(deifl)m
Oi—1)m
_ . Om  APi—1(N)
Hi(A) = My A2Pioi()) ’
O(dp—i—1)m
O(i—1)m
B\ = Pi_1(A) Om

O I, ’

Tiap—i—1)ym
and Eq4, (N\) := diag [O(dD_l)m, PdD,l(/\)} . For simplicity, we often write Z;, J;, H;, F;
in place of Z;(N), J;(N), Hi(\), E;(\). Note that E1(\) = My, and Z;(\), J;(\) are
unimodular for all i =1,...,dp — 1. Also note that JE(\) = J;(\).

REMARK 4.7. Consider the auziliary matrices Z;(\), J;(N\), H;(\), and E;(\)
given in Definition [{-.6 Then the Lemma[{.0] also holds for Z;(X), J;(X), Hi(X\), and
E;(\).

DEFINITION 4.8 (Auxiliary system polynomials). Let Q;(\), R;(\), Ti(N\), and
D;(X\) be as in Definition [{f) Let Z;(N), J;(X), H;(X), and E;()\) be as in Definition
17



[£-6l Let d = max{da,dp}, and r = min{da,dp}. Fori = 1,...,d — 1, define
(nda + mdp) x (nda + mdp) system polynomials:

@) 0 , for1<i<r-—1
0 | Zi(\)
Q;(\) = Qlé)\) IO , forr<i<d-—1andds >dp
I dpm
IdAn 0 .
, orr<i<d—1landdyg <d
0 |z f 40P
Ri()) 0 , for1<i<r-—1
0 | Ji(N)
Ri(N\) = Rié/\) IO , forr<i<d-—1andds>dp
L dpm
Iy.n 0
dg Ji()\)]’ forr<i<d—1anddy <dp

i) 0 , forl<i<r-—1
0 | Hi(A)
T (A 0
Ti(A) = () , forr<i<d-—1andds>dp
0 IdDm
A 0 .
d(;; 500 , forr<i<d-1landds <dp
Di(}) 0 , for1<i<r-—1
0 | Ei(N)
D;(A 0
D;(\) = é) 7 , for <i<d-—1andds >dp
L dDm
Iian 0 .
dg 500 , Jorr<i<d-—1andds <dp
and Dg(A) := [ Dd‘(‘)(/\) I Edo(/\) } , where d = max{d4,dp}.
D

Note that D1(\) = { Dlo()\) I El(z/\) ] = { A/[g“ I N(; ] = My and that Q;(\) and
D

Ri(A\) are unimodular matrixz polynomials fori=1,...,d—1. Also, note that RE()\) =
Ri(A) fori=1,...,d—1.

The auxiliary system polynomials satisfy the following relations.

LEMMA 4.9. Let Q;, R, Ti,D; be the system polynomials given in Definition
[4-8 and M;’s be Fiedler matrices associated with S(X\). Then the following system
equivalence relations hold for i =1,...,d — 1.
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(a) QF(AD;)Ri = ADiy1 + Ti, and QF My (i41)Ma—i)Ri = My_(i11) + Ts.
(b)) RE(AD;)Qs = ADig1 + T, and RE(Ma—iMa_(i4+1)) Qs = My_ 41y + T

(C) 7;Mj = Mjl]; = 7; and ﬂBMJ‘ =
Proof.
(a) We have

M;TE =TE forall j <d—i—2.

ADiq1 | T;

- ] (By Lemma [.5)(a) and Remark [4.7])

| AE;i

QM (i41)My—iR; =

|H1 :| :ADi+1 +7; and

_ Q| 0 My_(i+1) | Mg | Ri |0
| 0 [ZF | Dagit) [ Da—i [ [ 0 [
_ [ QP My i1 Ma—iR; | }
L | ZEDso—(i41)Dm—1Ji
= = d Lemma [£5(a) and Remark
Moo B ¢ ) )
L d—(i+1) i
[ M, — (2 | Tl
- S I Dd—(i+l) + |: I H; :| = Md*(i‘%l) +7;
(b) We have
RE|1 0 [ AD:| Qi] 0
]B . J— (3
RHOP)0: = || [P ] |57
_ [ RE(AD)Q |
L | JP(\Ei)Zi
. B
_ | AP + T, I E T AP } (From Lemma E5(b) and Remark 7))
L i+1 i
| 5
= ADit1 I Yo ] + { T I B } =ADjy1 + T2 and
RiMa—iMy_(i41)Qi =
[R?|O][Mdi| }{Md—(i+l)| ][QJO}
0 |JF | Da—i | Da—(it1) 0%

[ REMa_iMy_(141)Qi |

[ My_sn +T7 |

| JPDa—iDy_(i+1)Zi

|

Ma_giy) |

|Dd(i+1)+HiB:| (

By Lemma [L.5(b) and Remark [£.7)

T5B

?

_l’_
| Da—(it1) ] {

B ] =Mg_¢iy1) + T".
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(c) We have

o] 22

= (by Lemma [.5|c) and Remark EL.7])

D;H;
- ] ]
Brp M; | TEM, |
o = [ ] [ [HPD,
MTE |
= (by Lemma [.5](c) and Remark
| |DJHH ) ot Rk
- ] ] -
J

a
DEFINITION 4.10. Let L, (\) = AMy — M, be the Fiedler pencil of S(\) given in

(L2) associated with a bijection o. For j =1,2,...,d, define
ng) = H MU 1(i)s
o~ 1(i)<d—j
where the factors Mg-1(;y are in the same relative order as they are in M,. Note
that M =TT, -1 (iy<q—1 Mo-1(5) = My and that M5 = M. Also for j =1,2,....d

define the (ndy + mdp) X (nda + mdp) system pencils L((Tj)()\) = AD;(\) — M.
Observe that LY (A\) = AD; — MY = AM,,, — M, = L, and that

L®(\) = ADg — MW = A D, 0 — M
0 | —Ea,
—Iig,— —(ea el Y@ B
(dA l)n dA dD
_ AN
(edDegA) ® C _I(dpfl)m
D)

The next result shows that L (A) ~se L,(,Hl)()\) fori=1,2,...,d—1.
LEMMA 4.11. We have LY (\) ~y LTV for i = 1,2,...,d — 1. More
precisely, if Q; and R; are the system polynomials given in Definition[{.8, then

L(Hl)()\) _ Q]?Lg) (MR:, if o has a consecution at d — i — 1
i R]?ng) Q;, if o has an inversion at d —i — 1.
Proof. The proof is exactly the same as that of Lemma 4.5 in [I1]. O
It is now immediate that a Fiedler pencil is a Rosenbrock linearization of S(A).
THEOREM 4.12 (Rosenbrock linearization). Let S(A) be an (n + m) x (n + m)
system polynomial (reqular or singular) given in (L2). Then a Fiedler pencil L, (\)
of the system polynomial S(X\) is a Rosenbrock linearization of S(\).
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Proof. By Lemma [L.T1] we have d — 1 system equivalences

]La'()\) = Lz(jl) ()\) ~ge Lz()?) (A) et ~ge ]L(d) ()\)

_I(dAfl)n _(edAegD) ® B
AN
(edDegA) ®C _I(dD—l)m ,
D(X)

where L) (A) is as in Lemma ATl This shows that Ly (A) ~se L@ —1)n @ S(A) @
Ttap—1ym- 0O

COROLLARY 4.13. Let L,()\) be the Fiedler pencil of S(\) given in (I3) asso-
ciated with a bijection o, and Q;,R; for i = 1,2,...d — 1, be as in Definition [{.8
Then

_I(dA—l)n —(edAegD)@)B
AN

UNLs (NV(N) = (Capel )@ C ‘ ~ltap—1ym

D(\)

~se I(dA—l)n D S(A) S5 I(dD—l)mv

where U(X) and V(N) are (nda+mdp) x (ndg+mdp) unimodular system polynomials
given by

B . , .
Qdf(iqu)’ if o has a consecution at i,

IB . . . .
d—(i+1)" if o has an inversion at 1,

U()\) =Uolhy - - Ug_3Uyg o, withU; = {

Ra—: ) h ti t1
V(A) i= Va_oVaz--- ViV, with V; = { d—(i+1), U 0 has a consecution at i,

Qa—(i+1), i o has an inversion at i.

The indexing of U; and V; factors in U(A) and V(X), respectively, in Corollary 13
has been chosen for simplification of notation and has no other special significance.

REMARK 4.14. If we consider D(\) is a matriz polynomial of degree 1 then
the Fiedler pencils L,(\) are linearizations of the system matrixz of LTI state-space
system, see [1J].

REMARK 4.15. Consider the system matriz S(N\) and associated transfer function
R(\) given in (L2) and (I.3), respectively. Given an eigenvector x of L,(\) one can
determine an eigenvector of S(\) from x. That is, one can recover eigenvectors of
R(\) and S(N\) from those of the Fiedler pencils of R(N\). It is directly follows from
the Theorem 4.10 and Theorem 4.11 in [§].

5. Conclusions. We have considered a multivariable state-space system and
its associated system matrix S(\). We have introduced Fiedler pencils of S(\) and
described an algorithm for their construction. Finally, we have shown that Fiedler
pencils are linearizations of S(\).
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