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Abstract

The alternating direction implicit (ADI) methods are computationally efficient and numerically effective tools
for computing low-rank solutions of large-scale linear matrix equations. It is known in the literature that
the low-rank ADI method for Lyapunov equations is a Petrov–Galerkin projection algorithm that implicitly
performs model order reduction. It recursively enforces interpolation at the mirror images of the ADI shifts
and places the poles of the reduced-order models at the ADI shifts. In this paper, we show that the low-
rank ADI methods for Sylvester and Riccati equations are also Petrov–Galerkin projection algorithms that
implicitly perform model order reduction. These methods likewise enforce interpolation at the mirror images
of the ADI shifts; however, they do not place the poles at the mirror images of the interpolation points.
Instead, their pole placement ensures that the projected Sylvester and Riccati equations they implicitly
solve admit a unique solution.

By observing that the ADI methods for Lyapunov, Sylvester, and Riccati equations differ only in pole
placement and not in their interpolatory nature, we show that the shifted linear solves—which constitute
the bulk of the computational cost—can be shared. The pole-placement step involves only small-scale
operations and is therefore inexpensive. We propose a unified ADI framework that requires only two shifted
linear solves per iteration to simultaneously solve six Lyapunov equations, one Sylvester equation, and ten
Riccati equations, thus substantially increasing the return on investment for the computational cost spent
on the linear solves. All operations needed to extract the individual solutions from these shared linear solves
are small-scale and inexpensive.

Since all ADI methods implicitly perform model order reduction when solving these linear matrix equa-
tions, we show that the resulting reduced-order models can be obtained as an additional byproduct. These
models not only interpolate the original transfer function at the mirror images of the ADI shifts but also
preserve important system properties such as stability, minimum-phase property, positive-realness, bounded-
realness, and passivity. Consequently, the proposed unified ADI framework also serves as a recursive,
interpolation-based model order reduction method, which can preserve several important properties of the
original model in the reduced-order model.

The accuracy and rapid convergence of ADI methods depend on the choice of ADI shifts. Two existing
self-generating shift strategies, which do not require any precomputation of shifts, are also reviewed. We
provide the theoretical justification for these two strategies, which was not given in the original work. In
addition, we propose a computationally efficient, subspace-acceleration-based self-generating shift strategy
that is theoretically well grounded and significantly outperforms the existing approaches. With this shift
strategy, the unified ADI framework becomes a fully automatic toolbox capable of solving large-scale linear
matrix equations, performing model order reduction, and designing controllers and observers for large-scale
plant models without user intervention. Three numerical examples demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed ADI framework and shift-generation strategy, confirming its advantages over existing methods.

Keywords: ADI, Interpolation Low-rank, Lyapunov Equation, Pole placement, Riccati Equation, Sylvester
Equation
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1. Problem Setting

Let G1(s) and G2(s) be linear time-invariant (LTI) systems with state-space realizations:

G1(s) = C1(sE1 −A1)
−1B1 +D1, (1)

G2(s) = C2(sE2 −A2)
−1B2 +D2. (2)

The matrices in (1) and (2) have the following dimensions: A1 ∈ Rn1×n1 , B1 ∈ Rn1×m1 , C1 ∈ Rp1×n1 ,
D1 ∈ Rp1×m1 , E1 ∈ Rn1×n1 , A2 ∈ Rn2×n2 , B2 ∈ Rn2×m2 , C2 ∈ Rp2×n2 , D2 ∈ Rp2×m2 , and E2 ∈ Rn2×n2 .

The corresponding state-space equations are:

E1ẋ1(t) = A1x1(t) +B1u1(t), (3)
y1(t) = C1x1(t) +D1u1(t), (4)

E2ẋ2(t) = A2x2(t) +B2u2(t), (5)
y2(t) = C2x2(t) +D2u2(t). (6)

Here, x1(t) ∈ Rn1×1, u1(t) ∈ Rm1×1, and y1(t) ∈ Rp1×1 are the state, input, and output vectors for
(A1, B1, C1, D1, E1). Similarly, x2(t) ∈ Rn2×1, u2(t) ∈ Rm2×1, and y2(t) ∈ Rp2×1 are the state, input, and
output vectors for (A2, B2, C2, D2, E2).

Assumption 1.1. The following assumptions are made throughout the paper:

1. The matrices E1 and E2 are invertible.
2. G1(s) and G2(s) are stable; that is, all eigenvalues of E−1

1 A1 and E−1
2 A2 have negative real parts.

3. The state dimensions n1 and n2 are large, while the input and output dimensions satisfy m1, p1 ≪ n1

and m2, p2 ≪ n2.

This paper focuses on low-rank approximations of several linear matrix equations associated with the
state-space realizations in (3)–(6), as described below.

The controllability Gramian P1 for the realization in (3)–(4) and the observability Gramian Q2 for the
realization in (5)–(6) are the unique solutions of the Lyapunov equations:

A1P1E
⊤
1 + E1P1A

⊤
1 +B1B

⊤
1 = 0, (7)

A⊤
2 Q2E2 + E⊤

2 Q2A2 + C⊤
2 C2 = 0. (8)

These Lyapunov equations are central to balanced truncation (BT) [1], one of the most widely used model
order reduction (MOR) methods.

Let S1 ∈ Rm1×m1 and S2 ∈ Rp2×p2 be indefinite matrices, and let Ps and Qs be the unique solutions of
the Lyapunov equations:

A1PsE
⊤
1 + E1PsA

⊤
1 +B1S1B

⊤
1 = 0, (9)

A⊤
2 QsE2 + E⊤

2 QsA2 + C⊤
2 S2C2 = 0, (10)

where B1S1B
⊤
1 and C⊤

2 S2C2 are indefinite. Lyapunov equations of the form (9) and (10) arise in frequency-
limited BT (FLBT) [2] and time-limited BT (TLBT) [3].

If D1 and D2 are square and invertible, and the matrices A1−B1D
−1
1 C1 and A2−B2D

−1
2 C2 are Hurwitz,

then Pmp and Qmp uniquely solve the Lyapunov equations:

(A1 −B1D
−1
1 C1)PmpE

⊤
1 + E1Pmp(A1 −B1D

−1
1 C1)

⊤ +B1(D
⊤
1 D1)

−1B⊤
1 = 0, (11)

(A2 −B2D
−1
2 C2)

⊤QmpE2 + E⊤
2 Qmp(A2 −B2D

−1
2 C2) + C⊤

2 (D2D
⊤
2 )

−1C2 = 0. (12)

∗Corresponding author
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These Lyapunov equations appear in relative-error BT [4] for preserving the minimum phase properties of
G1(s) and G2(s).

Assuming m1 = p2, the Sylvester equation

A1XsylvE2 + E1XsylvA2 +B1C2 = 0 (13)

has a unique solution Xsylv. A special case of this Sylvester equation arises in cross Gramian-based MOR
[5].

The Riccati equations for Kalman filtering and the Linear Quadratic Regulator (LQR) [6] associated
with (1) and (2), respectively, are:

A1PriccE
⊤
1 + E1PriccA

⊤
1 +B1B

⊤
1 − E1PriccC

⊤
1 C1PriccE

⊤
1 = 0, (14)

A⊤
2 QriccE2 + E⊤

2 QriccA2 + C⊤
2 C2 − E⊤

2 QriccB2B
⊤
2 QriccE2 = 0, (15)

where A1−E1PriccC
⊤
1 C1 and A2−B2B

⊤
2 QriccE2 are Hurwitz. These Riccati equations also appear in LQG

BT [7].
For H∞ filtering and control [8] with γ1 > 0 and γ2 > 0, the corresponding Riccati equations are:

A1P∞E⊤
1 + E1P∞A⊤

1 +B1B
⊤
1 − (1− γ−2

1 )E1P∞C⊤
1 C1P∞E⊤

1 = 0, (16)

A⊤
2 Q∞E2 + E⊤

2 Q∞A2 + C⊤
2 C2 − (1− γ−2

2 )E⊤
2 Q∞B2B

⊤
2 Q∞E2 = 0, (17)

with A1 −E1P∞C⊤
1 C1 and A2 −B2B

⊤
2 Q∞E2 Hurwitz. These Riccati equations also appear in H∞ BT [9].

If D1 +D⊤
1 and D2 +D⊤

2 are square and invertible, the positive-real lemma [10] applied to G1(s) and
G2(s) yields the Riccati equations:

A1PprE
⊤
1 + E1PprA

⊤
1 + (B1 − E1PprC

⊤
1 )(D1 +D⊤

1 )
−1(B1 − E1PprC

⊤
1 )⊤ = 0, (18)

A⊤
2 QprE2 + E⊤

2 QprA2 + (C2 −B⊤
2 QprE2)

⊤(D2 +D⊤
2 )

−1(C2 −B⊤
2 QprE2) = 0, (19)

where A1−B1(D1+D⊤
1 )

−1C1−E1PprC
⊤
1 (D1+D⊤

1 )
−1C1 and A2−B2(D2+D⊤

2 )
−1C2−B2(D2+D⊤

2 )
−1B⊤

2 QprE2

are Hurwitz. These Riccati equations are also used in positive-real BT [11].
If I − D1D

⊤
1 and I − D⊤

2 D2 are invertible, the bounded-real lemma [11] applied to G1(s) and G2(s)
yields the Riccati equations:

A1PbrE
⊤
1 + E1PbrA

⊤
1 +B1B

⊤
1 + (E1PbrC

⊤
1 +B1D

⊤
1 )(I −D1D

⊤
1 )

−1(E1PbrC
⊤
1 +B1D

⊤
1 )

⊤ = 0, (20)

A⊤
2 QbrE2 + E⊤

2 QbrA2 + C⊤
2 C2 + (B⊤

2 QbrE2 +D⊤
2 C2)

⊤(I −D⊤
2 D2)

−1(B⊤
2 QbrE2 +D⊤

2 C2) = 0, (21)

with A1 +B1D
⊤
1 (I −D1D

⊤
1 )

−1C1 −E1PbrC
⊤
1 (I −D1D

⊤
1 )

−1C1 and A2 +B2(I −D⊤
2 D2)

−1D⊤
2 C2 −B2(I −

D⊤
2 D2)

−1B⊤
2 QbrE2 Hurwitz. These Riccati equations also appear in bounded-real BT [11].

Assuming A1 = A2, B1 = B2, C1 = C2, D1 = D2, E1 = E2, and D⊤
1 D1 and D2D

⊤
2 invertible, the

Riccati equations for computing spectral factorizations of G1(s) and G2(s) [12] are given by:

A1PsfE
⊤
1 + E1PsfA

⊤
1 +

(
B1 − E1Psf(Q2B1 + C⊤

1 D1)
)
(D⊤

1 D1)
−1
(
B1 − E1Psf(Q2B1 + C⊤

1 D1)
)⊤

= 0, (22)

A⊤
2 QsfE2 + E⊤

2 QsfA2 +
(
C2 − (C2P1 +D2B

⊤
2 )QsfE2

)⊤
(D2D

⊤
2 )

−1
(
C2 − (C2P1 +D2B

⊤
2 )QsfE2

)
= 0, (23)

where the matrices

A1 −B1(D
⊤
1 D1)

−1
(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)
− E1Psf

(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)⊤
(D⊤

1 D1)
−1
(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)
and

A2 −
(
P1C

⊤
2 +B2D

⊤
2

)
(D2D

⊤
2 )

−1C2 −
(
P1C

⊤
2 +B2D

⊤
2

)
(D2D

⊤
2 )

−1
(
P1C

⊤
2 +B2D

⊤
2

)⊤
QsfE2

are Hurwitz. These Riccati equations are also used in Stochastic BT (BST) [10].
In large-scale settings, solving the linear matrix equations (7)–(23) is computationally expensive. How-

ever, under assumption 1.1 (3), their solutions are typically low-rank. This allows efficient computation via
Krylov-subspace or alternating direction implicit (ADI) methods; see [13] for a survey. This paper presents
a single ADI algorithm to compute low-rank solutions of (7)–(23) simultaneously.
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Table 1: Mathematical Notations

Notation Meaning
Z∗ Hermitian transpose of matrix Z
Z−∗ Hermitian transpose of matrix Z−1

Re(Z) Real part of matrix Z
Im(Z) Imaginary part of matrix Z
Z(:, k) kth column of matrix Z
Z(k, :) kth row of matrix Z
tr(Z) Trace of matrix Z
λi(Z) The eigenvalues of matrix Z

span{Z} Span of the columns of matrix Z
Ran(Z) Range of matrix Z
orth(Z) Orthonormal basis for range of matrix Z

j
√
−1

α ∈ C− The real part of α is negative
∧ Logical and operator

2. Literature Review

This section briefly reviews the ADI methods used to compute low-rank approximations of Lyapunov,
Sylvester, and Riccati equations. It also summarizes the interpolation theory relevant to the subsequent
discussion. The key mathematical notations used throughout the paper are listed in Table 1.

2.1. Cholesky Factor ADI Method for Lyapunov Equations (CF-ADI)
The CF-ADI algorithm [14, 15, 16] computes a low-rank solution of (7), approximating P1 as P1 ≈

Z
(k)
1

(
Z

(k)
1

)∗. The corresponding residual R(k)
1 is given by:

R
(k)
1 = A1Z

(k)
1

(
Z

(k)
1

)∗
E⊤

1 + E1Z
(k)
1

(
Z

(k)
1

)∗
A⊤

1 +B1B
⊤
1 . (24)

Algorithm 1: CF-ADI
Input: Matrices of Lyapunov equation (7): A1, B1, E1; ADI shifts: {αi}ki=1 ∈ C−.
Output: Approximation of P1: P1 ≈ Z

(k)
1

(
Z

(k)
1

)∗; Residual: R
(k)
1 = Blyap

⊥,k

(
Blyap

⊥,k

)∗.
1 Initialize: Z

(0)
1 = [ ], Blyap

⊥,0 = B1.
2 for i = 1 to k do
3 Solve (A1 + αiE1)v

lyap
i = Blyap

⊥,i−1 for vlyapi .

4 Expand Z
(i)
1 =

[
Z

(i−1)
1

√
−2Re(αi) v

lyap
i

]
.

5 Update Blyap
⊥,i = Blyap

⊥,i−1 − 2Re(αi)E1v
lyap
i .

Remark 1. CF-ADI can also compute a low-rank solution of (9), approximating Ps as Ps ≈ Z
(k)
1

(
I ⊗

S1

)(
Z

(k)
1

)∗. The residual R(k)
s1 ,

R(k)
s1 = A1Z

(k)
1

(
I ⊗ S1

)(
Z

(k)
1

)∗
E⊤

1 + E1Z
(k)
1

(
I ⊗ S1

)(
Z

(k)
1

)∗
A⊤

1 +B1S1B
⊤
1 , (25)

can be computed as R
(k)
s1 = Blyap

⊥,k S1

(
Blyap

⊥,k

)∗. Although the original LDLT -ADI formulation in [17] differs

slightly, the approximation Ps ≈ Z
(k)
1

(
I ⊗ S1

)(
Z

(k)
1

)∗ and the residual expression R
(k)
s1 = Blyap

⊥,k S1

(
Blyap

⊥,k

)∗
are equivalent after a rearrangement of variables.
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Since m1 ≪ n1, matrix norms such as the L2-norm and Frobenius norm of R1 and Rs1 can be computed
efficiently.

2.2. Factorized ADI Method for Sylvester Equations (FADI)
The FADI algorithm [18, 19] computes a low-rank solution of (13), approximating Xsylv as Xsylv ≈

V
(k)
fadiD

(k)
fadi

(
W

(k)
fadi

)∗. The corresponding residual R(k)
sylv is defined by:

R
(k)
sylv = A1V

(k)
fadiD

(k)
fadi

(
W

(k)
fadi

)∗
E2 + E1V

(k)
fadiD

(k)
fadi

(
W

(k)
fadi

)∗
A2 +B1C2. (26)

Algorithm 2: FADI
Input: Matrices of Sylvester Equation (13): A1, B1, E1, A2, C2, E2;
ADI shifts: {αi}ki=1 and {βi}ki=1 such that αi ̸= −βi, Re(αi) ̸= 0, and Re(βi) ̸= 0.
Output: Approximation of Xsylv: Xsylv ≈ V

(k)
fadiD

(k)
fadi

(
W

(k)
fadi

)∗; Residual: R
(k)
sylv = Bsylv

⊥,kC
sylv
⊥,k .

1 Initialize: Bsylv
⊥,0 = B1, V

(0)
fadi = [ ], Csylv

⊥,0 = C2, W
(0)
fadi = [ ], D(0)

fadi = [ ].
2 for i = 1 to k do
3 Solve (A1 + αiE1)v

sylv
i = Bsylv

⊥,i−1 for vsylvi .
4 Solve (A⊤

2 + βiE
⊤
2 )wsylv

i = (Csylv
⊥,i−1)

∗ for wsylv
i .

5 Expand V
(i)
fadi = [V

(i−1)
fadi vsylvi ], W (i)

fadi = [W
(i−1)
fadi wsylv

i ], and
D

(i)
fadi = blkdiag

(
D

(i−1)
fadi ,−(αi + βi)I

)
.

6 Update Bsylv
⊥,i = Bsylv

⊥,i−1 − (αi + βi)E1v
sylv
i and Csylv

⊥,i = Csylv
⊥,i−1 − (αi + βi)(w

sylv
i )∗E2.

2.3. ADI-type Method for Riccati Equations (RADI)
The RADI [20, 21] algorithm computes a low-rank solution of (14), approximating Pricc as Pricc ≈

V
(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗. The corresponding residual R(k)
p,ricc is defined by:

R
(k)
p,ricc = A1V

(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗
E⊤

1 + E1V
(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗
A⊤

1 +B1B
⊤
1

− E1V
(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗
E⊤

1 . (27)

Algorithm 3: RADI
Input: Matrices of Riccati equation (14): A1, B1, C1, E1; ADI shifts: {αi}ki=1 ∈ C−.
Output: Approximation of Pricc: Pricc ≈ V

(k)
radiP̂

(k)
ricc

(
V

(k)
radi

)∗; Residual: R
(k)
p,ricc = Bricc

⊥,k(B
ricc
⊥,k)

∗.
1 Initialize: V

(0)
radi = [ ], P̂ (0)

ricc = [ ], Bricc
⊥,0 = B1.

2 for i = 1 to k do
3 Solve

(
A1 − E1V

(i−1)
radi P̂

(i−1)
ricc

(
V

(i−1)
radi

)∗
C⊤

1 C1 + αiE1

)
vricci = Bricc

⊥,i−1 for vricci .

4 Compute p̂
(i)
ricc = −2Re(αi)

[
I + (vricci )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
i

]−1.
5 Expand V

(i)
radi = [V

(i−1)
radi vricci ] and P̂

(i)
ricc = blkdiag

(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc , p̂

(i)
ricc

)
.

6 Update Bricc
⊥,i = Bricc

⊥,i−1 − 2Re(αi)E1v
ricc
i

[
I + (vricci )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
i

]−1.
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Remark 2. In large-scale settings, explicitly forming V
(i−1)
radi P̂

(i−1)
ricc

(
V

(i−1)
radi

)∗ in Step 3 of RADI is infeasible
due to the size of the matrices (n1 × n1). It is therefore recommended in [20] to rewrite the linear system
in Step 3 as Avricc

i = B, where the right-hand side has m1 + p1 columns instead of m1, using the Sher-
man–Morrison–Woodbury (SMW) formula; see [20, 22] for details. As a result, the linear solves in RADI
are more expensive than in CF-ADI, whose right-hand sides have only m1 columns.

2.4. Interpolation Theory
Let σ1, . . . , σk and µ1, . . . , µk be two sets of interpolation points. Define the projection matrices:

V1 =
[
(σ1E1 −A1)

−1B1, . . . , (σkE1 −A1)
−1B1

]
, (28)

W2 =
[
(µ1E

⊤
2 −A⊤

2 )C
⊤
2 , . . . , (µkE

⊤
2 −A⊤

2 )C
⊤
2

]
. (29)

These matrices satisfy the Sylvester equations:

A1V1 − E1V1Sv +B1Lv = 0, (30)

A⊤
2 W2 − E⊤

2 W2Sw + C⊤
2 Lw = 0, (31)

where

Sv = blkdiag(σ1I, . . . , σkI), Lv =
[
I . . . I

]
, (32)

Sw = blkdiag(µ1I, . . . , µkI), Lw =
[
I . . . I

]
. (33)

Compute the reduced matrices as:

Ê1 = W ∗
1E1V1, Â1 = W ∗

1A1V1, B̂1 = W ∗
1B1, (34)

Ê2 = W ∗
2E2V2, Â2 = W ∗

2A2V2, Ĉ2 = C2V2, (35)

with W1 ∈ Cn1×km1 and V2 ∈ Cn2×kp2 .
Assuming V1, W1, V2, and W2 have full column rank and that Ê1 and Ê2 are invertible, the following

interpolation conditions hold for i = 1, . . . , k:

(σiE1 −A1)
−1B1 = V1(σiÊ1 − Â1)

−1B̂1, (36)

C2(µiE2 −A2)
−1 = Ĉ2(µiÊ2 − Â2)

−1W ∗
2 ; (37)

cf. [23].
Moreover,

Â1 = Ê1Sv − B̂1L
⊤
v and Â2 = S∗

wÊ2 − L⊤
wĈ2. (38)

Thus, Â1 can be computed without explicitly constructing W1, as it is parameterized by Ê1 and B̂1; see
[24, 25]. Similarly, Â2 can be computed without V2, being parameterized by Ê2 and Ĉ2.

Define the matrices B⊥ and C⊥ as:

B⊥ = B1 − E1V1Ê
−1
1 B̂1, (39)

C⊥ = C2 − Ĉ2Ê
−1
2 W ∗

2E2. (40)

Then V1 and W2 also satisfy the Sylvester equations:

A1V1 − E1V1Ê
−1
1 Â1 +B⊥Lv = 0, (41)

A⊤
2 W2 − E⊤

2 W2Ê
−∗
2 Â∗

2 + C∗
⊥Lw = 0; (42)

cf. [24, 25].
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2.5. Recursive Interpolation Framework
The recursive interpolation framework in [26] iteratively enforces the interpolation conditions (36) and

(37). The reduced matrices Ê1, Â1, B̂1, Ê2, Â2, and Ĉ2 are constructed recursively, and the projection
matrices V1 and W2 are updated in the same manner.

Initialize the algorithm with:

B
(0)
⊥ = B1, V

(0)
1 = [ ], S(0)

v = [ ], L(0)
v = [ ], Ê

(0)
1 = [ ], Â

(0)
1 = [ ], B̂

(0)
1 = [ ],

C
(0)
⊥ = C2, W

(0)
2 = [ ], S(0)

w = [ ], L(0)
w = [ ], Ê

(0)
2 = [ ], Â

(0)
2 = [ ], Ĉ

(0)
2 = [ ]. (43)

For i = 1, . . . , k, set s
(i)
v = σiI, l

(i)
v = I, s(i)w = µiI, and l

(i)
w = I. Then compute:

vi = (σiE1 −A1)
−1B

(i−1)
⊥ l(i)v , (44)

wi = (µiE
⊤
2 −A⊤

2 )
−1
(
C

(i−1)
⊥

)∗
l(i)w , (45)

with

B
(i)
⊥ = B

(i−1)
⊥ − E1vi(ê

(i)
1 )−1b̂

(i)
1 , (46)

C
(i)
⊥ = C

(i−1)
⊥ − ĉ

(i)
2 (ê

(i)
2 )−1w∗

iE2. (47)

Here, ê(i)1 ∈ Cm1×m1 , b̂(i)1 ∈ Cm1×m1 , ê(i)2 ∈ Cp2×p2 , ĉ(i)2 ∈ Cp2×p2 are free parameters, with ê
(i)
1 and ê

(i)
2

invertible. Moreover, vi and wi satisfy the Sylvester equations:

A1vi − E1vis
(i)
v +B

(i−1)
⊥ l(i)v = 0, (48)

A⊤
2 wi − E⊤

2 wis
(i)
w + (C

(i−1)
⊥ )∗l(i)w = 0. (49)

Setting â
(i)
1 = ê

(i)
1 s

(i)
v − b̂

(i)
1 l

(i)
v and â

(i)
2 = (s

(i)
w )∗ê

(i)
2 − (l

(i)
w )⊤ĉ

(i)
2 , the matrices are updated recursively as:

V
(i)
1 =

[
V

(i−1)
1 vi

]
, S(i)

v =

[
S
(i−1)
v (Ê

(i−1)
1 )−1B̂

(i−1)
1 l

(i)
v

0 s
(i)
v

]
, L(i)

v =
[
L(i−1)
v l(i)v

]
,

Ê
(i)
1 =

[
Ê

(i−1)
1 0

0 ê
(i)
1

]
, Â

(i)
1 =

[
Â

(i−1)
1 0

−b̂(i)1 L
(i−1)
v â

(i)
1

]
, B̂

(i)
1 =

[
B̂

(i−1)
1

b̂
(i)
1

]
, (50)

W
(i)
2 =

[
W

(i−1)
2 wi

]
, S(i)

w =

[
S
(i−1)
w (Ê

(i−1)
2 )−∗(Ĉ

(i−1)
2 )∗l

(i)
w

0 s
(i)
w

]
, L(i)

w =
[
L(i−1)
w l(i)w

]
,

Ê
(i)
2 =

[
Ê

(i−1)
2 0

0 ê
(i)
2

]
, Â

(i)
2 =

[
Â

(i−1)
2 −(L(i−1)

w )⊤ĉ
(i)
2

0 â
(i)
2

]
, Ĉ

(i)
2 =

[
Ĉ

(i−1)
2 ĉ

(i)
2

]
. (51)

The matrices B
(i)
⊥ , C(i)

⊥ , Â(i)
1 , and Â

(i)
2 can also be written as:

B
(i)
⊥ = B1 − E1V

(i)
1 (Ê

(i)
1 )−1B̂

(i)
1 , (52)

C
(i)
⊥ = C2 − Ĉ

(i)
2 (Ê

(i)
2 )−1(W

(i)
2 )∗E2, (53)

Â
(i)
1 = Ê

(i)
1 S(i)

v − B̂
(i)
1 (L(i)

v )⊤, (54)

Â
(i)
2 = (S(i)

w )∗Ê
(i)
2 − (L(i)

w )⊤Ĉ
(i)
2 . (55)

The projection matrices satisfy the Sylvester equations:

A1V
(i)
1 − E1V

(i)
1 S(i)

v +B1L
(i)
v = 0, (56)

A1V
(i)
1 − E1V

(i)
1 (Ê

(i)
1 )−1Â

(i)
1 +B

(i)
⊥ L(i)

v = 0, (57)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
2 − E⊤

2 W
(i)
2 S(i)

w + C⊤
2 L(i)

w = 0, (58)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
2 − E⊤

2 W
(i)
2 (Ê

(i)
2 )−∗(Â

(i)
2 )∗ + (C

(i)
⊥ )∗L(i)

w = 0. (59)

7



The block triangular structure of S(i)
v and S

(i)
w implies that their eigenvalues are σi (with multiplicity m1)

and µi (with multiplicity p2), respectively. Given that the interpolation points are the eigenvalues of these
matrices, and assuming V

(i)
1 and W

(i)
2 have full column rank, the following interpolation conditions hold:

(σiE1 −A1)
−1B1 = V

(i)
1 (σiÊ

(i)
1 − Â

(i)
1 )−1B̂

(i)
1 , (60)

C2(µiE2 −A2)
−1 = Ĉ

(i)
2 (µiÊ

(i)
2 − Â

(i)
2 )−1(W

(i)
2 )∗, (61)

for i = 1, . . . , k.

2.6. CF-ADI as a Recursive Interpolation Algorithm
It is noted in [24, 27] that CF-ADI can be interpreted as a recursive interpolation algorithm. Let αi be

the shifts used in CF-ADI. By setting σi = −αi, s
(i)
v = σiI, and l

(i)
v = −I within the recursive interpolation

framework, we define the matrix qlyapv,i as the solution to the Lyapunov equation:

(−s(i)v )∗qlyapv,i + qlyapv,i (−s(i)v ) + (l(i)v )⊤l(i)v = 0. (62)

Now, set ê
(i)
1 = I and b̂

(i)
1 = −(qlyapv,i )−1(l

(i)
v )⊤ in (50). As shown in [24], this setting satisfies the Lyapunov

equation:
(−S(i)

v )∗Qlyap
v,i +Qlyap

v,i (−S(i)
v ) + (L(i)

v )⊤L(i)
v = 0,

where
Qlyap

v,i = blkdiag
(
qlyapv,1 , . . . , qlyapv,i

)
.

Since qlyapv,i = − 1
2Re(αi)

I, (Qlyap
v,i )−1 = blkdiag (−2Re(α1)I, . . . ,−2Re(αi)I), and â

(i)
1 = s

(i)
v − b̂

(i)
1 l

(i)
v =

−(qlyapv,1 )−1(s
(i)
v )∗qlyapv,1 , it follows that (Qlyap

v,i )−1 satisfies the projected Lyapunov equation:

Â
(i)
1 (Qlyap

v,i )−1(Ê
(i)
1 )⊤ + Ê

(i)
1 (Qlyap

v,i )−1(Â
(i)
1 )∗ + B̂

(i)
1 (B̂

(i)
1 )∗ = 0, (63)

with
Ê

(i)
1 = I, Â

(i)
1 = −(Qlyap

v,i )−1(S(i)
v )∗Qlyap

v,i , B̂
(i)
1 = (Qlyap

v,i )−1(L(i)
v )⊤.

Using V
(i)
1 from (50), a projection-based approximation of P1 is given by:

P1 ≈ V
(i)
1 (Qlyap

v,i )−1(V
(i)
1 )∗.

This approximation is identical to the one produced by the CF-ADI method, where:

Z
(k)
1 = V

(k)
1

√
(Qlyap

v,k )−1 and Blyap
⊥,k = B

(k−1)
⊥ − E1vk(q

lyap
v,k )−1(l(k)v )⊤.

Finally, if V
(i)
1 in (50) has full column rank, the interpolation condition (60) holds. Hence, the CF-ADI

method interpolates at the mirror images of the ADI shifts αi.

3. Main Work

This section first demonstrates that FADI and RADI, like CF-ADI, are recursive interpolation algorithms
that perform interpolation at the mirror images of the ADI shifts. It then shows how CF-ADI can be extended
to solve Sylvester and Riccati equations, resulting in a unified ADI algorithm. The core property enabling
this unification is the pole-placement property of CF-ADI, which allows the eigenvalues of the projected
matrices to be placed at specific locations to solve multiple Lyapunov, Sylvester, and Riccati equations
simultaneously. Furthermore, it is shown that the reduced-order models (ROMs) implicitly constructed by
the proposed unified ADI algorithm can be accumulated. These ROMs preserve important properties of the
original systems G1(s) and G2(s), such as stability, passivity, and the minimum-phase property. Finally,
the self-generating shift strategies, in which the unified ADI algorithm produces the ADI shifts without user
involvement, are discussed.
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3.1. FADI as a Recursive Interpolation Algorithm
This subsection shows that FADI performs recursive interpolation at −αi and −βi.

Proposition 3.1. Let {αi}ki=1 ∈ C and {βi}ki=1 ∈ C be the ADI shifts used in FADI, with αi ̸= −βi. Define
s
(i)
v = −αiI, l

(i)
v = −I, s(i)w = −βiI, and l

(i)
w = −I. Set the free parameters ê

(i)
1 , b̂(i)1 , ê(i)2 , and ĉ

(i)
2 as:

ê
(i)
1 = I, b̂

(i)
1 = (d

(i)
sylv)

−1(l(i)w )⊤, ê
(i)
2 = I, ĉ

(i)
2 = l(i)v (d

(i)
sylv)

−1, (64)

where d
(i)
sylv solves the Sylvester equation:

(−s(i)w )∗d
(i)
sylv + d

(i)
sylv(−s

(i)
v ) + (l(i)w )⊤l(i)v = 0. (65)

Then the following hold:

1. â
(i)
1 = ê

(i)
1 s

(i)
v − b̂

(i)
1 l

(i)
v = −(d(i)sylv)

−1(s
(i)
w )∗d

(i)
sylv.

2. â
(i)
2 = (s

(i)
w )∗ê

(i)
2 − (l

(i)
w )⊤ĉ

(i)
2 = −d(i)sylvs

(i)
v (d

(i)
sylv)

−1.

3. â1(d
(i)
sylv)

−1ê
(i)
2 + ê

(i)
1 (d

(i)
sylv)

−1â
(i)
2 + b̂

(i)
1 ĉ

(i)
2 = 0.

4. d
(i)
sylv = − 1

αi+βi
I and (d

(i)
sylv)

−1 = −(αi + βi)I.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A.

Proposition 3.2. Let Proposition 3.1 hold. Define S
(i)
v , L

(i)
v , Ê

(i)
1 , Â

(i)
1 , B̂

(i)
1 , S

(i)
w , L

(i)
w , Ê

(i)
2 , Â

(i)
2 , and

Ĉ
(i)
2 using the recursive formulas (50) and (51). Let D

(i)
sylv = blkdiag

(
− 1

α1+β1
I, · · · ,− 1

αi+βi
I
)
. Then the

following hold:

1. B̂
(i)
1 = (D

(i)
sylv)

−1(L
(i)
w )⊤ and Ĉ

(i)
2 = L

(i)
v (D

(i)
sylv)

−1.

2. The matrix D
(i)
sylv satisfies the Sylvester equation:

(−S(i)
w )∗D

(i)
sylv +D

(i)
sylv(−S

(i)
v ) + (L(i)

w )⊤L(i)
v = 0. (66)

3. Â
(i)
1 = Ê

(i)
1 S

(i)
v − B̂

(i)
1 L

(i)
v = −(D(i)

sylv)
−1(S

(i)
w )∗D

(i)
sylv.

4. Â
(i)
2 = (S

(i)
w )∗Ê

(i)
2 − (L

(i)
w )⊤Ĉ

(i)
2 = −D(i)

sylvS
(i)
v (D

(i)
sylv)

−1.
5. The following projected Sylvester equation holds:

Â1(D
(i)
sylv)

−1Ê
(i)
2 + Ê

(i)
1 (D

(i)
sylv)

−1Â
(i)
2 + B̂

(i)
1 Ĉ

(i)
2 = 0. (67)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix B.

Using the recursive formulas (46) and (47), the matrices B
(i)
⊥ and C

(i)
⊥ are given by:

B
(i)
⊥ = B

(i−1)
⊥ − (αi + βi)E1vi, (68)

C
(i)
⊥ = C

(i−1)
⊥ − (αi + βi)w

∗
iE2. (69)

Furthermore, from (44) and (45), vi and wi are computed as:

vi = (A1 + αiE1)
−1B

(i−1)
⊥ (70)

wi = (A⊤
2 + βiE

⊤
2 )−1(C

(i−1)
⊥ )∗. (71)

Thus, when the free parameters ê
(i)
1 , b̂

(i)
1 , ê

(i)
2 , and ĉ

(i)
2 are selected according to Proposition 3.1 in the

recursive interpolation framework, we obtain:

V
(i)
fadi = V

(i)
1 , W

(i)
fadi = W

(i)
2 , Bsylv

⊥,i−1 = B
(i−1)
⊥ , Csylv

⊥,i−1 = C
(i−1)
⊥ , D

(i)
fadi = (D

(i)
sylv)

−1.
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Consequently, the projection-based approximation V
(k)
1 (D

(k)
sylv)

−1(W
(k)
2 )∗ from the recursive interpolation

framework matches the FADI approximation:

Xsylv ≈ V
(k)
1

(
D

(k)
sylv

)−1(
W

(k)
2

)∗
= V

(k)
fadiD

(k)
fadi

(
W

(k)
fadi

)∗
.

Assuming V
(i)
1 in (44) and W

(i)
2 in (45) have full column rank, the interpolation conditions (60) and (61)

hold, meaning FADI interpolates at the mirror images of the ADI shifts αi and βi.

3.2. RADI as a Recursive Interpolation Algorithm
We now demonstrate that RADI also performs recursive interpolation at the mirror images of the ADI

shifts αi. Although RADI’s recursive interpolation framework differs slightly from that in [26], the overall
approach remains conceptually similar.

Theorem 3.3. Assume all variables in Algorithm 3 are well-defined. For i = 1, . . . , k, define the following
quantities:

s
(i)
v,ricc = −αiI, l

(i)
v,ricc = −I, ê

(i)
1 = I, b̂

(i)
1 = p̂

(i)
ricc(l

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤, â
(i)
1 = ê

(i)
1 s

(i)
v,ricc − b̂

(i)
1 l

(i)
v,ricc, ĉ

(i)
1 = C1v

ricc
i

S
(i)
v,ricc =

[
S
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc

(
(L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤l
(i)
v,ricc + (Ĉ

(i−1)
1 )∗ĉ

(i)
1

)
0 s

(i)
v,ricc

]
, L

(i)
v,ricc =

[
L
(i−1)
v,ricc l

(i)
v,ricc

]
,

Ê
(i)
1 =

[
Ê

(i−1)
1 0

0 ê
(i)
1

]
= I, Â

(i)
1 =

[
Â

(i−1)
1 P̂

(i−1)
ricc (Ĉ

(i−1)
1 )∗ĉ

(i)
1

−b̂(i)1 L
(i−1)
v,ricc â

(i)
1

]
,

B̂
(i)
1 =

[
B̂

(i−1)
1

b̂
(i)
1

]
=

[
P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤

p̂
(i)
ricc(l

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤

]
= P̂

(i)
ricc(L

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤,

Ĉ
(i)
1 =

[
Ĉ

(i−1)
1 ĉ

(i)
1

]
=
[
Ĉ

(i−1)
1 C1v

ricc
i

]
= C1

[
V

(i−1)
radi vricci

]
= C1V

(i)
radi. (72)

Then the following statements hold:

1. (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1 solves the Lyapunov equation:

(−s(i)v,ricc)
∗(p̂

(i)
ricc)

−1 + (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1(−s(i)v,ricc) + (l
(i)
v,ricc)

⊤l
(i)
v,ricc + (ĉ

(i)
1 )∗ĉ

(i)
1 = 0. (73)

2. (P̂
(i)
ricc)

−1 solves the Lyapunov equation:

(−S(i)
v,ricc)

∗(P̂
(i)
ricc)

−1 + (P̂
(i)
ricc)

−1(−S(i)
v,ricc) + (L

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤L
(i)
v,ricc + (Ĉ

(i)
1 )∗Ĉ

(i)
1 = 0. (74)

3. Â
(i)
1 = Ê

(i)
1 S

(i)
v,ricc − B̂

(i)
1 L

(i)
v,ricc = P̂

(i)
ricc

[
(−S(i)

v,ricc)
∗ + (Ĉ

(i)
1 )∗Ĉ

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc

]
(P̂

(i)
ricc)

−1.

4. The matrix Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc(Ĉ

(i)
1 )∗Ĉ

(i)
1 is Hurwitz.

5. P̂
(i)
ricc is a stabilizing solution to the projected Riccati equation:

Â
(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc(Ê

(i)
1 )⊤ + Ê

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc(Â

(i)
1 )∗ + B̂

(i)
1 (B̂

(i)
1 )∗ − Ê

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc(Ĉ

(i)
1 )∗Ĉ

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc(Ê

(i)
1 )⊤ = 0. (75)

6. Bricc
⊥,i = B1 − E1V

(i)
radiP̂

(i)
ricc(L

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤.

7. V
(i)
radi satisfies the Sylvester equations:

A1V
(i)
radi − E1V

(i)
radiS

(i)
v,ricc +B1L

(i)
v,ricc = 0, (76)

A1V
(i)
radi − E1V

(i)
radi(Ê

(i)
1 )−1Â

(i)
1 +Bricc

⊥,i L
(i)
v,ricc = 0. (77)
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Proof. The proof is given in Appendix C.

Due to the block triangular structure of S(i)
v,ricc, its eigenvalues are −αi with multiplicity m1. Based on

the connection between Sylvester equations and rational interpolation established in [28], if V (i)
radi has full

column rank, it enforces interpolation at −αi (see [28] for details). Therefore, RADI recursively enforces
the interpolation conditions:

C1(−αiE1 −A1)
−1B1 = Ĉ

(i)
1 (−αiÊ

(i)
1 − Â

(i)
1 )−1B̂

(i)
1 ,

where Ê
(i)
1 , Â(i)

1 , B̂(i)
1 , and Ĉ

(i)
1 are as defined in Theorem 3.3.

3.3. A Unified ADI Framework
In this subsection, we show that CF-ADI can be used to solve the linear matrix equations (7)–(23)

simultaneously, yielding a unified ADI framework.

3.3.1. Unifying CF-ADI and FADI
Let αi

k
i=1 ∈ C− and βi

k
i=1 ∈ C− be the ADI shifts used in CF-ADI to approximate (7) and (8), respec-

tively. Define s
(i)
v,lyap = −αiI, l

(i)
v,lyap = −I, s

(i)
w,lyap = −βiI, and l

(i)
w,lyap = −I. Then vlyapi and wlyap

i are
computed as:

vlyapi = (A1 + αiE1)
−1Blyap

⊥,i−1, (78)

A1v
lyap
i − E1v

lyap
i s

(i)
v,lyap +Blyap

⊥,i−1l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (79)

wlyap
i = (A⊤

2 + βiE
⊤
2 )−1(C lyap

⊥,i−1)
∗, (80)

A⊤
2 w

lyap
i − E⊤

2 wlyap
i s

(i)
w,lyap + (C lyap

⊥,i−1)
∗l

(i)
w,lyap = 0, (81)

where

Blyap
⊥,i = Blyap

⊥,i−1 − 2Re(αi)E1v
lyap
i , Blyap

⊥,0 = B1, (82)

C lyap
⊥,i = C lyap

⊥,i−1 − 2Re(βi)(w
lyap
i )∗E2, C lyap

⊥,0 = C2. (83)

Define V
(i)
lyap, P̂

(i)
lyap, S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap, W

(i)
lyap, Q̂

(i)
lyap, S

(i)
w,lyap and L

(i)
w,lyap as:

V
(i)
lyap =

[
vlyap1 · · · vlyapi

]
, P̂

(i)
lyap = blkdiag(−2Re(α1)I, · · · ,−2Re(αi)I), (84)

S
(i)
v,lyap =

[
S
(i−1)
v,lyap P̂

(i−1)
lyap

(
L
(i−1)
v,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
v,lyap

0 s
(i)
v,lyap

]
, L

(i)
v,lyap =

[
l
(1)
v,lyap · · · l

(i)
v,lyap

]
, (85)

W
(i)
lyap =

[
wlyap

1 · · · wlyap
i

]
, Q̂

(i)
lyap = blkdiag(−2Re(β1)I, · · · ,−2Re(βi)I), (86)

S
(i)
w,lyap =

[
S
(i−1)
w,lyap Q̂

(i−1)
lyap

(
L
(i−1)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap

0 s
(i)
w,lyap

]
, L

(i)
w,lyap =

[
l
(1)
w,lyap · · · l

(i)
w,lyap

]
. (87)

The projected reduced-order matrices are:

Êlyap
1,i = I, Âlyap

1,i = −P̂ (i)
lyap

(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗
(P̂

(i)
lyap)

−1 =

[
Âlyap

1,i−1 0

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap αiI

]
, (88)

B̂lyap
1,i = P̂

(i)
lyap

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
=

[
B̂lyap

1,i−1

2Re(αi)I

]
, Ĉ lyap

1,i = C1V
(i)
lyap =

[
Ĉ lyap

1,i−1 C1v
lyap
i

]
, (89)

Êlyap
2,i = I, Âlyap

2,i = −
(
Q̂

(i)
lyap

)−1
S
(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap =

[
Âlyap

2,i−1 −2Re(βi)
(
L
(i−1)
w,lyap

)⊤
0 βiI

]
, (90)

B̂lyap
2,i =

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
B2 =

[
B̂lyap

2,i−1

(wlyap
i )∗B2

]
, Ĉ lyap

2,i = L
(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap =

[
Ĉ lyap

2,i−1 2Re(βi)I
]
. (91)
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As shown in [24], P̂ (i)
lyap and Q̂

(i)
lyap solve the projected Lyapunov equations:

Âlyap
1,i P̂

(i)
lyap

(
Êlyap

1,i

)⊤
+ Êlyap

1,i P̂
(i)
lyap

(
Âlyap

1,i

)∗
+ B̂lyap

1,i

(
B̂lyap

1,i

)∗
= 0, (92)(

Âlyap
2,i

)∗
Q̂

(i)
lyapÊ

lyap
2,i +

(
Êlyap

2,i

)⊤
Q̂

(i)
lyapÂ

lyap
2,i +

(
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗
Ĉ lyap

2,i = 0. (93)

Moreover, V (i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap uniquely satisfy the Sylvester equations:

A1V
(i)
lyap − E1V

(i)
lyapS

(i)
v,lyap +B1L

(i)
v,lyap = 0, (94)

A1V
(i)
lyap − E1V

(i)
lyap

(
Êlyap

1,i

)−1
Âlyap

1,i +Blyap
⊥,i L

(i)
v,lyap = 0, (95)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap − E⊤

2 W
(i)
lyapS

(i)
w,lyap + C⊤

2 L
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (96)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap − E⊤

2 W
(i)
lyap

(
Êlyap

2,i

)−⊤(
Âlyap

2,i

)∗
+
(
C lyap

⊥,i

)∗
L
(i)
w,lyap = 0. (97)

As shown in [24], the projection-based approximations of P1 and Q2, identical to the ones produced by
CF-ADI, are given by P1 ≈ V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗ and Q2 ≈ W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗, with respective residuals
Blyap

⊥,i

(
Blyap

⊥,i

)∗ and
(
C lyap

⊥,i

)∗
C lyap

⊥,i .
Assuming that m1 = p2, define

s
(i)
v,sylv = −αiI, l

(i)
v,sylv = −I,

S
(i)
v,sylv =

[
S
(i−1)
v,sylv D

(i−1)
fadi (L

(i)
w,sylv)

⊤l
(i)
v,sylv

0 s
(i)
v,sylv

]
, L

(i)
v,sylv =

[
L
(i−1)
v,sylv l

(i)
v,sylv

]
, (98)

s
(i)
w,sylv = −βiI, l

(i)
w,sylv = −I,

S
(i)
w,sylv =

[
S
(i−1)
w,sylv (D

(i−1)
fadi )∗(L

(i)
v,sylv)

⊤l
(i)
w,sylv

0 s
(i)
w,sylv

]
, L

(i)
w,sylv =

[
L
(i−1)
w,sylv l

(i)
w,sylv

]
. (99)

Recall that V
(i)
fadi and W

(i)
fadi solve the following Sylvester equations:

A1V
(i)
fadi − E1V

(i)
fadiS

(i)
v,sylv +B1L

(i)
v,sylv = 0, (100)

A1V
(i)
fadi + E1V

(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi

(
S
(i)
w,sylv

)∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1
+Bsylv

⊥,i L
(i)
v,sylv = 0, (101)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
fadi − E⊤

2 W
(i)
fadiS

(i)
w,sylv + C⊤

2 L
(i)
w,sylv = 0, (102)

A⊤
2 W

(i)
fadi + E⊤

2 W
(i)
fadi

(
D

(i)
fadi

)∗(
S
(i)
v,sylv

)∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−∗
+
(
Csylv

⊥,i

)∗
L
(i)
w,sylv = 0. (103)

Define T
(i)
v,sylv and T

(i)
w,sylv by:

T
(i)
v,sylv =

[
T

(i−1)
v,sylv t

(i)
1,v,sylv

0 t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
, and T

(i)
w,sylv =

[
T

(i−1)
w,sylv t

(i)
1,w,sylv

0 t
(i)
2,w,sylv

]
, (104)

where

t
(i)
v,sylv =

[
t
(i)
1,v,sylv

t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
=

[
Âlyap

1,i−1 + αiI 0

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap 2Re(αi)I

]−1 [
B̂lyap

1,i−1 − T
(i−1)
v,sylvD

(i−1)
fadi (L

(i−1)
w,sylv)

⊤

2Re(αi)I

]
, (105)

t
(i)
w,sylv =

[
t
(i)
1,w,sylv

t
(i)
2,w,sylv

]
=

[
(Âlyap

2,i−1)
∗ + βiI 0

−2Re(βi)L
(i−1)
w,lyap 2Re(βi)I

]−1 [
(Ĉ lyap

2,i−1)
∗ − T

(i−1)
w,sylv(D

(i−1)
fadi )∗(L

(i−1)
v,sylv)

⊤

2Re(βi)I

]
, (106)
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which uniquely solves the following Sylvester equations:[
Âlyap

1,i−1 0

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap αiI

][
t
(i)
1,v,sylv

t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
−

[
t
(i)
1,v,sylv

t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
s
(i)
v,sylv

+

[
B̂lyap

1,i−1 − T
(i−1)
v,sylvD

(i−1)
fadi (L

(i−1)
w,sylv)

⊤

2Re(αi)I

]
l
(i)
v,sylv = 0, (107)[

Âlyap
2,i−1 −2Re(βi)(L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0 βiI

]∗ [
t
(i)
1,w,sylv

t
(i)
2,w,sylv

]
−

[
t
(i)
1,w,sylv

t
(i)
2,w,sylv

]
s
(i)
w,sylv

+

[
(Ĉ lyap

2,i−1)
∗ − T

(i−1)
w,sylv(D

(i−1)
fadi )∗(L

(i−1)
v,sylv)

⊤

2Re(βi)I

]
l
(i)
w,sylv = 0. (108)

Alternatively, rather than computing recursively, one may obtain T
(i)
v,sylv and T

(i)
w,sylv directly by solving the

Sylvester equations

Âlyap
1,i T

(i)
v,sylv − T

(i)
v,sylvS

(i)
v,sylv + B̂lyap

1,i L
(i)
v,sylv = 0, (109)(

Âlyap
2,i

)∗
T

(i)
w,sylv − T

(i)
w,sylvS

(i)
w,sylv +

(
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗
L
(i)
w,sylv = 0. (110)

The next theorem shows how vsylvi , wsylv
i , V (i)

fadi, and W
(i)
fadi in FADI can be extracted from V

(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap.

Theorem 3.4. Let {αi}ki=1 ⊂ C− and {βi}ki=1 ⊂ C− be the ADI shifts used in CF-ADI to approximate
(7) and (8), respectively. Assume m1 = p2 and that all variables in Algorithm 2 are well defined. Then
vsylvi , wsylv

i , V (i)
fadi, and W

(i)
fadi generated by FADI for the same shifts can be extracted from V

(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap

as follows:

vsylvi = V
(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv, wsylv

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,sylv, V

(i)
fadi = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylv, W

(i)
fadi = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sylv. (111)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix D.

Note that V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap differ from V

(i)
fadi and W

(i)
fadi only by scaling factors: the former use 2Re(αi)

and 2Re(βi), whereas the latter use αi+βi. The matrices t(i)v,sylv and t
(i)
w,sylv effectively expunge the 2Re(αi)

and 2Re(βi) scalings from V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap, respectively, and knit the αi + βi scaling into them to produce

vsylvi and wsylv
i . Moreover, vsylvi and wsylv

i contain the full history of previous shifted linear solves—namely,
(vsylv1 , . . . , vsylvi−1 ) and (wsylv

1 , . . . , wsylv
i−1 )—due to the terms Bsylv

⊥,i−1 and Csylv
⊥,i−1. Thus, all the previous history

of vlyapi and wlyap
i is used to retrieve vsylvi and wsylv

i . Furthermore, because t
(i)
v,sylv and t

(i)
w,sylv are small, they

can be computed cheaply on the fly.
Due to the block triangular recursive structure of T

(i)
v,sylv, its invertibility is guaranteed provided that

t
(i)
2,v,sylv is invertible. Proposition 3.5 gives the conditions for the invertibility of t(i)2,v,sylv, and hence for T (i)

v,sylv.

Proposition 3.5. Partition t
(i)
1,v,sylv as

 tv,1
...

tv,i−1

, and define the matrix M =
∑i−1

k=1 tv,k. Then t
(i)
2,v,sylv is

invertible if the matrix M has no eigenvalue equal to 1.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix E.

The invertibility condition in Proposition 3.5 is not restrictive in practice. In our extensive numerical
experiments, we never encountered a case where T

(i)
v,sylv was singular. Since T

(i)
w,sylv is the dual of T (i)

v,sylv, its
invertibility follows by an analogous argument, which we omit for brevity.
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Define
X̃

(i)
sylv =

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1
.

It follows directly that

Xsylv ≈ V
(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi

(
W

(i)
fadi

)∗
= V

(i)
lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
.

The next proposition shows that X̃
(i)
sylv can be computed from S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap, S

(i)
w,lyap, and L

(i)
w,lyap, all of

which are determined solely by the ADI shifts αi and βi. Consequently, the ADI shifts αi and βi suffice to
compute X̃

(i)
sylv.

Proposition 3.6. The following statements are true:

1. S
(i)
v,lyap = T

(i)
v,sylvS

(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1 and L
(i)
v,lyap = L

(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1.

2. S
(i)
w,lyap = T

(i)
w,sylvS

(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1 and L
(i)
w,lyap = L

(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1.

3. X̃
(i)
sylv solves the following Sylvester equation:

−
(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗
X̃

(i)
sylv − X̃

(i)
sylvS

(i)
v,lyap + (L

(i)
w,lyap)

⊤L
(i)
v,lyap = 0. (112)

4. By setting the free parameters B̂(i)
1 =

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤ and Ê
(i)
1 = I, the matrix Â

(i)
1 = Ê

(i)
1 S

(i)
v,lyap−

B̂
(i)
1 L

(i)
v,lyap = −

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗
X̃

(i)
sylv.

5. By setting the free parameters Ĉ(i)
2 = L

(i)
v,lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1 and Ê
(i)
2 = I, the matrix Â

(i)
2 =

(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗
Ê

(i)
2 −(

L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
Ĉ

(i)
2 = −X̃(i)

sylvS
(i)
v,lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1.

6.
(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1 solves the following projected Sylvester equation:

Â
(i)
1

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1
Ê

(i)
2 + Ê

(i)
1

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1
Â

(i)
2 + B̂

(i)
1 Ĉ

(i)
2 = 0. (113)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix F.

It follows directly that

Bsylv
⊥,i = B1 − E1V

(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi

(
L
(i)
w,sylv

)⊤
= B1 − E1V

(i)
lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
, (114)

Csylv
⊥,i = C2 − L

(i)
v,sylvD

(i)
fadi

(
W

(i)
fadi

)∗
E2 = C2 − L

(i)
v,lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
E2. (115)

Remark 3. From a control theory perspective, Proposition 3.6 tells us that the (implicit) free parameters
B̂

(i)
1 and Ĉ

(i)
2 in CF-ADI (identified in [27]) can always be reset to place the poles of Â(i)

1 and Â
(i)
2 at βi and

αi, respectively, since the pairs
(
−S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap

)
and

(
−S

(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap

)
are always observable, satisfying

the pole-placement condition [29]. By placing the poles at these locations in the s-plane, the FADI-based
approximation Xsylv ≈ V

(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi

(
W

(i)
fadi

)∗ can be obtained using CF-ADI.

3.3.2. Unifying CF-ADI and RADI
Define T

(i)
v,ricc as

T
(i)
v,ricc =

[
T

(i−1)
v,ricc t

(i)
1,v,ricc

0 t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]
, (116)
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where

t
(i)
v,ricc =

[
t
(i)
1,v,ricc

t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]

=

[
Âlyap

1,i−1 + αiI − T
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap −T (i−1)

v,ricc P̂
(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap 2Re(αi)I

]−1

[
B̂lyap

1,i−1 − T
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

2Re(αi)I

]
. (117)

t
(i)
v,ricc uniquely solves the Sylvester equation[

Âlyap
1,i−1 − T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap −T (i−1)

v,ricc P̂
(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap αiI

][
t
(i)
1,v,ricc

t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]

−

[
t
(i)
1,v,ricc

t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]
s
(i)
v,lyap +

[
B̂lyap

1,i−1 − T
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

2Re(αi)I

]
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0. (118)

Rather than constructing T
(i)
v,ricc recursively, one may also compute it directly by solving the Sylvester

equation

Âlyap
1,i T

(i)
v,ricc − T

(i)
v,riccS

(i)
v,ricc + B̂lyap

1,i L
(i)
v,ricc = 0. (119)

However, unlike S
(i)
v,sylv, which depends only on the ADI shifts αi and βi, the matrix S

(i)
v,ricc depends on vricci

itself. Consequently, (119) cannot be used to compute T
(i)
v,ricc without already knowing vricci .

The shifted linear solves vricci in Step (3) of Algorithm 3 may at first appear quite different from vlyapi .
However, the Sylvester equations (76) and (77) share a very similar structure with (94) and (95), suggesting
that vricci can in fact be obtained from V

(i)
lyap. This is confirmed by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.7. Let {αi}ki=1 ∈ C− be the ADI shifts used in CF-ADI to approximate (7), and assume all
variables in Algorithm 3 are well defined. Then vricci and V

(i)
radi in RADI for the same shifts can be extracted

from V
(i)
lyap as:

vricci = V
(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc, V

(i)
radi = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,ricc.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix G.

Theorem 3.7 reveals that computing vricci via the SMW formula—as done in [20], which increases the
number of columns in the right-hand side of the linear solves from m1 to m1 + p1—is not strictly necessary.
Instead, vricci can be fetched from V

(i)
lyap by computing t

(i)
v,ricc, which is inexpensive. Thus, by using the result

of Theorem 3.7, the computation of vricci in RADI could potentially be made as efficient as that of vlyapi in
CF-ADI.

Due to the block triangular recursive structure of T (i)
v,ricc, the invertibility of T (i)

v,ricc is guaranteed if t(i)2,v,ricc

is invertible. The invertibility condition can be derived similarly to Proposition 3.5, which is omitted here
for brevity.

Define P̃
(i)
ricc as

P̃
(i)
ricc = T

(i)
v,riccP̂

(i)
ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)∗
.

It follows directly that
Pricc ≈ V

(i)
radiP̂

(i)
ricc

(
V

(i)
radi

)∗
= V

(i)
lyapP̃

(i)
ricc

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
.
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Theorem 3.8. Assuming the invertibility of T (i)
v,ricc, the following statements hold:

1. S
(i)
v,lyap = T

(i)
v,riccS

(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 and L
(i)
v,lyap = L

(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1.

2.
(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1 solves the following Lyapunov equation:

−
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1 −
(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1
S
(i)
v,lyap +

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
v,lyap +

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap = 0. (120)

3. By setting the free parameters B̂
(i)
1 = P̃

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤ and Ê
(i)
1 = I, the matrix Â

(i)
1 = Ê

(i)
1 S

(i)
v,lyap −

B̂
(i)
1 L

(i)
v,lyap = P̃

(i)
ricc

(
−
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗
+
(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1

)(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1, wherein Ĉ
(i)
1 = C1V

(i)
lyap.

4. P̃
(i)
ricc solves the following projected Riccati equation:

Â
(i)
1 P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Ê

(i)
1 )⊤ + Ê

(i)
1 P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Â

(i)
1

)∗
+ B̂

(i)
1

(
B̂

(i)
1

)∗ − Ê
(i)
1 P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Ê

(i)
1 )⊤ = 0. (121)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix H.

It follows directly that

Bricc
⊥,i = B1 − E1V

(i)
radiP̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤
= B1 − E1V

(i)
lyapP̃

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
. (122)

Remark 4. Again, from a control theory perspective, Theorem 3.8 tells us that the (implicit) free parameter
B̂

(i)
1 in CF-ADI can always be reset to place the poles of Â

(i)
1 − P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 at αi, since the pair(

− S
(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap

)
is always observable, satisfying the pole-placement condition. By placing the poles

at these locations in the s-plane, the RADI-based approximation V
(i)
radiP̂

(i)
ricc

(
V

(i)
radi

)∗ can be obtained using
CF-ADI.

3.3.3. Computing the Remaining Equations with CF-ADI
The remaining linear matrix equations can first be rewritten as standard Lyapunov and Riccati equations

and then solved using CF-ADI, as shown in the sequel.
Let us define A1,mp and B1,mp as A1,mp = A1 − B1D

−1
1 C1 and B1,mp = B1D

−1
1 . Then the Lyapunov

equation (11) can be rewritten as

A1,mpPmpE
⊤
1 + E1PmpA

⊤
1,mp +B1,mpB

⊤
1,mp = 0. (123)

A low-rank approximation of Pmp can then be obtained via CF-ADI using the ADI shifts αi as Pmp ≈
V

(i)
mpP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
mp

)∗, where V
(i)
mp =

[
V

(i−1)
mp vmp

i

]
.

Let us define A2,mp and C2,mp as A2,mp = A2 − B2D
−1
2 C2 and C2,mp = D−1

2 C2. Then the Lyapunov
equation (12) can be rewritten as

A⊤
1,mpQmpE2 + E⊤

2 QmpA2,mp + C⊤
2,mpC2,mp = 0. (124)

A low-rank approximation of Qmp can then be obtained via CF-ADI using the ADI shifts βi as Qmp ≈
W

(i)
mpQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
mp

)∗, where W
(i)
mp =

[
W

(i−1)
mp wmp

i

]
.

A low-rank approximation of Qricc can be obtained using RADI with ADI shifts βi as Qricc = W
(i)
radiQ̂

(i)
ricc

(
W

(i)
radi

)∗,
where W

(i)
radi =

[
W

(i−1)
radi wricc

i

]
, and Q̂

(i)
ricc = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
ricc , q̂

(i)
ricc

)
. The matrix

(
q̂
(i)
ricc

)−1 is the solution to
the following Lyapunov equation:

−
(
s
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
q̂
(i)
ricc

)−1 −
(
q̂
(i)
ricc

)−1
s
(i)
w,lyap +

(
l
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap +

(
wricc

i

)∗
B2B

⊤
2 wricc

i = 0. (125)
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Let us define C1,∞ =
√
1− γ−2

1 C1 and B2,∞ =
√
1− γ−2

2 B2. Then the Riccati equations (16) and (17)
can be rewritten as

A1P∞E⊤
1 + E1P∞A⊤

1 +B1B
⊤
1 − E1P∞C⊤

1,∞C1,∞P∞E⊤
1 = 0, (126)

A⊤
2 Q∞E2 + E⊤

2 Q∞A2 + C⊤
2 C2 − E⊤

2 Q∞B2,∞B⊤
2,∞P∞E2 = 0. (127)

Low-rank approximations of P∞ and Q∞ can then be obtained via RADI using ADI shifts αi and βi,
respectively: P∞ = V

(i)
∞ P̂

(i)
∞
(
V

(i)
∞
)∗ and Q∞ = W

(i)
∞ Q̂

(i)
∞
(
W

(i)
∞
)∗, where V

(i)
∞ =

[
V

(i−1)
∞ v∞i

]
, P̂

(i)
∞ =

blkdiag
(
P̂

(i−1)
∞ , p̂

(i)
∞
)
, W (i)

∞ =
[
W

(i−1)
∞ w∞

i

]
, and Q̂

(i)
∞ = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
∞ , q̂

(i)
∞
)
. The matrices

(
p̂
(i)
∞
)−1 and(

q̂
(i)
∞
)−1 are the solutions to the following Lyapunov equations:

−
(
s
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
p̂(i)∞
)−1 −

(
p̂(i)∞
)−1

s
(i)
v,lyap +

(
l
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
v,lyap + (1− γ−2

1 )
(
v∞i
)∗
C⊤

1 C1v
∞
i = 0, (128)

−
(
s
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
q̂(i)∞
)−1 −

(
q̂(i)∞
)−1

s
(i)
w,lyap +

(
l
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap + (1− γ−2

2 )
(
w∞

i

)∗
B2B

⊤
2 w∞

i = 0. (129)

Assuming that D1 +D⊤
1 > 0 and D2 +D⊤

2 > 0, define the following matrices:

A1,pr = A1 −B1(D1 +D⊤
1 )

−1C1, B1,pr = B1(D1 +D⊤
1 )

− 1
2 , C1,pr = (D1 +D⊤

1 )
− 1

2C1, (130)

A2,pr = A2 −B2(D2 +D⊤
2 )

−1C2, B2,pr = B2(D2 +D⊤
2 )

− 1
2 , C2,pr = (D2 +D⊤

2 )
− 1

2C2. (131)

Then the Riccati equations (18) and (19) can be rewritten as

A1,prPprE
⊤
1 + E1PprA

⊤
1,pr +B1,prB

⊤
1,pr + E1PprC

⊤
1,prC1,prPprE

⊤
1 = 0, (132)

A⊤
2,prQprE2 + E⊤

2 QprA2,pr + C⊤
2,prC2,pr + E⊤

2 QprB2,prB
⊤
2,prQprE2 = 0. (133)

Low-rank approximations of Ppr and Qpr can then be obtained via RADI using ADI shifts αi and βi,
respectively: Ppr = V

(i)
pr P̂

(i)
pr

(
V

(i)
pr

)∗ and Qpr = W
(i)
pr Q̂

(i)
pr

(
W

(i)
pr

)∗, where V
(i)
pr =

[
V

(i−1)
pr vpri

]
, P̂

(i)
pr =

blkdiag
(
P̂

(i−1)
pr , p̂

(i)
pr

)
, W (i)

pr =
[
W

(i−1)
pr wpr

i

]
, and Q̂

(i)
pr = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
pr , q̂

(i)
pr

)
. The matrices

(
p̂
(i)
pr

)−1 and(
q̂
(i)
pr

)−1 are the solutions to the following Lyapunov equations:

−
(
s
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
p̂(i)pr

)−1 −
(
p̂(i)pr

)−1
s
(i)
v,lyap +

(
l
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
v,lyap −

(
vpri
)∗
C⊤

1 (D1 +D⊤
1 )

−1C1v
pr
i = 0, (134)

−
(
s
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
q̂(i)pr

)−1 −
(
q̂(i)pr

)−1
s
(i)
w,lyap +

(
l
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap −

(
wpr

i

)∗
B2(D2 +D⊤

2 )
−1B⊤

2 wpr
i = 0. (135)

Assuming that I −D1D
⊤
1 > 0 and I −D⊤

2 D2 > 0, define the following matrices:

A1,br = A1 +B1D
⊤
1 (I −D1D

⊤
1 )

−1C1, B1,br = B1

(
I +D⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1D1

) 1
2 ,

C1,br = (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

− 1
2C1,

A2,br = A2 +B2(I −D⊤
2 D2)

−1D⊤
2 C2, B2,br = B2

(
I −D⊤

2 D2

)− 1
2 ,

C2,br =
(
I +D2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1D⊤

2

) 1
2C2. (136)

Then the Riccati equations (20) and (21) can be rewritten as

A1,brPbrE
⊤
1 + E1PbrA

⊤
1,br +B1,brB

⊤
1,br + E1PbrC

⊤
1,brC1,brPbrE

⊤
1 = 0, (137)

A⊤
2,brQbrE2 + E⊤

2 QbrA2,br + C⊤
2,brC2,br + E⊤

2 QbrB2,brB
⊤
2,brQbrE2 = 0. (138)

Low-rank approximations of Pbr and Qbr can then be obtained via RADI using ADI shifts αi and βi,
respectively: Pbr = V

(i)
br P̂

(i)
br

(
V

(i)
br

)∗ and Qbr = W
(i)
br Q̂

(i)
br

(
W

(i)
br

)∗, with V
(i)
br =

[
V

(i−1)
br vbri

]
, P̂

(i)
br =
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blkdiag
(
P̂

(i−1)
br , p̂

(i)
br

)
, W (i)

br =
[
W

(i−1)
br wbr

i

]
, and Q̂

(i)
br = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
br , q̂

(i)
br

)
. The matrices

(
p̂
(i)
br

)−1 and(
q̂
(i)
br

)−1 are the solutions to the following Lyapunov equations:

−
(
s
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
p̂
(i)
br

)−1 −
(
p̂
(i)
br

)−1
s
(i)
v,lyap +

(
l
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
v,lyap −

(
vbri
)∗
C⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1C1v
br
i = 0, (139)

−
(
s
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
q̂
(i)
br

)−1 −
(
q̂
(i)
br

)−1
s
(i)
w,lyap +

(
l
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap −

(
wbr

i

)∗
B2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1B⊤

2 wbr
i = 0. (140)

Assuming that D⊤
1 D1 > 0 and D2D

⊤
2 > 0, define the following matrices:

A1,sf = A1 −B1(D
⊤
1 D1)

−1
(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)
, B1,sf = B1(D

⊤
1 D1)

− 1
2 ,

C1,sf = (D⊤
1 D1)

− 1
2

(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)
, (141)

A2,sf = A2 −
(
P1C

⊤
2 +B2D

⊤
2

)(
D2D

⊤
2

)−1
C2, B2,sf =

(
P1C

⊤
2 +B2D

⊤
2

)(
D2D

⊤
2

)− 1
2 ,

C2,sf =
(
D2D

⊤
2

)− 1
2C2. (142)

Then the Riccati equations (22) and (23) can be rewritten as

A1,sfPsfE
⊤
1 + E1PsfA

⊤
1,sf +B1,sfB

⊤
1,sf + E1PsfC

⊤
1,sfC1,sfPsfE

⊤
1 = 0, (143)

A⊤
2,sfQsfE2 + E⊤

2 QsfA2,sf + C⊤
2,sfC2,sf + E⊤

2 QsfB2,sfB
⊤
2,sfQsfE2 = 0. (144)

Low-rank approximations of Psf and Qsf can then be obtained via RADI using ADI shifts αi and βi, respec-
tively: Psf = V

(i)
sf P̂

(i)
sf

(
V

(i)
sf

)∗ and Qsf = W
(i)
sf Q̂

(i)
sf

(
W

(i)
sf

)∗, with V
(i)
sf =

[
V

(i−1)
sf vsfi

]
, P̂ (i)

sf = blkdiag
(
P̂

(i−1)
sf , p̂

(i)
sf

)
,

W
(i)
sf =

[
W

(i−1)
sf wsf

i

]
, and Q̂

(i)
sf = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
sf , q̂

(i)
sf

)
. The matrices

(
p̂
(i)
sf

)−1 and
(
q̂
(i)
sf

)−1 are the solutions
to the following Lyapunov equations:

−
(
s
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
p̂
(i)
sf

)−1 −
(
p̂
(i)
sf

)−1
s
(i)
v,lyap +

(
l
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
v,lyap −

(
vsfi
)∗
C⊤

1,sfC1,sfPsfv
sf
i = 0, (145)

−
(
s
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
q̂
(i)
sf

)−1 −
(
q̂
(i)
sf

)−1
s
(i)
w,lyap +

(
l
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
l
(i)
w,lyap −

(
wsf

i

)∗
B2,sfB

⊤
2,sfw

sf
i = 0. (146)

Define the following matrices:

T (i)
v,mp =

[
T

(i−1)
v,mp t

(i)
1,v,mp

0 t
(i)
2,v,mp

]
, T (i)

w,mp =

[
T

(i−1)
w,mp t

(i)
1,w,mp

0 t
(i)
2,w,mp

]
, T

(i)
w,ricc =

[
T

(i−1)
w,ricc t

(i)
1,w,ricc

0 t
(i)
2,w,ricc

]
, (147)

T (i)
v,∞ =

[
T

(i−1)
v,∞ t

(i)
1,v,∞

0 t
(i)
2,v,∞

]
, T (i)

w,∞ =

[
T

(i−1)
w,∞ t

(i)
1,w,∞

0 t
(i)
2,w,∞

]
, T (i)

v,pr =

[
T

(i−1)
v,pr t

(i)
1,v,pr

0 t
(i)
2,v,pr

]
, (148)

T (i)
w,pr =

[
T

(i−1)
w,pr t

(i)
1,w,pr

0 t
(i)
2,w,pr

]
, T

(i)
v,br =

[
T

(i−1)
v,br t

(i)
1,v,br

0 t
(i)
2,v,br

]
, T

(i)
w,br =

[
T

(i−1)
w,br t

(i)
1,w,br

0 t
(i)
2,w,br

]
, (149)

T
(i)
v,sf =

[
T

(i−1)
v,sf t

(i)
1,v,sf

0 t
(i)
2,v,sf

]
, T

(i)
w,sf =

[
T

(i−1)
w,sf t

(i)
1,w,sf

0 t
(i)
2,w,sf

]
, (150)

where

t(i)v,mp =

[
t
(i)
1,v,mp

t
(i)
2,v,mp

]
, t(i)w,mp =

[
t
(i)
1,w,mp

t
(i)
2,w,mp

]
, t

(i)
w,ricc =

[
t
(i)
1,w,ricc

t
(i)
2,w,ricc

]
, t(i)v,∞ =

[
t
(i)
1,v,∞
t
(i)
2,v,∞

]
,

t(i)v,∞ =

[
t
(i)
1,v,∞
t
(i)
2,v,∞

]
, t(i)w,∞ =

[
t
(i)
1,w,∞
t
(i)
2,w,∞

]
, t(i)v,pr =

[
t
(i)
1,v,pr

t
(i)
2,v,pr

]
, t(i)w,pr =

[
t
(i)
1,w,pr

t
(i)
2,w,pr

]
,

t
(i)
v,br =

[
t
(i)
1,v,br

t
(i)
2,v,br

]
, t

(i)
w,br =

[
t
(i)
1,w,br

t
(i)
2,w,br

]
, t

(i)
v,sf =

[
t
(i)
1,v,sf

t
(i)
2,v,sf

]
, t

(i)
w,sf =

[
t
(i)
1,w,sf

t
(i)
2,w,sf

]
,

18



solve the following Sylvester equations:(
Âlyap

1,i − B̂lyap
1,i D−1

1 C1V
(i)
lyap

)
t(i)v,mp − t(i)v,mps

(i)
v,lyap

+
(
B̂lyap

1,i D−1
1 −

[
T

(i−1)
v,mp P̂

(i−1)
lyap (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (151)((

Âlyap
2,i

)∗ − (Ĉ lyap
2,i

)∗
D−⊤

2 B⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap

)
t(i)w,mp − t(i)w,mps

(i)
w,lyap

+
((

Ĉ lyap
2,i

)∗
D−⊤

1 −

[
T

(i−1)
w,mp Q̂

(i−1)
lyap (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (152)((

Âlyap
2,i

)⊤ − [T (i−1)
w,riccQ̂

(i−1)
ricc

(
W

(i−1)
radi

)⊤
B2B

⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap

0

])
t
(i)
w,ricc − t

(i)
w,riccs

(i)
w,lyap

+

(
(Ĉ lyap

2,i )⊤ −

[
T

(i−1)
w,riccQ̂

(i−1)
ricc

(
L
(i−1)
w,lyap

)⊤
0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (153)(

Âlyap
1,i −

[
(1− γ2

1)T
(i−1)
v,∞ P̂

(i−1)
∞

(
V

(i−1)
∞

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap

0

])
t(i)v,∞ − t(i)v,∞s

(i)
v,lyap

+

(
B̂lyap

1,i −

[
T

(i−1)
v,∞ P̂

(i−1)
∞ (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (154)((

Âlyap
2,i

)∗ − [(1− γ2
2)T

(i−1)
w,∞ Q̂

(i−1)
∞

(
W

(i−1)
∞

)∗
B2B

⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap

0

])
t(i)w,∞ − t(i)w,∞s

(i)
w,lyap

+

((
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗ − [T (i−1)
w,∞ Q̂

(i−1)
∞ (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (155)(

Âlyap
1,i − B̂lyap

1,i (D1 +D⊤
1 )

−1C1V
(i)
lyap +

[
T

(i−1)
v,pr P̂

(i−1)
pr

(
V

(i−1)
pr

)∗
C⊤

1 (D1 +D⊤
1 )

−1C1V
(i)
lyap

0

])
t(i)v,pr

− t(i)v,prs
(i)
v,lyap +

(
B̂lyap

1,i (D1 +D⊤
1 )

− 1
2 −

[
T

(i−1)
v,pr P̂

(i−1)
pr (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (156)((

Âlyap
2,i

)∗ − (Ĉ lyap
2,i

)∗
(D2 +D⊤

2 )
−1B⊤

2 W
(i)
lyap +

[
T

(i−1)
w,pr Q̂

(i−1)
pr

(
W

(i−1)
pr

)∗
B2(D2 +D⊤

2 )
−1B⊤

2 W
(i)
lyap

0

])
t(i)w,pr

− t(i)w,prs
(i)
w,lyap +

((
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗
(D2 +D⊤

2 )
− 1

2 −

[
T

(i−1)
w,pr Q̂

(i−1)
pr (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (157)(

Âlyap
1,i + B̂lyap

1,i D⊤
1 (I −D1D

⊤
1 )

−1C1V
(i)
lyap +

[
T

(i−1)
v,br P̂

(i−1)
br

(
V

(i−1)
br

)∗
C⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1C1V
(i)
lyap

0

])
t
(i)
v,br

− t
(i)
v,brs

(i)
v,lyap +

(
B̂lyap

1,i

(
I +D⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1D1

) 1
2

−

[
T

(i−1)
v,br P̂

(i−1)
br (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (158)
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((
Âlyap

2,i

)∗
+
(
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗
D2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1B⊤

2 W
(i)
lyap

+

[
T

(i−1)
w,br Q̂

(i−1)
br

(
W

(i−1)
br

)∗
B2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1B⊤

2 W
(i)
lyap

0

])
t
(i)
w,br − t

(i)
w,brs

(i)
w,lyap

+

((
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗(
I +D2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1D⊤

2

) 1
2 −

[
T

(i−1)
w,br Q̂

(i−1)
br (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0, (159)(

Âlyap
1,i − B̂lyap

1,i (D⊤
1 D1)

−1
(
B⊤

1 Q2 +D⊤
1 C1

)
V

(i)
lyap +

[
T

(i−1)
v,sf P̂

(i−1)
sf

(
V

(i−1)
sf

)∗
C⊤

1,sfC1,sfV
(i)
lyap

0

])
t
(i)
v,sf

− t
(i)
v,sfs

(i)
v,lyap +

(
B̂lyap

1,i (D⊤
1 D1)

− 1
2 −

[
T

(i−1)
v,sf P̂

(i−1)
sf (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (160)((

Âlyap
2,i

)∗ − (Ĉ lyap
2,i

)∗
(D2D

⊤
2 )

−1
(
C⊤

2 P1 +D2B2

)
W

(i)
lyap +

[
T

(i−1)
w,sf Q̂

(i−1)
sf

(
W

(i−1)
sf

)∗
B2,sfB

⊤
2,sfW

(i)
lyap

0

])
t
(i)
w,sf

− t
(i)
w,sfs

(i)
w,lyap +

((
B̂lyap

2,i

)∗
(D2D

⊤
2 )

− 1
2 −

[
T

(i−1)
w,sf Q̂

(i−1)
sf (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤

0

])
l
(i)
w,lyap = 0. (161)

Theorem 3.9. Let {αi}ki=1 ∈ C− and {βi}ki=1 ∈ C− be the ADI shifts used in CF-ADI to approximate (7)
and (8), respectively. Then vmp

i , wmp
i , v∞i , w∞

i , vpri , wpr
i , vbri , wbr

i , vsfi , wsf
i , wricc

i can be extracted from
V

(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap as follows:

vmp
i = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,mp, v∞i = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,∞, vpri = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,pr, vbri = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,br, vsfi = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sf ,

wmp
i = W

(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,mp, w∞

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,∞, wpr

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,pr, wbr

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,br, wsf

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,sf ,

wricc
i = W

(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,ricc.

Furthermore, V
(i)
mp, W

(i)
mp, V

(i)
∞ , W

(i)
∞ , V

(i)
pr , W

(i)
pr , V

(i)
br , W

(i)
br , V

(i)
sf , W

(i)
sf , and W

(i)
radi can be obtained from

V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap as follows:

V (i)
mp = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,mp, V (i)

∞ = V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,∞, V (i)

pr = V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,pr, V

(i)
br = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,br, V

(i)
sf = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sf ,

W (i)
mp = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,mp, W (i)

∞ = W
(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,∞, W (i)

pr = W
(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,pr, W

(i)
br = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,br, W

(i)
sf = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sf ,

W
(i)
radi = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,ricc.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.7 and is therefore omitted for brevity.

The Riccati equations (22) and (23) involve Q2 and P1, which are not feasible to compute in a large-scale
setting. If, however, ADI-based approximations of Q2 and P1 are available—namely, Q2 ≈W

(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
and P1 ≈ V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗, then we can approximate Psf and Qsf as Psf ≈ P(i)
sf and Qsf ≈ Q(i)

sf by solving
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the following Riccati equations:

A1P(i)
sf E⊤

1 + E1P(i)
sf A⊤

1 +

(
B1 − E1P(i)

sf

(
W

(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
B1 + C⊤

1 D1

))(
D⊤

1 D1

)−1

×

(
B1 − E1P(i)

sf

(
W

(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
B1 + C⊤

1 D1

))∗

= 0, (162)

A⊤
2 Q

(i)
sf E2 + E⊤

2 Q
(i)
sf A2 +

(
C2 −

(
C2V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D2B

⊤
2

)
Q(i)

sf E2

)∗(
D2D

⊤
2

)−1

×

(
C2 −

(
C2V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D2B

⊤
2

)
Q(i)

sf E2

)
= 0. (163)

RADI-based approximations of P(i)
sf and Q(i)

sf can still be extracted from V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap along similar lines

by redefining A1,sf , C1,sf , A2,sf , and B2,sf as follows:

A1,sf = A1 −B1(D
⊤
1 D1)

−1
(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D⊤

1 C1

)
,

C1,sf =
(
D⊤

1 D1

)− 1
2

(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D⊤

1 C1

)
, (164)

A2,sf = A2 −
(
V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

2 +B2D
⊤
2

)(
D2D

⊤
2

)−1
C2,

B2,sf =
(
V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

2 +B2D
⊤
2

)(
D2D

⊤
2

)− 1
2 . (165)

However, their simultaneous computation with Q2 and P1 is tricky: whenever the approximations Q2 ≈
W

(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗ and P1 ≈ V
(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗ are updated, P(i)
sf and Q(i)

sf change as well, so the previous

approximations P(i−1)
sf and Q(i−1)

sf must be discarded. Moreover, the residuals of the Riccati equations
(162) and (163) can only be used to assess the quality of the approximations Psf ≈ P(i)

sf and Qsf ≈ Q(i)
sf

once the residuals of the Lyapunov equations (8) and (7) have dropped significantly—indicating that the
approximations of Q2 and P1 are already accurate.

RADI-based approximations of P(i)
sf and Q(i)

sf can be obtained from V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap (similar to how the

approximation of Pricc is obtained using Theorem 3.8) as

P(i)
sf ≈ V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sf P̂

(i)
sf

(
T (i)
v,sf

)∗(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗ and Q(i)
sf ≈W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sfQ̂

(i)
sf

(
T (i)
w,sf

)∗(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
,

where T (i)
v,sf ,

(
P̂(i)
sf

)−1, T (i)
w,sf , and

(
Q̂(i)

sf

)−1 solve the following linear matrix equations:

Âlyap
1,i − B̂lyap

1,i (D⊤
1 D1)

−1
(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
V

(i)
lyap +D⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap

)
T (i)
v,sf − T

(i)
v,sfS

(i)
v,lyap

+ B̂lyap
1,i (D⊤

1 D1)
− 1

2L
(i)
v,lyap = 0, (166)

−
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(P̂(i)
sf

)−1 −
(
P̂(i)
sf

)−1
S
(i)
v,lyap +

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
v,lyap

−
(
T (i)
v,sf

)∗(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D⊤

1 C1

)∗(
D⊤

1 D1

)−1

×
(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyapQ̂

(i)
lyap

(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D⊤

1 C1

)
V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sf = 0, (167)(

Âlyap
2,i

)∗ − (Ĉ lyap
2,i

)∗
(D2D

⊤
2 )

−1
(
C2V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
W

(i)
lyap +D2B

⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap

)
T (i)
w,sf − T

(i)
w,sfS

(i)
w,lyap

+
(
Ĉ lyap

2,i

)∗
(D2D

⊤
2 )

− 1
2L

(i)
w,lyap = 0, (168)
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−
(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(Q̂(i)
sf

)−1 −
(
Q̂(i)

sf

)−1
S
(i)
w,lyap +

(
L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
w,lyap

−
(
T (i)
w,sf

)∗(
W

(i)
lyap

)∗(
C2V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D2B

⊤
2

)∗(
D2D

⊤
2

)−1

×
(
C2V

(i)
lyapP̂

(i)
lyap

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
+D2B

⊤
2

)
W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sf = 0. (169)

These approximations must be recomputed each time the approximations of Q2 and P1 are updated. Overall,
the simultaneous approximation of Psf and Qsf together with Q2 and P1 is less elegant than the Riccati
equations considered earlier, as it loses the recursive accumulation of matrices.

3.4. Realification of Matrices in Unified ADI Framework
In the recursive interpolation framework, there is no theoretical requirement to use one interpolation

point at a time. As long as the pairs
(
− (s

(i)
v )∗, (l

(i)
v )∗

)
and

(
− (s

(i)
w )∗, (l

(i)
w )∗

)
are observable, s(i)v and s

(i)
w

may contain multiple interpolation points simultaneously [24]. This property can be exploited in CF-ADI
to keep the matrices V

(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap real-valued even when the shifts are complex-valued. Keeping most

matrices in CF-ADI real is beneficial both in terms of practical utility and computational efficiency [15].
Assume that for every complex-valued shift αi and βi, the next shifts are αi+1 = αi and βi+1 = βi. Then

the simplest—and widely used—choice in rational interpolation literature [23] for the pairs (s
(i)
v,lyap, l

(i)
v,lyap),

(s
(i)
w,lyap, l

(i)
w,lyap), (s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv), (s

(i)
w,sylv, l

(i)
w,sylv), (s

(i)
v,ricc, l

(i)
v,sylv), and (s

(i)
w,ricc, l

(i)
w,ricc) is as follows:

s
(i)
v,lyap = s

(i)
v,sylv = s

(i)
v,ricc =

[
−Re(αi)I Im(−αi)I
−Im(−αi)I −Re(αi)I

]
, l

(i)
v,lyap = l

(i)
v,sylv = l

(i)
v,ricc =

[
−I 0

]
,

s
(i)
w,lyap = s

(i)
w,sylv = s

(i)
w,ricc =

[
−Re(βi)I Im(βi)I
−Im(βi)I −Re(βi)I

]
, l

(i)
w,lyap = l

(i)
w,sylv = l

(i)
w,ricc =

[
−I 0

]
.

However, for consistency with existing literature—and to leverage certain analytical expressions found
there—we adopt the same implicit choices used in [16, 19, 20].

When αi ∈ R and βi ∈ R, the matrices s
(i)
v,lyap, l

(i)
v,lyap, s

(i)
w,lyap, and l

(i)
w,lyap are (implicitly) set in [16] as

follows:

s
(i)
v,lyap = −αiI, l

(i)
v,lyap = −

√
−2αiI, s

(i)
w,lyap = −βiI, l

(i)
w,lyap = −

√
−2βiI. (170)

When αi ∈ C− and βi ∈ C−, define ϕv =
√
−Re(αi), δv = Re(αi)

Im(αi)
, ϕw =

√
−Re(βi), and δw = Re(βi)

Im(βi)
. Then,

as in [16], the matrices are (implicitly) set as:

s
(i)
v,lyap = t−1

v

[
−αi 0
0 −αi

]
tv ⊗ I, l

(i)
v,lyap =

[
−1 −1

]
tv ⊗ I, (171)

s
(i)
w,lyap = t−1

w

[
−βi 0

0 −βi

]
tw ⊗ I, l

(i)
w,lyap =

[
−1 −1

]
tw ⊗ I, (172)

where

tv = ϕv

[
1 −j
1 j

] [
1 0

δv
√
1 + δ2v

]
, tw = ϕw

[
1 −j
1 j

] [
1 0

δw
√

1 + δ2w

]
. (173)

A notable advantage of this realification strategy is that the matrices P̂ (i)
lyap and Q̂

(i)
lyap become P̂

(i)
lyap = I and
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Q̂
(i)
lyap = I, as noted in [27]. Consequently, we obtain the simplified expressions:

S
(i)
v,lyap =

[
S
(i−1)
v,lyap (L

(i−1)
v,lyap)

⊤l
(i)
v,lyap

0 s
(i)
v,lyap

]
, L

(i)
v,lyap =

[
L
(i−1)
v,lyap l

(i)
v,lyap

]
, (174)

Âlyap
1,i = −

(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗
, B̂lyap

1,i =
(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
, (175)

S
(i)
w,lyap =

[
S
(i−1)
w,lyap (L

(i−1)
w,lyap)

⊤l
(i)
w,lyap

0 s
(i)
w,lyap

]
, L

(i)
w,lyap =

[
L
(i−1)
w,lyap l

(i)
w,lyap

]
, (176)

Âlyap
2,i = −S(i)

w,lyap, Ĉ lyap
2,i = L

(i)
w,lyap. (177)

The same strategy is implicitly used for the realification of RADI in [20].
For the realification of matrices in FADI, [19] proposes grouping the shifts as follows:

1. Case I: αi ∈ R and βi ∈ R.
2. Case II: αi ∈ C, αi+1 = αi, βi ∈ C, and βi+1 = βi.
3. Case III: αi ∈ R, αi+1 ∈ R, βi ∈ C, and βi+1 = βi.
4. Case IV: αi ∈ C, αi+1 = αi, βi ∈ R, and βi+1 ∈ R.

For Case I, the matrices s
(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w,sylv are (implicitly) set in [19] as:

s
(i)
v,sylv = −αiI, l

(i)
v,sylv = −I, s

(i)
w,sylv = −βiI, l

(i)
w,sylv = −I. (178)

For Case II:

s
(i)
v,sylv =

[
−Re(αi)I Im(−αi)I
−Im(−αi)I −Re(αi)I

]
, l

(i)
v,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
, (179)

s
(i)
w,sylv =

[
−Re(βi)I Im(βi)I
−Im(βi)I −Re(βi)I

]
, l

(i)
w,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
. (180)

For Case III:

s
(i)
v,sylv =

[
−αiI I
0 −αi+1

]
, l

(i)
v,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
, (181)

s
(i)
w,sylv =

[
−Re(βi)I Im(βi)I
−Im(βi)I −Re(βi)I

]
, l

(i)
w,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
. (182)

For Case IV:

s
(i)
v,sylv =

[
−Re(αi)I Im(−αi)I
−Im(−αi)I −Re(αi)I

]
, l

(i)
v,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
, (183)

s
(i)
w,sylv =

[
−βiI I
0 −βi+1I

]
, l

(i)
w,sylv =

[
−I 0

]
. (184)

The pseudo-code for the proposed Unified low-rank ADI algorithm (UADI), incorporating these realification
strategies to simultaneously solve (7)–(23) with only two linear solves per iteration, is given in Algorithm
4. For clarity, we solve the small-scale Lyapunov/Sylvester equations satisfied by the variables

(
d̂
(i)
sylv

)−1,(
p̂
(i)
ricc

)−1,
(
q̂
(i)
ricc

)−1,
(
p̂
(i)
∞
)−1,

(
q̂
(i)
∞
)−1,

(
p̂
(i)
pr

)−1,
(
q̂
(i)
pr

)−1,
(
p̂
(i)
br

)−1, and
(
q̂
(i)
br

)−1 in UADI. Analytical ex-
pressions for these matrices can be found in [16, 19, 20], allowing them to be computed directly without
solving the corresponding Lyapunov/Sylvester equations. Nevertheless, even if those equations are solved,
the computations remain small-scale and inexpensive. The main computational cost in UADI is concen-
trated in Steps (3) and (4), which involve shifted linear solves to compute vlyapi and wlyap

i . All other steps
are small-scale and can be executed efficiently.
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Algorithm 4: UADI

Inputs: Matrices of linear matrix equations: A1, B1, C1, D1, E1, S1, γ1, A2, B2, C2, D2, E2, S2, γ2;
ADI shifts: {αi}ki=1 ∈ C− and {βi}ki=1 ∈ C−.

Outputs: Approximations: P1 ≈ V
(k)
lyap(V

(k)
lyap)

⊤, Q2 ≈ W
(k)
lyap(W

(k)
lyap)

⊤, Ps ≈ V
(k)
lyap(I ⊗ S1)(V

(k)
lyap)

⊤,

Qs ≈ W
(k)
lyap(I ⊗ S2)(W

(k)
lyap)

⊤, Pmp ≈ V
(i)
mp(V

(i)
mp)⊤, Qmp ≈ W

(i)
mp(W

(i)
mp)⊤, Xsylv ≈ V

(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi(W

(i)
fadi)

⊤,

Pricc ≈ V
(i)
radiP̂

(i)
ricc(V

(i)
radi)

⊤, Qricc ≈ W
(i)
radiQ̂

(i)
ricc(W

(i)
radi)

⊤, P∞ ≈ V
(i)
∞ P̂

(i)
∞ (V

(i)
∞ )⊤, Q∞ ≈ W

(i)
∞ Q̂

(i)
∞ (W

(i)
∞ )⊤,

Ppr ≈ V
(i)
pr P̂

(i)
pr (V

(i)
pr )⊤, Qpr ≈ W

(i)
pr Q̂

(i)
pr (W

(i)
pr )⊤, Pbr ≈ V

(i)
br P̂

(i)
br (V

(i)
br )⊤, Qbr ≈ W

(i)
br Q̂

(i)
br (W

(i)
br )

⊤, Psf ≈
V(i)
sf P̂

(i)
sf (V(i)

sf )⊤, Qsf ≈ W(i)
sf Q̂

(i)
sf (W

(i)
sf )⊤; Residuals: Rp,lyap = Blyap

⊥,k (B
lyap
⊥,k )

⊤, Rq,lyap = (C lyap
⊥,k )⊤C lyap

⊥,k ,
Rp,s = Blyap

⊥,k S1(B
lyap
⊥,k )

⊤, Rq,s = (C lyap
⊥,k )⊤S2C

lyap
⊥,k , Rp,mp = Bmp

⊥,k(B
mp
⊥,k)

⊤, Rq,mp = (Cmp
⊥,k)

⊤Cmp
⊥,k, Rsylv =

Bsylv
⊥,kC

sylv
⊥,k , Rp,ricc = Bricc

⊥,k(B
ricc
⊥,k)

⊤, Rq,ricc = (Cricc
⊥,k)

⊤Cricc
⊥,k , Rp,∞ = B∞

⊥,k(B
∞
⊥,k)

⊤, Rq,∞ = (C∞
⊥,k)

⊤C∞
⊥,k,

Rp,pr = Bpr
⊥,k(B

pr
⊥,k)

⊤, Rq,pr = (Cpr
⊥,k)

⊤Cpr
⊥,k, Rp,br = Bbr

⊥,k(B
br
⊥,k)

⊤, Rq,br = (Cbr
⊥,k)

⊤Cbr
⊥,k, Rp,sf = Bsf

⊥,k(B
sf
⊥,k)

⊤,
Rq,sf = (Csf

⊥,k)
⊤Csf

⊥,k.

1. Initialize i = 1, Blyap
⊥,0 = B1, C

lyap
⊥,0 = C2, B

mp
⊥,0 = B1D

−1
1 , Cmp

⊥,0 = D−1
2 C2, B

sylv
⊥,0 = B1, C

sylv
⊥,0 = C2,

Bricc
⊥,0 = B1, Cricc

⊥,0 = C2, B∞
⊥,0 = B1, C∞

⊥,0 = C2, B
pr
⊥,0 = B1(D1 + D⊤

1 )
− 1

2 , Cpr
⊥,0 = (D2 + D⊤

2 )
− 1

2C2,

Bbr
⊥,0 = B1

(
I +D⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1D1

) 1
2 , and Cbr

⊥,0 =
(
I +D2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1D⊤

2

) 1
2C2.

2. while i ≤ k do
3. Solve (A1 + αiE1)v

lyap
i = Blyap

⊥,i−1 for vlyapi .

4. Solve (A⊤
2 + βiE

⊤
2 )wlyap

i = (C lyap
⊥,i−1)

⊤ for wlyap
i .

5. if αi ∈ R ∧ βi ∈ R then
6. Expand V

(i)
lyap =

[
V

(i−1)
lyap

√
−2αi v

lyap
i

]
and update Blyap

⊥,i = Blyap
⊥,i−1 − 2αiE1v

lyap
i .

7. Set s
(i)
v,lyap and l

(i)
v,lyap as in (170) and expand S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap, Â

lyap
1,i , and B̂lyap

1,i as in (174) and (175).

8. Compute t
(i)
v,ricc by solving the Sylvester equation (118) and set vricci = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc.

9. Set s(i)v,ricc = s
(i)
v,lyap and l

(i)
v,ricc = l

(i)
v,lyap in (73), and solve the Lyapunov equation to compute

(
p̂
(i)
ricc

)−1.

10. Expand V
(i)
radi =

[
V

(i−1)
radi vricci

]
and P̂

(i)
ricc = blkdiag

(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc , p̂

(i)
ricc

)
.

11. Update Bricc
⊥,i = Bricc

⊥,i−1 − E1v
ricc
i p̂

(i)
ricc(l

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤.

12. Compute t
(i)
v,∞ by solving the Sylvester equation (154) and set v∞i = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,∞.

13. Compute
(
p̂
(i)
∞
)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (128).

14. Expand V
(i)
∞ =

[
V

(i−1)
∞ v∞i

]
and P̂

(i)
∞ = blkdiag

(
P̂

(i−1)
∞ , p̂

(i)
∞
)
.

15. Update B∞
⊥,i = B∞

⊥,i−1 − E1v
∞
i p̂

(i)
∞ (l

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤.

16. Compute t
(i)
v,br by solving the Sylvester equation (158) and set vbri = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,br.

17. Compute
(
p̂
(i)
br

)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (139).

18. Expand V
(i)
br =

[
V

(i−1)
br vbri

]
and P̂

(i)
br = blkdiag

(
P̂

(i−1)
br , p̂

(i)
br

)
.

19. Update Bbr
⊥,i = Bbr

⊥,i−1 − E1v
br
i p̂

(i)
br (l

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤.
20. if m1 = p1 then
21. Compute t

(i)
v,mp and t

(i)
v,pr by solving Sylvester equations (151) and (156).

22. Set vmp
i = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,mp, vpri = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,pr, and compute

(
p̂
(i)
pr

)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (134).

23. Expand: V
(i)
mp =

[
V

(i−1)
mp vmp

i

]
, V (i)

pr =
[
V

(i−1)
pr vpri

]
, and P̂

(i)
pr = blkdiag

(
P̂

(i−1)
pr , p̂

(i)
pr

)
.

24. Update: Bmp
⊥,i = Bmp

⊥,i−1 − E1v
mp
i (l

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤, Bpr
⊥,i = Bpr

⊥,i−1 − E1v
pr
i p̂

(i)
pr (l

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤.
25. end if
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26. Expand T
(i)
v,ricc, T

(i)
v,mp, T

(i)
v,∞, T (i)

v,pr, and T
(i)
v,br as in (116) and (147)–(149).

27. Expand W
(i)
lyap =

[
W

(i−1)
lyap

√
−2βi w

lyap
i

]
and update C lyap

⊥,i = C lyap
⊥,i−1 − 2βi(w

lyap
i )⊤E2.

28. Set s
(i)
w,lyap and l

(i)
w,lyap as in (170) and expand S

(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap, Â

lyap
2,i , and Ĉ lyap

2,i as in (176) and (177).

29. Compute t
(i)
w,ricc by solving the Sylvester equation (153) and set wricc

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,ricc.

30. Compute
(
q̂
(i)
ricc

)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (125).

31. Expand W
(i)
radi =

[
W

(i−1)
radi wricc

i

]
and Q̂

(i)
ricc = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
ricc , q̂

(i)
ricc

)
.

32. Update Cricc
⊥,i = Cricc

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
w,lyapq̂

(i)
ricc(w

ricc
i )⊤E2.

33. Compute t
(i)
w,∞ by solving the Sylvester equation (155) and set w∞

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,∞.

34. Compute
(
q̂
(i)
∞
)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (129).

35. Expand W
(i)
∞ =

[
W

(i−1)
∞ w∞

i

]
and Q̂

(i)
∞ = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
∞ , q̂

(i)
∞
)
.

36. Update C∞
⊥,i = C∞

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
w,lyapq̂

(i)
∞ (w∞

i )⊤E2.

37. Compute t
(i)
w,br by solving the Sylvester equation (159) and set wbr

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,br.

38. Compute
(
q̂
(i)
br

)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation (140).

39. Expand W
(i)
br =

[
W

(i−1)
br wbr

i

]
and Q̂

(i)
br = blkdiag

(
Q̂

(i−1)
br , q̂

(i)
br

)
.

40. Update Cbr
⊥,i = Cbr

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
w,lyapq̂

(i)
br (w

br
i )⊤E2.

41. if m2 = p2 then
42. Compute t

(i)
w,mp and t

(i)
w,pr by solving Sylvester equations (152) and (157).

43. Set wmp
i = W

(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,mp, wpr

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,pr, and compute

(
q̂
(i)
pr

)−1 by solving the Lyapunov equation
(135).

44. Expand: W
(i)
mp =

[
W

(i−1)
mp wmp

i

]
, W (i)

pr =
[
W

(i−1)
pr wpr

i

]
.

45. Update: Cmp
⊥,i = Cmp

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
w,lyap(w

mp
i )⊤E2, C

pr
⊥,i = Cpr

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
w,lyapq̂

(i)
pr (w

pr
i )⊤E2.

46. end if
47. Expand T

(i)
w,ricc, T

(i)
w,mp, T

(i)
w,∞, T (i)

w,pr, and T
(i)
w,br as in (147)–(149).

48. if A1 = A2 ∧ B1 = B2 ∧ C1 = C2 ∧ D1 = D2 ∧ E1 = E2 then
49. Compute T (i)

v,sf and T (i)
w,sf by solving the Sylvester equations (166) and (168).

50. Compute V(i)
sf = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sf and W(i)

sf = W
(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sf .

51. Compute P̂sf and Q̂sf by solving the Lyapunov equations (167) and (169).
52. Update Bsf

⊥,i = B1(D
⊤
1 D1)

− 1
2 −E1V(i)

sf P̂sf

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤ and Csf
⊥,i = (D2D

⊤
2 )

− 1
2C2−L

(i)
v,lyapQ̂sf(W(i)

sf )⊤E2.
53. end if
54. if m1 = p2 then
55. Set s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w,sylv as in (178).

56. Set s
(i)
v = s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v = l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w = s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w = l

(i)
w,sylv in (65) and solve the Sylvester equation

to compute d
(i)
sylv.

57. Compute t
(i)
v,sylv and t

(i)
w,sylv by solving the Sylvester equations (107) and (108).

58. Set vsylvi = V
(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv and wsylv

i = W
(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,sylv.

59. Expand V
(i)
fadi =

[
V

(i−1)
fadi vsylvi

]
, W (i)

fadi =
[
W

(i−1)
fadi wsylv

i

]
, and D

(i)
fadi = blkdiag

(
D

(i−1)
fadi , (d

(i)
sylv)

−1
)
.

60. Update Bsylv
⊥,i = Bsylv

⊥,i−1 − E1v
sylv
i (d

(i)
sylv)

−1(l
(i)
w,sylv)

⊤, and Csylv
⊥,i = Csylv

⊥,i−1 − l
(i)
v,sylv(d

(i)
sylv)

−1(wsylv
i )⊤E2.

61. Expand T
(i)
v,sylv and T

(i)
w,sylv as in (104).

62. end if
63. i← i+ 1

64. else if αi ∈ C ∧ αi+1 = αi ∧ βi ∈ C ∧ βi+1 = βi then
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65. Set ϕv =
√
−Re(αi) and δv =

Re(αi)

Im(αi)
.

66. Expand V
(i)
lyap =

[
V

(i−1)
lyap 2ϕv

(
Re(vlyapi ) + δv Im(vlyapi )

)
2ϕv

√
1 + δ2v Im(vlyapi )

]
.

67. Update Blyap
⊥,i = Blyap

⊥,i−1 − 4Re(αi)E1

(
Re(vlyapi ) + δv Im(vlyapi )

)
.

68. Set s(i)v,lyap and l
(i)
v,lyap as in (171), and expand S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap, Â

(i)
1,lyap, and Ĉ

(i)
1,lyap as in (174) and (175).

69. Repeat Steps 7 to 26.

70. Set ϕw =
√
−Re(βi) and δw =

Re(βi)

Im(βi)
.

71. Expand W
(i)
lyap =

[
W

(i−1)
lyap 2ϕw

(
Re(wlyap

i ) + δw Im(wlyap
i )

)
2ϕw

√
1 + δ2w Im(wlyap

i )
]
.

72. Update C lyap
⊥,i = C lyap

⊥,i−1 − 4Re(βi)
(
Re(wlyap

i ) + δw Im(wlyap
i )

)⊤
E2.

73. Set s
(i)
w,lyap and l

(i)
w,lyap as in (172) and expand S

(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap, Â

(i)
2,lyap, and Ĉ

(i)
2,lyap as in (176) and

(177).
74. Repeat Steps 29 to 53.
75. if m1 = p2 then
76. Set s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w,sylv as in (179) and (180).

77. Repeat Steps 56 to 61.
78. end if
79. i← i+ 2

80. else if αi ∈ R ∧ αi+1 ∈ R ∧ βi ∈ C ∧ βi+1 = βi then
81. Repeat Steps 7 to 26.
82. i← i+ 1

83. Repeat Steps 7 to 26.
84. Repeat Steps 70 to 74.
85. if m1 = p2 then
86. Set s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w,sylv as in (181) and (182).

87. Repeat Steps 56 to 61.
88. end if
89. i← i+ 1

90. else if αi ∈ C ∧ αi+1 = αi ∧ βi ∈ R ∧ βi+1 ∈ R then
91. Repeat Steps 65 to 69.
92. Repeat Steps 27 to 53.
93. i← i+ 1

94. Repeat Steps 27 to 53.
95. if m1 = p2 then
96. Set s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv, s

(i)
w,sylv, and l

(i)
w,sylv as in (183) and (184).

97. Repeat Steps 56 to 61.
98. end if
99. i← i+ 1

100. end if
101. end while
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3.5. Pole-placement Property of ADI Methods
Let V1 be computed as in (28) by solving the Sylvester equations (30) and (41), respectively. Let the

interpolation points be the mirror images of the ADI shifts used to approximate P1, i.e., {σi}ki=1 = {−αi}ki=1.
Furthermore, assume that the pair (−Sv, Lv) is observable and that Qs solves the following Lyapunov
equation:

−S∗
vQs −QsSv + L⊤

v Lv = 0. (185)

It is shown in [27] that the approximations P1 ≈ V
(k)
lyap(V

(k)
lyap)

⊤ and P1 ≈ V1Q
−1
s V ∗

1 are identical. Thus, in
theory, UADI can be implemented using standard rational interpolation. However, a major disadvantage
of standard interpolation is that, as the number of interpolation points increases, the pair (−Sv, Lv) loses
observability, and consequently Qs ceases to be invertible.

Recall that in both UADI and the realified version of CF-ADI, P̂ (i)
lyap = I, meaning the pair (−S(i)

v,lyap,

L
(i)
v,lyap) remains observable regardless of the number of ADI shifts. Moreover, since CF-ADI is a recursive

interpolation algorithm, the projected matrix Âlyap
1,i can be parameterized in terms of B̂lyap

1,i as

Âlyap
1,i = S

(i)
v,lyap − B̂lyap

1,i L
(i)
v,lyap.

From the pole-placement perspective in control theory, the free parameter B̂lyap
1,i acts as a gain that places

the poles of Âlyap
1,i at desired locations. This pole-placement property holds only if the pair (−S(i)

v,lyap, L
(i)
v,lyap)

is observable [29]. As explained in [27], CF-ADI sets B̂lyap
1,i = (L

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤, which places the poles of Âlyap
1,i

at {αi}ki=1 ⊂ C−, ensuring that Âlyap
1,i remains Hurwitz. This property allows CF-ADI to avoid a common

pitfall of other projection methods—namely, that the projected Lyapunov equation may have no solution
because the projected A-matrix is not Hurwitz. By exploiting pole placement, CF-ADI guarantees that the
projected Lyapunov equation (92) always admits the solution P̂

(i)
lyap = I.

As shown earlier, FADI is also a projection algorithm, where D(i)
fadi solves the projected Sylvester equation

(67). FADI places the poles of Â(i)
1 at {βi}ki=1 and those of Â(i)

2 at {αi}ki=1 by choosing the free parameters
as B̂(i)

1 = D
(i)
fadi(L

(i)
w,sylv)

⊤ and Ĉ
(i)
2 = L

(i)
v,sylvD

(i)
fadi. Since αi ̸= −βi in FADI, the projected Sylvester equation

(67) always has a unique solution. Like CF-ADI, FADI thus leverages the pole-placement property within
a recursive interpolation framework to avoid a common failure mode of other projection methods—the lack
of a unique solution to the projected Sylvester equation.

Similarly, RADI sets the free parameter B̂
(i)
1 = P̂

(i)
ricc(L

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤ to place the poles of Â(i)
1 at

{αi}ki=1 + λi

(
P̂

(i)
ricc(Ĉ

(i)
1 )⊤Ĉ

(i)
1

)
,

so that Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc(Ĉ

(i)
1 )⊤Ĉ

(i)
1 has eigenvalues in {αi}ki=1 ⊂ C−. This ensures that the projected Ric-

cati equation (75) always admits a stabilizing solution. Again, RADI cleverly exploits the pole-placement
capability inherent in ADI-based methods.

The pole-placement properties of UADI used to solve the linear matrix equations (7)–(23) are summarized
in Table 2. The matrix triplets (Â(i)

1 , B̂
(i)
1 , Ĉ

(i)
1 ) and (Â

(i)
2 , B̂

(i)
2 , Ĉ

(i)
2 ) in Table 2 define the respective projected

linear matrix equations that ADI methods implicitly solve. The matrices Â
(i)
1,pr, Ĉ

(i)
1,pr, Â

(i)
2,pr, B̂

(i)
2,pr, Â

(i)
1,br,
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Ĉ
(i)
1,br, Â

(i)
2,br, B̂

(i)
2,br, Â

(i)
1,sf , Ĉ

(i)
1,sf , Â

(i)
2,sf , and B̂

(i)
2,sf in Table 2 are given below:

Â
(i)
1,pr = Â

(i)
1 − B̂

(i)
1 (D1 +D⊤

1 )
−1Ĉ

(i)
1 , Ĉ

(i)
1,pr = (D1 +D⊤

1 )
− 1

2 Ĉ
(i)
1 ,

Â
(i)
2,pr = Â

(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2 (D2 +D⊤

2 )
−1Ĉ

(i)
2 , B̂

(i)
2,pr = B̂

(i)
2 (D2 +D⊤

2 )
− 1

2 ,

Â
(i)
1,br = Â

(i)
1 − B̂

(i)
1 D⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1Ĉ
(i)
1 , Ĉ

(i)
1,br = (I −D1D

⊤
1 )

− 1
2 Ĉ

(i)
1 ,

Â
(i)
2,br = Â

(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2 (I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1D⊤

2 Ĉ
(i)
2 , B̂

(i)
2,br = B̂

(i)
2 (I −D⊤

2 D2)
− 1

2 ,

Â
(i)
1,sf = Â

(i)
1 − B̂

(i)
1 (D⊤

1 D1)
− 1

2 Ĉ
(i)
1,sf , Ĉ

(i)
1,sf = (D⊤

1 D1)
− 1

2

(
B⊤

1 W
(i)
lyap(W

(i)
lyap)

⊤V(i)
sf +D⊤

1 Ĉ
(i)
1

)
,

Â
(i)
2,sf = Â

(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2,sf(D2D

⊤
2 )

− 1
2 Ĉ

(i)
2 , B̂

(i)
2,sf =

(
(W(i)

sf )⊤V
(i)
lyap(V

(i)
lyap)

⊤C⊤
2 + B̂

(i)
2 D⊤

2

)
(D2D

⊤
2 )

− 1
2 .

Table 2: Pole Placement Properties of UADI

Linear Matrix Equation Projected Matrix Poles Location
P1 Â

(i)
1 αi

Q2 Â
(i)
2 βi

Ps Â
(i)
1 αi

Qs Â
(i)
2 βi

Pmp Â
(i)
1 − B̂

(i)
1 D−1

1 Ĉ
(i)
1 αi

Qmp Â
(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2 D−1

2 Ĉ
(i)
2 βi

Xsylv Â
(i)
1 βi

Xsylv Â
(i)
2 αi

Pricc Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc(Ĉ

(i)
1 )⊤Ĉ

(i)
1 αi

Qricc Â
(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2 (B̂

(i)
2 )⊤Q̂

(i)
ricc βi

P∞ Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
∞ (Ĉ

(i)
1 )⊤Ĉ

(i)
1 αi

Q∞ Â
(i)
2 − B̂

(i)
2 (B̂

(i)
2 )⊤Q̂

(i)
∞ βi

Ppr Â
(i)
1,pr + P̂

(i)
pr (Ĉ

(i)
1,pr)

⊤Ĉ
(i)
1,pr αi

Qpr Â
(i)
2,pr + B̂

(i)
2,pr(B̂

(i)
2,pr)

⊤Q̂
(i)
pr βi

Pbr Â
(i)
1,br + P̂

(i)
br (Ĉ

(i)
1,br)

⊤Ĉ
(i)
1,br αi

Qbr Â
(i)
2,br + B̂

(i)
2,br(B̂

(i)
2,br)

⊤Q̂
(i)
br βi

Psf Â
(i)
1,sf + P̂

(i)
sf (Ĉ

(i)
1,sf)

⊤Ĉ
(i)
1,sf αi

Qsf Â
(i)
2,sf + B̂

(i)
2,sf(B̂

(i)
2,sf)

⊤Q̂
(i)
sf βi

CF-ADI, FADI, and RADI preserve the pole-placement property due to the block-triangular structures
of S

(i)
v,lyap, S

(i)
v,sylv, S

(i)
w,sylv, and S

(i)
v,ricc, together with a judicious choice of off-diagonal blocks. These off-

diagonal blocks eliminate the observability dependence of the new pairs (−s(i)v,lyap, l
(i)
v,lyap), (−s

(i)
v,sylv, l

(i)
v,sylv),

(−s(i)w,sylv, l
(i)
w,sylv), and (−s(i)v,ricc, l

(i)
v,ricc) on the previous blocks (−S(i−1)

v,lyap, L
(i−1)
v,lyap), (−S

(i−1)
v,sylv, L

(i−1)
v,sylv), (−S

(i−1)
w,sylv,

L
(i−1)
w,sylv), and (−S(i−1)

v,ricc , L
(i−1)
v,ricc). Consequently, as long as each new pair is observable, the augmented pairs

remain observable. In contrast, the diagonal structure of Sv in standard interpolation is less robust: as the
number of interpolation points grows, observability of (−Sv, Lv) is typically lost, causing the pole-placement
property to vanish and severely limiting applicability.

Beyond preserving observability, the off-diagonal blocks in S
(i)
v,lyap, S

(i)
v,sylv, S

(i)
w,sylv, and S

(i)
v,ricc serve an-

other purpose: they ensure that P̂
(i)
lyap, D

(i)
fadi, and P̂

(i)
ricc remain block-diagonal. This is a direct consequence

of decoupling the new pairs from the previous ones, as described above. As a result, these quantities can
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be updated recursively—block by block—rather than requiring a full recomputation of the projected linear
matrix equations at every iteration.

In [30], a workaround is proposed to enable standard interpolation to mimic the properties of CF-ADI
and RADI. It is shown that when the ADI shifts are lightly damped, i.e.,

αi =

 ζi,αωi,α√
1− ζ2i,α

+ jωi,α, βi =

 ζi,βωi,β√
1− ζ2i,β

+ jωi,β , (186)

with ζi,α ≪ 1 and ζi,β ≪ 1, the pairs (−Sv, Lv) and (−Sw, Lw) remain observable. Moreover, the projected
linear matrix equations become approximately block-diagonal, with off-diagonal blocks tending to zero as
ζi,α, ζi,β → 0. This makes recursive, block-wise accumulation feasible. A unified ADI framework is then
proposed, which can be viewed as a standard-interpolation-based approximation of UADI. While this shift
selection is reasonable in the context of data-driven model order reduction—the focus of [30]—it is extremely
restrictive in most other settings. In contrast, UADI adopts a recursive interpolation framework and does
not require such restrictive assumptions on the ADI shifts. Nevertheless, the results in [30] motivated the
research presented in this paper.

3.6. UADI as a MOR Framework
UADI can be used to implement low-rank versions of several BT algorithms, such as standard BT [1],

self-weighted BT [4], LQG BT [7], H∞ BT [9], positive-real BT [11], bounded-real BT [11], and stochastic BT
[10]. However, the focus of this subsection is to show that UADI can also be viewed directly as a standalone
MOR framework. UADI implicitly performs MOR and generates ROMs with important properties—such
as guaranteed stability, minimum phase behavior, positive realness, and bounded realness.

The results in this subsection are straightforward (yet important) generalizations of those in [30], which
assume that the pairs (−Sv, Lv) and (−Sw, Lw) are observable. In UADI, the pairs (−S(i)

v,lyap, L
(i)
v,lyap) and

(−S(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap) are always observable. Therefore, the results from [30] for the standard interpolation-

based unified ADI framework also apply to UADI.
Let Ĝ

(i)
1 (s) = Ĉ

(i)
1 (sI − Â

(i)
1 )−1B̂

(i)
1 +D1 be a ROM produced by UADI as follows:

Â
(i)
1 = S

(i)
v,lyap − B̂

(i)
1 L

(i)
v,lyap = −

(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
, B̂

(i)
1 =

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
, Ĉ

(i)
1 = C1V

(i)
lyap.

If V (i)
lyap has full column rank, then Ĝ

(i)
1 (s) interpolates G1(s) at the points (−α1, . . . ,−αi), regardless of the

choice of the free parameter B̂
(i)
1 .

If the free parameter B̂
(i)
1 is set to

B̂
(i)
1 =

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
= T

(i)
v,sylvD

(i)
fadi

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)⊤(
L
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
according to Proposition 3.6, then Â

(i)
1 becomes

Â
(i)
1 = −

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
X̃

(i)
sylv.

Thus, the poles of Â(i)
1 are placed at {βl}il=1. Note that X̃

(i)
sylv and L

(i)
w,lyap depend only on the ADI shifts

(α1, . . . , αi) and (β1, . . . , βi). Consequently, UADI can construct an interpolant of G1(s) with prescribed
poles βi ∈ C−. If these prescribed poles are a subset of the poles of G1(s), UADI preserves them in the ROM
Ĝ

(i)
1 (s). Pole-preserving MOR is particularly useful in power systems and structural dynamics [31, 32, 33],

and UADI is well-suited for such applications.
By choosing B̂

(i)
1 = T

(i)
v,riccP̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤, the reduced-order Kalman filter for state estimation becomes

˙̂x(t) = Â
(i)
1 x̂(t) + B̂

(i)
1 u(t) + P̃

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)⊤(
y(t)− Ĉ

(i)
1 x̂(t)−D1u(t)

)
,
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where u(t) and y(t) are the input and output of G1(s), respectively, and x̂(t) estimates the most controllable
states of the realization (A1, B1, C1, D1, E1) [29]. Thus, UADI can also be used for reduced-order observer
design in large-scale systems.

Similarly, setting B̂
(i)
1 = T

(i)
v,∞P̂

(i)
∞
(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤ yields the reduced-order H∞ filter:

˙̂x(t) = Â
(i)
1 x̂(t) + B̂

(i)
1 u(t) + T (i)

v,∞P̂ (i)
∞
(
T (i)
v,∞
)⊤(

Ĉ
(i)
1

)⊤(
y(t)− Ĉ

(i)
1 x̂(t)−D1u(t)

)
;

cf. [29].
Assume now that G1(s) is a stable minimum-phase transfer function. Then its minimum-phase property

can be preserved in Ĝ
(i)
1 (s) by setting B̂

(i)
1 = T

(i)
v,mp

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
D1; see Theorem 2.7 of [30]. This choice

places the poles of Â(i)
1 − B̂

(i)
1 D−1

1 Ĉ
(i)
1 —which are the zeros of Ĝ(i)

1 (s)—at {αl}il=1. Moreover, this ROM
ensures a small relative error

(
G1(s) − Ĝ

(i)
1 (s)

)(
Ĝ

(i)
1 (s)

)−1 [4]. Hence, UADI enables relative-error MOR
while preserving the minimum-phase property of G1(s).

If G1(s) is positive-real, this property can be preserved in Ĝ
(i)
1 (s) by choosing

B̂
(i)
1 = T (i)

v,prP̂
(i)
pr

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤(
D1 +D⊤

1

) 1
2 ,

as stated in Theorem 2.3 of [30]. Preserving positive realness is essential for passive interconnected circuits
[11], and UADI is effective for this purpose.

Similarly, if G1(s) is bounded-real, setting

B̂
(i)
1 = T

(i)
v,brP̂

(i)
br

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤(
I +D⊤

1 (I −D1D
⊤
1 )

−1D1

)− 1
2

preserves bounded realness in the ROM (see Theorem 2.5 of [30]), which is again critical in passive circuit
modeling [11].

Dually, let Ĝ
(i)
2 (s) = Ĉ

(i)
2 (sI − Â

(i)
2 )−1B̂

(i)
2 +D2 be a ROM produced by UADI as follows:

Â
(i)
2 =

(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)⊤ − (L(i)
w,lyap

)⊤
Ĉ

(i)
2 = −S(i)

w,lyap, B̂
(i)
2 =

(
W

(i)
lyap

)⊤
B2, Ĉ

(i)
2 = L

(i)
w,lyap.

If W (i)
lyap has full column rank, then Ĝ

(i)
2 (s) interpolates G2(s) at the points (−β1, . . . ,−βi), irrespective of

the choice of the free parameter Ĉ
(i)
2 .

Choosing Ĉ
(i)
2 = L

(i)
v,lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1 (per Proposition 3.6) yields

Â
(i)
2 = −X̃(i)

sylvS
(i)
v,lyap

(
X̃

(i)
sylv

)−1
,

so the poles of Â(i)
2 are placed at {αl}il=1. Thus, UADI can construct an interpolant of G2(s) with prescribed

poles αi ∈ C−.
Setting Ĉ

(i)
2 = L

(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
ricc

(
T

(i)
w,ricc

)⊤ allows computation of the reduced-order LQR gain as

K =
(
B̂

(i)
2

)⊤
T

(i)
w,riccQ̂

(i)
ricc

(
T

(i)
w,ricc

)⊤
showing that UADI can also be used for reduced-order controller design [29].

Similarly, with Ĉ
(i)
2 = L

(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
∞
(
T

(i)
w,∞

)⊤, the reduced-order H∞ regulator gain is

K =
(
B̂

(i)
2

)⊤
T (i)
w,∞Q̂(i)

∞
(
T (i)
w,∞

)⊤
.

Assume G2(s) is stable and minimum-phase. Then setting Ĉ
(i)
2 = D2L

(i)
w,lyap

(
T

(i)
w,mp

)⊤ preserves the

minimum-phase property (Theorem 2.7 of [30]) and places the zeros of Ĝ(i)
2 (s) at {βl}il=1.
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For a positive-real G2(s), choosing

Ĉ
(i)
2 =

(
D2 +D⊤

2

) 1
2L

(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
pr

(
T (i)
w,pr

)⊤
preserves positive realness (Theorem 2.4 of [30]).

For a bounded-real G2(s), setting

Ĉ
(i)
2 =

(
I +D2(I −D⊤

2 D2)
−1D⊤

2

)− 1
2L

(i)
w,lyapQ̂

(i)
br

(
T

(i)
w,br

)⊤
preserves bounded realness (Theorem 2.6 of [30]).

All the ROMs mentioned above can be constructed non-intrusively, without knowledge of the state-
space realizations (A1, B1, C1, D1, E1) and (A2, B2, C2, D2, E2), using the signal generator–based frameworks
proposed in [34] and [35]. A signal generator built from the pair (S

(i)
v,lyap, L

(i)
v,lyap), which contains only the

ADI shifts αi, can be used to generate an input signal u1(t). The corresponding steady-state response
y1(t) can then be measured and used—via the method in [34], without modification—to estimate C1V

(i)
lyap.

Similarly, the matrix D1 can be approximated using a signal generator based on the pair (σI, I), where σ
is a large positive real number. Dually, the signal generator setup proposed in [35], which uses the pair
(S

(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap) containing only the ADI shifts βi, can be applied without modification to approximate(

W
(i)
lyap

)⊤
B2 from time-domain data. Likewise, D2 can be approximated using a signal generator with the

pair (σI, I), again with σ a large positive real number. Once the quantities C1V
(i)
lyap, D1,

(
W

(i)
lyap

)⊤
B2, and

D2 are obtained from time-domain measurements, all other quantities needed to construct the ROMs in this
subsection can be computed using only the ADI shifts αi and βi. Thus, a data-driven implementation of
UADI is readily achieved within the signal generator–based framework of [36]. Furthermore, by employing
the signal generator framework in [37], UADI-based, data-driven, non-intrusive implementations of BT, self-
weighted BT [4], LQG BT [7], H∞ BT [9], positive-real BT [11], bounded-real BT [11], and stochastic BT
[10] can also be obtained using the pairs (S(i)

v,lyap, L
(i)
v,lyap) and (S

(i)
w,lyap, L

(i)
w,lyap) to construct signal generators;

see Section 3.3 of [38] for details.
It is important to note that UADI is built on the CF-ADI algorithm. Thus, CF-ADI can in fact solve

a wide range of problems—including Lyapunov, Sylvester, and Riccati equations—as well as various MOR
tasks. However, these capabilities are not widely recognized, leading to underutilization of CF-ADI in
practice. The key reason CF-ADI is so versatile is that the pair (−S(i)

v,lyap, L
(i)
v,lyap) remains observable at

every iteration, allowing the free parameter B̂(i)
1 to be chosen freely to place poles as needed. An interesting

future direction is to approach additional problems as pole-placement problems and solve them using CF-
ADI. Moreover, CF-ADI (and by extension, UADI) can serve as a rational interpolation framework for other
large-scale problems. For example, the matrix exponential product eE

−1
1 A1tE−1

1 B1 and the matrix logarithm
product ln(E−1

1 A1)E
−1
1 B1 can be approximated as

eE
−1
1 A1tE−1

1 B1 ≈ V
(i)
lyape

−(S
(i)
v,lyap)

⊤t
(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
,

ln(E−1
1 A1)E

−1
1 B1 ≈ V

(i)
lyapln

(
− (S

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤)(L(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
.

A key advantage is that −
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤ is always Hurwitz, which ensures better numerical stability for direct

small-scale computations of e−(S
(i)
v,lyap)

⊤t and ln
(
− (S

(i)
v,lyap)

⊤) [39, 40].

3.7. Automatic Shift Generation
There are three self-generating shift strategies proposed in [41]. “Self-generating shifts” means that

ADI shifts are not precomputed; instead, the ADI method generates the next shifts automatically during
subsequent iterations once it has started. Among these strategies, two are computationally efficient; however,
no theoretical justification was provided in [41]. In this subsection, we provide a theoretical justification for
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these strategies from the perspective of rational interpolation. Furthermore, we revisit a shift generation
strategy that was briefly mentioned but dismissed in [41] due to concerns about increasing computational
cost and other issues in shift selection. We note that the issues highlighted in [41] can be easily addressed.

Define H1(s) and H lyap
⊥,i (s) as follows:

H1(s) = C1(sE1 −A1)
−1B1 and H lyap

⊥,i (s) = C1(sE1 −A1)
−1Blyap

⊥,i . (187)

Let the ROMs Ĥ
(i)
1 (s), Ĥ lyap

⊥,i (s), and H̃ lyap
⊥,i−1(s) be obtained by projecting H1(s), H

lyap
⊥,i (s), and H lyap

⊥,i−1(s)

using V1 = V
(i)
lyap as follows:

Ĥ
(i)
1 (s) = C1V1

(
sV ⊤

1 E1V1 − V ⊤
1 A1V1

)−1

V ⊤
1 B1, (188)

Ĥ lyap
⊥,i (s) = C1V1

(
sV ⊤

1 E1V1 − V ⊤
1 A1V1

)−1

V ⊤
1 Blyap

⊥,i , (189)

H̃ lyap
⊥,i−1(s) = C1V1

(
sV ⊤

1 E1V1 − V ⊤
1 A1V1

)−1

V ⊤
1 Blyap

⊥,i−1. (190)

Assuming that V
(i)
lyap has full column rank, the Sylvester equations (79), (94), and (95) imply the following

interpolatory properties from a rational interpolation viewpoint:

1. Ĥ
(i)
1 (s) interpolates H1(s) at the points (−α1, . . . ,−αi).

2. Ĥ lyap
⊥,i (s) interpolates H lyap

⊥,i (s) at the points (α1, . . . , αi).

3. H̃ lyap
⊥,i−1(s) interpolates H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) at the points (α1, . . . , αi−1,−αi).

Moreover, note that H1(s), H
lyap
⊥,i (s), and H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) share the same poles. Similarly, their reduced coun-

terparts Ĥ
(i)
1 (s), Ĥ lyap

⊥,i (s), and H̃ lyap
⊥,i−1(s) also share the same poles. The transfer functions H lyap

⊥,i (s) and
H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) differ from H1(s) only in their B-matrices. Although this was not recognized in [27], replacing B1

with Blyap
⊥,i or Blyap

⊥,i−1 has a rich history in the literature on large-scale eigenvalue problems [42, 43], where
it is known as “deflation.” Deflation effectively flattens the peaks in the frequency-domain plot of H1(s)

that correspond to dominant poles already captured by the ROM Ĥ
(i)
1 (s). Consequently, H lyap

⊥,i (s) retains

only the peaks of H1(s) that have not yet been captured by Ĥ
(i)
1 (s). In other words, the dominant poles

of H1(s) captured by Ĥ
(i)
1 (s) become poorly controllable in H lyap

⊥,i (s); see Theorem 3.3.1 of [44]. Dominant
pole approximation methods [43] use deflation to avoid repeatedly capturing the same pole, since deflation
ensures that an already captured pole is no longer dominant. These methods typically apply deflation only
after a dominant pole has been captured. In contrast, CF-ADI applies deflation in every iteration after
the first. Nevertheless, conceptually, replacing B1 with Blyap

⊥,i−1 in CF-ADI serves the same purpose as in
dominant pole approximation methods [43].

3.8. Existing Self-Generating Shift Strategies
In [41], one self-generating shift strategy—proposed without theoretical justification—involves projecting

the matrices A1 and E1 using V1 = orth
(
Blyap

⊥,i−1

)
and selecting the Ritz values with respect to A1 and E1 as

the next ADI shifts αi. We refer to this approach as the “Projection-I” shift generation strategy throughout
the remainder of this paper. If E1 = I, projecting H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) via V1 = orth
(
Blyap

⊥,i−1

)
to obtain H̃ lyap

⊥,i−1(s)
enforces interpolation at s → ∞ [24]. Thus, CF-ADI with the Projection-I strategy can be interpreted as
a pole approximation algorithm for H1(s) (since H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) is a deflated version of H1(s) with the same
poles), but it uses a restrictive choice of interpolation point. Note that dominant poles are a good choice
as ADI shifts; see Section 4.3.3 of [45]. Moreover, most pole approximation algorithms are interpolatory
in nature and interpolate at Ritz values until convergence; see Table 7.1 of [46]. When E1 ̸= I, however,
the Projection-I strategy loses the interpolation property at s → ∞, making its theoretical foundation
questionable. Even when the interpolatory property holds, repeatedly using the same interpolation point is
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overly restrictive. It is therefore not surprising that its performance is not consistent—even in the numerical
results reported in [41].

Another self-generating shift strategy proposed in [41]—also without theoretical justification—involves
projecting A1 and E1 using V1 = orth

(
vlyapi

)
and taking the Ritz values with respect to A1 and E1 as the next

ADI shifts αi. We refer to this as the “Projection-II” shift generation strategy. Projecting H
(i)
1 (s), H lyap

⊥,i (s),

and H lyap
⊥,i−1(s) via V1 = orth

(
vlyapi

)
to obtain Ĥ

(i)
1 (s), Ĥ lyap

⊥,i (s), and H̃ lyap
⊥,i−1(s) enforces interpolation at

−αi, αi, and −αi, respectively. This interpolatory behavior closely resembles that of the deflation-based
dominant pole approximation (DPA) algorithm [43, 47]. Hence, CF-ADI with the Projection-II strategy
can be viewed as a variant of DPA (with deflation) applied to H1(s), since both H lyap

⊥,i−1(s) and H lyap
⊥,i (s)

are deflated versions of H1(s) with identical poles. Thus, the Projection-II strategy is theoretically sound,
which explains its strong numerical performance in [41].

A significant limitation of the Shift-I and Shift-II strategies is that, when m1 = 1, they keep producing
real-valued shifts. This means that if the dominant poles are complex-valued, they cannot be captured by
these strategies. The proposed self-generating shift, explained in the sequel, does not face this problem.

3.9. Proposed Self-generating Shift Strategy

In [41], the choice of setting the projection matrix V1 = orth
(
V

(i)
lyap

)
for projecting A1 and E1 was

dismissed for the following reasons: as the number of columns of V (i)
lyap grows,

1. The eigenvalue decomposition of (V ⊤
1 E1V1)

−1V ⊤
1 A1V1 to compute Ritz values becomes computation-

ally demanding.
2. Orthogonalizing V

(i)
lyap becomes computationally demanding.

3. Many Ritz values are produced, with no clear criterion for selecting the most relevant ones.

At the time, the interpolatory and deflation properties of ADI methods were not recognized. Consequently,
the choice V1 = orth

(
V

(i)
lyap

)
was dismissed, despite the observed steep decline in residuals reported in [45, 48].

In the large-scale eigenvalue problem literature, using the history of previous shifted linear solves together
with the current one is known as “subspace acceleration”, which significantly accelerates convergence to
dominant poles. This idea forms the core innovation of the Subspace Accelerated DPA (SADPA) algorithm
proposed in [49]. To keep the number of columns of the projection matrix within an allowable limit, SADPA
employs “implicit restart”—a technique widely used in large-scale eigenvalue computations [42]. In our
context, this means discarding the accumulated history of shifted linear solves (vlyap1 , · · · , vlyapi−1 ) once V1

exceeds the maximum allowable size and beginning to collect a new history from the current shifted linear
solve vlyapi onward. Pole selection then becomes straightforward: the most dominant pole of the deflated
transfer function Ĥ lyap

⊥,i (s) is chosen as the next shift, as done in both SADPA and the algorithm in [46].
Thus, the lack of clarity noted in [41] regarding Ritz value selection is resolved by the results presented in
this subsection.

In the sequel, we propose a self-generating shift strategy that leverages the interpolatory properties of
CF-ADI to mimic those of SADPA identified in [46], as well as the shift generation approach from [49]. The
resulting CF-ADI method—equipped with this subspace-accelerated shift strategy and implicit restart—can
be viewed as a variant of SADPA.

3.9.1. For Lyapunov Equations
Let us project the deflated transfer function H lyap

⊥,i (s) using V1 = orth
( [

vlyap1 · · · vlyapi

] )
, together

with an implicit restart scheme to keep the number of columns of V1 within an allowable limit, yielding:

Ê1 = V ⊤
1 E1V1, Â1 = V ⊤

1 A1V1, B̂lyap
⊥,i = V ⊤

1 Blyap
⊥,i . (191)

It was mentioned earlier in this subsection that this ROM interpolates the deflated transfer function
H lyap

⊥,i (s) at the interpolation points (α1, . . . , αi−1, αi), where the ADI shifts αi are approximate dominant
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poles of H lyap
⊥,i (s). As shown in [46], SADPA similarly interpolates its corresponding deflated transfer function

at its approximate dominant poles; see Table 7.1 of [46].
Now, let us compute the eigenvalue decomposition of Ê−1

1 Â1 as Ê−1
1 Â1 = T̂ diag

(
λ̂1, . . . , λ̂k

)
T̂−1. Define

r̂b,l = T̂−1(l, :) B̂lyap
⊥,i . The most controllable pole of Ê−1

1 Â1 is the pole λ̂l associated with the largest value
of

ϕ̂l =
∥r̂b,l∥22
|Re(λ̂l)|

,

as in [44, 46]. We then sort the columns of T̂ and the eigenvalues λ̂l in descending order of ϕ̂l. Consequently,
the pole λ̂1 with the largest ϕ̂l can be used as the next ADI shift.

Dually, the ADI shifts βi can be chosen as the most observable approximate poles of the deflated transfer
function C lyap

⊥,i (sE2 − A2)
−1B2. Let us set the projection matrix W2 as W2 = orth

( [
wlyap

1 · · · wlyap
i

] )
,

again using an implicit restart scheme to limit the number of columns, resulting in:

Ê2 = W⊤
2 E2W2, Â2 = W⊤

2 A2W2, Ĉ lyap
⊥,i = C lyap

⊥,i W2. (192)

Next, consider the eigenvalue decomposition of Â2Ê
−1
2 : Â2Ê

−1
2 = T̄ diag

(
λ̄1, . . . , λ̄r

)
T̄−1. Define r̄c,l =

Ĉ lyap
⊥,i T̄ (:, l). The most observable pole of Â2Ê

−1
2 is the pole λ̄l corresponding to the largest

ϕ̄l =
∥r̄c,l∥22
|Re(λ̄l)|

,

as in [44, 46]. We then sort the columns of T̄ and the eigenvalues λ̄l in descending order of ϕ̄l. Thus, the
pole λ̄1 with the largest ϕ̄l can be used as the next ADI shift.

3.9.2. For Low-rank BT
When the CF-ADI method is used to implement low-rank BT, the residuals Rp,lyap and Rq,lyap are often

not good indicators of the accuracy of the ROM; see [50] and [51]. The main reason is that a pole which is
strongly controllable may be poorly observable, and vice versa, as illustrated by an example in [51]. Thus,
the Galerkin projection strategy discussed so far may not be suitable if the goal is to use the low-rank
solutions of P1 and Q2 to implement BT—which aims to preserve states that are simultaneously the most
controllable and the most observable.

Assume that A1 = A2, B1 = B2, C1 = C2, D1 = D2, and E1 = E2. Then V1 and W2 can be set as
follows:

V1 = orth
( [

vlyap1 · · · vlyapi

] )
and W2 = orth

( [
wlyap

1 · · · wlyap
i

] )
,

with an implicit restart mechanism, yielding the following ROM:

Ê1 = W⊤
2 E1V1, Â1 = W⊤

2 A1V1, B̂lyap
⊥,i = W⊤

2 Blyap
⊥,i , Ĉ lyap

⊥,i = C lyap
⊥,i V1.

Next, solve Ê1Ã = Â1 and Ê1B̃⊥ = B̂lyap
⊥,i for Ã and B̃⊥, respectively. If m1 = p2, Ã = (Ê1)

−1Â1 and
B̃⊥ = (Ê1)

−1B̂lyap
⊥,i . Then compute the eigenvalue decomposition of Ã: Ã = T̃ diag

(
λ̃1, . . . , λ̃r

)
T̃−1. Define

r̃b,l = T̃−1(l, :)B̃⊥ and r̃c,l = Ĉ lyap
⊥,i T̃ (:, l). The dominant pole of Ã is the pole λ̃l associated with the largest

value of
ϕ̃l =

∥r̃c,l∥2 ∥r̃b,l∥2
|Re(λ̃l)|

,

as defined in [44, 46]. Sort the columns of T̃ and the eigenvalues λ̃l in descending order of ϕ̃l. Then, the
pole λ̃1 with the largest ϕ̃l can be used as the ADI shift, setting αi = βi.

Remark 5. While the proposed subspace-accelerated shift generation strategy is inspired by SADPA [49]
and closely mimics it, it is not yet clear whether this strategy also offers a good chance of rapid convergence
to the dominant poles. An in-depth convergence analysis would constitute a research topic in its own right
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and lies beyond the scope of this paper—though it is certainly an interesting direction to pursue. If this
strategy indeed proves effective at capturing dominant poles, the applicability of UADI could be extended
to dominant pole estimation as well. On the other hand, successive deflation in UADI might negatively
affect convergence to dominant poles, as the peaks associated with those poles are flattened prematurely.
In many cases, a peak is effectively captured by interpolation in a neighborhood close to the dominant
pole; afterward, the peak is flattened, and the proposed shift strategy may cease to target that pole further.
Repeated shifts in ADI methods generally lead to slower residual decay, so this premature deflation is actually
beneficial from that perspective—it avoids using numerically very close shifts repeatedly. However, from a
pole estimation standpoint, UADI with the proposed subspace-accelerated shift generation strategy appears
unlikely to compete with SADPA [49], as the inherent premature deflation may prevent further refinement
of the pole estimate. A detailed mathematical analysis could determine whether these initial qualitative
assessments are rigorous. In the next section, numerical experiments demonstrate that the proposed shift
generation strategy was indeed able to capture the dominant poles in the examples considered.

3.9.3. For Sylvester Equations
In [41], the Projection-I and Projection-II shift generation strategies are generalized for FADI by sug-

gesting the choices V1 = orth
(
Bsylv

⊥,i−1

)
, W2 = orth

(
Csylv

⊥,i−1

)
for Projection-I, and V1 = orth

(
vsylvi

)
, W2 =

orth
(
wsylv

i

)
for Projection-II. The theoretical rationale for this choice is the same as for Lyapunov equations.

Along similar lines, we can generalize the proposed subspace-accelerated Galerkin projection scheme—originally
developed for Lyapunov equations—to Sylvester equations by setting the projection matrices as

V1 = orth
( [

vsylv1 · · · vsylvi

] )
and W2 = orth

( [
wsylv

1 · · · wsylv
i

] )
.

However, we now argue that these extensions of Projection-I, Projection-II, and the subspace-accelerated
shift generation strategies may not be suitable for most Sylvester equations.

From an approximate integration perspective, FADI approximates Xsylv as follows:

Xsylv ≈
j

2π
V

(i)
fadi

[∫ ∞

−∞

(
jωI + (S

(i)
w,sylv)

∗
)−1

(L
(i)
w,sylv)

⊤L
(i)
v,sylv

(
jωI + S

(i)
v,sylv

)−∗
dω

]−1

(W
(i)
fadi)

∗. (193)

Assume for simplicity that A2E
−1
2 = diag(λ1, . . . , λn2

), and define C2E
−1
2 = [c1, . . . , cn2

]. Then Xsylv can
be expressed as samples of (sE1 −A1)

−1B1 at −λ∗
i in the direction ci, i.e.,

Xsylv =
[
(−λ∗

1E1 −A1)
−1B1c1 · · · (−λ∗

n2
E1 −A1)

−1B1cn2

]
;

see [52]. From an interpolation theory standpoint, interpolating at the mirror images of the most observable
poles of A2E

−1
2 can yield a good low-rank approximation of Xsylv, as suggested by the integral expression

(193). After all, the quality of the approximation of the integrand directly affects the accuracy of the
numerical integration. Thus, in the FADI method, the shifts αi = βi should be chosen as the most observable
poles of A2E

−1
2 —that is, the poles λi with the largest residuals ci—to obtain a good approximation according

to (193) and the numerical integration perspective.
Dually, assume for simplicity that E−1

1 A1 = diag(λ1, . . . , λn1), and define E−1
1 B1 = [b1, . . . , bn1 ]. Then

Xsylv can be written as samples of (sE2 −A2)
−1C1 at −λ∗

i in the direction bi, i.e.,

Xsylv =

 b1C2(−λ∗
1E2 −A2)

−1

...
bn1

C2(−λ∗
n1
E2 −A2)

−1

 .

Again, from an interpolation perspective, interpolating at the mirror images of the most controllable poles
of E−1

1 A1 can lead to a good low-rank approximation of Xsylv. Hence, in FADI, the shifts αi = βi should
be the most controllable poles of E−1

1 A1—that is, the poles λi with the largest residuals bi—to achieve a
good approximation.
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Note, however, that choosing αi as the most observable poles of A2E
−1
2 and βi as the most controllable

poles of E−1
1 A1 may not be a good strategy from a numerical integration standpoint if αi ̸= βi, because the

integrand
(sE1 −A1)

−1B1C2(sE2 −A2)
−∗

is not jointly interpolated when αi ̸= βi. Instead, only (sE1 − A1)
−1B1 is interpolated at −αi, and

C2(sE2 −A2)
−1 is interpolated at −βi. This issue is illustrated in the following example.

Illustrative Example: Consider the following state-space realizations:

E1 =

 0.2498 0 0.0002 0 0.0001 0
0 0.2498 0 0.0002 0 0.0001

0.0002 0 0.2499 0.0001 00
0 0.0002 0.0001 0.2499 0 0

0.0001 0 0 0 0.2500 0
0 0.0001 0 0 0 0.2500

, A1 =

 −0.2508 24.4816 −0.5095 −0.4723 −0.5112 −0.4814
−25.4822 −0.2508 −0.5283 −0.4908 −0.5188 −0.4888
−0.4908 −0.4723 −0.2497 49.4833 −0.5046 −0.4861
−0.5283 −0.5095 −50.4837 −0.2497 −0.5141 −0.4952
−0.4888 −0.4814 −0.4952 −0.4861 −0.2499 99.4954
−0.5188 −0.5112 −0.5141 −0.5046 −100.4955 −0.2499

,
B1 = [ 0.5025 0.4965 −0.0051 0.0035 0.0133 −0.0116 ]

⊤
, C1 = [ 0.4965 0.5025 0.0035 −0.0051 −0.0116 0.0133 ], D1 = 0,

E2 =

 0.2498 0 0.0002 0 0.0001 0
0 0.2498 0 0.0002 0 0.0001

0.0002 0 0.2499 0.0001 0 0
0 0.0002 0.0001 0.2499 0 0

0.0001 0 0 0 0.2500 0
0 0.0001 0 0 0 0.2500

, A2 =

 −0.2508 24.4816 −0.5095 −0.4723 −0.5112 −0.4814
−25.4822 −0.2508 −0.5283 −0.4908 −0.5188 −0.4888
−0.4908 −0.4723 −0.2497 49.4833 −0.5046 −0.4861
−0.5283 −0.5095 −50.4837 −0.2497 −0.5141 −0.4952
−0.4888 −0.4814 −0.4952 −0.4861 −0.2499 99.4954
−0.5188 −0.5112 −0.5141 −0.5046 −100.4955 −0.2499

,
B2 = [−0.0029 0.0042 0.0118 −0.0129 0.4866 0.5131 ]

⊤
, C2 = [ 0.0042 −0.0029 −0.0129 0.0118 0.5131 0.4866 ], D2 = 0.

Both G1(s) and G2(s) have identical poles at −1 ± j100, −1 ± j200, and −1 ± j400. Their frequency
responses are shown in Figure 1. G1(s) exhibits a peak at 100 rad/sec (corresponding to −1± j100), while

Figure 1: Frequency domain plot of G1(s) and G2(s)

G2(s) peaks at 400 rad/sec (corresponding to −1 ± j400). Table 3 lists various choices of ADI shifts and
the corresponding normalized residuals ∥Rsylv∥2

∥B1C2∥2
. Although setting αi = −1 ± j100 captures the peak of

G1(s) and βi = −1 ± j400 captures the peak of G2(s), this combination yields the worst approximation.
Choosing αi as the most observable poles and βi as the most controllable poles gives a better result, but the
best approximations are obtained when αi = βi—either both equal to the most controllable poles of E−1

1 A1
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Table 3: Normalized Residual for Various ADI Shifts

αi βi
∥Rsylv∥2

∥B1C2∥2

−1± j100 −1± j400 3.51× 104

−1± j400 −1± j100 12.2839
−1± j100 −1± j100 0.0412
−1± j400 −1± j400 0.0411

or both equal to the most observable poles of A2E
−1
2 . This observation aligns with the earlier discussion.

Consequently, the shift strategy based on Ritz values of (E1, A1) and (E2, A2) proposed in [41] is unlikely to
yield good numerical accuracy when the most controllable poles of E−1

1 A1 and the most observable poles of
A2E

−1
2 are very different. Therefore, we propose a different shift generation strategy for Sylvester equations.

We propose selecting V1 = orth
( [

vsylv1 · · · vsylvi

] )
with an implicit restart mechanism, and projecting

as follows:
Ê1 = V ⊤

1 E1V1, Â1 = V ⊤
1 A1V1, B̂sylv

⊥,i = V ⊤
1 Bsylv

⊥,i .

We then use the most controllable pole of these projected matrices as the ADI shifts αi and βi, ensuring
αi = βi. In the subsequent iteration, we select W2 = orth

( [
wsylv

1 · · · wsylv
i

] )
with implicit restart, and

project as:
Ê2 = W⊤

2 E2W2, Â2 = W⊤
2 A2W2, Ĉsylv

⊥,i = Csylv
⊥,i W2,

and use the most observable pole of these projected matrices as the common ADI shift αi = βi.
An additional advantage of enforcing αi = βi is that the FADI-based approximation V

(i)
fadiD

(i)
fadi(W

(i)
fadi)

⊤

coincides with V
(i)
lyap(W

(i)
lyap)

⊤, and the residual Rsylv = Bsylv
⊥,i C

sylv
⊥,i matches Blyap

⊥,i C
lyap
⊥,i . Thus, when αi = βi,

there is no need to extract V
(i)
fadi and W

(i)
fadi separately from V

(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap.

3.9.4. For Riccati Equations
Just as for Lyapunov equations, (sE1 −A1)

−1Bricc
⊥,i and Cricc

⊥,i (sE2 −A2)
−∗ can be projected to generate

subsequent shifts for RADI. The projection matrix V1 can be set as V1 = orth
( [

vricc1 · · · vricci

] )
with an

implicit restart, and similarly, W2 can be set as W2 = orth
( [

wricc
1 · · · wricc

i

] )
with an implicit restart.

Again, if the goal is to use the low-rank solution to implement generalizations of BT—such as positive-real
BT or bounded-real BT—then shifts should be generated using Petrov–Galerkin projection rather than
Galerkin projection, as discussed earlier in Section 3.9.2.

3.9.5. For UADI Framework
Note that all ADI methods interpolate at the mirror images of the ADI shifts and therefore share

similar interpolatory properties. Consequently, shift generation using V1 = orth
( [

vlyap1 · · · vlyapi

] )
, V1 =

orth
( [

vsylv1 · · · vsylvi

] )
, or V1 = orth

( [
vricc1 · · · vricci

] )
yields nearly identical numerical performance

in terms of residual decay. Therefore, within the UADI framework, we may set the projection matrices as
V1 = orth

( [
vlyap1 · · · vlyapi

] )
and W2 = orth

( [
wlyap

1 · · · wlyap
i

] )
, both equipped with implicit restart

mechanisms. However, the actual generation of ADI shifts using these projection matrices depends on the
goal of applying the UADI framework. For instance, if the aim is to implement low-rank versions of BT and
its variants, shifts should be generated via the Petrov–Galerkin projection discussed earlier. If, on the other
hand, the goal is to solve a Sylvester equation, an alternating shift generation strategy should be used—one
that ensures αi = βi via the Galerkin projection approach described previously.

4. Numerical Simulation

The numerical performance and computational efficiency of ADI methods are well documented in the
literature. Therefore, we avoid reporting similar results in this section. The main focus of this section is
to test the self-generating shift strategies proposed in the previous section. All tests are performed using
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MATLAB R2021b on a laptop with 16 GB of random access memory (RAM) and a 2 GHz Intel i7 processor.
The shifted linear systems are solved using MATLAB’s backslash operator ‘\’. The MATLAB codes and
data to reproduce the results of this section are available at [53].

Three numerical examples are considered. The model in the first example is of modest order, allowing a
posteriori error analysis to be performed on the ROMs produced by BT. The models in the remaining two
examples are large-scale. The first test focuses on evaluating the shift strategy proposed in the previous
section for BT. The second test focuses on the shift strategy for the Sylvester equation. The third example
shows that subspace acceleration improves convergence speed, repaying the initial effort through shorter
overall computation time. The initial ADI shifts α1 and β1 used to start UADI are set to α1 = β1 = −0.001.

4.1. RLC Circuit Network
This example considers a two-port passive RLC network (shown in Figure 2) with 2 inputs and 2 outputs.

Each RLC ladder consists of 400 repeated segments. The resistance, capacitance, and inductance values in
the segments are as follows: R̄1 = 0.1Ω, R̄2 = 1Ω, L̄1 = 0.1H, C̄1 = 0.1F, R̄3 = 0.5Ω, R̄4 = 3Ω, L̄2 = 0.2H,
C̄2 = 0.2F, and R̄s = 0.2Ω. The state-space matrices A1 ∈ R1600×1600, B1 ∈ R1600×2, C1 ∈ R2×1600,

Figure 2: A Two-port Passive RLC Network

D1 ∈ R2×2, and E1 ∈ R1600×1600 of this 1600th-order model are available in [53]. In this example, G1(s) and
G2(s) are identical, as the focus is on the applicability of UADI in implementing the BT family. Since the
model is square, stable, minimum phase, positive-real, and bounded-real, all the linear matrix equations (7)-
(23) considered in the paper are well defined, and UADI can compute their low-rank solutions simultaneously.

The remaining matrices and parameters for this example are: S1 =

[
1 1
0 −1

]
, S2 =

[
1 1
1 −1

]
, γ1 = 2, and

γ2 = 3. The maximum number of ADI iterations is set to k = 50. The shift generation strategy proposed
in Section 3.9.2 is used. The projection matrices V1 and W2 are implicitly restarted once their number of
columns reaches 10. Consequently, the projected eigenvalue problem never involves computing more than
10 eigenvalues—ensuring that shift generation remains an inexpensive operation.

Figure 3 shows that the proposed shift generation strategy yields excellent performance in terms of the
steep decline of the normalized residuals (in terms of L2 norm) for the linear matrix equations (7)–(23).
The most dominant pole of G1(s) is −98.9898. By examining the 49 shifts generated by the proposed
strategy, we found that the fourth shift is −98.3214. Note that the initial shift α1 = −0.001 was not in
the neighbourhood of −98.9898, yet the proposed strategy quickly identified a shift near the dominant pole
within just four iterations. The fifth shift produced by the strategy is −3.9099 + 6.9746i, indicating that
the dominant pole −98.9898 was prematurely deflated by UADI—confirming the expectation expressed in
Remark 5.
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Figure 3: Decay in Normalized Residuals

Next, low-rank BT is performed using the approximations V
(i)
lyap and W

(i)
lyap. As shown in Figure 4, the

low-rank BT—based on low-rank square-root factors of P1 and Q2—preserves the most significant Hankel
singular values of the original system. Finally, Figure 5 shows the frequency-domain responses of the original

Figure 4: Hankel Singular Values Comparison
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system and the 10th-order ROMs produced by full-rank and low-rank BT. The frequency responses of the
original system and the ROMs are indistinguishable, confirming that the shift strategy successfully ensured
an accurate ROM. Thus, the small residuals in P1 and Q2 were indeed translated into high ROM accuracy.

Figure 5: Singular values of G1(s) and ROM

4.2. Penzl’s Triple Peak Model
This constructive example generalizes Penzl’s procedure for building a dynamical system with three peaks

in the frequency-domain plot [54, 55, 56]. The MATLAB function to generate such a system of arbitrary
order is provided in Appendix I, and the frequencies at which the peaks occur can be specified as inputs.
Using this function, G1(s) and G2(s) are constructed with the following state-space matrix dimensions:
E1, A1 ∈ R106×106 , B1 ∈ R106×1, C1 ∈ R1×106 , D1 = 0, E2, A2 ∈ R106×106 , B2 ∈ R106×1, C2 ∈ R1×106 ,
D2 = 0. Unlike in the original Penzl procedure [54], the matrices E1 and E2 are not identity matrices.
G1(s) has peaks at 10 rad/s, 20 rad/s, and 30 rad/s, corresponding to the most controllable poles −1± j10,
−1±j20, and −1±j30, respectively. The remaining poles are all real and located at −1,−2, . . . ,−9, 99, 994;
by construction in Penzl’s triple-peak models, these are significantly less controllable [54, 55, 56]. Similarly,
G2(s) has peaks at 40 rad/s, 50 rad/s, and 60 rad/s, corresponding to the most observable poles −1± j40,
−1 ± j50, and −1 ± j60, respectively. Its remaining poles are the same real poles −1,−2, . . . ,−9, 99, 994,
which are significantly less observable by design. The purpose of using this constructive example is that,
despite its large scale, the pole locations in Penzl’s triple-peak models are known. This helps us assess the
success or failure of various shift strategies. Importantly, this pole information is not used to pre-specify
shifts; rather, we investigate whether the proposed shift generation strategy can automatically capture these
dominant poles.

For the implicit restart in the shift generation strategy of Section 3.9.1, the maximum number of columns
in V1 and W2 is set to 20. The maximum number of ADI iterations is set to k = 70. The normalized residuals
for P1 and Q2 are plotted in Figure 6. The proposed shift generation strategy yields a steep decline in the
normalized residuals, significantly outperforming the Projection-I and Projection-II strategies. Figure 7
shows the shifts produced by the proposed strategy. It clearly captures the three most dominant poles
of G1(s) and the three most dominant poles of G2(s), which explains the high accuracy achieved. Figure
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Figure 6: Decay in Normalized Residuals

Figure 7: Dominant Poles and ADI Shifts

8 shows the normalized residual
∥R(i)

sylv∥2

∥B1C2∥2
for these shifts. Interestingly, the shifts that produced excellent

approximations of P1 and Q2 yielded a poor approximation of Xsylv; in fact, the residual Rsylv increased
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Figure 8: Normalized Residual for Xsylv

rather than decreased—consistent with the observation in Section 3.9.3.
To prioritize the approximation of Xsylv, we instead use the shift generation strategy from Section 3.9.3,

which enforces αi = βi. Figure 9 shows the normalized residuals for P1, Q2, and Xsylv. This strategy

Figure 9: Normalized Residuals for P1, Q2, and Xsylv
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delivers an excellent approximation for Xsylv as well as for P1 and Q2, in agreement with the findings in
Section 3.9.3. However, because the approximation of Xsylv is prioritized, the decay of the residuals for P1

and Q2 is less steep compared to the strategy in Section 3.9.1.

4.3. Steel Profile Model
This benchmark is a semi-discretized heat transfer problem for optimal cooling of steel profiles [57],

also known as the rail model. The dynamical system G1(s) is a 317, 377th-order steel profile model taken
from [58]. The dimensions of the matrices are as follows: E1 ∈ R317,377×317,377, A1 ∈ R317,377×317,377,
B1 ∈ R317,377×7, and C1 ∈ R6×317,377. For implicit restart in the proposed shift generation strategy, the
maximum number of columns in V1 is set to 21. The maximum number of ADI shifts k is set to 100. When
the normalized residual ∥R(i)

1 ∥2

∥B1B⊤
1 ∥2

drops below the tolerance 10−8, the approximation P1 ≈ V
(i)
lyap(V

(i)
lyap)

⊤ is
considered converged, and UADI stops. For visual clarity, only P1 is approximated in this experiment to
avoid clutter in the figure. Figure 10 shows that the proposed subspace-accelerated shift generation strategy
reaches convergence in the fewest iterations. In contrast, the Projection-I strategy fails to converge within

Figure 10: Normalized Residual for P1

the maximum allowable number of iterations, while the Projection-II strategy converges but requires more
iterations than the proposed approach. The elapsed time for this experiment is tabulated in Table 4. The

Table 4: Simulation Time Comparison

Shift Generation Strategy Elapsed Time (sec)
Projection-I 293.4014
Projection-II 219.9676

Proposed 189.8744

proposed strategy achieves convergence in the least amount of time overall. Note that the Projection-I
and Projection-II strategies generate shifts more cheaply and, in this example, produce 7 ADI shifts at a
time—thus they are used more sparingly. In contrast, the proposed strategy generates only one or two
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shifts per step, requiring orthogonalization and eigenvalue decomposition more frequently. Nevertheless,
this additional upfront cost pays off by significantly reducing the total computational time through faster
convergence and fewer ADI iterations.

5. Conclusion

The paper shows that low-rank ADI methods for Lyapunov, Sylvester, and Riccati equations perform
recursive interpolation at the mirror images of the ADI shifts. The methods differ only in their pole-
placement behavior. By placing the poles of the projected matrices at chosen locations, ADI ensures that
the projected linear matrix equation it implicitly solves has a unique solution. Thus, unlike several Krylov
subspace methods—which may yield projected equations without unique solutions—ADI avoids this issue
while still being projection-based. Unlike standard rational Krylov interpolation, ADI retains its pole-
placement property as the number of interpolation points grows. Yet, as in standard interpolation, the
projected matrices admit parametrizations, and the free parameters can be adjusted to relocate poles. This
allows low-rank solutions of various linear matrix equations to be recovered from the low-rank solution of
a standard Lyapunov equation by modifying the free parameter. No additional shifted linear solves are
required; the solves from the Lyapunov ADI iterations can be reused. Since the shifted solves dominate the
cost of low-rank ADI, this yields significant savings. Computing the free parameter requires only small-scale
operations and is inexpensive, enabling multiple Lyapunov, Sylvester, and Riccati equations to be solved
with the same linear solves. The paper further shows that the proposed UADI algorithm implicitly performs
MOR and preserves several key properties of the original transfer function. The ROMs, which interpolate the
transfer function at the mirror images of the ADI shifts, can be accumulated recursively. Two existing self-
generating shift strategies are reviewed, and theoretical justification—not provided in the original work—is
given using the interpolation properties of ADI methods identified in this paper. A subspace-accelerated
self-generating shift strategy is proposed, inspired by SADPA, which estimates dominant poles and uses them
as ADI shifts. This makes UADI fully automatic. Several problem-specific modifications to shift generation
are also proposed. Numerical results show that the proposed strategy outperforms existing approaches and
provides an effective and efficient way to automate ADI methods.
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Appendix A

1. Pre-multiplying (65) by (d
(i)
sylv)

−1 yields:

(d
(i)
sylv)

−1(−s(i)w )∗d
(i)
sylv − s(i)v + (d

(i)
sylv)

−1(l(i)w )⊤l(i)v = 0

(d
(i)
sylv)

−1(−s(i)w )∗d
(i)
sylv = s(i)v − (d

(i)
sylv)

−1(l(i)w )⊤l(i)v

−(d(i)sylv)
−1(s(i)w )∗d

(i)
sylv = â

(i)
1 .

2. Post-multiplying (65) by (d
(i)
sylv)

−1 gives:

(−s(i)w )∗ + d
(i)
sylv(−s

(i)
v )(d

(i)
sylv)

−1 + (l(i)w )⊤l(i)v (d
(i)
sylv)

−1 = 0

d
(i)
sylv(−s

(i)
v )(d

(i)
sylv)

−1 = (s(i)w )∗ − (l(i)w )⊤l(i)v (d
(i)
sylv)

−1

−d(i)sylvs
(i)
v (d

(i)
sylv)

−1 = â
(i)
2 .

44



3. Observe that:

â
(i)
1 (d

(i)
sylv)

−1 + (d
(i)
sylv)

−1â
(i)
2 + b̂

(i)
1 ĉ

(i)
2

= −(d(i)sylv)
−1(s(i)w )∗ − s(i)v (d

(i)
sylv)

−1 + (dsylv)
−1(l(i)w )⊤l(i)v (dsylv)

−1

= (d
(i)
sylv)

−1
(
(−s(i)w )∗d

(i)
sylv + d

(i)
sylv(−s

(i)
v ) + (l(i)w )⊤l(i)v

)
(d

(i)
sylv)

−1

= 0.

4. Substituting s
(i)
v = −αiI, l

(i)
v = −I, s(i)w = −βiI, and l

(i)
w = −I into (65) gives:

βid
(i)
sylv + d

(i)
sylvαi + I = 0

(αi + βi)d
(i)
sylv = −I

d
(i)
sylv = − 1

αi + βi
I

(d
(i)
sylv)

−1 = −(αi + βi)I.

Appendix B

1. Observe that:

B̂
(i)
1 =


b̂
(1)
1
...

b̂
(i)
1

 =


(d

(1)
sylv)

−1(l
(1)
w )⊤

...
(d

(i)
sylv)

−1(l
(i)
w )⊤

 =
(
blkdiag

(
d
(1)
sylv, · · · , d

(i)
sylv

))−1 [
l
(1)
w · · · l

(i)
w

]⊤
= (D

(i)
sylv)

−1(L(i)
w )⊤.

Similarly:

Ĉ
(i)
2 =

[
ĉ
(1)
2 · · · ĉ

(i)
2

]
=
[
l
(1)
v (d

(1)
sylv)

−1 · · · l
(i)
v (d

(i)
sylv)

−1
]

=
[
l
(1)
v · · · l

(i)
v

] (
blkdiag

(
d
(1)
sylv, · · · , d

(i)
sylv

))−1

= L(i)
v (Dsylv)

−1.

2. Note the recursive structure:

S(i)
v =

[
S
(i−1)
v (D

(i−1)
sylv )−1(L

(i−1)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

0 s
(i)
v

]
, L(i)

v =
[
L
(i−1)
v l

(i)
v

]
,

S(i)
w =

[
S
(i−1)
w (D

(i−1)
sylv )−∗(L

(i−1)
v )⊤l

(i)
w

0 s
(i)
w

]
, L(i)

w =
[
L
(i−1)
w l

(i)
w

]
.

Then:[
−(S(i−1)

w )∗ 0

−(l(i)w )⊤L
(i−1)
v (D

(i−1)
sylv )−1 −(s(i)w )∗

][
D

(i−1)
sylv 0

0 d
(i)
sylv

]
+[

D
(i−1)
sylv 0

0 d
(i)
sylv

][
−S(i−1)

v −(D(i−1)
sylv )−1(L

(i−1)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

0 −s(i)v

]
+

[
(L

(i−1)
w )⊤

(l
(i)
w )⊤

] [
L
(i−1)
v l

(i)
v

]
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=

[
−(S(i−1)

w )∗D
(i−1)
sylv 0

−(l(i)w )⊤L
(i−1)
v −(s(i)w )∗d

(i)
sylv

]
+

[
−D(i−1)

sylv S
(i−1)
v −(L(i−1)

w )⊤l
(i)
v

0 −d(i)sylvs
(i)
v

]
+[

(L
(i−1)
w )⊤L

(i−1)
v (L

(i−1)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

(l
(i)
w )⊤L

(i−1)
v (l

(i)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

]

=

[
−(S(i−1)

w )∗D
(i−1)
sylv −D

(i−1)
sylv S

(i−1)
v + (L

(i−1)
w )⊤L

(i−1)
v 0

0 −(s(i)w )∗d
(i)
sylv − d

(i)
sylvs

(i)
v + (l

(i)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

]
.

Increasing i recursively from i = 1, it follows by induction that[
−(S(i−1)

w )∗D
(i−1)
sylv −D

(i−1)
sylv S

(i−1)
v + (L

(i−1)
w )⊤L

(i−1)
v 0

0 −(s(i)w )∗d
(i)
sylv − d

(i)
sylvs

(i)
v + (l

(i)
w )⊤l

(i)
v

]
= 0.

3. The proofs of (3), (4), and (5) follow the same steps as the proofs of (1), (2), and (3) in Proposition 3.1,
and are omitted for brevity.

Appendix C

1. Substituting s
(i)
v,ricc, l

(i)
v,ricc, and ĉ

(i)
1 from (72) into (73) yields:

(αiI)
∗(p̂

(i)
ricc)

−1 + (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1(αiI) = −I − (vricci )∗C⊤
1 C1v

ricc
i

2Re(αi)(p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1 = −
[
I + (vricci )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
i

]
p̂
(i)
ricc = −2Re(αi)

[
I + (vricci )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
i

]−1
.

2. Note that:

−

[
S
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc

((
L
(i−1)
v,ricc

)⊤
l
(i)
v,ricc +

(
Ĉ

(i−1)
1

)∗
ĉ
(i)
1

)
0 s

(i)
v,ricc

]∗ [(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc

)−1
0

0 (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1

]

−

[(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc

)−1
0

0 (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1

][
S
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc

((
L
(i−1)
v,ricc

)⊤
l
(i)
v,ricc +

(
Ĉ

(i−1)
1

)∗
ĉ
(i)
1

)
0 s

(i)
v,ricc

]

+

[(
L
(i−1)
v,ricc

)⊤
(l

(i)
v,ricc)

⊤

] [
L
(i−1)
v,ricc l

(i)
v,ricc

]
+

[(
Ĉ

(i−1)
1

)∗
(ĉ

(i)
1 )∗

] [
Ĉ

(i−1)
1 ĉ

(i)
1

]
=

[
P11 0
0 p22

]
,

where

P11 = −
(
S
(i−1)
v,ricc

)∗(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc

)−1 −
(
P̂

(i−1)
ricc

)−1
S
(i−1)
v,ricc + (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤L
(i−1)
v,ricc +

(
Ĉ

(i−1)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i−1)
1 ,

p22 = (−s(i)v,ricc)
∗(p̂

(i)
ricc)

−1 + (p̂
(i)
ricc)

−1(−s(i)v,ricc) + (l
(i)
v,ricc)

⊤l
(i)
v,ricc + (ĉ

(i)
1 )∗ĉ

(i)
1 .

By increasing i recursively from i = 1, it follows by induction that P11 = 0 and p22 = 0.
3. Pre-multiplying (74) by P̂

(i)
ricc gives:

P̂
(i)
ricc

(
− S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗
(P̂

(i)
ricc)

−1 − S
(i)
v,ricc + P̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤
L
(i)
v,ricc + P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 = 0

P̂
(i)
ricc

(
− S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1
+ P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 = S

(i)
v,ricc − P̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤
L
(i)
v,ricc

P̂
(i)
ricc

((
− S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗
+
(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc

)
(P̂

(i)
ricc)

−1 = Â
(i)
1 .
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4. Since Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 = P̂

(i)
ricc

(
−S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1 and S
(i)
v,ricc is block triangular, the eigenvalues

of Â
(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 are α∗

1, . . . , α
∗
i . As αi have negative real parts, Â

(i)
1 − P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 is

Hurwitz.
5. Substituting Â

(i)
1 = P̂

(i)
ricc

((
−S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗
+
(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc

)(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1, and B̂
(i)
1 = P̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤ into the
left-hand side of (75) yields:

P̂
(i)
ricc

(
− S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗ − S
(i)
v,riccP̂

(i)
ricc + P̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤
L
(i)
v,riccP̂

(i)
ricc + P̂

(i)
ricc

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 P̂

(i)
ricc. (194)

Pre- and post-multiplying (194) by
(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1 gives:(
− S

(i)
v,ricc

)∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1 −
(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1
S
(i)
v,ricc +

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤
L
(i)
v,ricc +

(
Ĉ

(i)
1

)∗
Ĉ

(i)
1 = 0.

6. Note that:

Bricc
⊥,1 = B1 − 2Re(α1)E1v

ricc
1

[
I + (vricc1 )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
1

]−1

= B1 − E1v
ricc
1 p̂

(1)
ricc(l

(1)
v,ricc)

⊤

Bricc
⊥,2 = Bricc

⊥,1 − 2Re(α2)E1v
ricc
2

[
I + (vricc2 )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
2

]−1

= B1 − E1v
ricc
1 p̂

(1)
ricc(l

(1)
v,ricc)

⊤ − E1v
ricc
2 p̂

(2)
ricc(l

(2)
v,ricc)

⊤

= B1 − E1V
(2)
riccP̂

(2)
ricc

(
L
(2)
v,ricc

)⊤
.

Continuing recursively yields Bricc
⊥,i = B1 − E1V

(i)
riccP̂

(i)
ricc

(
L
(i)
v,ricc

)⊤.
7. Consider the left-hand side of (76):

A1V
(i)
radi − E1V

(i)
radiS

(i)
v,ricc +B1L

(i)
v,ricc

= A1

[
V

(i−1)
radi vricci

]
− E1

[
V

(i−1)
radi vricci

] [S(i−1)
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(i−1)
ricc
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L
(i−1)
v,ricc

)⊤
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(i)
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(
Ĉ

(i−1)
1
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ĉ
(i)
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)
0 s

(i)
v,ricc
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+B1

[
L
(i−1)
v,ricc l

(i)
v,ricc

]
=
[
pv,1 pv,2

]
,

where

pv,1 = A1V
(i)
radi − E1V

(i)
radiS

(i)
v,ricc +B1L

(i)
v,ricc,

pv,2 = A1v
ricc
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(i−1)
ricc

(
Ĉ
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(
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(i)
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Since vricci =
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(i−1)
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(
V

(i−1)
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1 C1 + αiE1
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⊥,i−1, we have pv,2 = 0. Increasing i

recursively shows pv,1 = 0 and pv,2 = 0.
Now consider the left-hand side of (77):
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1
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L
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where

pv,3 = A1V
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Recursion over i shows pv,3 = 0 and pv,4 = 0.

Appendix D

Since wsylv
i = W

(i)
lyapt

(i)
w,sylv and W

(i)
fadi = W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
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v,sylv, respectively, we restrict ourselves to proving vsylvi = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv and V

(i)
fadi = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylv.

Note that [
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=
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⊤.

Consider the following:

(A1 + αiE1)V
(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv

= (A1 + αiE1)
[
V

(i−1)
lyap vlyapi

] [t(i)1,v,sylv

t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
= (A1 + αiE1)

(
V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv + vlyapi t

(i)
2,v,sylv

)
= (A1 + αiE1)V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv + (A1 + αiE1)v

lyap
i t

(i)
2,v,sylv

= A1V
(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv + αiE1V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv +Blyap

⊥,i−1

(
I + L

(i−1)
v,lyapt

(i)
1,v,sylv

)
=
(
A1V

(i−1)
lyap +Blyap

⊥,i−1L
(i−1)
v,lyap

)
t
(i)
1,v,sylv + αiE1V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv +Blyap

⊥,i−1

= E1V
(i−1)
lyap Âlyap

1,i−1t
(i)
1,v,sylv + αiE1V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,sylv +B1 − E1V

(i−1)
lyap B̂lyap

1,i−1

= E1V
(i−1)
lyap

(
Âlyap

1,i−1t
(i)
1,v,sylv − s(i)v t

(i)
1,v,sylv + B̂lyap

1,i−1l
(i)
v

)
+B1

= B1 − E1V
(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,sylvD

(i−1)
fadi (L

(i−1)
w,sylv)

⊤.

For i = 1, V (i)
lyap = vlyap1 , T (i−1)

v,sylv = [ ], D(i−1)
fadi = [ ], L(i−1)

w,sylv = [ ]. Hence,

(A1 + α1E1)v
lyap
1 t

(1)
v,sylv = (A1 + α1E1)v

lyap
1 = (A1 + α1E1)v

sylv
1 = B1.

Clearly, t(1)v,sylv = I, which is consistent since vlyap1 = vsylv1 .
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For i = 2, V (i)
lyap =

[
vlyap1 vlyap2

]
, T (i−1)

v,sylv = I, D(i−1)
fadi = −(α1 + β1)I, and L

(i−1)
w,sylv = −I. Thus,

(A1 + α2E1)V
(2)
lyapt

(2)
v,sylv = B1 − (α1 + β1)E1v

sylv
1 = Bsylv

⊥,i−1.

It follows immediately that V
(2)
lyapt

(2)
v,sylv = vsylv2 . By induction, the identity vsylvi = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv holds for

i = 3, 4, . . ..
Next, observe that

V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylv =

[
V

(i−1)
lyap vlyapi

] [T (i−1)
v,sylv t

(i)
1,v,sylv

0 t
(i)
2,v,sylv

]
=
[
V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,sylv V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,sylv

]
.

For i = 1, V (i−1)
lyap = [ ] and T

(i−1)
v,sylv = [ ], so

V
(1)
lyapT

(1)
v,sylv = V

(1)
lyapt

(1)
v,sylv = vsylv1 = V

(1)
fadi.

For i = 2, T (1)
v,sylv = t

(1)
v,sylv, and thus

V
(2)
lyapT

(2)
v,sylv =

[
V

(1)
lyapt

(1)
v,sylv V

(2)
lyapt

(2)
v,sylv

]
=
[
vsylv1 vsylv2

]
= V

(2)
fadi.

By induction, V (i)
fadi = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylv holds for all i = 3, 4, . . ..

Appendix E

Recall that t
(i)
2,v,sylv = I + L

(i−1)
v,lyapt

(i)
1,v,sylv. Thus, t(i)2,v,sylv = I −

∑i−1
k=1 tv,k = I −M . If the matrix M does

not have an eigenvalue equal to 1, then
(
t
(i)
2,v,sylv

)−1 has no eigenvalue at 0, and hence t
(i)
2,v,sylv is invertible.

Appendix F

1. Note that

A1V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylv − E1V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylvS

(i)
v,sylv +B1L

(i)
v,sylv = 0. (195)

Post-multiplying (195) by
(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1 yields:

A1V
(i)
lyap − E1V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,sylvS

(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1
+B1L

(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1
= 0.

By uniqueness of the solution to (94), we have S
(i)
v,lyap = T

(i)
v,sylvS

(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1 and L
(i)
v,lyap =

L
(i)
v,sylv

(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1.
2. Note that

A⊤
2 W

(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sylv − E⊤

2 W
(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sylvS

(i)
w,sylv + C⊤

2 L
(i)
w,sylv = 0. (196)

Post-multiplying (196) by
(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1 yields:

A⊤
2 W

(i)
lyap − E⊤

2 W
(i)
lyapT

(i)
w,sylvS

(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1
+ C⊤

2 L
(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1
= 0.

By uniqueness of the solution to (96), we have S
(i)
w,lyap = T

(i)
w,sylvS

(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1 and L
(i)
w,lyap =

L
(i)
w,sylv

(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−1.
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3. Now consider

−
(
S
(i)
w,sylv

)∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1 −
(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1
S
(i)
v,sylv + (L

(i)
w,sylv)

⊤L
(i)
v,sylv = 0. (197)

Pre-multiplying (197) by
(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−∗ and post-multiplying by
(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1 gives

−
(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1 −
(
T

(i)
w,sylv

)−∗(
D

(i)
fadi

)−1(
T

(i)
v,sylv

)−1
S
(i)
v,lyap

+(L
(i)
w,lyap)

⊤L
(i)
v,lyap = 0

−
(
S
(i)
w,lyap

)∗
X̃

(i)
sylv − X̃

(i)
sylvS

(i)
v,lyap + (L

(i)
w,lyap)

⊤L
(i)
v,lyap = 0.

The proofs of (4), (5), and (6) in Proposition 3.6 follow similarly to (1), (2), and (3) in Proposition 3.1,
respectively, and are therefore omitted for brevity.

Appendix G

First, observe that[
Âlyap

1,i−1 + αiI − T
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap −T (i−1)

v,ricc P̂
(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i

−2Re(αi)L
(i−1)
v,lyap 2Re(αi)I

][
t
(i)
1,v,ricc

t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]

=

[
B̂lyap

1,i−1 − T
(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤

2Re(αi)I

]
,

which implies t
(i)
2,v,ricc = I + L

(i−1)
v,lyapt

(i)
1,v,ricc.

To show that vricci = V
(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc, it suffices to verify that(

A1 + αiE1 − E1V
(i−1)
radi P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1

)
vricci

=
(
A1 + αiE1 − E1V

(i−1)
radi P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1

)
V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc

= B1 − E1V
(i−1)
radi P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤

= Bricc
⊥,i−1.

Consider the expression(
A1 + αiE1 − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1

)
V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc

=
(
A1 + αiE1 − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1

) [
V

(i−1)
lyap vlyapi

] [t(i)1,v,ricc

t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]
=
(
A1 + αiE1 − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1

)(
V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc + vlyapi t

(i)
2,v,ricc

)
= (A1 + αiE1)v

lyap
i t

(i)
2,v,ricc − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i t

(i)
2,v,ricc

+ (A1 + αiE1)V
(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc

= Blyap
⊥,i−1t

(i)
2,v,ricc − E1V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i t

(i)
2,v,ricc

+ E1V
(i−1)
lyap Âlyap

1,i−1t
(i)
1,v,ricc −Blyap

⊥,i−1L
lyap
v,i−1t

(i)
1,v,ricc + αiE1V

(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc

− E1V
(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc

50



= Blyap
⊥,i−1

(
I + L

(i−1)
v,lyapt

(i)
1,v,ricc

)
+ E1V

(i−1)
lyap

(
− T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1v
lyap
i t

(i)
2,v,ricc

+ Âlyap
1,i−1t

(i)
1,v,ricc − T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (V

(i−1)
radi )∗C⊤

1 C1V
(i−1)
lyap t

(i)
1,v,ricc − t

(i)
1,v,riccs

(i)
v,ricc

)
−Blyap

⊥,i−1L
lyap
v,i−1t

(i)
1,v,ricc

= B1 − E1V
(i−1)
lyap B̂lyap

1,i−1 + E1V
(i−1)
lyap B̂lyap

1,i−1 − E1V
(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤

= B1 − E1V
(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc P̂

(i−1)
ricc (L

(i−1)
v,ricc)

⊤.

For i = 1, we have V
(i−1)
lyap = [ ], T (i−1)

v,ricc = [ ], P̂ (i−1)
ricc = [ ], so

(A1 + α1E1)v
lyap
1 t

(1)
v,ricc = (A1 + α1E1)v

lyap
1 = (A1 + α1E1)v

ricc
1 = B1,

which gives t
(1)
v,ricc = I, consistent with vlyap1 = vricc1 .

For i = 2, note that V
(i−1)
lyap = vricc1 , T (i−1)

v,ricc = I, P̂ (i−1)
ricc = −2Re(α1)

[
I + (vricc1 )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
1

]−1, so(
A1 + αiE1 − E1v

ricc
1 P̂

(1)
ricc(v

ricc
1 )∗C⊤

1 C1

)
V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc = B1 − 2Re(α1)E1v

ricc
1

[
I + (vricc1 )∗C⊤

1 C1v
ricc
1

]−1
= Bricc

⊥,1 ,

and thus V
(2)
lyapt

(2)
v,ricc = vricc2 . By induction, the identity vricci = V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc holds for all i = 3, 4, . . ..

Finally, note that

V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,ricc =

[
V

(i−1)
lyap vlyapi

] [T (i−1)
v,ricc t

(i)
1,v,ricc

0 t
(i)
2,v,ricc

]
=
[
V

(i−1)
lyap T

(i−1)
v,ricc V

(i)
lyapt

(i)
v,ricc

]
.

For i = 1, this reduces to V
(1)
lyapT

(1)
v,ricc = vricc1 . For i = 2, since T

(1)
v,ricc = t

(1)
v,ricc, we obtain

V
(2)
lyapT

(2)
v,ricc =

[
V

(1)
lyapt

(1)
v,ricc V

(2)
lyapt

(2)
v,ricc

]
=
[
vricc1 vricc2

]
.

By induction, it follows that V
(i)
radi = V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,ricc for all i ≥ 1.

Appendix H

Note that

A1V
(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,ricc − E1V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,riccS

(i)
v,ricc +B1L

(i)
v,ricc = 0. (198)

Post-multiplying (198) by
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 gives:

A1V
(i)
lyap − E1V

(i)
lyapT

(i)
v,riccS

(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1
+B1L

(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1
= 0.

By the uniqueness of the solution to (94), it follows that S
(i)
v,lyap = T

(i)
v,riccS

(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 and L
(i)
v,lyap =

L
(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1.

Now, pre-multiplying (74) by
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−∗ and post-multiplying by
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 yields:

−
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−∗(
S
(i)
v,ricc

)∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 −
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1
S
(i)
v,ricc

(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1

+
(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
v,lyap +

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap = 0

−
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1 −
(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−∗(
P̂

(i)
ricc

)−1(
T

(i)
v,ricc

)−1
S
(i)
v,lyap

+
(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
v,lyap +

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap = 0

−
(
S
(i)
v,lyap

)∗(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1 −
(
P̃

(i)
ricc

)−1
S
(i)
v,lyap +

(
L
(i)
v,lyap

)⊤
L
(i)
v,lyap +

(
V

(i)
lyap

)∗
C⊤

1 C1V
(i)
lyap = 0.

The proofs of statements (3) and (4) in Theorem 3.8 follow similarly to those of (3) and (5) in Theorem 3.3,
and are therefore omitted for brevity.
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Appendix I

function [E,A,B,C] = tripple_peak(n,w1,w2,w3)

a1=[-1 w1; -w1 -1]; a2=[-1 w2; -w2 -1]; a3=[-1 w3; -w3 -1];
aa=blkdiag(a1,a2,a3); bb=10*ones(6,1); cc=10*ones(1,6);
pp=lyap(aa,bb*bb’); qq=lyap(aa’,cc’*cc);
e=qq*pp; a=qq*aa*pp; b=qq*bb; c=cc*pp;
e4=speye(n-6); a4=-spdiags((1:n-6)’,0,n-6,n-6); b4=ones(n-6,1); c4=ones(1,n-6);
E=blkdiag(e,e4); A=blkdiag(a,a4); B=[b;b4]; C=[c c4];

end
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