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Abstract: Continuous-time algebraic Lyapunov equations have become an
essential tool in various applications. In the case of large-scale sparse coefficient
matrices and indefinite constant terms, indefinite low-rank factorizations have
successfully been used to allow methods like the alternating direction implicit
(ADI) iteration to efficiently compute accurate approximations to the solution
of the Lyapunov equation. However, classical block-type approaches quickly
increase in computational costs when the rank of the constant term grows. In
this paper, we propose a novel tangential reformulation of the ADI iteration
that allows for the efficient construction of low-rank approximations to the
solution of Lyapunov equations with indefinite right-hand sides even in the
case of constant terms with higher ranks. We provide adaptive methods for the
selection of the corresponding ADI parameters, namely shifts and tangential
directions, which allow for the automatic application of the method to any
relevant problem setting. The effectiveness of the developed algorithms is
illustrated by several numerical examples.

Keywords: Lyapunov equation, ADI method, indefinite factorization, low-
rank approximation, tangential compression
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Novelty statement: We propose a novel tangential ADI method for the so-
lution of Lyapunov equations with indefinite constant terms. For the selection
of shift parameters and tangential directions, we develop adaptive algorithms,
which update the ADI parameters during the iteration as needed.

1 Introduction

Continuous-time algebraic Lyapunov equations are one of the most important foundational
tools in systems and control theory with various applications in model order reduction [13,
17,22, 33] and controller design [1,25,48]. They also often appear as the backbone of

Preprint. 2025-12-04


mailto:smithrgh@vt.edu
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6592-2482
mailto:steffen.werner@vt.edu
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1667-4862
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04983v1

R. Smith, S. W. R. Werner: Tangential ADI for indefinite Lyapunov equations 2

differential and nonlinear matrix equation solvers [14,29, 32, 44]. In general, continuous-
time algebraic Lyapunov equations can be written in the form

AXE" + ExA" + BRB" =0, (1)

with the coefficient matrices A, E € C"*", B € C"*™, and R € C™*™ Hermitian. Here,

we denote by MM = M' the transposed conjugate of the matrix M € C"*™. The task
is to find a Hermitian matrix X € C™*", which solves the Lyapunov equation (1). In
this work, we consider the classical assumption that the matrix pencil AE — A is Hurwitz,
meaning that all its finite eigenvalues lie in the open left half-plane. Also, for simplicity of
illustration, we assume in the following the case that F is invertible; however, we outline
modifications for the case of non-invertible E matrices later in Section 3.3.

A variety of methods is available for the solution of (1). In the case of dense small-scale
coefficient matrices, direct solvers as well as high-performing iterative solvers have been
developed [5,7,24,40]. In the case when n becomes large (Z 10%), the matrices A and
FE typically appear to be only sparsely populated. However, the solution X remains a
dense matrix, which complicates computations in terms of time and memory constraints.
With the additional assumption that the number of columns of B is small and R is
positive definite, new solvers have been developed, which do not interfere with the sparse
structure of A and E while approximating the solution X via low-rank factors [12,19,26,
30,46]. Recently, an extension of the Alternating Direction Implicit (ADI) method has
been developed for the case that R is allowed to be indefinite [28,29].

One of the main assumptions in solvers for large-scale sparse Lyapunov equations is
that the constant term has a low rank m. This not only promotes the fast decay of the
singular values of the solution X, which allows its approximation via low-rank factors
in the first place, the factors B and R are actively involved in the construction of the
approximation [12,19,28,46]. However, it has been observed that there are applications [25,
45], in which the constant term is not low-rank and cannot be well approximated in low-
rank form, but the solution X still exhibits a fast singular value decay for which it can
be well approximated by low-rank factors. A remedy for this problem is the framework of
tangential Krylov methods. For the solution of Lyapunov equations, a tangential method
has been proposed in [52]. This method cannot be applied to the case of indefinite R
matrices in any way and the work did not provide a computationally feasible approach
that yields effective shifts and tangential directions. Here, we propose to resolve these
issues.

In this work, we propose a new tangential ADI method for the solution of large-scale
sparse Lyapunov equations with indefinite constant terms. This method allows the efficient
approximation of the solution to Lyapunov equations via low-rank factors even in the case
of high-rank constant terms. Due to its practical importance, we provide theoretical results
and algorithms separately for the case of Lyapunov equations with real coefficients of the
form

AXE" +EXA" + BRB" =0, (2)

with A, E € R"™" B € R"™ and R € R™*™ symmetric. In contrast to (1), compu-
tational steps have to be modified so that the constructed low-rank factors preserve the
realness of the coefficients. To answer the fundamental questions about choosing ADI
shifts and the tangential directions, we develop two adaptive algorithms that compute
shifts and directions during the ADI iteration as needed.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows: In Section 2, we re-derive the in-
definite factorized ADI method for the general case of Lyapunov equations with complex
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coefficients. These results are then used to develop the tangential ADI method for Lya-
punov equations with complex and real coefficients in Section 3. The adaptive generation
of suitable ADI shift parameters and the selection of tangential directions are discussed
in Section 4. In Section 5, the proposed methods are tested in numerical experiments
verifying their effectiveness in comparison to the current state-of-the-art approach. The
paper is concluded in Section 6.

2 Indefinite factorized ADI method

The tangential approach, which we propose in this work, is based on the low-rank ADI
iteration for Lyapunov equations of the form (1). Therefore, we re-derive here the formu-
lation of the low-rank iteration scheme that we consider for our work, and we extend the
derivation to the case of complex coefficient matrices. Also, we provide the resulting ADI
algorithms for the case of complex as well as real coefficient matrices. These algorithms
will serve as the standard approaches for numerical comparisons later in Section 5.

2.1 Basic iteration scheme

Originally, the Alternating Direction Implicit (ADI) method was proposed for the numer-
ical solution of parabolic and elliptic differential equations in two or more dimensions [37].
Given a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix A € R™*" the task is to solve the linear
system Ax = b, with some given right-hand side b € R". Let the matrix A be split into
the sum A = A + A for some suitable A1, Ay € R™ " then the ADI iteration is defined
via the double-step scheme

(A; + OéjIn)icj_% =b+ (a;I, — Ad)xj_1, (3a)
(A2 + Oszn)ZBj =b+ (OéjIn - Al)xj_%y (3b)
for j = 1,2,..., and some suitable shift parameters a; € Ry from the strictly positive

real axis. In (3), we alternate implicitly between the two operators that compose A, while
the shifts o serve as conditioning parameters and also provide numerical stability. The
resulting iteration converges superlinearly under some mild assumptions on the operators
and shifts [6].

The extension of the ADI method to Lyapunov equations of the form (1) with real
coefficient matrices has been proposed first in [28]. We follow here closely the more detailed
derivation in [29] while extending the results to the case of complex matrices. To this
end, we replace in the original ADI iteration (3) the matrix-vector multiplications by the
matrix-valued operations A1z : X — E 'AX and Asx : X — XANE"H. This results
in the new matrix ADI double step

(A+o;B)X; 1 = ~BRB" - X, (A" — o, EY), (4a)
(A+o;E)X! = —-BRB" - X;'J(AH — o EM), (4b)
2
for j =1,2,..., where Re(.) denotes the real part of a complex number, and with the shifts

a;j € C_ from the left open complex half-plane. By preserving the Hermitian property of
the solution to (1) for all iterates, X ; = X ?, we can rewrite (4) into a single-step iteration
of the form

X;=C;X;1C —2Re())Q;, (5)
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with the Cayley transforms and quotient terms
C;=(A+a;E)""(A-aE), and (6a)
Q;, =(A+o;E)'BRB"(A+ o,;E) ", (6b)

see also [27] for the derivation of the basic iteration scheme (5).

To derive a suitable low-rank formulation of the ADI method, we follow the symmetric
indefinite factorization used in the constant term of (1). Due to the solution to (1)
being Hermitian, we may apply the same structure to the solution, which then yields
X = LDI", with L € C"*¥ and D e CF** Hermitian. Introducing this format into the
iteration (5), we see that for every iterate we have that X; = LijL';, where

Li=[(A+q;E)'B C,;Lj—;] and D, = ~2Re(oy)R b | (7)

7j—1

To simplify the presentation, we denote the resolvent terms H; = (A + a;E)~1. Then,
the iteration factors in (7) can be written as

Lj = [HJB CjijlB Cjijl"'CQHlB] N (8&)
—2Re(o;)R
—2Re(aj—1)R
—2 Re(ozl)R
= —2diag(Re(q;),...,Re(aq)) ® R, (8¢c)

where ® denotes the Kronecker product. Due to commutativity of the matrix terms in the
Cayley transforms C; with the resolvent terms Hj, the indices in (8) can be reordered
arbitrarily, which yields the alternative formulation

Lj: HlB H261B Hjéj_léj_g-"élB, (9&)
D;=-2 diag(Re(ay), ... ,Re(aj)) R, (9Db)

with the re-ordered Cayley transform éj =(A-a;E) A+ o;E)! = (A-o;E)H;.
By observing the recursive structure of the iteration factors in (9) and by assuming the
initial iterate to be given as Xy = LOROLOH = 0, we can write the low-rank factored ADI
iteration as

Vi=(A+a,E) (A-a1E)V;1, (10a)
Lj=[Ljw V], (10b)
D; = —2diag(Re(),...,Re(ej)) ® R, (10c)
for j = 2,3,..., and with the initial matrices V| = (A + a1 E)"'B and L; = V. We
note that in implementations, dimensionless empty matrices Ly = [ ] and Ry = [ | are

used for the initial iterate since Lo, Ry do not contribute to the solution approximation.
Finally, we note that it follows from (10) that the iterates are constructed as the sum of
rank-m matrices of the form
J
X; = L;D;L}' =) " —2Re(ay) VxRV
k=1

In the case that m < n, this often provides a suitable low-rank approximation to the true
solution of (1); see, for example, [2,39,50].
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2.2 Implicit residual formulation

The residual of ADI iterates X ; = L]-R]-L?I is generally given by
L;=AX,E" + EX;A" + BRB", (11)

which ideally converges during the iteration to zero. To effectively compute the residual
during the iteration as well as to improve the computational costs of the ADI steps in (10),
we will make use of the fact that in the ADI iteration, the residual (11) can be implicitly
assembled in the same factorized form as the constant term in (1) and our solution iterates
X;=L;R;L.

As the first stepping stone towards formulating the implicit residual, consider the fol-
lowing result about the ADI iteration error for Lyapunov equations of the form (1).

Lemma 1 (ADI iteration errors). Given any initial iterate X € C"*", the error for all
other ADI iterates X from (5) is given by

1 J
X;-X=|]][Ck| (Xo-X) [HC,‘;‘] forallj=1,2,....
k=j k=1

Proof. For any a; ¢ A(A, E), the Lyapunov equation (1) can be rewritten into
(A+a;E)X(A+ ;B = (A-aE)X(A - a;E)" — 2Re(aj) BRB".

Furthermore, by multiplying the equation from both sides with appropriate inverses and
using (6), it holds that
X =C;XC" - 2Re(a;)Q;. (12)

Subtracting this expression for the solution of the Lyapunov equation (1) from the ADI
iteration (5) then yields

X;-X=Cj(X;-1—-Xx)Cl. (13)
Recursively inserting similar expressions for X ;_1, Xj_o,... proves the desired result. [J

With this expression for the ADI iteration error, we can now reformulate the residual in
factorized form with implicit updates. The following theorem extends the results in [10]
to the case of the indefinite factorized ADI method (10).

Theorem 1 (Implicit residual factorization). The Lyapunov residual (11) at iteration j
of the indefinite factorized ADI method (10), with the initial iterate Xo = LoRoLY = 0,
has at most rank m and is given by

L;=W;RW¥,
where the matriz W; € C™™ can be written as
Wi=(A-qGE)V;=W; 1 —-2Re(;)EV}, (14)
with Wy = B.

Proof. Subtracting the Lyapunov equation (1) with the solution X from the ADI Lya-
punov residual in (11) yields

L;=AX,E"+ EX;A" + BRB" = A(X; - X)E" + B(X,; - X)A".
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Now, let P; = H,lf:j C; denote the product of Cayley transforms used up to step j of the
ADI iteration, then using Lemma 1 allows us to rewrite the residual above as

L;=AP;(X,- X)P/E" + EP;(X, - X)P} A"
— EP;E"! (A(X0 ~ X)E" + B(X, - X)AH) E-HPHE"
= EP,E 'CoE "PYEN.
With the initial iterate X = LOROLOH = 0, the corresponding Lyapunov residual is given

by
Lo=BRB" = W ,RW.

Substituting this initial residual into the expression above then yields
L;=W;RW"Y where W;=EP;E 'B.

This implies that the rank of £; will at most be m. To derive the expressions for W ;
from the theorem, we first rewrite the update matrix V; from (10) to show its relation to
Wj_l via

Vj = (A + OéjE)fl(A - Oéj_lE)Vj_l
=(A+o;E)'EP; tE™'B
= (A + OéjE)_IWj,L
This shows that W; = (A — a@;E)V; holds. Inserting this expression for V; into the
residual factor then yields
W;=(A-qE)V;
=(A-mGE)(A+o;E)'W; 4
= Wj_l - 2Re(aj)EVj,

which concludes the proof. ]

The factorized structure of the Lyapunov residual in Theorem 1 allows for the effi-
cient computation of residual norms during the ADI iteration. This can be used to set
appropriate stopping criteria of the general form || ;|| < ¢| BRB"|, where ¢ > 0 is a user-
defined tolerance and ||.|| denotes a suitable matrix norm. The resulting ADI iteration for
Lyapunov equations (1) is shown in Algorithm 1.

In the case that m < n, the costs for computing the residual norms can be further
reduced by choosing the spectral norm or the Frobenius norm. Both of these norms allow
for computationally efficient reformulations that are based on the fact that the non-zero
spectra of L£; = VVJ-RVV;Ti € C™"™ and W]HWjR € C™*™ are identical. For the spectral
norm, we have that

jlle = j jll2 = ;
1Ll = |W;RW Y| max [} (15)
AeA(WHW, R)

while for the Frobenius norm, it holds that

H[’jHF = HW]RW?HF = Z’)\kP, where {/\1, ey )\m} = A(W;'WJR) (16)
k=1

These two expressions (15) and (16) can be used to replace the norm computations done
in Algorithm 1 of Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1: Indefinite factorized ADI method: complex case.

Input: Coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (1), shift parameters
aq,...,ap € C_, residual tolerance ¢ > 0.
Output: Approximate solution factors L;_i, Dj_1 so that Lj_le_lL}tl ~ X.
Initialize Wy = B, Lo =[], and j = 1.
while |[W,;_1RW" ||| > ¢|BRB"|| do
Solve (A + OéjE)Vj = Wj_l for Vj.
Update the residual factor W; = W;_; — 2Re(a;)EV;.
Update the solution factor L; = [Lj_l Vj].
Increment j < j + 1.
end
Compute the solution factor D;_; = —2diag(Re(a1),...,Re(aj—1)) ® R.

® N o ok W N =

2.3 Real coefficients and real solution factors

In many important use cases, the coefficient matrices in the Lyapunov equation are real (2).
Consequently, the solution X becomes also real and symmetric, and in the construction of
low-rank solutions, we wish the solution factors to preserve this realness, too. In the case
that the shift parameters aq,...,a, in Algorithm 1 are chosen to be real, the algorithm
naturally constructs real solution factors L; and D; where D; is symmetric. However,
for most coefficient matrices, complex shifts are needed to ensure fast convergence of the
ADI method [2,51]. To this end, modifications of the ADI step are needed to guarantee
realness as shown by the following result.

Theorem 2 (Conjugate double ADI update). Consider the Lyapunov equation with real
coefficient matrices in (2), and let the update blocks V1,...,V;_1 as well as the corre-
sponding residual factors Wi,...,W;_1 be real. Given the next two consecutive shifts
that are complex conjugates so that oj and ajy1 = @, then for the corresponding ADI
update blocks V j and V j11 from (10a), it holds that

Via =V;+25;Im(V;),
with §; = Re(ay)/Im(a;). Similarly, for the corresponding residual factors (14), it holds
Wj_|.1 = Wj_l —4 Re(aj)E( Re(Vj) + 5j Im(Vj)).

Proof. Following the assumptions of the theorem, we have that the update blocks and
residual factors up to step j — 1 are real. In the next ADI step, the update block V; is
given as the solution to

(A + OéjE)Vj = Wj—l,
which can be split into its real and imaginary components via
(A + Re(oj)E) Re(V ;) — Im(aj) EIm(V ;) = W;_y,
(A + Re(o) E) Im(V;) 4 Im(a;) ERe(V ;) = 0.

Rearranging the second equation into an expression for ERe(V ;) and inserting this into
the recursive residual relation (14) results in

Wj = ijl — QRG(()&]')E(RG(VJ') + iIIn(Vj))
= W1 +20;( (A + Re(ay) E) Im(V) — iTm(a) ETm(V;))
= Wj_1 + 25]‘(A + OTJE) Im(Vj).
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With this expression for the residual factor W;, we have for the next update block V ;1
with the shift o; 1 = @; that

Vi =(A+aGE) "W,
=(A+mE)'W;_; +26; Im(V)
=V, +25Im(V;).

It then follows for the corresponding residual factor

Wj+1 = Wj - 2Re(aj)EVj+1
= W];l -2 Re(aj)EVj — QRG(OT])E(v] + 25]’ Im(V]’))
= ijl — 4Re(aj)E(Re(Vj) + 5j IIH(Vj)),

which concludes the proof. O

One particular effect of Theorem 2 is that two ADI steps are performed from V;_; to
V j4+1, while only a single linear system has to be solved. Thus, the computational costs
of ADI steps for complex conjugate shifts are about half of the costs of two standard ADI
steps.

Following Theorem 2, the solution factors can be updated in a similar fashion. Under the
assumptions of Theorem 2, we observe that the following relation holds for the (j + 1)-st
ADI iterate

T —2Re(aj)R 0 |4
Xjp1=LjDjLjy +[V; Vil { 0o _g Re(a;)R V]T,J+1 (17a)

Re(V ; T
= Lj—le—le]I'—fl + [RG(V]) Irn(V])] Tj\Ile? |: e( ]) :| ,

Im(V;)T
with the matrices

T, - I, I, —2Re(a;)R 0 ]

il, (20;— i)Im] and ;= [ 0 —2Re(a;)R| "
Alternatively, the center term can be expressed via real matrices as
I 0
. TH — MW, MT - - "
T;,9;T; =M;¥;M;, with M,; 2 [5j1m \/5]2-?1,”

Integrating the matrix M ; into the update for the outer solution factors leads to the
real-valued ADI update scheme

Lii=[Lj1 [Re(V;) Im(V;)] Mj]
= L V2(Re(Vy) +6;Tm(Vy)) /2063 + 1) Im(V)]

Dj—l
Dj+1 = -2 Re(ozj)R
—2Re(a;)R

The resulting algorithm for Lyapunov equations with real coefficient matrices (2) is out-
lined in Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2: Indefinite factorized ADI method: real case.
Input: Real coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (2), shift parameters
aq, ..., € C_ closed under conjugation and ordered as pairs, residual
tolerance € > 0.
Output: Approximate solution factors L;_1,D;_1 so that Lj_le_lL-]'-—_l ~ X.
1 Initialize Wo = B, Lo =[], n = v/2, and j = 1.
2 while |W;_,RW] || > ¢|BRB'| do
3 Solve (A+ o; E)V; = W ;_ for V ;.
4
5

if o is real then
Update the residual and the solution factors via

Wj = Wj_l — 204jEVj,
Lj=[Lj V,].
else

Compute the scaling factor 6; = Re(a;)/Im(a; ).
Update the residual and the solution factors via

Wj+1 = Wj_l — 4Re(aj)E(Re(Vj) + (5]' Im(Vj)),
Lj+1 = |:Lj_1 n(Re(Vj) + 5]' Im(Vj)) R /5]2 + 1Im(Vj)] .

9 Increment 7 < 5 + 1.
10 end

11 Increment 7 < 5 + 1.
12 end

13 Compute the solution factor D;_; = —2diag(Re(a),...,Re(oj-1)) ® R.

3 Tangential indefinite low-rank ADI method

In this section, we introduce the concept of compressing solution factor updates in the ADI
method from Section 2 using tangential directions. We develop the theoretical foundations
for a residual formulation of the method, and we provide the algorithms for the cases of
complex as well as real coefficient matrices. The special case of non-invertible EE matrices
is discussed at the end.

3.1 Tangential updates and the residual formula

While generally an effective tool to solve large-scale Lyapunov equations, the classical
ADI method as described in Section 2 operates blockwise. In other words, every ADI
step extends the size of the solution factor L; by m columns and the block diagonal term
D; by m rows and columns, where m is the rank of the right-hand side term in (1) and
(2). Thus, the ADI steps become computationally demanding in terms of memory for
storing the solution factors as well as computational costs for solving linear systems with
m right-hand sides. A remedy to this, originating in matrix interpolation theory [3], is the
projection of updates V; € C™™™ onto suitable tangential directions ¢; € C™ so that the
new updates take the form v; = V;t; € C". Thereby, only linear systems with a single
right-hand side have to be solved in every ADI step, and the solution factors grow only
by a single column and diagonal entry, respectively.

For the special case of (2) with R = I,,,, a tangential version of the ADI method has
been proposed previously in [52]. The derivation therein is based on the observation that
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the update terms in the ADI method build a basis for a rational Krylov subspace. Since
tangential interpolation is necessary in the construction of optimal interpolations of ra-
tional functions via rational Krylov subspaces [21], the idea in [52] was to potentially
transfer those results towards the ADI method. In contrast, our work aims for the general
reduction of computational costs in the ADI method using the concept of tangential com-
pression. Also, we consider the more general cases of complex coefficient matrices in (1)
with a potentially indefinite right-hand side.

The following theorem considers the compression of the ADI update terms V; from (10)
down to rank 1 using tangential directions and provides a formula for the corresponding
Lyapunov residual (11).

Theorem 3 (Tangential ADI update). Consider the Lyapunov equation (1) and assume
that R is invertible. Let X ;_ 1 = Lj,le,lL;'_l be the ADI iterate at step j — 1, with the
associated Lyapunov residual L;_1 = Wj,lRW;'_l. Given the next ADI shift oj € C_
and the tangential direction t; € C™, the rank-1 compressed ADI update of the form

X;=X,1+ dj'uj’v;Tl
s given via the scalar
_ —2Re(oy)
J T 4Hp-1 ’
7Rt
and v; € C" as the solution to the linear system
(A+ OéjE)’Uj =W, _1t;.

H

j» where

The corresponding Lyapunov residual has the form L; = W ; RW

2Re(a;)Evth R™!
t"R™'t; '

W, =W, —

Proof. To prove the results, we make use of the connection between the ADI iterates and
the residual expression from Theorem 1. We proceed by equating the expression for the
residual given above with the Lyapunov residual in (11). Substituting the solution update
Xj = Xj,1 + 'vjdj'v]H into (11) yields
Lj=(AX; \E"+ EX; A" + BRB") + d;(Av;v E" + Ev;v}! A")
=Lj-1+d; ((Avj)(EUj)H + (Evj)(AUj)H> -
From the definition of v;, it holds that Av; = W;_1t; — a; Ev;. Inserting this into the

previous expression for the residual and using the identity o; + @; = 2Re(a;), we have
that

Lj=Lj1+d; ((Wj—ltj — @ Bv))(Bvj)" + (Bvj)(Wj_1t; — ajEvj)H> (18a)
=Lj1+d; ((Wj—ltj)(Evj)H + (Bj)(W i)™ — 2Re(0<j)(E’Uj)(EUj)H) - (18b)

On the other side, consider the residual given by L£; = WjRW]H, and let the residual
factor follow the structure from Theorem 1 with a general rank-1 update so that W; =

Wi, 1+ Evjc;TI holds, with an unknown vector ¢; € C™. Inserting the rank-1 update into
the factorized residual then yields

Lj=(W;_1+ EUjC?)R(Wj_]_ + E'vjc?)H (19a)
= L1+ (W;_1Rc;)(Ev;)" + (Ev;)(W;_1Rc;)" + (c}'Re;) (Bv;)(Ev;)". (19b)
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To match up the residuals, we compare the coefficients of the terms in (18b) and (19b).
Thereby, we find that
djofltj = ijlRCj.

Under the assumption that W;_; has full column rank, multiplying both sides of this
equation by the pseudoinverse of W,_ leads to ¢; = defltj. We note that this ¢; is
always a particular solution to the equation, also in the cases when W ;_; has not full
column rank. By comparing the scalar coefficients of the (Ev;)(Ewv;)" term, we find that

—2Re(oj)dj = C?RC]‘.
With the expression for ¢; from above, it follows
—2Re(q;)d; = (d;R'¢)"R(d;R™'t;) = St R RR7't)) = &S (tH R 't)).
Under the assumption that d; # 0, this equation can be resolved to
=2 Re(a;)
T thR

Finally, substituting this expression for d; back into the rank-1 update for the residual
gives the desired factor update

W;=W,_1+ Evjc?
=W 1+ d;Bvj(R™'t;)"
2Re(a;)Evith R™!
thR™'t;

= j—1—

)

which concludes the proof. O

We note that in contrast to the original result in Theorem 1, the tangential ADI given
by Theorem 3 has the additional assumption that the center matrix R in (1) has to be
invertible. This can always be satisfied by truncating any rank-deficient parts from the
constant term in (1). Note that such a “rank truncation” is also strongly recommended as a
pre-processing step for the classical block ADI method (Section 2) to eliminate unnecessary
computational costs resulting from non-contributing parts of the constant term.

Following the results of Theorem 3, we can derive the approximate solution factors L;
and D; in a similar fashion as done in the block case in Section 2. Let the previous ADI
iterate be given in factorized form X; 1 = L;_1D;_1L; 1H, then the next iterate that
includes the rank-1 update from Theorem 3 is given by

D,y 0][L"
Xj=Xj1+dwj) = [Liy v, [ 0 dj} [ 5H1] :
J

The resulting indefinite factorized tangential ADI method based on the updating scheme
from Theorem 3 is summarized in Algorithm 3.

We note that Algorithm 3 corresponds to the block approach in Algorithm 1. The main
differences between the two algorithms come from the restriction of the ADI updates to
rank 1, which leads to the solution of linear systems with only a single right-hand side
and the inclusion of an update vector into the solution factor in Algorithm 3 rather than
a matrix with m-columns as in Algorithm 1. Since the residual has the same structure
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Algorithm 3: Indefinite factorized tangential ADI method: complex case.

Input: Coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (1), shift parameters
ai,...,ap € C_, tangential directions t1,...,t, € C™, residual tolerance
e > 0.
Output: Approximate solution factors L;_1,D;_1 so that Lj_le_lL;'_l ~ X.
Initialize Wy = B, Lo =[], and j = 1.
while |[W;_iRW! || > ¢|BRB"| do
Solve (A + OéjE)’Uj = ijltj for v;.

4 Update the residual factor W; = W;_1 —

Ju

w N

2 Re(oz]-)E'vjt;'R*1

t?R_ltj
5 Update the solution factor L; = [Lj_l 'vj].
6 Increment j < j + 1.
7 end
. ‘ 7 —2Re(a1) —2Re(aj_1)
8 Compute the solution factor D;_; = diag < FRTt T R >

in both algorithms, we may use the same techniques for the computationally efficient
evaluation as described in Section 2.2.

Finally, the similarity of the proposed tangential method to the classical approach allows
us to make some general conclusions about the convergence of Algorithm 3. By replacing
the tangential directions in Algorithm 3 by identity matrices I,,, we directly recover the
classical approach. Therefore, for a suitable choice of tangential directions t1,...,%;, and
shifts aq, ..., ay, the tangential ADI can recover the solution factors from the block ADI
in Algorithm 1. However, we note that not all choices of tangential directions will yield
convergence for the ADI method. This will be further discussed in Section 4.2.

3.2 Real-valued tangential ADI updates

As in the classical block ADI, we typically wish to construct real solution factors L; and
D; when the Lyapunov equation has real coefficient matrices (2). Similar to the results
in Section 2.3, we can make use of the structure resulting in consecutive ADI steps when
using complex conjugate shifts. The resulting real-valued update scheme is shown in the
following theorem.

Theorem 4 (Tangential conjugate double ADI update). Consider the Lyapunov equation
with real coefficient matrices in (2) and assume R is invertible. Let W j_1 be a real-valued
residual factor, let the next two ADI shifts be complex conjugates so that oj and ojy1 = @,
and let the corresponding tangential directions be identical and real so that t; € R™ and
tiy1 = tj. Then, the iterate after two steps is real-valued, X ;11 € R™ ", and can be
written via a rank-2 update of the form

d;: 0 T
Xj1 =X+ [f; fji] [o] dj] [%J
J
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where the update components are given by

f; = V2(Re(vj) + 6; Im(vy)),
fimn= V2 5]2- + 1Im(v; ),

—2Re(a;)

dj =
Tp-1
tTR™'t;

with the scaling factor §; = Re(a;j)/Im(a;) and the vector v; = (A + o; E)"'W;_1t;.
The corresponding residual factor is given by

4Re(a;)E(Re(v;) +d;Im(v;))t R
t}—R_ltj '

Wini=W;_1—

Proof. Following Theorem 3, the update to the solution approximation after two consec-
utive tangential ADI steps is in general given via

*_?Rie(laa‘) 0 H

tTR™ 1t v,

Xj+1 = Lj—le—lL}——l + [Uj ,Uj+1:| ! 0 ’ —2Re(a;) |:’UH7 :| ’
2 J+1

tiR™'t;
where the update vectors are the solutions to the two linear systems
(A -+ OéjE)’Uj = Wj_ltj and (A —i—OTjE)’Uj_H = thj.

Since all the coefficient matrices as well as the previous residual factor W;_; and the
tangential direction t; are real, we can apply the results from Theorem 2 and the basis
change in (17), which allow us to rewrite the solution update by splitting the update vector
v, into its real and imaginary parts so that

Re(v;)T
Xj+1 = Lj_le_lL-jl;l + [Re(vj) Im(v])] MJ‘I’JM-JI- [Imgvj;T] )

where the center matrices are given by

1 0 —2Re(a; ) 0
TR 1t
M, =2 and @, = | Y NE
S G L KA
j J

with the scaling factor 0; = Re(«;)/Im(c;). Integrating the transformation M into the
outer factors via

[Re(v;) Tm(v;)] Mj:[ﬂ<Re(vj)+5j1m(vj)) V2 5j2+11m(vj)]
:[fj fj+1]

—2Re(a )

iRt

the real-valued update of the solution approximation.
For the update of the residual factor, we have from Theorem 3 that

and labeling the diagonal elements of ¥; as d; = yields the desired result for

2 Re(aj)Eth}R_l

W.=W._1—
A tTR71t;
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holds, with the update vector v; from above. By observing that all coefficient matrices
as well as the previous residual factor W;_; and the tangential direction ¢; are real, we
may split the update vector into its real and imaginary part v; = Re(v;) +1iIm(v;), which
satisfy the systems of linear equations

(A + Re(aj) E) Re(v;) — Im(aj) EIm(v;) = W_1t;,
(A + Re(a;j) E) Im(v;) + Im(cr;) E Re(v;) = 0.

Rearranging the second equation in terms of Re(v;) allows us to rewrite the residual
update as

2 Re(aj)E<(A + Re(q) E) Im(v;) — iIm(a;) E Im(vﬁ)t}R’l
W;=W, - TRt ’
J J

This allows us to write the update vector alternatively via
vji1 = (A+aE) " Wt
= (A+aE)'W,_1t; + 25;(A+a;E)"!
x ((A +Re(a)E) Im(v;) — iIm(aj)EIm(’vj)>
=v; + 20 Im(v; ).
Finally, for the corresponding residual factor we get

2 Re(aj)Eijt]TR_l

Wi =W, —

tTR™'t;
2Re(a;)Evjt] R~ + 2Re(a;) E (v + 20; Im(v;) ) t] R
tT Rt
4Re(a;)E(Re(v)) + §;Im(v;))t] R~
=W; 1 — Tp-1 ’
iRty
which concludes the proof. =

Two important points in Theorem 4 are the assumptions that the tangential direction £;
is a real vector and that the same direction is used for both complex conjugate shifts. These
assumptions provide the necessary structure to make Theorem 4 the tangential equivalent
of the block ADI version in Theorem 2. Additionally, we do not see these assumptions
to be restrictive in any capacity considering the role of the tangential directions. Since in
the case of real coefficient matrices, these are used to essentially compress only real-valued
terms in the ADI method, there is no reason to assume that a complex direction may
yield more information about the solution. Furthermore, we will see later in Section 4
that these assumptions will naturally be satisfied in our proposed method for selecting
tangential directions.

The tangential ADI method for Lyapunov equations with real coefficients based on The-
orem 4 is outlined in Algorithm 4. As before, we can observe strong similarities between
the tangential approach in Algorithm 4 and its classical block equivalent in Algorithm 2.
The differences as desired are the restriction of update terms to scalars and vectors rather
than m-dimensional matrices. Also, we would like to remind the reader that the resid-
ual follows the same factorized structure as before so that the techniques mentioned in
Section 2.2 should be used for efficient residual norm computations.
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Algorithm 4: Indefinite factorized tangential ADI method: real case.

Input: Real coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (2), shift parameters
aq,...,ap € C_ closed under conjugation and ordered as pairs, real
tangential directions t1,...,t, € R™, residual tolerance € > 0.

Output: Approximate solution factors L;_1,D;_1 so that Lj_le_lL-]'-—_l ~ X.

1 Initialize Wo = B, Lo =[], n = v/2, and j = 1.

2 while |[W,;_1RW" ||| > ¢|BRB"|| do

3 Solve (A + ojE)v; = W _1t; for v;.

4 if o is real then

5 Update the residual and the solution factors via

Tp-1
2ajE'vjth
Tp-1
tI Rt

)

Wj = Wj_l —

Lj=[Lja vj].

else
Compute the scaling factor §; = Re(a;)/Im(c;).
Update the residual and the solution factors via

4Re(oy) E(Re(vj) + 05 Im(vj))t]TR_1

Win=W;_-

1 )
tiR™'t;
Li, = [Lj_l n(Re(v;) + 6;Im(v;)) n, /(512. +1 Im(vj)} .
9 Increment 7 < 5 + 1.
10 end
11 Increment j < j + 1.
12 end
. T —2Re(a) —2Re(aj_1)

13 Compute the solution factor D;_; = diag < TR 6 tglR—ljtj1>'

3.3 Non-invertible E matrices and projected Lyapunov equations

For the ease of presentation, we assumed so far that the E matrix in (1) and (2) is in-
vertible. However, in certain applications, for example, those involving partial differential
equations [17], the E matrix becomes non-invertible. Under the assumption that the ma-
trix pencil AE — A is regular, i.e., there exists a A € C so that det(A\E — A) # 0, one
typically considers the solution of (1) and (2) over the subspace of finite eigenvalues of
AE — A. This subspace-restricted problem is given via the projected Lyapunov equation

AXE"+ EXA" + P,BRB"P] =0, (20a)
P.XPH =X, (20b)

where Py € C™*" and P, € C™™™ are the left and right projectors onto the subspace of
finite eigenvalues of AE — A. In general, the matrices P, and P, are given as spectral
projectors via the Weierstrass canonical form of AE — A; see, for example, [31]. Typi-
cally, the computations necessary to obtain these projectors via subspace decompositions
are undesired in the case of large-scale sparse coefficient matrices. However, for several
practically occurring matrix structures, the projectors have been formulated explicitly in
terms of parts of the coefficient matrices [16,49].
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In practice, the implicit application of P, and P, using structural projectors is preferred
over the explicit formation and application of the projectors. In this case, the solution
of (20) is directly computed on the correct lower dimensional subspace. Similar to the
use of the spectral projectors, the implicit projection can only be realized for certain
matrix structures, for which the projectors onto the correct subspaces and truncation
of the coefficient matrices are known by construction; see, for example, [4,20,43]. We
refer the reader to the MATLAB implementation of the Matrix Equations, Sparse Solvers
(M-M.E.S.S.) library [9,42] for details on the implementation of these structural projectors.

In all cases, we can note that none of the fundamental steps of the algorithms presented
in this paper change in the case of non-invertible E matrices. This case can be imple-
mented by simply modifying the matrix-matrix and matrix-vector operations needed in
the algorithms to work directly on the correct subspaces. We also note that the invert-
ibility of E does not influence the role and effect of the tangential directions in any way,
which is why we continue with the presentation of our results for the case of invertible E
matrices.

4 Adaptive parameter selection

As in the classical block ADI method (Section 2), the performance of the tangential ap-
proach presented in Section 3 is governed by the choice of iteration parameters, namely
the shifts a1, ...,y € C_ and the tangential directions ti,...,t, € C™. In the following,
we present two adaptive frameworks that allow for the selection of the shift parameters
as well as the tangential directions during the execution of the ADI method independent
of each other. In particular, the independence of the methods allows us to replace, for
example, the shift selection method by other approaches from the literature [38,51] as
desired.

4.1 Shift selection via projection

The selection of suitable shifts is a crucial point in any ADI-type method and determines
the practical convergence speed. Poorly chosen shifts can result in many iteration steps,
negating the computational benefits of the low-rank formulation in the large-scale sparse
case. Classically, ADI theory relies on selecting shifts based on the relative progression
of the approximation error of the ADI iterates. Assume that the eigenvalues of A\E — A
are semi-simple and given the right generalized eigenvector basis matrix U so that AU =
EUA where A = diag(\1,...,\,) is the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues. Then, it follows
directly from Lemma 1 that

X5 - X2 _
oo C
X0 =X = H ’

2

diag (H )\1+Oék H)\ —|—ak>

- 1<z<nH‘)\ + ay,

2
< %Q(U)Q

holds, where k2(U) is the spectral condition number of the basis matrix U. To minimize
the norm of this error expression, optimal shifts are given as the solution to the rational
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minimax problem

J _

: Ai —
min max H

I<isn -+ i + oy

) , where X\, € A(A,E). (21)
{o1,...,a;}CC_
This is also known as the ADI shift parameter problem [27,51].

Using (21) for the selection of shifts comes with two apparent problems: (i) the ex-
pression (21) is independent of the constant term in the Lyapunov equation (1), which is
known to have a significant influence on the numerical rank structure of the solution X,
and (ii) the solution to (21) can only be determined effectively in very few cases of matrix
spectra [51]. To mitigate these issues, the authors of [11] proposed an efficient adaptive
shift generation scheme for the classical block ADI approach (Section 2) with R = I,, that
has been observed to provide suitable ADI shift parameters for general spectra of AE — A.
Thereby, the shifts are generated as Ritz values of the matrix pencil AE — A projected
onto the subspace spanned by the last ADI update matrix V;_;. An extension to this
was proposed in [15], which suggests to further enrich the projection space by including a
set number k of previous update blocks V';_;, Vj_x41,...,Vj_1 and then select a subset
of the computed Ritz values as shifts using a simplified variant of (21). In contrast to the
works [11,15], we consider here the case of Lyapunov equations with indefinite constant
terms. However, the projection shift method does not have to change for this case since it
is based on the range of the ADI updates, which is still determined by the update matrices;
cf. Section 2.

For the tangential ADI approach (Section 3), the original projection shifts generation
from [11] would be insufficient. Since the update terms are only single columns, a new shift
would need to be generated in every ADI step, which becomes computationally demanding,
and since only single shifts are generated, there would be no complex conjugate shifts in
the case of real coefficient matrices (2). The latter issue was the main motivation for the
extension of the approach in [15], where real shifts alone did not lead to any meaningful
convergence of the ADI method due to the mechanical matrix structures. Therefore, we
also recommend in this work the use of the £ last update columns v;_, vj_g41,...,vj-1
for the construction of the projection space with some suitable k > 1. Let U € C*** be a
unitary basis of the subspace span(v;_j,v;—k4+1,...,v;j-1), then the projection shifts are
computed as the eigenvalues of the projected matrix pencil \UNEU — UM AU. Note that
depending on the coefficient matrices A and E, some of the projected eigenvalues may
not be suited as ADI shifts. Undesired shifts that lie in the right closed half-plane or are
infinite should be removed from the set. Also, in principle, one may want to use some
additional vectors to further enrich the projection space beyond the number of actually
desired shifts. Then, similar to [15], we propose to apply a modified version of the minimax
problem (21) to determine, which subset of shifts should be used. The resulting projection
shift routine is outlined in Algorithm 5. In the case that too few ADI update vectors are
given or that a significant amount of projected eigenvalues are invalid shifts, Algorithm 5
in Algorithm 5 is used to return the remaining valid shifts.

The remaining open problem for using the projection shifts as described in Algorithm 5
is the initial phase of the ADI iteration when no ADI update vectors v;_j, Vj_g41,-..,Vj—1
are available yet. One remedy to this problem is the use of alternative shift generation
techniques such as heuristic shifts [38] until enough ADI update vectors have been gener-
ated to apply the projection shifts. On the contrary, it has been suggested in [11] to use
the constant term of the Lyapunov equation (1) to generate the initial projection space.
While this may work well as long as m < ¢, where £ is the number of desired projection
shifts, we consider cases in this work when m > ¢ and the rank of the constant term
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Algorithm 5: Projection shift routine.

Input: ADI update vectors v;_g, vj_g41,...,vj_1, coefficient matrices A, E,
number of desired shifts /.
Output: Projection shifts aq, ..., ay.
1 Compute a unitary basis U € C"*¥ of SPAN(Vj—k, Vjfply - - - Vj1)-
2 Compute the eigenvalues 5\1, e ,S\k of the matrix pencil \U"EU — UM AU.
3 Remove unwanted eigenvalues via {1, ... ,S\p} ={,...,\}NC_.
4 if p > ¢ then
5 Select the £ most important shifts as the solution to
{ag,...,aq} = argmin max {\Z — %
TR Y VI W B R il AV e
6 else
Set £+ pand a; < \;, fori=1,...,°0
8 end

becomes too large to use its entirety for the construction of the projection space. In these
situations, we propose to use some type of low-rank approximation of the constant term
in (1) to construct the initial projection basis, for example, via the sparse singular value
decomposition or randomized sketching [23].

4.2 Tangential direction selection

In addition to the ADI shifts, tangential directions have to be selected for the presented
tangential ADI method (Section 3). To this end, we first outline general restrictions on
the choice of potential tangential directions and derive specialized versions of Algorithms 3
and 4 based on these results before we propose a new adaptive mechanism for efficiently
selecting suitable directions in the tangential ADI method.

4.2.1 Challenges of static tangential directions

While both types of iteration parameters, ADI shifts and tangential directions, appear in
a similar way in Algorithms 3 and 4, their influence on the convergence of the ADI method
is drastically different. Most notably, the ADI method in any form is known to converge
to the desired solution even when only a single shift is used, i.e., when a = a3 = ... = ay;
see, for example, [38,51]. The use of different shifts during the iteration only serves the
purpose of increasing the convergence speed, which is of particular importance when the
method is used to construct low-rank approximations.

On the contrary, using a variety of tangential directions is necessary in most situations
to allow convergence of the tangential ADI method towards the correct solution. Let us
assume the extreme case of choosing all tangential directions to be identicalt =t; = ... =
ty. Then, the tangential ADI applied to (1) is identical to using the classical block ADI
method from Section 2 to the equation

AXE" + EXA" + BttH RetHBY = 0. (22)

The solutions to (1) and (22) are only identical, if the constant terms in both equations
are identical, which can only be the case if the original constant term in (1) has rank 1.
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Thus, in most scenarios, multiple tangential directions are needed for the tangential ADI
to converge to the desired solution.

Furthermore, the preemptive generation of suitable tangential directions similar to the
idea of heuristic shifts [38] is a highly difficult task since it is not known in which way the
tangential directions contribute to the solution factors constructed by the ADI in terms
of the approximation error. In the case that the constant term in (1) has a steep singular
value decay, it can be effectively approximated via an indefinite low-rank factorization of
the form

T
BRB" = Bt Ryt B" ~ BRB", (23)
k=1

where B € C™" and R € C™" with r < m. Using the tangential directions in (23) in
a cyclic manner is expected to allow the tangential ADI to converge as desired since the
principal information of the constant term is captured. However, when r is in a similar
order of magnitude as m, this will lead to similar computational costs and convergence
behavior as the classical block ADI approach.

In general, good choices of tangential directions that allow for a fast convergence of
the ADI method towards the correct solution are expected to depend on the chosen ADI
shifts as well as on the corresponding ADI iterates. Therefore, an adaptive approach is
needed to generate tangential directions during the ADI iteration that take these factors
into account.

4.2.2 Eigenvector directions

Tangential directions as introduced in Section 3 compress the block updates from the
original ADI in Section 2 down to single columns and scalars. In general, this compression
during the ADI iteration can be expressed in the form

j
Y ZiRZ} =~ ) Zitit) Rit} Z),, (24)
=1 k=1

where Zj € C™*™ are placeholders for any of the outer block matrices occurring in the
classical ADI iteration, like the update matrices V'; and the residual factors W, and p is
the approximation rank. At the center of this approximation stand the rank-1 projections
of the indefinite center term R. If we assume for simplicity constant outer factors, the
compression via the tangential directions becomes essentially

p p
Z;RZ{'~ Y Zityt] Rty Z} = Z, (Z tkt,';'Rtkt;'> zH,
k=1 k=1

This suggests that tangential directions should be chosen in such a way that their projec-
tions effectively decompose the R matrix into rank-1 terms, which in sum yield a good
approximation. In particular, we see that random directions are theoretically not expected
to yield any good results.

Since R € C™*™ is assumed to be Hermitian (or symmetric in the case of real coef-
ficients), the optimal rank-1 decomposition of the matrix with exactly m terms is given
by the eigendecomposition of R. Let R = T'ST" be the eigendecomposition of R, where
T = [tl tm} is the unitary matrix of eigenvectors and S = diag(sy,..., Sm) is the
diagonal matrix of eigenvalues. Then, we have for the eigenvectors and eigenvalues that
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Algorithm 6: Indefinite tangential ADI with eigenvectors: complex case.
Input: Coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (1), shift parameters
aq,...,ap € C_, residual tolerance ¢ > 0.
Output: Approximate solution factors L;_i, Dj_1 so that Lj_le_lL}tl ~ X.
Initialize Wy = B, Lo =[], and j = 1.
Compute the eigendecomposition R = TST", with T = [tl e tm] and
S = diag(si,...,5m).

N =

3 while |W;_RW ||| > ¢|BRB"| do

4 Select eigenvector t,; with corresponding eigenvalue s, for p; € {1,...,m}.
5 Solve (A + ajE)v; = W;_1t,, for v;.

6 Update the residual factor W; = W;_; — 2Re(aj)Evjt'I;'j.

7 Update the solution factor L; = [Lj,l vj].

8 Increment 7 < 5+ 1.

9 end
10 Compute the solution factor D;_; = —2diag(Re(a1)sp,, ..., Re(aj—1)sp,_,)-

t,';'tk =1 and s = t/,'th;C so that it holds

m m
R=>) sitpty = tith Riyt]). (25)
k=1 k=1

Inserting the eigenvectors into the general approximation (24) then yields best low-rank
approximations of the terms occurring in the ADI iteration.

Remark 1 (Reconstruction of block ADI updates). The original block ADI method (Sec-
tion 2) can be recovered from the tangential approach (Section 3) by making use of the
eigendecomposition (25). To this end, for each ADI shift, we cycle through all m eigen-
vectors of R as tangential directions so that we recover update blocks of size m as in the
classical block ADI. Note that the remaining difference between tangential and block ADI
in the constructed matrices stems from the unitary transformation that diagonalizes the
center matrix D; in the tangential approach, while in the block method that center matrix
is block diagonal.

The algorithms presented in Section 3 were formulated for the general case of tangen-
tial directions. With the restriction of these directions to the eigenvectors of R, these
algorithms can be further adapted. Due to the practical importance of the choice of these
specific tangential directions and the corresponding algorithmic changes, we outline the
tangential ADI method with eigenvector directions for the cases of complex and real coef-
ficient matrices in Algorithms 6 and 7. In comparison to the general Algorithms 3 and 4,
the eigenvector based variants in Algorithms 6 and 7 fully avoid the rescaling with the
inverse center matrix R~! and instead involve the eigenvalues of R. Also, the selection
of tangential directions in Algorithm 6 of Algorithm 6 and Algorithm 7 of Algorithm 7
simplifies to the discrete choice between m different fixed vectors. We will make use of
this in the next section to devise multiple schemes that allow the adaptive selection of
tangential directions in every ADI step.

Before moving on, we would like to outline the practical difference between the choice
of eigenvector based tangential directions and the proposed eigenvector directions. For
this purpose, we are using a randomly generated stable test example with outer dimension
n = 1000 and with a constant term of rank m = 10 that has an indefinite R matrix. We
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Algorithm 7: Indefinite tangential ADI with eigenvectors: real case.
Input: Real coefficient matrices A, E, B, R from (2), shift parameters
aq, ..., € C_ closed under conjugation and ordered as pairs, residual
tolerance € > 0.
Output: Approximate solution factors L;_1,D;_1 so that Lj_le_lL-]'-—_l ~ X.
1 Initialize Wo = B, Lo =[], n = v/2, and j = 1.
2 Compute the eigendecomposition R = TST, with T = [tl e tm] and
S = diag(sy, .. sm)
3 while |[W_ 1RW ' || > ¢| BRB"|| do
Select elgenvector t,, with corresponding eigenvalue s, for p; € {1,...,m}.
Solve (A + a;E)v; = W;_1t,, for v;.
if o is real then
Update the residual and the solution factors via

Wj = ijl - 2ajEvjt}—,
Lj=[Lj-1 wvj].

ICI- Y BN

else
Compute the scaling factor 6; = Re(a;)/Im(e; ).
10 Update the residual and the solution factors via

Wj+1 = Wj_l — 4Re(oaj) (Re(’U] + (5 Im(vj)) 39

L= [Lj,l n(Re(v;) + 6;Im(vj))  ny /6]2 + 1Im(v; ) } .

11 Increment j < 7+ 1.
12 end

13 Increment j < 5+ 1.

14 end

15 Compute the solution factor D; 1 = —2diag(Re(a1)sp,, ..., Re(aj_1)sp, ).

compare the classical block ADI from Section 2 with the tangential approaches using ran-
dom sets of orthogonalized directions and the eigenvectors of R. The convergence behavior
of the different methods over the size of the solution factors is shown in Figure 1. The
classical block ADI (ADI) converges to a reasonably small normalized Lyapunov residual
computed as ||£;||2/| BRB"||2 showcasing that the ADI can be successfully applied here.
The tangential ADI with eigenvectors (TADI(eig)) converges similarly fast but the tan-
gential ADI with random directions (TADI (rand)) diverges instead. This fits our previous
discussion that random directions are not suited to solve the approximation problem (24).

We note that throughout various numerical experiments, we have observed that in the
case of indefinite R matrices, the tangential ADI always diverges as shown in Figure 1 when
the tangential directions are chosen as linear combinations of eigenvectors corresponding to
at least one positive and one negative eigenvalue. Random tangential directions satisfy this
property with high probability when R is indefinite. On the other side, if the tangential
directions have been chosen as arbitrary vectors from either the eigenspace corresponding
to the positive eigenvalues or the eigenspace corresponding to the negative eigenvalues, the
convergence of the tangential ADI essentially stagnates about the initial residual. Overall,
we could not observe any choice of tangential directions other than the eigenvectors of R
that resulted in visible convergence of the tangential ADI method. Finally, the special
case of trivial center matrices is discussed in the following remark.
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Figure 1: Convergence behavior of the classical block ADI method (ADI), the tangential
ADI with random directions (TADI(rand)) and the tangential ADI with eigen-
vector directions (TADI (eig)): The eigenvector-based method behaves similarly
to the classical approach and converges to a small normalized residual, while the
choice of random directions leads to divergence of the tangential ADI.

Remark 2 (Relation to the previous tangential ADI). The previously proposed tangential
ADI approach from [52] can be recovered from this work by setting R = I, in the
Lyapunov equation (2) and by normalizing all tangential directions ¢; € R™ so that
t}tj = 1. By setting the center term to the identity, the approximation problem (24) that
appears in the ADI generally simplifies to

J P
N z:z8 =Y Zityt} 1,
i=1 k=1

for which any choice of tangential directions will yield reasonable results. In particular, it
is not necessary to restrict the directions to the eigenvectors of the identity matrix I,, to
ensure convergence of the tangential ADI method as illustrated in [52]. We note that the
normalization used in [52] is not necessary in our work since the corresponding rescaling
is integrated into Algorithms 3 and 4. Also, note that this discussion holds when using
any trivially scaled variant of the identity for the center term, i.e., when R = I, for
some [ € C.

4.2.3 Adaptive selections via heuristic scoring

With the tangential directions restricted to the eigenvectors of R, the problem of adap-
tively constructing directions during the ADI iteration simplifies to the selection of 1 out of
m pre-computed vectors in every tangential ADI step. In general, the goal is to select the
tangential direction ¢; from the eigenvectors of R, which for a given shift «; and a given
previous residual factor W;_; minimizes the approximation error of the constructed solu-
tion vectors via the resulting update vector v, which is given by v; = (A+aq; E)*le_ltj.
The exact solution to this problem is practically infeasible, since it requires the construc-
tion of all m possible update vectors and the computation of the corresponding residuals,
which is computationally much more costly than performing classical block ADI steps.
Instead, we propose the use of heuristic values that indicate the importance of potential
updates so that we may base the choice of tangential directions on this heuristic.

In general, we expect all update vectors v; computed via the eigenvectors of R to
positively contribute towards the solution of the Lyapunov equation in some way since all
those update vectors are constructed following the classical ADI theory. To quantify the
contribution, we may simply use the Euclidean norm of the update vectors since a large
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Algorithm 8: Projection-based heuristic tangential direction selection.

Input: Unitary eigenvectors t1,...,t,, of R, previous ADI update vectors
Vj_k,Vj—_kt1, - - -, Vj—1, previous residual vector W;_1, next ADI shift
aj, coefficient matrices A, E.

Output: Next tangential direction t.

1 Compute a unitary basis matrix U € C"** of span(v;_k, vj— Bt Uje 1)-
2 Compute the projected terms A= U"AU, E= U"EU, and WJ =ut W, .
3 Compute the projected update vectors V= [ . vm] via the solution of

(A + OtjE)V = Wj_l [tl c. tm] .
4 Select the index with the largest vector norm p = argmax,_; ., [|0¢[l2.
5 Return the corresponding tangential direction ¢ < ¢,.

vector norm indicates large changes in the solution approximation while a small vector
norm indicates only minor changes. Thus, a heuristic approach for choosing the tangential
directions is given by the solution to the problem

t; = argmax |lvjll2 = argmax [[(A+ a;E) 'W,_it|s, (26)
tE{tl,...,tm} te{t1,...,tm}
where t1,...,t,, are the unitary eigenvectors of R. Similar to the original problem of

selecting the optimal tangential direction, this heuristic (26) is practically infeasible as
it requires the solution of m linear systems of dimension n. To lower the computational
costs of the heuristic, we propose the use of the same Galerkin projection framework that
is used in the generation of adaptive shifts in Section 4.1. To this end, let U € C"*¥
denote the unitary basis matrix for the k-dimensional subspace spanned by the previous
update vectors v;_g,V;_g41,...,0;-1. Then, compute the next tangential direction as
the solution to the problem

t; = argmax (A + OéjE)ilﬁ\/j—lt”% (27)
te{tlv’tm}

where A = UMAU, E = U"EU, W,_, = U"W,_,, and where t,,...,t, are the
unitary eigenvectors of R. This projective heuristic (27) requires only the solution to m
linear systems of dimension k, where k is typically chosen to be very small in comparison
to the full dimension n. Note that these m linear systems only differ in their right-
hand side so that all m solutions can be computed simultaneously using a single LU
decomposition. As in the case of the projection shifts (Section 4.1), we expect the last
ADI update columns to contain enough information about the iteration behavior to allow
for further improvements. Due to its importance for practical implementations, we have
summarized the algorithmic description of the projection-based heuristic selection of the
tangential directions in Algorithm 8.

Remark 3 (Simplified heuristics). The motivation for the heuristics in (26) and (27)
was to determine the tangential directions that contribute the most towards the solution
approximation. In contrast to that, one may consider to use instead the tangential direc-
tions that capture most of the current residual factor to drive the residual towards zero.
A corresponding heuristic for selecting tangential directions is given by

t; = argmax |[|[W;_it||2, (28)
te{t,...,tm}
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Figure 2: Comparison of the different heuristic selection strategies for tangential direction
selection: The full heuristic selection based on (26) performs best closely fol-
lowed by the projected variant (27). The residual-based heuristic selection (28)
performs slightly worse than the other heuristics but still provides reasonably
fast convergence.

where W ;_; is the previous residual factor and %1, ...,¢,, are the unitary eigenvectors of
R. This heuristic is computationally inexpensive even on the high-dimensional residual
factor since it fully avoids the solution of linear systems. However, Equation (28) does not
account for the influence of the next ADI shift so that we expect a tangential ADI algorithm
equipped with (28) to converge slower in terms of iteration steps than a tangential ADI
that uses (27).

To illustrate the difference between the proposed selection heuristics, we employ the
same test example that has been used in Section 4.2.2. The results shown in Figure 2
verify that the full heuristic from (26) performs consistently best with the smallest number
of iterations. However, the projected variant (27), which is computationally significantly
cheaper, performs very similarly to the full approach. Finally, the residual-based variant
from (28) performs the worst of all the considered strategies but still yields reasonably fast
convergence so that it could be employed in practice. We also note that the residual-based
approach shows several phases of stagnation throughout the iteration. This implies that
selecting directions with respect to the largest residual contribution does not necessarily
lead to a reduction of the residual norm.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we demonstrate the proposed tangential ADI method (further on denoted
by TADI) in comparison to the classical block approach (from here on as ADI) on several
synthetic and real-world benchmark examples. Following the discussions in Section 4, we
restrict ourselves for TADI to the tangential ADI method with eigenvector directions as
outlined in Algorithms 6 and 7 and using the projected heuristic selection of the tangential
directions from Algorithm 8. Also, for ADI and TADI, shifts are adaptively computed using
the projection shift routine from Algorithm 5. For the comparisons, we are computing the
normalized residual norms as

I£;l:  |AX;E"+ EX,;A" + BRB"|,
|IBRB"||2 |BRB"||,

)

where X ; = L]-DjL']T| is the current ADI iterate. In all experiments, all shown methods
are run to compute approximations with a normalized residual norm of less than 10712,
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Figure 3: Convergence plots for ADI methods on synthetic examples: The tangential ADI
methods converge similarly to the classical block ADI methods in these examples
to a normalized residual of about 107'2. For all shown methods, the implicit
residual update formulas align with the true explicit Lyapunov residuals.

The reported numerical experiments have been performed on a MacBook Air with 16 GB
of RAM and an Apple M2 processor running macOS Ventura version 13.4 with MATLAB
25.1.0.2973910 (R2025a) Update 1. The source codes, data, and results of the numerical
experiments reported in this section and in Section 4 are available at [47].

5.1 Verifying convergence and implicit residuals

Before tackling high-dimensional real-world examples from the literature, we will verify the
correctness of our theoretical results with two medium-scale synthetic numerical examples.
Both examples are randomly generated with the dimensions n = 1000 and m = 20 and
modified so that the eigenvalues of the matrix pencils AE — A lie in the open left half-
plane. The first example has complex coeflicient matrices, while the second one has real
coefficients. For the real example, we note that the matrices A and E are non-symmetric
so that the shifts generated via Algorithm 5 can be both real or occur in complex conjugate
pairs. For both examples, the center matrix R is constructed to be indefinite. The final
coefficient matrices for both examples have been exported and saved in the accompanying
code package [47] for potential reproduction of the presented experiments.

The two goals of the numerical experiments with these examples are to verify for the
complex as well as the real versions of the indefinite factorized ADI ADI and TADI that
(i) the methods do converge to a reasonable approximation of the solution, and (ii) that
the formulas from Sections 2 and 3 for the implicitly updated residual factors do match
with the true Lyapunov residual. The results of these experiments are shown in Figure 3.
We see that for both examples, the classical block ADI and the novel tangential approach
converge to a normalized residual of about 10712, Also, for both types of methods, the
implicitly updated residual factors align with the true Lyapunov residuals, which verifies
the computational correctness of our theoretical results from Sections 2 and 3.
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Figure 4: Convergence plot for the linear steel profile example: Both ADI methods con-
verge fast to an accurate solution approximation. The tangential approach yields
smaller solution factors than the block approach for the same level of accuracy
due to the effective compression via the tangential directions.

5.2 Examples with large-scale coefficient matrices

In this section, we consider three known benchmark examples from the literature and
compare the proposed tangential ADI method to the classical block approach.

5.2.1 Simplified heat transfer in a steel bar

The first example is the classical steel rail data set from [36,41]. This data set describes
the cooling process of a steel bar via a linear system of ordinary differential equations of
the form
Ei(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t),

where E,A e R™*", B € R™ ™ and C € RP*™ with n = 20209, m = 7, and p =
6. Therein, the matrix E is symmetric positive definite while A is symmetric negative
definite. Lyapunov equations are used in the construction of reduced-order models and
controllers for this dynamical system. Here, we aim for the solution of the observability
Lyapunov equations, which is given in the form (2) by setting A = AT, E = ET, and
B = éT. For the center matrix R € R™*™  we consider an indefinite symmetric matrix
inspired by the setting of H.-control [8,34], where the positive eigenvalues correspond to
the performance of the system while the negative eigenvalues describe how perturbations
are observed.

The performance of TADI and ADI can be seen in Figure 4. Both methods converge
fast to a small Lyapunov residual. However, the tangential approach provides the smaller
solution factors for the same level of accuracy that is achieved by the block approach. The
outer factors L; in TADI have about 50 fewer columns than those computed by ADI.

5.2.2 Nonlinear heat transfer problem

This problem is a modification of the previous example modeling the cooling process of a
steel bar. The original model developed in [41] naturally leads to a nonlinear dynamical
system of the form

Ei(t) = Azx(t)+ Y Nyx(tyu(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Ca(t), (29)
k=1

where the bilinear terms are described by the matrices Nl, e ,Nm € R™*™, The data for
this example can be found in [42] and the matrix dimensions are as in Section 5.2.1. In
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Figure 5: Convergence plot for the bilinear steel profile example: The tangential approach
quickly converges to a solution approximation of dimension about 500, while
the classical block approach gives back a solution approximation of dimension
16 000. Thus, the tangential approximation is 32x smaller than the results of
the classical block method.

the design of low-dimensional models, systems analysis and controller design, systems of
the form (29), multi-term Lyapunov equations need to be solved. A popular approach is
the solution of such multi-term equations via the solution of coupled Lyapunov equations
of the form

m
AXE'+ EXA"+) N.X,N}|+BRB' =0, (30)

k=1
where X is the solution to the classical Lyapunov equation (2) without the bilinear terms;
see, for example, [45]. Given the low-rank approximation of the initial Lyapunov solution
Xo~ LDL", we can reformulate (30) into a classical indefinite Lyapunov equation with

AXE'" + EXA" + BRB =0, (31)

where

R

- - D
B=[B NiL ... N,L] and R=

D

We note that the constant term in (31) has generically a large rank due to the concate-
nation of previous solution factors, yet the solution of (31) is typically numerically low
rank. For our numerical experiments, we use a rank-truncated version of the solution to
the Lyapunov equation (down to rank 209) obtained for the linear steel profile example

in Section 5.2.1 and restrict to a single nonzero Ny = N; term. The latter adjustment
limits the size of the right-hand side to a level, which allows us to apply the classical ADI
method for the comparison.

The results for this experiment are shown in Figure 5. The approximation computed by
the tangential approach has only about 500 columns in the inner dimension, which is 32
times smaller than the solution computed with the block approach with returned solution
factors with 16 000 columns. The tangential approach strongly outperformed the classical
method in this example and saved significant amounts of computation time and memory
in the process.
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Figure 6: Convergence plot for the butterfly gyroscope example: The solution factors com-
puted by TADI are more than 1000 columns smaller than the factors computed
by the classical block ADI. This is a 20% reduction in size by using the tangential
approach.

5.2.3 Vibrational response of a mechanical microstructure

The final numerical example comes from the modeling of the vibrational response of a
micro-mechanical gyroscope [18,35]. The corresponding dynamical system is described by
second-order differential equations. After reformulation into first-order form, we consider
a Lyapunov equation of the form (2), where the coefficient matrices have the following

block structure
I T ~T
A= |V Kl g_ [ a 3] . B=|C |,
I, -D 0 M 0

where M ,E,,I? € R?%Y are symmetric positive definite. For the center term R, we
model again an indefinite matrix which represents the performance of the system and the
observation of perturbations. The dimensions of the Lyapunov equation are n = 34722
and m = 12.

The performance results for the two ADI methods are shown in Figure 6. While both
methods compute suitable solution factors, the one constructed by the tangential ap-
proach is about 20% smaller than the one computed by the classical block approach. In
relation to the overall size of the problem (n = 34722), such a reduction yields significant
improvements in terms of memory consumption.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we presented a tangential variant of the ADI iteration for the construction
of low-rank solutions to Lyapunov equations with indefinite constant terms. We derived
the theoretical foundations of the method in complex arithmetic and provided a variant
of the theory as well as the algorithm that allows the construction of real solution factors
in the case that the coefficient matrices of the Lyapunov equation are real. An adaptive
projection-based shift computation method and a heuristic selection strategy for tangential
directions have been presented to ensure efficient computations with guaranteed conver-
gence. The numerical examples verified that the proposed tangential approach together
with the adaptive parameter selection outperforms the current state-of-the-art ADI-based
approach in terms of the size of the computed approximations.

While we motivated the restriction of the tangential directions to the eigenvectors of the
center matrix in the constant term of the Lyapunov equation, it is not proven that there
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exists no other set of potential tangential directions that also allows for the tangential ADI
method to converge efficiently. In particular, further investigations are needed into why
the mixing of positive and negative eigenspaces for the selection of the tangential directions
leads to the divergence of the tangential ADI method. Theoretical results on this topic will
have strong implications on the application of inexact and compressed Krylov subspaces
in other research areas such as model order reduction or rational function interpolation.
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