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Cholesky factorisation, and intrinsically sparse

linear quadratic regulation

Julia Adlercreutz and Richard Pates *f

Abstract

We classify a family of matrices of shift operators that can
be factorised in a computationally tractable manner with
the Cholesky algorithm. Such matrices arise in the linear
quadratic regulator problem, and related areas. We use the
factorisation to uncover intrinsic sparsity properties in the
control laws for transportation problems with an underly-
ing tree structure. This reveals that the optimal control
can be applied in a distributed manner that is obscured by
standard solution methods.

1 Introduction

In this paper we present a sparsity preserving factorisa-
tion method for matrices of shift operators. The types of
matrices we consider arise naturally in the context of op-
timal control, such as Linear Quadratic Regulator (LQR)
problems. We study how the factorisation can help reveal
sparsity patterns in the optimal control laws that are oth-
erwise obscured.

Distributed (or decentralised) control aims to find sparse
maps K from the measurement sequences x to the control
sequences u, typically on the form

ulk] = Kz[k]. (1)

When K is a matrix, as in the equation above, there is a
clear connection between the sparsity of the map, and the
communication requirements for implementing the control
law. In particular if the the ij-th entry of K is zero, it
means that the j-th measurement is not needed to com-
pute the i-th control input. A sparse matrix K therefore
typically implies that there is less need to communicate
measurements when implementing the control. This is par-
ticularly important when performing control in the large-
scale setting, where it is desirable to rely on only local
measurements and conduct design in a manner that is eas-
ily scaled. For this reason large networks such as district
heating [1], power systems [2], and internet congestion [3]
are in practice often controlled in a distributed manner.
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Figure 1: Transportation network with a line graph topol-
ogy.

The problem of finding optimal controllers under spar-
sity constraints is difficult in general [4]. Quadratic invari-
ance [5, 6] can be used to determine if structural constraints
on the map K in (1) can be converted into convex design
constraints. However it is often the case that sparsity con-
straints on (1) are not quadratically invariant. Important
cases where quadratic invariance can be applied are ex-
plored in [7] and [8], where process models with a poset
structure play a central role.

There are also fundamental limitations that are intrin-
sically coupled with the process of enforcing sparsity con-
straints on control laws written as in (1). For instance, [9]
shows that local feedback is not sufficient to suppress large-
scale disturbances in low dimensional spatial systems. Fur-
thermore, [10] shows that restricting communication can
have a negative impact on performance.

In contrast to previous approaches, System Level Syn-
thesis [11, 12] imposes sparsity on the closed loop trajec-
tories instead of K. This allows for control laws with dis-
tributed implementations to be designed without necessar-
ily satisfying sparsity constraints on (1). In this work we
adopt a somewhat similar perspective, however rather than
enforcing structure through constraints, we search for in-
herent structure in the unconstrained optimal control laws.
That is, controller structure is not imposed a priori. Be-
cause of this, the control laws we consider have the same
performance and robustness guarantees as the centralised
control law (robustness properties of decentralised LOR is
studied in [13]).

The main contribution of this paper is a factorisation
for sparse matrices of shift operators. This is then applied
to an LQR problem for transportation networks, revealing
significant sparsity structure in the underlying control laws.
To illustrate our results, consider the following LOR prob-
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lem associated with the transportation network in Fig. 1:
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As explained further in section 3.1, the basic objective is to
optimally redistributed a commodity through local trans-
portations between neighbouring storage facilities. Solving
the optimal control problem above gives a feedback law on
the form of (1), that if written as in (1) would appear to
require centralised communication to implement. However
we show that the same control law can factorised in a sparse
way as
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That is K = K; 'K is the classical state-feedback solu-
tion. This reveals that the i-th control input only depends
on four state measurements, and the control input of a
neighbouring transportation link. This makes the control
law highly amenable to implementations using only local
communication.

The method to arrive at the sparse LQR solution pre-
sented above involves a Cholesky factorisation of matrices
of shift operators. Existence results for the factorisation
are presented in section 2.1. The associated computational
framework and algorithms are given in section 2.2, and
a software implementation is provided in [14]. The spar-
sity properties of the factorisation, and their connections
to techniques from spectral factorisation, are discussed in
sections 2.3 and 2.4. Finally we illustrate how the factori-
sation can be used to discover sparse factorisations of LOR
control laws in section 3.

Notation

1.1 Basic notation

R denotes the field of real numbers, R™ the vectors with
n elements in R, and R™*™ n x m matrices with elements
in R. Throughout /3, denotes the square-summable se-
quences y = (y[0],y[1],...), where y[k] € R™, with inner
product (z,y) = 372 & [k]" y[k]. Operators on £y, and
matrices of operators on £y, , are denoted with boldface.
The (matrix) identity operator is I (i.e. Iz = z for all
x € (3, ), and the matrix of zero operators is 0 (the di-
mensions will always be clear from context). We write
the adjoint of an operator M as M*. M is positive semi-
definite (written M > 0) if M = M*, and (z,Mz) > 0

for all x € £3,. Where convenient boldface integers denote
scaling operators (for example —2 is the operator that mul-
tiplies every element of a sequence by —2). A matrix of
operators P is a permutation matrix if it contains exactly
one non-zero entry in each row and column, and that entry
is equal to 1.

1.2 Shift operators

The forward shift operator is

q: (y[o,y[1],y2,...) = (y[1],y[2],¥[3],-..).
The adjoint of q is the backward shift given by

qa = (oL, y[1], 9[2],...) = (0,9[0], y[1],...).
Furthermore we define the sets of operators

n—1ln—1

Rlg,q =4 > ai; (@) a’ i €Rp,

i=0 j=0

3)

and
R = {Zak (q*qu) :n €N, ay ER}. (4)
k=0

The algebraic and computational properties of these sets
will be motivated and discussed in section 2.2.

2 Results

In this section we study the factorisation of matrices of
operators M*M, where the entries of M are in R[q, q*].
As we will see in section 3, such matrices arise in optimal
control problems, such as the LOR problem. We place
particular focus on Cholesky factorisations on the form

LL* = (MP)" MP,

where L is lower triangular with diagonal entries in R,
and P is a permutation matrix. These conditions will
turn out to be precisely those required to solve least
squares problems via back substitution within a polyno-
mially based computational framework. We give necessary
and sufficient conditions for the existence of such factori-
sations in section 2.1. We then develop the computational
framework and tools that allow the factorisation and back
substitution to be performed in section 2.2. The sparsity
preserving properties of the factorisation are then explored
in section 2.3, before we compare our approach to more
classically motivated factorisation methods based on spec-
tral factorisation in section 2.4.

2.1 A factorisation for matrices of shift
operators

In this section we characterise factorisability conditions for
matrices of operators. Sparsity properties turn out to be
of central importance, so we introduce the following set of
matrices with sparsity pattern structured by a graph.



Definition 1. Let G be a graph with vertices {v1,...,v,},
and m underdirected edges e; = {v;,vi}. Define Mg to be
the set of n xm matrices of operators M such that the ij-th
entry of M satisfies

ok :
M. € {{aijqk7(q ) %‘} if vi € e,
)

otherwise,
for some ay;j € Roo.

The following theorem shows that there exists a
Cholesky factorisation of M*M for every M € Mg, where
in addition:

1. The diagonal entries of the factor lie in Ry;
2. The remaining entries of the factor lie in R]q, q*];

if and only if G is a tree graph. The significance of this
result stems from its computational properties. The exis-
tence of a Cholesky factorisation can be established under
more general conditions, however ensuring that 1-2) hold
will allow the factorisation to be efficiently computed. This
will be discussed in section 2.2.

Theorem 1. Given any undirected graph G, the following
two statements are equivalent:

(i) G is a tree graph.

(ii) For every M € Mg, there exists a permutation matriz
P, and a lower triangular matriz L with entries in
R [q,q*] and diagonal entries in Ry, such that

LL* = (MP)" MP.

Remark 1. Theorem 1 can also be applied in settings
where the entries of M are less constrained. More specifi-
cally, provided UMT™! € Mg where U is inner (U*U =
1), a Cholesky like factorisation

LL* = (MTP)" MTP

can still be obtained. This will be leveraged in section 3.1
when the LR problem is studied.

Proof. (i) == (ii): The proof will require the follow-
ing facts about operators y € R.,. F3 follows immedi-
ately from the definition of R, and F1-F2 are proved in
Lemma 2 which can be found in section 2.2.

F1 If y > 0, it has a unique positive semi-definite square
root /9 € Re.

F2 The Moore-Penrose inverse yT is an operator in Ro.
F3 y is self-adjoint (y = n*).

Let m denote the number of edges in G. If m =1, M*M €
Ro, and so M*M = PL (PL)" with

P=1and L = vM*M,

which meets all the requirements of (ii) by F1. We now
proceed by induction over m, and consider the case that
G has m + 1 edges. Since G is a tree, it must contain an
edge that is incident to a vertex with degree 1, a leaf edge.
Consequently there exist permutation matrices P, and P,
such that for any M € Mg,

M11 0
P.MP, = |My; M|,
0 Ms

where both the blocks M;; and Mjy; have dimension 1 by
1. Furthermore

Ma»
M32:| € MQ1

where G; is a tree graph with m edges. Now define N =
P:M*MP,, and partition N into a 2 by 2 block matrix
with sub-blocks N11, N2, N2y and Nos, such that

M, Moy

L MM ]
M22M22 + M32M32

Note in particular that
1. Ni1 € Ry;
2. Ni1N, = Nf | Nyy;
3. N;yN{ Njp = Nyp,.

1)-2) follow immediately from F2-3, and 3) follows since
N > 0 as we will now show. With a view to estab-
lishing a contradiction, suppose that 3) does not hold
and so (1 lelel) Ni2 # 0. Therefore there exist
{o1sequences 1 and x5 such that

(z1, (1 = N;1Nj;) Nygao) =

= <(1 — NllN;rl) Zy, N12(L'2> 7é 0, (6)

where we have used the fact that 1—Ny; N7, is self adjoint.
Let 25 = (1 - Nllel) x1, and note from equation (6)
that x3 # 0. Putting

Lo 1 2]
Y7 =Ny N, I| |yanl”

consider

(y,Ny) = (w3, N1123) + 7% (22, NyeaTa) +

7
+ 2y (23, (1 = Ny1N{; ) Npoxza), )

where
N,eq = Nag — Ny N Nyo.

By F3 and properties of the Moore-Penrose inverse,
Ny (1 - NllNE) = 0. It then follows from (7) that

(y,Ny) = ay + B7*



for some o, € R with a # 0. This implies that there
are values of 7 such that (y,Ny) < 0. However this is a
contradiction since

N>0 = (y,Ny) >0,

and so 3) holds.
Returning now to (5), direct computation using 1)-3)
shows that

s 10

+
; R B
NN, I 0 Ny

0 I

and also that

| Mg : Moy | g+ |Moy :
Nred — M32:| (I |i) :|N11 O

M22}
Ms;

A routine calculation then shows that MmNEMZl € Ry
and also that o o
1— My N M,, = 0.

Therefore
Nrcd - M:chrcd )

where

—
M,eq = [\/1 ~ Mol My Moo | ey (9)

M3,

By the induction hypothesis there exists a permutation ma-
trix P,eq and a lower triangular Ly.q with diagonal entries
in R, such that

Nred = PredLred (PredLred)* .

In light of (8), it then follows that that M*M = PL (PL)",
with

10 VN1 0
P=P dL = . (10
€ |:0 Prcd:| a |:P;fedN21 V N11+ Lred ( )

Hence a suitable factorisation exists for a graph with m+1
edges, and the result follows by induction.
(i) = —(ii): Suppose that G contains a cycle and let

-1 0 ... 0 g

¢ -1 0 0
MC = ’ )

0 0 ¢ -1 0

where M, has the same number of rows as there are vertices
in the cycle. Then there exist permutation matrices P, and
P. such that

0 O

M=P, [0 M,

:|PZ< € Mg.

In the remainder of the proof we will show that no fac-
torisation on the form in (ii) exists for this matrix. First

observe that M*M can have such a factorisation if and only
if MM, does. We will now prove that N = MM. has
a suitable factorisation only if Noy — Nglellng € Ry,
where Ny1, N1, No; and Nao are the sub-blocks of a 2 by
2 block matrix partitioning of

2 —(q 0 ... 0 —gq
—-q* 2 —q O 0
M:Mc = . )
. . . —q
-q 0 ... 0 —g° 2
such that the sub-block N5 has dimensions 1 by 1. Let
01
S - [1 0} .

When applied from the right, S cycles all the columns one
step to the left (with the first column becoming the last),
and when applied from the left cycles all the rows up one
(with the first row becoming the last). We see that,

N = S*NS.

A permutation matrix P has exactly one non-zero matrix
element in each row and column. This means that for any
permutation matrix, there exists a k € N such that

Py 0]

kp —
SP_{O 1

where P17 is a permutation matrix.
The factorisation in (ii) supposes the existence of a per-

mutation matrix P and lower triangular matrix L with

diagonal entries in Ry, such that P*NP = LL*. However

from the above argument we see that there exists a k € N

such that

P1iN11 P11 P71Ni2

P*NP = P*(S*)*NS*P = [ } . (11)

N21 Py Nas
Any valid factorisation fulfils
pNp - P 0| L Lél _
_ |buaLyy Li1L3,
LoiLi; LoiL3; + LooLss | -

By comparing the matrices in equations (11) and (12) one
can see that
LyoL3, = Ngy — Noy P P} NP P} Ny =
= Ny — Noy N ' Ny,

Since Los is a diagonal element in L, it has to be in R, for
(ii) to be fulfilled. This implies that LgsL3, has to be in
R, meaning that factorisation on the form in (ii) exists
only if Ny — NN 'Nis € R,

We now computing Nao — NglNﬁlng with the goal
of generating a contradiction. It can be verified through
calculations that

n—1
Ny = N®,
k=1



where n is the length of the cycle, and the operators N(*)
have entries equal to

(k) _ (n — Z)(n - j) s\i+tk—n _j+k—n
NG = e @
whenever i, j > n+ k, with Ngf)
one obtains that

= 0 otherwise. From this

N — N21N1_11N12 =

n—1

nel. 1, 1 1 .
— 1_7n_7 *\ 71 - *\? Z.
- ~q n(q)+;i(i+l)(q)q

This is not in R.,. Hence there does not exist a factorisa-
tion fulfilling (ii), and the proof is complete. O

2.2 Computing with shift operators

In this section we develop a computational framework for
obtaining and working with the factorisation in Theorem 1.
We begin with a discussion of basic algebraic operations
involving shift operators in sections 2.2.1 to 2.2.3. The
key results are then presented in sections 2.2.4 and 2.2.5,
where pseudocode for performing the factorisation is given
in Algorithm 1, and the relevant back substitution com-
putations are discussed. In addition to allowing for the
solution of least squares problems such as those presented
in section 3, we hope the reader is persuaded that other
linear algebra problems and algorithms involving matrices
of shift operators can be tackled with our tools. Implemen-
tations of all the described operations in both Matlab and
Julia are provided in [14].

2.2.1 Shift operator algebra

The basic building block of the matrices M in Definition 1
is the forward shift q given in (2). It is important to note
that operators that are combinations of g and q* do not
commute in general. For example, qq* = 1, while

a0, y[1],y[2],...) =0,y [1],y[2],...).

Aside from this, addition, multiplication and adjoints work
as expected. For example

(q+20%) (q"q+0q) =q+q° + 249 +2(q")° q

and
(a+@)a) =a +a"(a).

Observe in particular that since qq* = 1, after performing
these operations we always obtain an operator described by
a linear combination of terms on the form (q*)"q’. This
is precisely the motivation for the set of operators R[q, q*]
in (3). Note that addition, multiplication and adjoints are
closed in R[q, q*].

2.2.2 Shift operator computations

For operators in R[q, q*], the algebraic operations described
above can be performed on a computer by working in
terms of the coefficients that describe the corresponding
operators. To this end, consider the bijective linear map
M : R[q, g*] = R™*" defined according to

[My],; = aij,

where «;; € R is the coefficient of the (q*)" ¢’ term in v.
That is, My returns the matrix of coefficients that specify
a given operator y € R[q,q*]. The operations of scaling,
addition, multiplication and adjoints of operators 1,3 €
RIq, %] can be equivalently specified in terms of standard
operations over R applied to My and M 3, as illustrated by
the following commutative diagram:

R[g,q%] = R™"
+,%,* S50
* nxn

To perform these operators on a computer, we define
a data type corresponding to My. By then implement-
ing the functions f, fx and f. to perform the addition,
multiplications and adjoints for this type, we can perform
the corresponding operations for operators in R[q, q*] on
a computer. The details are elementary but messy, so we
omit them here, but they can be found in the provided
software implementation.

The action of operators in R[q, q*] on certain sequences
in ¢34 can also be described in a computable manner. It
is of course necessary that the sequence has a computable
description. For our purposes it suffices to consider the
sequences defined by triples (C, A, 2¢) with C € R*" A €
R™ ™ and xg € R™ according to

(Cl‘o, CA.T(), CA2J}0, .. ) .

The following lemma shows that applying any operator in
R[q, q*] to such a sequence results in a sequence that can
also be described by a triple. Hence by introducing a data
type in which sequences are represented as triples, compu-
tations on sequences can also be performed. As explained
in section 2.2.5, this allows us to apply back substitution
to solve equations over /o exactly, and forms the basis of
our solutions to LOR problems in section 3.

Lemma 1. Let zp € R*, A € R™*", C € R™*" and y €
R{q,q%]. If

w = (CJZQ, CAZ‘(), OA2I0, .. ) S KQ_;,_,
then there exist Tg € R™, A € R™*™  and C™™ such that

hw = (C’fo, C’Aﬂ_f(h C’Az.’zo, .. ) € 1€2+.



Proof. 1t is enough to consider h = q and y = q* as all
operators §) € R[q, q*] are linear combinations of these. We
start with § = q. Then

yw = (C’Azo, CA?zy, CA3x, .. ) .

From this we can see that g = 29, A = A, and C = CA.
We now consider ) = q*. Then

yw = (0,Cxg, CAxg,...).

We see that
_ i) v A 0 =~
Zo = [0] A= L 0}, c=Jo
gives the correct sequence. O

2.2.3 Pseudoinverses and square roots

The Cholesky algorithm (and many others), require or ben-
efit from additional operations such as inverses, pseudoin-
verses and square roots. Unfortunately even when these
operations are well defined for y € R[q,q*], the resulting
operators may not be in R[q, q*]. For example, the inverse

of (1 — 7q) is a well defined operator on £2,, however since
oo
( l
2 )
=0

it is not an operator in R[q,q*]. This prevents us from
additionally computing inverses for every invertible ele-
ment y € R[q, g*] through the mapping My in the previous
subsection. We can however identify subsets of R[q, q*]
that are closed under the operation of pseudoinverses, and
square roots. This is precisely the role of the set of op-
erators Ro in (4). It is easily verified that Ry is closed
under addition, multiplication and adjoints. The following
lemma shows that R, is also closed under pseudoinverses,
and its positive semi-definite elements have positive semi-
definite square roots in R,

Lemma 2. Ify e R, then:

(i) the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse v* is in Roo;
(1t) v has a unique postive semi-definite square root \/y if

and only if vy = 0, and furthermore \/§ € Ry

Proof. We will prove both statements by deriving formulas
for the pseudoinverse and the square root based on the
multiplication of two operators

U—Zak q*qu and 3—Zﬁk *k k (13)

where o, = 0 for £ > n and 8, = 0 for £ > m. Operators
in Ry can be equivalently rewritten in terms of the basis

operators

_ xk_k *k+1 k+1
¢ =9 9 —q q .

U3 V2 U1
) O
63 U 62 A\ 31 O

Figure 2: Graph specifying the sparsity pattern of M in

(15).

Denoting the partial sums o; = ZZ:O o and 7; = ZZ:O B
it follows from (13) that
U:Z(J'kek and 5:ZTkBk. (14)
k=0 k=0

This representation is invertible (that is given any oy, 7%
such that o;y1 = o and 7,41 = 7% for sufficiently large &,
representations on the form in (14) can always be rewritten
on the form in (13)). Now using the fact that ¢? = ¢; and
e;e; = 0 if 4 # j, we see that

o0
95 = Zakaek.
k=0

That is multiplication of operators in R, corresponds to
multiplying their partial sum coefficients. From this obser-
vation it follows that 3 is the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse
of vy if and only if

1/Uk
T fr—
k {0

Similarly we see that y > 0 if and only if o > 0 for all
k, and the unique positive semi-definite square root can
be obtained by taking the square roots of the partial sum
coefficients. O

if op#0
otherwise.

2.2.4 The factorisation algorithm

The key step in finding the factorisation in the proof of
Theorem 1 is (9). Based on this, the operators P and L
are recursively defined in (10). Critically all the calcula-
tions in these steps are compatible with the computational
framework from sections 2.2.1 to 2.2.3. That is, pseudoin-
verses and square roots are only ever applied to positive
semi-definite operators in R, and otherwise only addi-
tions, multiplications and adjoints are required, all of which
are closed in R[q,q*]. This means that we can implement
the factorisation outlined in the proof of Theorem 1 in our
computational framework. Pseudocode for this procedure
is presented in Algorithm 1.

To illustrate the steps in Algorithm 1, consider the ma-
trix
qgc 0 0
_ |17
M = 0 1 g S Mg, (15)
0 0o -1

where G is the graph in Fig. 2. In the first step of the
recursion, P = T since the first column of M already



Algorithm 1: The Cholesky algorithm for LL* =
(MP)" MP

Function cholesky (M):

if M has one column then
L= MM :
P=1;
else
P = leafEdgeFirstPermutation(M) ;
M = MP ;
Q = verteciesFirstPermutation(M);

M=QM;

M11 = ].V[[].7 1] N

M21 = M[Q, 1] y

Mae = M[2,2:end] ;
Ms2 = M[3:end,2:end] ;

Mo l\/ 1— My, N{, M3, MQZ] ;
Mz
Lycd; Pred = cholesky(M;eq) ;
|
INPSRVANITY 7

Lica
1 0
el o)
| return L, P ;

Function leafEdgeFirstPermutation(MM):

leafEdgeNotFound = true ;

c=0;

while leafEdgeNotFound do
c=c+1;
M. =M][, ] ;

[r1, 2] = Non-zero indices of M, ;
if (M[r1,2:end] =0) OR (M]ro,2:end] =0)
then

L leafEdgeNotFound = false ;

P = Permutation matrix for swapping column 1
and column c ;
return P ;

Function verteciesFirstPermutation(M):

M, =M[, 1] ;

[r1, 2] = Non-zero indices of M ;

P; = Permutation matrix for swapping row 1
with row 7 ;

P> = Permutation matrix for swapping row 2
with row 7y ;

P=PP;;

return P ;

corresponds to a leaf edge. Similarly Q) = I since the
first column in M has its two non-zero entries in row 1 and
row 2. The algorithm then proceeds to compute

* 14
0 V/1-31[q" 0] 734 0*
Mred = -1 q* = -1 q
0 -1 0 -1

The second recursive step then begins as cholesky is called
on Mg?ﬂ In this step P(?) = T and Q? = I once more,
and

M®) — [9]
red -1

The third recursive step then arrives at the base case, yield-

ing
Lo = VMM = 51
and sz’()i = 1. From this sz()i =TI and
- 8] -5 2
—59 Lre L
and finally P = I and

V2

L= |- (16)
0

St e
%Lo o o

are computed.

2.2.5 Back substitution computations

The factorisation from Algorithm 1 can be used to solve
the system of equations

M*Mz =w

for z € £, via back substitution whenever M*M is invert-
ible. In particular the system of equations

Lv = w,

where w = P*w, is first solved for each element of v se-
quentially according to

k—1
Vg = L;kl <UJk — Z Lkiv,) .

=1

(17)

From this z can be similarly obtained one entry at a time
from

L*P*z =w.
Since the diagonal entries of L are all in R, this can be
achieved by applying operators in R[q, ¢*] to sequences in
lo4. By Lemma 1 it then follows that given any sequence
w that can be written on the form

w = (C:Eo, CAxg, C A%z, . . ) ,



the triple describing the solution z can be computed using
our software tools.

In many applications, it is only necessary to compute the
first element of the sequence z. We will illustrate this fact
in the context of the LOR problem in section 3.1.3. In this
case examining the back substitution steps reveals further
simplifications. The following lemma illustrates this fact in
a manner tailored specifically to the examples in section 3.

Lemma 3. Let L = Lo + Li1q, where Ly € R™™ 4s q
lower triangular matriz and Ly € R™*"™ is lower triangular
matriz with zeros on the diagonal. If Ly is invertible, then
given any r € (0,1) the solution to

LL 2z = (TOK2$07 ’1”1[(2.%‘07 TQKQJ}(), .. )

satisfies
Klz [0] = TOKQ.Z‘Q,

where K1 = (Lo + L17) L .

Remark 2. Observe in particular that in the statement
of Lemma 3, z[0] can also be obtained through back sub-
stitution (over R™ rather than (3, ), since the factor K is
given by the product of tmangular matrices that are at least
as sparse as L.

Remark 3. The above discussions apply to the case that
(17) has a unique solution for all v € f5, . However Al-
gorithm 1 is guaranteed to run for any M € Mg, even if
M*M is only positive semi-definite (and hence not invert-
ible). It is easily seen that M*M is invertible if and only if
the diagonal elements of L are invertible, so our software
tools can easily detect when the described back substitution
procedure applies. Extensions to the semi-definite case can
likely be made following standard approaches from linear
algebra, but we do not pursue this line further here.

Proof. We start by introducing an intermediate variable v
such that

{Lv = (rOKgxo, ri Koxg, r2 Koxo, . . )
L* v

Because L* = L] +L{ q* we find that 2 [0] = (L )
Because of this we only need to compute v [O] not the ent1re

sequence v. In general we find that
v[k] + Lo [k + 1] = Ly 'k Koz,

where L = Ly L;. This means that
=Lg' Y (L)

Because of the fact that L is nilpotent due to the structure
in Ly and L1, we find that

IZ

0 [0] + (=) L0 [k + n] ekt .

KQ.’E O]

a.)

Figure 3: Illustration of the graphs from Definition 2. a.)
shows a graph G, while b.) shows G in grey dashed lines
and edge (G) in black.

The series in the expression above can be recognised as the
Neumann series. Computation then leads to

(Lo + L) Ly 2[0] = Koz [0] .

2.3 Sparse factorisations

In this section we show that Algorithm 1 always produces
a factorisation that is sparsity preserving in the sense that

[(MP)*MP];; =0 = L;; =0. (18)
That is, L is at least as sparse as (MP)* MP. This prop-
erty makes back substitution particularly efficient, and is
responsible for the extremely sparse control law factorisa-
tions described in the introduction and section 3.

The sparsity preserving property of Algorithm 1 essen-
tially follows from known results based on chordal graphs.
We first recall these results. A graph is said to be chordal
if each of its cycles of length four or greater has a chord.
Consider now a graph with one vertex for each row of the
matrix M*M, and an edge between vertices ¢ and j if

[M*M];; # 0.

It is well known that if this graph is chordal, then after per-
muting the rows and columns into a so called perfect elim-
ination ordering, the Cholesky algorithm proceeds without
fill in (i.e. if the Cholesky algorithm executes, (18) holds)

We now connect these results to our setting. The only
challenge is that Definition 1 constrains the sparsity pat-
tern of M using a graph, while the classical results for
Cholesky factorisation depend on a graph associated with
the sparsity pattern of M*M. Consider the following def-
inition, which is illustrated in Fig. 3.

Definition 2. Let edge (G) be the graph with one vertex
for every edge in G, and edges between two vertices if the
two corresponding edges in G form a path of length two.

The relevance of edge (G) is that it describes the sparsity
pattern of M*M based on the graph G that characterises
the sparsity of M as in Definition 1. More specifically,



for i # j, (M*M),; # 0 for some M € Mg if and only
if vertices ¢ and j are connected in edge (G). This shows
that after a suitable permutation of the columns of M, the
Cholesky algorithm is guaranteed to proceed without fill
in if edge (G) is chordal.

The following theorem precisely characterises chordality
properties of edge (G) in terms of properties of G. Since
tree graphs have no cycles, this result is sufficient to show
that all the factorisations characterised by Theorem 1 (and
computed by Algorithm 1) satisfy (18).

Theorem 2. A graph G has no cycles of length four or
greater if and only if edge (G) is chordal.

Remark 4. The function leafEdgeFirstPermuation in
Algorithm 1 provides a permutation matriz such that the
rows and columns of MP*MP are arranged into a perfect
elimination ordering.

Proof. We prove the result by showing that G has a cycle
of length 4 or more if and only if edge (G) is not chordal.
Suppose that G contains a cycle of length m > 4. Therefore
under a suitable labelling of the vertices of G, the set of
edges

Ecycle = {{U17U2} ) {UQ) U3} IR ] {vm—la Um} b) {’Umvvl}}

form a cycle in G. There is one vertex in edge (G) for
each edge in Eycle. Furthermore since there is a bijection
between the edges of G and the vertices of edge (G), there
is an edge between any pair of these vertices in edge (G) if
and only if the corresponding edges in Eycle satisfy

eiﬁejsé@.

Therefore edge (G) contains a cycle of length m > 4 without
a chord, and is not chordal. Conversely if edge (G) is not
chordal it must contain a cycle of length four or greater.
Reversing the above arguments then implies that G must
have a cycle of length four or greater as required. O

2.4 Comparison with spectral factorisa-
tion

In this section we will make a comparison between the fac-
torisations arising from Theorem 1, and spectral factorisa-
tion. Despite strong similarities, we will see that in gen-
eral spectral factorisation is not necessarily sparsity pre-
serving in the sense of (18). This suggests that the non-
commutative factorisation framework established in this
paper is necessary to fully exploit sparsity in important
application areas, such as the LOR problem.

The factorisation problem in Theorem 1 is central to the
solution of the LOR problem. However as we shall see in
section 3, in this setting the entries of the matrices M are
additionally constrained to lie in

n—1

ZO@‘ (g

*)j:OéjER

Clearly R[g*] C R]q,q*], however the operators in R[q*]
commute. This fact is exploited by the process of spectral
factorisation, which seeks to find an operator Lgpe. such
that,

M*M = Lg,ec L

spec*

Similarly to the factors from Theorem 1, the spectral factor
Lgpec is invertible whenever M*M is invertible. However
the entries in Lgpe. lie in the Rq] (the set of operators with
adjoints in R[q*], i.e. those operators that only depend on
powers of q), making them simpler to handle computation-
ally, and efficient algorithms for computing Lgpcc are by
now well established.

As we have seen in (16), sparse spectral factors can be
produced by Algorithm 1. However this is not the case in
general. This is best illustrated by example, so consider

-1 0 0 0
%q* -1 0 0
M=| 0 —5q° —5q* 0 1
= ok Noh ) (19)
0 0 -1 J5q
0 0 0 -1

As shown in section 3.2.3, this matrix is connected to a
particular LQR problem. Computing a factorisation with
Algorithm 1 gives P =1 and

V2 0 0 0
L _fq* \f+2\f1 \[CI q 0 0
0 0 Y3 ¥51

This factor is lower triangular and sparsity preserving; the
two properties required for efficient back substitution com-
putations. However since L contains q*q terms, it is not a
spectral factor. We now prove that in this case no sparsity
preserving spectral factor exists, demonstrating that the
algebraic framework of sections 2.1 and 2.2 is necessary to
find maximally sparse factorisations. Note that the proof
is dependent on a technical result concerning the sparsity
properties of triangular factorisations, that is presented as
Lemma 4 in the appendix.

Theorem 3. If M is as in (19), and P is a permutation
matriz, then there does mot exist an invertible L with en-
tries in R[q] such that the following two properties hold:

1. LL* = (MP)* MP;

2. L is lower triangular, and satisfies

[(MP)"MP];; =0 = L;; =0.

Proof. The proof will be by contradiction, and so we sup-
pose that an L meeting 1)-2) exists. We will first show that
it is only possible to fulfil property 2) for particular per-
mutation matrices, which will yield a contradiction in all
but a few special cases. It will then turn out that in these



cases, Algorithm 1 produces factors with q*q terms on the
diagonal. This will be sufficient to derive a contradiction
for all the remaining cases.

Write L on the form

o
k

where L(*) € R*4. Observe that L{¥ # 0 only if L;; # 0,
that is the matrices L(*) are at least as sparse as L. Let
1™ € £y, be the sequence

1M [k] = { /

0 otherwise.

Since L is bounded, it follows that for any vector v € R*,
2

n—1 1
2 1
lim HL*vl(”) = lim — E (g L(k)> vl < oo.
n—o00 n—oo N
1=0 || \k=0

This is sufficient to conclude that

L= i L®*)
k=0

exists, and is also at least as sparse as L. It also follows
that for any vectors v,w € R*,

lim <w1("),LL*v1(")> =w'LL v.

n—roo
It can similarly be shown that for any vectors v, w € R*,

lim <MPw1<">, MPv1<”>> —wT PTNPo.
n—oo

where P is a permutation matrix and

3 -1
VG 0 0
-1 3 1 0
YL
0 0 =1 3
V2 2
Hence
P'NP=LL".

Now there are 24 possible permutations. It can then be
checked that for all but 8 or these, the Cholesky factor
of PTNP is not as sparse as L. However it follows from
Lemma 4 that the Cholesky factor must have the same
sparsity as L, which is at least as sparse as L. This yields
a contradiction for all but these 8 permutations.

Now fix P to be any one of these 8 permutations. It can
then be checked that Algorithm 1 runs on MP, and let Ly
be the resulting factor. Since

Li'L(Ly'L) =1
it follows from Lemma 4 that
diag (L) diag (L)" = diag (L;) diag (L;)".

However this again leads to a contradiction, since it can
be checked in each case that the right-hand-side of the
above contains terms involving q*q, yet the entries of L
are assumed in R[q] so the left-hand-side cannot. O
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Figure 4: Model of the transportation network studied in
section 3.1.

3 Application in control

In this section we will discuss how to apply the factori-
sation from section 2 to give sparsity exploiting controller
implementations for some infinite horizon LOR problems.
The examples we will consider are simple transportation
control problems without penalty on the control sequence.
The simplified setting we consider will allow us to find ex-
plicit factorisations of the optimal control on the form

Klu [k}] = KQLE [k?] 5 (20)

where K; and K> are very sparse and K LK, is the classic
LQR state-feedback.

The hope is to clearly and transparently illustrate many
of the interesting aspects of Theorem 1 from the control
perspective. The examples we present can certainly be sig-
nificantly generalised, and the techniques applied in range
of related areas (such as filtering and estimation). The
rest of the section is structured as follows. In section 3.1
we start with a highly simplified example to illustrate the
key ideas. This example is inspired by [16], in which a
structured controller for this problem was found. In sec-
tion 3.2 we then discuss generalisations where we allow for
more complex transportation network topologies.

Remark 5. There are at least three ways to leverage (20)
to efficiently compute ulk] from the measurements x[k].
The first and most closely related to our earlier discussions
is to use back substitution (c.f. Remark 2). As we will see,
the sparsity patterns of K1 and Ko reflect the underlying
transportation network topology, allowing for an efficient
and often localised implementation based on message pass-
ing. Another alternative is to view the computation of u[k]
based on K, Ky and x[k] as a distributed optimisation
problem. Again this could be given an efficient implemen-
tation based on local communication. Finally the sparsity
of K1 and Ko could be used to design market incentives
through local shadow prices. These could be used to prompt
each storage facility to transport the optimal u[k] based only
on local measurements of x[k], and a locally determined
market price [17].



3.1 A simple LQR example
3.1.1 Problem setup

Consider the transportation network illustrated in Fig. 4,
associated with the dynamics

1100000 0 0 0
0000000 1 0 0
0011000 1.0 0

2k+1]=10000000|zk+|0 1 0|ul
0000110 0 -1 0
0000000 0 0 1
000000 1] 0 0 —1]

—A =B
100000 0]
0010000
vk =10 00010 o] “
000000 1]
=:C

These dynamics model a situation where some quantity
(e.g. water, a commodity, etc.) can be transported be-
tween a set of storage facilities through a transportation
network. The elements of the state vector x[k] with odd
indices then specify the amount of the quantity at a given
storage facility. In addition each facility has a control se-
quence that determines how much of the quantity is taken
out of the facility, and sent to its neighbour, where it ar-
rives one time step later.

To arrive at an LOR problem, suppose that the objec-
tive is to optimise transportation about a given operating
point. That is, there is some equilibrium flow throughout
the network (and all variables are assumed to be defined
relative to this equilibrium), and the objective is to ad-
just the flows to balance the requirements at the individual
storage facilities. A natural cost function is

irzk(

k=0

g 6 + s 4] + 27 (K7

where r € (0,1) is a discount factor (since >, z;[k] =
> zi[0] for every k, a discount factor is required to keep
the cost finite for the majority of initial conditions). The
optimal inputs can then be computed by solving the LOR
problem

o, Zy
(21)
st. T[k+ 1] =rAz [k] + Bu k], Z[0] = x¢
g=Czk].

Note that the state Z[k + 1] in the above is related to the

original transportation network according to z[k] = r*x[k].
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Figure 5: Graph representing the transportation network
in Fig. 4. There is one vertex per storage facility, and one
edge per transportation link. The edges have been oriented
to reflect the transportation direction. The undirected ver-
sion of this graph (i.e. Fig. 2) describes the sparsity pattern
of the M appearing in section 3.1.2 according to Defini-
tion 1.

3.1.2 Least squares reformulation

The dynamics in (21) can be rewritten in terms of shift
operators according to

1 rg* 0 0 ”
Aorg) | =g |0 7T O] || 4 (22)
" Esl T o -1 egt| |2 T
Ty o o0 -—1|L"
M
where
d = (Cz[0],CrAz[0],0,0,...).

The sparsity pattern of M is captured by the graph in
Fig. 5, and this is the graph that is relevant when applying
Theorem 1. This graph also captures the essential topolog-
ical features of the transmission network, with one vertex
per storage facility, and one edge per one step delay. The
sequence d captures the effect of the initial condition. In
line with Remark 1, we conceal the storage dynamics in
(22) with the following variable transforms

{(1—rq*>z

(1 —79%) Yinit
Substituting these constraints directly into the cost func-
tion shows that the least squares problem

=Uu

_d (23)

(oo}
min > " [|q* Mz + yinie |- (24)
=0

z€Lo P

is equivalent to the LQR problem in (21).

3.1.3 Solution by back substitution

The least squares problem in (24) is solved by any z € ¢4,
that satisfies

M*Mz = —qM* yinit-
An optimal z can be found in a sparsity exploiting manner
by making use of the tools from section 2. Applying Algo-
rithm 1 gives P =T and an L such that M*M = L*L. As
an example, with r = 1/1/2,

31 0 0
L=|-x | 0 (25)
3 15
0 —1/34 21



An optimal z can then be found by sequentially solving the
equations
Lv=w,L'2=w

through back substitution as described in section 2.2.5,
where w = —qM™* yinig.-

To proceed we must first represent w as a triple. Writing
the operator matrix M* as M* = (M(O))T + (M(l))T q,
we see that w is the response of the system

rA 0

hry=[ g 0

2101, 200

wlk] = [(Mm)T CrA (M<o>)T] 7 [k]

This is already on a suitable form, however since A = A?
this representation can be further simplified, and we find
that

wlk] = r* ((M(O))T + (M(l))T T) CrAz|[0].  (26)

That is the sequence w is represented by the triple

(((M(0)>T N (Mm)T T) Cra i, J;[O]) _

Now that the sequence is known, back substitution can be
performed in a sparsity exploiting manner to obtain z from
which u can be found through (23).

3.1.4 Structured control laws

The above process shows that the entire optimal input
sequence u € 3, can be computed in way that exploits
sparsity in the underlying transportation network. This is
rather more than is needed in practice, where it is natural
to apply inputs in a receding horizon manner (and for the
LQR problem the optimal controls are given by a static
state-feedback). That is, it is enough to characterise the
map

K : z[0] — u[0].

From (25) and (26) we see that both L and w have the
necessary structure to apply Lemma 3. Furthermore since
z [0] u[0] we can arrive at the control law directly
without having to invert (23). It then follows that when
r = 1/\/§ we get a factorisation of the control law on the
form in (20) with

50 0
Ki=|-3 £ 0
0 -3 14
and
L 11 =2 -2 0 0 o0
Ko=——100 1 1 -2 -2 0
V2000 0 0 1 1 -2
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The structure of K7 and K5 shows that in order to compute
the i-th input, only the state-variables in the neighbouring
vertices and knowledge of the control sequence along one
of the neighbouring edges is required.

3.2 LQR problems with a tree structure

In this section we will describe how to extend the previ-
ous example to transportation networks with an underly-
ing tree structure. We will present the resulting controller
sparsity patterns for a few cases that illustrate how both
the topology and direction of transportation links affect
the sparsity in the factorisation of the control law. Note
that the extensions here are the simplest possible, allowing
many of the previously derived formulas from section 3.1 to
be used without change. These results can be significantly
generalised without compromising the resulting sparsity
properties of the control laws.

Consider again the transportation network illustrated in
Fig. 4, but suppose that the storage facilities are connected
with an underlying tree topology. That is, the graph that
characterises the transportation network topology (Fig. 5
for the setup in section 3.1) is a tree graph rather than a
line graph. Following section 3.1.1, an LOR problem can
be associated with any such transportation network. Note
that by appropriately updating the matrices A, B and C
this problem takes the same form as in (21), and all the
intermediate formulas can continue to be used, including
the variable transform in (23) (it turns out that in this case
A = A% meaning that (26) can also continue to be used
without modification).

Proceeding as in section 3.1.2 allows the LOR problem
to be converted into a least squares problem on the form
in (24). The resulting M has sparsity pattern structured
by the graph that describes the transportation network
topology, just as in Fig. 5. More specifically, the graph has
one vertex for every storage facility, and one directed edge
for each transportation link. The matrix M then has one
row for each vertex (storage facility), and one column for
each edge in the graph (transportation link). Each outflow
from a vertex is represented by an entry —1, and each
inflow by an entry rq* modelling the unit delay associated
with the transportation.

The resulting least squares problems can then be solved
as in sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4. We now present the sparsity
patterns for the resulting structured control laws for a few
special cases. The transportation network topologies and
controller sparsity patterns are illustrated in Figs. 6 and 7.

3.2.1 A larger example

To highlight the sparsity inherent in the factorisation of the
control law in (20), we study a fairly large transportation
network consisting of 21 storage facilities arranged in a tree
structure as depicted in the graph in Fig. 6. The sparsity
patterns of K7 and K5 are shown below the graph. Observe
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Figure 6: Tlustration of the sparsity of the control law in (20) for a larger transportation network with a tree structure.
The graph represents the network topology, with one vertex per storage facility, and one directed edge per transportation
link. The symbol x represents the non-zero entries in the matrices that describe the control law. The sparsity pattern
in the matrices corresponds closely to the topology of the graph. For example, consider the top left corner of the
graph where the control sequence u; is located. Since it corresponds to a leaf edge, it does not depend on any other
control sequence. All that is needed are the measurements yq [k], w1 [k — 1], ya [k], and uy [k — 1], all of which are all
located in close proximity. The sequence u; then affects the cluster us — us, where it is needed in conjunction with the
computation of uy. Note that whenever there is a cluster of edges going out from a vertex, there is a corresponding
dense block in the matrix K.
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that the locations of the non-zero entries closely mirrors the
local structure in the graph.

3.2.2 The role of transportation direction

An aspect that makes the control for the transportation
network in Fig. 6 so sparse is that all transportation leaves
a central storage facility corresponding to vertex yo;. The
control law becomes slightly more dense when there are
multiple transportation routes that can supply a storage
facility. To get a feeling for how the direction impacts
the sparsity, compare Fig. 7a.) with Fig. 7b.), as well as
Fig. 7c.) with the introductory example in section 1.

3.2.3 Control law without sparse spectral factor

As was established in section 2.4, in some cases no sparsity
preserving spectral factorisation exists. This is the case
for the transportation network illustrated by the graph in
Fig. Tc.). We see that despite this a structured control law
can be obtained by exploiting the sparsity properties of the
operator factorisation. As in all the other examples, the
gain K 1K, is equal the classic LQR state-feedback gain.
Note that in this case Lemma 3 cannot be used directly to
compute K7 and K. However it is in fact always possible
to obtain a sparsity exploiting factorisation given any M
as outlined in this section. Describing the details precisely
is tricky, so we omit them here, but the provided software
implementation covers the general case.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we have developed a computational frame-
work for performing Cholesky factorisation for matrices of
shift operators. The tools allow for exact solution of least
squares problems in a sparsity exploiting manner. We have
given examples where the Cholesky algorithm produces
spectral factors, however we also proved that there are ma-
trices for which no sparsity preserving spectral factorisa-
tion exists. We use our results to reveal sparsity properties
in the control laws of particular LOR problems associated
with transportation.
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Figure 7: Hlustration of the effect of transportation direc-
tion on the sparsity of the control law in (20). Just as in
Fig. 6, the graph illustrates the topology of the transporta-
tion network, and the x symbol the non-zero entries in the
control law (20). Note that the graphs in a.) and b.) are
the same except for the direction of the edges. The graph
in b.) has multiple edges entering the same vertex. This
makes the control law less sparse in general. The graph
in c.) shows the same characteristic, however this time it
comes from the fact that the underlying factorisation is not
a spectral factor (no sparsity preserving spectral factor ex-
ists, as explained in section 2.4).
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A Triangular factorisations
serve sparsity

pre-

The following lemma is used in the proof of Theorem 3.
The lemma concerns n X n matrices, where each entry is
an operator on a Hilbert space H. It shows that lower-
upper factorisations (such as the Cholesky factorisation)
always produce factors with the same sparsity pattern, and
further that these factors always satisfy a formula involving
the diagonal entries of the factors.

Lemma 4. Let ‘H be a Hilbert space. If Ly : H* — H"
and Lo : H™ — H™ are invertible and lower triangular,
and

L,L] = LoL3,

then Ly = Lydiag (L1) " diag (Ly).

(27)

Proof. First note that since Ly and Ly are invertible and
lower triangular, the matrices of operators LIILQ and
L, 'L, are lower triangular. It follows from (27) that

Li'Ly (L7'Ly)" =1 and Ly'Ly (Ly'Ly) =1L

This implies that L;ng = diag (Lfng). Finally since
L' and Ly are lower triangular,

diag (L;'Ly) = diag (L1) ™' diag (La),

and the proof is complete.
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