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1. Introduction

The prospect of ELTs (GMTL[1],TMTL]2], E-ELT[]3]) with theiredated high-dimensional
Adaptive Optics (AO) systems, such as eXtreme AO (XAO), Midhjugate AO (MCAO)
or even Multi-Object AO (MOAO), has aroused many developtsém computationally ef-
ficient control algorithms. A good summary of the variousht@ques recently developed and
their references can be found|in [4]. Linear Quadratic Gangt QG) regulator is one of them.
This control approach, though introduced a long time ago@[B], has truly found a reso-
nance only during the last decade. This success is motiigtelde optimal control solution
provided by LQG, as well as its ability to account naturally ¥arious perturbations such as
vibrations [6=8], limitations such as saturatidns [9] of@enable Mirror (DM) dynamic<[10].

LQG has thus demonstrated improved performance compaogkeocontrol solutions, both
in numerical simulations and experimental implementatibtowever, this control solution suf-
fers from various limitations, the major one being the cotapanal complexity especially in
the non-stationary framework. Standard and brute forcdicgon of LQG is known to ex-
hibit deterring computational cost, both in terms of offdicomputations of the Kalman gain
and on-line computations through multiple Matrix Vector liiplications (MVM). Basically,
assuming a numberof state variables in the system, complexity of the off-ltoenputations is
proportional ton®, and complexity of the on-line computations is proportidna?®. Moreover,
this numben increases with the square of the telescope diameter in@s®©, and also with
the number of reconstructed layers in tomographic appesmoks a consequence, reduction
of computational complexity of Kalman Filter (KF)-basedtwl| solution has triggered much
work in the recent years. The computational issue is sigmiflg increased once considering
non-stationary systems. As turbulence and system chaisditie evolve with time, one would
wish to update the control solution accordingly. For the L@@ means redoing the off-line
computations regularly, hence an additional computaticost.

To circumvent these limitations, the Ensemble Transfornmga Filter (ETKF) has been
previously introduced[11]. This approach derives frommoels developed in geophysics and
meteorology in order to adapt the KF to large scale systertts man-stationary models. The
ETKF does indeed provide a theoretical alternative to thefd¢fhon-stationary systems but
has also dramatic computational limitations for thesedastple systems. Thus, a new control
solution is discussed in which ETKF has been modified to imglet a zonal and localized
approach briefly proposed in12]. This present paper diffeem the previous one in that we
are giving a detailed description of this new approach aed¢iguired mathematical formal-
ism with new simulations in the case of a 16 m telescope andeaution of the differential
pistons issue. The zonal approach is motivated by the spaasdéces involved as well as by
the difficulties encountered when dealing with huge numlienades (typically, a few thou-
sand to tens of thousands for ELT AO systems) such as Zermikaxdunen-Loeve modes
(edge effects, numerical issue in modes computing). Int@agizonal approach also allows to
use Fourier domain decomposition and WF reconstructiomefiteng from fast computation,
though Fourier domain based approaches may suffer from effigets on circular (annular)
apertures, requiring particular handling 13, 14]. Lozafion here stands for decomposition of
the system pupil into small domains on which local estimediare performed. All the local
estimations are only combined in a final step, in order to dedlue full-pupil information. The
result is thus a spatially distributed estimation basederETKF, leading to a hierarchical con-



trol scheme. This approach allows a highly scalable impteat®n, as local computations are
done with a reduced complexity and can be performed by a diediparallelized computation
resource (CPUs/GPUs cluster).

This article is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls tr@mideas behind using the LQG
control and a KF for a classical AO system, its limitationsl @@me solutions developed to
overcome these drawbacks. Section 3 explains why the ETa§ecbcontrol law can handle
non-stationary behaviors and can offer the optimality &f ki, but becomes unsuitable for
computational reasons. In section 4 we present a new digorthe Local ETKF, and we ex-
plain why it is highly suitable for classical AO systems onTELl(fast and naturally parallel
implementation, non-stationarity). In order to assesstberetical analysis and to demonstrate
the potentiality of this new control law, some numerical siations are detailed in section 5.
Finally, conclusion and outlook of our work in progress aikeg in section 6.

2. The classic LQG control solution: an optimal control law for AO

It is now well-known that LQG provides the optimal controlon in AO, at least as long as
the various underlying models (turbulence, AO system campts, noise) are consistent with
reality. To some extent, models can be approximated and LQ@&p to be more efficient than
any other control solution and to be also robust. Usualig, still pointed out that this solution
suffers from higher complexity and computational cost.idMas works have been carried out
to reduce this complexity and to propose faster computatvem for large scale AO systems.
As the Local ETKF basically derives from KF and uses simitanfalism, in the following we
first recall the basics of LQG and point out its main limitatso For the sake of simplicity, we
discuss hereafter the LQG implementation in the framewbekadassical AO system, although
extension to tomographic systems has already been addfgs4&

2.1. Optimality criterion, discrete-time equivalence

Let us consider the simple AO system described in Fig. 1. Tlas@sp™'(t), ¢°°'(t) andg™(t)
represent respectively the incoming turbulent phase, @edxrection provided by the DM and
the residual phase. In the astronomical framework consitleere, the performance criterion
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of a classical AO system closed-loop.

consists in minimizing the variance of the residual phaderiified usually as the empirical
variance computed over a sufficiently large amount of timé} respect to the DM controls
Though turbulence is a continuous time phenomenon, thdualsphase is usually integrated
by the WaveFront Sensor (WFS) over a time perddd (frame), the AO control system is
digital and correction is applied to the DM through a Zero @rdold (ZOH) so that controls
are constant over time perid : see chronogram of the AO system in Fig. 2. In this context,
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Fig. 2. Temporal diagram of the system process.

Kulcsar has shown i [16] that the optimal turbulence attiom by a sampled AO system is a
problem that can be fully addressed in discrete-time. Dadifor any continuous-time variable
X(t) its discrete-time counterpatt as:

Al -KAT

AT T X(t)dt, 1)

the optimal performance criterion comes down to minimizimgdiscrete-time criterion:
= lim = z e @)

This equivalence is independent from the control solutard while this result has been
demonstrated assuming infinite dynamics of the DM (instaatas response) in [16], Correia
has also extended it to the case of non negligible DM dynamif&0].

As a conclusion, in the following we will consider the optineaterion defined by Eql{2),
and we will consider for that a discrete-time control probléNe will thus assume that the
WES is linear and provides a measuremgrdf the incoming wavefrong, integrated over the
frame periodAT, plus additional noise through the relation:

Yk = D@1+ W, 3

where D is a linear operator accounting for the WFS measutenfehe phase andy is a
discrete zero-mean Gaussian measurement white noiséd-sake of simplicity, we will also
assume that the DM is linear, has no dynamics and can be bleddy its influence matrix N
(the abscence of DM dynamics is clearly an optimistic hypsit, though valid in most current
AO systems: the impact of DM dynamics in the proposed comstbeme is beyond the scope
of this paper and should be addressed in the future). lt®ction over a frame periodT is
constant (due to the ZOH) and is therefore equal to:

@' = Nug1. (4)

A two-frame delay AO system is thus considered as describ&ei 2.

Now, the AO control problem of minimizing the discrete-timriterion (Eq. [2)) in order to
provide the optimal AO correction of the incoming turbulamtvefrontg™'(t) finds its solution
using the stochastic separation theoréni [17]. In a first, skepturbulent phase is estimated.
The solution to this stochastic minimum-variance estiorafiroblem finds its expression in a
KF. Then, the estimated phase is projected onto the mirspege with a simple least-square
solution. The overall control scheme is thus a typical LQ@uiator.



2.2. Mathematical formulation for a classical AO system
By using the structure of the LQG control and the associatEcd&scribed in[[16, 18], the
turbulent phase'" can be defined on a zonal or a modal basis,»anthe state vector at time
k, contains 2 occurences of this turbulent phase and 2 ocoesaf the voltagesy:
T
Xe=( (T ()T (we)T (w2 ) (5)

Thestationarystochastic linear state-space model can be defined witk thesequations:

Xkr1 = A X X+ B x ug+ v

Yk = C X Xy + W.

The first equation characterizes the dynamics of the tunbplease described for instance by a
first-order Auto-Regressive (AR 1) model (a higher order A8del could be also considered):

(6)

Awr 0 0 O 0 Id
d 0 0 O 0 0

Xe+1 = 0 0 0 0 Xk + 1d Uk + 0 Vk- (7)
0 0 1Id O 0 0

The vectoruy contains the voltages that are applied on the DM. The vegt® a zero-mean
white Gaussian model noise. The second equation is thewatiger equation:

Yk=[0 D 0 —DxN]xc+W (8)

The vectoly contains the measurements of the residual pige= ¢/ — ¢S°". As we wrote

in section 2.1, the estimation part can be separated frocottieeol part. The optimal contrai

can be obtained by separately solving a deterministic obpitoblem and a stochastic minimum
variance estimation problem. In Eff] (5), the state vexgtancludes control voltages, but these
components do not need estimation. Thus, in the following,wectorx, containsonly the 2
occurences of the tubulent phase. The synkb/dt denotesanalysisor updateand the symbol

k / k-1 denotedorecastor prediction In the linear Gaussian case, the optimal solution of the
update estimate of the turbulent phggd¥ is given by a KF:

Kie/k = Rie/k—1 + H(Yk = Yie/i—1) 9)
wherey k1 = C x X/k—1, and with the update estimation error covariance matrix:
Tk = (1d = HC1p)Zy k1, (10)
and the Kalman gain:
Hi = Zyk_1C1 (C1Zk1CL + Zw) 4 (11)

> is the measurement noise covariance matrix@nid an extracted matrix from C, defined by
Ci= [0 D] . The prediction estimate, at time k, is simply obtained wjth, = A%k Where
Awr O
id 0
covariance matrix is calulated through the Discrete AlgabRiccati matrix Equation (DARE):

Sk = A1k 1AT — AtHC k1AL + (12)

whereZ, is the model noise covariance matrix. The deterministidrabproblem is simply
solved through a least-squares projection of the predin:llmﬂ;ezﬁﬁ‘fl/k (upper part o1 /x)
onto the DM'’s space. With a basic KF implementation, we mabtesthe DARE in order to
calculate this Kalman gaidy [16//18]. As we defined a stationary model, all the matricebef
state-space model are time-constant during the obsemvaitid the asymptotic formulation of
the KF is applied without loss of optimality: the Kalman gé&irihen precalculated with an off-
line computation by solving the DARE, which gives the asyotiptKalman gain fy = He).

A; is an extracted matrix from A, defined By = . The prediction estimation error



2.3. LQG limitations for AO systems on ELTs

LQG has proved to provide efficient control and improved perfance compared to other
control solutions in the numerical simulations as well athmexperimental validations. Since
the very first works in AQ[[b], various developments have baéeme in classical AQ[15,19,20]
and in wide field tomographic AQ[18,119,121]22]. Experimémgdidations in laboratory have
been also carried out both in AQI[6./18] and MCAQI[15, 23], wHist validations on sky
[7.[24]25] provided good demonstration of performance.

Nevetherless this control solution suffers from variounsitiations, the major one being the
computational complexity, especially in the non-statigrfeamework.

2.3.1. Numerical cost and computational complexity witdtishary models

As recalled in introduction, brute force implementatio . §fG is prohibitive in terms of com-
putational complexity. As a consequence, reduction of adatnal cost of KF-based control
solution has drawn much work in the recent years. For instaRoyneer [26] has proposed
the use of Fourier decomposition of atmospheric turbulemzkthe statistical independence
of the Fourier modes to define a mode-by-mode regulator. Aaii§B is used. This approach
benefits naturally from mode decoupling (sparsity) and iptesparallelization leading to com-
putation speed up. Correia [27] improved the off-line cotation of the Kalman gain and real
time operations by replacing MVM by spectral iterative nueth with sparse approximation of
the turbulence covariance matrix which avoids the resmfutif the DARE. Massion[[28] pro-
posed the Distributed Kalman Filter (DKF), which approxtesthe Kalman gain by assuming
the telescope pupil as the cropped version of an infiniteesjzhase screen. The method is
based on a Fourier transform that is used to decompose aitarfitler system into an in-
finite set of low, finite-order ones. Fourier transform isdises an off-line tool to accelerate
Kalman gain computation, but on-line computation is alspriowed by sparsity in a zonal rep-
resentation of phase. Gilles compares in [4] the performamcl costs of two computationally
efficient Fourier based tomographic wavefront reconsimacilgorithms, the DKF and the iter-
ative Fourier Domain Preconditioned Conjugate Gradientlmaed with a Pseudo-Open-Loop
Control, showing very good performance of DKF and an act#@teomputational burden. At
the end, most of these solutions tends to propose a dragtictien of the numerical complexity
which become®(n x log(n)).

2.3.2. Dealing with non-stationary turbulence

LQG (but also control approaches that do rely on turbuletatestics models) is usually or sys-
tematically derived in a time-invariant framework: thetiutlence model and the system models
(WFS, DM responses) are considered as time-invariant. Uitimient model is usually pre-
defined and the model matrices are usually derived fromin&ion gathered on the spot right
before observatiori [7], or deduced from global statistidsis leads obviously to significant
simplifications, both in formalism and computation: in ji@artar, one can compute an asymp-
totic Kalman gain, as mentioned before, which significangiguces the real-time complexity
of LQG. This is also motivated by a pragmatic trade-off betweaccuracy and efficiency: the
goal is to provide good performance with simple enough modékurbulence, thus usually
mentioned as control-oriented models. Solutions mentidgméhe previous section in order to
speed up off-line and on-line computations rely on a timexiiant framework.

While we can expect system models to present slow time gaalor at least predictible),
this can not be said about turbulence models as turbuleatstisis (seeing conditions, aver-
age wind profile ...) clearly evolve over time. Then, one cansider updating the turbulence
models, once in a while, based either on dedicated instrtsw&fiormation (seeing monitor) or
real-time data as it is already performed on the SPHERE A@syfor Tip-tilt control [24,29].



In the latter case, closed-loop data are directly used ttiiggoeriodically the turbulent Tip-tilt
models as well as possible vibrations. The resulting ifieation is used to update the Kalman
models and control solution. However, this implies a fultlafe of turbulence models and re-
computation of the Kalman gain, as well as correct manageafearansitions[[25]. While this
is affordable on limited-dimensional systems such as SFEHEBnsidering large scale AO sys-
tems comes to a dead-end. Recent developments of fast catioputf Kalman gain[[27, 28]
may provide an interesting way out.

However time-invariant system is not a prerequisite, ametvariant LQG can also be de-
rived similarly: in the second case, the turbulent modelrites are time-variant, and conse-
guently the Kalman gain computation can not be precomputethe by convergence of the
DARE (Eqg. [12)). Therefore, it must be computed at each stesdb on the current values of
the turbulent model and system matrices through Eqg$. (1d){BE2). Of course this situation
leads to an unsuperable computational complexity as wetb @lse problem of defining, on
every other steps, these time-evolving matrices. Thusgeeiibg turbulence models identifi-
cation and update within the control scheme, without sigaift increase of computational cost
while ensuring performance, still represents an unredet@iaal.

The Local ETKF-based solution aims both at proposing a tiaréant KF-based control
solution and a reduced complexity, benefiting from the msidally parallel algorithm.

3. The ETKF: large scale systems adaptation and non-stati@ry models possibility

Although the LQG approach for AO systems with a stationarydeidas been successfully
implemented on 4-8 m class telescopes, a similar implertientaith non-stationary mod-
els is not possible for complex AO systems on ELTS. The magason is the transition to
very high-dimensional systems when explicit storage andipudation with theoretical covari-
ance matrices are not possible. In the KF-based method #rertwo difficulties in inverting
(Clzk/k,chJrZW) in Eq. (I1). The first one is the size: it ispax p matrix (p is the number
of measurements). For complex AO systems on ELTSs, it can siyan compute the inverse
whenp = O(10°). The second one is the fact that this matrix will be ill-cdiwtied and it may
be extremely difficult to accurately evaluate its invershisTsituation led us to adapt a new
method for large scale AO systems with non-stationary ngodel

3.1. Mainideas and mathematical formulation

The original Ensemble Kalman Filter (EnKF) method is basedhe KF's Egs.[(B) and (10),
except that the Kalman gain (E@._{11)) is calculated fromcinariance matrices provided by
an ensemble aihodel statesit is a Monte Carlo method [30, 81]. A fixed numbarof model
states of the turbulent phase on the whole pupil of the tefescomposes the members of the
ensemble2” = {x!;...;x™}, and by integrating it foward in time, it is possible to cd#te the
empirical estimation error covariance matrices with tHefeing statistical estimator:

>=7xZ" with Z=[x'-—%.;x"—x/vVm—1, (13)

wherex = m Z X is the mean of the ensemble’s members Znd called the matrix of the

anomalies To be preciseZy 1 is the prediction anomalies matrix ai@ y is the update
anomalies matrix. In other words, the prediction estinkfg 1 (respectlvely the update es-
timateX,) of the turbulent phase is given by the mean of thenembers of the ensemble
Zk/k-1 (respectivelyZy ). All these members will constitute together a cloud of p®in the
state space and the spreading of this ensemble charasttreerediction error variances by
Tik1 = Zik-1 X Z[/kfl (respectively the update error variancesRy = Z x Zg/k).
However, in this EnKF formulation, it has been shown the rieedid in the measurements



some perturbations (random variables calculated fromtahliion with a covariance matrice
equal toZ,,: for more details see [30]), but this use of 'pertubated mesments’ introduces
sampling errors that reduce the update covariance matixacy.

Another variant has been developed in order to form the @pelasemble?;  determin-
istically, avoiding part of the sampling noise. In partaulthe update estimation is not given
by the mearx, of the m members (model states) of this ensembdlgy, but directly by the
estimatex . from the KF Eq.[(®). In the following, we present this detemisiic algorithm for
transforming the prediction ensemb#, _; into an update ensembl@y : it is called the
Ensemble Transform Kalman Filter (ETKF).

For the initial prediction ensemble, one can simply g = {x%/o; ...;xrln/o} ={0;...;0}.

3.1.1. The update step

The ETKF-based method doesn’t explicitly calculate the igicad covariance matrices, but
transforms prediction anomali&g,_; into update anomaliez by an Ensemble Transform
Matrix (ETM) Ty with the relation:

Zk = Zik-1 % Tk, (14)

such that the empirical prediction covariance mafiix _; and the empirical update covariance
matrix 2y, defined by Eq.[(213), both match the theoretical Egs. (10)(@@yl There are dif-
ferent solutions for the ETMj and following the mathematical approach(inl[32-35], a gaher
form that satisfies Eqd._(1L0) add {11), and Eg$.(13) ad i&4),

Te=[ld+ (CoZii-1)" % Tyt x (C1Zi1)] Y2 (15)

We emphasize that, in this study, we assume the measurepisataovariance matrixy, to
be a stricly positive diagonal matrix (no correlation bedwelifferent subapertures). Given the
Eigen Value Decomposition (EVD) of the matrix46(C1Z/x_1) 2" (C1Zy /1) Whose size
is mx m, the solution for the ETM can be obtained with this relation:

Te=Qex M 2 x QL (16)
where the orthogonal matri® contains the normalized eigenvectors of the: m matrix in
the square brackets of Eq. {15) and the diagonal matfixontains the eigenvalues of the
EVD. Since Id+ (clzk/k,l)Tzvpl(clzk/k,l) is a positive definite real symmetric matrix, its
eigenvalues are real, strictly positive and its eigenwsaoe orthogonal.

Both prediction and update covariance matrices belongegsdime linear subspace spanned
by the ensemble prediction anomalgg,_;. A distinguishing feature of the update anomalies
Zy )k produced by the ETKF is that they are orthogonal under theriproduct (defining also
a Euclidian norm)< z;|z, >= z] C]5,,1C1z,. However, we have to notice that no more than
m-— 1 independent update anomalies are generated from thessigmrén Eq.[(IB) because the
sum of them prediction anomalies (columns @f 1) is equal to zero: therefore, the rank of
the empirical covariance matric2g_; andz is equal to at mosn— 1.

Actually, in this update scheme with the ETKF-based coraw| the Eq.[(P) of the update
estimateq with the Kalman gairy given by Eq.[(I), is completely transformed by using the
anomalies matrixy _; and the ETMT with the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury identity (see

Appendix A). AsZ,, is a strictly positive diagonal matrix, it is straightfowigo calculaté{vl/ 2,
Let us define the vect@noy = Z\Tvl/z(yk —Vigk—1) whereyy y 1 = C1 X Rgjk-1 — DIN x Uy,
and the matrixg;; = z;vl/zclzk/k,l, the expression for the update estimate is therefore:

)A(k/k =X/k-1T Zk/kflsgz(Snov— S:szrngI&TzSnov)- 17)



The matrix of themmembers of the update ensemiigy is obtained with:

Xik = VM—1x Zy e+ [Rijics -3 Rl - (18)
3.1.2. The prediction step
In order to obtain each of the members of the prediction ensemble, we have to compute:

Xk = A1 X X +Vgr  (for  1<i<m), (19)

wherev, is a zero-mean random Gaussian vector characterising tielmoise (with a
covariance matrice equal &,). The prediction estimatg 1 is given by the mean of the
members of the prediction ensemblg 1« and the prediction anomalies matiy, 1 is still
given by the expression of Eq_{13).

3.2. Theoretical numerical complexity with non-stationarodels

Let us noten, the dimension of the state vectar and p, the dimension of the observation
vectoryy in Eg. [3). In order to determine the theoretical numericatavith anon-stationary
turbulence model, we have to calculate the total number dfi@lMVM computed during the
update step and the prediction step. Actually, the sigmficamputational cost of the ETKF
method is the update step. It can be proved (Appendix B) kiatdsultant theoretical cost is:

O(m?+n? x (n+p)), (20)

which is therefore linear over and p with a proportional factor equal tw?. It will actually
depend on the relative magnitudes of the parametensaandp. With this ETKF-based method,
it is numerically more efficient if the value ofiremains smaller than the valuesroandp.

3.3. ETKF limitations for AO systems on ELTs

In the ETKF-based method, there are two related limitat[B6%by using an ensemble with
members for the calculations of empirical covariance masrivith Eqs [(13) and (14).

The first limitation is the model space dimension of the fisi# ensemble?Z” much lower
than the one on the whole pupil of the telescope. If the enkerib hasm members, then
the empirical prediction covariance matricgsgy_, describe uncertainty only in then— 1)-
dimensional subspace spanned by the ensemble. The glatzkupill allow adjustments to the
system state only in this subspace which is usually rathel smmpared to the total dimension
of the model space on the whole pupil of the telescope. As dl smsemble has few degrees
of freedom available to represent estimation errors, thison leads to sampling errors and
a loss of accuracy with an underestimation of the true camag matrices. Thus, these empir-
ical covariance matrices calculated from thenembers will not be able to match the model
rank (the effective number of degrees of freedom of the njad#éss this number of members
increases considerably: this leads to an extremely higbrétieal numerical complexity and
no possibility of a realistic implementation on ELTs. Theadis therefore to perforhocally
all the updates so that, with different linear combinatiohthe ensemble members in various
domains, the global update explores a much higher dimealspace.

The second (though related) limitation is the spuriousadations over long spatial distances
produced by a limited size ensemis?é. The empirical covariance matrices are calculated with
the statistical estimator (Ed._(13)) where the ensentblef model states is considered as a
statistical ensemble and the models (turbulence, WFSre.ingperfect. Therefore, the corre-
lation calculations from the ensemble sample assign nomzdues to correlations between
variables separated by a large distance (compared to the farameter), which leads again



to an underestimation of the true covariance matrices.ritbeashown that variances of these
spurious random correlations decrease when the numbermbers increases: however, it is
not suitable for an implementation on ELTSs. The idea is tedrine the system'’s characteristic
correlation distance, and then perform agdairally so that thdocal updateshould ignore en-
semble correlations for distances larger than this cdroglaistance/length (which is not equal
torg).

4. The Local ETKF : an intrinsically parallel algorithm

In the previous section, we have described two related shmihgs with the ETKF-based con-
trol law, which lead to underestimate the theoretical ciavare matrices. In order to overcome
these drawbacks, we have proposed the necessity to useulpdales. Thus, a new version
called the Local ETKH[34,37] has been developed using domecomposition and localiza-
tions. There are two common localization methods in the Ebk&ed approaches. The first
one is the Local Analysis (LA): the local update is perfornegglicitly by considering only
the measurements from a local region surrounding the lamakdh by building a virtual local
spatial window. This is equivalent to setting ensemble aal@s outside a local window to zero
during the update. The second one is the Covariance LotializgZL) where the local update
is performed implicitly: the prediction covariance magscare tapered by a Schur-product with
a distance-based correlation matrix. It increases theaétile modified covariance matrix and
masks spurious correlations between distant state veleioreats. As the two methods yield
very similar results[38], we present in this section the t#us, the idea of the Local ETKF is
to split up the pupil of the telescope into various local dore@n which all calculations of the
update step are performed independently.

4.1. Description of the update step

In order to understand the principles of the Local ETKF, etake the following example with
a 16 m diameter telescope: Fig. 3 shows the locations of tle aetuators (blue dots) on the
pupil sampled by a 32 32 SH-WFS with a Fried geometry: therefore, each squarebateaen

4 valid actuators represents a subaperture. In the follpwire describe the Local ETKF-based
control law on azonalbasis: the turbulent phase is estimatedhe location®f all DM’s actu-
ators. In this example, the domain decomposition is madé ¢f&l) estimation subpartitions,

Fig. 3. Partition of the actuators domains on a 16 m telespapé with a 32<32 SH-WFS.

called thelocal domains each of them is composed by a fixed number of actuators. Burin
the update step, for each local domain, a local update dstifnaade up of all estimations
on the actuators’ locations in this local domain) is perfechtocally from the measurements
coming only from the connecteabservation regiorimade up of all subaperturéscluding
andsurroundingthe local domain). For instance, the observation regioraueements region)
connected to the red central local domain (estimation dojigihe green one.

With the Local ETKF-based method, only the update step \nélrgye: oreach local domain



there is anndependentipdate. Therefore, this update step scheme enables higfaliigd com-
putations of markedly less data.

We emphasize that it is essential to avoid as far as possiftemtinuities between two
neighboring local updates coming from two different locahthins. To be precise, the two re-
sults of two update estimates coming from two nearby actsato the border of two different
local domains have to be similar. This can be ensured by ahgssnilar sets of observations
for neighboring actuators, i.e. by taking two overlappibgervation sets coming from two dif-
ferent neighboring local regions. Moreover it is necessaryave a smoothed localization by
gradually increasing the uncertainty assigned to the oasens until beyond a certain distance
they have infinite uncertainty and therefore no influences Tan be done by multiplying (in
Eq. (22) hereafter) the square root inverse of the measuntenaése covariance matrix by a
decreasing function (from one to zero) as the distance obliservations from the center of
the local observation region increases [37, 38].

4.2. Basic mathematical formulation of the Local ETKF

We introduce a new notation where a tilde denotes the localare of the corresponding vari-
able. For exampleZ, ,_, means théocal prediction anomalies used for a giviertal domain
d; Yk means théocal measurements from thecal observation region including and surround-
ing a givenlocal domain d. In order to facilitate the understanding, we gige ¢he size of
each local variable obtained in the calculations. Thessfwe use the new variablag andpy,
which are defined as and p: they are respectively the dimension of the local stateorestd
the dimension of the corresponding local measurement venta local domain d

Thus, for the update step, @ach local domain dwe have to determinedependentlgach
local updatex, by computing:

X1 (gl)  and  Zgep o (ng,m) (21)

Sinov = 2w (% ~Vk1)  (pael)  and  Sy= %0CiZg 1 (pam) (22)
EVD of (Id+S,xS2) — Q¢ (mm) and T, (mm) (23)

Rk = Rk 1+ Zik 150 Snov— Sez X Qul  1QF X SySnow)  (Na, 1) (24)
Xk = VM—1x Z 1 X ékfil/zémkr + R Rl (ng,m). (25)

With the concatenation of all those small matrioﬂé<§k, we can finally compute the update
members matrix .

Then, the prediction step is computghbbally on the whole pupil (as it is done with the
ETKF in section 3.1.2): the computation of ttmpredicition members (Ed.{119)) for the predic-
tion matrix X, 1k, the prediction estimatg, 1 x and the prediction anomalies matéy; ; .

For the sake of understanding the ability of this algoritorhandle non-stationary behaviors,
each local update estimate (Eg.J(24)) can be rewritten bpifiag Snov (to the right):

Rk = R+ Hiox Te— Vi 1) with  Hi = Ziop 1 SL(1 - §cz@;':lzl(j-krATz)Fivivl/z (26)

whereH, is called the local Kalman gain on the local domain d. Witts thaiist expression,
we can clearly see that all local Kalman gains are computeidgleachupdate step, without
the need to resolve a DARE. Therefore, we can have a nomssayi command with small
modifications of the matricé(/k,l andX,: there will be far fewer transitional issues than what
happens with the LQG command and the full recomputationl @ioaitrol matrices. Moreover,
during the prediction step, by using a (to be defined) ideatifbn procedure, we can update
the AR model (matrice8; andZ,) and take into account this modification with Hg.](19).



4.3. Theoretical numerical complexity with non-statiabamodels

Let us notenmax the largest value of the dimensiong of all local update estimates on all
local domains, angmnaxthe largest value of the dimensiopg of all observation vectors on all
observation regions. With the Local ETKF, we have to distisg two computational costs.
The theoretical cost of the update stapeach local domaiis: O(m? 4 M x (Nmax+ Pmax) )-
This complexity is again linear ove¥nax and pmax With a proportional factor equal twf. We
emphasize that the values Bfax and pmax can be significantly smaller thamand p when
the pupil of the telescope has been split up into many suitipad: therefore, by using the
result given in Appendix B.1, the total number of operationgach local domain can be much
smaller. Moreover, it will only depend on the size of the saittiions (number of actuators) and
not on the diameter of the telescope (see table 1 in sect8)nActually this total number of
operations will depend on the relative magnitudesofimax and pmaxWhich are determined by
an optimal trade-off between the size of the local domahes size of the observation regions
and the expected image quality (see the various simulaithosection 5.2).
For the prediction step, the theoretical cosO$m x n).

A key point is that both the calculations during the updage sind the prediction step can be
easely parallelized, which considerably speeds up theitligofor AO systems on ELTs (see
discussion in section 5.3).

4.4. Local phase estimation and differential pistons issue

One particular consequence of the Local ETKF approach iglifferential pistons issue. In-
deed, as described in section 4.1, we perform a partitiomefpupil of the telescope into
various local domains, on which one local update estimatkeofurbulence phase will be pro-
duced. Afterwards, one global update estimate (for eachbeemf the ensemble) and only
one global prediction estimate are performed orvthelepupil. Turbulence continuity from a
local domain to its neighbors, is ensured to some extentdrotterlapping of the observation
regions, that includes for each connected local domairsih®unding subapertures. However
this continuity does not extend to piston which is not meadiny the WFS.

In other words, turbulence estimation on local domainsstopi-free, which mearngso facto
that a piston continuity issue will arise when combiningladal update estimates of the tur-
bulent phase. In order to calculate these differentiabpistand to remove them, we have now
implemented a first effective and fast algorithm inside tk®l8op, using a least-squares based
method, which globally minimizes the local discontinwstend ensure phase continuity on the
whole pupil.

Though straightforward, this algorithm allows improvirigrsficantly the Local ETKF per-
formance (see section 5.1). However, this algorithm doéyebtake into account the noise
propagation at the level of turbulence phase estimatiahttaus the influences on local pistons.
Of course, this is a foreseen improvement, that could simgdfyon a regularized least-square
method, taking advantage of our knowledge of phase estimaittcuracy, embedded in the
empirical update estimation error covariance matrix givgi .

5. First simulation results with a classical AO system (D = 16n)

In order to validate some of the items discussed in sectioasd34, we have implemented
the three previous control laws (based on the KF, the ETKFthad ocal ETKF) under the
OOMAO Matlab environment[39] and we have also developed@penMP parallelized ver-
sion. For this Single Conjugate AO (SCAQ) system simulgtige consider a 16 m diameter
telescope (without central obscuration) with ax®2 microlenses S-H WFS. Only the sub-
apertures with a surface enlightened more than 50 % aredsmesi and the number of valid
subapertures is 812 that megms- 1624. The linear response of the S-H WFS is emulated by



a matrix which calculates differences of the phase in twedlions at the edges of each sub-
aperture[[18,28]. The AO system works in a closed-loop att$20There is a two-frame delay
between measurement and correction. We assume that the Bhhastantaneous response
and the coupling factor of the actuators is 0.3. Using a zbasis, the phase is estimated only
on the actuators’ locations and the number of valid actsaso877 that means= 1754.

The criterion used in the comparisons is the coherent endefiyned byEqon = exp(—02s),
whereo2, is the temporal mean of the spatial variances of the resjshasep'es.

The loss of performance (in %) with the Local ETKF is calcethby using the optimal
solution given by the KF:

loss= (EXF, — ELOCAIETKF) /EKE 100 (27)

For the simulation of the atmosphere, we consider a Von Karnmdulence with a station-
ary modelirg = 0.525 m (at 1.654/m), Lo = 25 m,A = 1.654um (for both WFS’s and
observation’s wavelengths). Using Taylor's hypothesiscan generate a superimposition of 3
turbulent phase screen layers moving atm$?!, 12.5ms ™! and 15ms 1, with a relativeC?
profile of 0.5, 0.17 and 0.33 respectively. Phase screergeserated on a 32820 grid, with
10x 10 points per each subaperture: the correction phase isfthherobtained by multiplying
the prediction estimate on the actuators’ locations witinflnence matrix of the DM.

For the turbulence temporal model in the KF, in the ETKF anthimm Local ETKF-based
control laws, we have choserfiest order Auto-Regressive model (AR1)[16]18]. Each value
of the coherent energy has been calculated with severalagions of 5000 iterations (10 sec).

5.1. Convergences of the ETKF and the Local ETKF to the KF

The mathematical convergence of the Ensemble Kalman $thiehe Kalman Filter in the limit
for large ensembles has been provedin [40] for linear fateTadels.
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Fig. 4. Convergences of the ETKF and the Local ETKF perforreario the KF.

Therefore, the first step is to obtain this theoretical tesith the simulations for the ETKF:
it was done with one given value of noise variance equal td4 B&d for which the KF gives
a coherent energy equal to 88.5 %. In Fig. 4, each curve dgheesdherent energy loss in %
between the performance obtained with a control law (ETKEawal ETKF on a 25 domains
partition without removing orby removing differential pistons) and the one given by the KF.
This loss depends on the number of members and decreasa® wwtmn the value of in-
creases. The performance provided by the Local ETtRout removingdifferential pistons
(red dashed curve) is better than the one provided by the HiriFa given number of mem-
bers ¢ 626). Indeed, concerning the phase estimation with thelLEETKF, there is a problem



of reattachment between the various local domains disdussection 4.4: as the local update
estimates of the turbulent phase are done separately onaeatldomain, we have to take into
account the differential pistons and to reconstruct theeephase estimate on the whole pupil
of the telescope with all these various small turbulent plestimates.

As the red solid curve shows, once differential piston hanbemoved with our first least-
squares based method, the coherent energy loss compahettheviKF is always lower than 4
% for numbers of members greater than 100. With only 122 merttiie loss is already about
3.5 % on a 25 domains partition (see also Fig. 5).

5.2. Performance of the Local ETKF with different partitsoof the pupil of the telescope

The second step is to study different kinds of partitionstaed influences on the performances
for a fixed value of noise variance. Figure 5 shows the colemergy losses (compared with
the KF) obtained with the Local ETKF in the case of five kindpaftitions and various values
of members in the ensemble. As already shown in Fig. 4, fovangpartition, the larger is the
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number of members, the smaller is the loss of performanddeisame wayor a fixed value
of membersthe larger is the number of subpartitions (or the smalldrésnumber of actuators
per local domain), the smaller is the loss of performanceoiitfirms the specific problems of
the ETKF explained in section 3.3 and the solution given eyltbcal ETKF. The localization
improves the efficiency of the ETKF-based approach becdiusity the ensemble needs only
to encompass the uncertainty within each of the small looaiains (with small numbers of
degrees of freedom), and secondly the spurious long-ramgelations produced by a limited
ensemble size are removed. What is also important in thiglaiion with a 16 m telescope, is
that we can choose a partition of the pupil, for which the lofsgerformance is less than 3%:
for example with the % 9 partition and a number of members equal to 101 (it will be &ige
with a larger number of subpartitions or a larger number ofriers).

The third step is to study the influence on the performancdifterent values of noise vari-
ance with a fixed number of members (m = 101). Let us recall ithatrder to remove the
differential pistons, our first least-squares based medoedn’t take into account the measure-
ment error covariance. Of course, for a given partition, i@ noise variance increases, the
loss of performance increases too. Nevertheless, as Filgowss the larger is the number of
subpartitions, the smaller is the loss of performance whembise variance increases. More-
over, for the 9« 9 partition (with a maximum of 16 actuators per local domgim rosbustness
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of the Local ETKF compared to the KF seems to be very good fargelrange of noise vari-
ance, while the correction of the differential pistons carstill improved.

Compared performance along the time for the KF and the LoT&FEs proposed in Fig.
7 for various kinds of partitions. This figure shows that cengence speed and stability of the
Local ETKF is very similar to the KF. It underlines once mohnattincreasing the number of
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subpartitions allows to reduce the loss of performance @watgpwith the KF and that a very
small difference in performance is brought going from:a®to a 17x 17 partitions.

5.3. First speed-tests for a parallel implementation

The complexity given in section 4.3 is only theoretical. Wanivto evaluate the performance of
a real parallel implementation of this intrinsically paehblgorithm based on the Local ETKF:
therefore, we made some runtime tests in order to demoashat this method could be used
for a 40 m telescope with a frequency up to 500 Hz using nowadasnputers.

Let us consider the 16 m telescope for which the loss of cothergeergy compared with the



KF is less than 3 % with the @ 9 partition (total of 69 domains) and 101 members. In the
case of a 40 m telescope with a 880 SH-WFS (and the sanmg), by keeping local domains
with the same maximum number of actuators, we can reach fsitoherent energy loss with
the same number of members (m = 101). For the 16 m telescopéheit9x 9 partition, there
is no more than 16 actuators per domain. For the 40 m telesaopeder to have no more
than 16 actuators per domain, we must take & 21 partition (total of 373 domains). In this
AO configuration, our numerical simulations have confirnteat the loss of coherent energy
is indeed less than 3%. Each cycle of the AO loop has 3 stdghedbcal updates (calculated
independently on each local domain), the prediction and#haulation of voltagesy.

Therefore, we propose to consider a multi-core architediingle computer or computation
cluster), where each core is assigned to only one local doara performs the local update
computations. By using the results of Table 3 and Table 4 ipehglix B, Table 1 gives the
theoretical numbers of floating-point operations during oycle of the AO loop.

Table 1. Numbers of operations with m = 101 during one cycliefAO loop.
D n p Partition | Nmax | Pmax Update Prediction Uk
(m) (1 domain)
16 | 1754 | 1624 9x%x9 32 | 128 | 7.65x10° | 0.71x 10° | 0.76x 10°
40 | 10370 | 10048| 21x21 | 32 | 128 | 7.65x10° | 419x 10° | 6.56x 10°

Table 2 gives real speed-tests with a first version of our @feparallelized code: we used a
workstation with two Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2680 v2 CPUs (1atb20 cores). We have measured
the time required for calculating, the update step for ocalldomain by using only one core,
the prediction step by using all the 20 cores and the voltagby using also all the 20 cores.

Table 2. Runtime (in msec) with m = 101 during one cycle of ti@I|éop.

D | Partition | Update for 1 domain  Prediction Uy Total
(m) (using 1 core) (using 20 cores) (using 20 cores

16 9x9 0.94 0.14 0.1 1.18
40 | 21x21 0.94 0.7 1 2.64

In the AO configuration on a 16 m telescope, we have only 69 dmnalowadays we can
have a single computer with 120 cores@@-cores CPUSs) similar to the cores in our test work-
station. Table 2 shows that, with this kind of single comp@téhich has more cores than the
number of requested domains), our algorithm needs a totall& ms for one cycle of the AO
loop. Therefore, we can easely implement and use our atgoritith a 500 Hz frequency for
the AO loop. For the AO configuration on a 40 m telescope, th@son is not basically dif-
ferent: there are many more local domains, but during theigpstep, computations on each
local domain take exactly the same time as in the 16 m casetiffigerequired for the pre-
diction step and they calculation became not negligible: however both of thesemaations
(prediction estimate& 1 and voltagesi) are rather well scalable with a larger number of
cores. Right now, we cannot have a single computer with sg/roares (373), and we have to
consider computation cluster which implies additionalgifor communication stage between
the update step and the prediction step. On our computaltisitec with infiniBand 4x QDR
network, this communication stage take® msec. However the last generation of infiniBand
(12x EDR) is claimed to be almost 10 times faster, which mdkaes for communication
reasonable small and a real implementation on a 40 m telestpevable.



6. Conclusion

We have presented a new control law, the Local ETKF, basedeob®G approach, a KF adap-
tation with localizations for large-scale AO systems aral dissumption of a perfect DM dy-
namics. The advantages of this proposed method are signifigestly, as all the local Kalman
gains can be calculated with empirical covariance matatesch cycle of the AO loop, it en-
ables to deal with non-stationary behaviors (turbulend®ations). Secondly, as the structure
of this algorithm is intrinsically parallel, its implemetion on ELTs can easily be done on
a parallel architecture (CPUs/GPUs cluster) with a redwoedputational cost: let us remind
that the complexity of the update step does not depend oridheeter of the telescope but only
on the maximum number of actuators per each local domairgchagignificantly speeds up the
algorithm. The more subpartitions in the pupil of the tetgss, the better is the performance,
both in terms of coherent energy and of runtime. In our sithutg with a Von Karman turbu-
lence and a SCAO system with an adequate partition of thd,fhpiloss of coherent energy
compared with the optimal solution given by the KF can be thas 3 %. We have presented
numerical simulations in the case of a SCAO system with an ARdulence model on a zonal
basis, but we can already extend this method with an AR2 mBdethe runtime tests we have
already developed an OpenMP parallelized version, but ealap currently working on a new
version with GPUs on the COMPASS platform[41].

In the short-term, there are different points to study morésdtails. The first one is the influ-
ence of the turbulence charateristics on the size of thé tdiservation regions which reflects
the distance, called the localization length, over whiahdbrrelations calculated with the en-
semble’s members are not meaningful. In the same way, wetaesdluate the influence of the
spider arms on the choice of the subpartitions on the pupi®telescope. In order to resolve
the problem of differential pistons, we have to improve aastfleast-squares based method
by taking into account the error covariance matrices. ThHenrobustness of the Local ETKF
must be also studied when the parameters of the turbuleraceyehWe must indeed estimate
the impact of the turbulence model error (wind speed, tentee profileLo), first in absence
of turbulence model update. Then, assuming some turbulandel identification and update,
one shall consider the gain brought by this non-stationanjgrol solution, its stability and the
speed of convergence.

In the long-term, we have of course to demonstrate the gatemtf the Local ETKF in the
case of wide field tomographic AO and to consider the extensidimited DM dynamics. Af-
terwards, two other important aspects already developgedaphysics must be also explored
in AO. The first one is when the operator C in Eg. (6) is nondinEl2]. The EnKF-based
method does not require a linearized model, an advantagealm&F-based method, and this
could be very suitable for non-linear WFS. The second onledgbssibility of asynchronous
observations assimilation [37,143], for the multi-rateecasthe prospect of Natural Guide Star
and Laser Guide Star wavefront sensing for wide field tomag@AO.

Appendix A: Mathematical expression of the update estimate  for the ETKF

For computational reasons, it is better to change the @igxpression of the update estimate
%/k in Eq. (9) by using the following version of the Sherman-Mgon-Woodbury identity:

UxUT+sxsSht=(shHT{st-(stu)d+ (s )T (s ) Y(stu)Ts ). (28)
By replacing the two expressions from Eqs.](11) (13) in(E)y we obtain:

Rk = X1+ Zik-1Zix1C1 (C1Zuk-1Zdx 1C1+Zw) (Ve = Vi1)- (29)



We can notdJ = C1Zy 1 and asZy, is a strictly positive diagonal matrix, we can note

S= Z&/Z which is very easy to compute and to invert. By using the mmatU and S, we
can identify (C1Zx_1Z] . ,C] + Zw) * as the left-hand side of EJ._(28) and by using the
right-hand side of Eq[{28) in Ed. (R9), we can obtain a newesgion fon

. —1/2 _12, o _1/2
Xie/k = Risk-1+ Zek-1(Zw / C1Zik-1) {Zw Py — Yk/k-1) — Zw / C1Zy k1%

_ _ 3 B (30)

Id+ (20" *CaZii 1) (0 2z D)) HEw 2 CrZign 1) T2 (= Vi 1) }-

Let us define the vect&@noy = Z\,T,l/z(yk —yk/k,l) and the matrix&.; = z;vl/zclzk/k,l, then
Eq. (30) becomes:

Rk = X1+ Zisk- 1S Sinov— Sezl1d + S8z S, Snov}- (31)

By using the EVD of the matrixld 4+ SL,S.,) (which gives the expression of the ETH
in Eq. (18)), we obtain a new decomposition for the matrixeirsion in the square brackets of
last Eq. [(31): therefore, it does not require the inversibthe p x p matrix in the brackets of
the original Eq.[(I11), but only en x m matrix EVD which can be computationally cheaper if
m < p. We finally obtain for the update estimate:

Rk = Riesk1 + Zesk 1 Snov — Sl " QR SzSinov}- (32)

Appendix B: Total number of operations for the ETKF on a zonal basis

The mathematical formalism presented in this paper is Valithoth a modal or a zonal basis.
But using a zonal basis (where the phase is estimated ondhtdos of each valid actuator of
the DM) enables to compute some very sparse matrices whigryssuitable for calculations
on large-scale AO systems. Let us defing the number of valid actuators: on a zonal basis
with an AR1 turbulence model in the ETKF-based control laanvA@, = ayr x Id, the extracted
Awr O

id O
very sparse matrix and its size is<m, where n= 2 x nact. Let us define gy, the number of
valid subapertures of the S-H WFS (each subaperture giveslpes of the residual phase
in two directions): the dimension of the measurement vegtds p x 1, where p= 2 x psap
Let us define the matrix D modeling the S-H WFS on the zonal basis: this matrixiPthe
equivalent of the linear operator D in Ef] (3). For a SH-WF&waiFried geometry, Denables
to calculate 2 slopes (at the center of each subapertura)tfie 4 estimations of the turbulent
phase on the actuators at the 4 corners of each subapet$usezd is px< nact and each row
of this matrix is then composed by only 4 non-zero values.sTly is a very sparse matrix.
Moreover the extracted observation matrix € [0 Dl] is also very sparse and its size is
p x n. The influence matrix N characterises the DM on the zondklmsEq. [4): its size is
Nact X Nact @nd it is a very sparse matrix. For the calculatiorygf(,l, we have to compute
D1N x ux_» where the matrix BN is the result of the mulplication of 2 sparse matrices. In ou
classical AO configuration, for a 16 m, a 32 m and a 40 m telescibyg number of non-zero
values per row of this matrix N is always less than 36.

matrix A; = > is composed by only two4g; x nact diagonal blocks. Thus, Ais a

B.1 The Update step

By using the last expression (Ef.132)) and the associatvitperty of matrix multiplication,
we can compute many matrix-vector multiplications in oreminimize as far as possible the
theoretical numerical cost.



Actually the significant computational expense is the EVD @ire 3 matrix-matrix multipli-

cations:ST, x Sz, Qi x (vm—1r, /?Q[) andZ 1 x (Quv/m— i, "2Q).

Table 3. Numbers of multiplications during the update step.

Expressions Multiplications Result Size
Yisk—1 = C1 X X1 — DIN X U2 px4+px36 (p.1)
Sinov = szll/Z X (Yk _yk/kfl) p (p.1)
Sez= 2w ?Ci x Ze a px4xm (p,m)
% Sz mx pxm (m,m)
EVD of (Id+ SL%) m? (m,m)
Mt and Y2 m+yxm (m,m)
SL X Snov mxp (m,1)
Sez ¥ (Qux (Mt % (QU % (SSnov))) | mMP+m+mP+pxm (1)
S-crz X (Sinov— ScszrngIngSnov) mxp (m,1)
Zy k-1 % S Sinov— &szrngIS-:rzSnov) nxm (n,1)
Z k,lx(Qkx((MXF;l/Z)xQD) M+m+m+nxmxm (n,m)

Total number of multiplicationgm? +m) x n+ (M?+ 7m+41) x p+ 2>+ 3mP+ (3+y)m
The number of additions is the same order of magnitude asuimdar of multiplications.
B.2 The Prediction step

By using a zonal basis with an AR1 turbulence model,i$\composed by twaagt X Nagt
diagonal blocks, one of them is the identity matrix. Therefonultiplying A, with a vector is
reduced to only one multiplication with the block,A(the other one consists on a copy).

Table 4. Numbers of operations during the prediction step.

Expressions Multiplications | Additions | Result Size
Xir1/k = A1 X XKtV 1 Zxm oxm (n,m)
m .
R 1/k = %izleHN n nx (m-—1) (n,1)
1 e X —X
Zesik = D1k Xkﬂ/k’m,xlkﬂ/k Xiet-1/k] nxm nxm (n.m)

Total number(%m+ 1) x nmultiplications +(%m— 1) x nadditions

B.3 The Projection onto the DM

The voltageuy is calculated with the MVMuy = (NTN)~INT x Bl i

The matrix P= (NTN)~INT is a sparse matrix on a zonal basis. In our SCAO system, for a
16 m (respectively a 40 m) telescope, the sparsity of thisimiat51 % (respectively 88 %).
Actually, on a zonal basis, the matrix P can be much more spahnen, for each actuator, we
take into account only the neighboring actuators closesotlean 2 pitches.
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