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Abstract— Stochastic contraction analysis is a recently developeaol
for studying the global stability properties of nonlinear stochastic sys-
tems, based on a differential analysis of convergence in arppropriate
metric. To date, stochastic contraction results and sharp ssociated
performance bounds have been established only in the spelizzd
context of state-independent metrics, which restricts thie applicability.
This paper extends stochastic contraction analysis to thease of general
time- and state-dependent Riemannian metrics, in both disete-time
and continuous-time settings, thus extending its applicadlity to a
(\] 'significantly wider range of nonlinear stochastic dynamics
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Contraction theory provides a body of analytical tools taigtthe
stability and convergence of nonlinear dynamical syste8h$ased
on a differential analysis of convergence, it allows glosibility
properties of a nonlinear system to be concluded from theesys
linearization at all points in some appropriate metric.tétigally,

INTRODUCTION

)
O

back to the numerical analysis literature [7], [4], [3]. Redy,
contraction theory has been extended stmchastic differential

5= systems [9]. This development has led to a number of prdigtica I'(0) = a andT'(1) =

(0 important applications, such as the design of observensdolinear
stochastic systems [2], or the study of synchronizationeitworks
. of noisy oscillators [11].

basic convergence results on contracting systems can bedtra
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Proposition 1 (and definition)Consider two uniformly positive
definite metricsM; = ©, ©; (i = 1,2) defined overR™ and a
smooth functionf : R"™ — R™. The generalized Jacobiawnf f in
the metrics(M1, M) is defined by

of
F=0;— 78
Assume now thaf is contractingin the metrics(M1, M) with

rate u, i.e.

or.

Va € R" Amax(F(a) F(a)) < p,

where Amax(A) denotes the largest eigenvalue of a given matrix
A. Then for alla,b € R", one has

dar, (f(a), £(b)) < udir, (a,b),
wheredys denotes the distance associated with the médfic

Proof: Since M is uniformly positive definite, there exists
a C'-continuous curve (a geodesit) : [0,1] — R™ such that
b and

i, (ab) = | 1 (%(u))TMmr(u)) (Fow) a

The stochastic contraction theorems have been formulated Blext, sincef is a smooth functionf(T) is also aC"-continuous

< far in the specialized context aftate-independentnetrics [9].

= Yet, more generalstate-dependenRiemannian metrics can be

curve. By the definition of the distance, one then has

O Ccentral to some systems, and in fact the original detertitnis dar, (f(a), £(b)) < /01 <8f(F) (u))TMg(f(F(u))) <8f(F) (u)) du.

<" contraction theorems were derived in this general conjxSome
CY) practical nonlinear dynamics can be most easily studiechbgsing
O appropriate state-dependent metrics (cf. e.g. [1], [2}d &om a

ou ou

Remark on the other hand that, by the chain rule,

ﬁ' theoretical perspective, the contraction properties ofiesgystems 6?” (u) = ?g—r(u),
) canonly be observed in a state-dependent Riemannian metric [10]. u aou
) Recently, an attempt has been made to extend the stochadifich leads to
— c_ontra_ctlon reSl_JIts (_)f [9] to sta_te dependent metrics lfR_}_wever, fo (afaf) )T Mo, (afa(f) (u)) du
. =« since in the estimation of the distance between two trajixstdhe :

S . . . . _ arTafT® 0,209 ¢4
— derivation did not consider geodesics between these tegies but = fo u 2 P25, gy ) U
>< ipstead used straight Iings, the bounds obtained are ndintali = fOl %T@f) F'F(©:%) du
« (in a sense made precise in Remark 3.3). Here, we prove the 1 or T T
(D stochastic contraction theorems in the case of general- tand < Jow ( 5. ©16: 5 )du

state-dependent Riemannian metrics by studying the évolwaf = pdin,

the geodesics under the combined effects of the noise and the

contracting flow, which allows “optimal” bounds to be obtaih We now state and prove a proposition which relates metrids an
In sectior1), we study the contraction properties of disefime noise.

stochastic difference systems. Then, in sedfigh I, wereski the

case of continuous-time 1td stochastic differential eyst by using

a discrete/continuous limiting argument. Finally, secfl®] offers

brief concluding remarks.

(a,b) O

Proposition 2: Consider a uniformly positive definite metriel
defined overR™. Let o be a matrix-valued functio®™ — R",
11,72 two independenti-dimensional Gaussian random variables
with n; ~ .47(0,I), anda, b € R". Assume that

VYaeR" tr(oc(a) M(a)o(a)) < D,
then one has E [dis(a + o(a)n, b + o (b)n2)] < da(a, b)+2D.

Proof: As previously, sincéM is uniformly positive definite,
there exists aC*-continuous curvel’ : [0,1] — R™ such that

II. DISCRETE STOCHASTIC CONTRACTION

We first state and prove a proposition (see also [1]), whickesa
explicit the original deterministic discrete contractithhreorem (see
section 5 of [8]).
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I'(0) =a andI'(1) = b and conditions are given by a probability distributigr(&,£). Then
for all k > 0,

tror\ ' _/or
dig(a,b :/ (—) M(—)d .
m(a,b) o \Ou ou ) E[diﬁk(ak,bk)} < IQ?p
Consider the curvé&’, : [0, 1] — R™ defined by
Vu € [0,1] Typ(u) =T (u) + (1 — u)o(a)m + uo(b)ne.

Itis clear thafl",, is C"'-continuous and verifieE,, (0) = a+o(a)y; ~ where[-]" = max(0, -).
andT, (1) = b + o(b)n2. Thus, by the definition of the distance, In particular, for allk > 0,

k[ ]2 2D 7"
b [ [ diayaobo) = 22 ) e, bo), 012

one has ) 2D " ) )
dis(a+n,b+n2) E [[lar — bi|?*] < O FE [dr, (6,€)] . (11.3)
) - Proof: Taking the conditional expectation givéao, bo) = x
/ <%> M <%> du and applying(H2d) and Propositiofi]2, one has
u u
o o . Ex [d%,[k+l(ak+1,bk+1)] = Ey [d%wm (F(a, k) + o (a, k)ws,
= [ (5 + e o)) M (b, K) 4 o (b, K)ucl)]

IN

Ex [dha, ., (F(ar), £(bi))] + 2D,

ar
(5 + (o -~ a@m) ) au
u wherew), has the same distribution as, but is independent of the

! ar I
= dis(a,b) +2(a(b)n: — o(a T/ M<—>du atter.
m(@,b) (o(b)m (&Jm) 0 ou On the other hand, frortHd1) and Propositiofil1, one has
1
~2om)” ([ M) ofam) x [y, (). £(60))] < i [, (. b))
1 .
T If one now seta., = Ex [dm, (ak, bx)] then it follows from the
+ [ am) M@ one ne

Up+1 < pugk + 2D. (1.4)

1
+ [ b Mo b))
0 Define nextvy, = ux — 2D/(1 — p). Then replacinguy by
Remark that the second and third terms of the right-hand sidg, + 2D /(1 — u) in (IL4) leads tovk+1 < pvg. This implies that
vanish when taking the expectation. As for the fourth and fift Vk > 0, vy < vop® < [vo]T1*. Replacingu by its expression in
terms, remark that terms ofuy, then yields

(o(@)m) M(o(@m) = tr((e@mn) Me@mn)) W20 w< 2 {UO _ 2}*,
= tr (nfa(a)TMU(a)m) = tr(n Qm) "

1—p
whereQ is obtained froms(a) " Mo (a) by an orthogonal diago- Finally, (IL3) follows from [IL.2) by remarking that

Integrating the last inequality with respect #o leads to [II.2).

nalization. One thus has ) op 1+
da, (ao,bo) — —— | dp(ap,bo) <
E [t(n] Q)| = (@) = tr(o(a) Mo(a)) < D, / { naB0,bo) = 7 u] (20 o)
which allows to concludél /di/lo (a0, bo)dp(ao, bo) = E [day, (€, £)] , (1.5)
We can now state and prove the discrete stochastic commacti 1
theorem. and that ||lax — bi||* < —dia, (ax,bx) O (11.6)
Theorem 1:Consider the stochastic difference equation p
Remark 2.1 [Relaxing the uniform bound on the noise]:
apy1 = f(ar, k) + o(ak, k)wit+1 (11.1) Assume that the initial conditions are contained in a region
ap =§, ' then(Hd2) can in fact be replaced by [5]

wher_ef is aR"™ x N — R" fur_mtion, o is aR" x N — R™ g >0,aclU E [tr (U(ahk)TMk(ak)g(ak’k)) | ap = a] < D.
matrix-valued function(wy)ren is a sequence of independeit
dimensional Gaussian noise vectors, with ~ .4 (0,1) and¢ is I1l. CONTINUOUS STOCHASTIC CONTRACTION

a n-dimensional random variaplg independeqt of the Based on the discrete stochastic contraction theorem fist e
Assume that the system verifies the following two hypotheses tapjished, we can now state and prove the continuous stichas

(Hd1) for all £ > 0, the dynamicsf(a, k) is contracting in the contraction theorem in general Riemannian metrics.

metrics (M, My1), with contraction rate: (0 < p < Consider the Itd stochastic differential equation
}), and the metnch(a) are unﬁormly positive definite da — £(a, 1)dt + o(a, {)dW
in a and k, with lower boundg, i.e. a(0) = £. (n.1)

n T 2, . ) . .
Vk >0, ac€R" a Mi(a)a> Ba|; To ensure existence and unigueness of solutions to equation

(HA2) tr (o(a, k) "M(a, k)o(a,k)) is uniformly  upper- (ILT), we assume the following standard conditionsfoand o
bounded by a constar. Lipschitz condition:There exists a constart; > 0 such that

Let (ar)ken and (bg)ren be two trajectories whose initial vVt >0, a,b € R" ||[f(a,t)—f(b,t)||+|lo(a,t)—c(b,t)| < Ki|la—bl]|;



Restriction on growthThere exists a constaifitz > 0 such that can next rewriteG} G = Ao + 6A 1, with

V20, acR" lf(a, )] +[lo(a )" < Kao(1 +[Jall*). Ao = (©()") Ot +8) O +5)O)
- - A = (01" (O +d) O +0)5
Theorem .2.Assume that systeri (11l 1) verifies the following two n (%)T o+ 6)T®(t N 6)) @(t)*l.
hypotheses: a

Using the Taylor expansio®(t + &) = @(t) + 6O (t) + O(6?)
(Hel) for all ¢t > 0, the dynamicsf(a,t) is contracting |eads to
in the time- and state-dependent metdd(a,t) =

©7(a, 1) (a, ), with contraction rate\ (A > 0), i.e Ao = 1+2)(© nen ™, +0%);
) A = 51 (e emEE + (%) ewTew)en
Vi>0, aeR +O(62)
A (Ke(a, v+e@nit)een]| ) <-x - s(emzem + (@1 (%) enT) +0()

= 25 (01 FO1)"), +0(5).
-
where A, = (A" + A) denotes the symmetric part Summarizing the previous calculations, one has
of a given matnxA Furthermore, the metridi(a,t) is

positive definite uniformly ina and¢, with lower bound GlGi=1+25((01) +0O )8f o)) +0(8

B; k Oa < '

(He2) tr (o(a,t) "M(a, t)o(a,t)) is uniformly upper-bounded Thys, the hypothesi€Hcl) that f is contracting in the metridvi
by a constant C. with rate X implies

T
Let a(t) andb(t) be two trajectories whose initial conditions are /\maX(Gk Gr) <1267 +¢€(9),

independent ofV and given by a probability distributiop(¢,£).  with limg_, o < 5 = 0. Letting x£(6) = 1 — 26X + ¢(0), one then
Then for allT" > 0, has thaty, < 1 for § sufficiently small, which in turn means that

5 C system [(II[4) satisfie{Hd1). Applying the discrete contraction
E [dnaer) (a(T), b(T)] < BN theorem fork = N leads to
_ c1* 2C
e m/ {dgﬂo)(ao,bo)_ S| dp(ao, bo). (11.2) Ex [di/[N(afwb‘fV)} ST
, N[ e 260 17
In particular, for allT > 0, +u(0)" |dn, (a(0),b(0)) — T=.0) (1n.e)
72>\T
E [|la(T) — b(T)|]%] < - + 3 ——E [dRa(0)(&,€)] . (11.3) On the other hand, one has, by the triangle inequality,
2
Proof: Fix (a(0)7b(0)) — x e R andT > 0. We first Ex [dhacn) ((T),B(T))] < Ex [dRy (alk, b))
discretize the time intervgD, T'] into NV equal intervals of length + [d al )]
; 3 5 MN Nya
0 = T/N and consider the two sequencés; )ien, (b})ken
defined by + Ea [dMN (bN,b(T))] .
{ a§+1 = a} + of(ag, ko) + o(ay, ko)uwy From equation[{IL), the second and third terms of the trigh
a; = a(0) hand side vanish whef — 0. As for the first term, remark that
b) b, + 6f(bY, k&) + o (b, kd)wy .
{ b b(O)k (bl o) b oy 4) P05 = mea® = o pav i
’ P(O)N = (1— 201+ €(8))T/° = eF (2@ =T
where () ken and( ) ren are two sequences of random vari- 60
ables defined by} = W ((k+1)8) — W (kd) andw)? = W’((k+  One can thus conclude, by lettidg— 0, that
1)8) — W'(k6). Note that, sincd¥ and W' are two independent C o1t
Wiener processesiwk)ren and (w})ren are two sequences of Ex [disr(a(T), b(T))] < X+e_2AT drao)(a(0),b(0)) — 5| -

independent Gaussian random variables with distributid®, 6I). . _ .
Note also that, by the strong convergence of the Euler-Mamay Integrating with respect ta then leads to the desired restlt (1l1.2).

scheme (cf. [6], p. 342), one has Finally, (TIL3) follows from {[IL2) by the same calculams as in
| ) ) (L) and (IL8)
Lim Ex [”aN —a(T)]| ] =0. (n.5) Remark 3.1 [Noisy and noise-free trajectorieslf (a,b)

represent in fact a noisy and a noise-free trajectoriesttiebounds

Hypothesis(Hc2) implies that systen( ([[[}4) satisfig#ld2) with  ([I[2) and [[I3) are replaced by analogous bounds whérés
D = 6C. To verify (Hcl), denote byGy(a) the generalized replaced byC/2 (cf. [9]).

Jacobian matrix of (LK) at step. Denotingt = k4, one has Remark 3.2 [Relaxing the uniform bound on the nois&g in

Remark 2.1, if the initial conditions are contained in a oegl,

. O(a+ of(a,t)) 1
Gi(a) = O(a,t+9) Oa O(a,?) then(Hc2) can in fact be replaced by
:@(t+6)<1+6?>@(t) L VaeU Vk>0

E [tr (a(a(t),t)TM(a(t),t)a(a(t)J)) | a(0) = a] <c.

Remark that we have dropped the argumefdr convenience. One



Remark 3.3 [*Optimality” of the mean square boundlf M ( - ) A numerical computation shows that the eigenvalues
is in fact state-independent, then the bound {IIl.2) is thme as -10 ) . _

that obtained in [9] (cf. Theorem 2 of that reference), whiskans ©f the symmetric part ofPQP~" are (—0.24, -0.76), which
that this bound is “optimal”, in the sense that it can be medi Means that systenii;, @2) is contracting with rated.24 in the

(cf. section IlI-A of [9]). This contrasts with the bound abted identity metric. From[(IL9), one finally has that syste, &)

in [2] (cf. Lemma 2 of that reference), which has the same forn® contracting with rate.24 in the metric

as [MI[.2) but with different constants; and C,, defined — using S 1 0
our notations — as follows: M=0 P PO, where® = _#189 3 |.
€ nm2o? Vitet b
AL=A— B ; =0+ % Let us now study the convergence properties of the observenw

the measurey, is corrupted by white noisasy, = S¢, where
wher.ea is a u?iform upper-bound on the Frobenius norm ,Of they =x1is thgpunperturt?ed mgasu(ei,s a “whi%g) noil;,(;t ofgvariance
matrix o (a, ), m is a uniform upper-bound ofiM(a, t) |, andeis 1 54 g is the noise intensity. Using the formal ruldV = &dt,
a positive constant. Note that, for any choiceepbne has\; < A equations[{II[B) are transformed into
andC; > C, which yield a strictly looser bound compared[fo{lll.2)
. Moreover, ife is small,\; gets closer to\, but C; becomes very dz; = (&2 — (1 —y))dt + SdAW
large. On the other hand, ifis large,C: gets closer ta”, but A; dis = —(&1 —y)dt+ SdW. (111.12)
becomes very small. Thus, there is no value &r which A; and )
C) are arbitrarily close to\ and C respectively — and in practice, ~ 1he observer equations (IIL110) become

the difference betweett; and C can be extremely large because R R R
of the uniform upper-bounds andm. dz, = {m V1+at— (81— y)] dt + 5dW
Example: Following [10], cons;jzr% the following system . (1) (501502 _ m) . e .
1 =w24/1 + 22 :.EQZ\/T—ZE% i oy==z1. (lIL7) 1+ 42 1+ 22
Construct the observer _ g [501502 - \/A12+ Lt aw.
§1=§2—(§1—y) ; %22—(%1—31), (11.8) L+

One is now in the settings of Theordh 2 with

.
— L 12 — /1 + 32
1+ o(@1,2) = (S’ST

Note that this obs_erver differs from that of [10] : the denoator  rrom the above expression, it can be shown algebraically tha
in (IL9) is /1 + 7 instead ofy/1 + y2. The observer of [10] is sup, , o(a,b) "M(a,b)o(a,b) = 15.25%.

>
k

I
>l
—
>
N
I

(11.9)

interesting in that it is contracting in no state-indeperdeetric (cf. We now make the assumption thig| is uniformly upper-
Example 2.5 of that reference). It can be shown that thisgntgp bounded by a constarf® (which can indeed be shown using an
is shared by the modified versidn (1l.&)-(T1).9). independent method, see also simulations in Big. 1). Theran

Differentiating [II.9) and replacing;; and &2 by their expres- be shown that, uniformly,
sions in terms oft1, 22, y, one obtains ||®TPTP@XH2 > 'Y(B)HX||2-

B = B =dy— (01— y) = D2 /1+3] - (31— y) One thus can apply Theordm 2 and obtain the bolnd](111.3) with
. %o Fodidy A =024, C = 15.25% and 3 = v(B). Note that, fort — oo,
B2 = T (1) (1.10)  one hasis — 0, such that one has the boud® = 0, which in
1 ! turn corresponds te/(B) = 12.95. The bound after exponential
(Z1—y) (1?1:%2 -1+ a”?f) £1d2 transients is then given by (cf. Figl 1 for numerical simiolas)
= — ) — —.
1+ V14 2‘% — 24552 (I11.13)
Observe thatz1, z2) is a particular solution of (TIL0). To show
the contraction behavior df{TI[.10), consider the follaginonlinear IV. CONCLUSION
transform We have established the stochastic contraction theorentisein
B1 = —3& +5iay/1 422, case of general time- and state-dependent Riemanniancmetri
In the limit when the metric becomes linear (state-indepetyl
Ea = 3&1+4 2E2/1+ 22, (II.11)  the bounds we derived are the same as those obtained in [9],

which means that they areoftimal’, in the sense that they can

From [IL.9), one has be attained. This development allows extending the adglita

(&1,82) =P - (&1,22) ", of contraction analysis to a significantly wider range of lireear
_3 5 stochastic dynamics, such as stochastic observers or rietvod
whereP is the2 x 2 constant matrix( 3 9 ) Thus noisy nonlinear oscillators.
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Fig. 1. Simulations for the observer studied in the téxt.evolution of
the systems fot € [0s,59. Equations[{IIL.Y) were integrated using the
Euler method with time steg\¢t = 0.01s (red line:z1; blue line: x2).
Equations [(TIL.I2) were integrated using the Euler-Marogascheme (cf.
[6]) with the same time stept = 0.01 s. We plotted 20 sample trajectories
for noise intensityS = 1 starting from the same deterministic initial values
(21(0), Z2(0)) (magenta lines:zy; cyan lines:£2). B: evolution of the
systems fort € [5s,159]. Note that, for clarity, the values afz and &2
were multiplied by 400 in this plot. To assess the theorktimainds, we
plotted the sample mean square effer — 1)2 + (2 — 2)? (plain green
line) and the theoretical bound after transients given byatiqgn [II.13)
(dashed green line). For clarity, these values were migdtpby 10.
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