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Explicit Reduced-Order Integral Formulations of State and Parameter
Estimation Problems for a Class of Nonlinear Systems

I.Yu. Tyukin, A.N. Gorban

Abstract—We propose a technique for reformulation of for everyt € [ty,to+T). Let the problem be to fingd’ € R,
state and parameter estimation problems as that of matching z) € R™ such that
explicitly computable definite integrals with known kernels to
data. The technique applies for a class of systems of nonliae ;o
ordinary differential equations and is aimed to exploit parallel h(t, z(t; to, xo, p)) = h(t, x(t; o, 20, p')) )
computational streams in order to increase speed of calciia for all t € [to, 2o + T7.
tions. The idea is based on the classical adaptive observers

design. It has been shown that in case the data is periodic itay This is a standard inverse problem, and many methods
be possible to reduce dimensionality of the inference prokim ’

to that of the dimension of the vector of parameters entering for finding _s_ol_utions t(_) this problem have be_zen developed to
the right-hand side of the model nonlinearly. Performance date (sensitivity functions [11], splines [3], intervaladysis
and practical implications of the method are illustrated ona [7], adaptive observers [10],[2], [5], [6],[14],[15] ancgicle

benchmark model governing dynamics of voltage in generated filters and Bayesian inference methods [1]). Despite these
in barnacle giant muscle. methods are based on different mathematical frameworks,
they share a common feature: one is generally required to
repeatedly find numerical solutions of nonlinear ordinary
Symbol || - || stands for the Euclidian norm. B¥{ we differential equations (ODEs) over given intervals of time
denote the set of all strictly increasing continuous fumtdi  (solve the direct problem).
k : R>o — Ryo such thatx(0) = 0. Consider a non-  Notwithstanding the plausibility of numerical integratio
autonomous systent = f(z,p,t,u(t)), wheref : R™ x  of systems of ODEs in algorithms for state and parameter
R?x R xR’ — R", u: R — R’ are continuousp € R is  estimation, this operation is an inherently sequentiatess.
the vector of parameters, arfd-, p, ¢, u) is locally Lipschitz;  This constrains computational scalability of the problem
z(- ;to, w0, p, [u]) stands for the unique maximal solution ofas a result imposes limitations on the time required to @eriv
the initial value problemz(to;to, zo,p, [u]) = zo. In cases a solution. In order to overcome this limitation we propose
when no confusion arises, we will refer to these solutiong cast the inverse problem above in an alternative, integra
as (- to, zo, [u]), x(-;xo,[u]), or simply z(-). Solutions form. In particular, instead of finding numerical solutions
of the initial value problem above at are denoted as of the initial value problem{1) and matching the results to
z(t;to, w0, p, [u]), @(t;to, zo, [u]), ®(t; 20, [u]), OF z(t) re-  observed data, e.g. &5 (2), we search for a representation of
spectively. Letf : R — R", then|| f(7)]|oo,[t,.t0+7) dENOtES  the problem as
the uniform norm off () on [to, to+1": || f ()|l se, [0, to+1] =

NOTATION

esssup{||f(t)|,t € [to,to + T} y(t) — F(p,zo,t) = 0,for all ¢ € [to, to + 1),
¢ 3
. INTRODUCTION F(p,z9,t) = / g(t, 7, p, xo)dr, ®)
Consider a system governed by nonlinear ordinary differ- o
ential equations whereg : R x R x R¥ x R* — R? andy : R — R? are
&= f(z,p,t), z(to) = o, 1) functions that are explicitly computable from measurement

data. Furthermore, we additionally require thap'ifz( is a
where f : R” x R¥ x R — R" is continuous and locally solution of [3) then it is also a solution ¢fl(2) and vise versa
Lipschitz wrt the variabler function, andp is the vector In the next sections we specify a class of systems for
of unknown parameters. Lét,, %, + 7] be an interval on which such representation is possible. This class of system
which the solutionz(-; to, zo,p) of (@) is defined. Let us is not as general agl(1) but is relevant enough in modelling
further suppose that the system’s stat€; o, zo, p), is not  applications. In Sectiof]ll we define this class of systems
accessible for direct observation at ang [to,to + 7). One and present general technical assumptions. This is folowe
can, however, observe the values by presentation of main results in Sectiod Ill. The results
are based on the periodicity assumption we impose on the
data and also on known facts from the theory of adaptive
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Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION
Consider the following class of systems
= A0)x + U(y,t)0 +v(y,q, A\ 1)
¢ =Py, A\ t)g+w(y,\1)
y=C"z, x(to) = w0, q(to) = qo,

(4)

where(z,q), = € R", ¢ € R? is the state vecto € R™,
A € RP are parametersi(0) is ann xn real matrix, possibly
dependent or¢, andC € R", C' = col(1,0,...,0). We
assume that the following hold fdr](4):

Assumption 2.1 (General assumptions on (4)):
Al) the solution of[(#) is defined on the interval, ¢ + 7]

(for someT > 0, possibly dependent on);

A2) the pairA(9),CT, is observable, that is

CT
CTA(9)

rank
OTAnfl(e)
A3) P(y, A t) and¥(y,t) ared x d andn x m real matrices

of which the entries are continuous and differentiable Y

functions; P(y, A, t) is diagonal:
P(ya /\7 t) = dlag (Oél(y, )\a t)v SERE) Oéd(y, /\7 t)) ;

A4) v:RxRIxRP xR = R”, w:R x RP x R — R?
are continuous and differentiable functions.
A5) Exact values of parametefis A are unknown.

Since the pairA(#), CT is observable there always is a

coordinate transforrx — T'(0,t,z), ¢ — ¢ [10] rendering
(@) into the following form

i = Agx + bo(y, )T0(0) + 5(y, ¢, A\, ), 1)
G =Py, \t)g+w(y, A t)
y=C"x, x(to) = w0, q(to) = qo,

b= (1,by,...

b1s" 2 + .-+ b,_; is Hurwitz, and4, =

(5)

,b,_1)T is such that the polynomial"~* +

0 In—l
(b ")
Functionsy : R xR — R", o : R x RF x R — R",
W:RxRF xR — RY P:RxRF xR — R are
continuous and differentiable? is diagonal, and) € R”,
X € R* are parameters.

Furthermore, noticing that the variableis defined and
known for all ¢ € [to,to + T, andy(-) is continuous one
can express the solutiaf(t; go, , [y]) on [to, to + T] in the
closed form as follows:

Q(t; qo, A, [y]) = effo P(y(T),)\,T)quO_i_

to .
[ el PRy ), 3, ryar
to

Denoting A = col(X,q0),  g(y, A1) =
(y, q(t; 90, A, [y]), A, )  we  therefore arrive at
transformed equations dfl(5):

& = Aoz + bio(y, t)70(0) + gy, X, 1)

6
y=CTx, x(ty) = xo. ©)

The core problem we are interested[ih (6) is as follows:

Problem 2.1: Let (@) be given, and its solutions are de-
fined onlty,to + 7). Suppose that all functions in the right-
hand side of[{5) are known, but true values «&f, 6, X
are unknown. Infer the values af(ty),0(0), A from the
measurements af(t; to, zo, 0, \) = CTx(t; to, o, 6, \) over
[to,to + T.

The question is if there is an equivalent integral formula-
tion such as e.g[{3) of this problem féd (6)? If such an in-
tegral formulation exists then whether a reduced-complexi
version of this formulation can be stated so that the dimen-
sion of the parameter vector in the reduced formulation is
smaller that that of in the original problem? Answers to éhes
guestions are provided in the next section.

Il. M AIN RESULT

A. Indistinguishable parameterizations of (G)

We begin with the following property of linear systems
regarding input detectability (cf [15])
Lemma 1: Consider
& = Az +u(t) +d(t),
=CTx, x(ty) = zo, 0 € R",

()

where

A:

andz,u,d: R — R", ueC!, deC. Letu(-),u(),d(-) be
boundedmax{||lu(t)|, |u(t)||} < B, ||d(t)] < A¢ for all
t > to. Then the following hold:

1) if the solution of [[¥) is globally bounded for all> ¢,
then, forT sufficiently large, there are;, ko € K:

19(T) oo, fto.torT) < €= I t'(e,30) > to
[21(7) + w1 (T) || o 17 10477 < B1(E) + R2(Ag),
wherez; = (1,0,...,0)z,

In—2

—b 0 ,

2=Az+Gu, A =
(8)

GZ( -b I'n,—l ), z(to):O,

andb = (by,...,b,_1)": real parts of the roots of
s" 14+ b1s" 2 4+ ... 4+ b,_, are negative.

2) if d(t) =0, theny(t) = 0 for all ¢t € [to, to+T] implies
existence ofp € R"*~!

(1,0,...,0)e ) p 4 21 () + ui(t) = 0

for all ¢ € [to,to + T1.
Proof of Lemmd1L is provided in the Appendix.
According to Lemméll the following two sets of param-
eters, associated with evefy\, need special consideration.

9)

the The first set is defined as

SO, NT)={(#,N), ¢ e R", N € RFF |
bo(y(t), 1) (0" — 0) + g(y(), X, 1) — g(y(t), A, t) = 0
for all ¢ € [to,to + T]}.



The set& (A, A\, T) contains all parameterizations dfl (6) 1) g(N,t) = y(t) forall ¢ € [to, to+T], wherej : R4TH x
which are indistinguishable from each other providing that R — R:

the values of:(t) are known for allt € [to, o + 7. That is, GOV ) = (10 ... 0)(D(t, to) R(N) + B(t, o) x
if x(t;to,l'o,e,)\) NZLT(t;tO,.TO,H/,A/) forallt € [to,t0+T] t \ !
then (¢, \') € &(0, \, T). Denote / O(7, t0) " ( 9(y(7), N, 7) = ly(7) >d7-)
‘0 y(T)e(y(T), )

(0,00, X, p,t) = o(y(t), 1) (0" — ) + g1(y(1), X', 1) R(N) = (Insr — ®(to + T t0)) " @(to + T, to) X
— g1(y(t), A1) + CTerETt0 4 2 (810, N) — 21 (t; to, A), fot T o _1( gly(n),N,7) —ly(T)

(Ta to) dr.

N _ _ _ to y(r)e(y(7),7)

where A, C, z(t;to, \') are defined as in[I8) withu(t) (11)

replaced byy(y(t), \',t). The second set is defined as -
2) (10 --- 0)z(t; to, o, 0, N) = y(t) for all t € [to,to +

EO,N\T)={(0,X), ¢ €R", N € RIH* | T]. N
3 p(6, 3,0, V) e R Furthermore, the values afy, 0 satisfy
(0,70, X, p,t) = 0 for all t € [to,to + T]}. g 7 ) = ROV, (12)
In accordance with Lemnid 1 the s&t, A, T') contains all Proof: = Let us first show that 1)= 2). Recall (see

parametrization of{6) that are indistinguishable on therin €-9- [9]) that assumptions of the theorem imply existence
val [to, to + T on the basis of accessing only the values off positive numberg, D > 0:

y(z(t; to, zo, 0, A)). In other words, ify(x(t; to, zo, 8, N)) = @t )] < De~?t=1) for all ¢+ > th, t,th € [to,00).
y(x(t; to, z(, 0, X)) for all ¢ € [to, to + T then (¢, )\) € _ _
E(6,\,T). If the set&(0,A,T) contains more than one Hence there are no zero eigenvalues of the malyix. —
element then[{6) is not uniquely identifiable @9, o + 7]  P(to + T, to), and (L1, — ®(to + T, o))" exists.

[4]. Here, for simplicity, we will focus on systemB](6) that Considery = (x1,x2):

are uniquely identifiable ofto,to +77: d [ x1 A +1CT bo(y(t), 1) X1
Assumption 3.1: Sets&y (6, A, T) andE(0, A\, T') coincide 4 ( X2 ) = ( —p(y(t),t)CT 0 ) ( o )
d tai th I t.
and contain no more than one elemen . ( g(y(t), N 1) — Ly(1) )
. _ y(@)e(y(t), t)
B. Integral reduced-order formulation of the inverse problem (13)
for (B

It is clear that solutions of_ (13) are defined for all>
Before we proceed with presenting an equivalent integra) providing that the definition ofy(-), g(y(-), \',-), and
formulation of Probleri 211 let us first introduce severaliadd ¢ (y(-), -) are extended (periodically) on the interyal, oo).
tional components and corresponding technical assunptiomntroduce the function(:) = (z(, to, zo, 8, A), #) (in which
Let ! € R" be a vector satisfying the following condition: the domain of the functionz(-,to,zo,0, ) definition is
extended tdty, c0)), and consider the difference

E=x—-¢
wherei_D, () are some symmetric positive_definite matricesDymmﬂCS of¢ satisfy [I0) with&y (to) = x1(to) — z(to),
According to the Meyer-Ka_lmar_1-YakubOV|ch-Pop_0v Iemma§2(t0) = xa(to) — 6. Moreover,j(X,t) = CTyy(t) for
such vector will alwf';\ys eX|s_t since the polynomigi—! + all t € [to,to + T] (or in [to,00) if §(N,-) is periodically
bis" 2+ ... +b,_; is Hurwitz. extended orfto, 00)).
Consider Let §(N,t) = y(t). This implies thaty, — § = const

d < & ) _ ( Ag+1CT  bp(y(t), 1) ) ( I3 for all ¢+ € [to,to + T]. Hence according to Lemma 1
1

P(Ag +1CT) 4+ (Ag +1CTYT'P = —-Q, Pb=C,

, |- ] . =]
o HOT s (xalto),\) beIong tc_)6(9, A T). G|\_/er_1 that sets' (6, A\, T)
dt \ & Py(®), )¢ 0 & o) andé&(,\,T) coincide and contain just one elemefit),

and letd(t, t,) be its corresponding normalized fundamentafVe conclude thag,(to) = 6, A" = A.

solutions matrix:®(to, to) = Inr. Notice thatlim;_,, £(t) = 0 for all x(¢), and that
Theorem 3.1: Consider[(B) and suppose that Assumption — &(¢,to)R(\) + ®(¢, 1) x

B3 holds. Lety(-), »(y(),-), g(y(-), A, -) be T-periodic on t oy 14

[to, oo] for all A\, and the functionp(y(+), -) satisfy: /to (7, t9) " ( g(y&l’);(’y?q')’g(ﬂ ) dr) (14)

to+T is the unique exponentially stable periodic solution[of)(13
/t P(y(7): T)¢(y(7), 7) " dr > 01, § > 0. This implies that[{T2) holds.
’ Let us show that 2}> 1). Letd, \’ be parameters for which
Then the following statements are equivalent the following identity foldsy(xz(¢; to, zo, 0, \')) = y(¢) for



all t € [to,to + T]. Consider the functior((:) defined TABLE I: True (first row) and Estimated (second) parameter

earlier. Given that[{14) is the unique exponentially stabl¥alues of [16)

periodic solution of[(IB), thalim;_,, ((¢) = 0 for arbitrary

choice of initial conditions (i.e. vectofs z(to), andx; (to), Vector A = (Vi, V2, V3, Va, Tb, 9¢a, 1)

x2(to)) and that((t) = 0 if x1(to) = zo, x2(to) = 0, one nl v Vo [ Vi 1T ] oce | ox
/ J— . ! . _ . —1.
concludes thag(X', ) = y(x(t; o, 20,6, X)) = y(1) for all 0.95 | 15.08 | —10.15 | 1444 | 3.04 | —1.12 | 2.02

t € [to,to+T). [ |
Remark 3.1: One may argue that it is, in principle, pos-

. . : ; Vector § = I
sible to obtain integral formulations of the corresponding ector 6 = (gz, 1)

inverse problem without using adaptive observer-inspired gL i
: o —0.5 10
structures. Note, however, that since the original matri&) —0539 T 1065

is allowed to depend on unknown parametérsexplicit
expressions of solutions df](5) will involve extra nonlinlga
parameterized termsA(?)(t=%0) |f closed-form expressions
are applied to[{6) then the drawback is that the over
unknown parameters vector {s, 6, \), and its dimension
isn+r+d+k. Inthe propoged solution dimensiqn of theEca’ Ey. Ey, are normally knownEic, = —100, Ex = 70,
unknown parameters vector is reduceddte- £ which is ]
advantageous for systems with large number of unknownsEL = 50); other parameters may vary from one cell to
Remark 3.2: The uncertainty reduction achieved in theanother.
proposed method is due to the assumption that all func:timﬂﬁt
in the right-hand side of{6) ar#-periodic. Whereas such
periodicity assumptions may not always hold, they are nQ
particularly difficult to satisfy (at least approximatein)the to+T
laboratory conditions. / ————ds <0,
Remark 3.3: Instead of dealing with continuous-time sig- to 7(z(s))
nals, y(t), one may re-formulate the above results for datwhere if 7' is the period of oscillations, for practically
sampled at anV discrete points{t;} in [ty,to + T]. In relevant values ofly, V3, V4. Assuming that observations
this case setg,, £ will need to be re-defined so that theare taking place when the system’s solution are on (or
corresponding identities hold at a finite number of pofitit3  sufficiently near) the stable period orbit we can express the
rather than for alk € [to, o + T]. Discrete extension of the variableq(t) as follows:

aﬁquations) model dynamics of voltage oscillations gen-
erated in barnacle giant muscle fiber [12]. Variablés the
measured voltage; is the recovery variable. The values of

Itis clear that equationE (IL6) are of the foith (5). Moreover,
he model operates in the oscillatory regime then thetrigh
and side is periodic in including the variable. In addition

e integral

theorem allows straightforward formulation of the infezen s L t o, : oo ((2))
problem as q(t) —elto —TEGY “qo0 + eJ: —raapds Lo\ \2)) 4
N o 7(a(2))
~ to+T 1 o
A =arg min Y (5(\ 1) — y(t:))? (15)  ao=(1—efo Tty
AER” i=1 to+T ft 7+d5 woo(x(z))
which bears some similarity with [8], [13]. Here, however, /t es TEE Wdz-
0

no discretization of the original continuous-time dynaahic
model is required an@y (A, t;)/0\ are computable as defi-
nite integrals.

This brings equation§ (16) into the forid (6) with parameters
0 = (9r,1), and X = (V1, V2, V3, V4, To, gca, 9K )-

For the purpose of illustration we set the values of param-

IV. EXAMPLE etersd, A as specified in Tablg I. For the data generated at

Consider the following system: these parameter values the system is uniquely identifiable,

and hence Assumption_3.1 holds. According to Theorem

& = = goamMoo(®)(@ = Eca) = gxca(w = Erk) 3, the problem of finding the values 6f\ can be now

—gr(z = Ep) +1 formulated as that of matching the functigo\’, ¢) defined
L we(w) (16) in @) toy(t) over|[to,to + T]. And in view of Remark313
= 7(x) 1 T(x) ’ it reduces to solving the unconstrained progran (15).

y =z, In order to evaluatg(\', t), as a function of parameter

at a givent one needs to know the fundamental solutions

where matrix ®(¢,ty) for all ¢ € [to,to + T]. In this example
Moo(x) = 0.5 (1 + tanh (5C — V1>) this matrix was constructed numerically (using Dormand-
Va Prince method and with fixed step siz®002) from linearly
weo () = 0.5 (1 + tanh (x - V3>) independent solutions of
4

=l y(t)

1
7(z) =T (cosh (:v — V?’))_l = —g(lt) 8 8 z, 1=1 a7)
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starting from(1,0,0)7, (0,1,0)%, and(0,0,1)%.

Pointst; in (I8) were evenly spaced with, | —¢; = 0.04,
and the BFGS quasi-Newton method was used to find ¢ |
numerical estimation of the solution df {15). For compu-
tational convenience, instead of looking fot, 5 directly
we were estimating ratiod/V> and V;/V, respectively.
Similarly, as follows from [(1l7), the estimate of parameter
I is not the value ofd, but rather is the sunfs — 6;50.
We run the method foi 2000 iterations, and results of the
estimation are shown in Tabl@ | and Fig. 1. In order to
verify the quality of parameter estimation we riin](16) with
both estimated and true values of parameters. Results ¢
this simulation are show in Fid.] 2, upper panel. Note that
frequency of the estimated(t) is higher than that of the ™% 2 s
measured data. This explains noticeable difference betwegig 2: Trajectoriesz(t) of (I6) with true values off, X
trajectories at the end of the interval. In order to compEnsa(req curves) and estimated values @f\ from Table[]
for this difference we adjusted paramedr(regulating the  (hlye curves). The upper panel shows the case when no
frequency of oscillations in the original model) by0.07.  adjustments to estimated parameters were made. The lower
Simulated trajectory of_(16) after this adjustment is showBanel illustrates how the reconstructe@t) changes when

in Fig.[2, lower panel. It is worth noticing that even thoughne parametefs, regulating the frequency of oscillations is
both estimated and simulatedt) are matching reasonably slightly adjusted by-0.07.

well there are still errors. The origin of these errors i®ljk
to be 1) due to numerical errors in estimating the matrix

®(1,19), and 2) due to the ill-conditioning of the original . tational streams and is based on the ideas of adaptive
problem. Indeed, as Figl 3 suggests, there is a long shallgyservers. It has been shown that the method allows to
valley in a vicinity of the optimum. reduce dimensionality of the problem to that of the dimensio

The estimation took approximately hour on a standard ot the vector of parameters entering the right-hand side
PC in MATLAB. We observed that most of the time wasy¢ the model nonlinearly. In order to test the viability of
sper_lt in the_calculatlonS(% which is not surprising given e method a benchmark model governing dynamics of
the integration[(1l1) was performed over a relatively densg|iage in generated in barnacle giant muscle fiber has been
and uniform grid of points. On the other hand, this indicateg,osen. The method performed well in this problem which,
that in this and similar cases scalability of the procedsre it .o pled with inherent scalability of the procedure, eleab
expected to grow nearly linear with dimension &f This hope that the very same inference technology can be used

will be tested in experiments in future. successfully for efficient fitting of other models to data.too

V. CONCLUSION
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APPENDIX

Lemma 2: Considery = ky + u(t) + d(t), k € R, u,d :
R>ty — R, u € CY, d € CO and letmax{|u(t)],|u(t)|} <

Adaptive

numbers such thaf > /e. Then

[9lloo,fto,to+7) < € =
elloo, t0,t0+1) < VE(L + eFVE 4 B) + A
Proof: Let L be an arbitrary element ¢, 7']. Noticing
that y(¢t) for t > to + L, L > 0, can be expressed as:
y(t) = y(t—L)eFE+ [ k=7 (u(7)+d(7))dr and using
the Mean-value theorem we obtain(t) — y(t — L)e* =
L) (u(r")+d(1")), 7' € [t—L,t]. Hences(1+¢FL) >
Le* =) (Ju(t)| — LB — A¢), and
kL
e(1+ert)
Lmin{1,ek¢-7}
Given that L. can be chosen arbitrarily in the interval
[0,7] we let L = +/& and thus|u(t)] < +&(1 +
PV max{1,e *VE} + Bye+ A < Ve(1+e*IVE L B) +
A YVt eto+ e to+ T
Finally, given that|u(t)] < B for all t € [tg,to + T,
including in the intervaltg, to + +/¢], we conclude that

lu(t)] < Ve(l + el*IVE £ 2B) + A Y t € [to, to + T).
n

Ag-l—LB—F

A¢ + LB+ > |u(t)| Vt > to + L.

A. Proof of Lemma Il
Let us rewrite [(¥) as

y = a1y =+ 057 + ul(t) + dl(t)
i = A%+ ay + buy + Gu(t) + d(t),

whered = col(ay, ..., a,), C = col(1,0,...,0), d(t) =
col(dy(t), ..., dn(t)), and

G=(-b I, ),A_<8 1"02>.

Let [|y(t)]] oo, fto,t0+7] < € and denote(t) = CTz + uy (t).

According to Lemmdl2, there are;,v, € K such that
le@®] = ICTZ + ui ()] < vi(e) + v2(A¢) for all ¢ €
[to,to + T). . o

Using the notation above we obtain:= (A — bC™)z +
ay(t) + Gu(t) + be(t) + d(t).

Matrix A — bCT = A is Hurwitz, and hence there
are D,k € Rsg such that|ert—t0)|| < De k(t—to),
Therefore ||CT(t) CT [ M= Gu(r)dr|| <
De=M=t0||z(to) || + F (lafle + bl (v1(e) + v2(A¢)) + Ae).

Noticing that z;, = C7T ftto eAt=")Gu(r)dr, denoting
k(e) = 2 (lalle + [Ibllvi(e)) +vi(e), ra(A¢) = 27 (A¢ +
HbHUz(Ag)) + ’UQ(Ag), and

1 D
t/(E, ,CC()) = to + E In (—':0|)

we can conclude that there istde, z) > ¢o such that
[21(7) + wr ()|l oo,t,t0+7] < K(€) + € + K2 (A¢)
= r1(e) + ra(Ag).

for all ¢t € [¢'(e,x0), to + T, providing thatT is sufficiently
large to satisfyty + T > t/(e, zo).
Noticing thaty(¢) = 0 = e(t) = 0 ensures tha{{9) holds

B, |d(t)] < A¢. Finally, let T, be non-negative real too.O
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