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Stability of Asynchronous Networked Control
Systems with Probabilistic Clocks

Andrew Lamperski

Abstract—This paper studies the stability of sampled and
networked control systems with sampling and communication
times governed by probabilistic clocks. The clock models have
few restrictions, and can be used to model numerous phenomena
such as deterministic sampling, jitter, and transmission times of
packet dropping networks. Moreover, the stability theory can be
applied to an arbitrary number of clocks with different distri-
butions, operating asynchronously. The paper gives Lyapunov-
type sufficient conditions for stochastic stability of nonlinear
networked systems. For linear systems, the paper gives necessary
and sufficient conditions for exponential mean square stability,
based on linear matrix inequalities. In both the linear and
nonlinear cases, the Lyapunov inequalities are constructed from
a simple linear combination of the classical inequalities from
continuous and discrete time. Crucially, the stability theorems
only depend on the mean sampling intervals. Thus, they can
be applied with only limited statistical information about the
clocks. The Lyapunov theorems are then applied to systems with
multirate sampling, asynchronous communication, delays, and
packet losses.

Index Terms—Networked control systems, Stability analysis,
Stochastic processes

I. INTRODUCTION

Most modern control systems rely on sampling, since
control is typically implemented by digital computers. When
sampling is fast and regular, continuous-time models can
adequately describe the system behavior. If, on the other
hand, sampling is slow, or subject to timing jitter, continuous-
time analysis may not be appropriate. More difficulties arise
when signals are passed over communication networks, since
samples could be delayed or lost. For control systems with nu-
merous computational elements, sampling and communication
could occur asynchronously, and with different rates.

This paper examines the stability of continuous-time dif-
ferential equations with jumps. The timing of the jumps is
governed by probabilistic clock models. The continuous-time
dynamics as well as the jump dynamics could be nonlinear.
Many systems from subfields such as sampled-data control,
networked control, and multirate systems can be modeled
using the framework in this paper. Existing stability theory
from these fields will be reviewed briefly.

The stability of systems with random sampling has a long
history [1]. Most studies of sampled-data control, however,
assume that sampling intervals are uniform and determinis-
tic [2], [3]. Recently, stability analysis of sampled-data control
systems has been extended to include time delays [4], [5].
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For networked control systems, a wider range of sampling
phenomena have been studied [6]. A common framework as-
sumes that sample intervals and time delays occur within some
bounded interval and performs worst-case stability analysis
[7]–[9]. Random sampling intervals are less common in the
literature, but they studied in works such as [10]–[12].

Most results on sampled-data and networked control sys-
tems focus on a single sampling process. Multirate systems
model the effect of different sampling, computing, and com-
munication rates among the components of a control system.
As with sampled-data control, works on multirate systems
typically assume that sampling times are deterministic and
periodic [13]–[15]. If the sampling of multirate systems is not
deterministic, then it becomes asynchronous. Several works
analyze the stability of asynchronous systems in which sam-
pling occurs over some bounded time interval [16]–[18]. There
are fewer results on stability of asynchronous systems with
random sampling times, though closely related systems with
random delays have been studied [19].

This paper presents a method for stability analysis that is
significantly different from the approaches described above.
Nearly all existing methods to study sampled data systems
fall into three categories: 1) continuous-time approximation
with fast sampling assumptions, 2) discrete-time analysis of
the system at sampling instants, and 3) hybrid system analysis.
This paper uses a probabilistic method to average over the
sampling times, enabling continuous-time analysis without
approximations or fast sampling assumptions.

The work in this paper also differs from the majority of
works on randomly sampled systems, in that sampling inter-
vals do not need to be bounded. Furthermore, the sample times
of the various subsystems could be generated by asynchronous
clocks with different probability distributions.

The main results of the paper are stochastic Lyapunov
theorems for systems with randomly distributed sample times.
The Lyapunov inequalities result from a linear combination
of classical Lyapunov inequalities for continuous and discrete
time systems. For linear systems, necessary and sufficient con-
ditions for exponential mean square stability are given in terms
of linear matrix inequalities (LMIs). The stability theorems
only depend on the mean sampling intervals generated by the
various clock processes. It is shown how these theorems can
be applied to systems with asynchronous multirate sampling,
delays, and packet dropping links.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II presents the
modeling framework. Section III presents the stability results
and example applications. The proofs are given in Section IV.
The paper concludes with Section V.
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Notation: For a random variable X , its expected value is
denoted by E[X]. The probability of a an event A is denoted
by P(A). The conditional probability of an event A given an
event B is written as P(A | B). The conditional expectation
of a random variable X given event B is written as E[X |B].
The notation X d

= Y is used to denote that random variables
X and Y are identically distributed. If x(t) is a stochastic
process and f is a function, the conditional expectation of
f(x(t)) given that x(0) = x is written more compactly as
Ex[f(x(t))]. The probability that event A occurs given that
x(0) = x is written compactly as Px(A).

The Laplace transform and inverse Laplace transform are
denoted by L and L−1, respectively.

For a function f , the left and right limits are given by
f(t−) = lims↑t f(s) and f(t+) = lims↓t f(s), respectively.

For a set S, the function χS is the indicator function, with
χS(x) = 1 if x ∈ S and χS(x) = 0 otherwise.

For a vector, x, its Euclidean norm is denoted by ‖x‖.

II. MODELING ASYNCHRONOUS SAMPLED SYSTEMS

This section presents the modeling framework used in this
paper. First, the clock models are defined in Subsection II-A.
Several example clock models are given. Next, the dynamic
system models are defined in Subsection II-B.

A. Clock Models

The clock model used in this paper, c(t), is an integer-valued
stochastic process which will now be defined. For k ≥ 0,
let ζ(k) be a monotonically increasing sequence of random
variables, which denote the tick times of the clock. The process
c(t) is defined by

c(t) = k if ζ(k) ≤ t < ζ(k + 1). (1)

Note that (1) implies that c(t) is right-continuous, i.e. c(t+) =
c(t).

Now the distribution of ζ(k) will be specified. Let ρ be a
non-negative random variable. For all k ∈ N, assume that the
increments ζ(k+1)−ζ(k) = ρ(k+1) are independent random
variables distributed identically to ρ.

Throughout the paper, assume that ρ has the following
properties:

(ρ1) There is a constant b > 0 such that E[ebρ] <∞
(ρ2) ρ has a generalized probability density function h which

is infinitely differentiable in a neighborhood of 0.
Aside from these constraints, the distribution of ρ is otherwise
unconstrained.

The first assumption implies that all moments exist. In other
words, the distribution cannot have a heavy tail.

The generalized function h could contain Dirac delta
terms, but the assumption of continuity at 0 guarantees that
P(ρ = 0) = 0. Furthermore, the assumption implies that
limk→∞ ζ(k) = ∞, almost surely. Further, assume that
ζ(0) ≤ 0 and ζ(1) > 0 (For any ζ(k) with ζ(0) ≤ 0, this can
be made to be true by shifting the indices.) This assumption
then implies that c(0) = 0.

The distribution of ζ(k), and thus c(t) is fully specified,
then, by choosing the distribution of ζ(0). This distribution

will be given in the following lemma. It is proved in Subsec-
tion IV-B.

Lemma 1: The function q : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) defined by

q(x) =
P(ρ > x)

E[ρ]
(2)

is a probability density function. Furthermore, if −ζ(0) is
distributed according to q, then the following properties hold:

1) The process which measures the times since the last jump:

`(t) = t− ζ(c(t)) (3)

is stationary, and distributed according to q.
2) The clock has identically distributed increments: if r, t ≥

0, then P(c(r + t)− c(r) = k) = P(c(t) = k).

Properties 1 and 2 are crucial for the stability analysis in
this paper.

Example 1: One of the simplest examples occurs when ρ
has an exponential distribution with rate parameter λ. In this
case ρ has a probability density function h(ρ) = λe−λρ, and
furthermore q(x) = h(x). It can be shown that c(t) is Poisson
process with P(c(t) = k) = e−λt (λt)

k

k! .

Example 2: Now say that ζ(k) − ζ(k − 1) takes a fixed
deterministic value, τ . Then, h(ρ) = δ(ρ − τ), E[ρ] = τ ,
and q(x) = χ[0,τ)(x)/τ . In this case, −ζ(0) is uniformly
distributed over [0, τ).

Example 3: In the empirical study of jitter, ρ is commonly
modeled by a Gaussian distribution with mean µ > 0 and
standard deviation σ > 0 [20], [21]. To exclude the possibility
that ρ < 0, consider instead, a truncated normal distribution,
with lower bound at ρ = 0. In this case,

h(ρ) =
1
σφ
(
ρ−µ
σ

)
1− Φ

(
−µσ
) , E[ρ] = µ+ σ

φ
(
−µσ
)

1− Φ
(
−µσ
) ,

and q(x) =
1− Φ

(
x−µ
σ

)
µ
(
1− Φ

(
−µσ
))

+ σφ
(
−µσ
) ,

where φ(x) = 1√
2π
e−

1
2x

2

and Φ(x) =
∫ x
−∞ φ(y)dy.

Remark 1 (Unbounded Sampling Intervals): In the litera-
ture on sampled systems with random sampling, e.g. [10]–
[12], it is typically assumed that the sampling intervals ρ(k)
are bounded. The results in this paper can be applied equally
well to bounded sampling intervals, as in Example 2, and
unbounded sampling intervals, as in Examples 1 and 3.

The following proposition is meant to give some intuition
for the choice of the initial distribution q. The stability
theorems below do not rely on the proposition, however. It
is proved in Subsection IV-B.

Proposition 1: Assume that ζ(0) is set deterministically to
0 (as opposed to according to q). Recall the process `(t) from
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(3). The following equality holds almost surely for all r ≥ 0:∫ r

0

q(s)ds = lim
T→∞

∫ T
0
χ[0,r](`(t))dt

T
. (4)

Furthermore, if the distribution of `(t) converges to a station-
ary distribution, then this distribution has the pdf q.

Recall that χ[0,r](x) = 1 if x ∈ [0, r] and χ[0,r](x) = 0
otherwise.

Remark 2 (Clock Initialization): It can be shown that for
exponentially distributed ρ(k), Example 1, that the distribution
of `(t) converges to a stationary distribution for any initial
condition ζ(0). In this case, having −ζ(0) = 0 distributed
according to q can be interpreted as resetting the clock counter
after `(t) has become stationary.

On the other hand, for deterministic sampling intervals,
Example 2, if ζ(0) is set to 0 deterministically, then `(t)
is periodic and deterministic, so the distribution will never
become stationary. In this case, note that the left hand side of
(4) is the cdf of q, while the function on the right side gives
the probability that `(t̂) ≤ r, if t̂ is generated uniformly over
[0, T ]. Thus, in general, having `(0) distributed according to q
can be interpreted as the result of resetting the clock counter
at a large randomly chosen time.

B. System Models
This subsection presents the dynamic system modeling

framework used in the paper. In general, the models consist of
continuous-time differential equations with jumps. The jumps
times are governed by the clock processes described above.

In order to present the system models, the following lemma
is useful. It states that independent clocks do not jump at the
same time.

Lemma 2: If ζ1(k) and ζ2(k′) are jump times of indepen-
dent clock processes, then ζ1(k) 6= ζ2(k′) almost surely.

General Model: Now the general dynamic model studied in
this paper will be defined. Let c1(t), . . . , cn(t) be independent
clock processes, with corresponding jump times ζ1(k), . . . ,
ζn(k). Furthermore, let ρi be random variables which are
identically distributed to ζi(k)− ζi(k − 1).

Let F and G1, . . . , Gn be functions from Rd to Rd. The
general dynamics are given by

ẋ(t) = F (x(t)) for t /∈ {ζi(k) : i = 1, . . . , n, k ∈ N}
x(ζi(k)+) = Gi(x(ζi(k)−)) for i = 1, . . . , n.

(5)
It will be assumed that x(t) is right continuous, so that in
particular, x(ζi(k)) = x(ζi(k)+) at the jump times.

It will also be assumed that F (0) = 0 and Gi(0) = 0, for
i = 1, . . . , n, so that the origin is an equilibrium.

Linear Dynamics: Linear dynamics form an important
special case, which will now be defined. Let A and J1, . . . ,
Jn be d× d matrices. The dynamics of x ∈ Rd are given by.

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) for t /∈ {ζi(k) : i = 1, . . . , n, k ∈ N}
x(ζi(k)+) = Jix(ζi(k)−) for i = 1, . . . , n.

(6)

As in the nonlinear case, it will be assumed that x(t) is right-
continuous.

Lemma 2 implies that the jump times are distinct, and so
given x(0), (5) or (6) unambiguously specify the dynamics
of x(t). Furthermore, note that the different clock processes
could potentially have very different distributions.

In Subsection III-B, it is shown how various examples from
sampled-data, networked, and multirate systems can be cast in
terms of (5) and (6).

Remark 3 (Deterministic Clock Models): The results in
this paper do not directly apply to systems with deterministic
sampling times of the form ζ(k) = kτ . Based on Example 2,
however, the work can be applied to systems with deterministic
sampling rates and a random offset: ζ(k) = kτ + ζ(0), where
ζ(0) is uniformly distributed over (−τ, 0]. Arguably, this
is a reasonable assumption for most digital control systems
since the computer clock and the plant will typically not be
initialized at precisely the same time.

III. STOCHASTIC STABILITY

This section presents the main results of this paper, which
are Lyapunov theorems for systems of the form (5) and (6).
Subsection III-A presents the definitions of stability used
in the paper, and then gives the corresponding Lyapunov
theorems. Subsection III-B demonstrates how these theorems
can specialize to classical stability results, as well as several
classes of sampled systems.

A. Stochastic Lyapunov Theory

This subsection presents a collection of stochastic Lyapunov
stability theorems for the process defined in (5) and (6). Just
as stability of deterministic systems can take various forms,
several different notions of stability for stochastic systems can
be used. The various notions of stability used in the paper will
be defined, followed by a collection of Lyapunov theorems
corresponding to each type of stability. The terminology
follows [22].

Throughout this subsection, D ⊂ Rd will be an open set
containing the origin. The Lyapunov function candidate V :
D → R is assumed to be continuously differentiable, with
V (0) = 0 and V (x) > 0 for x ∈ D\{0}. The initial condition
is given by x(0) = x.

Definition 1: The process x(t) is

• stable in probability if for all ε > 0 and all η > 0, there
exists δ > 0 such that ‖x‖ < δ implies that

Px
(

sup
t≥0
‖x(t)‖ > ε

)
< η,

• asymptotically stable in probability if it is stable in
probability and for all η > 0, there exists δ > 0 such
that ‖x‖ < δ implies that

Px
(

lim
t→∞

‖x(t)‖ = 0
)
> 1− η.
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• exponentially p-stable, for p ≥ 1, if there are positive
constants C and a such that the following inequality holds
for all x ∈ Rd:

Ex [‖x(t)‖p] ≤ C‖x‖pe−at,

A system that is exponentially p-stable for p = 2 will be
called exponentially mean square stable.

Now the theorems will be presented. They will be proved
in Section IV.

Theorem 1: Say that F is locally Lipschitz on D and
G1, . . . , Gn are continuous on D. If

∂V (x)

∂x
F (x) +

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) ≤ 0 (7)

for all x ∈ D, then x(t) is stable stable in probability.
Furthermore, if

∂V (x)

∂x
F (x) +

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) < 0

for all x ∈ D \ {0}, then x(t) is asymptotically stable in
probability.

Theorem 2: Say that D = Rd, and the functions F
and G1, . . . , Gn are globally Lipschitz. If there are positive
constants C1, C2, C3, C4, and b such that the following
inequalities hold for all x ∈ Rd,

C1‖x‖p ≤ V (x) ≤ C2‖x‖p, (8)

∂V (x)

∂x
F (x) +

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) ≤ −C3‖x‖p,

(9)∥∥∥∥∂V (x)

∂x

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C4(1 + ‖x‖b), (10)

then x(t) is exponentially p-stable. Furthermore,
limt→∞ x(t) = 0, almost surely.

Theorem 3: Say that x(t) has linear dynamics given in (6).
The process x(t) is exponentially mean square stable if only
if there exists Z � 0 such that

ATZ + ZA+

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]

(
JT
i ZJi − Z

)
≺ 0. (11)

Furthermore, if (11) holds, then limt→∞ x(t) = 0, almost
surely.

B. Special Cases

This subsection demonstrates how Theorems 1, 2, and 3
contain several existing results as special cases. Furthermore,
it is shown how to cast several systems from sampled-data
control, networked control, and multirate systems as jump
systems specified by (5), so that the theorems can be applied.

Continuous-Time Stability: If G1 = · · · = Gn = I , then
(5) specifies the continuous dynamics ẋ(t) = F (x(t)). In this
case, Theorem 1 reduces to the classical Lyapunov stability
theorem. Similarly, if the system is linear, and governed by
(6) with J1 = · · · = Jn = I , then the dynamics become
ẋ(t) = Ax(t), and (11) reduces to the classical continuous-
time linear Lyapunov inequality.

Discrete-Time Stability: If F = 0 and n = 1, then (5)
reduces to the discrete-time dynamics

x(ζ1(k + 1)) = G1(x(ζ1(k))).

In this case Theorem 1 reduces to the classical discrete-time
Lyapunov theorem. Similarly, if A = 0 and n = 1, then (6)
reduces to the discrete-time dynamics

x(ζ1(k + 1)) = J1x(ζ1(k)).

In this case, (11) is equivalent to JT
1 ZJ1−Z ≺ 0, the classical

discrete-time Lyapunov inequality.

Jump Linear Systems: Consider a discrete-time jump linear
system defined by

y(k + 1) = Jσ(k)y(k), (12)

where σ(0), σ(1), . . . are iid random variables specified by
P(σ(k) = i) = pi for i = 1, . . . , n. Here

∑n
i=1 pi = 1.

Corollary 2.2 of [23] implies that this system is exponentially
mean square stable if and only if the following LMI holds for
some Z � 0:

n∑
i=1

pi
(
JT
i ZJi − Z

)
≺ 0. (13)

The following proposition shows how (12) can be analyzed
using Theorem 3. The proof is omitted for brevity.

Proposition 2: Let A = 0 and let ρi be exponential random
variables with rate parameters pi. Let tk be the jump times
of the process c̃(t) =

∑n
i=1 ci(t). Then x(t) = x(tk) for t ∈

[tk, tk+1), and the discrete-time process x(tk) is equivalently
distributed to y(k) defined in (12). Furthermore, in this case,
E[ρi] = 1/pi, so that (11) reduces to (13).

The analysis of jump linear systems here is limited to the
case of iid σ(k) switching variables. It would interesting to
extend the analysis in the paper to the case of σ(k) generated
by a Markov chain, as studied in [23].

Exponential Sampling Intervals: If (6) holds with
ρ1, . . . , ρn exponentially distributed, then Theorem 3 reduces
to Theorem 1 of [24].

Sampled-Data Control: Let xP , u be the state and input,
respectively, of a sampled-data state-feedback system defined
by

ẋP (t) = FP (xP (t), u(t)),

u(t) = H(xP (ζ(k))), for t ∈ [ζ(k), ζ(k + 1))
(14)

where ζ(k) are the jump times of a clock as in Section II-A.
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Continuous-Time
System

Sample

Packet Dropping
Network

Hold

Fig. 1: A Continuous-time system controlled over a packet
dropping network.

This system can be cast as a special case of (5) by setting
x =

[
xTP uT

]T
, setting n = 1, and defining F and G by

F (xP , u) =

[
FP (xP , u)

0

]
, G(xP , u) =

[
xP

H(xP )

]
. (15)

Here, the subscript on G1 was dropped, since there is no
ambiguity.

Existing methods for sampled-data control system stability
analysis typically either assume that sampling rate is fast and
apply continuous-time analysis, or examine the behavior at
sample times using discrete-time approximations. See [2] for
more information about these two approaches.

The following corollary of Theorem 1 gives a sufficient
condition for stochastic stability that does not depend on
an approximate discrete-time model, and can be applied to
systems with a wide range of random sampling period models.

Corollary 1: Assume that F and G defined in (15) satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem 1. If

∂V (xP , u)

∂xP
Fp(xp, u)+

1

E[ρ]
(V (xP , H(xP ))− V (xP , u)) ≤ 0

for all
[
xTP uT

]T ∈ D, then x(t) is stable in probability.
Furthermore, if the inequality is strict on D \ {0}, then x(t)
is asymptotically stable in probability.

Packet Dropping Networks: Consider the feedback loop
over a packet-dropping network depicted in Figure 1. It will
be shown that for an appropriate distribution for ρ, networks
with Bernoulli dropout probability can be modeled using
(14), above. Thus, Corollary 1 can be used to analyze packet
dropping networks.

Say that ẋP (t) satisfies the continuous-time dynamics spec-
ified in (14). The effect of drawing a sample every τ units of
time, but dropping the corresponding packet with probability
1− θ can be modeled with the following rule

u(ψ + (k + 1)τ) =

{
H(xP (ψ + (k + 1)τ)) with prob. θ
u(ψ + kτ) with prob. (1− θ).

(16)
Between sample times, u is held fixed: u(t) = u(ψ + kτ) for
t ∈ [ψ+kτ, ψ+(k+1)τ). Here ψ is a scalar random variable,
which will be described later later.

Continuous-Time
Plant

Discrete-Time
Controller

S1 · · · SpH1· · ·Hq

Fig. 2: A variant of the system from [25] with no exogenous
inputs. Blocks S1, S2, . . . , Sp represent samplers, while blocks
H1, H2, . . . ,Hq represent hold elements.

Let ρ(k) denote the time intervals between successful
packet transmissions. The update rule implies the ρ(k) are
independent and distributed identically to ρ, which is defined
by the following generalized pdf:

h(ρ) =
∞∑
i=1

δ(ρ− iτ)(1− θ)i−1θ. (17)

By direct calculation, it can be shown that E[ρ] = τ/θ and
the pdf q(x) from (2) is given by q(x) = θ

τ (1−θ)bx/τc. Then
setting ψ = ζ(0), and ζ(k) = ζ(0) +

∑k
i=1 ρ(i), the update

rule from (16) is equivalent to the dynamics for u(t) specified
in (14). Thus, the packet-dropping network has been cast as a
special case of (14).

Multirate Systems: Consider the network depicted in Fig-
ure 2. Let ζs1(k), . . . , ζsp(k) and ζh1 (k), . . . , ζhq (k) be the jump
times of independent clock processes, which model the sample
times of the plant output and the times that control signals get
sent to the hold elements, respectively.

Assume that the continuous-time dynamics are given by

ẋP (t) = FP (xP (t), u(t)),

which has output y(t) =
[
y1(t)T · · · yp(t)

T
]T

, which
have dynamics specified by y(t) = Hi(xP (ζsi (t))) for t ∈
[ζsi (k), ζsi (k + 1)).

At the sampling times, the state of the discrete-time con-
troller is updated as

xC(ζsi (k)+) = GC(xC(ζsi (k)−), y(ζsi (k)+)),

and held constant at other times. The control signal u(t) =[
u1(t)T · · · uq(t)

T
]T

has dynamics given by ui(t) =
Ki(xC(ζhi (k)), y(ζhi (k))) for t ∈ [ζhi (k), ζhi (k + 1)).

The H∞ control problem for a similar class of models
was studied in [25], though the paper focused on worst case
synthesis, and so did not put a statistical structure on the
sample and hold times.

Now the dynamics above will be cast as a special case of
(5). Let Ei be the block matrix, partitioned to conform to y or
u, depending on context, defined by ET

i y = yi or ET
i u = ui.

Let Mi be the block diagonal matrix given by Mi = I−EiET
i .

Define the functions H̃i and K̃j by

H̃i(xP , y) = EiHi(xP ) +Miy,

K̃i(xC , y, u) = EiKi(xC , y) +Miu.
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The reduction is completed by setting x =[
xTP yT xTC uT

]T
and defining

F (x) =


FP (xP , u)

0
0
0

 , Gi(x) =


xP

H̃i(xP , y)

GC(xC , H̃i(xP , y))
u

 ,

Gp+j(x) =


xP
y
xC

K̃j(xC , y, u)

 ,
(18)

for i = 1, . . . , p and j = 1, . . . , q.
It is possible to formulate a corollary for multirate systems

analogous to Corollary 1. The statement is omitted for space
purposes.

Random Delays: Note that random delays can be captured
as a special case of the multirate setup from Figure 2. Indeed,
consider the case the case of a single sampling and a single
hold element, and discrete-time controller given by u = y. In
this case, if y is sampled at ζs(k), then it will not get passed
back to the continuous-time plant until some time ζh(k′) >
ζs(k). Note, that in this case, the sample would simply be lost
if another sample is drawn before y(ζs(k)) passes to the hold
element. Such phenomena pose no difficulties for the stability
methods in this paper.

Example 4: A numerical example of Theorem 3 will now
be presented. Consider the special class of multirate systems
depicted in Figure 3a. In particular, let P be a continuous-
time plant and C be a discrete-time controller with state-space
realizations given by

P =

[
1 1
1 0

]
and C =

[
0.8 −0.2
2 0

]
.

The sample times are governed by a jittering clock process
with jump interval distributions given by the truncated normal
distribution from (3). The control inputs pass over the packet
dropping network which has interval distribution given in (17).

Specializing (18) to linear systems leads to a system of the
form in (6) given by

A =


1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,
and

J1 =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
−0.2 0 0.8 0

0 0 0 1

 , J2 =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 2 0

 .
If the mean of the jittering clock interval, ρ1, and the packet
dropping interval, ρ2, is sufficiently small, then (11) has a
positive definite solution. If, however, either mean is too large,
then (11) will not have a positive definite solution. Figure 3b
shows simulations of this system for varying parameter values.

Continuous-Time
Plant

Discrete-Time
Controller

Jittery
Sampler

Packet-Dropping
Network

(a)

−4

0

4

−60

0

60

xP (t)

0 20 40 60

t

−12

0

12

(b)

Fig. 3: 3a A special case of Figure 2 with a single jittering
sampling element and a hold element that models a packet
dropping network. 3b Each of the graphs depicts 20 realiza-
tions of xP (t) from Example 4 for a particular set of parameter
values and random initial conditions. In all three cases, the
truncated normal distribution has parameter µ = 0.1 and the
packet dropping network has base sampling rate τ = 0.1.
The top graph depicts runs with σ = 0.1 and θ = 0.9. In
this case, (11) has a positive definite solution, and so x(t)
is exponentially mean square stable. The middle and bottom
graphs depict runs with (σ, θ) = (0.2, 0.9) and (0.1, 0.4),
respectively. In each case, (11) has no positive definite so-
lution, so exponential mean square stability fails. Note that
in these cases, the trajectories can oscillate or diverge. A
detailed description of these plots along with source code can
be found at http://nbviewer.ipython.org/url/www.ece.umn.edu/
∼alampers/code/networksimulation/NetworkSimulation.ipynb.

IV. PROOFS

This section gives proofs of the results in this paper. Subsec-
tion IV-A gives proofs of Theorems 1 - 3. These proofs, in turn
depend on several supporting lemmas. The lemmas that only
depend on the clock processes are proved in Subsection IV-B.
That subsection also gives proofs of Lemma 1, Lemma 2, and
Proposition 1 stated above. The lemmas that depend on the
system dynamics, (5) or (6), are proved in Subsection IV-C.

http://nbviewer.ipython.org/url/www.ece.umn.edu/~alampers/code/networksimulation/NetworkSimulation.ipynb
http://nbviewer.ipython.org/url/www.ece.umn.edu/~alampers/code/networksimulation/NetworkSimulation.ipynb
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A. Stability Proofs

This subsection gives proofs of Theorems 1 - 3. The
arguments are based on established techniques from stochas-
tic Lyapunov theory, [22], [26]. The main difficulties arise
in proving the supporting lemmas which allow the existing
stability theory to be applied.

Stochastic Lyapunov results usually focus on Markov pro-
cesses. The process x(t) will typically not be Markov, how-
ever. (Though, it will be if all of the clocks are Poisson
processes.) The Markov property can fail, since x(t′) for
t′ > t will depend on the clock jumps that occur between
t and t′, and the corresponding jump times can depend on
jumps that occurred before time t. The next lemma states
that this problem can be rectified by tracking how much
time has passed since the most recent jump. It is proved in
Subsection IV-C.

Lemma 3: Let x(t) satisfy (5) and let `(t) =[
`1(t) · · · `n(t)

]T
, where `i(t) are defined according

to (3). The process y(t) =

[
x(t)
`(t)

]
is a time-homogeneous

Markov process.

In order to formulate a Lyapunov argument, a suitable gen-
eralization of the Lie derivative is required. The infinitesimal
generator of x(t) is defined as the following limit:

GV (x) = lim
t↓0

1

t
(Ex [V (x(t))]− V (x)) , (19)

where V is sufficiently well behaved for the limit to exist.
When F and G1, . . . , Gn are nonlinear, the limit in (19)

may not be finite. The following approach to circumvent this
problem is based on a technique from [26]. Let Bε = {x ∈
Rd : ‖x‖ ≤ ε}. Let τε be the stopping time defined by

τε = inf{t : x(t) /∈ Bε}.

Define the stopped processes xε(t) and yε(t) by

xε(t) = x(min{t, τε}), yε(t) =

[
x(min{t, τε})

`(t)

]
,

where y(t) was defined in Lemma 3.
Note that xε(t) can be described by the augmented version

of (5):

ẋε(t) = χBε(xε(t))F (xε(t))

for t /∈ {ζi(k) : k ≥ 0 i = 1, . . . , n}
xε(ζi(k)+) = χBε(xε(ζi(k)−))Gi(xε(ζi(k)−)

+ χRd\Bε(xε(ζ
−
i ))xε(ζi(k)−).

Thus, Lemma 3 implies that yε(t) is a time-homogeneous
Markov process, as well.

Now define the infinitesimal generator of xε(t) similar to
(19):

GεV (x) = lim
t↓0

1

t
(Ex[V (xε(t))]− V (x)) . (20)

The next lemma presents an explicit form of the infinitesi-
mal generators G and Gε, and gives conditions for when they
will exist. It is proved in Subsection IV-C.

Lemma 4: Let D be an open set containing the origin. Say
that V : D → R is continuously differentiable, F is locally
Lipschitz, and G1, . . . , Gn are continuous. If Bε ⊂ D, then
the limit in (20) exists and is equal to

GεV (x) =
∂V (x)

∂x
F (x) +

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρ]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) .

(21)
In this case, the corresponding Dynkin formula holds:

Ex[V (xε(t))] = V (x) + Ex
[∫ t

0

GεV (xε(t))dt

]
. (22)

Furthermore, say that F and G1, . . . , Gn are globally
Lipschitz, and there are positive constants C4 and b∥∥∥∥∂V∂x (x)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C4(1 + ‖x‖b).

Then the limit in (19) exists and is equal to

GV (x) =
∂V (x)

∂x
F (x) +

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) .

(23)
Similarly, the corresponding Dynkin formula holds:

Ex[V (x(t))] = V (x) + Ex
[∫ t

0

GV (x(t))dt

]
. (24)

The constants were denoted by C4 and b for consistency
with the conditions (10) of Theorem 2.

Using Lemmas 3 and 4, the theorems can now be proved.

Proof of Theorem 1: The proof of stability in probability
is similar to the proof of Lemma 1 in Chapter II of [26]. Fix
ε > 0 and η > 0. Without loss of generality, say that ε is
sufficiently small so that Bε ⊂ D. Thus, it can be assumed that
Gε is given according to (21). Furthermore, (7), combined with
Dynkin’s formula, (22), implies that Ex[V (xε(t))] ≤ V (x).
In other words, V (xε(t)) is a supermartingale. Then the
following bound holds:

Px
(

sup
t≥0
‖x(t)‖ > ε

)
= Px

(
sup
t≥0
‖xε(t)‖ > ε

)
≤ V (x)

ε
,

where the equality holds by construction of xε(t), and the
upper bound follows from the supermartingale inequality.
Now, continuity and positive definiteness of V imply that
V (x)/ε < η for all sufficiently small x. Thus x(t) is stable in
probability.

Now say that the Lyapunov inequality is strict for all x ∈
D \ {0}. It will be shown that x(t) is asymptotically stable
in probability. The proof strategy is motivated by the proof of
Theorem 2 of Chapter II of [26], but the details are different.

It will be shown that if supt≥0 ‖xε(t)‖ ≤ ε, then
limt→∞ xε(t) = 0 with probability 1. If this is true, then the
proof would be complete, since then

Px
(

lim
t→∞

xε(t) = 0
)
≥ Px

(
sup
t≥0
‖xε(t)‖ ≤ ε

)
> 1− η,

from the argument above.
Recall that V (xε(t)) is a non-negative supermartingale.

Doob’s first martingale convergence theorem implies that there
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is a non-negative random variable v∞ such that the following
limit holds almost surely:

lim
t→∞

V (xε(t)) = v∞.

Assume for the sake of contradiction that

Px
(

sup
t≥0
‖xε(t)‖ ≤ ε, lim

t→∞
V (xε(t)) > 0

)
> 0.

It follows that there must exist γ > 0 such that

Px
(

sup
t≥0
‖xε(t)‖ ≤ ε, lim

t→∞
V (xε(t)) ≥ γ

)
> 0.

Continuity of GεV implies that there exists g > 0 such
that GεV (x) ≤ −g for all x such that V (x) ≥ γ and
‖x‖ ≤ ε. Note then, for every realization of x(t) such that
supt≥0 ‖xε(t)‖ ≤ ε and limt→∞ V (xε(t)) ≥ γ, the integral
from Dynkin’s formula, (22), goes to −∞:∫ ∞

0

Gε(xε(t))dt = −∞.

It follows that the right side of (22) must converge to −∞ as
t→∞, but the left side is non-negative. Thus, a contradiction
has been obtained and the proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 2: In this case, Lemma 4 implies that
(23) and (24) hold. Combining (8) and (9) with (23) and (24)
implies the following bound:

Ex [‖x(t)‖p] ≤ 1

C1
Ex [V (x(t))]

=
1

C1
V (x) +

1

C1
Ex
[∫ t

0

GV (x(r))dr

]
≤ C2

C1
‖x‖p − C3

C1

∫ t

0

Ex [‖x(r)‖p] dr.

The final inequality also uses Fubini’s theorem to switch
the expectation and integral. It now follows from Gronwall’s
inequality that

Ex [‖x(t)‖p] ≤ C2

C1
‖x‖pe−

C3
C1
t, (25)

and so exponential p-stability holds.
Now it will be shown that x(t) → 0 almost surely as

t → ∞. The method is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.1
from [22]. Let γ = C3/C2. An argument analogous to the
derivation of (25), shows that Ex[V (x(t))] ≤ V (x)e−γt. Thus,
eγtV (x(t)) is a non-negative supermartingale. Then Doob’s
first martingale convergence theorem implies that eγtV (x(t))
has a finite limit almost surely. Thus, there is a non-negative
random variable S, which is finite almost surely, defined by

sup
t≥0

eγtV (x(t)) = S.

It follows that V (x(t)) ≤ Se−γt, which implies that x(t)→ 0
almost surely.

Proof of Theorem 3: Say that V (x) = xTZx with Z � 0.
Then if (11) holds, then the conditions of Theorem 2 hold with
p = 2. It follows that x(t) is exponentially mean square stable
and that x(t)→ 0 as t→∞, almost surely.

Conversely, say that x(t) is exponentially mean square sta-
ble. Let Y be a positive definite matrix. Since x(t) is a linear
function of x(0) = x, it follows that Ex

[
x(t)TY x(t)

]
is a

quadratic function of x. Furthermore, exponential convergence
of second moments shows that there must be a matrix Z such
that

xTZx =

∫ ∞
0

Ex [x(t)Y x(t)] dt. (26)

Since x(t) does not jump to zero instantaneously from a non-
zero initial condition (since ζi(1) > 0), it follows that Z � 0.

Furthermore, for any t > 0, the following decomposition
holds:

xTZx = Ex
[∫ t

0

x(r)TY x(r)dr +

∫ ∞
t

x(r)TY x(r)dr

]
.

(27)
Now the it will be shown that the second term on the right

of (27) is equal to Ex
[
x(t)TZx(t)

]
.

Recall the processes `(t) and y(t), from Lemma 3. Let Ft
be the filtration generated by y(t), and define shifted processes
by x̃(r) = x(t+ r) and ˜̀(r) = `(t+ r). The following chain
of equalities holds:

Ex
[∫ ∞

t

x(r)TY x(r)dr

]
= Ex

[
E
[∫ ∞

0

x(t+ r)TY x(t+ r)dr Ft
]]

(28)

= Ex
[
E
[∫ ∞

0

x̃(r)TY x̃(r)dr x̃(0) = x(t), ˜̀(0) = `(t)

]]
(29)

= Ex
[
E
[∫ ∞

0

x̃(r)TY x̃(r)dr x̃(0) = x(t)

]]
(30)

= Ex
[
x(t)TZx(t)

]
, (31)

The first equation, (28), holds since x(0) = x is measurable
in Ft. Next, (28) follows from the definition of x̃, ˜̀, and the
fact that y(t) is a Markov process. Marginalizing over `(t)
gives (30). Furthermore, time homogeneity of y(t), combined
with stationarity of `(t) implies that x̃(r) given that x̃(0) = x̂
is identically distributed to x(r) given that x(0) = x̂. Thus,
(31) holds.

Combining (31) with (27) implies that the following equal-
ity holds for all t > 0:

1

t

(
Ex
[
x(t)TZx(t)

]
− xTZx

)
= −1

t

∫ t

0

Ex
[
x(r)TY x(r)

]
dr

Take the limit as t → 0. The left side goes to GV (x), where
V (x) = xTZx, while the right side goes to −xTY x, as in the
proof of Lemma 4. Thus Z � 0 solves (11), and the theorem
is proved.

B. Clock Analysis

The proofs of Theorems 1 - 3 heavily rely on Lemmas 3
and 4. These lemmas, in turn, depend on a collection of results
proved in this subsection that only depend on the properties
of the clock processes, defined in Subsection II-A. First, the
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Laplace transform methods used in the proofs are introduced.
Next, Lemma 1 and Proposition 1, from Subsection II-A,
which describe properties of the initial clock distribution,
q, are proved. Later, two lemmas used for approximating
the jump probability over small time intervals are presented.
These approximations are then used to prove Lemma 2 from
Subsection II-B, which states that independent clocks have
distinct jump times.

Let h be the generalized pdf associated with ρ. Let H(s)
be the Laplace transform of h:

H(s) =

∫ ∞
0

e−sth(t)dt = E[e−sρ]. (32)

Note that the integral converges whenever Re s ≥ 0. Fur-
thermore, H(s) completely characterizes the distribution of
ρ, since its cdf may be recovered by the inverse Laplace
transform:

P(ρ ≤ t) =

∫ t

0

h(ρ)dρ = L−1
(

1

s
H(s)

)
(t). (33)

See [27] for an introduction to Laplace transform techniques
in probability.

Let Q(s) be the Laplace transform of transform of q defined
in Lemma 1:

Q(s) =
1

E[ρ]

∫ ∞
0

e−stP(ρ > t)dt

=
1

E[ρ]

∫ ∞
0

e−st
(

1−
∫ t

0

h(r)dr

)
dt

=
1−H(s)

sE[ρ]
(34)

With the Laplace transforms introduced, the supporting
lemmas and proposition can be proved.

Proof of Lemma 1: First it will be shown that q is a pdf.
Since q(x) ≥ 0, it suffices to show that

∫∞
0
q(x)dx = 1, or

equivalently, that Q(0) = 1.
First note that H(0) = 1, so that Q(s) has a removable

singularity at s = 0. Now, it will be shown that Q(0) = 1.
Based on Assumption ρ1, it can be shown1 that H(s) is

analytic at all s with Res > −b. In particular, H(s) is analytic
at s = 0 with derivative given by

H ′(0) = lim
s→0

∫ ∞
0

(−t)e−sth(t)dt = −E[ρ]. (35)

This equation, combined with (34), implies that

Q(0) = lim
s→0

1−H(s)

sE[ρ]
= −H

′(0)

E[ρ]
= 1.

Thus q is a pdf.
In order to show that `(t) = t − ζ(c(t)) is stationary and

distributed according to q, it suffices to show that

E[e−α`(t)] = Q(α). (36)

Note that the right side is independent of t.

1 Sketch: Take a small contour around s̃ with Re s̃ > −b:
∮
E[e−sρ]ds =

E
[∮

e−sρds
]
= 0. So, H(s) is analytic at s̃, by Morera’s theorem.

To prove (36), the Laplace transform (over t) of the left side
will be evaluated:∫ ∞

0

e−stE[e−α`(t)]dt =

∫ ∞
0

E
[
e−(s+α)teαζ(c(t))

]
dt

= E

[
eαζ(0)

∫ ζ(1)

0

e−(s+α)tdt

]
+

E

[ ∞∑
k=1

eαζ(k)
∫ ζ(k+1)

ζ(k)

e−(s+α)tdt

]

= E
[

1

s+ α
(eαζ(0) − e−sζ(0)e−(s+α)ρ(1))

]
+ (37)

E

[ ∞∑
k=1

e−sζ(k)

s+ α
(1− e−(s+α)ρ(k+1))

]
.

Recall that ρ(k) = ζ(k)− ζ(k − 1).
Now, the terms in (37) will be evaluated separately.
By the assumption that −ζ(0) is distributed according to q,

it follows that

E[eαζ(0)] = Q(α) =
1−H(α)

αE[ρ]
. (38)

The second term in the top expectation requires more care.
By assumption, ζ(0) ≤ 0 and ζ(1) > 0, which then implies
that ρ(1) > −ζ(0). Using Bayes rule, the conditional cdf of
ρ(1) is given by

P(ρ(1) ≤ t | − ζ(0) = x) =
1

P(ρ > x)

∫ t

x+

h(r)dr. (39)

Using that −ζ(0) has the pdf given in (2), the second term of
(37) can be evaluated as

E[e−sζ(0)e−(s+α)ρ(1)]

= E
[
e−sζ(0)E[e−(s+α)ρ(1) | ζ(0)]

]
= E

[
e−sζ(0)

∫ ∞
−ζ(0)+

e−(s+α)th(t)

P(ρ > −ζ(0))
dt

]

=
1

E[ρ]

∫ ∞
0

esx
∫ ∞
x+

e−(s+α)th(t)dtdx

=
1

E[ρ]

∫ ∞
0

∫ t

0

esxdxe−(s+α)th(t)dt

=
1

sE[ρ]

∫ ∞
0

(
e−αt − e−(s+α)t

)
h(t)dt

=
1

sE[ρ]
(H(α)−H(s+ α)). (40)

A similar derivation, based on (39), shows that

E[e−sζ(1)] = Q(s). (41)

Furthermore, when k > 1, ζ(k) = ζ(1) +
∑k
i=2 ρ(i), where

ρ(i) are iid, independent of ζ(1), and distributed identically
to ρ. Thus, the distribution of ζ(k) has a Laplace transform
given by

E[e−sζ(k)] = E[e−sζ(1)Πk
i=2e

−sρ(i)] = Q(s)H(s)k−1. (42)
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It follows that the sum in (37) may be evaluated as

E

[ ∞∑
k=1

e−sζ(k)(1− e−(s+α)ρ(k+1))

]

= Q(s)(1−H(s+ α))

∞∑
k=1

H(s)k−1

=
1−H(s+ α)

sE[ρ]
. (43)

Plugging (38), (40), and (43) into (37) yields

1

(s+ α)E[ρ]

(
1−H(α)

α
− H(α)−H(s+ α)

s
+

1−H(s+ α)

s

)
=

1

s
Q(α).

It follows that (36) holds.
Now it remains to prove that P(c(r + t) − c(r) = k) =

P(c(t) = k). Take ˜̀≥ 0. Note that the conditional probability
of c(r + t)− c(r) = k can be simplified as

P(c(r + t)− c(r) = k | c(r) = i, t− ζ(i) = ˜̀)

= P (ζ(k + i)− ζ(i) ≤ t < ζ(k + i)− ζ(i) + ρ(k + i+ 1) |

c(r) = i, t− ζ(i) = ˜̀
)

(44)

= P
(
ζ(k) ≤ t < ζ(k) + ρ(k + 1) | − ζ(0) = ˜̀

)
(45)

= P(c(t) = k | − ζ(0) = ˜̀) (46)

Here, (44) and (46) follow by definition of c(t), while (45)
follows because the increments ζ(k)−ζ(k−1) are identically
distributed.

Marginalizing over i shows that

P(c(r + t)− c(r) = k | `(t) = ˜̀) = P
(
c(t) = k | `(0) = ˜̀

)
.

Marginalizing over `(t) and `(0) shows that P(c(r+t)−c(r) =
k) = P(c(t) = k) because `(t) and `(0) are identically
distributed. Thus, the proof is complete.

Proof of Proposition 1: First assume that given the initial
condition, `(0) = 0, the distribution of `(t) converges to a
stationary distribution distribution. It will be shown that the
following limit holds for all α with Re α ≥ 0:

lim
t→∞

E0
[
e−α`(t)

]
= Q(α). (47)

If (47) holds, then the stationary distribution of `(t) must be
given by q.

Note when `(0) = 0, ζ(k) =
∑k
i=1 ρ(i), where ρ(i) are

independent, and distributed according to ρ. In this case,
similar to the derivations of (37) and (43) in the proof of

Lemma 1, the following chain of equalities holds:∫ ∞
0

e−stE0
[
e−α`(t)

]
dt

= E

[ ∞∑
k=0

e−sζ(k)

s+ α

(
1− e−(s+α)ρ(k+1)

)]

=

∞∑
k=0

H(s)k

s+ α
(1−H(s+ α))

=
1−H(s+ α)

(s+ α)(1−H(s))
.

Recalling (35), the final value theorem now implies that

lim
t→∞

E0
[
e−α`(t)

]
= lim
s→0

s
1−H(s+ α)

(s+ α)(1−H(s))
= Q(α).

Thus, the stationary distribution of `(t) is given by q.
Now (4) will be shown to hold for any distribution of ρ

satisfying conditions ρ1 and ρ2, including those for which
`(t) does not converge to a stationary distribution when `(0)
is set to 0 deterministically.

Note that the left side of (4) has Laplace transform given
by ∫ ∞

0

e−sr
∫ r

0

q(t)dtdr =
1

s
Q(s) =

1−H(s)

s2E[ρ]
. (48)

The value of the right side of (4) can be expressed alterna-
tively as follows:

lim
T→∞

∫ T
0
χ[0,r](`(t))dt

T

= lim
N→∞

1
N

∑N
k=1

∫ ζ(k)
ζ(k−1) χ[0,r](`(t))dt

1
N

∑N
k=1 ρ(k)

(49)

= lim
N→∞

1
N

∑N
k=1 min{r, ρ(k)}
1
N

∑N
k=1 ρ(k)

(50)

=
E [min{r, ρ}]

E[ρ]
. (51)

The first equation, (49), holds because ζ(k) → ∞ almost
surely. Next, (50) follows from the definitions of `(t) and
χ[0,r]. The last equality, (51), holds almost surely because of
the strong law of large numbers.

Comparing (48) with (51) shows that (4) holds if and only
if the following equation is true:∫ ∞

0

e−rsE[min{r, ρ}]dr =
1−H(s)

s2
. (52)

Note that E[min{r, ρ}] can be expressed as

E[min{r, ρ}] =

∫ r−

0

ρh(ρ)dρ+ r

∫ ∞
r+

h(ρ)dρ

= r +

∫ r−

0

ρh(ρ)dρ− r
∫ r−

0

h(ρ)dρ. (53)

The Laplace transform of each term on the right of (53) will
now be handled separately.
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As is standard,
∫∞
0
e−srrdr = 1

s2 . The second term has
Laplace transform given by∫ ∞

0

e−rs
∫ r−

0

ρh(ρ)dρ =
1

s

∫ ∞
0

e−rsrh(r)dr

= −H
′(s)

s
. (54)

The Laplace transform of the third term is given by∫ ∞
0

e−rsr

∫ r−

0

h(ρ)dρdr = − ∂

∂s

∫ ∞
0

e−rs
∫ r−

0

h(ρ)dρdr

= − ∂

∂s

H(s)

s

=
H(s)

s2
− H ′(s)

s
, (55)

Combining (54) and (55), with the Laplace transform of r
proves (52). Thus, the proof of the Proposition is complete.

The following two results, Lemma 5 and Lemma 6, are
crucial for the derivation of the infinitesimal generator in
Lemma 4.

Lemma 5: For a clock model c(t), P(c(t) = k) can be
approximated at small t ≥ 0 as

P(c(t) = k) =

{
1− t

E[ρ] + o(t) k = 0
h(0)k−1tk

E[ρ]k! + o(tk) k ≥ 1
(56)

Proof: First note that

P(c(t) = k) = P(c(t) ≤ k)− P(c(t) ≤ k − 1),

and that

P(c(t) ≤ k) = P(ζ(k + 1) > t) = 1− P(ζ(k + 1) ≤ t).

It follows that

P(c(t) = k) = P(ζ(k) ≤ t)− P(ζ(k + 1) ≤ t). (57)

Thus, the desired approximation can be derived from an
approximation of P(ζ(k) ≤ t).

Note that t ≥ 0 implies that P(ζ(0) ≤ t) = 1. Now consider
the case that k ≥ 1.

It will be shown by induction that

di

dti
P(ζ(k) ≤ t)|t=0 =

{
0 i < k

h(0)k−1

E[ρ] i = k
(58)

If (58) holds, then Taylor’s theorem implies that

P(ζ(k) ≤ t) =
h(0)k−1tk

E[ρ]k!
+ o(tk). (59)

Thus, (57) combined with (59) implies the lemma.
Now, only (58) remains to be proved. Note that Assump-

tion ρ2 implies that all of the derivatives are well defined.
Indeed the pdf of ζ(k) is constructed entirely from integrals
of h, which is infinitely differentiable near 0.

Applying relation (33) to (42) from the proof of Lemma 1
implies that

P(ζ(k) ≤ t) = L−1
(
Q(s)H(s)k−1

s

)
(t).

The initial value theorem then implies that

P(ζ(k) ≤ 0) = lim
s→∞

s
Q(s)H(s)k−1

s
= 0,

since Q(s) and H(s) go to 0 as s→∞. Thus (58) holds for
i = 0.

Now consider m ≤ k, and assume that for all i < m,
(58) holds. Recall the differentiation formula for Laplace
transforms: ∫ ∞

0

e−stf ′(t)dt = sF (s)− f(0), (60)

where F (s) = L(f)(s).
Repeatedly applying (60), implies that∫ ∞

0

e−st
dm

dtm
P(c(t) = k)dt = sm

Q(s)H(s)k−1

s
.

Note that the initial value terms in the application of (60)
vanish by the inductive assumption.

Plugging in (34), the initial value theorem implies that

dm

dtm
P(c(t) = k)|t=0 = lim

s→∞
sm+1Q(s)H(s)k−1

s

= lim
s→∞

sm−1
(1−H(s))H(s)k−1

E[ρ]

=

{
0 m < k

h(0)k−1

E[ρ] m = k.

Thus, (58) has been shown, and so the proof is complete.

Lemma 6: Define c̃(t) by

c̃(t) =

n∑
i=1

ci(t), (61)

where ci(t) are independent clock processes. There exist
positive constants B and β such that for all k ≥ 0, the
following bound holds for all sufficiently small t:

P(c̃(t) = k) ≤ Bβ
ktk

k!
. (62)

Proof: The lemma will be proved by induction over n.
Say that n = 1. Lemma 5 implies that (62) holds for β >
h1(0) and B > max{1, 1

βE[ρ1]}.
Now say that (62) holds for some n ≥ 1. Take γ > hn+1(0)

and C > max{1, 1
γE[ρn+1]

}. Let c̃(t) =
∑n
i=1 c(t). Using

independence,

P (c̃(t) + cn+1(t) = k) =

k∑
i=0

P(c̃(t) = i)P(cn+1(t) = k − i)

≤ BC
k∑
i=0

βiγk−itk

i!(i− k)!
.
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Set B̂ ≥ BC and β̂ ≥ 2 max{β, γ}. Using the identity2

k∑
i=0

1

i!(k − i)!
=

2k

k!
,

it follows that

P

(
n+1∑
i=1

ci(t) = k

)
≤ B̂ β̂

ktk

k!
.

Thus, the lemma has been proved.

This subsection concludes with a proof of Lemma 2.

Proof of Lemma 2: First consider a single clock. It will
be shown that P(c(t−) < c(t+)) = 0 for all t ≥ 0. That is,
the probability of jumping at any particular point in time is 0.

For any t > 0, the probability of jumping at t is bounded
by

P(c(t+) 6= c(t−)) ≤ lim
r→0

P(c(t− r) < c(t+ r))

= lim
r→0

P(c(2r) > 0)

≤ lim
r→0

B

∞∑
k=1

(2βr)k

k!
= 0.

Here, the first equality follows from Lemma 1, while B and
β are the constants from Lemma 6. The t = 0 case is similar.

Now consider two independent clocks, c1 and c2, with jump
times ζ1 and ζ2. The argument above implies that

P(ζ2(k′) = ζ1(k) | ζ1(k))

≤ P(c2(ζ1(k)−) < c2(ζ1(k)+) | ζ1(k))

= 0.

Marginalizing over ζ1(k) proves the lemma.

C. System Analysis

This subsection gives proofs of Lemmas 3 and 4. Some
notation used in the proofs will now be given.

Let t0 = 0 and let t1, t2, . . . denote the jump times of c̃(t),
from (61). Define the discrete-time process σ(k) by σ(k) = i
if tk is a jump time of clock ci. Recall from Lemma 2 that
only one clock jumps at tk, almost surely. Note, however,
unlike the process from the discussion of jump linear systems
in Subsection III-B, σ(k) in this case may not be iid.

With the required notation defined, the lemmas will be
proved.

Proof of Lemma 3: Recall the definition of y(t) from the
statement of the lemma. Let x̃ ∈ Rd and ˜̀∈ Rn be arbitrary
vectors, and let ỹ =

[
x̃T ˜̀T

]T
.

First, it will be shown that the components, `i, are time-
homogeneous Markov processes. Assume that `i(r) = ˜̀

i.

2Derived from the binomial formula (1 + 1)k =
∑k
i=0

(
k
i

)
.

Then `i(t+ r) can be expanded as follows:

`i(t+ r) = t+ r − ζi(ci(t+ r))

= t+ r − ζi(ci(r))−
ci(t+r)∑

k=ci(r)+1

ρi(k)

= ˜̀
i + t−

ci(t+r)∑
k=ci(r)+1

ρi(k) (63)

d
= ˜̀

i + t−
ci(t)∑
k=1

ρi(k), given that `i(0) = ˜̀
i.

(64)

Here, (64) follows because ρi(k) are iid and Lemma 1 implies
that ci(t) and ci(t+ r)− ci(r) are equivalently distributed.

According to (63), given that `i(r) = ˜̀
i, `i(t + r) only

depends on ρi(k) for k = ci(r)+1, . . . , ci(t+r). Furthermore,
recall that `i(τ) may be computed from `i(0) and ρi(k) for
k = 1, . . . , ci(τ). Independence of the ρi(k) terms implies that
`i(r+t) is independent of `i(τ) with τ < r, given that `i(r) =
˜̀
i. Thus, `i is a Markov process. It is time-homogeneous, since

the term in (64) is identically distributed to `i(t), given that
`i(0) = ˜̀

i.
Now it will be shown that, given that y(r) = ỹ, x(r + t)

depends only on the terms ρi(k) for k = ci(r) + 1, . . . , ci(t+
r). The Markov property and time-homogeneity will then be
established using similar arguments as above.

Say that x(r) = x̃. Say that tk ≤ r < tk+1. It follows that
if tk ≤ r + t < tk+1, then

x(r + t) = x̃+

∫ r+t

r

F (x(τ))dτ.

Combining this equation with (5) shows that

x(t+k+1) = x̃+

∫ tk+1

r

F (x(τ))dτ

+Gσ(k+1)(x(t−k+1))− x(t−k+1).

Repeating this process shows that for tk̃ ≤ r + t < tk̃+1,

x(r + t) = x̃+

∫ r+t

r

F (x(τ))dτ

+

k̃∑
j=k+1

(
Gσ(j)(x(t−j ))− x(t−j )

)
= x̃+

∫ r+t

r

F (x(τ))dτ (65)

+

n∑
i=1

ci(r+t)∑
ci(r)+1

(
Gi(x(ζi(k)−))− x(ζi(k)−)

)
.

Furthermore, for k > ci(r), r − ζi(ci(r)) = ˜̀
i implies that

ζi(k) can be expressed as

ζi(k) = r − ˜̀
i +

k∑
m=ci(r)+1

ρm(k).

Thus, x(t + r) may be computed from ỹ and the terms
ρi(k) for k = ci(r) + 1, . . . , ci(t + r). Therefore, given that
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y(r) = ỹ, x(r + t) is independent of x(τ) for all τ < r.
Time-homogeneity again follows because the ρi(k) terms are
identically distributed for k = 1, 2, . . ., and ci(t + r) − ci(r)
is distributed identically to ci(t). Thus, the lemma has been
proved.

Proof of Lemma 4: First consider the case that F and
G1, . . . , Gn are globally Lipschitz. The formulas (23) and
(24) will be derived. The derivations of (21) and (22) will
be similar, and the differences will be described at the end of
the proof.

Similar to (65), an expression for V (x(t)) will be derived
by interlacing flows and jumps:

V (x(t)) = V (x(t+k )) +

∫ t

tk

∂V (x(r))

∂x
F (x(r))dr

for tk < t < tk+1

V (x(t+k )) = V (Gσ(k)(x(t−k ))).

If x(0) = x, it follows that V (x(t))− V (x) is given by

V (x(t))− V (x) =

∫ t

0

∂V (x(r))

∂x
F (x(r))dr

+

c̃(t)∑
k=1

(V (Gσ(k)(x(t−k )))− V (x(t−k ))). (66)

To evaluate the limit in (19), the terms on the right of (66)
will be examined separately.

Consider the integral term on the right of (19). For compact
notation, let f(t) denote the integrand:

f(t) =
∂V (x(t))

∂x
F (x(t)).

In order to bound the expectation in (19), it will be shown
that there are positive numbers C and γ such that

|f(r)| ≤ Ceγtγ c̃(t) (67)

for all r ∈ [0, t].
Let K ≥ 1 be a Lipschitz constant for F and G1, . . . , Gn.

Since 0 is an equilibrium, it follows that ‖F (x)‖ ≤ K‖x‖
and ‖Gi(x)‖ ≤ K‖x‖ for i = 1, . . . , n and all x ∈ Rd. If
x(0) = x, it then follows that

‖x(t)‖ ≤ ‖x‖eKtK c̃(t). (68)

Combining (68) with the bound on ∂V (x)
∂x shows that

|f(t)| ≤ C2K(1 + ‖x(t)‖b)‖x(t)‖

≤ 2C2K max{‖x‖, ‖x‖b+1}eK(b+1)t
(
Kb+1

)c̃(t)
.

Thus, (67) holds.
Now, the expectation of the integral term will be evaluated.

Consider the case that c̃(t) = 0. Then the integrand is
continuous, and so the integral may be approximated as∫ t

0

f(r)dr =
∂V (x)

∂x
F (x)t+ o(t). (69)

For c̃(t) = k ≥ 1, the integral is bounded using (67) to give∫ t

0

f(r)dr ≤ tCeγtγk.

Using Lemma 6, the expected value of these terms can be
bounded as∣∣∣∣∣Ex

[ ∞∑
k=1

Ex
[∫ t

0

f(r)dr c̃(t) = k

]]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ BCteγt
∞∑
k=1

(tβγ)k

k!
.

Note that the right side is of order t2 as t ↓ 0. It follows that
the desired limit is given by

lim
t↓0

1

t
Ex
[∫ t

0

f(r)dr

]
= lim

t↓0

1

t
Ex
[
Ex
[∫ t

0

f(r)dr c̃(t) = 0

]]
=
∂V (x)

∂x
F (x). (70)

Now consider the summation on the right of (66). For
compact notation, define g(k) by

g(k) = V (Gσ(k)(x(t−k ))− V (x(t−k )).

The mean value theorem implies that there is some number
α ∈ [0, 1] such that for x̂ = αGσ(k)(x(t−k )) + (1 − α)x(t−k ),
g(k) is given by

g(k) =
∂V (x̂)

∂x
(Gi(x(t−k ))− x(t−k )).

Thus, similar to (67), there are positive constants D and ν
such that

|g(k)| ≤ Deνtν c̃(t) (71)

for k = 1, . . . , c̃(t).
Note that the by construction, the sum is zero if c̃(t) = 0.

So, consider the case that c̃(t) = 1. By assumption, t1 ≤
t, and so x(t−1 ) and x(t+1 ), so as t ↓ 0, x(t−1 ) → x and
Gσ(1)(x(t−1 ))→ Gσ(1)(x). Continuity of V then implies that
g(1)→ V (Gσ(1)(x))− V (x) as t ↓ 0.

Now, say that c̃(t) = k ≥ 2. Using (71), the summation can
then be bounded as∣∣∣∣∣

k∑
i=1

g(i)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ kDeνtνk.
Again, using Lemma 6 the expected value for terms with
c̃(t) ≥ 2 can be bounded as∣∣∣∣∣Ex

[ ∞∑
k=2

Ex
[

k∑
i=1

g(i) c̃(t) = k

]]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ BDeνt
∞∑
k=2

k
(tν)k

k!
.

The summation on the right is of order t2 as t ↓ 0. It follows
that in the limit as t goes to 0, the only term that does not
vanish corresponds to c̃(t) = 1. Thus, the desired limit may
be computed as

lim
t↓0

1

t
Ex
 c̃(t)∑
i=1

g(i)

 = lim
t↓0

1

t
Ex [Ex [g(1) | c̃(t) = 1]]

= lim
t↓0

1

t

n∑
i=1

(V (Gi(x))− V (x)) ·

P(ci(t) = 1)Πk 6=iP(ck(t) = 0)

=

n∑
i=1

1

E[ρi]
(V (Gi(x))− V (x)). (72)
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Note that the final equality follows from Lemma 5.
The proof of (23) is completed by plugging (66), (70) and

(72) into (19).
Now, the Dynkin formula, (24), will be proved. Recall that

Ft is the filtration generated by y(t), from Lemma 3. Using
similar reasoning to the derivation of (28) - (31), the following
equalities hold for all t ≥ 0 and δ > 0:

Ex[V (x(t+ δ))]− Ex[V (x(t))]

= Ex [E[V (x(t+ δ))− V (x(t)) | Ft]]
= Ex [E[V (x(t+ δ))− V (x(t)) | x(t), `(t)]]

= Ex [E[V (x(t+ δ))− V (x(t)) | x(t)]] .

It then follows that

lim
δ↓0

1

δ
Ex[V (x(t+ δ))− V (x(t))] = Ex [GV (x(t))] .

The formula (24) now follows from the fundamental theorem
of calculus.

For the stopped process, xε(t), the derivation of the in-
finitesimal generator, (21), uses a similar argument as above.
The main difference is that the bounds (67) and (71) can be
replaced by |f(t)| ≤ M and |g(k)| ≤ M for some positive
constant M . The derivation of Dynkin’s formula, (22), is
essentially the same.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper gave a framework for stochastic Lyapunov
stability of systems with sample times governed by stochastic
clocks. The main insight of the paper is that by choosing the
appropriate initial distribution of the clock processes, the sam-
ple times can be removed by averaging, and system stability
can be studied in continuous time without approximations.
Furthermore, it was shown how numerous types of sampled
systems can be cast into the modeling framework in this paper.

Several interesting directions for future work remain. Be-
cause the Lyapunov conditions consist of linear combinations
of classical Lyapunov inequalities, the results appear to be
amenable to sum-of-squares programming [28]. Furthermore,
it is likely that the methods could be extended to study
phenomena such as passivity and input-to-state stability. It may
also be possible to adapt LMI synthesis techniques [29], [30]
to the linear systems with jumps studied in this paper.
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