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Abstract

The paper describes a novel method for studying the stability of nonau-
tonomous dynamical systems. This method based on the flow and divergence
of the vector field with coupling to the method of Lyapunov functions. The
necessary and sufficient stability conditions are formulated. It is shown that
the necessary stability conditions are related to the integral and differential
forms of continuity equations with the sources (the flux is directed inward)
located in the equilibrium points of the dynamical system. The sufficient sta-
bility conditions are applied to design the state feedback control laws. The
proposed control law is found as a solution of partial differential inequality,
whereas the control law based on Lyapunov technique is found from the so-
lution of algebraic inequality. The examples illustrate the effectiveness of the
proposed method compared with some existing ones.

Keywords: Nonautonomous dynamical system, stability, flow of vector
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1. Introduction

The method of Lyapunov functions is a powerful tool for studying the sta-
bility of solutions of differential equations without solving them. Depending
on the problem being solved, Lyapunov function is also interpreted as a po-
tential function [1], an energy function [2] or a storage function [3]. The main
restriction of the method of Lyapunov functions is to find these functions.

Methods for stability study of dynamical systems based on the diver-
gence of a vector field are alternative to the method of Lyapunov functions.
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The first fundamental results based on divergent stability conditions were
proposed in [4, 15, 16]. The last important results for investigation of system
stability were proposed by A. Rantzer, A.A. Shestakov, A.N. Stepanov and
V.P. Zhukov. In [7] the instability problem of nonlinear systems using the
divergence of a vector field is considered. In [, 9] a necessary condition for
stability of nonlinear systems in the form of non-positivity of the vector field
divergence is proposed. First, an auxiliary scalar function is introduced in
[8, 110] to study the instability of nonlinear systems. However, the similar
scalar function is considered in [11] for stability and instability study of dy-
namical systems, but using the method of Lyapunov functions. In [8, [12]
stability conditions for second-order systems are obtained. Then in |13, [14]
the convergence of almost all solutions of arbitrary order nonlinear dynamical
systems is considered. As in [, [10, [12] the auxiliary scalar function (density
function) is used for the stability study of dynamical models. Additionally,
in |13, 14] the synthesis of the control law based on divergence conditions is
proposed. The auxiliary functions in |8, 12, |13, [14] are similar except their
properties at the equilibrium point. Currently, method from [13,14] has been
extended to various systems, see i.e. [15, 16, [17, [18].

However, in [4, I8, 12] the necessary condition is sufficiently rough and it
is obtained only for autonomous systems. The sufficient condition stability
is proposed only for second-order autonomous systems in [12]. Corollary 1
in [14] guarantees the convergence of almost all solutions, but not all so-
lutions, for nonautonomous systems. Proposition 2 in |14] allows to study
the asymptotic stability for autonomous systems, but proposition conditions
have sufficient restriction. In the present paper new necessary and sufficient
conditions will be obtained that will eliminate the above disadvantages and
expand the class of investigated systems.

In this paper a new method for the stability study of nonautonomous
systems using the flow and divergence of the vector field is proposed. The
relation between the method of Lyapunov functions and the proposed method
is established. The method for design the state feedback control law based on
the new divergence conditions is proposed. Numerical examples illustrate the
applicability of the proposed method and the methods from [4, 8,12, |13, [14].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2] contains new necessary and
sufficient conditions, as well as, the numerical examples and comparisons with
the methods from [4, I8, 12, [13, [14]. Section Bl describes methods for design
the state feedback control law and numerical examples. Finally, Section [4]
collects some conclusions.



Notations and definitions. In the paper the following notation are used:
the superscript T stands for matrix transposition; R™ denotes the n dimen-

sional Euclidean space with vector norm |- |; R™*™ is the set of all n x m real
T
matrices; V{W (z,t)} = [g_w’ o g_w} is the gradient of the scalar function
1 T

Wiz, t), V- {h(z,t)} = g_:};i + ..+ gxlz is the divergence of the vector field
h(z,t) = [hi(z,t), ..., h(z,t),])T, | - | is the Euclidean norm of the correspond-
ing vector.

Definition 1. [19]. A continuous function « : [0,a) — [0;00) is said to
belong to class IC if it is strictly increasing and «(0) = 0.

Definition 2. [19]. A continuous function B : [0,a) x [0;00) — [0;00) is
said to belong to class KCL if, for each fized s, the mapping (r,s) belongs to
class I w.r.t. r and, for each fixed r, the mapping 5(r, s) is decreasing w.r.t.
s and B(r,s) = 0 as s — oo.

Additionally, in the paper we mean that the zero equilibrium point is
stable if it is Lyapunov stable [19].

2. Maun results

Consider the nonautonomous system

:i’:f(l’,t), (1)

where = [z1, ..., 7,,]T is the state vector, f = [fi, ..., fu]T : [0,00) x D — R"
is piecewise continuous in ¢ and continuously differentiable in z on [0, c0) x D.
The open set D C R™ contains the origin = 0 and f(¢,0) = 0 for any ¢ > 0.
Denote by D a boundary of the domain D. Below, the structure of the set
D can be specified depending on the obtained result.

Let us formulate the necessary stability condition for system ().

Theorem 1. Let the Jacobian matriz [0f/0x] be bounded on D = {z €
R” : ||z|| < r,r > 0} and uniformly in t, trajectories of system (1) satisfies
lz@N < B[z (to)|l,t —to) for any x(to) € Dy and t >ty > 0, where B(-,-)
is a class KL function, Dy = {x € R™ : ||z|| < ro,70 > 0} and [(r¢,0) < r.
Then there is a function S(x,t) : [0,00) x Dy — R such that |[V{S(z,t)}| # 0
for any x € Do\ {0}, t > 0 and at least one of the following conditions holds:



(1) the function 2220 4+ 7 . {|V{S(z,t)} f(z,t)} is integrable in the do-
main V. = {x € Dot > 0 : S(z,t) < C} and [, [asm + V.
(IV{S(z, )} f(z, t)}}dv <0 for all C > 0;

(2) the function W + V- A{IV{S (&, )} f(z, )} is mtegmble in the

domain Vi, = {x € Do, t > 0: S7!(x,t) > C} cmdfv [ “+V
(IV{S\(x, t)}|f(:c,t)}] AVipy > 0 for all C > 0.

Proof 1 According to [19, Theorem 3.13], if Jacobian matrix [0f/0z]
is bounded on D = {z € R" : ||z| < r} and uniformly in ¢, trajectories
of system () satisfies ||z(t)|| < B(||xz(to)]|,t — to) for any x(ty) € Dy and
t >ty > 0, then there exists a continuously differentiable function S(z,t) :
[0,00) x Dy — R that satisfies the inequality 6S(” + V{S(z,t)}T f(a,t) <
—a(]|z|]). Here the function a(|| - ||) is a class IC functlons on [0,rp]. Next,
we consider two cases separately which correspond to the functions S(z, t)
and S7Y(z,t).

1. If BS(” + V{S(x,t)}  f(x,t) < 0 for any z € Dy \ {0} and t > 0,
then BSW + wrston VS @, DY IV{S (2, )}|f(2,1) < 0. Therefore, the
followmg expression holds

Fy= [, Z000V + § ek V{S (2, )} VLS (2, )} f (2, 1)l < 0.

95 (z,t)
ot

Using Divergence theorem (or Gauss theorem), we get F} = fV [

ﬂvwm»»uwtnwv<o

2. If aS(m +V{S(x,t)}T f(x,t) < 0 for any z € Dy \ {0} and ¢ > 0, then

<“+vw'@xwvwﬁ =572, ) [F5+V {S(x )} f (@, 1)] >
0. On the other hand, V{S™'(z,t)}T f(x,t) = WV{S Hx)}T x
IV{S~(2)}|f(z,t). Therefore, the following relation is satisfied

F2 = fVMW 6S71(It d‘/mv“'
f Tino |[V{S™ 1(wt V{S (x7t)}T|V{S_1(xvt)}‘f(x7t)drmv > 0.

According to Divergence theorem, we get Fy = fv [85 alt(m +

V- AIV{S™ Yz, )} f(z, t)}} dViny > 0. Theorem [l is proved.
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The next theorem extends results of Theorem [ to the case of introducing
new auxiliary function in the integrand. It allows to simplify the investigation
of stability of system ().

Theorem 2. Let the Jacobian matriz [0f /0] be bounded on D = {z €
R™ : ||z|| < r,7 > 0} and uniformly in t, trajectories of system (1) satisfies
lz@)[l < Bllz(to)ll,t — to) and || f(z,t)]| < collzl|”, co > 0, v > 0 for any
x(to) € Dy and t > ty > 0, where B(-,-) is a class KL function, Dy =
{z € R": ||z|| < ro,ro > 0} and B(ro,0) < r. Then there is a continuously
differentiable function S(x,t) : [0,00) x Dy — R and the function u(x,t) :
[0,00) X Dy — R that satisfy wyi(z) < S(z,t) < wq(x) and ¢1||z]| < p(z,t) <
callzl|, wi(z) and we(x) are positive definite functions, ¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0,
|V{S(z,t)}| # 0 for any x € Dy\ {0}, t > 0 and at least one of the following
conditions holds:

(1) the function 8Séf’t) + V- {pulz, t)|V{S(x,t)}|f(x,t)} is integrable in the
domain V. = {x € Do,t > 0 : S(z,t) < C} and [, [as(gf,t) + V.
()| V{S(z, t)}|f(:c,t)}]dV <0 for all C > 0;

(2) the function 25D L7 {1(x, )| V{S (x, 8)}|f (2, 1)} is integrable in
the domain Vigy = {x € Do,t 2 0: 57 w,8) > C} and f,, 25504

ot
V- (x| VS, t)}|f(:):,t)}] AV > 0 for all C > 0.

Proof 2 According to [19, Theorem 3.13], if the Jacobian matrix [0f /0x]
is bounded on D = {x € R" : ||z]| < r} and uniformly in ¢, trajectories
of the system (Il satisfies ||z(t)|| < B(||z(to)]],t — to) for any z(tg) € Dy
and t > ty > 0, then there exists a continuously differentiable function
S(x,t):[0,00) x Dy — R that satisfies the inequalities

S, 1) < an(e), BED 718, VT f(t,2) < —as(), HM < ().

ot 0

Here ay(z), as(x) and as(z) are class K functions on [0,r¢]. If ai(z) =
csl|z|X, x > 0, then ay(x) = cyf|z||¥™ 1 and asz(z) = cs)|z||¥~! Consider the
following relations



P+ VS (@, )Y Tl t) f (2, t)
8”%” + VS, )} f(w,t) + V{S(2, )} (u(x,t) — 1) f(x, 1)
as(ft + V{S(x, )} f(x,t) + VS (2, O Il O f (2, )

—(eq — cocacs||z|) |z | Xt

IAINA ||

Choosing 7 = - and ro < r, one gets =5~ 85 xt ) VS (x, )Yl t) f (2, 1) <
0. Next, we con81der two cases separately Wthh correspond to the functions
S(z,t) and S~ (z, ).

1. Since == as “ )+ V{S(z, )} u(z, ) f(z,t) < 0 for any z € Dy \ {0} and
t > 0, then

= [, BLDaV + §. orgt VLS (2, 1)} (e, )| V{S (2, 1)} f ()L < 0.

Using Divergence theorem, we get Fy = [, [ (x,t) }|p(x, t)
f(:c,t)}] dV < 0.

2. Since BED 1 7182, 1)} u(x,t) f(z,t) < 0 for any = € Dy \ {0}
and ¢ > 0, then 6587;” + VS (@, )Y, t) fa, t) = —S~2(a, 1) | 2500
V{S(z,t)}  pu(w, t) f( ,t)} > 0. On the other hand, V{S~*(z, )} u(z, t) f (, 1)

WV{S Y)Y IV{S™(2) } u(z, t) f(z,t). Therefore, the following
relation is satlsﬁed

B=J, a5 alt(m,t) Vi,

+ e ey VST @ YT IV{S T (@, ) Hin(w, 1) f(, ) dTin, > 0.

Considering Divergence theorem, we get Iy = fvm [as (@t . {IV{S=(z,t)}

|p(z,t) f(x, t)}} dVipy > 0. Theorem 2 is proved.

Remark 1 There are various physical interpretations of the integral con-
ditions in Theorem 2l Rewriting the integral inequalities in Theorem [2] as

Sy |52 4V - {pula, DIVES (0, O} f (0, 0} | aV = =S or [, |25 49
{u(z, )| V{S™ (z,t)}| f (=, t)}} dViney = X, ¥ > 0, one gets the integral forms

of continuity equation with the sources (the flux is directed inward) located
in the equilibrium points in the domain V' (or V,s), see [23].
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(i) Choosing p(z,t) such that |V{S(z,t)}u(x,t) = S(z,t) or |[V{S (z, )}
X p(z,t) = S7Y(x,t), one has the continuity equation in fluid dynamics
[20], where S is fluid density and f is the flow velocity of a vector field.
(ii) In electromagnetic theory [21], p(z,t)|V{S(z,t)} f(x,t) or u(z,t)| x
V{S™Yxz,t)}|f(z,t) means the current density and S is the charge
density.
(iii) Due to conservation of energy [20], u(x,t)|V{S(x,t)}|f(x,t) or pu(x,t)|x

V{S7(z,t)}|f(x,t) is the vector energy flux and S is local energy den-
sity.

(iv) In quantum mechanics [22], S is the probability density function and
w(z, )|IV{S(z,t)}Hf(z,t) or u(z,t)|V{S~ (z,t)}| f(z,t) is the probabil-
ity current.

Remark 2 If 200 7. {2 4)[V{S (2, )} f(z, 1)} or 22l 4 7.
{pu(, )| V{S(x, t)}| f(x, )} are integrable and WD L7 L, 1) V{S ()}
F(2,)} = —o or 2500 4 V- {u(a, )| V(S (I,t)}lf(%t)} =0,020
holds for any = € Dy \ {0} anf ¢ > 0, then the corresponding integral rela-
tions in Theorem [2 are satisfied. According to [20, 21, 22, 23] and Remark 2]
one gets the appropriate differential forms of continuity equations with the
sources (the flux is directed inward) in the domain V' (or Vj,¢).

Remark 3 According to [14], if the relation W—%V-{S‘l(aj, t)f(z,t)}
0 holds, then only almost all solutions of (Il) tend to equlibrium. Thus,
the results of [14] are special case in Theorem Bl for |V{S~!(z, )} u(x,t) =
Sz, ).

Now let us formulate a sufficient condition for stability of ().

Theorem 3. Let S(x,t) : [0,00) X D — R be a continuously differentiable
function such that wy(z) < S(z,t) < we(zx) for anyt >0 and x € D, where
wy(x) and wy(x) are positive definite continuously differentiable functions.
Then x = 0 is uniformly stable if at least one of the following conditions
holds:

(1) 8D 4 7 {S(a, ) f(x,t)} < S(x, )V - {f(a,8)} for any t > 0 and
IGD

(2) 2D L7 {5, ) f(w, 1)} > 0 and V- {f(z,t)} <0 for any t >0
and:ceD



(3) 285“ +V - A{S(z,t)f(x)} <0 and V- {S7Yz)f(x,t)} > 0 for any
t> 0 and x € D.

If inequalities are strict in the cases (1)-(3), then x = 0 is uniformly
asymptotically stable.

Proof 3 Consider the proof for each case separately. The proof of asymp-
totic stability is omitted because it is similar to the proof of stability, but

taking into account the sign of a strict inequality.
1. From the relation V-{S(z,t) f(z,t)}=V-{f(z,t)}S(x,t) = V{S(z,t)} T x

f(z,t) implies that if 65(” +V- {S(z,t)f(z,t)} < V-{f(z,t)}S(z,t), then
6S(” + V{S(z, t)}Tf(a: t) < 0 for any x € D\ {0} and ¢ > 0. Therefore,
accordlng to Lyapunov theorem [19], system () is stable.

2. From the expression 5_2(:c,t)V{S(x Y f(z,t) =S ™z, ) V-{f(z,1)}
—V{S N, t) f(z,t)} follows that if 2= (“ +V-{S(z,t)f(x,t)} > 0and
V- {f(x,t)} <0, then 250 4 v{S(z, t)}Tf(x t) <0 for any = € D\ {0}
and ¢ > 0.

3. Condition 3 is a combination of conditions 1 and 2. Introduce f(x,t) >
1 for any € D\ {0} and ¢t > 0. Summing [(z,t)V{S(x,t)} T f(x,t) =
Bz, )S(x, )V{f (2, )} =B(z, )% (x, ) V- {87! (x, ) f(x, )} and V{S(z, 1)}
X f(z,t) =V - {S(x,t)f(z,t)} = V- {f(x,t)}S(x,t), we get

(14 5(x, 1)) V{5(z, t)}Tf()x
t

)=V -A{S(x,t)f(z, 1)} -
Bz, t)S*(z,t)V - {S7( x (B

t
(z,0)} + (B(z,t) = 1)S(z, )V - {f(z,1)}.
If

Bz, 1)S*(x, )V - {S™H(,1) f(z, 1)},

then V{S(x,t)}" f(x,t) < 0. Let B(x,t) = 1. 1f 22500 1 7. £S(x, 1) f(2)} <
0 and V - {S7'(z)f(z,t)} > 0, then V{S(x, t)}Tf(x t) < 0 holds for any
x € D\ {0} and £ > 0. Theorem B is proved.

It is noted in Introduction that the result of [4, 8, [12] is applicable only to
second-order autonomous systems. Next, we consider an illustration of the
proposed results for third-order nonautonomous systems and compare the
results with ones from [14].



Example 1. Consider the system

iy = g(t)re — pr(t)z123,
jfg = —T1 — (pg(t)l‘gl’g, (2)
i3 = —p3(t)z3,
which has an equilibrium point (0,0, 0). The function g(¢) > 0 is continuously
differentiable and bounded, ¢(t) < 0 for any ¢ > 0. The functions ¢, (t) > 0,
@a(t) > 0, and p3(t) > 0 are continuous and bounded for any ¢ > 0.
Choose S(x,t) = (2?2 + g(t)x3 + 23)*, where « is a positive integer. Verify
the conditions of Theorem 2, where p(z, t) is chosen such that |V{S(x,t)}|u(z,t)
= S(z,t) or |[V{S™ (x, )} p(x,t) = S~'(z,t). The condition

O 4 V- {S(x, 1) f(x, 1)}
—204(% + g(t)as + 3)* a3 (p12] + gpars + ws3) — 0.5gx3] < 0
holds for any «, x5 # 0, x3 # 0, and ¢ > 0. The relation
BoE 4V {7 (2) f(2)} = (a3 + g(t)ad + 23) ' x
23[(2ap1 — @o)xt + (2002 — @o)x3 + (20403 — o) 23] — ozg:cg) >0

(t) o) ¢o(t)
is satisfied for any xo #£ 0, 23 #0, ¢t > 0, and a > 0. 5sup {%() ig(t), ig(t) }

Therefore, the conditions of Theorem [2] are fulfilled. Smce the function V -
{S‘l(:v)f(:z,t)} is integrable in {x € R™ : |z| > 1}, then the conditions of
Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 in [14] (convergence of almost all solutions of (2))
are satisfied too.

Now let us verify the conditions of Theorem Bl The relation

P 4V - {S(w, ) f(2,1)} — S(a, )V - {f(x, 1)}
=Loa(a? + g(t)73 + 23)* a3 (12 + gpars + paa3) — 0.5gx3] < 0
holds for any «, x5 # 0, 23 # 0, and t > 0. In turn, V-{f(x,t)} = —pez3 < 0,
Yo = ©1 + Y2 + 33 and the condition
—(x — —a—
B 4V {7 (@) f(2,1)} = (aF + g(t)a3 + 23) '
73| (201 — po)at + g(2ap2 = o) + (205 — o) | — aga3) > 0

>
holds for any x5 # 0, 3 # 0, t > 0, and o > 0.5sup {soo(t) po(t) :z 8 } The
t

e1(t) @a(t)’
raltions

2950t L 7 {S(x, ) f(x,t)} =
—2a(931 + g(t)a3 + 23)* a3 (pra] + gpard + p3a3) — ga3] < 0
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and

V{87 @) fla, 1)} = (af + g(t)ad + a3) T
(2 [(2001 = w0)a? + g(2002 = @)} + (2095 — @0)a3] ) > 0

©1(t)7 w2(t)? w3(t)
All three cases gave the same results. Therefore, x = 0 is uniformly asymp-
totically stable with any initial conditions when x3(0) # 0. If the initial
conditions contain x2(0) = x3(0) = 0, then x = 0 is uniformly stable.

The phase trajectories of (2)) are shown in Fig. [ for ¢y = 2 + sin(2t),
@2 = 1.5+ cos(3t), g3 = 77 and g = t%l (left picture) or g = 1 (right
picture). In Fig. [[l the cycles are obtained for the initial conditions with
x9(0) = 23(0) = 0, the converging to zero curves are obtained for xz5(0) # 0
and x3(0) # 0.

As a result, the proposed Theorem 21 and Corollary 1 from [14] give posi-
tive answers about the possible stability of (2)). The conditions of Theorem [3]
have established that z = 0 is uniformly asymptotically stable or uniformly
stable depending on the values of the initial conditions.

are satisfied for any xy # 0, x3 # 0,t > 0, and a > 0.5 sup {“Oo(t) #oll) o() }
t

Figure 1: Phase trajectories of system (@) for ¢ = —= (left picture) and g = 1 (right

i 1
picture).

Example 2. Consider the system

s 2 1 .2 2
T = —x1 + 27 T2 — T3,

To = —Tg + 22129, (3)
T3 = —x3 + 2w103,
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which has two equilibrium points (0,0, 0) and (1,0,0). The function g(¢t) > 0
is continuously differentiable and bounded, ¢(¢) < 0 for any ¢t > 0. All
trajectories of the system converge to the point (0,0,0), except those that
start on the semi-axis 1 > 1, #, = 0 and x5 = 0 (see Fig. @ for g(t) = 7).
Let S(x,t) = (ga? + 23+ gx3)®, ais a positive integer and y(z,t) in Theorem
2 is chosen such that |V{S(x,t)}|u(z,t) = S(z,t) or |V{S™(z,t)}|u(z,t) =
S~1(x,t). Then inequality

—1 T _ o .
05 {el) 1y {7V (a) f(2,1)} = —a(ga? + a3 + gad)1g(a? + a3)
+(ga? + 22 4 gad) 20 — 3+ 22,(3 — )] > 0

holds for & = 3. The function V - {f(z,t)} = —3 + 6z, does not satisfy

the condition V - {f(z,t)} < 0 for #; > 0.5. The relations asa(Z’t) +V-

{S(x, t)f(x,6)} < S(x, )V - {f(w,£)} and 225528 + V- {S(x,t) f(,1)} < 0
from Theorem [3] are not satisfied too. As a result, the conditions of the
proposed Theorem [2] (and the conditions of Corollary 1 in [14]) are fulfilled

in this example, but the conditions of Theorem [3] are not satisfied.

T2 T

Figure 2: Phase trajectories of system (3] with two equilibrium points.

Example 3. Consider the system

jfl = —41’1255 — (pl(t).l’%,
2 = g1(t)2iTs — 2(t)23 — ga(t) w223, (4)
Zifg = —QOg(t)l'g + 81’%1’3
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with equilibrium point (0,0,0). The functions g;(¢) > 0 and g¢»(¢) > 0 are
continuously differentiable and bounded, ¢;(¢) < 0 and §»(¢) < 0 for any
t > 0. The functions ¢y (t) > 0, @2(t) > 0, and ¢3(t) > 0 are continuous and
bounded for any t > 0.

Choose S(x,t) = (§9127 + 323 + 159203)*, a is a positive integer. Verify
the conditions of Theorem [Bl The relation

8S:ct +v {S(ZE t) (x)}—S(x,t)V-{f(l’,t)}:

1,.2 -1 1 4 4 1 .4 1. 2 1. .2
—Q (gglxl + 573 + 159273 [191801% + P25 + 5923 — g1 %7 — 159203

holds for any o and x # 0. The function V - {f(x,t)} = (g1 — 3p1)z? +
(4 — 3pa)x2 — (3p3 + g2)x3 is not negative definite for g; > 3p; and/or
Yy < %. Thus, Proposition 2 with taking into account Corollary 1 from
[14] and the second case of Theorem [ are not satisfied. The conditions
2950) 1y . {S(:): t)f(z,t)} <0 and V- {S~(z,t)f(x,t)} > 0 hold for any
a, x 7& 0, po > 2a+3, and g; < (2a+ 3)¢;.

Fig. B shows the phase trajectories for op;(t) = 2 + sin(t), po(t) = 1.5 +

cos(3t), ¢1(t) = 1+ 0.5c0s(2t), gi(t) = 7, and ga(t) = Hil Taking into

account Theorem [2] the condition [, aS(m + V- A{S(x,t)f(z,t)}]dV < 0
holds for any C' and «. The other condltlons of Theorem (I and Corollary 1
in [14] are not satisfied.

As a result, the conditions of Theorem 2] and Theorem [3] are satisfied for
system (). Thus, (0,0,0) is an uniformly asymptotically stable equilibrium
point. The conditions of Corollary 1 from [14] are not sutisfied and we cannot
conclude about convergence of almost all solutions of () to (0,0,0).

Ezxample j. Consider the linear system & = A(t)x, x € R™. Let S(x,t) =
(zTP(t)x)*, where a > 0 and P(t) = PT(t) > 0. According to the case (3)
of Theorem [3], the relations

298l 4 7 {S(x, 1) f(2)} = a(zT Px)* ' x
[2P( )+ AT P(t) + P(t)A(t) + Ltrace(A(t))P(t)]z < 0
and

VASTH @) f (2, )} = —a(zt Pr) 07 X
rHA®)TP(t) + P(t)A(t) — Strace(A(t) P(t)]z > 0

hold if
2P(t) + A(t)TP(t) + P(t)A(t) + Ltrace(At))P(t) < 0

12



Figure 3: Phase trajectories of system ().

and
A)TP(t) + P(t)A(t) — Ltrace(A(t))P(t) <0

are simultaneously satisfied. It is obvious, that the sum of these inequalities
give nonstationary Lyapunov inequality P(t) + A(t)TP(t) + P(t)A(t) < 0.

3. Control law design

Consider a nonautonomous system in the form

T =E&(x,t) + gz, t)u(z, t), (5)

where x € R™ and u € R™ is the control signal. The functions £(z,t) :
[0,00) x D — R", g(z,t) : [0,00) x D — R™™ and u(x,t) : [0,00) x D —
R™ are piecewise continuous in t and continuously differentiable in x on
[0,00) x D. The open set D C R™ contains the origin x = 0 and £(¢,0) = 0,
g(t,0) =0, u(t,0) = 0 for any ¢ > 0. System ([B) is controllable in D for any
t>0.

Theorem 4. Let S(z,t) : [0,00) x D — R be a continuously differentiable

function such that wi(x) < S(x,t) < wy(x) for anyt > 0 and x € D, where
wiy(x) and wy(x) are positive definite continuously differentiable functions.

13



Then the equilibrium point x = 0 of the closed-loop system is uniformly
stable if the control law u(x,t) is chosen such that at least one of the following
conditions holds:

(1) E5 + V- {S(z,t)(E(w, 1) + g(w,hu(z, 1)} < S(a,)V - {£(w,t) +
g(a: tyu(x,t)} for any x € D\ {0} and t > 0;

(2) 500 1V S Y@, 1), 1) + glx, ulz, 1)} > 0 and V- {&(w,1) +
g(a: t) (x,t)} <0 for any x € D\ {0} and t > 0;

(3) 228D 1 LS (x, t) (&, t)+g(x, yul(z, 1)} <0 and V-{S~ (z,t)(E(z, 1)+
g(x t) (z,t))} >0 for any x € D\ {0} andt > 0.

If the control law u(x,t) is chosen such that in the cases (1)-(3) the in-
equalities are strict, then x = 0 is uniformly asymptotically stable.

Since system ([]) is controllable in D, the proof of Theorem Ml is similar
to the proof of Theorem [ (denoting by f(z,t) = £(z,t) + g(x, t)u(x,t)).

If the control law design is based on the method of Lyapunov functions,
then it is required to solve the algebraic inequality 2 + V{V}(f + gu) <
0 w.r.t. u. According to Theorem [4] the control law is chosen from the
feasibility of differential inequality. This gives new opportunities for the
control law design.

Example 5. Consider the system

i’l = d!L’Q — l’ll’g,
o =u— g(t)zs,

(6)

where d takes the values of 0 or 1 and g(t) = sin®(t). It is required to design
the control law u that ensures the asymptotic stability of (6). System ([@]) is
not asymptotically stable for v = 0 and for any values of d (see Fig. ).

Choose S(z,t) = |z|?®, a is a positive integer and use the third case of
Theorem [l Compute

2855 1+ V- {S(a, (@, 1) +g(z, u(z, )} =

2a—2 . 2a0 ou 2
2a|x\ (dzyze — 2323 + uxg — gu3) + \:c| (=23 + 5 — 3g3)
and

V- {&(x,t) + g(a, hu(z, 1)} =

—2ale* 72 (dey vy — 2303 + ury — gay) + o2 (—af + P4 — 3ga3).
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Figure 4: The phase trajectories of (@) for v =0, d =0 (a) and for u=0,d =1 (b).

1. Let d = 0. Choosing u = —z3, we get 2% + V- {S(z,t)(&(z, t) +
g(x, tu(x,t))} < 0and V- {&(z,t) + g(z, t)u(z,t)} < 0 for x5 # 0 and any
t > 0. The phase trajectories of the closed-loop system are shown in Fig. Bl a.

2. Let d = 1. Choosing u = —x; —x3, we get 2%+V'{S(ZB, t)(&(x,t)+
gz, t)u(z,t))} < 0and V- {&(x,t) + g(x, t)u(z,t)} <0 for 9 # 0 and any
t > 0. The phase trajectories of the closed-loop system are shown in Fig. [
b.
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Figure 5: The phase trajectories in the closed-loop system for d = 0 (a) and for d =1 (b).
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4. Conclusion

A method for stability study of nonautonomous dynamical systems using
the properties of the flow and divergence of the vector field is proposed. To
study the stability, it is required the existence of a certain type of integra-
tion surface or the existence of an auxiliary scalar function. Necessary and
sufficient stability conditions are proposed.

The obtained results are applied to synthesis the static feedback control
law for dynamical systems. It is shown that the control law is found as a
solution of a differential inequality, while the control law based on the method
of Lyapunov functions is found as a solution of an algebraic inequality.
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