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Abstract— In this paper, we deal with the problem of passivity
and feedback passification of smooth discrete-time nonlinear
systems by considering their piecewise affine approximations.
Sufficient conditions are derived for passivity and feedback
passivity. These results are then extended to systems that
operate over Gilbert-Elliott type communication channels. As
a special case, results for feedback passivity of piecewise affine
systems over a lossy channel are also derived.

Index Terms— Piecewise affine approximation, passivity, non-
linear systems, networked control systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Passivity is an important tool to assess stability of nonlin-
ear systems. In the recent past, passivity of smooth discrete-
time nonlinear systems has been investigated in great detail
[11-[4].

Various problems relating to smooth nonlinear systems can
be studied using a piecewise affine (PWA) approximation.
The intuition for using such an approach stems from the
fact that any smooth map can be locally approximated by an
affine map with an arbitrary accuracy [5].

Control of smooth nonlinear systems using PWA approx-
imations was introduced in [6]. Therein, controllability and
stabilization of PWA systems and nonlinear systems are
studied. Dissipativity and passivity for a PWA system are
studied in [5] and [7]-[9] respectively. Passivity of a smooth
nonlinear system by linearizing around the origin is studied
in [10]. However, the results presented in [10] are valid only
inside a small neighbourhood of the origin.

Systems whose subsystems, viz: controllers, actuators, and
sensors are connected through a communication network are
termed as networked control systems (NCSs). Communica-
tion over a network results in data packet loss which can
negitively impact the performance of a system [11]. Usually,
an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Bernoulli
process or a Markov process is used to model packet losses.
The Bernoulli process model is used more often due to its
mathematical tractability. However, packet loss in a realis-
tic communication network could be temporally correlated.
Thus, a Markov process based model represents a more
accurate model. Feedback passivity of a nonlinear system
with packet losses has been studied in [12]. Their analysis
is based on the frequency of packet losses that occur in the
channel.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized
as follows. We address three problems relating to smooth
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nonlinear systems using a PWA approximation. To start
with, we derive conditions under which a smooth discrete-
time nonlinear system becomes passive. Unlike [10], our
results are valid for any neighbourhood (bigger or smaller)
of the origin. Then, we derive conditions under which a
piecewise linear state-feedback control law is sufficient to
ensure feedback passivity. Finally, we consider the problem
of feedback passivity of smooth nonlinear systems over
lossy communication network. Results corresponding to the
feedback passivity of a PWA system with packet losses are
also presented. One of the main features of the approach
presented in this paper is that it enables us to design
the controllers by solving certain linear matrix inequalities
(LMIs) which are subjected to additional constraints. As
LMIs are easy to solve, our approach provides a more
efficient way of controller design. Unlike [12], we consider
feedback passivity over a Gilbert-Elliott type communication
channel where packet losses are modeled as a two-state
Markov chain. Further, their approach is different than the
one presented here.

Although there is literature available on the passivity of
PWA systems, to the best of the authors’ knowledge there is
no literature that studies the passivity and feedback passivity
of smooth nonlinear systems using a PWA approximation.
Further, feedback passivity of a PWA system with packet
loss has not been addressed as yet.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II describes
the problem along with some important notations. Section
III, contains the main results. In section IV, we demonstrate
our results using a numerical example. Finally, section V.
presents the conclusion.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION
Consider the smooth discrete-time nonlinear system:

ZTe+1 = f(xk) + Biuk + Diwy

1
zr = h(zk) + Baug + Dowg, @)

wherein z € R" is the state vector, u € R™ is the control
input to the actuators, w; € R® is the external input (or
disturbance), z; € R? is the output, f : R® — R™, h : R" —
R? are smooth maps, B; € R"*™, Dy € R"*5, By € RS*™,
Ds € R**# are constant matrices. Many systems like power
networks [13], permanent magnet synchronous motors [14],
and nonlinear RLC circuits [15], can be modeled by Equation
(1).
As the maps f(.) and h(.) are smooth maps, it is pos-
sible to partition the state space into small regions and



approximate the nonlinear system (I)) in each region by an
affine system with arbitrary accurac? In particular, one can

consider a polyhedral partition {% of the state space,

which is indexed by the set V. Ny ¢ N denotes the index
set for all cells that contains the origin while A; C N is the
index set for the cells that do not contain the origin. Each
polyhedral cell can be characterized by an equation of the
form [5]:

E(i)zy +e(i) >0 xp € Zi, or E())Tx >0, 2)

where E(i) := [E(i) e(i)], (k) := [z(k) 1]T. Thus, each
element of the partition is characterised by the corresponding
matrix £ (i) Note that e(i) = 0 if i € N.
Let < Z; N be a polyhedral partition of the state space.
€

Consider matrices A(7), C(3), and vectors a(i), ¢(7) for all
i € N such that,

1f(zr) = Ak — a(@)]] = [[m(zk, 1)|| < e(@)]|zk|
[[h(zk) — C(i)zr — c(@)|| = [In(zk, 9)|| < 00|zl (3)
for 1, € Z; with a(z) = 0 and c(z) = 0 if 1 € Ny,

where, m(xy,i) and n(zy,i) are functions that contain
the higher order terms of the functions f(xj) and h(zy),

respectively.

Now, with a polyhedral partition equipped with a PWA
approximation as given by (]%D the nonlinear system (T)) can
be expressed as follows:

Tr+1 = A()zk + a(i) + Biuk + Diwk + m(zg, 1)

4
zr = C()xg + c(i) + Baug + Dowg, + n(zk, 1), @

One can write (@) in terms of the variable Zj, as:
Thy1 = A(l)fk + Biug + Dywy, + m(xk, 1) )

2k = é(l);fk + Boug + Dowi + ’I’L(.Tk,i),

where A(i) i= [ft(fin “(f)}, o) = [ct) <),

B = |:B1(’L‘):|’ D) = |:D1(’L‘):|’ ze,i) =

lem les
m(xka Z)
0 .
0, xm denotes a n X m dimensional zero matrix.

Define passivity for nonlinear system (]I[) with u =0 as:

Definition 1: [16] The system (1) with uy, = 0 is said to
be passive if there exists a nonnegative function V' : R™ —
R* with V(0) = 0, called the storage function, such that for
all z, € R®, w € R®, and for all k € ZT:

V(zgs1) — V(zw) < zf wg. (6)

IIT. MAIN RESULTS

A. Passivity and passification of the nonlinear system (I)):

Consider a piecewise quadratic storage function of the
form

V(l’k) = %i;‘:p(z)aék if z, € Z;. (@)
If i € Ny then P(i) is given by P(') = diag{P(i), 0}. For each
i € No, P(i) is chosen such that i P(i)xx > 0 for all xj # 0.
Note that to find a nonnegative storage function V' (xy) of
the form given in (7), it is not necessary to look for matrices
P(i), i € N1, and P(i), i € N, which are positive definite.
Instead, matrices P(i), i € N, and P(i), i € N; which

result in zf P(i)zy > 0, when zj(#£ 0) € 25, i € Ny, and
L P(i)@, > 0, when x4 (# 0) € 2, i € N, respectively,
will ensure nonnegativeness of V' (z). This will enhance the
flexibility in the selection of matrices P(i).

Following theorem presents conditions for passivity of

system (I)) with u; = 0.

Theorem 1: The system (]D with w, = 0, is passive if
there exist symmetric matrices with positive entries W (i),
R(7), and symmetric matrices P(¢) such that the following
inequalities are satisfied for all 7,7 € N/

Am(w)} <0

P(i) — ET(6)RG)E(i) > 0, [ i\i((f” jj))

A22(3, )| =
@)
b [P(i) onxl] e
where, P(i) = 0w 0 if i € MNo.
A = AT())P(j)A@G) — P(i) + ET ()W (i) E(3)
+ (p16) + 200.9) + p3(0.) + pa(D)) Lo
Arz = AT(@)P(j)D1(i) — CT (i)
Azz = ( ) P(j)D1 — [DQT +D2] + (Pz(’i 7) +p4(i))1
p1(i, 5) = 2@ PGOIIAGI,  p2(i, 5) = e@)|[ PG| D]
ps(i,j) = E@NPG), pali) = 6(i).

I,, denotes a n-dimensional identity matrix.
Proof: With a polyhedral partition {%}

matrices E(¢) and E( ), fori € NV, such that E( )z, > 0and
E(i)Zr > 0. As a piecewise affine approximation is being
employed, one can consider a p1€cew1se quadratic storage
function of the form V' (xy) = xk T p({\Zy, for x, € Z;, to
study the passivity of for the system

The first inequality in ensures that V(xy) is positive
definite. Further,

V(zk+1)

, one can find

—Vixg) — szwk

1 1
= §xk+1P( J)Tht1 — §wgP( )Tk — 2Fwy,

2
— jTP(i)JZ‘k — (C( )T + Dowy + n(zk, )ka
( )Tk + Dowy, + (osk,Z))]
_ [( ae+ Dlwk)TP(j)(A(i):Ek + Dywy) — 37 P(i)an

- (C(z):ﬁk + Dzwk)ka —wi (C_’(z)ik + Dzwk)

+ 22y AT (i) P(j)rn(wr, ) + 2wk DY P(j)m(zx, i) + " () P(j)(xr, i)

— 2wy, n(mk,z)].

(C)]
Using basic properties of 2-norm and induced 2-norm:
22, A" () P(j)i(wr, 1) < |1225 A" (1) P(j)rin(xw, i)
< 201 PGIINAG[2x]1e(@)] 2|
< pr(iDlEel* as [lanl] < [zl
2wi; DY P(j)iv(ar, i) < [[2wi DT P(j)m(i)||
< 2P| Dall[wrll[[iu(zr, 3)]] - (A1)

< 2¢(@)||PG)IIDx 11|z [[Jws |

_1 [(A(Z)fk + Dywy, + T?L(:Ck,z))TP(J)( ()21 + Diwy, + m(ax, Z))



As ([l = llwl)? = 0: 2zl fwnl] < (11z]12+lopl?).
Thus, (TT) implies:

20f DT P()in(ar, i) < pali,d) (12l + o) (12)
" (g, 4) P(j)m(ar, i) < pl|ze]|?
= 2] n(ar, i) < pal) (llanl 2+ [fwil?) (14

From @), , , , , and using the fact that W ()

has only positive elements:

V(Zkt1) —
<3 [iﬂT Foxarvon ||

If the second inequality in (§) is satisfied for ¢, j € N, then:

V(rry1) —

Hence, the nonlinear system @), with u, = 0, is passive. U

Remark 1: Note that, for a specific 4 € N, the conditions
given by (8) need to be satisfied for all j € A. This is
due to the fact that one may not have any knowledge about
the external input wy. Consequently, x4 is unknown, and
hence the cell where xj, lies in is also unkown. d

For a piecewise state feedback law u, = K (i)xy, where
i denotes the index of the state space partition, let <k (i),
(i) and (i) denote the matrices A(i) + By(i)K (i),

[ty o] ana [0 o)

Similarly, (13)

Vzg) — z{wk

Vixg) < z,{wk

respectively. Let € (7)
01 Xn

and €k (i) denote the matrices C(i) + Bo(i)K (i) and
(€1 (i) c(i)], respectively.
Now, we derive results for feedback passivity as follows.
Theorem 2: The nonlinear system (I), with u, =
K (i)x, = W (i)U 1 (i)zy, is passive if there exist matrices
T(:) > 0, U(i), W(i), R(i) > 0, G(i) > 0 and scalars
q,r,h > 0 such that for all ¢, j €

() = {igfi)n O”Xhl} >0, (15a)
Q11(3)  Onx1 Q13(3) Q14(3)  Onx1
O1xn Qa2 qCT(i) an( ) q
Qi3(1)  ge(d) Q33 Q34 Osx1 | =20, (15b)
Qf4(i)  qa(i) Q34 T(j) Onx1
O1xn q O1xs O1xn h
[716.3) + 7200, 5) + 701 5) + ()| Lo < 26) (150)
[126.3) + 3] 1. < G(0), (154)
where
Qi) = [U6) +UT(6) - ()] - RG)
Qus(i) = U ()CT (i) + W (i) By
Qua(i) = U ())AT (4) + W7 (i) BY
QQQ = 2q — (h + T’ Qgg (DQ —|— D2> — (’L), Qg4 = D{
(i, §) = 2¢()||. 7k (O[T~ ()|

|
72 (i) = @17~ ()] D]

(i.3) = EDIT G 16) = 86)
2= [TTGROUTO 0]

Proof: Suppose, LMIs and (I5b] are satisfied. As all
principal submatrices of a pos1t1ve semldeﬁnlte symmetric
matrix are also postive semidefinite, from (I3b), one gets:

o
— U(i)+ U7 (i) > 1) + [R(()) " 1] ’

where, U (i) := diag{U (i), qh,VieN.
So, Vi € N, one gets that U( ) is non-singular as T( ) > 0.
The following inequality can be proved easily.

0TI @06) > [06) + 07 6) - 1),
which implies:
UTOT T @U) = RG) > [UG) +UT6) - T6)] - RG),

7
and i—r22q—(h—|—r).

Therefore,
Q'(i, )
o(i) On;l Q13(4) Q14 (1) Onx1
Oixn %=1 qcf(i)  ga’(i) ¢
Qf3(i)  qc(i) Q33 Qaa Osx1 | 20,
Q4(3)  qa(i) Q34 T(j) Onx1
01 Xn q O1><s len

a7

where 6(i) = [UT(i)T*l(i)U(i) — R(i).
Define (i) as (i) = diag U‘l(i),%,lmln,l}. Then

from (17):

2T 6,5)2 (i) > 0
[ i) - Z6)  CRG) QA{}?(@)] (18)
Ead g((l) Q33 p? >0,
ok (i) Dy ()

As T(j) > 0, from , we get the following inequality
using Schur complement:

o= [ Gl w
where, 5”11( ) A ()T (j )%K() T71(@) + 2 (i),
F12(1, J) fQ{K ()T~ (j)D CfK( )
Faa(i,§) = DIT1(§)D1 — (D2 + Do) + G(3).

Now, consider a piecewise quadratic storage function of the
form V(zy,) = 3a{T '(i)zy for xx € 2;. Substituting



uy, = K (i)}, for 2 € 2;, and using (@) we get:
V(zks1) — V(zk) — 2Fwy

1 1. 1 _1,.
= §x£+1T 1(])mk+1 — Eme 1(z)xk — zgwk

_1

2 (e @)+ Drwg + m(a, i))TT*I(j) (e (D + Dy

. Tr—1,- > - N\ T
+ m(xk, z)) —xx T (V)xk — (%K(z)mk + Dowy, + n(wy, z)) Wi

—wi (‘f}( (0)Zr + Daw, + n(xk, Z))]

_1

T2
_ T

— T (@)ax — (Fac(D)n + Dawn ) wi

[(c iy + Dlwk)TTfl(j)(fng (i)2 + Diwg)

—wf (%EK (D)ax + Dgwk) 25T I ()T ()m(wn, §)
+ 2w DT T (j)m(zr, i) +m” (xx, i) T
— kaTn(xk,i)].

Similar to (T0), (I2), (13), (T4), the following inequalities

can be derived.
2z oy (T ()mlxr, 1) < 7103 5)e] )%,
20f DIT (), 1) < 720, ) (2] + x|,
m® (2, )T~ (f)m(ak, ) < ys(i,5)]|Z][%,
~2uwfn(an, i) < 7)1l + el ).
Also, it is easy to show that:
_ T _
(m{ (D)zx + Dlwk) T1(j)(Fx () 7% + Drwr) — T T~ (6)z,
n N T . N A ~
= (d(i)ik—&—Dlwk) T=1() (A (3) 7% + Drw) — 2T T (3) %
Then, one gets the following:

()m(r, 1)

V(zgs1) — Vixk) — 2Fwy,
1 |z r H11(1,7) F12(1,7)| |z
T2 |:U)k:| {%g(i,j) ,%zz(i,j)} |:’wk:|
where, %11(i,7) = ()T~ (5) ek (i) — T72(i)

(0 5) + 7206 ) +736,3) + 78(0) ) L

Pi2(i,5) = g (VT (§) D1 — G (i),

R23(i,§) = DI T (j)D1 — (D3 + Da) + (y2(i, 5) + 7a(i)) Ls.
Now, following (T5¢), (T5d) and (T9), we get:

. [“} (i) {ff,’;] <0

Wk

V(@) = V(zx) — 2 wp <

Therefore, with uy = K(i)xg, the system is passive. [

Note 1: To get the desired K (i), T'(¢) in a specific cell, we
first solve (I5b). Then, it is checked whether the conditions
and (I5d) get satisfied. If these two conditions are
satisfied, then the cell is a valid one. If they are not satisfied,
we opt for a finer cell with smaller €(i) and 0(¢) such that
the conditions get satisfied.

B. Feedback passivity over erasure network

In this section, we deal with the problem of feedback pas-
sification over a Gilbert-Elliott type communication channel.

Suppose wj, is the controller output and is sent to the
actuators through a lossy network. Then, under the zero-
input scheme [17], one can relate uy (as defined in @)) with
uj, by the expression uy, = vju},, where vy, is binary random
variable, and can either be 0 or 1. It represents the packet
loss condition in the channel. At a time index k, vy = 0

(vg 1) denotes a packet being lost (a successful packet
delivery) from the controller side to the actuator side.

In this work we consider a TCP-like protocol wherein
packet reception is acknowledged. Under such a protocol,
with perfect state knowledge, one can define an information
set given by: Zy, = {Zo, X1, ., Tk, V0, U1,y «rvy Vjg—1 }-

The Gilbert-Elliott type channel model is basically a two-
state Markov chain {vy }, where v, = 0 and v, = 1 represent
the two states of the Markov chain. At a time stage k > 1, the
packet arrival probabilities are given as: Pr (v;C = 1|og—1 =
0) = aand Pr(vy = 1|vg—1 = 1) = 1—S. Atk = 0, packet
arrival probabilities are given by: Pr(vo = 1) = a/(a+ 3)
and Pr(vo =0) = 8/(a + B) [18].

Consider a piecewise linear state-feedback control law
uj, = K (i)xg, where i is the index of the partition. Then, the
nonlinear system (1)), with a polyhedral partition {%}
satisfying (3), takes the form: e

Tht1 = (A(Z) + ’UkB1K(’i)).’L‘k + a(z) + Diwyg + m(ask, ’L)

2K = (C’(z) + UkBQK(i))LEk + (i) + Dowg, + n(wk, 1), if zx €
(20)

Note that if one puts m(zg,i) = 0 and n(zg,i) = 0,
for all z; and i, then the nonlinear system becomes
equivalent to the following closed-loop PWA affine system
with a piecewise linear state-feedback control law:

Thg1 = (A(i) n kalK(i))xk + a(i) + Dywy,
@1
= (C(i) + kagK(i))a:k + (i) + Daw, if zx € 25

Observe that due to the randomness of packet losses (vy),
the closed-loop systems (Z0) and (ZI) become stochastic
in nature. Thus, to analyze the feedback passivity of the
system (20) and (20), one needs a notion of stochastic
passivity. Stochastic passivity, in the spirit of [19], is defined
as follows:

Definition 2: The system (20) (similarly the system (21)
) is said to be passive in the stochastic sense if there exists a
nonnegative function V : R” x A/ — R*, with V(0,.) =0,
called the storage function, such that for all x; € R", w €
R® and for all k € ZT:

E[V(I}H_l, sk+1)’1k] —V(xg, sp) < ]E{zkrwk‘l'k},

where, s, € N denotes the cell in which z;, lies in. O

Following theorem presents results for feedback passivity
with random packet losses.

Theorem 3: Consider the nonlinear system with
given control packet arrival probabilities o and 1 — 8. With
a control law u), = K (i)xy, = W (i)U "' (i)zy, the nonlinear
system becomes stochastically passive if, for all 7,j € N,
there exist matrices 7'(2), U(z), W (i), R(¢) > 0, G(i) > 0,
and positive scalars h,r, q such that:

>0,

On X,ﬂ (22a)



Q11(7) Onx1 Q13(4)

(Z) Onxl Q16(1) 0n><1
O1xn  Qo2(%) qCT() T(l

) g ga (i) q Theorem 2, it can be proved that Q'(4,5) > 0.

L) qe(i) Qs DT o DT e Then, with (i) = diag{U‘l(i), IR 1},
Q14(i) qa(i) D Q44(j) Onx1 Onxn  Opx1 | 20
O1xn q O1xs O1xn Qss O1xn 0 T ([
77 Q Z >0
Qfs(1) qa(i) D, Onxn  Onx1 66(1) Onx1 A(j;]? o N _— -
O1xn q Oixs  Oixn 0 O1xn Q77 T (i) - Z@) (x(i) A (i) AT (3)
@) %’i;((?) Q33 Df DY >0,
A (i) Dy A (j) As
[0106,5) + pa(is ) + pali, ) + palis1) + ps(i,1) Ai) D As As (1)
(22¢) (24)
+p6(is 1) + pr(i) | Ins1 < 203),
where,
+ ps(is1) + <@ 22d L N
oD oD 4O OO @ g = (1 )0, As = Onyecrin
where
(9 = [0+ U700 - 7] - 09 Feli) = CO) + PB()KG). Gocli) = [6k(0) ()]
Using Schur complement, as 7'(j) > 0 for all j € N,
Q22 =2q— (h+r) implies:
Qus(i) = U ()C" (i) + W (i) By {M}?(i) AT(i)} {Afl Ai,] {g/}((i) El(i)}
DYGY DYG)) |As AZ') | AG) DG
Quali) = UT DA () + W DBT, Qus(i) = UT())A” () O p L e
— [T (Z_/ E_jiﬂ(l) (Cr (i) } <0 . (25
1 h Tk (i 33 B
Qa3 = (D3 + D2) — G(i), Qua(j) = —T(j), Qs5 = — . ,
33 ( > + 2) (2), Qua(y) A (4), Qss o . |:<5ﬁl%(z,]) 5@(1,])] <0
. L S12(1, §) Fa2(i, )| ~
Qes(l) = 1—pr (), Q= 1= pr where, . R . R
1, §) = pectg (T () (i) + (1 = pr) AT (T (DA@)
Z(4) is as defined in Theorem 2, T+ £0G), ) R R R
. S12(i, J; = e T ())D1 + (1 — p) A" ()T (1) Dy —
o1(0,9) = 25| T DINIT G (@), : T
S22 (i, J) = peDIT ' ()Dy + (1 — po) DIT ' (1) D1 — Q.
pa(i, 5) = pre(@)|| T (4)]]|D1]| Consider a p1€cew1se quadratic storage function of the form
V(:z:k, j) = nTkT LYi)ay, if z € 2. Assume that 25,1 €
p3(i, 5) = pee2 (@)1 T ()] Z; it vy, =1, and 41 € 27 if v, = 0. Note that s, can
elther be j or { depending on vy, Thus, with a control law
palis) = 201 = p)DIAGINT Q)] we = WU @z = K(ia if o € 23 1 €N
ps(i, 1) = (1= pr)e(@)| | T~ (D[] Da| E[V(xk+1,8k+1) Ik] = Vizx,1) = E[Z’“ka‘zk]
1e_T1 5 = AT 1,
poisg) = (1= ) OIT™ D) = 3{p[ @2+ Dyt mia D] T70)

. [Q{K( )T + Diwy + m(xg, i )]
prli) = 8(0), pe=4 1 Ut =0 .
’ 18, if g1 =1 + (1 - pk) [A(im + Dywy, + m(xk,i)] T
Proof: Assume that LMIs (22d) and (22b) are satisfied. ~ S
Using the same line of argument as used in the proof for X [A(i)fk + Diwg +m(wk7i)] — 2, T7 ()zp

Theorem [2| one gets that U(i) := diag{U(i),q} is non
singular. Consider the following: — [k ()@ + Dowi + n(wy, )] wi — wk (€ (§)Tx + Dawy + n(xx, )]}
@i, 5) =
01(3) Onx1 3()  Qa(i) Onxi  Q6(i) Onxa 1

O1xn  O2 qc™(3)  qaT(@) ¢ qa (i) ¢ ) {pk [Q{K( )Tk + Dlwk] ) [Q{}((Z)jk * Dlwk]

Q6 qe(d) Qs DT 0sx1 DT 0sxa N[/ Tt 3m

s . 1—pr)|A D T A D

OL(i) qa(d) D1 Q) Opxi Onxn Opxi + ( p’“)[ (Z)x’“f ““”’“} (l)[ (D)2 + 1“”“}
O1xn q Oixs  Oixn 55  Oixn 0 — b T i)k — [Ch (D) Tr + Dawi)"wi — wi [€h (i) T

Qf6(i) qa(i) D1 Opxn On Qes(l) On _ -
@ ael) P O Oy GO O | Do el A (O (Gm(i ) + 208 DY (f)m(a )

O1xn q O1xs O1xn 0 O1xn Q7
where 0,01 = [UT T O0G)] ~ RO, 0= " (e, )T~ ()m(on, 1)) + (1= p) [28F AT (OT ™ Qe 1)

From (22b), using same reasoning as used in the proof for -+ 2wi DI T~ ()m(xx, ) + mT(xkvi)T_l(l)m(l’k’i)] - 2“)1{”(337672')}



Using the same line of argument as used in the proof for
Theorem 2, we get:

E[V(wk+1, Sep1) zk] — V(i) — E[zlzwk’Ik}

ol e

= Lo vl )
Now, from (25]):
E[V($k+1, Sk+1)‘Ik] — V(zk,1) — ]E[szwk‘Ik] <0.

Hence, closed-loop system is stochastically passive. [J

It is straight forward to see that, if one puts ¢(i) = 0 and
§(#) = 0 in the above theorem, for all i € N, then the result
corresponds to the result for feedback passivity of an PWA
system over a Gilbert-Elliott type channel.

Corollary 4: Consider the PWA system given by (21)) with
given control packet arrival probabilities o and 1 — 5. The
PWA system, with a piecewise linear state-feedback control
law of the form u), = K (i)xz), = W (i)U ' (i)zy, becomes
stochastically passive if, for all 4, j € A/, there exists matrices
T(i) >0, U(z), W(i), and positive scalars ¢, h such that:

T(j) = [5}3}1 O"Xﬂ >0, (262)
Q1) Onxi Qu3(i) Qua(i) Onxi Qe(i) Onxa
O1xn 922(1) QCT(i) an(’i) q an(i) q
Q?J(Z) qc(i) Q33 D? Osx1 D? Osx1
Q) qad) D1 Q44(§) Onxi Onxn  Opx1 | =0
01><7L q 01><s 01><7L Q55 01><7L 0
Qfs(i) qa(i) Di Onxn Onxi Qe6(l) Onxi
O1xn q O1xs O1xn 0 O1xn Q77
(26b)
where

Q@) =U@) + U () = T(i)
QQQ = 2(] — h
Q3(i) = UT () CT () + puW T (1) BS
Qua(i) = UT () AT (4) + WP (i) BT, Que(i) = U" (i)A” (4)

. 1 . h
Q33 = D3 + D2, Qua(j) = =T(j), Qs5 = —
Pk Pk
1
Qes(l) = ——T(1), Q7 = :
66(1) 1= pn D), Qm 1= r

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

Consider the nonlinear system (I) with the following
system parameters:

f(ax) = [sin(zr) +ak, op +ai, @), Bi=[2, 0, 1],

D1 =1]1,05 0, C=[100], Bo=0.1, D=2,

where x, = [z}, @2, x3]. External input is assumed to be
wy = 0.02sin(0.27k)exp(—k/25).

To demonstrate the results presented in Theorem 2, we
calculate a piecewise linear state-feedback law that passifies
the system in the region —0.82 < z; < 0.82 (note that
nonlinearity exists only in x}). The region —0.82 < z}, <
0.82 is partitioned into 14 cells, which are given by: —0.82 <
zi < —0.78, —0.78 < z} < —0.74, —0.74 < z} < —0.7,
—0.7 < z}, < —0.65, —0.65 < z} < —0.6, —0.6 < z}. <
—0.55, —0.55 <z}, < —0.5, —0.5 < z}, < —0.45, —0.45 <

Ty < =04, —04 < 71 < —0.34, —0.34 < 7} < —0.28,
—0.28 < z} < —0.13, =0.13 < 21 < 0,0 < 21 < 0.13,
0.13 < 7} < 0.28, 0.28 < z}, < 0.34, 0.34 < 7} < 0.4,
04 < zp < 045, 045 < z} < 0.5, 0.5 < 23 < 0.55,
0.55 <z} < 0.6, 0.6 < 2} < 0.65, 0.65 < z}. < 0.7, 0.7 <
zp < 0.74, 0.74 <z}, < 0.78, 0.78 < x}. < 0.82. Piecewise
linear approximations are computed using the Taylor series
expansion and the error term ¢(4) is calculated in each cell.
We use Imisolver function available in SCILAB to solve the
LMIs in each of the cells. Solving (I5b) we then calculate
the controller gain K () such that the closed system becomes
feedback passive. The given cells are designed in such a
way that the corresponding error term €(7), in each s € N,
is almost the maximum value that satisfies the conditions
given by and (I5d). From figure [T| one can see that
difference in storage function at each stage is less than or
equal to the supply rate.

For feedback passivity with packet losses, we consider
the region —0.5 < x}. < 0.5. The region —0.5 < z} <0 is
partition into cells: —0.5 < z; < —0.47, —0.47 < 7} <
—0.44, —0.44 < z; < —041, —041 < z} < —0.38,
—0.38 < z} < —0.35, —0.35 < z} < —0.32, —0.32 <
rp < —0.29, —0.29 < 2} < —0.26, —0.26 < z}, < —0.23,
—0.23 < 71 < =02, —02 < z; < —0.17, —=0.17 <
zp < —0.14, —=0.14 <z}, < —0.11, —0.11 < 2}, < —0.07,
—0.07 < z}, < 0. The region 0 < z; < 0.5 is partitioned
in the similar fashion as the partition of the region —0.5 <
zp <0, ie, 0 < zp < 0.07, 0.07 < 2}, < 0.11 and so
on. Then, solving LMI (22b) in Theorem 3, we calculate
the controller gain K (7) in each cells with a control packet
arrival probability o = 0.95 and 1 — 5 = 0.96. Figure
demonstrates that the closed-loop system is passive with the
quadratic storage function V (zy,) = 12l T (i)ay.

It is to be noted that, for feedback passivity with packet
losses, we have to consider smaller cells as compared to
feedback passivity. This is due to the fact that condition
contains the term p4(4,!) which comes from open loop
system dynamics.
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Fig. 1.  Difference in storage function and supply rate



0.0012 4

0.001 -

0.0008 -

0.0006 -

Differance in storage function and supply rate
|

T
o H 10 15 20 25 20 E 40 a5 50

time index

Fig. 2. Difference in storage function and supply rate

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, using a piecewise affine approximation
approach, we have first derived sufficient conditions that
ensures passivity of a smooth nonlinear system. Then, we
have designed a piecewise linear state-feedback control law
with which the closed-loop system becomes passive. Finally,
with random control packet losses, a piecewise linear state-
feedback control law is derived that makes the closed-loop
system passive. Moreover, the problem of controller design
for feedback passification of a PWA system over a lossy
communication channel is also addressed as a special case
of Theorem 3.

[1]

[3]
[4]

[5]
[6]
[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

(1]

[12]

REFERENCES

C. 1. Byrnes, A. Isidori, and J. C. Willems, “Passivity, feedback
equivalence, and the global stabilization of minimum phase nonlinear
systems,” IEEE Trans. Autom. control, vol. 36, no. 11, pp. 1228-1240,
1991.

W. Lin and C. I. Byrnes, “Passivity and absolute stabilization of a
class of discrete-time nonlinear systems,” Automatica, vol. 31, no. 2,
pp. 263-267, 1995.

A. Van Der Schaft, L2-gain and passivity techniques in nonlinear
control.  Springer, 2000, vol. 2.

E. M. Navarro-L6Pez and E. Fossas-Colet, “Feedback passivity of
nonlinear discrete-time systems with direct input—output link,” Auto-
matica, vol. 40, no. 8, pp. 1423-1428, 2004.

M. Johansson, “Piecewise linear control systems,” Ph.D. dissertation,
Lund Institute of Technology, Sweden, 1999.

E. Sontag, “Nonlinear regulation: The piecewise linear approach,”
IEEE Trans. Autom. control, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 346-358, 1981.

L. Iannelli, F. Vasca, and K. Camlibel, “Complementarity and passivity
for piecewise linear feedback systems,” in Proc. 45th IEEE Conf.
Decis. Control (CDC), 2006, pp. 4212-4217.

W.-J. Chang, C.-H. Huang, and C.-C. Ku, “Synthesis of discrete
nonlinear passive systems via affine T-S fuzzy models with input
energy constraints,” in Proc. Conf. Mechatr. Automation, 2007, pp.
1950-1955.

A. Bemporad, G. Bianchini, and F. Brogi, “Passivity analysis and
passification of discrete-time hybrid systems,” IEEE Trans. Autom.
Control, vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 1004-1009, 2008.

M. Xia, P. J. Antsaklis, V. Gupta, and M. J. McCourt, “Determining
passivity using linearization for systems with feedthrough terms,”
IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 60, no. 9, pp. 25362541, 2014.
L. Schenato, B. Sinopoli, M. Franceschetti, K. Poolla, and S. S. Sastry,
“Foundations of control and estimation over lossy networks,” Proc. of
the IEEE, vol. 95, no. 1, pp. 163-187, 2007.

Y. Wang, M. Xia, V. Gupta, and P. J. Antsaklis, “On Feedback Passivity
of Discrete-Time Nonlinear Networked Control Systems With Packet
Drops,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 60, no. 9, pp. 2434-2439,
2014.

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]
[18]

[19]

T. Stegink, C. De Persis, and A. van der Schaft, “A unifying energy-
based approach to stability of power grids with market dynamics,”
IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 2612-2622, 2016.
R. Delpoux, L. Hetel, and A. Kruszewski, “Permanent magnet syn-
chronous motor control via parameter dependent relay control,” in
Proc. Amer. Control Conf. (ACC), 2014, pp. 5230-5235.

B. Jayawardhana, R. Ortega, E. Garcia-Canseco, and F. Castanos, “Pas-
sivity of nonlinear incremental systems: Application to PI stabilization
of nonlinear RLC circuits,” Syst. control lett., vol. 56, no. 9-10, pp.
618-622, 2007.

C. Byrnes and W. Lin, “Losslessness, feedback equivalence, and the
global stabilization of discrete-time nonlinear systems,” IEEE Trans.
Autom. control, vol. 39, no. 1, pp. 83-98, 1994.

L. Schenato, “To zero or to hold control inputs with lossy links?”
IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 54, no. 5, pp. 1093—-1099, 2009.
Y. Mo, E. Garone, and B. Sinopoli, “LQG control with Markovian
packet loss,” in Proc. Eur. Control Conf. (ECC), 2013, pp. 2380-2385.
Y. Wang, V. Gupta, and P. J. Antsaklis, “Stochastic passivity of
discrete-time Markovian jump nonlinear systems,” in Proc. Amer.
Control Conf. (ACC), 2013, pp. 4879-4884.



	I INTRODUCTION
	II Problem Formulation
	III Main Results
	III-A Passivity and passification of the nonlinear system (1):
	III-B Feedback passivity over erasure network

	IV Numerical Example
	V CONCLUSIONS
	References

