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K-monotonicity and feedback synthesis
for incrementally stable networks

Yu Kawano, Fulvio Forni

Abstract—We discuss the role of monotonicity in en-
abling numerically tractable modular control design for
networked nonlinear systems. We first show that the vari-
ational systems of monotone systems can be embedded
into positive systems. Utilizing this embedding, we show
how to solve a network stabilization problem by enforcing
monotonicity and exponential dissipativity of the network
sub-components. Such modular approach leads to a design
algorithm based on a sequence of linear programming
problems.

Index Terms— Nonlinear systems, networked intercon-
nections, monotonicity, dissipativity, contraction analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

A linear system is said to be positive if it maps positive

state vectors into positive state vectors, that is, if the positive

orthant Rn
+ is a forward invariant set for the system dynamics.

The notion of positivity is often extended to linear systems

that admit a generic forward invariant proper cone K [1]–[3].

Perron-Frobenius theory shows that a positive linear system

has a dominant (slowest) mode constraining its asymptotic

behavior to a one-dimensional ray [2], [4], [5]. This particular

feature allows to study stability and dissipativity of these

systems using linear forms instead of quadratic ones, opening

the door to scalable algorithms [6], [7].

In the nonlinear setting the corresponding class of systems

are called monotone systems [1], [2], [8], [9]. These systems

are characterized by the property that their trajectories preserve

a partial order on the system state space. Nonlinear monotone

systems show a strict connection with positivity: their varia-

tional flow guarantees forward invariance of some proper cone

K [9]. Like for linear systems, monotonicity makes nonlinear

analysis scalable [9]–[15]. However, certifying the monotonic-

ity of a system is generally difficult. From a variational

perspective, the problem corresponds to the determination of

a proper cone K that is forward invariant for the variational

dynamics [9].

The objective of this paper is to take advantage of mono-

tonicity to design feedback controllers that enforce incremental

stability and differential dissipativity of systems. This leads to

numerical methods for modular control of networked nonlinear
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systems. Our approach consists of two steps. First, we certify

that each network sub-component is monotone by showing

that its variational flow can be represented, via embedding, by

the flow of a positive linear time-varying system. Then, using

the embedding, we take advantage of scalable conditions for

stability and dissipativity for monotone systems to characterize

network properties. This leads to conditions for exponential

stability of a network of monotone systems based on the

interconnection structure and on the supply rate of each sub-

component of the network.

The problem of deriving the embedding to certify the

monotonicity of network sub-components can be solved by

finding a forward invariant cone for their variational dynamics.

In this paper we take inspiration from the early results of [16]

to develop a numerical algorithm for modular control. The al-

gorithm co-designs cone and feedback controller to guarantee

closed-loop monotonicity and exponentially dissipativity. The

algorithm consists of an iteration loop of linear programming

problems, enabling numerically tractable modular design of

nonlinear networks.

The novelty of the paper lies in the following results: (i)

conditions to certify monotonicity with respect to partial orders

induced by generic cones K; (ii) conditions for incremental

exponential stability and exponential differential dissipativity

of monotone systems; and (iii) conditions for incremental

stability of networks of monotone systems. These results can

be used both for system analysis and for control synthesis. In

fact, when the cone K is known, the conditions of the paper

reduce to linear programs, which are easy to solve. When the

cone K is not known, the two algorithms of the paper provide

procedures for co-derivation of cone and feedback controller,

with the goal of enforcing monotonicity together with incre-

mental stability (closed systems) or differential dissipativity

(open systems).

The results of this paper make contact with network stability

analysis for positive linear systems [6], [7]. Specifically, [7]

uses exponential dissipativity to certify the stability of the

positive feedback interconnection of two positive systems, and

[6] looks at distributed positivity-preserving control design for

stability. The centralized case has been studied in [17], where

linear programming is used for control design. Our paper can

be viewed as a direct extension of these earlier results to

generic cones K (in contrast to the positive orthant), both for

linear and nonlinear systems. It demonstrates how the scalable

conditions in [6], [7], [17] go beyond the positive orthant and

linearity. Our approach is based on embedding a variational

system into a positive variational system, which corresponds

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.09828v2
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to a (variational) positive realization problem. In the linear

case, the forward invariance of some proper cone K is known

to be equivalent to the existence of a positive realization [18]–

[22]. However, in literature, the problem of finding a positive

realization and the stabilization problem of a positive system

are typically studied in autonomy. The novelty of this paper is

to combine these objectives to arrive at scalable stability and

dissipativity conditions for both linear and nonlinear systems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. After

a brief discussion of notation and mathematical preliminaries,

Section II provides a motivating example. The goal is to

justify our effort towards scalable conditions for analysis

and synthesis of positive (linear) and monotone (nonlinear)

systems. Section III introduces the class of positive linear

systems and derive technical conditions for their stability and

dissipativity. The latter opens the way to the characterization

of stable networks. Most of the results of Section III are

generalized to nonlinear monotone systems in Section IV. In

particular, Section IV provides conditions for monotonicity,

incremental exponential stability (or contraction) and differen-

tial dissipativity. Finally, Section VI takes advantage of these

results to provide numerical algorithms for system analysis

and control design. All proofs are in appendix.

Notation and mathematical preliminaries:

The vector whose all elements are 1 is denoted by 1l. The

vector 1-norm is denoted by |·|1. The identity matrix is denoted

by I . For matrices A,B ∈ R
n×m, we write A ≤ B (A < B) if

and only if Ai,j ≤ Bi,j (Ai,j < Bi,j) for all i = 1, . . . , n and

j = 1, . . . ,m, where Ai,j denotes the (i, j)-th component of

A. Similarly, for c ∈ R and A ∈ R
n×m, c ≤ A (c < A) means

c ≤ Ai,j (c < Ai,j) for all i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . ,m.

For a square matrix A ∈ R
n×n, off-diag(A) ≥ 0 means its

off-diagonal elements are all non-negative. Also, |off-diag(A)|
denotes the matrix obtained by taking the absolute value of

each off-diagonal elements of A.

A subset K ⊂ R
n is called a simple cone if it is (i) a cone,

i.e. cK ⊂ K for any scalar c ≥ 0, (ii) closed; (iii) convex, i.e.

K+K ⊂ K; and (iv) pointed, i.e. −K∩K = {0}. Moreover, a

simple cone is called proper if it is (v) solid, i.e. int(K) 6= ∅.
A cone K ⊂ R

n is said to be a polyhedral cone if there

exists a finite set of vectors Ki ∈ R
n \ {0}, for i = 1, . . . , pK

such that

K = {x ∈ R
n : Kx ≥ 0}, where K :=

[
K1 · · · KpK

]⊤
.

A polyhedral cone is closed and convex. A polyhedral cone

K is simple if and only if rank K = n. For example, the

canonical basis ei ∈ R
n, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, corresponds to the

positive orthant Rn
+. For more details about cones, see [23].

II. MOTIVATING EXAMPLE: MASS-SPRING SYSTEM

Consider the following mass-spring system:






[
ẋ1

ẋ2

]

=

[
0 1
−k 0

] [
x1

x2

]

+

[
0
1

]

ū, k > 0

y = x1.
(1)

We investigate a feedback controller:

ū = F1x1 + F2x2 + u

to make the closed-loop system positive with respect to the

positive orthant R
n
+ and exponentially stable. This form of

positivity requires

F1 − k ≥ 0, (2)

since, by the Kamke condition [1], [8], the off-diagonal

elements of the state matrix must be non-negative. For ex-

ponential stability, the eigenvalues of the closed-loop system

λ =
F2 ±

√

F 2
2 + 4(F1 − k)

2
have the negative real parts if and only if

{
F2 < 0
F1 − k < 0.

(3)

Thus, positivity with respect to the positive orthant and expo-

nential stability (3) are incompatible for the controlled mass-

spring system.

Apparently these conditions suggest that exponential sta-

bility can be enforced at the cost of waiving positivity with

respect to the positive orthant and its scalable design features

[6], [7]. However, as will be shown later, scalability can be

retained by relying on positivity with respect to the polyhedral

cone K ⊆ R
2 defined by

K =
[
K1 K2

]⊤
, K1 :=

[
1
0

]

, K2 :=

[
2
1

]

. (4)

According to Theorem 3.2 below, the closed-loop system is

positive with respect to K, (i.e. K is a forward invariant set

of the closed-loop system) [1], [8], [24] if and only if

F2 ≤ (−4 + F1 − k)/2. (5)

Notably, (3) and (5) characterize a feasible set of linear

constraints in F1 and F2, ensuring positivity with respect to K
and exponential stability of the controlled mass-spring system.

Remark 2.1: If a pair (A,B) is stabilizable, there exists

a feedback gain F rendering the closed-loop system ẋ =
(A + BF )x both exponentially stable and K-positive with

respect to a proper cone. From stabilizability, we can shift

all unstable eigenvalues of A to arbitrary values by selecting

suitable F . In particular, one can make A+BF has the simple

dominant eigenvalue 0 > λ1 ∈ R, i.e., λ1 > Re(λi) for

the other eigenvalues λi of A + BF . This implies that all

eigenvalues of A + BF are in the left-half plane and the

exponential stability. Next, eλ1t > |eλit| for all λi, i 6= 1.

According to [23, Theorem 3.5], this implies e(A+BF )tK ⊂ K,

i.e., K-positivity with respect to a proper cone K. Moreover,

K is time-invariant from its construction in [23, Theorem 3.5],

since the (generalized) eigenvectors of e(A+BF )t and A+BF
are the same and time-invariant. In this paper, to develop

numerically tractable algorithms, we require a proper cone K
to be polyhedral. A proper cone can always be approximated

by a polyhedral cone by increasing pK. ⊳

An important observation is that the change of coordinates

z = Kx yields a closed-loop system that is positive with

respect to R
2
+:







ż =

[
−2 1

−k − 4 + F1 − 2F2 2 + F2

]

z +

[
0
1

]

u

y =
[
1 0

]
z.
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This shows how scalable approaches for positive systems with

respect to the positive orthant [6], [7] are directly applicable

to general positive systems through the mapping z = Kx.

Fundamentally, this example clarifies how the unfeasibility of

(2) and (3) is related to the coordinate representation of the

system and does not describe an intrinsic feature of the system.

In general, K is not necessarily square but always satisfies

rank K = n for x ∈ R
n if K is a proper (or more generally,

simple) polyhedral cone. This implies that z = Kx is an

embedding yielding a positive realization in the z-coordinates.

This has two important consequences: 1) scalable conditions

for positive linear systems with respect to the positive orthant

are directly applicable to general positive systems by working

in the z-coordinates, via embedding; 2) stability in the z-

coordinates implies stability in the x-coordinates.

Encouraged by these observations, in what follows, we take

advantage of the embedding trick to develop scalable analysis

and control design methods for positive linear systems and

for monotone nonlinear systems. We will start by assuming

that the forward invariant cone K is given. Later on, we will

propose an algorithm to co-design both cone and controller to

enforce monotonicity and exponential stability simultaneously.

III. POSITIVE LINEAR SYSTEMS

A. Positivity and Stability

In this section we recall the definition of positivity for linear

systems and we show how scalable methods for positive linear

systems with respect to the positive orthant [6], [7] can be

adapted to any positive linear system.

Definition 3.1: The open linear system Σ

Σ :

{
ẋ = Ax+Bu
y = Cx

(x, u, y) ∈ R
n × R

m × R
p (6)

is said to be positive with respect to a triplet of polyhedral

cones (K,Rm
+ ,Rp

+) if, for all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ,

x(0) ∈ K, u(t) ∈ R
m
+ , ∀t≥0.

=⇒
x(t) ∈ K, y(t) ∈ R

p
+, ∀t≥0

(7)

For a closed system ẋ = Ax, positivity simply means that

x(0) ∈ K implies x(t) ∈ K for any t ≥ 0. ⊳

In what follows we will adopt the simpler terminology of

K-positive linear systems for the systems in Definition 3.1,

leaving the input and output cones implicit.

According to [6], [7], a necessary and sufficient conditions

for a linear system to be R
n
+-positive is

off-diag(A) ≥ 0, B ≥ 0, C ≥ 0. (8)

The following theorem provides equivalent conditions for

general K-positive linear systems.

Theorem 3.2 (positivity): An open linear system Σ is K-

positive if and only if there exist P ∈ R
pK×pK , G ∈ R

pK×m,

and H ∈ R
p×pK such that

KA = PK, off-diag(P ) ≥ 0 (9a)

G = KB, G ≥ 0 (9b)

C = HK, H ≥ 0. (9c)

Proof: This is a special case of Theorem 4.3.

The properness (more precisely, simplicity) of K implies

rank K = n. This means that z = Kx is an embedding. In

the z-coordinates, (9) yields

ΣP :

{
ż = Pz +Gu
y = Hz.

(10)

Note that, starting from a K-positive system Σ, the embedded

system ΣP is an R
pK

+ -positive system, as it satisfies (8) for

A = P , B = G, and C = H . Therefore, verifyingK-positivity

of Σ is equivalent to finding its R
pK

+ -positive realization. Since

the mapping z = Kx is an embedding, the obtained R
pK

+ -

positive realization is not minimal, in general. Finding an R
pK

+ -

positive realization has been investigated in [18]–[22]. In fact,

(9) can be viewed as a dual of the condition in [20, Theorem

1] or [21, Theorem 5].

The following theorem takes advantage of the embedding

to derive stability conditions for K-positive closed system.

Theorem 3.3 (exponential stability): Let K be a simple

cone. A K-positive linear system ẋ = Ax is exponentially

stable if there exist P satisfying (9a) and v ∈ R
pK such that

v > 0 (11a)

−v⊤P > 0. (11b)

Proof: This is a special case of Theorem 4.5.

In literature, the problem of finding an R
pK

+ -positive realiza-

tion for a system and the stability problem are typically studied

in autonomy. The novelty of Theorem 3.3 is to combine these

two properties, taking advantage of (9a) to enforce additional

linear constraints (11) to certify stability. Note that (11) is

strictly related with the stability conditions for R
pK

+ -positive

linear systems of [6], [7].

When K is proper, the conditions of the theorem can be

easily justified by using the embedding. Without, Theorem 3.3

can be proven by employing the linear Lyapunov function

V (x) = v⊤Kx, x ∈ K. It follows from (11) that V (x) > 0
and

V̇ (x) = v⊤KAx = v⊤PKx < 0 (12)

for any x ∈ K \ {0}. This approach is detailed in our

preliminary work [25], which does not rely on embeddings.

B. Positivity and Dissipativity

For open systems, similar conditions can be derived in

terms of dissipativity analysis. In particular, the notion of

exponential dissipativity for cooperative systems [7, Definition

5.3] provides a useful framework for the analysis of networks

[7, Theorem 5.5]. The following definition extends the notion

of exponential dissipativity to K-positive systems.

Definition 3.4: A K-positive open linear system Σ is expo-

nentially dissipative with respect to the supply rate s(u, y) =
r⊤u− q⊤y, (r, q) ∈ R

m × R
p, if there exists 0 < λ ∈ R and

0 < v ∈ R
n such that

eλt2v⊤Kx(t2) ≤ eλt1v⊤Kx(t1)

+

∫ t2

t1

e−λt(r⊤u(t)− q⊤y(t))dt, (13)
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for all t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0 and all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ that satisfy

(x(t), u(t), y(t)) ∈ (K,Rm
+ ,Rp

+) for t ≥ 0. ⊳

Note that for Kx ≥ 0 for all x ∈ K. This implies that, for

any vector v ≥ 0, v⊤Kx : K 7→ R≥0 is a storage function

(zero if x = 0). As usual in dissipativity theory, Definition 3.4

relates the variation of the storage along system trajectories to

the the input/output behavior of the system, via the integral of

the supply.

Using the embedding, we obtain the following conditions

for exponential dissipativity.

Theorem 3.5 (exponential dissipativity): A K-positive open

linear system Σ is exponentially dissipative with respect to a

supply rate r⊤u − q⊤y if there exist P , G, and H satisfying

(9) and v ∈ R
pK such that

v > 0 (14a)

−v⊤P − q⊤H > 0 (14b)

r⊤ − v⊤G ≥ 0. (14c)

Proof: This is a special case of Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 3.5 opens the way to the analysis of interconnec-

tions of subsystems that are positive with respect to triplets of

simple polyhedral cones (Ki,R
mi

+ ,Rpi

+ ):

Σi :

{
ẋi = Aixi +Biui

yi = Cixi
i = 1, . . . , N, (15)

where xi ∈ R
ni , ui ∈ R

mi , and yi ∈ R
pi . Interconnections

are represented by

ui =

N∑

j=1

Wi,j yj, i = 1, . . . , N. (16)

The exponential stability of the network (15), (16) can be

characterized in terms of the exponential dissipativity of its

components and of their interconnection, as clarified by the

following theorem.

Theorem 3.6 (network stability): Let the open linear sys-

tems Σi be Ki-positive, for i = 1, . . . , N , where Ki, i =
1, . . . , N are all simple. Suppose that

(i) each Σi satisfies Theorem 3.5 for (vi, ri, qi);

(ii) Wi,j ≥ 0 for all i, j = 1, . . . , N ;

(iii) q⊤j −
N∑

i=1

r⊤i Wi,j ≥ 0, for all j = 1, . . . , N .

Then the network (15), (16) is (K1 × · · · × KN )-positive and

exponentially stable.

Proof: This is a special case of Theorem 4.9.

Condition (i) guarantees exponential dissipativity. Condition

(ii) guarantees that the interconnection of positive subsystems

leads to a positive network. Finally, Conditions (iii) allows

to build a decaying Lyapunov function for the network, as the

combination of the storages of the subsystems. This guarantees

network stability.

IV. MONOTONE NONLINEAR SYSTEMS

A. Monotonicity and Incremental Stability

The main theorems of Section III can be extended to mono-

tone nonlinear systems by taking advantage of differential

analysis [9], [26] and contraction theory [27], [28]. These

systems are characterized by the property that their trajectories

preserve a partial order, as clarified by Definition 4.1.

Consider the nonlinear system described by

Σ̄ :

{
ẋ = f(x) +Bu
y = Cx,

(17)

where x ∈ R
n, u ∈ R

m, y ∈ R
p, and f : Rn → R

n is of class

C2. Recall that any simple cone K induces a partial order �K

given by

x1 �K x2 iff x2 − x1 ∈ K.

This is the original definition of monotonicity [1], [8].

Definition 4.1: The nonlinear system Σ̄ is monotone with

respect to the partial order induced by the triplet of polyhedral

cones (K,Rm
+ ,Rp

+) if

x(0)− x′(0) ∈ K, u(t)− u′(t) ∈ R
m
+ , ∀t≥0

=⇒
x(t) − x′(t) ∈ K, y(t)− y′(t) ∈ R

p
+, ∀t≥0 ,

(18)

for all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ̄, (x′(·), u′(·), y′(·)) ∈ Σ̄.

For a closed system ẋ = f(x), monotonicity simply means

that x(0)− x′(0) ∈ K implies x(t)− x′(t) ∈ K for all t ≥ 0,

along any state trajectory x(·). ⊳

In what follows we will adopt the simpler terminology of

K-monotone systems for the systems in Definition 3.1, leaving

the input and output partial orders implicit.

Monotonicity is strictly connected to positivity. In fact

monotonicity of a nonlinear system is equivalent to positivity

of its variational system, as clarified in Theorem 4.2 below.

Consider the variational system of Σ̄ along (x(·), u(·), y(·)):

dΣ̄ :

{
˙δx = ∂f(x(t))δx +Bδu
δy = Cδx,

(19)

where δx ∈ R
n, δu ∈ R

m, δy ∈ R
p, and ∂f(x) denotes the

Jacobian of f computed at x.

Theorem 4.2 (monotonicity and positivity): The open non-

linear system Σ̄ is K-monotone if and only if its variational

system dΣ̄ satisfies

δx(0) ∈ K, δu(t) ∈ R
m
+ , ∀t≥0

=⇒
δx(t) ∈ K, δy(t) ∈ R

p
+, ∀t≥0

(20)

for all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ̄, (δx(·), δu(·), δy(·)) ∈ dΣ̄.

For a closed system ẋ = f(x), monotonicity simply means

that δx(0) ∈ K implies δx(t) ∈ K for any t ≥ 0 along any

bounded state trajectory x(·). ⊳

Proof: The theorem corresponds to [29, Proposition 1.5]

and to [9, Theorem 1].

Theorem 4.2 bridges monotonicity and positivity, opening

the way to the extension of the results of Section III to

nonlinear systems. The first of these extensions provides

conditions to verify monotonicity.

Theorem 4.3 (monotonicity): An open nonlinear system Σ̄
is K-monotone if and only if there exist P : Rn → R

pK×pK ,

G ∈ R
pK×m, and H ∈ R

p×pK such that, for all x ∈ R
n,
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K∂f(x) = P (x)K, off-diag(P (x)) ≥ 0 (21a)

G = KB, G ≥ 0 (21b)

C = HK, H ≥ 0. (21c)

Proof: The proof is in Appendix A.

The reader will notice that (21b) and (21c) correspond to

(9b) and (9c), and that (21a) adapts (9a) to the variational

dynamics, replacing the state matrix A with the Jacobian of f
computed at each point of the system state space. For a closed

system ẋ = f(x), (21a) is a necessary and sufficient condition

for its monotonicity. Its dual condition can be found in [16,

Lemma 2].

Theorem 4.2 shows how the property of monotonicity

for a nonlinear system can be established by looking at its

variational dynamics, as shown by Theorem 4.3. A similar

approach can be pursued to derive conditions for incremental

stability of monotone systems, using contraction theory [28],

[30]. Indeed, Theorem 4.5 provides scalable conditions for

incremental stability based on the variational system. As in

the linear case, scalability follows from the fact that, for K-

monotone systems, (21) leads to the embedding δz = Kδx in

variational coordinates, which yields the positive variational

system dΣ̄P

dΣ̄P :

{

δ̇z = P (x(t))δz +Gδu
δy = Hδz .

(22)

We briefly recall the notion of incremental stability [30].

Definition 4.4: The closed system ẋ = f(x), x ∈ R
n, is

incrementally exponentially stable if there exist 1 ≤ k ∈ R

and 0 < λ ∈ R such that

|x(t)− x′(t)|1 ≤ ke−λt|x(0)− x′(0)|1 (23)

for all trajectories x(·) and x′(·) and all t ≥ 0. ⊳

In this paper, incremental exponential stability is defined by

using the vector 1-norm. However, this is not essential, and

the property is equivalent to any vector i-norm, i ∈ [1,∞].
Below, we provide a condition for incremental exponential

stability.

Theorem 4.5 (incremental exponential stability): A closed

K-monotone system ẋ = f(x) is incrementally exponentially

stable if there exists P (·) satisfying (21a), 0 < λ ∈ R, and

v ∈ R
pK such that, for all x ∈ R

n,

v > 0 (24a)

−v⊤P (x) ≥ λv⊤. (24b)

Proof: The proof is in Appendix B.

The novelty of Theorem 4.5 is in the combination of

the condition for monotonicity (21a) and of conditions for

contraction (24), which make use of the embedding in varia-

tional coordinates. The reader will notice that the conditions

of Theorem 4.5 are a direct extension of the conditions of

Theorem 3.3. The incremental exponential stability property

of Definition 4.4 also guarantees the existence of a globally

exponentially stable equilibrium point xe for the system ẋ =
f(x). This follows from the Banach fixed-point theorem, since

(Rn, | · |1) is a complete metric space. All trajectories of

ẋ = f(x) are also bounded, since |x(t)−xe|1 ≤ k|x(0)−xe|1.

See also [31, Theorem 2.2].

When K is proper, a weaker incremental stability condition

than Theorem 4.5 can be derived as follows

v⊤K > 0

−v⊤P (x)K ≥ λv⊤K.

We later develop numerical algorithm for finding v, P (x), and

K simultaneously. If we use this condition, we need to handle

multiplications of three unknown variables. In contrast, with

Theorem 4.5, we only have to deal with multiplications of two

unknown variables.

As another generalization, one can relax K-monotonicity. In

fact, Theorem 4.5 yields the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6: A closed system ẋ = f(x) is incrementally

exponentially stable if there exist K ∈ R
pK×n with rank K =

n, P : Rn → R
pK×pK , 0 < λ ∈ R, and v ∈ R

pK such that for

all x ∈ R
n, K∂f(x) = P (x)K and

v > 0 (25a)

−v⊤|off-diag(P )(x)| ≥ λv⊤. (25b)

Proof: The proof is in Appendix C.

B. Monotonicity and (Differential) Dissipativity

Mirroring the linear case, we develop here a suitable notion

of dissipavitity that will later use for network analysis.

Definition 4.7: A K-monotone open nonlinear system Σ̄
is exponentially differentially dissipative with respect to the

(differential) supply rate s(δu, δy) = r⊤δu − q⊤δy, (r, q) ∈
R

m × R
p, if there exist 0 < λ ∈ R and 0 < v ∈ R

pK such

that

eλt2v⊤Kδx(t2) ≤ eλt1v⊤Kδx(t1)

+

∫ t2

t1

eλt(r⊤δu(t)− q⊤δy(t))dt (26)

for all t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0 and all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ̄,

(δx(·), δu(·), δy(·)) ∈ dΣ̄, that satisfy (δx(t), δu(t), δy(t)) ∈
(K,Rm

+ ,Rp
+) for t ≥ 0. ⊳

(26) adapts (13) to the variational system dΣ̄. (26) is

equivalent to the condition:

v⊤K ˙δx+ λv⊤Kδx ≤ r⊤δu− q⊤δy , (27)

whose left-hand side is related to the incremental exponential

stability condition (24).

(26) is also equivalent to the following incremental ex-

ponential dissipativity condition, stated in terms of pairs of

trajectories of Σ̄:

eλt2v⊤K(x(t2)− x′(t2)) ≤ eλt1v⊤K(x(t1)− x′(t1))

+

∫ t2

t1

eλt(r⊤(u(t)− u′(t)) − q⊤(y(t)− y′(t)))dt (28)

for all t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0 and all (x(·), u(·), y(·)) ∈ Σ̄,

(x′(·), u′(·), y′(·)) ∈ Σ̄ such that x(t) − x′(t) ∈ K, u(t) −
u′(t) ∈ R

m
+ , and y(t)− y′(t) ∈ R

p
+ for all t ≥ 0.

Mimicking Theorem 3.5, we have the following dissipativity

conditions.
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Theorem 4.8 (exponential differential dissipativity): A K-

monotone nonlinear system Σ̄ is exponentially differentially

dissipative with respect to a supply rate r⊤δu− q⊤δy if there

exist P (·), G, and H satisfying (21), and 0 < λ ∈ R and

v ∈ R
pK such that

v > 0 (29a)

−v⊤P (·)− q⊤H ≥ λv⊤, ∀x ∈ R
n (29b)

r⊤ − v⊤G ≥ 0. (29c)

Proof: The proof is in Appendix D.

We observe that for q = 0, (29a) and (29b) correspond to

(24). In fact, for q ≥ 0, since H ≥ 0, exponential differen-

tial dissipativity entails incremental exponential stability (for

closed sytems).

Theorem 4.8 allows for the analysis of interconnections of

open nonlinear systems that are monotone with respect to the

partial order induced by triplets of simple polyhedral cones

(Ki,R
mi

+ ,Rpi

+ )

Σ̄i :

{
ẋi = fi(xi) +Biui

yi = Cixi
i = 1, . . . , N, (30)

where xi ∈ R
ni , ui ∈ R

mi , and yi ∈ R
pi , and fi : R

ni → R
ni

is of class C2. We also consider nonlinear interconnections of

the form

ui = Wi(y1, . . . , yN), i = 1, . . . , N, (31)

where Wi : R
p1 × · · · × R

pN → R
mi is of class C2.

Theorem 3.6 is generalized as follows.

Theorem 4.9 (network incremental stability, out-degree):

Consider Ki-monotone subsystems Σ̄i, for i = 1, . . . , N ,

where Ki, i = 1, . . . , N are all simple cones. Suppose that

(i) each Σi satisfies Theorem 4.8 for (vi, ri, qi);

(ii) ∂yj
Wi(·) ≥ 0 for all i, j = 1, . . . , N ;

(iii) q⊤j −
N∑

i=1

r⊤i ∂yj
Wi(·) ≥ 0, for all j = 1, . . . , N .

Then, the network (30), (31) is (K1 × · · · × KN )-monotone

and incrementally exponentially stable.

Furthermore, whenever (i) holds for r⊤i = v⊤i Gi, incre-

mentally exponentially stability is guaranteed even if (ii) is

replaced by

(iia) off-diag(Pi(·)+Gi∂yi
Wi(·)Hi)≥0, for all i = 1, . . . , N ;

(iib) Gi∂yj
Wi(·)Hj ≥ 0 for all j such that i 6= j.

Proof: The proof is in Appendix E.

Theorem 4.9 can be utilized for modular control design

of networks. Given the interconnection rules Wi(y1, . . . , yN )
satisfying Condition (ii), we first computes the pairs (ri, qi),
i = 1, . . . , N to satisfy Condition (iii). Then, we develop

controllers for each subsystem that guarantee Condition (i).

We will explore this approach in Section V.

Note that (iii) of Theorem 4.9 is described in terms of the

out-degree of each node, weighted by rj . Similar conditions

can be derived using the weighted in-degree.

Theorem 4.10 (network incremental stability, in-degree):

Consider the Ki-monotone subsystems Σ̄i, i = 1, . . . , N ,

where Ki, i = 1, . . . , N are all simple cones. Suppose that

(i) for each Σ̄i, i = 1, . . . , N , there exist Pi(·), Gi, and Hi

satisfying (21), and 0 < λi ∈ R, wi ∈ R
pKi , ri ∈ R

mi ,

and qi ∈ R
pi such that

wi > 0 (32a)

−Pi(·)wi −Giqi ≥ λiwi (32b)

ri −Hiwi ≥ 0; (32c)

(ii) ∂yj
Wi(·) ≥ 0 for all i, j = 1, . . . , N ;

(iii) qi −
N∑

j=1

∂yj
Wi(·)rj ≥ 0, for all i = 1, . . . , N .

Then the network (30), (31) is (K1×· · ·×KN )-monotone and

incrementally exponentially stable.

Furthermore, whenever (i) holds for ri = Hiwi, incre-

mentally exponentially stability is guaranteed even if (ii) is

replaced by (iia) and (iib) of Theorem 4.9.

Proof: The proof is in Appendix F.

Similarly to Corollary 4.6, Theorems 4.9 and 4.10 can be

generalized by relaxing the requirement off-diag(P )(·) ≥ 0.

V. EXAMPLE: NONLINEAR MASS-SPRING SYSTEM

We develop the analysis of a nonlinear mass-spring system

using the theoretical results of the paper. The system is

represented by the following equations







[
ẋ1

ẋ2

]

=

[
x2

−k(x1)

]

+

[
0
1

]

u

y =
[
1 0

]
x,

(33)

where k ≤ ∂k(x1) ≤ k for all x1 and x =
[
x1 x2

]⊤
.

We again use the cone K defined by K1 and K2 in (4) and

a linear state-feedback controller given by

u = F1x1 + F2x2. (34)

From Theorem 4.3, (21a), the closed-loop system (33),(34)

is K-monotone if and only if there exists P : R2 → R
2×2

such that
[
1 0
2 1

] [
0 1

F1 − ∂k(x1) F2

]

=

[
P11(x) P12(x)
P21(x) P22(x)

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

P (x)

[
1 0
2 1

]

with P12(x) ≥ 0, P21(x) ≥ 0, for all x ∈ R
2. This leads to

the condition

−4− ∂k(x1) + F1 − 2F2 ≥ −4− k + F1 − 2F2 ≥ 0 (35)

since

P (x) =

[
−2 1

−4− ∂k(x1) + F1 − 2F2 2 + F2

]

.

Also, from (21b) and (21c) we get

G :=

[
0
1

]

, H :=
[
1 0

]
.

We now consider Theorem 4.8, and specifically (29), to

show that the system is exponentially differentially dissipative.
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Fig. 1. Phase portrait of the closed-loop subsystem (33) with u =
[

−6 −6
]

x. The red region represents the cone K

For some λ > 0, we need to find v =
[
v1 v2

]⊤
such that

v > 0 (36a)

−q + 2v1 + v2(4 + ∂k(x1)− F1 + 2F2) > 0 (36b)

−v1 − v2(2 + F2) > 0 (36c)

r ≥ v2. (36d)

Note that −q + 2v1 + v2(4 + ∂k(x1) − F1 + 2F2) > 0 can

be replaced by the lower bound −q + 2v1 + v2(4 + k − F1 +
2F2) > 0. Furthermore, v2 can be chosen as 1 without loss of

generality. This can be confirmed by dividing each inequality

by v2 and introducing new variables v̄1 := v1/v2, q̄ := q/v2,

and r̄ := r/v2. For v2 = 1, we chose the smallest r satisfying

the condition, namely r = 1.

Combining (35), (36), and the observations above, we get

v1 > 0 (37a)

−q + 2v1 + 4 + k > F1 − 2F2 > 4 + k (37b)

−F2 > v1 + 2. (37c)

(37) is feasible for arbitrary q, k, and k. To see this, note that

there exists v1 > 0 such that−q+2v1+4+k > 4+k. Then one

can set F2 to satisfy (37c). F1 can be finally used to satisfy

(37b). Any solution to (37) guarantees that the closed-loop

system (33),(34) is exponentially differentially dissipative, thus

K-monotone and incrementally exponentially stable for q ≥ 0.

For simplicity, let us consider the case q = 1, k = −1, and

k = 1. This corresponds to a nonlinear spring with attractive

and repulsive action, like in simple models of buckling. In such

a case, F1 = −6, F2 = −6, and v1 = 3 satisfy (37). Fig. 1

shows the phase portrait of the closed-loop system (33),(34)

for the nonlinear spring k(x1) = (sin(x1) − x1)/2, which

satisfies −1 ≤ ∂k(x1) ≤ 1 for all x1. The origin is a globally

exponentially stable equilibrium point.

We now consider a network of the form (30),(31), where

each subsystem is a controlled nonlinear mass-spring system

(33),(34). From Theorem 4.9, any solution to (37) guarantee

that a network with arbitrary structure and arbitrary size N is

incrementally exponentially stable if

∂yi
Wj(·) ≥ 0, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , N (38a)

q ≥
N∑

i=1

∂yi
Wj(·), ∀j = 1, . . . , N. (38b)

We consider a network of heterogeneous subsystems.

Specifically, the nonlinear spring for the i-th system satisfies

ki(xi,1) = ai(sin(xi,1) − xi,1) for randomly generated ai ∈

Fig. 2. Closed-loop trajectories of the network interconnection of (33)

with ui =
[

−6 −6
]

xi+
∑N

j=1
Wi,jyj+ûi, for randomly generated

0 ≤ Wi,j ≤ 1/N , where N = 100: ûi = 0 (left) and ûi = 5 sin(t)
(right), for i = 1, . . . , N .

[0, 1/2]. This guarantee that −1 ≤ ∂ki(xi,1) ≤ 1 for all xi,1.

We choose N = 100 and consider constant interconnection

weights, i.e., ui =
∑N

j=1 Wi,jxj , for randomly generated

0 ≤Wi,j ≤ 1/N . This range guarantees that the network inter-

connections satisfy (38). Thus, from Theorem 4.9, the network

is K-monotone and incrementally exponentially stable.

Figure 2 shows the convergence of the aggregate output

of the network y from generic initial positions |y(0)|∞ ≤
1 and initial velocities |ẏ(0)|∞ ≤ 1, where | · |∞ denotes

the vector∞-norm. For different inputs, independently on the

initial condition, the each network component converges to

steady-state.

VI. CO-DESIGN OF CONE AND CONTROLLER

The example in Section V illustrates the potential of the

theory for analysis and synthesis of feedback systems and

networks. For a given simple polyhedral cone K the conditions

of our theorems lead to linear programs (LP), which can be

easily solved. However, Section II shows how the selection of

the “wrong” cone may lead to infeasibility even if stability

and monotonicity are both achievable in closed loop. In

what follows we start developing a numerical solution to

this problem. We propose an algorithm that co-design the

cone K and the feedback controller u = Fx + ū, with the

goal of enforcing K-monotonicity together with incremental

exponential stability or exponential differential dissipativity.

The algorithm is inspired to the earlier attempt [16].

A. Co-Design Monotonicity and Incremental Stability

We consider the co-design of a cone K, vector v, and state

feedback F to satisfy Theorem 4.5. Recall that K is a simple

cone if and only if rank K = n.

Problem 6.1: For the closed-loop system

ẋ = f(x) +BFx x ∈ R
n (39)

find a matrix K with rank K = n and a state feedback F such

that the closed-loop system is K-monotone and incrementally

exponentially stable. ⊳

To make the problem tractable, we assume that there exists

a finite set of matrices A := {A1, . . . , AL} such that

∂f(x) ∈ Convex-hull(A), ∀x ∈ R
n, (40)
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that is, for any x, there exist weights θi(x) ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , L
such that

∂f(x) =

L∑

i=1

θi(x)Ai ,

L∑

i=1

θi(x) = 1. (41)

The following proposition is instrumental.

Proposition 6.2: Take ε1 > 0 and suppose that f(x) admits

the convex relaxation (40). Given K with rank K = n and

v > 0, the following LP problem is feasible:

max
F,P1,...,PL,cp,cs

c

s.t. K(Ai +BF ) = PiK (42a)

off-diag(Pi) ≥ cp (42b)

− v⊤Pi ≥ cs (42c)

cp ≥ c, cs ≥ c+ ε1. (42d)

where i = 1, . . . , L. Then, if c ≥ 0, the closed-loop system

(39) is K-monotone and incrementally exponentially stable.

Proof: The proof is in Appendix G.

If c ≥ 0, the LP problem (42) delivers a state feedback

controller that guarantees K-monotonicity and incremental

exponential stability: K , v, and P (x) =
∑L

i=1 θi(x)Pi satisfy

the conditions of Theorem 4.5. Otherwise, negative cp and

cs provide a measure of the gap to K-monotonicity and to

incremental exponential stability. This information can be used

to search for a new cone K and a new vector v > 0, with the

goal of reducing such gap.

In what follows, we work through a variational approach.

The algorithm produces a sequence of small updates on K
and v with the goal of making c increase. Such small updates

must be compatible with the constraints (42). For example, for

small variations, (42a) leads to

(K + δK)(Ai +B(F + δF )) = (Pi + δPi)(K + δK)

and ignoring high-order terms we get

δK(Ai +BF ) +KBδF = PiδK + δPiK .

Given K , v, F , Pi from (42), we can search for small

perturbations δK , δF , and δPi, with the goal of increasing

c. This approach leads to the following optimization problem

for updating K and v:

max
δK,δF,δv,δP1,...,δPL,cp,cs

c

s.t. δK(Ai+BF ) +KBδF =δPiK+PiδK (43a)

rank (K + δK) = n (43b)

off-diag(Pi + δPi) ≥ cp (43c)

v⊤ + δv⊤ ≥ ε1 (43d)

− v⊤Pi − δv⊤Pi − v⊤δPi ≥ cs (43e)

cp ≥ c, cs ≥ c+ ε1. (43f)

where i = 1, . . . , L and with the additional constraints that

(δK, δF, δv, δP1, . . . , δPL) must remain small.

To constrain “(δK, δF, δv, δP1, . . . , δPL) remain small” is

short notation for a set of linear constraints of the form −ε2 ≤
δK ≤ ε2 for some small ε2 > 0 (and similar for the other

variables). Likewise, the constraint “rank (K + δK) = n”

is not a linear constraint, but can be enforced by taking δK
sufficiently small or by using the relaxation K + δK = (I +
Q)K for some Q ∈ R

pK×pK . In fact, if I +Q is non-singular

then rank (K + δK) = rank K = n. For instance, non-

singularity is guaranteed under linear constraints −1/(pK +
1) ≤ Qi,j ≤ 1/(pK + 1) for all i, j = 1, . . . , pK.

Using the obtained δK and δv, we update K ← K + δK
and v ← v+δv. The proposed algorithm is summarized below.

According to the discussions above, (42) and (43) are always

feasible but they may produce marginal improvements on c.
This can be used to terminate the algorithm (fail).

Algorithm 1 Solution to Problem 6.1

Require: A := {A1, . . . , AL}, B, initial K with rank K = n,
initial v > 0, ε1 > 0, ε2 > 0, ε3 > 0

Ensure: Solutions K and F to Problem 6.1 or Fail
1: while True do
2: Solve (42)
3: if c ≥ 0 then
4: Return K and F
5: end if
6: Solve (43)
7: K ← K + δK and v ← v + δv
8: if c improves less than ε3 then
9: Return Fail

10: end if
11: end while

Remark 6.3: The complexity of the polyhedral cone, that is,

the number of rows of K is decided at the beginning of the

program, through the initial matrix K . The algorithm does not

increase the number of rows of K throughout its execution.

A “fail” may indicate that the number of rows of K needs to

be increased to reach feasibility. However, if the number of

rows is too large, the obtained K can be redundant. Namely,

to generate the same cone K, some Kj can be removed. ⊳

Remark 6.4: According to Corollary 4.6, Algorithm 1 can

be extended by replacing the set of (42b) and (42c) with

−v⊤|off-diag(Pi)| ≥ cs and the set of (43c) and (43e) with

− v⊤|off-diag(Pi)| − δv⊤|off-diag(Pi)|

− v⊤|off-diag(δPi)| ≥ cs.

As a solution, this new algorithm gives a feedback controller

achieving incremental exponential stability. ⊳

Remark 6.5: Algorithm 1 can be used to design dynamic

output feedback controllers

{
ẋc = Acxc +Bcy
u = Ccxc +Dcy.

This can be achieved by replacing in (42) and (43) each Ai+
BF by

[
Ai +BDcC BCc

BcC Ac

]

,

for all i = 1, . . . , L. ⊳
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B. Co-Design Monotonicity and (Differential) Dissipativity

The next step is to develop a co-design strategy to satisfy

the conditions of Theorem 4.8.

Problem 6.6: Given the supply rate r⊤δu − q⊤δy, find a

matrix K with rank K = n and a state feedback F such that

the closed-loop system

Σ̄C :

{
ẋ = f(x) +BFx+Bu,
y = Cx

(44)

is K-monotone and exponentially differentially dissipative. ⊳

Proposition 6.7: Let ε1 > 0, and suppose that f(x) admits

the convex relaxation (40). Given (r, q), K with rank K = n,

and v > 0, the following LP problem is feasible: for all i =
1, . . . , L,

max
F,P1,...,PL,H,cp,cs

c

s.t. K(Ai +BF ) = PiK (45a)

off-diag(Pi) ≥ cp (45b)

KB ≥ cp (45c)

C = HK (45d)

H ≥ cp (45e)

− q⊤H − v⊤Pi ≥ cs (45f)

r⊤ − v⊤KB ≥ cp (45g)

cp ≥ c, cs ≥ c+ ε1. (45h)

Then, if c ≥ 0, the closed-loop system (39) is K-monotone

and exponentially differentially dissipative.

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Proposition 6.2 and

is omitted.

As in the previous section, for c ≥ 0, the quanti-

ties computed by (45) satisfy Theorem 4.8 (for P (x) =
∑L

i=1 θi(x)Pi). For c < 0 we work through a sequence of

variational updates based on linearized constraints to build a

suitable cone and feedback pair. The variational approach leads

to the following optimization problem:

max
δK,δF,δv,δP1,...,δPL,δH,cp,cs

c

s.t. δK(Ai+BF )+KBδF = δPiK+PiδK (46a)

rank (K + δK) = n (46b)

off-diag(Pi + δPi) ≥ cp (46c)

(K + δK)B ≥ cp (46d)

HK +HδK + δHK ≥ cp (46e)

H + δH ≥ cp (46f)

v⊤ + δv⊤ ≥ ε1 (46g)

− q⊤(H+δH)− (v⊤Pi+δv⊤Pi+v⊤δPi) ≥ cs (46h)

r⊤ − (v⊤K + δv⊤K + v⊤δK)B ≥ cp (46i)

cp ≥ c, cs ≥ c+ ε1. (46j)

where i = 1, . . . , L and with the additional constraint that

(δK, δF, δv, δP1, . . . , δPL, δH) must remain small.

The last constraint and the size of δK , δF , δv, δP1, . . . , δPL

and δH , and the constraint rank K + δK = n can be

enforced within an LP setting by following the approach

outlined in the previous section (after (43)). The proposed

algorithm is summarized below. Remarks 6.3 and 6.5 apply

also to Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Solving Problem 6.6

Require: A := {A1, . . . , AL}, B, (q, r), initial K with rank K =
n, initial v > 0, ε1 > 0, ε2 > 0, ε3 > 0

Ensure: Solutions K and F to Problem 6.6 or Fail
1: while True do
2: Solve (45)
3: if c ≥ 0 then
4: Return K and F
5: end if
6: Solve (46)
7: K ← K + δK and v ← v + δv
8: if c improves less than ε3 then
9: Return Fail

10: end if
11: end while

C. Example

We consider again the nonlinear mass spring system (33)

of Section V. For q = 1 and r = 1, our objective is to find a

simple polyhedral cone K and a 1-dimensional dynamic output

feedback controller of the form

{
ẋc = Acxc +Bcy
u = Ccxc +Dcy + ū.

xc ∈ R, (47)

such that the closed-loop system is K-monotone and exponen-

tially differentially dissipative.

Using the aggregate state x =
[
x1 x2 xc

]⊤
, the closed-

loop system is well represented by Σ̄ in (17) and its variational

system reads











˙δx1

˙δx2

˙δxc



 =





0 1 0
Dc − ∂k(x1) 0 Cc

Bc 0 Ac





︸ ︷︷ ︸

∂f(x1,x2,xc)





δx1

δx2

δxc



+





0
1
0



 δū

δy = δx1,

where −1 ≤ ∂k(x1) ≤ 1 for all x1.

We use Algorithm 2 for control design, taking into account

Remark 6.5 and the range −1 ≤ ∂k(x1) ≤ 1. Thus we

iteratively solve (45) and (46) for the following data: i = 1, 2,

A1 +BF :=





0 1 0
Dc − 1 0 Cc

Bc 0 Ac





A2 +BF :=





0 1 0
Dc + 1 0 Cc

Bc 0 Ac





B :=
[
0 1 0

]⊤

C :=
[
1 0 0

]
,

and a suitable selection of small ε1, ε2, and ε3.
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Fig. 3. Initial cone in red and computed cone in blue.

The initial K is

K :=

[
C
K̄

]

, K̄ :=











0 0.707 0.707
0 −0.707 0.707

−0.416 0.572 0.707
−0.416 −0.572 0.707
−0.672 0.219 0.707
−0.672 −0.219 0.707











.

Since the first row of K is C, the constraints C = HK and

H ≥ 0 hold for

H :=
[
1 0 · · · 0

]
.

Thus, if we update only K̄ , then C = HK and H ≥ 0 always

hold, and the constraints for H and δH can be removed from

(45) and (46).

We apply a modification of Algorithm 2. A solution to

Problem 6.6 is obtained as

K̄ =











0.995 0.102 −0.00331
0.989 0.140 0.0542
0.976 0.176 0.129
0.935 0.281 0.216
−0.563 0.230 0.794
−0.531 0.234 0.814











v = [0.426 0.104 0.395

0.0982 0.230 0.870 2.59]⊤
[
Ac Bc

Cc Dc

]

=

[
−30.0 26.1
10.7 −10.0

]

.

The dynamic output feedback controller above enforces K-

monotonicity and exponential differential dissipativity of the

closed-loop system. The initial and obtained cones are plotted

in Fig. 3.

Remark 6.8: The cone derived by Algorithm 2 depends on

the initial cone, since Problem 6.6 has multiple solutions. We

have tested our algorithm for different initial cones. We have

tested our algorithm from pK = 3 by increasing the number

of pK. Until pK = 7, we have not succeeded to obtained a

solution. For pK = 7, each time the algorithm converges to a

suitable cone/controller pair. These tests have shown that the

elements of F could become large during the iteration, which

causes overflow. This problem can be handled by enforcing

lower and upper bounds on its each element (we have used

±30 bounds for the case above). ⊳

VII. CONCLUSION

We have revised and extended methods for analysis and

synthesis of monotone systems. We have shown that monotone

systems can be variationally embedded into positive systems.

Then, using this embedding, we have derived linear conditions

for monotonicity with respect to generic cones K, removing

the usual restriction to the positive orthant R
n
+ (cooperative

systems). We have also derived linear, i.e. scalable, condi-

tions for incremental stability and differential dissipativity of

general monotone systems. Our results allow for analysis and

synthesis of networks of monotone systems. From the control

design perspective, this means that we can stabilize a network

via control design at the level of a single node/component.

The theoretical results of the paper have been illustrated by

three examples, each capturing different scenarios.

Theory of monotone systems is well established but often

limited by the challenge of recognizing when a system is

monotone. Simple conditions exist for monotonicity with

respect to partial orders induced by an orthant [8]. In this

paper we also show that, given a simple polyhedral cone

K, establishing K-monotonicity reduces to a linear program.

However, the problem of demonstrating the existence of a cone

K that guarantee K-monotonicity of a nonlinear system is

way harder. In this paper we present algorithms to answer

such a question, taking advantage of a co-design procedure

for cone and feedback controller. The algorithms are sound but

by no means provide a complete answer to the question. They

require further research to overcome limitations related to local

minima and to issues of numerical stability. For developing

numerical algorithms, we have focused on constant cones

and linear feedback controllers. The theory can be extended

to differential cones (i.e., non-constant cones K(x)) [9] and

nonlinear feedback control design, which will be reported in

future publication.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 4.3

We use Theorem 4.2.

(if part) From (21), the embedding δz = Kδx yields

dΣ̄P :

{

δ̇z = P (x(t))δz +Gδu
δy = Hδz,

where off-diag(P (·)) ≥ 0 and G,H ≥ 0. Therefore, it follows

that

Kδx(0) ∈ R
pK

+ , δu(t) ∈ R
m
+ , ∀t≥0

=⇒
Kδx(t) ∈ R

pK

+ , δy(t) ∈ R
p
+, ∀t≥0.

Since Kδx ∈ R
pK

+ implies δx ∈ K, this is nothing but K-

monotonicity.

(only if part) Let δu(t) = 0, t ≥ 0. We first show that for

each x ∈ R
n and every i = 1, . . . , pK, there exists ci(x) > 0

such that

(Ki)
⊤(∂f(x) + ci(x)In)δx ≥ 0

∀δx ∈ R
n s.t. Kδx ≥ 0. (48)
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Recalling K = {δx ∈ R
n : Kδx ≥ 0}, we consider two cases

(i) (Ki)
⊤δx > 0, δx ∈ K and (ii) (Ki)

⊤δx = 0, δx ∈ K. In

case (i), there exists a sufficiently large ci(x) > 0 such that

(Ki)
⊤(∂f(x) + ci(x)In)δx ≥ 0

∀δx ∈ K s.t. (Ki)
⊤δx > 0.

In case (ii), K-monotonicity implies

(Ki)
⊤∂f(x)δx ≥ 0, ∀δx ∈ K s.t. (Ki)

⊤δx = 0.

Noting (Ki)
⊤δx = 0, we obtain

(Ki)
⊤(∂f(x)δx+ ci(x)In)δx ≥ 0

∀δx ∈ K s.t. (Ki)
⊤δx = 0.

Thus, we have (48).

Next, from (48), Farkas’s lemma [32, Corollary 7.ld] implies

that for each i = 1, . . . , pK, there exists Pi : R
n → R

pK such

that

(Ki)
⊤(∂f(x) + ci(x)In) = P⊤

i (x)K, P⊤
i (x) ≥ 0,

i.e.,





(K1)
⊤

...

(KpK
)⊤






︸ ︷︷ ︸

K

∂f(x) +






c1(x)
. . .

cpK
(x)











(K1)
⊤

...

(KpK
)⊤






︸ ︷︷ ︸

K

=






(P1)
⊤(x)
...

(PpK
)⊤(x)




K.

Therefore, (21) holds for

P (x) :=
[
P1(x) . . . PpK

(x)
]⊤

− diag{c1(x), . . . , cpK
(x)}.

Next, K-monotonicity for δx(0) = 0 implies (9b). Finally,

δy ∈ R
p for any δx ∈ K implies (9c).

B. Proof of Theorem 4.5

First, we consider the embedded variational system δ̇z =
P (x(t))δz, which is a positive linear time-varying system for

every trajectory x(·).
Define the function V : R

pK

+ → R+ given by V (δz) =
v⊤δz and note that V (δz) > 0 for all δz ∈ R

pK

+ \ {0}.
Consider any trajectory δz(·) such that δz(0) ∈ R

pK

+ . Positivity

guarantees that δz(t) ∈ R
pK

+ for all t ≥ 0, thus (24) guarantees

that V̇ = v⊤P (x(t))δz(t) ≤ −λδz(t) for all t ≥ 0. It follows

that there exists k′ ≥ 1 such that |δz(t)|1 ≤ k′e−λt|δz(0)|1
for all δz(0) ∈ R

pK

+ .

Take now a generic trajectory δz(·) ∈ R
pK and note that

it can be decomposed into δz(·) = δz1(·) − δz2(·) where

δzi(0) ∈ R
pK

+ , i ∈ {1, 2}. Thus, there exists k′ ≥ 1, such

that |δz(t)|1 ≤ k′e−λt|δz(0)|1. See also [14, Corollary 4.8].

Substituting δz(0) = Kδx(0) into the above yields

|Kδx(t)|1 ≤ k′e−λt|Kδx(0)|1.

Since rank K = n, there exists k ≥ 1 such that

|δx(t)|1 ≤ ke−λt|δx(0)|1 (49)

for any t ≥ 0 and δx(0) ∈ R
pK as long as x(t) exists.

Next, we show that (49) implies the existence of x(t). Since

δx = f(x(t)) satisfies ˙δx = ∂f(x(t))δx, it follows from (49)

that

|f(x(t))|1 ≤ ke−λt|f(x(0))|1,

which implies that ẋ(t) = f(x(t)) is a bounded function of

t ≥ 0. Thus, x(t) exists for any t ≥ 0 and x(0) ∈ R
n.

Finally, we consider the line segment γ(s) = sx+(1−s)x′,

s ∈ [0, 1]. Then, the solution to ẋ = f(x) starting from γ(s),
denoted by φ(t, γ(s)), satisfies

∂

∂t

∂φ(t, γ(s))

∂s
=

∂f(φ(t, γ(s)))

∂φ

∂φ(t, γ(s))

∂s
.

Substituting δx = ∂φ/∂s into (49) and taking the integration

with respect to s over [0, 1] lead to

|x(t)− x′(t)|1 =

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

∂φ(t, γ(s))

∂s
ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
1

≤

∫ 1

0

∣
∣
∣
∣

∂φ(t, γ(s))

∂s

∣
∣
∣
∣
1

ds

≤ ke−λt

∫ 1

0

∣
∣
∣
∣

∂γ(s)

∂s

∣
∣
∣
∣
1

ds

≤ ke−λt|x(0)− x′(0)|1.

for any t ≥ 0 and (x(0), x′(0)) ∈ R
n × R

n.

C. Proof of Corollary 4.6

We consider the embedded variational system δ̇z =
P (x(t))δz by δz = Kδx and also ˙δz̄ = |off-diag(P (x(t)))|δz̄.

For the same initial condition δz(0) = δz̄(0) = δz0 ∈ R
n, it

follows that −δz̄(·) ≤ δz(·) ≤ δz̄(·). Moreover, according

to the proof of Theorem 4.5, (25) implies for some k′ ≥ 1,

|δz̄(t)|1 ≤ k′e−λt|δz0|1 for all δz0 ∈ R
pK . Therefore, we have

|δz(t)|1 ≤ k′e−λt|δz0|1. The rest is the same as the proof of

Theorem 4.5.

D. Proof of Theorem 4.8

Taking into account (21), (29b) and (29c) imply that

v⊤P (x)Kδx+ λv⊤Kδx ≤ −q⊤HKδx

v⊤Gδu ≤ r⊤δu

for all (δx, δu) ∈ (K,Rm
+ ). It follows that

v⊤(P (x)Kδx+Gδu) + λv⊤Kδx ≤ r⊤δu− q⊤HKδx.

That is,

v⊤K(∂f(x)δx+Bδu) + λv⊤Kδx ≤ r⊤δu− q⊤Cδx.

which corresponds to the dissipation inequality (27). (26)

follows by integration.
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E. Proof of Theorem 4.9

First, we show monotonicity using Theorem 4.3. The ith
subsystem of the interconnected system is

ẋi = fi(xi) +BiWi(y1, . . . , yN ),

and its variational system is

˙δxi = ∂fi(xi(t))δxi

+Bi

N∑

j=1

∂yj
Wi(y1(t), . . . , yN (t))Cjδxj .

From (21), the embedding δzi = Kiδxi yields

δ̇zi = Pi(xi(t))δzi

+Gi

N∑

j=1

∂yj
Wi(y1(t), . . . , yN (t))Hjδzj.

Its compact form is represented by δ̇z = P (x(t))δz, where

P (x) := diag{P1(x), . . . , PN (x)}

+







G1∂y1
W1(·)H1

. . . G1∂yN
W1(·)HN

...
. . .

...

GN∂y1
WN (·)H1 · · · GN∂yN

WN (·)HN






.

(50)

Ki-monotonicity, i = 1, . . . , N (with Theorem 4.3) and item

(ii) imply off-diag(P (·)) ≥ 0, and thus the interconnected

system is (K1 × · · · × KN )-monotone. Note that the pair of

items (iia) and (iib) is equivalent to off-diag(P (·)) ≥ 0.

Next, we show incremental exponential stability. Define the

collective vector v := [v⊤1 · · · v⊤N ]⊤ > 0. For the ith
component, it follows from Gi, Hi ≥ 0 and items i) and iii)

that

v⊤i Pi +

N∑

j=1

v⊤j Gj∂yi
WjHi

≤ v⊤i Pi +

N∑

j=1

r⊤j ∂yi
WjHi

≤ v⊤i Pi + q⊤i Hi ≤ −λiv
⊤
i . (51)

In other words, we have

v > 0

−v⊤P (x) > min
i=1,...,N

{λi}v
⊤, ∀x ∈ R

n1+···+nN .

Therefore, from Theorem 4.5, the networked interconnection

is incremental exponential stable.

Finally, we consider the case where item (ii) is replaced by

items (iia) and (iib). Item (i) with r⊤i = v⊤i Gi, Hi ≥ 0, and

item (iii) for i = 1, . . . , N imply (51).

F. Proof of Theorem 4.10

As shown in Appendix E, the embedded networked in-

terconnection δ̇z = P (x(t))δz with P (x) in (50) satisfies

off-diag(P (·)) ≥ 0 if item (ii) holds. Next, we show that if

items (i) and (iii) hold, then the vector w := [w⊤
1 · · · w⊤

N ]⊤

satisfies

w > 0, (52a)

−P (x)w ≥ λw, ∀x ∈ R
n, n := n1 + · · ·+ nN . (52b)

(52a) follows from wi > 0, i = 1, . . . , N in item (i). We verify

the second inequality for the ith block component, it follows

from Gi, Hi ≥ 0 and items i) and iii) that

Piwi +Gi

N∑

j=1

∂yj
WiHjwj

≤ Piwi +Gi

N∑

j=1

∂yj
Wirj

≤ Piwi +Giqi ≤ −λiwi.

Therefore, we have (52b) for λ = mini=1,...N{λi}. In the case

where item (ii) is replaced by items (iia) and (iib), (52b) can

be shown from item (i) with ri = Hiwi, Gi ≥ 0, and item

(iii) for i = 1, . . . , N .

Finally, we show that (52) implies the incremental exponen-

tial stability of the networked interconnection. Define the func-

tion V : Rn
+ → R+ given by V (δz) = maxi=1,...,n{δzi/wi}

and note that V (δz) > 0 for all δz ∈ R
n
+ \ {0}. For this

function, we define the following set of the indexes, J(δz) =
{j = 1, . . . , n : δzj/wj = V (δz)}. From its definition, we

have

δzi
wi

≤
δzj
wj

⇐⇒ δzi ≤
wi

wj

δzj

for all i = 1, . . . , n and j ∈ J(δz). Then, the upper right Dini

derivative of V (δz) (see. e.g., [33]) satisfies

D+V (δz) = max
j∈J(δz)

δżj
wj

= max
j∈J(δz)

1

wj

n∑

i=1

Pj,i(·)δzi

≤ max
j∈J(δz)

1

w2
j

n∑

i=1

Pj,i(·)wiδzj ,

and thus, from (52b),

D+V (δz) ≤ −λ max
j∈J(δz)

δzj
wj

= −λV (δz).

This and positivity guarantee that there exists k′ ≥ 1 such

that |δz(t)|∞ ≤ k′e−λt|δz(0)|∞ for all δz(0) ∈ R
n
+. From the

equivalence between the vector 1- and∞-norms, the inequality

also holds with respect to | · |1. Thus, incremental exponential

stability follows as in the proof of Theorem 4.5.

G. Proof of Proposition 6.2

First, we show feasibility. For any K with rank K = n,

Ai, B, and F , there exists Pi satisfying the first constraint.

For any Pi, v and ε1 > 0, there exist c, cp, and cs satisfying

the other constraints.

Next, if c ≥ 0, then cp ≥ 0 and cs > 0. From (40), for each

x ∈ R
n, there exist θi(x), i = 1, . . . , L such that ∂f(x) =

∑L
i=1 θi(x)Ai. Therefore, the first and second constraints with

cp ≥ 0 imply (21a) for the closed-loop system (39), where

P (x) =
∑L

i=1 θi(x)Pi. The third one with cs > 0 implies

(24) for some λ > 0.
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