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Solvability of time-varying infinite-dimensional
linear port-Hamiltonian systems

Mikael Kurula

Abstract—Thirty years after the introduction of port-
Hamiltonian systems, interest in this system class still remains
high among systems and control researchers. Very recently, Jacob
and Laasri obtained strong results on the solvability and well-
posedness of time-varying linear port-Hamiltonian systems with
boundary control and boundary observation. In this paper, we
complement their results by discussing the solvability of linear,
infinite-dimensional time-varying port-Hamiltonian systems not
necessarily of boundary control type. The theory is illustrated
on a system with a delay component in the state dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ever since they were introduced by Maschke and van
der Schaft in [1], the study of port-Hamiltonian systems
have inspired intensive research. For a nice overview of the
fundaments and early history of port-Hamiltonian systems, see
the introduction to [2]]. In his PhD thesis [3l], Golo started the
study of infinite-dimensional Dirac structures, which describe
the structure of a given port-Hamiltonian system. The methods
of semigroup theory were first put to use in the study of port-
Hamiltonian systems by Le Gorrec, Zwart and Maschke in [4].
This direction was further developed in [5] and [6], the latter
being the first treatment of a port-Hamiltonian system with
a spatial dimension larger than one. In [7]], Skrepek studied
boundary controlled port-Hamiltonian systems on a high-
dimensional spatial domain. Also very recently, in [8], [9],
Augner, Jacob and Laasri studied solvability, well-posedness
and exponential stability for time-varying boundary controlled
port-Hamiltonian systems, hence starting the study of time-
varying infinite-dimensional port-Hamiltonian systems. In the
aforementioned references, one can find applications to the
string and wave equation, beam and plate equations, and
Maxwell’s equations.

In this short note, we will study the solvability of time-
varying, linear but in general infinite-dimensional, port-
Hamiltonian systems, which are not necessarily of boundary
control type. To the author’s knowledge, this has not yet been
researched.

In §VII we will illustrate the theory using a time-varying
finite-dimensional system with a delay 7 > 0 in the state,

2(t) =(J— R)H(t)2(t) — A1H(t — 7)z(t — 7) + Fe(t),

f(t)=E"H(t)z(t), t>0, (Hz)|_;0 = wo given,

1D
where, for simplicity, J = —J* R > 0, Ay, E, H(t) > 0 are
all bounded operators, with some additional properties which
will be described later; I > 0 means that [ is self-adjoint and
coercive: for some v > 0, all z € dom (H), (Hz, z) > 7| 2|
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In {11l we introduce the Dirac node, an infinite-dimensional
analogue of the connecting matrix [2 B] of a linear time-
invariant system and an operator version of the so-called Dirac

structure [3], so that (LI) can be written in a form resembling

- ). e
12)

We also touch on the solvability properties of a Dirac node.

In Il we make a precise definition of a time-varying
port-Hamiltonian system, and define its external scattering
representation, giving some of its properties. In we apply
the theory of time-varying well-posed systems to the scattering
representation, and §V]ends the theoretical part with discussion
on the solvability of the impedance representation (L2). Our
main contributions are Sections II, V and VI

II. DIRAC NODES AND SYSTEM NODES

Let the state space X, the space of external efforts £ and
the space of external flows F all be (complex or real) Hilbert
spaces. Assume that £ and F are dual, and let ¢ : F — & be
the associated unitary duality map, which satisfies

<’L/Jf,€>£:<f,€>]__7$’ fEJ:,eEg.

Definition II.1. By a Dirac node on (£, X, F), we mean an
in general unbounded linear operator

A& B X X
[C&D} : [5} > dom ([£EB]) — {]_‘} ’
such that [ _2%£ | is maximal dissipative on [¥] and
I O n 0
0 plg YC&D

is injective for some 5 € Cy := {z € C|Rez > 0}.

IL1)

We next give two examples which show that most of the
currently known linear port-Hamiltonian systems are governed
by Dirac nodes. First consider the finite-dimensional system

A(t) = Az(t) + Be(t), f(t) = Cz(t) + De(t).

Example I1.2. Let ¥ = K” and £ = F = K™, where K =R
or K = C; then v : £ — & is the identity matrix. Moreover,
[_0&8p] = [ %] is maximal dissipative if and only if

B=C*, D+D*>0.

A+ A" <0,
Then I + D is invertible, and

<[15( IOJ i [wc?w]) m = [(I; IED] [ﬂ —0

implies = 0, so that, moreover, (I + D)e =0 = ¢ =0.
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The next example is an abstract class of boundary control
systems, which contains most of the infinite-dimensional port-
Hamiltonian systems which have been studied so far. In
particular, it contains port-Hamiltonian systems with a one-
dimensional spatial domain [4], [10], the wave equation [6],
as well as Maxwell’s equations and the Mindlin plate [7]. For
more background on the example, see S, §4] and [L1, §5].

Example IL1.3. Let Ay be a closed, densely defined and
symmetric operator on X, and let (£,T'1,T'2) be a boundary
triplet [12]] for Aj. Letting

A:=13A45, B:=I, €C:=—ily,

we get that the operator defined by

A&B] [ A ]
C&D| " |y*€| |B ’
dom ([43]) = | dom ().
is a Dirac node: [ _488,]" = — [ _4&Ep] and it is easy to
see that (ILI) with S =1 is injective.

A Dirac node describes the relationship between internal
dynamics and external efforts and flows via

] =[] . oo

We will now see that it does in general not induce a “system”
in a very strong sense. In order for (IL2) to be solvable, the
connecting operator [ézg} should have the structure of a

system node [13, Lemma 4.7.7]:

I1.2)

Definition IL.4. By a system node on (€, X, F), we mean a
closed linear operator

o] 3] 2 aom (e8] > 7]

Cc&D
with the following properties:
1) the operator A&B : [¥] D dom (A&B) — X is closed,
where dom (A&B) = dom ([AF5]).
2) the main operator A : X O dom (A) — X defined by

awimaen ], [0] dom((25)).

generates a Cp-semigroup T on X, and
3) for every e € £, there exists an z € X, such that [£] €

dom ([5g7])-

These three conditions essentially boil down to “A gen-
erating a solution, while at the same time being the most
unbounded part of the node”. There is unfortunately no reason
to believe that this should be the case for a general Dirac node.
We have the following solvability result [13, Thm 4.6.11]:

Theorem II.5. Let [égg} be a system node, let e €

H} (Ry;E) and [6?8)] € dom ([ AZB]). Then there exist

z € CY(R4;X) and f € HL (Ry; F), such that (IL2) holds.

The triple (e, z, f) in Thm[L3lis called a classical solution
of (IL2). A system node is impedance passive if it is a Dirac

node; see Thm 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 in [[14]]. It is well-posed if
there are t > 0 and K, such that all classical solutions satisfy

|~’C(t)||2+/0 [£(s)|Ids < K, (IIJE(O)IQJr/0 ||8(S)||2ds>;
(I1.3)

if this inequality holds with K; = 1, then the system node is
said to be scattering passive [13]].

III. TIME-VARYING PORT-HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

In order to define the time-varying port-Hamiltonian system
associated to a Dirac node, we introduce two functions P, G,
defined on R, with values being bounded operators on the
state space, which have the following properties: For all ¢ > 0:

e P(t)=P(t)* >0,

e P(t) has an inverse in £L(X), and for all z € X

e P()z € C*(Ry; X) and

e P() 72, G()z € C' (R ).

(IIL1)

Here £(X) is the space of bounded linear operators on X.

Definition IIL1. Let [ A¢5 | be a Dirac node and let P(-)
and G(-) be as above. By the associated time-varying port-
Hamiltonian system, we mean the system

[:v(t)] B <[A&B} n [G(t)P(t)_l O}) {P(t)x(t)}
F@®)|  \|C&D 0 0 et) |’
(111.2)
t > 0. The associated time-dependent Hamiltonian is
H(x,t) := (P(t)z,x) .
By a classical solution of on R,, we mean a triple
(e,z,f) € HL (R;€) x CL(Ry; X) x HL (R, ;F), such

that {P(etzf)(t)J € dom ([A¥E]) and (IIL2) holds for all ¢ >

The multiplicative perturbation P(t) before x(¢) in (IL2)
encodes time-varying physical parameters of the system. The
additive perturbation G(t)P(t)~! collects time derivatives of
physical parameters (which do not appear in the time invariant
case), and in the case of a wave equation, it can also encode a
time-varying damper inside of the spatial domain. In Thm [V.2]
below, G will be used in a perturbation argument, in order to
prove an existence result for classical solutions of ([IL.2).

Proposition II1.2. Assuming (IIL1), every classical solution
of (L2 is uniquely determined by the initial state x(0) and
the effort signal e. For such solutions, the power inequality

SH(D) < e (0. e+ (PO
+ 2Re (P(t)z(t), G(t)x(t)), t>0,

holds, with equality if [,;2“551)] C - [,ﬁé‘gD]*.

Proof. The power inequality will be motivated after Thm
In order to obtain uniqueness, we first observe that the main
operator A of a Dirac node is dissipative: for € dom (A):

e (ae = ome ([ 458,111 1Y <



From and the uniform boundedness principle, it
follows that P(-), P(-)~!, P(-), and G(-)* are all uniformly
bounded on the compact subinterval [0,7] C R,, where
T > 0 is fixed arbitrarily. Denote a common bound for these
by U.

Now let (e, z, f) and (e, z, g) be classical solutions of
with 2(0) = 2(0) and set w := x — z. Then

w(t) = (AP(t) + G(t))w(t), t>0, w(0)=0.
Next, we define the auxiliary function
o(t) :=e "H(w(t),t) >0, t>0,

where o := 2U3 + U2 Then v(0) = 0 and we next prove
that ©(¢t) < 0 for all ¢t € [0,T]; then w = 0, i.e., z = z, and
consequently, f = g by (IL2), on R... Indeed, for ¢ € [0, 7],

(P(tyw(t), w(t)) > [w(®)|*/IIP@) ],
e (t) = (2Re (P()w(t), (1)) + (P(hw(t), w(t))
— o (P(tyu(t) w(t)) )
= (2Re (P(w(t), AP(yu(t)) — o (P(Hyu(t), w(®)
+ 2Re (P(Hw(t), G(Hw(t)) + (P(tyw(t), w(t)))

is non-positive due to the dissipativity of A. |

and then

Within the port-Hamiltonian framework, the external efforts
and flows can be combined into inputs and outputs in a flexible
way, and we will next consider the following external scat-
tering representation of a port-Hamiltonian system, which has
better solvability properties than the impedance representation
(L2): First fix some 3 € C, such that is injective. Then
pick the input u to the system and the output y as

bl ] =

i) = e oo
f 2Ref [P —BY*] Y]’
The reader may verify that the resulting transform of ([IL2) is

G- (e e ) )

(IIL.4)

(IL.5)
t > 0, where

A&B]* [ \2ReBA&B

C&D| "~ [[0 BI] —yC&D

VIReB[I o] 17
. {[o ﬁ1}+¢c&p} ’

dom (14£81°) = | 0 ] dom (14£8).

is the usual external Cayley transform (or diagonal transform
[13. (6.2)]) of the Dirac node [ A¢5 |. Hence, the time-varying
parameters G(t), P(t) of the port-Hamiltonian system do not

interact with the external Cayley transform.

Theorem IIL.3. For [égg] a Dirac node, [égg}x is a
scattering passive system node. There exist a Hilbert space
X_1 D X, and operators A, € L(X,X_1), BX €

LE,X 1), T : X > dom (UX) — & and D* € L(E),
such that
[A&B} < {Ail

BX
oD = DX} (11L.6)

A&B1*Y)
dom({C&D] )
The space X_; above is called the extrapolation space; see

[13) §3.6]. The operators UX and D* are unfortunately not
necessarily unique. For more details, see [13, §5.1].

Proof. As [_ﬁé‘g D} is maximal dissipative, it is closed. Then
it follows from (L4) that [ A5 | *is closed and maximal
scattering dissipative in the sense of [16]; hence [égg} s
a scattering-passive system node by [16, Thm 2.5].

By [13, Lemma 11.1.3], all scattering-passive system nodes
induce well-posed systems, and since we work on Hilbert
spaces, [ A¢5 | " is then compatible by [13, Thm 5.1.12], and

so (IL6) holds. O

We will next see how the system (IIL3) can be associated
to a time-varying well-posed system in the sense of [17].

IV. TIME-VARYING WELL-POSED SYSTEMS

In the time-invariant case, one observes that (IL3)) expresses
that the final state and the output signal are both bounded

by the inital state and the input signal, and one then defines
T @f}

families of bounded operators T, ®, W, F, such that [ ot pt

maps [ET[((SZ] } into { fT[([i)ﬂ } . In the time-varying case, one gets:

Definition IV.1. A time-varying well-posed system on R,
with Hilbert input, state and output spaces (U, X,)), is a
quadruple of linear operator families defined for (¢,7) € A :=
{(s,0) € R% | s > o'}, mapping
T(t,T)ZX%X, F(t,’l’) :LQ(R+;L{)—>L2(R+;3})3
O(t,r): LA(Ry;U) = X, U(t,r): X — L*(Ry;)),
boundedly, which have the following additional properties:
1) T is an evolution family on X with time interval R,
2) the other families are causal in the sense that
(I)(ta T) = (I)(ta T)P[t,r]u
\I/(t, T) = P[tyT]\I/(t, T‘) and
F(tv T) = P[t,r]F(ta T) = F(tv T)P[t,r]a
for (t,r) € A,
3) all four families are locally uniformly bounded,
4) and they encode the linearity of the system, so that for
allt >s>r > 0:
O(t,r) = O(t,s) + T(t, s)P(s,7),
U(t,r) = W(t,s)T(s,0) + (s, 7),
F(t,r) =F(t,s) + F(s,r) + U(¢t, s)D(s,7).

aV.1)

By a mild solution of a well-posed system on R with initial
state o € X at time 0 and input u € L} (Ry;U), we mean
the triple (u,z,y) € L2 (Ry;U) x C(Ry; X) x L2 (Ry; Y):

loc
x(t) = T(t,0)zo + ®(¢,0)u
P[O,t]y = \I/(ta O)IO + F(tv O)ua

and

Iv2
L0 av2)



see [18| p. 282]. Classical solutions of [ § ] are mild solu-
tions with the smoothness required from a classical solution.

In the time-invariant case, every classical solution of the
system node is a mild solution of the well-posed system,
and conversely, every mild solution which has the required
additional smoothness is automatically a classical solution of
the associated system node [13| Thm 4.6.11]. The existence
of classical solutions of (IIL3), and their relationship with
smooth mild solutions of the associated well-posed system
[PIT, %3], are in general much less clear than in the time-invariant
case. Since the standing assumptions contain some extra
smoothness, this connection becomes a bit less obscure: Define

X . o X
Vo= {0 e oo

[ u(0) Edom([c&g] ) .

The following theorem shows that, under assumptions
(LLL1), the time-varying well-posed system, perhaps surpris-
ingly, has the same nice solvability properties as the time-
invariant well-posed system in Thm also the smooth mild
solutions are the same as classical solutions. The theorem

applies to all scattering passive system nodes, not only to those
arising as an external Cayley transform of some Dirac node.

IV.3)

Theorem IV.2. Let ¥* be a scattering passive system node
and assume (IL1). Then there is a time-varying well-posed
system [g, %’] with time interval R, such that:

1) Forevery %] € V*, there is a unique classical solution
(u,z,y) of on Ry with x(0) = =xy and the
given input signal u. The corresponding output satisfies
y € H: (R4;Y), and (u,x,y) is also the unique mild
solution of [§ ¥ with x(0) = x¢ and the given input
signal u.

2) Every classical solution of (ULJ) on R satisfies the
power inequality

AP0, 2(0) < {PW2(0),2(0)
+2Re (P(t)z(t), G(t)x(t)) 5 (Iv.4)
+ iz = ly®I3, ¢ = 0.

Equality holds in (IN4) if [7;2%51)} C - [J?;é‘ch} "

Thm is a part of [17, Thm IV.3]. Observe that ((IL3)
follows from ([V.4) combined with (IL4).

Remark IV.3. Thm and Prop. remain true if (IL2)
is replaced by a port-Hamiltonian system in “Berlin form”,

Pt)z(t)]  ([A&B n PHGH) 0 x(t)
f@® | \|C&D 0 0 e(t)|’
and the same modification is made for (IL3). Then can
be relaxed to P(-)z € C*(R4; X); see [17, Thm IV.1].

We have the following explicit formulas for the operator
families ¥, ® and I, whose existence is given in Thm

Theorem IV.4. Under the assumptions of Thm [[IV2 for all
z, € P(r)~! dom (A%),

U(t,r)z, =s— UXP(S) T(s,r)xr, r<s<t.

If additionally B* : £ — X is bounded and G(-)*z €
CY(R4; X) for all z € X, then:

1) Forallue L? (Ry;U),

loc
t
O(t,r)u = / T(t,s)B*u(s)ds, (t,r) € A.
2) Forall u € H} (R4;E),

(F(t,r)u)(s) = C " P(s) / ) T(s,0)B*u(o) do
+ D*u(s),

The representation formulas in items 1) and 2) of Thm
look almost the same in the case where B> is unbounded, but
they require a discussion on the extrapolation space, and here
we would not benefit from getting into the details of that.

r<s<t.

V. EXISTENCE OF CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS FOR IMPEDANCE
REPRESENTATIONS

We can now examine the existence of classical solutions of a
port-Hamiltonian system in impedance form ([LL2)), where the
external effort e is considered the input and the external flow f
is taken as the output. The question is for which combinations
of initial state =y and effort signal e we can expect a classical
solution of (IL2). The impedance representation is in general
not well-posed even in the time-invariant setting [14, Thm
5.1], and then, the concept “mild solution of (IL2)* is not
defined either. The disscussion here is mostly relevant for port-
Hamiltonian systems which are not of boundary control type,
because Jacob and Laasri have already obtained better results
for the boundary control case in [9].

First define (with the limit taken in X x L? (Ry;&))

[V2ReBI 0
t—sup Ry X (t, O) I+F~ (t, O)P[t70]

Then we have the following corollary of Thm

V= VX (VD)

Corollary V.1. Under the assumptions of Thm[[V2] for every
[%°] € V, there is a unique classical solution (e,z,f) of
on Ry with x(0) = xy and the given effort signal
e. (The flow satisfies f € H} (Ry;E).)

Proof. By ([V.2) and the definitions of V> and V, the condi-
tion [%°] € V means that e is the effort associated to some
smooth mild solution (u,z,y) of [T €] with 2(0) = zo, via
e = (u+y)/v2Re 8. By Thm[IV.2] (u,x,y) is also a classical

solution of ([IL3). Setting

B u — pyry 1
=—— € H_.(R:; &),
f \/m loc( + )
we then get that (e,x, f) is a classical solution of ([IL2).
Uniqueness was established already in Prop. [LIL2 O

The difficulty is of course to characterize V. Indeed, com-
puting F using Thm requires the evolution family T, and
in general, one has no analytic formula for that.

We next characterize 1V for the important special case of
distributed control and observation, leaving the general case
as an open problem.



Theorem V.2. Assume that [égg] is a Dirac node with
bounded control, observation and feedthrough, i.e., F = &,
v =1, dom ([2gR]) = [*4W] and [2EF] = [& )
where B € L(E,X), C € L(X,F) and D € L(E). Then
[& B is a system node.

If additionally (LT holds, then

P(0)"tdom (A)
Hlloc(R'l‘;g) :| ’

ie., for all To € P(0)"'dom (A) and e € H .(Ry;E), there
exist unique x and f, such that (e, x, ) is a classical solution

of (I2) with x(0) = x.

Proof. The dissipative operator A inherits closedness and
denseness of its domain from [_AC _BD} which necessarily has

these properties due to maximal dissipativity. Moreover, A*
inherits dissipativity from [ %4, 5,]" = | 4. :g:}, so that
A generates a contraction semigroup by the Lumer-Phillips
theorem. The other system node properties are easily checked.

Due to the boundedness of D, it is easy to find a § € C.
such that (BI + D)~! : F — £ is bounded. A calculation

gives the external Cayley transform [ A¥5 | * of (455 ] as

A—B(BI+D)'C  /2ReBB(BI + D)~
{—\/—2Reﬁ(ﬁl+ D)~'Cc (BI - D)(ﬁIJrD)‘l] ’

with the same domain as [4 2], so that

A*:=A-B(BI+D)"'C, dom (AX)=dom(4),

V=y*= { (V.2)

d
is a bounded perturbation of A. From dom ([ £ B]),

e e dom ([2£8)7) =

zo € P(0)"'dom (AX),

and this establishes that V> in (IV.3) satisfies (V.2)).

Next we prove that V = V. First pick [%°] € V arbitrarily;
as in the proof of Cor. [V1] there exists some classical solution
(u,z,y) of (IL3), with z(0) = =y and u,y € H} (Ry;E),
and moreover e = (u + y)/vReB € H} .(Ri;E). Hence
[°] € V*, and so V C V*.

Now let [%°] € V* be arbitrary and define v :=
D)e/+/2Re j, so that %] € V*. With

G(t) := G(t) + B(BI + D)"*CP(t),

(BI +

t>0

we get G(-)z € C(Ry; X), and so

[:b(t)] B GA&BT . {é(t)P(t)l oD [P(t)x(t)}
wt)| ~ \ |[C&D 0 0 v(t)
has a unique solution (v,z,w) with z(0) = z¢ and v,w €
H} (R;&). However, this z also solves
i(t) = (A*P(t) + G(t) + B(BI + D) 'CP(t))z(t)
+ B*v(t)

= (AP(t) + G(t))z(t) + Be(t),

and we get a classical solution (e, z, f) of (IIL2), because

J() == CP()a(t) + De() € H},(Ry:€).

t=>0,

Setting u := (Be + f)/v2ReB € H} (R;;E&), we then get
[%9] € V*, so that [%°] € V. Hence, V* C V, and we also
constructed a classical solution (e, z, f) of (IL2). O

If the Dirac node [ A{B] is at the same time a scattering
passive system node. Then we can apply Theorems and
[[V.4 directly to the impedance representation (IIL2)) rather than
to the scattering representation (IIL3). We end the paper with
an example which shows that such Dirac nodes actually exist.

VI. THE EXAMPLE

Denote the state space of (LI) by Z and assume that this
is a Hilbert space. The delay in (II) can be implemented by
adding a delay line to the system state, leading to the system

w(t, &) = (%w(t,g), —-T<€<0,t>0,

w(t,0) = H(t)z(t),
2(t)=(J— RH()z(t) — Ayw(t,—7) + Ee(t),
f(t) = E*H(t)z(t);

(VL)
observe that the delay line is filled with past H(-)z(-), not

with past z(-). The state space of (VL) is X := [Lz(*go?z)}
which we equip with the Hilbert-space norm given by

m :— /_OT (How(§), w(§)) z d& + ||2%,

for a bounded Hy > 0. The space F equals &, ¢ = I¢. Set

Plt) = [g H(zt)}, £>0,

to get the associated Dirac node candidate

)[4 B B - 1
where A : X D dom (A) — X is defined as
A= {—A%E_T J E R] ’
=[50 =)

where ¢; denotes point evaluation at £ € [—,0].

Theorem VI.1. The operator [ égg} constructed above is a

Dirac node if and only if

Hy A7
>
Al 2R — Hy| — 0-
In this case, for all 8 € C,, all statements in Thm hold.
The operator [égg] is a scattering passive system node if

and only if

|

Ho As 0
N:=|A, 2R-H,— EE* —E|>0.
0 —E* I

Assume H(-) > 0 and H(-),H(-),H(-)"! € C'(R; Z)
strongly. For all wo € H'(—7,0; Z), e € H}. (R4 ), there
are unique z and f, such that (e, z, f) solves (1) classically.



We point out that M > 0 is possible only if 0 < Hy < 2R,
i.e., if there is delay in the system, then we can have a Dirac
node only if there is also some internal damping.

Proof. We first prove that if M > 0 then [ A¢B ] is a Dirac
node. It is clear that (ILI) is injective for 8 = 1, so it only
remains to verify that [ ‘%5, ] is maximal dissipative. For all

[Y] € dom (A) and e € £, we indeed have

w
w
I

w w
9Re [ A&B }

—-C&D
[Z]

0
2Re/ (How(&),w'(€)) d€ — 2Re (E*z,¢€)

-7

(V1.2)

+2Re <(J — R)Z — Alw(—T) + Fe, z> =

(L)

which establishes dissipativity if M > 0.
Next, let [2] € X and f € £ be arbitrary. We need to find
AeCy, [¥] € dom(A) and e € &, such that

A&B w v
() [ -
e f

Straightforward calculations show that (VL.3) is equivalent to

(VL3)

3
w(§) = eXw(0) - / MMy () dn, (V14)
0
e=f/A\—E*w(0)/x  and (VL5)
(Aie ™ + M\ — J + R+ EE*/A) w(0) =
(VL6)

0

x+Ef/A—A / e ATy () d.

Due to the boundedness of the operators, for A € R, large

enough, (VLA) can be solved for w(0). Defining w by (VL4)

and setting z := w(7), we then get [¥] € dom (A). Defining
e by (VL3), we have that [ A¥B ] is a Dirac node if M > 0.
Now we prove the converse, so let w, z € Z be such that

SEREA

By the definition of dom (A) and (VL2), in order to prove
that [ 455, ] is not dissipative, all we need to do is to find
aw € HY(—7,0; Z), such that w(—7) = w and w(0) = 2.
Take for instance w(&) ;=2 —&/7- (w—12), 0 << 7.

Adding 2Re (e, E*z) — ||e||> + || E*z|* to (VL2), we get
that [ A%5 | is scattering dissipative if and only if N' > 0 with
an argument almost identical to the above.

Finally, the smoothness assumptions on H(-) imply that
(L) holds with G zero, so that Thm [V.2]is applicable. Now
define 2o := H(0) 'wp(0) to get P(0)[%] € dom (A).
By Thm a classical solution (e,z, f) with z(0) =

[(HZZ)(‘B’)T’“] ] = [¥0] exists, and it is unique by Thm[I[2] O

Curiously, scattering passivity implies impedance passivity:
N >0 = M > 0. We get an example where M, N > 0
in Thm VL] by choosing Hy := E := 1, A; := 10 and
R := 100. It seems like N > 0 only occurs when there is
rather strong damping, i.e., when R is large.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The paper exhibits how time-varying port-Hamiltonian sys-
tems, which are not necessarily of boundary-control type, can
be solved using the theory of time-varying well-posed linear
systems, which was presented in [17]. The external Cayley
transform is the tool for passing between the two system
classes, and the theory is illustrated with a few examples.

Currently, the theory of evolution families on Hilbert spaces
is limited, and it would need some further development in
order to get much farther in the direction of the present
paper. Then progress could be made on time-varying port-
Hamiltonian systems, using techniques from [9] and [17].
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