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Abstract

In this note it is shown that the famous multiplier abso-
lute stability test of R. O’Shea, G. Zames and P. Falb is
necessary and sufficient if the set of Lur’e interconnec-
tions is lifted to a Kronecker structure and an explicit
method to construct the destabilizing static nonlinear-
ity is presented.

1 Introduction

A classical problem in control theory is the stability
analysis of the so-called Lur’e systems. Studied by A.
Lur’e and V. Postnikov in 1944 [1] explicitly for the
first time, they consist of a feedback interconnection
between a linear time-invariant system G and a non-
linear static operator A.

The method of stability multipliers |2} |3] is used to
establish stability of such systems by searching for an
artificial system M € Ma (called multiplier) such that
—MG is strictly passive. Here M is a suitable set of
multipliers such that AM ™! is a positive operator for
any M € Ma. Under suitable assumptions, if such a
multiplier is found, stability of the interconnection can
be deduced from the passivity- or IQC-theorem [2], [4].
Different classes of nonlinearities A allow for different
multiplier classes Ma, and a larger multiplier class
implies a less conservative stability test.

Yet the question of whether a stability criterion cre-
ated in this way is necessary is dependent on M and
remains open in general. Many well-known multiplier
stability criteria, such as the Popov or circle criterion,
were shown already early on to be only sufficient [5]
6, 7). For the class of monotone or slope-restricted
nonlinearities, a particularly rich class of multipliers is
given by the so-called O’Shea-Zames-Falb (OZF) mul-
tipliers [8, |9, |10}, which were introduced in [§] and
[9] for continuous- and discrete-time SISO intercon-
nections and extended in [11] to the MIMO case for
monotone nonlinearities. In fact, for this class of non-
linearities in discrete-time, OZF-multipliers form the
largest possible passivity multiplier set [12] and give
the least conservative results. Along with the discov-
ery of suitable search methods [13} 14} |10} |15} [16], this
has motivated its extensive use in recent times, e.g.
[17] [18} [19].

The question about the conservatism of this multi-
plier set is, therefore, of great interest |20} 21}, 22] and
its exactness was conjectured in [10]. Moreover, this
question is closely related to the Kalman problem from
the 1950s, which asks for necessary and sufficient con-

ditions for the stability of Lur’e interconnections with
slope-restricted nonlinearities.

In this note we show that the stability test generated
by OZF-multipliers cannot differentiate between Lur’e
interconnections in different dimensions, if the linear
part is lifted from G to the Kronecker form G ® Iy,
and could, hence, be potentially conservative. As our
main result, we prove that, up to this lifting, the test is
indeed necessary and sufficient and provide an explicit
construction of the destabilizing nonlinearity. We also
point out connections to the duality bounds obtained
in [20] and to criteria for the absence of periodic oscil-
lations in nonlinear filters [23].

The paper is structured as follows. After introducing
the necessary concepts of absolute stability and inte-
gral quadratic constraints as well as stating the main
stability test in Section [2] we proceed in Section [3.1] to
show that the test cannot differentiate between inter-
connections up to a lifting. In Section|3.2]we then state
our main exactness result. To prove it, we reformulate
the infeasibility of the main stability test in Section
[3:3] as a condition on a linear program and explicitly
construct a nonlinearity using duality in Section [3.4]
Finally, in Section we prove our main result and
discuss its connections to other results in the literature
in Section[5} All technical proofs, except the one of the
main exactness result, can be found in Appendix
while Appendix [A2] contains two auxiliary facts.

2 Notation and Preliminary Results

2.1 Notation

The standard inner product in R? is denoted as (u, v) =
u'v, while ||M| = (M) is the spectral norm of a
real matrix. The identity matrix in R%*¢ is denoted
by 1. Moreover, ¢3¢ denotes the linear space of all se-
quences z : Ng — R?, while % is the subspace of square
summable sequences equipped with the inner product
(x,y) = > reo (Tk, yk). The power of a signal z € (2
is defined by pow(z)? = limsupy_, & Zg:0||xk||2 €
[0,00]. The space of linear bounded operators on Efl
and the (induced) norm thereon are denoted by L£(¢2)
and ||.||, respectively. The Kronecker product of two
matrices A and B is denoted by A ® B and the direct
sum of two vector spaces X and Y by X@Y. If N ¢ N
and z € (2°, then Pyz denotes the cutoff projection
defined as (Pyx)r = zx if K < N and (Pyx), = 0 for
k> N. A relation R C £2¢ x (?¢ is said to be bounded
if there exist v and 8 such that for all (z,y) € R and
N € Ny we have ||Pyy|| < v||Pyvz|| + 5. The infimum



of all such values ~, called the gain of R, is denoted
by ||R||. The relation R is said to be total if for each
x € (2¢ there exists some y € (¢ with (z,y) € R
and causal if for all N € Ny and all (z,y), (u,v) € R
such that Pyx = Pyu it follows that there exists some
w € £2¢ with (u,w) € R and Pyy = Pyw. Operators
G : £2¢ — (?¢ are identified with their graph relation
R = {(x,G(z)) | * € (?¢}. The transfer function of
a stable finite-dimensional linear time-invariant (LTT)
system G is denoted by G(z). Finally we define the
unit circle by T = {z € C | |2] = 1}.

2.2 Well-posedness and stability

Let G : Zf,f — E%e be linear and bounded and A C
02¢ x £%2¢ a relation. Consider the standard feedback
interconnection (Fig. [1)) between G and A defined by

(1)

where the input w = (u1,up) belongs to (2¢ x (¢ =

¢2¢.,. The interconnection is said to be well-posed

if the interconnection relation

es = Gey + ug and (eg,e1 —uq) € A,

R(A) = {(u,e) € 67, x 675, | (D) is satisfied} (2)

with e = (e1,e2) is total and causal. It is stable if]
additionally, R(A) is bounded. If A is a set of rela-
tions, we say that is robustly stable against A if
it is stable for each A € A and supacal|R(A)|| < 00
holds. Note that this is a uniform notion of stability
for the class A.
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Figure 1: Standard feedback interconnection

2.3 Slope-restricted relations

In the following we consider any relation f C R? x R¢
as a multifunction with domain dom(f) = {z € R? |
Jy € R?: (z,y) € f} and the value f(x) = {y € R? |
(z,y) € f} at z € R?; we write f : R? = R%.

A multifunction f : R = R? is said to be cycli-
cally monotone if for any cyclic sequence x1,...,x, €
dom(f), &py1 = x1, and y; € f(z;), j =1,...,nit
holds that Y7, (y;, 41 — x;) <O0.

Following [17] and with A € (—o0,0], & € (0, 0],
we define for every f : R? = R? the multifunction
Tk,n,f = (f - )‘I) © (I - %f)_l so that Yy € T)\,H,f(x)
iff there exists some z € dom(f) and u € f(z) with
x:zf%uandy:uf)\z.

Here, we use the convention 1/co = 0 and note
that Ty e,y = f by definition. The multifunction
f: R4 = R? is said to be [\, x]-slope-restricted (writ-
ten f € slopey[A, k]) if T 5 is cyclically monotone.

Every relation f C RY x R? defines a static relation
A = Ay C (2% x (% on signals by (w,z) € Aiff 2, €

f(wg) for all k& € Ng. In the sequel we work with the
class

Ag(\ k) = {Ay | f €slopey[\, k] total and 0 € f(0)}.

2.4 Stability multipliers

Any shift-invariant operator M € £(¢%) has an infinite
block-Toeplitz representation M = (M;_;)?5_, with
M; € R¥*4_ Conversely, any block-Toeplitz matrix
(Mi—;)$5=o that satisfies 372 [[M;]| < oo defines
an operator M € L(£3) by Mz = (3272 Mijz;)i2,.
A scalar matrix M = (m;—;){5_o € RNoxNo jg said to
be doubly hyperdominant, if m; < 0 for j # 0 and
Z;’;ioo m; > 0 where the convergence of the series is
assumed by definition. We denote the set of all dou-
bly hyperdominant Toeplitz matrices by H. The above
terminology is also used for finite matrices M € RV*N
whenever N is clear from the context. A block-Toeplitz
matrix M = (M;_;)§5_, is said to be doubly hyper-
dominant, if it is doubly-hyperdominant as a scalar
matrix.

The IQC theorem [24] [25] [26] [27] permits to verify
the stability of the interconnection of G and Ay as
follows.

Theorem 1. Let G be linear, bounded and causal on
(%2, Assume that the feedback interconnection of G and
A is well-posed for every A € Ag(\ k). Then the
interconnection is robustly stable against Ag(\, k) if
there exists some € > 0 and M € H ® I; such that

<<Cfuw> BISVIOW)! (CZU>> < —€||wl|3 for all w € 3,
3)

where

—A(M + M*)

M*+2M
HM(AN%):( M_i_AM* ® )

~L1(M + M*)

This is the Zames-Falb stability test that is the subject
of study in this note.

2.5 Positive definite functions and se-
quences

A function f : T — C is said to be positive definite
(p.d.) if f(z71) = f(2)* for all z € T and for any finite
subset {z1,...,2,} C T the matrix (f(zkzjfl))gj:l is
hermitian and positive semi-definite. Any p.d. func-
tion f satisfies f(1) > 0 as well as f(z)* = f(z*) and
|f(z)] < f(1) for any z € T. A well-known theorem
from harmonic analysis reads as follows.

Theorem 2 (Bochner). For a function f: T — C the
following statements are equivalent:

1. f is continuous and positive definite

2. there exists some finite, nonnegative measure j on
Z such that f(z) = [, 2" du(t) for all z € T.

A finite set {c; ;V:_Ol of complex numbers is said

to be positive definite if the circulant matrix C =



(¢j—kmod N);'\,rk;lo is hermitian and positive semi-
definite. If f : T — C is p.d. and {z0,...,2nv-1} C T
is the set of the N-th roots of unity, then the sequence
defined by ¢; = f(z;) for j=0,...,N—1is p.d.. Con-
versely, if we are given a p.d. sequence {cj};y:_ol, one
possible p.d. interpolant is given by the next theorem,
which is a discrete analogue of the one proven in [28].

Theorem 3. Let N € N and let {z0,...,2N-1}
be the collection of N-th roots of unity. Then the
piecewise-linear function f with interpolation nodes
{z0,...,2n-1} satisfying f(z;) = ¢; € C for j €
{0,..., N — 1} is positive definite iff {cj}?];ol is pos-
itive definite.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [28, Theorem
2] and can be found in [27]. O

Here we call a function f : T — C piecewise-linear
with interpolation nodes {e*“°, ... e“~-1} C T for 0 <
wy < ... <wpy_1 <27 and wy = wp, if

P b)) = (1= ) f(e5) + (e 5)
holds for all ¢t € [0,1] and j =0,..., N — 1.

3 Exactness results

Now we come to the analysis of the criterion given by
Theorem [

3.1 An observation about Theorem [I]

Assume that G : £2¢ — ¢2¢ and that is satisfied for
some € > 0 and M € H, where d = 1. If we denote

T <?>*HM()\,K:) (?) € £(?)

and stack d copies of , this condition is equivalent
to

w®
(I @ T)w,w) < —¢||w||* for all w =

where Iy @T = @221 T e E(@Zzl ¢?). By identifying
@_, 2 with £2 it is easy to see that (@) is equivalent
to

(T @ Ij)w,w) < —¢||w||? for all w € £3.

()

Then, again by a simple computation, we note that

G® Iy
7 .

G® Iy

T®Id_< I

) o0

Thus holds for the system G ® Iy € L(¢3), the
multiplier M = M ® I; € H ® I and the same € > 0.
Conversely, if holds for G ® I; € L(¢?) and with
the multiplier M ® I, then is also satisfied for G
with the multiplier M.

This permits us to draw the following conclusion:
The stability test of Theorem[l] cannot differentiate be-
tween the robust stability of the interconnection between
G and A1 (), k) and robust stability of the interconnec-
tion between G ® Iy and Ay(\, k) for any d € Ny.

3.2 Main theorem

In view of the latter observation and the fact that is
homogeneous in € and M, we focus on multipliers that
are normalized as M € Hy := {M = (m;—;){5_0 € H |
mo < 1} C H. For the ease of exposition, we also set
A = 0. The following theorem is main result of this
note.

Theorem 4. Let G : /> — (% be LTI, bounded and
causal with o finite-dimensional state-space represen-
tation. If for d = 1 and some € > 0 there exists no
M € H; such that is satisfied, then there exists
some d € N and A € A4(0,K) such that the intercon-
nection @ between G® 15 and A has a gain of at least
1/v/8e.

In short, the test provided by OZF-multipliers is ex-
act up to a lifting of the original system G to G ® I.
Precisely, let epnax be the supremum of all € > 0 such
that is satisfied for some M € H;. Then the Zames-
Falb stability test is successful iff €.« > 0, and our
main result implies

1
V8max

This not only shows robust instability of the loop in
case of e€nax = 0, but also reveals that €., can be
viewed as a stability margin in case it is positive.

IR(A)[ =

sup
deN, AcA4(0,k)

3.3 Linear program formulation

In order to understand what the infeasibility of
entails, we restate as a frequency domain inequality
(FDI). We first set k = co. It is easy to see that a
generic M € H; can be written as M = I — H with
H being Toeplitz and doubly substochastic, i.e. H =
(hj—i)§5—o for some nonnegative sequence hy, such that
Y pe oo hie < 1. Taking the z-transform of yields
the FDI

Re(G(2)(1 — H(2)) < —g forallz€T.  (6)
Here H(z) = > po . hyz~" is continuous and p.d. by
Theorem [2| and satisfies H(1) < 1. Hence the test in
Theorem [I] is equivalent to finding some continuous,
p.d. H:T — C with (@

As a next step we relate the FDI @ to a family of
finite-dimensional convex programs. For this purpose,
we evaluate the FDI on the N-th roots of unity z; =
exp(2mij/N) €T, j=0,...,N —1.

On the one hand, if there exists a function H : T —
C with H(1) < 1 which satisfies @, we infer from
Section 2.5 that, for every N € N, the convex program

Re(G(z))(1—¢;)) < = forall j=0,....,N—1 (7)

with 0 = €/2 is feasible in the convex set of p.d. se-
quences (cj)évzgl with ¢p < 1. Note that this observa-
tion is closely related to the duality results obtained in
[20], which will be discussed further below.

It has the following converse.

Lemma 5. Let ¢ > 0 and assume that there is no M €
H1 such that is satisfied. Then for each § > ¢€/2
there is some N = Ng € Ny such that (@ 18 infeasible.



The proof relies on multipliers with transfer func-
tions M(z) = H(1) — H(z) for some piecewise-linear
positive definite H T — C. These are called
piecewise-linear OZF-multipliers.  Since they have
non-rational transfer functions, they do not have
a finite-dimensional state-space representation and
are, hence, different from the popular so-called finite
impulse response (FIR) multipliers [15] |16].

Fig. [ shows the Nyquist plot of a piecewise-linear
Zames-Falb multiplier.

In order to further analyze the convex program
. for a fixed N € N we parametrize the circu-

lant matrix (cj_p)N Py !, by its eigenvalues [29] and

N-1

stack the coefficients (c;);Z, as well as the eigen-

values (/\j);\[:_o1 into column vectors ¢ and A, respec-

tively.  This glves the relationship ¢ = VA/V/N,
where V = (z )l] u/VN is the DFT-matrix. More-
over, we deﬁne Q = diag(G(#0),...,G(2n-1)) and
e=(1,....,1)T eRY.

With these ingredients, we consider the linear pro-
gram

Re(Q(e — VNVa)) < — )

1&6}1%7oz6}1%]\[,e—r04<1,oz>07
inf —t s.t

where we maximize the margin ¢ = ¢/2 for the FDI @
evaluated at the N-th roots of unity. Note that its op-
timal value —t, is nonpositive since a = (1,0,...,0)"
and ¢ = 0 are always feasible for ().

Lemma 6. The optimal value —t, < 0 of the program
(@ satisfies t, < 0 iff (@ with strzct inequalities is
infeasible in the convex set of p.d. sequences (cj)jV 01

with Co < 1.

If combining Lemmalf| with Lemmal[6] we have shown
in this section that the nonexistence of a multiplier
M € H; satisfying implies the existence of some
N € N for which the optimal value —t, of (8] satisfies
t. €[0,¢].

3.4 Construction of destabilizing nonlin-
earities

We now assume that has an optimal value —t, with
t. € [0,9] and proceed to construct some nonlinearity
which permits to prove Theorem [

For this purpose we consider the dual program of

, which is given by

peRY neR,un=>0
\/]VRe(uTQV) <nel

,uTezl.

supRe(n' Qe) — 7 s.t.

By strong duality there exist y € RV and n € R with

n— Re(u TQe)—t* <9,
~VNRe(u'QV) +ne” >0,

ple=1,
p=0,

n>0. )

In order to extract the necessary information from

these dual constraints, we define the vectors

y=Vu/? eRY and z=VQu'/? eRY (10)

by the inverse DFT of p!/? = (u;/Z)N, U and Qu'/?,
respectively. Note that these are related by x = Ty,
where T = VQV* € RV*N is circulant. Now if we set

1 N—
NZ Fyy T SE, (11)

then Y is positive semi-definite and, hence, can be fac-
tored as Y = UTU for some U = (170 yN_l) €
RN and d < N. Denoting

we have the following result.

Lemma 7. For the constructed T, § (under the as-
sumptions of this section), there exist some Ty, Jr €
RY, k = 0,...,N, and f € slopey[0,00] such that
dom(f) =R%, 0 € £(0) and

) Uk yNGf(Tk iN), (13)
2k = 2]* < o, gk — Gell” < p

fork=0,...,N, where p=1t./N.

Next, since z = (T'® I;)y with

(T (9 Id) =
(V ® Id) diag(G(zo) & Id, Ce
it follows from Lemma [I7] that there is some initial

state & of G® I such that (T}, moeq NP, is the output
of G ® I to the input (Frmod N)5o- Setting A = Ay,

2y =1 — 1IN,

Uk = Y — Wk,

Wk = Gk — N »
Ty = 2 — Tk,

for k =0,...,N — 1 and by N-periodic continuation,
we obtain signals that satisfy the loop equation corre-
sponding to Fig.

Moreover, from and Zy = 0, yn = 0 it follows
that

pow(Z

N—
Z 1Z5 — @&l + |2 n])?

t
dp =42
P=%N

N—1
2 R _ N
Sw > 2k — @kl + lzn — 2x]17) <
k=0
and analogously pow(7)? < 4t, /N, while N pow()? =
tr(UTU) = te(Y) = tr(yy ") = (y,y) = p e = 1.

3.5 Proof of Theorem [

Now we can present the proof of our main result.

Proof. Assume that there is no M € H; such that
is satisfied. From Section [3.3|we infer ¢, € [0, €], where
—t, is the optimal value . Following Section
we obtain some A € Ay4(0,00), periodic signals Z,J as
well as some inital state &, of G ® I such that the loop

JGlzno1) @ Ig)(V @ 1a)",



1 T

—— Piecewise-linear

e
o
T
I

B 0

- \ |
1 I I I
0 0.5

1 1.5 2
Re
1 T T
—FIR N, =N_=6
0.5 i
B 0
—0.5 |
71 | | Il
0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Re

1 T T
—FIRN,=N_=4
05}

o
o
(&
—
—
(3
no

Im
<}

1 T T
—FIR Ny =N_ =20
%

o
fe=}
[
—
—
(<2
[V}

Figure 2: Nyquist plot of the piecewise-linear ZF-multiplier H(z) = 1—Y"p2 __ hy2" given by the p.d. sequence

¢ = VNV, with optimal values «, and ¢, in for the plant G1(z) =
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Figure 3: Configuration for the constructed signals.

equations corresponding to Fig. [3| are satisfied. The
latter is equivalent to the same configuration where z
is replaced by & + £, with £, = (CA* ® I;)&y, and &
is replaced by 0. Since G is stable, A is Schur and
therefore pow(Z + ) = pow(Z) < 4t./N. Thus, by
Lemma the gain of the interconnection of G® 1y
and A is at least

pow(y)

JyN 1 1

V/Pow(Z + )2 + pow(7)2 g VLN VBE T VRe

The result for k € (0, 00) then follows from a standard
loop transformation and can be found in [27]. O

Remark 8. If t, = 0 holds for , the above con-
struction shows that we can find nonzero internal N -

1520w & = 0.3 and N = 9 together

periodic oscillations and the gain of the interconnection
s actually infinite.

Remark 9. If we factor Y defined in as Y =
UTU for some operator U € L(RN,(2) (i.e. d = 00)
and proceed with our construction, we obtain the fol-
lowing result: If there is no € > 0 and M € Hy with
(@), then for each K > 0 there is some A € Ax(0, k)
(where A (0, k) denote the slope-restricted nonlinear-
ities on the Hilbert space ¢ [3(]]) such that the gain of
the interconnection between G @ Ip2 and A is at least
K, i.e. the criterion in Theorem[] is exact for systems
of the form G ® I2.

4 Numerical Example

Consider the plant

1.124+0.6

Ga?) = 2718700

® Iq

and A € A4(0, k). The Nyquist value is given by x =
2.17.

Moreoever, there exists some multiplier proving that
the interconnection is stable for all d if kK < 1.86.
However if k > 1.86, then has the optimal value



t. = 0 for N = 5 and hence there exists no correspond-
ing multiplier satisfying for any € > 0. In particu-
lar, by Remark 8] we can construct some A € A5(0, k)
such that the interconnection of G5 and A has infinite
gain. Note that for K > 2.15 the original interconnec-
tion (d = 1) is unstable and a corresponding nonlin-
earity A € A4(0, x) can be constructed by the method
in [31].

5 Discussion

5.1 SISO exactness and results for SSV

The question about whether the multipliers are exact
for the original SISO interconnection remains unan-
swered by Theorem [ since, in general, d will be larger
than 1. It is easy to see that if the interconnection be-
tween G®14 and Ag4(\, k) is robustly stable for some d,
then so is the interconnection between G and Aq (A, k).
The converse may or may not be true.

In [31] it is shown that if for some coprime «, 8 € Ny
such that o < 8 the main plant G satisfies the phase
constraint

0

N N’
where N = 28 if a is odd and N = § if « is even,
a nonlinearity A € A1(0, ) can be constructed such
that the interconnection has infinite gain. One can
show that implies t, = 0 in . This reveals
that our “instability criterion” in Remark [§|is not less
conservative than the one given in [31]. But it is the
construction of a SISO nonlinearity (d = 1) in [31] that
makes this approach different from ours.

The procedure to lift the interconnection from G to
G®14 is reminiscent of a result shown in [32,[33] for the
structured singular value (SSV). To state it, we define
for M € C™ ™ and the complex block structure A =
{diag((51ln1, ey Ordy, FAVIIC T A,-+C) | (5j eC, Aj S
Cnixmi} C C™*™ the SSV and its convex upper bound:

pa(M) =nf{|A| [A€ A, -1€a(MA)},
fia(M) =inf{|XMX || X € A", X invertible} .

< arg(Glexp(in2)) < (14)

Here, A'={X € C"*" |[VA € A: XA =AX}.
Theorem 10 (Theorem 4.1, [32]). Ford=37'_, n?+
St iny and Ag = {(Aij)¢,_, | Aij € A},

fa(M) = pa,(la® M).

Since it is well-known that, in general, pua (M) #
iia (M), we conjecture that the criterion in Theorem
is not necessary for robust stability of with d = 1.

5.2 Linear Program

The linear program appeared in other publications.
The following result is given in [20].

Theorem 11 (Proposition 1, [20]). Let G be a SISO,
bounded, LTI system. If there exists some N € N and
€ RN with u #0, >0 such that

N—-1
> Re(Gl)(1 -5 ) =0 (15)

holds for allk = 0, ..., N—1, then there exists no OZF-
multiplier M with Re(G(2)M(2)) < 0 for all z € T.

If the program has the optimal value t, = 0,
then is indeed satisfied, as extracted from .
Conversely, suppose that is satisfied for some
uw = 0, u # 0. If the additional unbiasedness con-
dition Z?’:—Ol w1 Re(G(z;)) = 0 holds, we obtain
with ¢, = 0 (after modifying y to satisfy e’y = 1 and
pun—j = pjforallj =1,..., N—1 without loss of gener-
ality.) Then we can proceed as in Section [3.4] to obtain
some d < N and construct a destabilizing nonlinearity
in A4(0,00), i.e., for which the interconnection with
G ® I4 has infinite gain.

As another interesting piece of work, the linear pro-
gram also appeared in [23].

Theorem 12 (Theorem 2,[23]). Let G be a SISO,
bounded, LTI system and suppose that (@) has the op-
timal value t, = 0. Then the interconnection of
G and any A € A1(0,00) has no nonzero N-periodic
internal oscillations, i.e., there do not exist N -periodic
e1,ea # 0 and an initial state & of G such that 18
satisfied with uy,us = 0.

In view of Lemma [0} we can interpret the existence
of some OZF-multiplier M with Re G(z;)M(z;) < 0 for
j=0,...,N —1 as a criterion for the nonexistence of
N-periodic internal oscillations. If Re G(z)M(z) < 0
holds for all z € T, then there are no internal oscil-
lations of any period, which can be (non-rigorously)
thought of as implying stability of the interconnection

(-

6 Conclusion

In this note it was shown that the robust stability test
induced by O’Shea-Zames-Falb multipliers is exact if
the interconnection structure is extended by lifting. An
explicit method for the construction of the destabilizing
nonlinearities as well as connections to duality bounds
and criteria for absence of internal periodic oscillations
were presented. Exactness of the test for the original
interconnection remains open and we conjecture it to
be false, based on analogous results for the structured
singular value.

A Appendix

A.1 Technical Proofs
A.1.1 Proof of Lemma [5

Proof. Assume that § > ¢/2 and that is feasible for
each N € N, i.e,,

Re(G(sz)(l —C;V)) < —dforalj=0,...,N—1

with some p.d. (cév)é-v:_ol and ¢ < 1; recall that
2,0 2N, 2N = 2V are the N-th roots of unity
and the superscript IV should not be confused with ex-
ponentiation.

For each N € N let fy
piecewise-linear interpolant of (c})

T — C be the

?:01 at the nodes



{28',...,2Y _1}. Then fy is continuous with fx (1) <
1 and p.d. by Theorem

Let n = §—¢/2 > 0. Since G has a finite-dimensional
state-space representation, G(-) is (uniformly) contin-
uous on T. Therefore there exists some A > 0 such
that if z,w € T are taken with |z — w| < A, then
G(2) = G(w)| <n/4.

Now fix a large N € N with 27/N < A. We then
clearly have |2} — 2% | < A for eachj =0,...,N—1.

Defining the arc-function between z and Z]+1 for t €
[0, 1] by

we get [z2)(t) — 2| < X and [2Y(t) — 28| < A for
any t € [0,1] and 7 = 0,..., N — 1. Also note that
InGEN @) = (1 —t)eN + tc i1 by the mere definition
of fn. Thus for t € [0 1] and j=0,...,N—1 we infer

[ N )1 - Fn (Y (1)
(1= O Re [G:3 ()1 - )]
+tRe [G(z) (1)1 — c}y)]
=(1—-1t)Re [G(ZJN)(l cév)
— (1 —t)Re( G(z (t)) —
+tRe [G(zj\il)(l cﬁl)]
—tRe [(G(sz(t)) G zﬁ NI - cjj\g_l)]
<—(1—=¢)d+ (1 —1t)|Re [(G(z (t) — G(z
—t5+lf|Re [(G(z} (1) = G(z%) (1 = )]
—6+(1 —t)lG(ZJN(t)) G = ¢f|
+1G (2 (1) = Gz )| -

n_ __
6—1—44— 0+n

G(z' )1 = )]

Ml
€.

2 )

we have used the fact that Re [G(
and Re [G(z}, )1 —

A= <=0

)] <=0 by the definition of

(céy);v:_ol as well as that |G(z (t)) — G(z}Y)| < n/4 and
IG(2 () — Gz}, < 77/4 and also that |1 -] <2
and |1 — cﬁ1| 2 since ¢ <1 and (cj ) " Lis pd..

Since all the considered arcs cover the unlt circle, we
have shown that f = fy actually satisfies @, which
implies (see Section[3.3)) that there exists some M € H;
satisfying (3)), a contradiction. 0O

A.1.2 Proof of Lemma

Proof. If we identify A\/N = «, then ¢ equals vV NVa
and the condition e'a < 1 translates to ¢ < 1,
the condition Re(Q(e — VNVa)) < —te to Re((1
¢j)G(zj)) < =t for j =0,...,N —1, and a > 0 to
C = (¢- k)ﬁvk 2, >0, e, to the fact that (c;); Notis
p.d.

If . with strict inequalities is feasible for some p.d.
sequence (cj)jv ', then we infer that o = A\/N > 0 and
—t = max; Re((1 —¢;)G(%;)) < § are feasible for (8] so
that —t, < —t < =4, i.e, t, > 4.

Conversely, if t. > 0 and one picks any t € (J,t.),
there is some o* > 0 with Re(Q(e—v/NVa*)) < —te <
—8e and e'a* < 1. Thus ¢ = VNVa* is a feasible
solution of with strict inequalities. O

G(z )1 = )|

A.1.3 Proof of Lemma
This proof requires some preparations as follows.

Definition 13. A relation f C R? x RY 45 e-
approzimately cyclically monotone if for each n € Ny
and pairs (1,91), ..., (Tn,yn) € f we have

Z (Yks Thy1 — k) < M€ (16)
k=1

where Tp41 1= 21.

This is a generalization of cyclical monotonicity and
the following theorem generalizes |34, Theorem 12.25].

Theorem 14. A relation f C R% x R? s e-
approzimately cyclically monotone iff f C O.F holds
for some convez, lsc and proper function F : R —
R U {o0}.

In here, 0. F(z) = {(z,y) € R x R? | Vu € R? :
F(u)— F(z) > {y,u — z) — €} is the e-subdifferential of
F.

Proof. To prove the nontrivial direction, we fix some
(x0,y0) € f and set

F(z) = sup {(yn,x — Tp) + Z_: (Yk, Thot1 — Th) — ne}

k=0

with the supremum taken over all
(1,91)y -+ (Xn,yn) € fy n € Ng. Then f C . F can
be bhOWIl (see [27]) by following the original proof in

[34, Theorem 12.25]. O

Finally we recall [35, Theorem 3.1.2] which relates
the e-subgradient to the subgradient of a convex func-
tion:

Theorem 15 (Bronsted-Rockafellar). Let F': R — R
be conver, € > 0 and y € O.F(x). Then there exist
7,y € RY such that § € OF(z) and ||z — 7||?> < € and
ly —gl* <e

Now we can proceed to the proof of Lemma [7}

Proof. The proof is divided into four parts.
Part 1. The vectors y and x defined in satisfy the

cross-correlation inequalities

L Y) + (17)

<xay> 2 _t* and <Skxay> < <$

for k = 0, .. .,N — 1, where S = (6i*j+1m0dN)£Yj;1O is
the circulant shift-matrix. Indeed, the first entry of the
inequality constraint in (9)) shows ¢, = n—Re(u' Qe) >
0. If o = (pos pu1,- -, uv—1) | satisfies (), note that so
does i = (o, UN—1,---, 1) since G(z;) = G(zn—;)*.
By averaging 1 and i we can hence assume that p has
the property pu; = uny—; for j=1,..., N —1. Thus we
can omit the real parts. By elimination of n and V in

@D we get

N-1
—t* < ,U,jG(Z]) s
7=0
N-1 N—1 (18)
1 G(z piG(25) + s
7=0 7=0



fork=0,...,N—1. Then by ¢ > 0 and the fact that
2z = zk the condltlons are precisely

—t, < <QM1/27M1/2>7
<ZkQM1/2aM1/2> < <QM1/2»M1/2> Tt

for k =0,...,N — 1, where Z = diag(zo,...,2n-1)-
Applying the DFT yields (I7), since S = VZV*.

Part 2. The matrix Y, as defined in , satisfies
tr (MTY) > —tr(M)t,/N for all M € RV*Y that are
doubly hyperdominant.

To see this, observe that imply

tr(Tyy ") = (Ty,y) >
tr((1 — S)Tyy") = (I = S)Ty,y) >

fork =0,..., N—1. This can be equivalently expressed
as

N-1 N-1
r <<6of+ > Bl ~ S’“)) Tny> > - (Z m) .
k=1 k=0

for all By,...,Bn-1 = 0. It is easy to see that M =
Bol + 335" Bl = S%) = (S0sy Bl — Y0y e
is circulant and doubly hyperdominant. Conversely,

every circulant and doubly hyperdominant matrix can
be represented in this way. Hence we have shown that

tr (MTny)

holds for all M € RN*N that are circulant and doubly
hyperdominant.

Obviosuly the above inequality remains true if yy "
is replaced with Y. Now if M is doubly hyperdom-
inant (but not necessarily circulant), then, as T, Y
and M = % g;ol SkEMS~F are all circulant and M
is again doubly hyperdominant, we have

> —tr(M)t, /N

r(M)t,/N = —tr(M)t./N .

Part 8. For the vectors Z, ¢ defined in , the set
W:{(fk,gk) | k=0,...,

N} (19)

of vector pairs is t,/N-approximately cyclically mono-
tone. Indeed, due to Part 2.,

1 tr(I —I)t.

—tr (I ~ITY) <

(20)

for any subpermutation matrix II € R¥*~_ Obviously

(21)

N} are pairwise distinct, then we

tr(II7Y) = (g, M @ 1a)(T @ 14)y) -

Ifiq,...,i €40,...,
have two cases:

1.i; # N for all j = 1,...,k. Then let II be
the matrix of the permutation = (i1...1) (i-e.
7(i;) = 441 with igp1 = ¢; and 7(l) = [ for

¢ {i1,...,ix}). By (1), (20), and the fact that
tr(I —II) = k we infer

k
Z <gl7 s Tijyn — xz]
j=1
N—
=D (T — @) = (5, (L@ LT - 7)
=0
= (7, (M = 1) ® I;)(T @ 12)7)
= —tr(([ = INTY) < tr(I — M)t /N = kt. /N .

k
Z y177 Tr('LJ _ij>
j=1

=

2. 4y = N for some m € {1,...,
permutation matrix by Il; ;. ., = 1forj=1,...,k
with j ¢ {m —1,m}, II;; = 1 for I ¢ {iy,...,ix}
and II;; = 0 otherwise. By a similar argument

k}. Define the sub-

k N-1
Z<gij7i‘ij+1 _i‘L]> = <gla((H®Id) )l —$l>
j=1 =0

— (I - I)TY) < tr(I — Mt /N = kt, /N,

since again tr(I —IT) = k.

Part 4. Now we are in the position to construct the
nonlinearity. Applying Theorem [14] to the finite set
W yields a convex function F : R? — R with g, €
9,F (zy) for all k =0,..., N, where p = t,/N.

By Theorem [T5] for each k=0,...,N there is a pair
(2%, 9x) € R x R? such that

12k — 2:l1> <p, NG — Gll> <p,  Gr € OF ().
Finally let F(z) = F(x + #n) — (§n,z) for z € RZ
Then F is convex and satisfies Also 0 € 9F(0). Setting
f = OF yields the desired multifunction. O

A.2 Auxiliary results

In this section we collect two well-known auxiliary re-
sults that we need in this note.

Lemma 16. If R C (¢
that pow(y) > 0, then |R]|| >

x (¢ and (z,
pow (y)
pow(z)’

y) € R is such
where 1/0 := oo.

Proof. If v > ||R||, then there is some 8 € R with
| Pnyll < v||Pya|| + 8 for all T € No. Dividing by v'N
and taking limsup y_, ., on both sides yields pow(y) <

ypow(x). For pow(x) = 0, this is a contradiction,

which shows ||R|| = oo. For pow(z) > 0 this implies

'7 POW(y) O
Z pow(z)”

Lemma 17. Let G : £2¢ — (?¢ be LTI with a finite-
dimensional state space representation (A, B,C,D)
such that A € R™"™ and o(A)NT = 0. IfT =
(VeI)diag(G(20), - - -, G(an—1))(VRL,)* andxz =Ty
for some y € (R™N x € (RHYN, then there exists
some initial state &g € R™ such that the periodic signal
T = (Trmod N)52q 18 the output of G to the periodic
mput g = (ykmod N)Zo:()'



Proof. Set

=2

-1
fo=(I—AN)"1 Y " AN"17IBy;.

J

(22)

Il
<

This implies that under the dynamics £,11 = A&k+Byx
we have £y = &y. Thus the state is N-periodic to the
N-periodic input §. Since G(z) = Y po,Grz~F for
z € T with Gy = D and G, = CA*~'B for k > 1, the
matrix T = (Ty—1)35— is given by T; = > e Gryin
with T} = CA=Y(I — AN)™ 1B for | > 1 and T =
CAN=YTI — AN)~1B + D. The fact that ), = C&, +
Dy, follows now by an explicit computation. O
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