arXiv:2401.08311v1l [math.OC] 16 Jan 2024

Towards optimal control of systems with backlash

M. d. R. de Pinho*, M. Margarida A. Ferreira
® and Georgi Smirnov®
2Universidade do Porto, Faculdade de Engenharaia,
DEEC, SYSTEC, Porto, Portugal.
bUniversidade do Minho, Dep. Matemética,
Physics Center of Minho and Porto Universities (CF-UM-UP),
Campus de Gualtar, Braga, Portugal.

mrpinho@fe.up.pt , mmf@fe.up.pt, smirnov@math.uminho.pt

Abstract

In this paper we consider time-optimal control problems for systems with back-
lash. Such systems are described by second order differential equations coupled with
restrictions modeling the inelastic shocks. A main feature of such systems is the lack
of uniqueness of solution to the Cauchy problem. Here, we introduce approximation
systems where the forces during the impact are taken into account. Such approxima-
tions are relevant for two reasons. Firstly, we define a set of solutions as limits of
the solutions to the approximation systems. This set may be smaller than the set of
of the solutions usually considered in the literature. Secondly, such approximations
are adequate to derive necessary condition to the time optimal control of interest. To
the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt to derive necessary conditions of
optimality for optimal control problems involving systems with backlash.

1 Introduction

Backlash is present in many mechanical systems. The study of systems with backlash mainly
concerns stabilization problems [9]. In this paper we consider time-optimal control problems
for systems with backlash. Informally, such systems have the form:

Z=F(z,2,u) — No(z), z€C, uelU(t),

where C' is a set and No(z) is a normal force that does not allow the system to cross the
boundary of C'. The shock with the boundary of C' is assumed to be absolutely inelastic, i.e.,
after the collision the velocity 2 loses its component normal to 0C. When C' = {z : ¢(z) <
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0} and v is a smooth function, No(z) has the form NV (z) for some N > 0. The study
of these systems is hard and it has a long story. To our knowledge it was Moreau [8] who
first studied systems with completely inelastic impacts. Later, for second order differential
equations Schatzman introduced the definition of solution involving measures with respect to
time [10] and Monteiro-Marques [7] proved the first existence result for the Cauchy problem

dz = F(z,2u)dt — Vi(z)dv,
Z(O) = 2o, (1>
Z(O) = 2.:07

where v € BV([0,T],R"), dv > 0, ¢(2)dv = 0 and, if (2(t)) = 0, then L¢(z(t + 0)) = 0.
The solution is a pair (z, 2) € AC([0,T], R")x BV ([0, T], R") satisfying the above conditions.
We call it a Moreau-Schatzman-Monteiro Marques solution (MSMM solution). For general
theorem on the existence of solution see, e.g., [2]. It is of foremost importance to notice that
the solution may not be unique [IJ.

The model with inelastic shocks is adequate for the description of systems with backlash
when the motion of the bodies is rather slow. Moreover, for the study of optimal control
problems, such model is simpler than the case of elastic shocks.

Noteworthly, the equation
dz = F(z, 2,u)dt — Vi(z)dv

is of interest to describe dynamics of systems with hysteresis [6] (backlash is an example of
hysteresis).

In this paper, we focus on time-optimal control problems for such systems. Our aim is
to derive necessary conditions of optimality. To do so we introduce approximating systems
where forces during the impact are taken into account. Considering that the forces between
interacting bodies go to infinity, we define solutions of ([1|) as a set of limits of solutions to the
approximating systems. This set of solutions, which we call backlash solutions, is included
in the set of MSMM solutions.

The approximating techniques are in vein of our work on optimal control for systems
involving sweeping processes [5]. Sweeping systems are first order systems. Optimal control
problems involving those systems are nowadays well studied; see, e.g., [3, 4, [12] and references
therein.

The study of the second order system is much more involved than that of sweeping
systems. Remarkably, and as we show here, the approximating techniques similar to those
in [5] allow us to derive necessary conditions of optimality for backlash solutions. Central
to our analysis is the fact that necessary condition of optimality for time-optimal control
problems involving the approximating systems are well known. Passing to the limit (i.e.,
considering that the acting forces go to infinity), we get the desired necessary conditions of
optimality for backlash solutions.

To keep the focus on the main difficulties regarding the derivation of necessary conditions,
we consider a time-optimal control problem. For simplicity of presentation, we assume the
data smooth. This work may be easily generalized to cover optimal control problems with
different costs, additional end point constraints and some nonsmooth data.



Since we focus on global solutions to the time-optimal control problem of interest, it is
enough to show that there exists an optimal solution satisfying the necessary conditions. It
is in this vein that we formulate our results here. One could use penalization techniques to
show that any other optimal solution also satisfies the necessary conditions. However, this
is not our aim; we concentrate on a solution and not on all of them.

Throughout this paper we denote the set of real numbers by R and the usual n-dimensional
space of vectors z = (x!,... 2"), where 2 € R, i = 1,n, by R". The inner product of two
vectors x and y in R" is defined by

(z,y) =x'y" + ... +2"y",

and the norm of a vector x € R" is |x| = (x,2)Y/2. If g : R? — R, Vg represents the
derivative. The partial derivative in order of a variable £ is denoted by J¢. If a € R, we set
a, = max{a,0}. By xg we denote the characteristic function of a set £ C [0, 1].

The space Lo ([a,b]; RP) (or simply L, when the domains are clearly understood) is
the Lebesgue space of essentially bounded functions h : [a,b] — RP. We say that h €
BV (la,b]; RP) if h is a function of bounded variation. The space of continuous functions is
denoted by C([a,b]; RP) and the space of absolutely continuous functions by AC([a, b]; RP).

In this work, we use sequences and subsequences of functions indexed by ~. To simplify
the notation, we write 2z, meaning z,, or, when considering subsequences, z,, , i.e., we omit
the indexes unless the appearance of the index is absolutely necessary as in the case of
construction of diagonal subsequences.

2 Definition of solution

Consider system . In many situations, instead of z we can introduce new coordinates
(x,y), where y = 9(z), and rewrite the system in the following canonical form:

i = f(z,y, 2,9, u), (2)
dy = g(z,y,z,y,uw)dt — dv, (3)
y<0, ydv=0, dv>0, uecU (4)
y(t) =0= y(t+0) =0 (5)

Here, we focus on systems having this form. We start by defining a solution to system -
(5) suitable to derive necessary conditions of optimality.

We assume that U(t) C R™ is a convex compact set, the map t — U(t) is bounded and
measurable, and that the right-hand side of the control system has the following structure:

f(:c,y,v,w,u) = fl(-T,y,U) + f2(x7yvv)w + fg(l‘,y,’U>U

and
g(l', Y, v,w, U) = g1(l’,y, U) + 92(3:7 y,v)w + gg(l’, y,U)U.

Furthermore, we assume that f and g are sufficiently smooth functions and

[fI < M+ 2] + [yl + v + [w]) and [g] < M1+ || + |y[ + [v] + [w]). (6)

3



For a € R, we denote a; = max{a,0} = 3(a+|a|). Let v > 0 and u, € U be a measurable
function.
Consider now the Cauchy problem

Ty = Vsy, (7)
y'y = Wy, (8>
Uy = [Ty Yoy Vs W Uy), (9)
Wy = G(Tys Yy, Uy, Woyy Uy) = V() (W), (10)
2,(0) = z0, y(0) = yo, v5(0) = vy, w,(0) = wy. (11)

The force v(y,)+(w,)+ appearing in is basically Hooke’s law with the additional
term (w,); introduced to model the inelastic shock: the reaction force is active only when
the systems moves outward the set C.

Theorem 1. Let v, — oo be a sequence of scalars and let u,, be a sequence of admissible
controls converging in weak™ topology of Loo([0,T], R"™) to some function u(t) € U(t). For

each ki, let (2+,,, Yy, Vyyys Wey,) be a solution to the system (7)-(11).

Then the sequence (To,,, Yvyp,> Vypys Wry,) has a subsequence converging to a limiting func-
tion (z,y,0,w) € AC([0,T], R") x AC([0,T], R) x AC([0,T], R") x BV([0,T], R) where the
convergence in AC' is in the sense of the uniform norm and the convergence in BV is in the
sense of the weak™ topology. Moreover, (Z,y,0,w, 1) solves the problem

T =0,

y=w,

0= f(z,y,v,w,u),

dw = g(z,y,v,w,u)dt —dv, dv >0, ydv=0,
y<0, y(t)=0= w(t+0)=0,

2(0) = zo, y¥(0) = yo, v(0) = vy, w(0) = wo.

e N N N N
—_
(&2 BTSN

— e e e N N

Proof. We fix a sequence 7y, — oo. From - and @ we have

1d

§E(|x%z|2 + |y'7kl|2 + |U’Ykl|2 + |w’7kl|2)

< My A+ My(|2,, 1P+ [y, |+ [0y [P 4 [0, 1) = a1 (9,) 4 (w0,)

> My 2| Ly, Yvyiy Vet Vet Veit\ Yy )+ Wey,, ) 1
< M, + M2(|:1:%l|2 + |ywez|2 + |Uwz|2 + |kaz|2)'

Applying the Gronwall inequality we see that |z.,,[* + |y, |* + [vy,,|* + |w4,]? is a bounded
function. This implies that (z.,,,¥,,,) contains a uniformly converging subsequence. Hence
(see @D) vy,, also contains a uniformly converging subsequence. From we get

T T
Wry,,, = Wo +/0 g”/kzdt_/o '7kl(yvkz)+(w”/kz)+dt
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This implies that the sequence of functions

t
/0 et ) (10, )4

is bounded in BV ([0, 7], R). Therefore, the sequence of measures 7j;(¥,,)+(w-,,)+dt con-
tains a weak™ converging subsequence to some measure dv, v € BV([0,T], R) (we do not
relabel). From (10]), we deduce that there exists a constant K > 0 such that

T
/ [t | < K.
0

It then follows that, without loss of generality, W, converges pointwisely to some function
w e BV.

Going back to @, and @[) we get

x"/kl = Zo+ fo U%l (S
y"fkl = yO + fo w’ykl (S
U'Ykl = U+ fO ( )’Ykl + (f?)vk wkl(3>)d3

o (o), = (F)) g, (8)dls + [§ (fa)uny, (5)ds,

where (fi)y, = fi(2y,, Yu,» Uy, ) 1 = 1,2, 3, and fs = f3(&,9,0). Passing to the limit, we get
(z,9,0) € AC’([O T], R") X AC’([O T], R) x AC(]0,T], R") satisfying equations — (14).
We now turn to ([15)). Take any w* € C([0,7], R). Turning to (10) we have

T T T
/0 w*w’mldt:/o w*g%ldt—/o ’Ykl(y%l)-i-(w%l)"‘w*dt’

where I, = (gl>’7kl + (gQ)’Yklw'Ykl + (93)%[”%17 (gi)’Ykl = gi(x’Ykl’y’YkﬂUWkl)' Without loss of
generality we deduce that the measures w%l dt and G, dt converge to dw and dG. Hence, we

have
dw = dG — dv.

We now turn to G. Take any z* € L'([0,T]; R). We have

T T
f 2" Gy, At = fo ((91>%l + (92>’7kl kal)dt
. T on
+f0 *((g3) oy gg)u%ldt%— fo #gsuy,, dt,
where (gi)wl = gi(w%l,y%l,v%l), i =1,2,3, and g3 = g3(&,7,0). Passing to the limit, we

conclude that X
dG = gidt + gowdt + gzudt,

where g; = ¢;(2,9,0), 1 = 1,2,3. It is a simple matter to see that we get dv > 0 and gdv = 0.
Therefore we get . It remains to see that holds.

Let us show that g(¢) < 0. We fix v = v, and omit the respective index. Let ¢,
and 7 be such that y(ty) = 0 and y(to + 7) = max{y(t) : t € [0,7]}, when y(t) > 0
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for t €lto, to + 7] and y(t) < y(to + 7) for t € [ty,to + 7[. We now consider subintervals
]tj,tj +Tj[C [to,to +T], j = 0, 1, ... wWhere w(t) > 0, t E]tj,tj +Tj[, U)(tj) = 0, w(tj +Tj) = 0,
7 =1,2,.... Clearly, the set of such subintervals is countable and there exists a t, <ty + 7
such that ¢t; — ¢, and jEI—Foo y(t;) = y(t.). Thus, we deduce t, = ty+ 7 (indeed, if ¢, < to+7,
then there would be another subinterval where y would increase and, by construction of the
subintervals [t;,t; 4+ 7;], this is not possible).

We now integrate . Observing that v(y)4(w)s = %%yQ whenever y > 0 and w > 0,
we get

to+70

@%«m@—f@»zmm+/’ gdt,

to

t1+71
@%n+ﬁ>—ﬁaow=/ gdt,

t1

DN N2

ti+T7;

bO |2

(Wt +15) — y°(t;) = gdt,

S~

Since y(t; + 7;) > y(tj41), we get

Adding these inequalities we obtain

to+T1

Tyt +7) < wlto) +/ lgldt < wity) + M.
to

Hence

(t+)<M4—>O —
Yo +7) = —= , Y 00,
Vel

and so we have g(t) < 0.
Now we prove the inelastic shock condition. Notice that if y(ty) = 0, w(ty) > 0, then, for
small 6§ > 0, we have

0<wt)<M-—

BO |2

Y2 (1), t € [to, o+ 0).



Since the solution to the Cauchy problem

-

Y= M — §y27 y(tO) =0,
is given by

0 IM eV2Mry(t—to) _ 1

t) = ,

y y 6\/2]\7[7(t—t0) +1
we get
H<M|1 Vi 1)’ —0, v—
w - , 00.
o eV 2Mr(t—to) 4 | 7

Thus we have the inelastic shock condition w(ty + 0) = 0 satisfied. ]

Now we are in a position to define the solution to Cauchy problem - .

Definition 1. We say that (z,y,v,w) € AC([0,T], R") x AC(]0,T], R) x AC([0,T], R"™) x
BV ([0,T], R) is a backlash solution corresponding to a control w, if (z,y,v,w,u) is a limit
of some sequence of admissible control processes

($7kz7 y’Ykl’ ’U’Ykz ’ kaz ? usz)

such that (., Yy, Vy,,) converges uniformly to (x,y,v), w,,, converges to w in the weak™®
topology of BV ([0,T], R) and u.,, converges to u in the weak™ topology of L ([0,T], R™), as
[ — 0.

In general the solution is not unique.

Comparison with MSMM solution

In general, the set of MSMM solutions is strictly larger than the set of backlash solutions.
Indeed, let us consider a point body moving along a line:

There exists u(-) € C* such that the MSMM solution is not unique (see [1]). Put U(t) =
{u(t)} and choose the sequence v, — oo such that the sequence of approximating solutions
converges. So, we have a unique backlash solution.

3 Approximating problem

To simplify the forthcoming analysis we now proceed assuming that U(t) = U, where U is a
compact and convex set.



Let (&,9,0,w, ) be a global optimal solution of the problem

T — min, 18
T =, 19
y=w, 20

0= flz,y,0,w,u),

dw = g(z,y,v,w,u)dt —dv, dv >0, ydv=0,
y <0, y(t)=0= w(t+0) =0,

z(0) = xo, y(0) = yo <0, v(0) = vy, w(0) = wy,
2(T) = z1, y(T) =y <0, v(T) = vy, w(T) = w;.

N DN
W N

(\] (\]
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Let 7' be the optimal time. According to the Definition [1| there exists a sequence vy, — 00
such that

('f’.a :’-)7 /87 UA}) ZAL) = IHEO(:U’}%Z ’ y’ykl Y U’Yk}l ) w'ykl ) u’Ykl )7 (26)

where (:1:%[ s Yoyky s Uy s Wryg, 5 u%l) is a control process of the system

jj"/k-l = Uy

y%l = Wy,

i}%l = f(x'wcl L T )

w’Ykl = g(aj’wcl s Yy s Uy s Wy > Uy ) = Yk (ywcl )+(w’7kl )+

L, (0) = o, Y, (0) = vo, Uy, (0) = vo, Wy, (0) = wo.

A~~~ I/~ —~ —~
DN
N=j

~— — — ~— ~—

There exists a sequence 7 such that llim T, = T and
—00

llgg(x%l (Tl)7 y’Ykl (Tl)7 U%l (Tl)7 w%l (Tl)) - ('rlv Y1, V1, wl)'

(Here we use the condition that y; < 0. This implies that  is continuous in a neighborhood
of T.)
Now, we consider the following time-optimal control problem:

T — min, 32
T =, 33
y = w, 34

0= f(z,y,v,w,u),

W = g(z,y,v,w,u) = Vi Y+ Wy,

2(0) = zo, y(0) = yo, v(0) = vy, w(0) = wp,
x(T) = Loy, (Th), y(T) = Y, (7)), v(T) = Uy, (Ty), w(T) = Wry, (7).

N /N /N /N /N /N o/
W w
S Ot

~— — — S S ~—

This problem has an admissible solution (-, , ¥x, ; Vs, s Way, s Uy, ). Denote by

(I“ﬂcl ) y’Ykl ) U'Ykl ) w'Ykl ) u’Ykl )



an optimal solution to this problem. The corresponding optimal time is T, < T;, with
hm 1nf T, = T and, without loss of generality, we can consider that T, is a monotone i increasing

sequence

Applying necessary conditions of optimality to this problem we see that there exist
(q,s,p,7) € AC([0,T], R™ "1} (we omit the index 7;,) and a constant H; satisfying the

following conditions (see [11], Theorem 8.7.1)):

¢ =—(Vafy,)'P = Vabo, T

5= _<8yf7kl>p> - aygwclr + szhy(wwl)—kra
P=—0— (Voly,)'p = Vodn, 1

F=—5— (Dufy, P) = 0w + T (s, )47
rq?ea[}(«% ﬁ’Ykl> + sty + (p, f(kal s Uy Vg » Wy, » u))

+T(g(§77kl ) g’wcl ) ﬁ%l ) UA)%Z ’ u) Tk (g'Ykl )Jr(w’wcl )Jr))

= (¢, @vkl> + sty + (p, f7k1> + T(gwl 7kz<yvkl) (w ’Ykl) ) =

()P + |s(T)1* + (1) + [r(T)]P = 1,

39
40
41

(
(
(
(42

)
)
)
)

(43)

(44)

where f,, = f(chl s Yy s Uy s Wy uml)v v, = 9@%5 s Yy Uiy » Wy 5 uwcl)- The functions

0, G, (1) <0,
hy(t) = h€l0,1], g, (1) =0,
1, Gy, (1) >0,
and
0, Wy, (1) <0
ho(t) =< he[0,1], i, (t)=0,
1, Wy, (1) >0,

are measurable.

4 Main assumption

Recall that the set of density points of any measurable set A C |0, T] is

B .. meas ([t—06,t+0]NA)
Dy={te A : Ell(g(r)l %

It is well known that meas (A \ D4) = 0.

~1}.

Let E C [0,7] be the set such that if t € E, then ¢ is a Lebesgue point of 75%,7 uljvkl, Uy

q, s, p, and 7 simultaneously and such that g,, (t) >0, Wy, (t) = 0.



In what follows we restrict attention to problems where conditions - for the
approximating problems are such that meas (E) = 0 or that

d

ﬁ(—ﬁw%klr + Vi hoo (o, )47) = 0, L € Dp.

The above derivative is understood in the following sense: for any ¢

d e O(t) = o(t)
E(b(t)_thl} t—tr

We now present some examples to show how this main assumption can be verified.
Example 1. Consider the system
j=u—N, N>0, y<0, ue[-1,1].
The corresponding approrimating system has the form
y=w,
W=1U—"YYWy.

We apply the necessary conditions — to the the minimum time problem associated to
the system above (see problem f). The adjoint system s

§ = vyhywyr,

7= —5+ YhyyiT.
From the mazximum condition we deduce that

" 1, >0,
1 -1, r<o.

Let E be the set of all Lebesgue point t of w, u, $, and 7 where y(t) > 0 and w(t) = 0. If
t € Dg, then w(t) = 0. Otherwise t is an isolated point of E or does not belong to E. Hence
we have u(t) = 0. The mazimum condition implies that r(t) = 0. Since s* +1r? # 0, we
obtain s(t) # 0. This implies that 7(t) = —s(t) # 0. Therefore t ¢ Dg. So, in this example
meas (F) = 0.

Example 2. Consider a cylinder attached to a spring with a piston moving inside the cylin-

der as in Figure . Assume that we apply a force u € [—1,1] to the piston.

Informally, the equations of motion are

MX =aY —X)—kX — X + N,

Y =a(X —Y)4u—N,
N>0, X>Y, uel-1,1],
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Figure 1: Here, X is the position of the bottom of the cylinder and Y is the position of the

piston. The parameters a and 3 are the resistance coefficients while k is the stiffness of the spring.
Moreover, we have V =X and W =Y.

where N s the reaction force. In the above M is the mass of the cylinder and the mass of
the piston is 1.

Introducing new coordinates x = MX +Y and y = Y — X we obtain the system in
canonical form

T =,
y=w,
0v=—a(r—y)—clv—w)+u,
w=a(r—y)+clv—w)—bw+u—2N,
where
a:L b:aM+1 c= B .
M+1 M’ M+1
The approximating system has the form

T =,
y =w,
v=—alx —y)—c(v—w)+u,

w=a(r—y)+clv—w) —bw+u—yy wy,

and the corresponding adjoint system is

¢=alp—r), (45)
§=—a(p—r)+yhywyr, (46)
p=—q+clp—r), (47)
F=—s—c(p—1)+br+vyhyyir. (48)

11



Moreover from the maximum condition we have

- 1, p+r>Q0,
“_{—1, p+r<0. (49)

Let E be the set of all Lebesgue points t of v, w, w, ¢, S, p, and 7 where y(t) > 0 and
w(t) = 0.
Ift € Dg, then w(t) = 0 and we have

0=a(x(t) —y(t)) + co(t) + u(t). (50)

Hence
0(t) = 2uf(t). (51)
Consider a sequence t; € Dg, j = 1,2,..., converging to t. Since at all points t; equality

(@) holds, we get

a(ty) —a(t)  y(ty) —y@) | vlty) —v@)  u(t;) —u)
-t ot e t—t L

O=a

Passing to the limit, we obtain

_ : L ulty) —u(t)
0=av(t)+co(t) + kh_)rgo L=t

Seeking a contradiction, assume that p(t)+r(t) # 0. It follows from that u(t) = u(t;) =
+1 and we get

0= av(t) + co(t).
In the same way we have

0 = av(t;) + co(t;).
From we obtain

0= av(t;) £ 2c.

Passing to the limit in the equality

) gtlt) = v(®)
t;—t

we get 0 = 0(t) = 2u(t). Hence by the mazimum condition we have p(t) + r(t) = 0. The
same 1s true for the points t;. Passing to the limit in the equality

pt;) —p(t) | r(t;) —r(t)

0= :
t;—t t;—t

we conclude that p(t) + 7(t) = 0. In the same way we have p(t;) + 7(t;) = 0. Since p(t)
exists, we see from that there exists 7(t) and

i(t) = =p(t) = 4(t) = c(p(t) = 7(t)) = =5 = c(p(t) = 7(2)).
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On the other hand, we have

T(t) = 5 — c(p(t) — T(t)) + %(br + "thy-i-r)'

Hence

d
E(br + Yhyysir) =0, t € Dg.

This shows that our main assumption holds for this example.

5 Necessary conditions

(¢,0,p, 7, 1) € AC([0,T], R") x BV ([0, T], R) x AC([0,T], R™) x AC([0, T], R) x BV ([0, T], R)

and a constant H satisfying

q = _(va:f)*p - vmgra ( )
do = —(9,f,p)dt — d,grdt + dp, (53)
]j = —q— (Vv]f)*p - Vv?]h ( )
r=—0— <8wfap> - 8wgr7 ( )
max ({(q,0) + ow + (p, f(Z,y,0,0,u)) + rg(T,y,v,w,u))

uelU(t)
= (¢, 0) + ow + (p, f(Z,7,0,w,0)) +rg(Z,y,v,0,u) = H >0, (56)
lg(T)|> + |o(T)* + |p(T)* + |r(T)]* = 1. (57)

~ A

j(T) = Ty, g(T) = Y1, @(T) = U1, U_}(T) = wy,
and dp = 0, whenever y(t) < 0.
Proof. Recall the definition . For each k;, consider the approximating problem f.
The corresponding necessary conditions for that problem are given by —.
Fixing k;, set R
5 =S+ <awf'ykl >p> + awg'yklr - ’Yklhw(g'ykl)Jrr-

Under our main assumption, we have

. ) ) ) d . d,. .
£ = _<ayf7klvp> - 8y97klr + Yk, hy(kal)ﬂ" + E(awf%lam + E(awgvklr)
_%<awg’ykl7a)a tEDE?

+ 0, te{t © gy, (t) <0orw, (1) <0},

_7kslhww7klr — Yk (g’ykl)—i-h le {t : @vkl (t) > 0 and lz}’}%z“) > O}’
) ) d d,.

= _<ayf“/kl ’p> - ayg’wclr + E<aﬂ)f’7kl 7p> + E(awg’mlr)
_%(awg'yklr)> te DE7

+ 0, teft : y(t) <0orw(t) <0}, (58)
Yk (U, )47, tE€{t + y(t) > 0and w(t) > 0},
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and

r==¢.
(In the above, notice that meas({t : g, (t) =0, w,, (t) # 0}) = 0.) From these equations
and recalling that (a,b) > —|(a,b)| > M_ for any two vectors a and b, we get

1d
2 dt

Using the above inequality and multiplying by q, by p and 7 = —£ by r, we deduce
that

—& > —Ms(|q]* + & + |p]> +7?).

1d

2dt
Appealing now to the Gronwall inequality and the nontriviality condition

(TP + [s(THP + (1) + [r(T)]* = 1,
we see that |¢|? + & + |p|* + r? is bounded

—(lgP + & + Ip|* +r*) > —Ms(lg|* + & + |p|* + r?).

g + &+ |p|* +r* < M

and this estimate does not depend on ~.
Multiplying by sign (£(t)) and integrating, we get

E(T)] — 6(0)] > —Ms + / i )+ (D) (59)

Up to now we considered k; fixed and so the adjoint variable had no subscript. From
now on, we want to focus on the case where [ — oo and so we need to identify the adjoint
variables with the subscript 7j,. Set

Ty = S, — ’thw(y%l)+7a7kl

and
_%(awg’ml T%l)dt7 le (DE)’Ykl7
oy, dt = 0, ted{t © gy, (t) <0orw, (1) <0},
'sz(gwl)-&-fwl dt, te{t: Y, (t) > 0 and w"/kl (t) > 0}.

Recall that Oy = Sy whenever W, < 0. From f we have

ki

Gy, = _(vmfwcl)*pvkl = VG, T, (
Oy = _<ayf%lap’ml> - ayﬁ%l Ty, T oy, (61
Py, = ~ Gy — (vavkl)*p%l = Vb, T, (
Fory = O — Oy D) — O, (
mAX({dy, » Oy, ) + Oy Wy + Doy (@5 Iy O s W )

+7, g(f% s Uiy Oy » Wy » u))

= <q'7kzl , ﬁm) + Oy, Wy, + <pwcl ’ f%l> + 7, 9y, = Hi 20, (64)
[, (IO + oy, (T + oy, (TD? + [y, (TP = 1. (65)
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Consider the interval [0, Tl]. From we see that, without loss of generality, the mea-
sures fi,, dt converge in weak™ topology of to some measure dut, ut € BV ([0,T1], R). Hence
(see (58))), without loss of generality, &y, also converges in weak™ topology of BV ([0, 71], R)
to some function £(t). Therefore the sequence 0., also converges in weak™ topology of
BV ([|0,T1], R) to some function o'(t) (we do not relabel). The functions (G, Ty Py s T, )

are bounded in [O,Tl]. It follows from ((60)), and that (q%l, p%l,f%) are also
bounded. Appealing to the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem we conclude that, without loss of gener-

ality, (q%l iy Tﬁ,kl) uniformly converges to some function (¢, p,r) in [0, T 1] and the sequence

Oy, CONVETges pointwisely to o by Helly’s first Theorem. Integrating , and over
[t, ], for t < T} we have

T

(0 = 0, (1) = [ (=T Vo, = Vit 7 ). (66)
tTl

Pa® =9 (1) = [ (< = (Voo Vo, = Vil 7, ). (67)
tTI

o () = oy, (1) — / (=, = Oufon, Do) — Ouiir, ) (68)

z € AC([0,T1],R"), y € AC([0,Th],R), v € AC([0,T1],R"), w € BV([0,T1],R) and f €

L. (([0,T1], R™), and, moreover, (:zrwl,y%l,v%l) converge uniformly, w,, converges in the
weak™ topology in BV and Uy, converges in the weak™® topology in L.,. Passing to the limit

in—weget

a(t) = q(Ty) - / (V)P — Vagr)ds, (69)
plt) = p(T) — / (g — (Vof)'p — Vogr)ds, (70)
r(t) = r(Ty) — /t (=0 — (D], p) — Ougr)ds, (71)

continuous.
Consider now any continuous function ¢* defined in [0,7}]. Then we have

Tl Tl N
/0 O-*(j-'ykl ds = /0 U*<_<ayf’yklap“/kl> - 8ynglT7kl + ﬂ%l)ds'

Passing to the limit in above equality we get in the interval [0, 71].

Next, we consider the interval [O,Tg]. From the previous subsequences involving the
control processes and dual variables we extract another sequence where the convergence
holds in the interval [0, Tz], with 75 > Ti. We repeat this process for all intervals [O,Tg],
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[0,T4], etc. Then, we extract the diagonal subsequence to get convergence in the interval
[0,T7.
We now concentrate on . Since f and g are affine with respect to u, we have
<q’7kl g @vk,> + Oy, Wy, + <pwgl , f(iwcl s Yy Uiy » Wy » u)) + r%lg(i;%l s Yy Vg Wy » u)
= Hlo + <hla ’LL>
and .
<q'7kl ) U’Ykl> + Ty, W, + <p“/kl ) f’)’kl> + Ty Gy, = Hi
= H} + (hu, @) > 0,
for some H} and h;. Thus, reads

I}Lleagi {Hl hl, } Hl <hl, ’&l> (72)
We now take limits in , i.e., we want to prove that converges to
maX{I:IO+<l_1,u)} = H° + (h,u). (73)

It is an easy matter to see that H} and h; are bounded functions converging pointwisely
to some functions H® and h. Wlthout loss of generality, we deduce that H, — H. Next, we
show that H° + (h,u) = H almost everywhere. Seeking a contradiction, assume that

meas(/”) = meas {t : H* + (h,u) > H} > 0.
Integrating, we get
Hmeas(I”) = lim | (H)+ (h,@))dt = lim [ (H)+ (b —h, @) + (h, @) dt
l—00 > l—o0 >
:/ (H° + (h,u)) dt > Hmeas(I”).
>

This means that H°+(h, u) < H almost everywhere. Analogously we show that H°+(h, u) >
H, proving our claim that H° + (h,u) = H.

We now assume that there exists an interval I C [0, T] of positive measure such that
max,ey { H® + (h,u)} > H® + (h,u) for all t € I. Then, there exists an admissible control
@ such that ) B ) B ) )

H® + (h,a) > H* + (h,u) = H foralltel.
It follows that there exists € > 0 such that

Hmeas(I) 4 2¢ < /(HO + (h,qy)dt
i
— / (HY + (hy, @) dt + / (H° — HY + (h — hy, @) dt
i .
< H; meas(I) + € < Hmeas(I) + 2.
So we deduce that measure of I is 0, proving . The theorem is then proved. O

The main disadvantage of these necessary conditions is that, in general, we cannot guar-
antee the non triviality condition

la®)* + 1o (@) + [p(O)] + [r()* > 0 (74)
for all t € [0,7)]. Below we present a special case where (74)) is satisfied for all ¢ € [0, T7.
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6 The case when the target set is a stable neighbor-
hood of an equilibrium point

To better explain the main idea we consider a linear control system
2=Az+ Bu, ueU, (75)

where U C R™ is a convex compact set containing zero in its interior. Assume that the
system is controllable. Then there exists a linear feedback u = Cz such that the zero
equilibrium position of the system

2= (A+ BC)z
is asymptotically stable. Then there exists a positive definite matrix V' such that
1
(Vz,(A+ BC)z) < —§|z]2.

Now suppose that z(t) is a time-optimal trajectory of system in a problem with the
terminal set S = {z : (z,Vz) <e€}. (If € > 0 is sufficiently small, then Cz € U, z € S.)

Then the transversality condition at the final point 2(7T) € S is p(T) = —%. Let u be
the optimal control. By the maximum principle we have
T), A=(T) + Bu(T)) > (p(T), (A + BC)=(T)) > DI
(0(T). A=(T) + BulT)) > ((T). (A+ BO):AT) = 55t > ple) > 0

This guarantees that the Hamiltonian, which is constant along the optimal trajectory, is
strictly positive. For brevity we shall call such a set S a stable neighborhood of an equilibrium
point.

The same is true for nonlinear systems where the terminal point (z1,y;,0,0) is an equi-
librium position and the linearization at this point is controllable.

Let (z1,41,0,0), y1 < 0, be an equilibrium point of control system (19)-(22) and

S = {(l‘,y,U,UJ) : <(x_xlay_ylavaw)av(x_xby_ylaU?w» S 6}

of the problem

T — min, 76
T =, 7
y =w, 78

0= f(z,y,v,w,u),

dw = g(z,y,v,w,u)dt —dv, dv >0, dv=0, y <0,
z(0) = o, y(0) = yo < 0, v(0) = vy, w(0) = wy,
(@(T),y(T),v(T),w(T)) € S.

N /N /N /N /S /S A/
© =1
=

~— ~— — — ~— ~— ~—
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Let T be the optimal time. There exist a sequence Vi, — 00 and a sequence u., converging
to @ in the weak* topology of L ([0, 7], R™) such that

(ja g7 67 U)) = lli}g(kal ’ y’ykl ) U’ykl ) w'}'kl )7

where (:E%l Yoy V5 wykl) is the solution to the Cauchy problem

We have

:thl = Uy

y"ﬂcl = Wy,

v%l = f(x’ykl s Yy Uy s Wy u'Ykl)7

w%l = g(x%l Yy » Vg s Wy s u’Ykl) — Tk (y%l )-I—(w%l )+

L, (0) = o, Y, (0) = o, U, (0) = vo, Wy, (0) = wo.

TN TN N TN TN
oo
t

N N e N N

(«T»ykl ) y'Ykl ) U’Ykl ) w'm)(ﬂ) € (l‘l, Y1, 07 O) + (1 + 5l)(S - (l‘l, Y1, 07 O)),

where 7} 1 T and 8, | 0. Consider the following time-optimal control problem:

T — min, (88)
T =, (89)
y=w, (90)
0= f(z,y,v,w,u), (91)
W= g(z,y,v, w,u) = Vi Y+ Wy, (92)
2(0) = 2o, y(0) = yo, v(0) = vy, w(0) = w, (93)
(@(T),y(T),v(T),w(T)) € (21,91,0,0) + (1 + &) (S — (21,91, 0,0)). (94)

This problem has an admissible process (., , Yy, s Uy, s Wey, Uy, ). Denote by (2o, , Gr, Oy

'Lb%l , awl) an optimal solution to this problem. The corresponding optimal time is 7; < 7.

Applying necessary conditions of optimality to this problem we see that there exist
(q,s,p,7) € AC([0,T], R***" 1) and a constant H; satisfying the following conditions:

= —(Valy,)P = Vabn, 7 (95)
8= 0y fous P — By, 7 Py (10, )4, (96)
P =—q— (Vofs,)'P = Vobn, 7, (97)
F=—5— (Oufy, D) = Owlyy + Yo (i, )7 (98)
151635(«‘]7 ﬁwl> + sty + (p, f('fj’}’kl s Uy Oy » Wy » u)) (99)
F7(9 (B, s Gy » Oy s Wiy s ) — Vi (o )4 (W ) +))

= (g, Dy, ) + Sy, + (P, ka) + 7(9-Vry (G, )+ (W0, )+) = Hy > p(e) >0, (100)

. V(:frwl — X1, Yy, — Y1, Oy IDWZ)

(¢,8,p,7)(11) = — 7= . e (101)
‘V(x'wcl — T Yy, — Y1 kal,w%lﬂ
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where f“/kl = f(x’wcl s Yviy» Uiy s Wy > U, ) v, = g(x’wcl s Yy » Uiy s Wy > U, ). The functions

0, G, (1) <0,
hy(t) = h € [0,1], g’wcl (t) =0,
1, G, (1) > 0,
and
0, Wy, (1) <0,
he(t) =< hel0,1], w%l (t) =0,
1, Wy, (1) > 0,

are measurable.
Arguing as above we deduce that the following result holds.

(¢,0,p, 7, 1) € AC(0,T], R") x BV ([0, T], R) x AC([0,T], R") x AC([0, T], R) x BV ([0, T], R)

and a constant H satisfying

q - _(vrf)*p - Vng, (

do = —<8yf,p)dt — Oygrdt + dp, (103
p=—q— (vaj)*p — V., ar, (
r=-—0— <au)f7p> - aw.gT? (
max((q, v) +ow + (p, f(7.9,0,@,u)) +rg(7,9, 0,0, u))

— — —— ——

= <f1,@) +ow+ (p, f(f: g,@,m,@}) +rg(z,9,0,w,1) = H > p(e) >0, (106)
[g(T) ] + |o(T)* + |p(T)]? + [r(T)* = 1. (107)

and dp = 0, whenever y(t) < 0.

7 Examples

We now go back to the systems introduced in the Examples [I] and [2|

7.1 Example 1

Consider the problem associated to the system in Example [T}

T — min,
j=u—N, N>0, y<0, uwel-1,1],
y(0) =yo <0, 9(0) =wo, (y(T),y(T)) €5,
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where S is a small stable neighborhood of a point (y;,0), ;3 < 0. Applying the necessary
conditions we get

do = du,
T = —0.

Moreover from the maximum condition we have

B 1, r>0,
v= -1, r<O.

If y < 0 we have do = 0. Hence r = at + b, a® + b*> > 0. Therefore the control is constant or
changes sign just ones. The motion along the boundary y = 0 is the passage from a positive
velocity to zero. The optimal trajectories are show in the Figure [2]

~
N

Figure 2: Time-optimal trajectories for Example 1. The bold vertical arrow along the w axis shows
the jump of velocity when the trajectory reaches the boundary of the set C' = {(y,w) : y < 0}.

7.2 Example 2

Consider again a piston moving inside a cylinder as in Example [2]. Equations of motion are

MX =aY —X)—kX — X + N,
YV =a(X~-Y)4+u—N,
N>0, X>VY, uel-1,1].

We introduce the coordinates xr = M X +Y and y =Y — X and consider the problem

T — min,
T =,
Yy =w,

v=—a(x —y)—clv—w)+u,
w=alx—y)+cv—w)—bw+u—N, N>0, y<0, vel[-11],
z(0) = xg, y(0) =yo <0, v(0) =vy <0, w(0) =wy >0,

(@, y,0,w)(T) € 5,
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where S is a small stable neighborhood of a point (y1,¥1,0,0), y1 < 0. (The system is
controllable near this point.) Here xg = MXy + Yy, vo = Yo — Xo, Xo > 0, Yy < 0,
vg =M Xo < 0, wg = —XO, and y; = Yy. Applying the necessary conditions we see that
there exist nontrivial (g, o, p,r) and u satisfying

q¢=a(p—r),

do = —a(p — r)dt + dp,

p=—q+clp—r),

r=—o—c(p—r)+br
From the maximum condition we have

" — 1, p+r>0,
|l -1, p+r<O.

Let y < 0. Then we have the system
q= a(p - T)v
o=—a(p—r),

p:—q+C(p—T),
r=—0—c(p—r)+br,

Since the system is controllable, the subspace {(¢,o,p,r) : p+r = 0} is not invariant.
Therefore, if y < 0 the optimal control changes its sign at most at a finite number of
moments of time.

Now suppose that y(t) =0, t € [t1,ta], y(t) < 0,t <ty. f p+r =0, then 0 = —g— o +br
and ¢+ ¢ = f1. Hence 1 = b(—o + 2¢r + br) and we get

0= —a(p—r)+b(—o+2cr+br).

Thus for (g, o, p,r) we have the linear system with the matrix

0 0 a —a
4 0 —b —a a+2chb+b?
|l -1 0 ¢ —c

0 -1 —c c+b
The characteristic polynomial of this matrix is
N (A? — 2eA + 2a).

The two-dimensional subspace L = {(q,0,p,r) : p+r = 0} is now invariant. Obviously
(q,0,p,7)(t) € L only if p(t;) + r(t1) = 0 or p(te) + r(tz) = 0, i.e., t; or ty are the points
where the control may change its sign.

The complete analysis of all optimal solutions in this case is a hard problem. Let us
consider a simple, but interesting, case. Assume that the initial conditions are such that the
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piston under the control v = 1 can stop the motion of the cylinder at some point X =Y > 0.
Let us imagine for a moment that there is no friction in the system, i.e. b = ¢ = 0. Then
the optimal control has the following structure:

1, t€[0,t],
u(t) =4 —1, tety,ts),
1, t €ty T],

as illustrated in Figure [3]

u(t)

+1

Figure 3: Time-optimal control for Example 2.

The piston passes the position Y = 0 at some moment of time ¢ < t; and at ¢ = ¢; changes
the sign before the collision with the cylinder. At the moment of collision it is already
reducing its speed, and after the collision, during the contact with the cylinder, it arrives to
the position Y = 0 with zero speed at t = t*. Then, it moves to its initial position Yj as the
controlled point body considered in the first example.

In the presence of negligible friction, the optimal control driving the system to a small
stable neighborhood of (y1,¥1,0,0) has the same structure.
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Figure 4: The four main phases of the motion (with negligible friction) in Example 2. Phase 1,
when the cylinder moves away from the wall while the piston moves in the opposite direction with
acceleration, is on the top left figure. Phase 2, on the right top, is when the piston starts braking
before collision with the bottom of the cylinder. Phase 3, on the bottom left, is when the piston
collides with the bottom of the cylinder. Finally, Phase 4 depicts the situation where the piston
returns to its initial position while the cylinder remains in its equilibrium position.
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