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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:

z̈ = F (z, ż, u)−NC(z), z ∈ C, u ∈ U(t),

where C is a set and NC(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 ż loses its component normal to ∂C. When C = {z : ψ(z) ≤
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0} and ψ is a smooth function, NC(z) has the form N∇ψ(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

dż = F (z, ż, u)dt−∇ψ(z)dν,
z(0) = z0,
ż(0) = ż0,

(1)

where ν ∈ BV ([0, T ], Rn), dν ≥ 0, ψ(z)dν = 0 and, if ψ(z(t)) = 0, then d
dt
ψ(z(t + 0)) = 0.

The solution is a pair (z, ż) ∈ AC([0, T ], Rn)×BV ([0, T ], Rn) 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 [1].

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

dż = F (z, ż, u)dt−∇ψ(z)dν

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 (1) 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.
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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 byR and the usual n-dimensional
space of vectors x = (x1, . . . , xn), where xi ∈ R, i = 1, n, by Rn. The inner product of two
vectors x and y in Rn is defined by

⟨x, y⟩ = x1y1 + . . .+ xnyn,

and the norm of a vector x ∈ Rn is |x| = ⟨x, x⟩1/2. If g : Rp → Rq, ∇g represents the
derivative. The partial derivative in order of a variable ξ is denoted by ∂ξ. If a ∈ R, we set
a+ = max{a, 0}. By χE we denote the characteristic function of a set E ⊂ [0, 1].

The space L∞([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 ([a, 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 γ. To simplify
the notation, we write zγ meaning zγk or, when considering subsequences, zγkm , 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 (1). In many situations, instead of z we can introduce new coordinates
(x, y), where y = ψ(z), and rewrite the system in the following canonical form:

ẍ = f(x, y, ẋ, ẏ, u), (2)

dẏ = g(x, y, ẋ, ẏ, u)dt− dν, (3)

y ≤ 0, ydν = 0, dν ≥ 0, u ∈ U (4)

y(t) = 0 =⇒ ẏ(t+ 0) = 0 (5)

Here, we focus on systems having this form. We start by defining a solution to system (2) -
(5) suitable to derive necessary conditions of optimality.

We assume that U(t) ⊂ Rm 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(x, y, v, w, u) = f1(x, y, v) + f2(x, y, v)w + f3(x, y, v)u

and
g(x, y, v, w, u) = g1(x, y, v) + g2(x, y, v)w + g3(x, y, v)u.

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

|f | ≤M(1 + |x|+ |y|+ |v|+ |w|) and |g| ≤M(1 + |x|+ |y|+ |v|+ |w|). (6)
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For a ∈ R, we denote a+ = max{a, 0} = 1
2
(a+|a|). Let γ > 0 and uγ ∈ U be a measurable

function.
Consider now the Cauchy problem

ẋγ = vγ, (7)

ẏγ = wγ, (8)

v̇γ = f(xγ, yγ, vγ, wγ, uγ), (9)

ẇγ = g(xγ, yγ, vγ, wγ, uγ)− γ(yγ)+(wγ)+, (10)

xγ(0) = x0, yγ(0) = y0, vγ(0) = v0, wγ(0) = w0. (11)

The force γ(yγ)+(wγ)+ appearing in (10) is basically Hooke’s law with the additional
term (wγ)+ introduced to model the inelastic shock: the reaction force is active only when
the systems moves outward the set C.

Theorem 1. Let γk → ∞ be a sequence of scalars and let uγkl
be a sequence of admissible

controls converging in weak* topology of L∞([0, T ], Rn) to some function û(t) ∈ U(t). For
each kl, let (xγkl

, yγkl
, vγkl

, wγkl
) be a solution to the system (7)-(11).

Then the sequence (xγkl
, yγkl

, vγkl
, wγkl

) has a subsequence converging to a limiting func-
tion (x̂, ŷ, v̂, ŵ) ∈ AC([0, T ], Rn)×AC([0, T ], R)×AC([0, T ], Rn)×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, (x̂, ŷ, v̂, ŵ, û) solves the problem

ẋ = v, (12)

ẏ = w, (13)

v̇ = f(x, y, v, w, u), (14)

dw = g(x, y, v, w, u)dt− dν, dν ≥ 0, ydν = 0, (15)

y ≤ 0, y(t) = 0 =⇒ w(t+ 0) = 0, (16)

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0, v(0) = v0, w(0) = w0. (17)

Proof. We fix a sequence γkl → ∞. From (7) - (10) and (6) we have

1

2

d

dt
(|xγkl

|2 + |yγkl
|2 + |vγkl

|2 + |wγkl
|2)

≤M1 +M2(|xγkl
|2 + |yγkl

|2 + |vγkl
|2 + |wγkl

|2)− γkl(yγkl
)+(wγkl

)2+

≤M1 +M2(|xγkl
|2 + |yγkl

|2 + |vγkl
|2 + |wγkl

|2).

Applying the Gronwall inequality we see that |xγkl
|2 + |yγkl

|2 + |vγkl
|2 + |wγk |2 is a bounded

function. This implies that (xγkl
, yγkl

) contains a uniformly converging subsequence. Hence
(see (9)) vγkl

also contains a uniformly converging subsequence. From (10) we get

wγkl
= w0 +

∫ T

0

gγkl
dt−

∫ T

0

γkl(yγkl
)+(wγkl

)+dt
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This implies that the sequence of functions∫ t

0

γkl(yγkl
)+(wγkl

)+ds

is bounded in BV ([0, T ], R). Therefore, the sequence of measures γkl(yγkl
)+(wγkl

)+dt con-
tains a weak* converging subsequence to some measure dν, ν ∈ BV ([0, T ], R) (we do not
relabel). From (10), we deduce that there exists a constant K > 0 such that∫ T

0

|ẇγkl
|dt ≤ K.

It then follows that, without loss of generality, wγkl
converges pointwisely to some function

ŵ ∈ BV .
Going back to (7), (8) and (9) we get

xγkl = x0 +
∫ t

0
vγkl (s)ds,

yγkl = y0 +
∫ t

0
wγkl

(s)ds,

vγkl = v0 +
∫ t

0

(
(f1)γkl + (f2)γklwkl(s)

)
ds

+
∫ t

0

(
(f3)γkl − (f̂3)

)
uγkl (s)ds+

∫ t

0
(f̂3)uγkl (s)ds,

where (fi)γkl = fi(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl ), i = 1, 2, 3, and f̂3 = f3(x̂, ŷ, v̂). Passing to the limit, we get
(x̂, ŷ, v̂) ∈ AC([0, T ], Rn)× AC([0, T ], R)× AC([0, T ], Rn) satisfying equations (12) – (14).

We now turn to (15). Take any w∗ ∈ C([0, T ], R). Turning to (10) we have∫ T

0

w∗ẇγkl
dt =

∫ T

0

w∗gγkldt−
∫ T

0

γkl(yγkl )+(wγkl
)+w

∗dt,

where gγkl = (g1)γkl + (g2)γklwγkl
+ (g3)γkluγkl , (gi)γkl = gi(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl ). Without loss of

generality we deduce that the measures ẇγkl
dt and gγkldt converge to dŵ and dĜ. Hence, we

have
dŵ = dĜ− dν.

We now turn to Ĝ. Take any z∗ ∈ L1([0, T ];R). We have∫ T

0
z∗gγkldt =

∫ T

0
z∗
(
(g1)γkl + (g2)γklwγkl

)
dt

+
∫ T

0
z∗
(
(g3)γkl − ĝ3

)
uγkldt+

∫ T

0
z∗ĝ3uγkldt,

where (gi)γkl = gi(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl ), i = 1, 2, 3, and ĝ3 = g3(x̂, ŷ, v̂). Passing to the limit, we
conclude that

dĜ = ĝ1dt+ ĝ2ŵdt+ ĝ3ûdt,

where ĝi = gi(x̂, ŷ, v̂), i = 1, 2, 3. It is a simple matter to see that we get dν ≥ 0 and ŷdν = 0.
Therefore we get (15). It remains to see that (16) holds.

Let us show that ŷ(t) ≤ 0. We fix γ = γkl and omit the respective index. Let t0
and τ be such that y(t0) = 0 and y(t0 + τ) = max{y(t) : t ∈ [0, T ]}, when y(t) > 0
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for t ∈]t0, t0 + τ ] and y(t) < y(t0 + τ) for t ∈ [t0, t0 + τ [. We now consider subintervals
]tj, tj + τj[⊂ [t0, t0 + τ ], j = 0, 1, . . . where w(t) > 0, t ∈]tj, tj + τj[, w(tj) = 0, w(tj + τj) = 0,
j = 1, 2, . . .. Clearly, the set of such subintervals is countable and there exists a t∗ ≤ t0 + τ
such that tj → t∗ and lim

j→+∞
y(tj) = y(t∗). Thus, we deduce t∗ = t0+ τ (indeed, if t∗ < t0+ τ ,

then there would be another subinterval where y would increase and, by construction of the
subintervals [tj, tj + τj], this is not possible).

We now integrate (10). Observing that γ(y)+(w)+ = γ
2

d
dt
y2 whenever y > 0 and w > 0,

we get

γ

2
(y2(t0 + τ0)− y2(t0)) = w(t0) +

∫ t0+τ0

t0

gdt,

γ

2
(y2(t1 + τ1)− y2(t1)) =

∫ t1+τ1

t1

gdt,

· · ·
γ

2
(y2(tj + τj)− y2(tj)) =

∫ tj+τj

tj

gdt,

· · ·

Since y(tj + τj) ≥ y(tj+1), we get

γ

2
y2(t1) ≤ w(t0) +

∫ t0+τ0

t0

gdt,

γ

2
(y2(t2)− y2(t1)) ≤

∫ t1+τ1

t1

gdt,

· · ·
γ

2
(y2(tj+1)− y2(tj)) ≤

∫ tj+τj

tk

gdt,

· · ·

Adding these inequalities we obtain

γ

2
y2(t0 + τ) ≤ w(t0) +

∫ t0+τ

t0

|g|dt ≤ w(t0) +M3.

Hence

y(t0 + τ) ≤ M4√
γ
→ 0, γ → ∞,

and so we have ŷ(t) ≤ 0.
Now we prove the inelastic shock condition. Notice that if y(t0) = 0, w(t0) ≥ 0, then, for

small θ > 0, we have

0 ≤ w(t) ≤ M̄ − γ

2
y2(t), t ∈ [t0, t0 + θ].
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Since the solution to the Cauchy problem

ẏ = M̄ − γ

2
y2, y(t0) = 0,

is given by

y(t) =

√
2M̄

γ

e
√

2M̄γ(t−t0) − 1

e
√

2M̄γ(t−t0) + 1
,

we get

w(t) ≤ M̄

1−

(
e
√

2M̄γ(t−t0) − 1

e
√

2M̄γ(t−t0) + 1

)2
→ 0, γ → ∞.

Thus we have the inelastic shock condition w(t0 + 0) = 0 satisfied.

Now we are in a position to define the solution to Cauchy problem (2) - (5).

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

(xγkl
, yγkl

, vγkl
, wγkl

, uγkl
)

such that (xγkl
, yγkl

, vγkl
) converges uniformly to (x, y, v), wγkl

converges to w in the weak*
topology of BV ([0, T ], R) and uγkl

converges to u in the weak* topology of L∞([0, T ], Rm), as
l → ∞.

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:

ÿ = u−N, y ≤ 0, y(0) = ẏ(0) = 0.

There exists u(·) ∈ C∞ such that the MSMM solution is not unique (see [1]). Put U(t) =
{u(t)} and choose the sequence γk → ∞ 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.
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Let (x̂, ŷ, v̂, ŵ, û) be a global optimal solution of the problem

T → min, (18)

ẋ = v, (19)

ẏ = w, (20)

v̇ = f(x, y, v, w, u), (21)

dw = g(x, y, v, w, u)dt− dν, dν ≥ 0, ydν = 0, (22)

y ≤ 0, y(t) = 0 =⇒ w(t+ 0) = 0, (23)

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0 < 0, v(0) = v0, w(0) = w0, (24)

x(T ) = x1, y(T ) = y1 < 0, v(T ) = v1, w(T ) = w1. (25)

Let T̂ be the optimal time. According to the Definition 1 there exists a sequence γkl → ∞
such that

(x̂, ŷ, v̂, ŵ, û) = lim
l→∞

(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ), (26)

where (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ) is a control process of the system

ẋγkl = vγkl , (27)

ẏγkl = wγkl
, (28)

v̇γkl = f(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ), (29)

ẇγkl
= g(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl

, uγkl )− γkl(yγkl )+(wγkl
)+, (30)

xγkl (0) = x0, yγkl (0) = y0, vγkl (0) = v0, wγkl
(0) = w0. (31)

There exists a sequence Tl such that lim
l→∞

Tl = T̂ and

lim
l→∞

(xγkl (Tl), yγkl (Tl), vγkl (Tl), wγkl
(Tl)) = (x1, y1, v1, w1).

(Here we use the condition that y1 < 0. This implies that ŵ is continuous in a neighborhood
of T̂ .)

Now, we consider the following time-optimal control problem:

T → min, (32)

ẋ = v, (33)

ẏ = w, (34)

v̇ = f(x, y, v, w, u), (35)

ẇ = g(x, y, v, w, u)− γkly+w+, (36)

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0, v(0) = v0, w(0) = w0, (37)

x(T ) = xγkl (Tl), y(T ) = yγkl (Tl), v(T ) = vγkl (Tl), w(T ) = wγkl
(Tl). (38)

This problem has an admissible solution (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ). Denote by

(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, ûγkl )

8



an optimal solution to this problem. The corresponding optimal time is T̂l ≤ Tl, with
lim inf
l→∞

T̂l = T̂ and, without loss of generality, we can consider that T̂l is a monotone increasing
sequence.

Applying necessary conditions of optimality to this problem we see that there exist
(q, s, p, r) ∈ AC([0, T̂ ], Rn+1+n+1) (we omit the index γkl) and a constant Hl satisfying the
following conditions (see [11, Theorem 8.7.1]):

q̇ = −(∇xf̂γkl )
∗p−∇xĝγklr, (39)

ṡ = −⟨∂yf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂yĝγklr + γklhy(ŵγkl
)+r, (40)

ṗ = −q − (∇vf̂γkl )
∗p−∇vĝγklr, (41)

ṙ = −s− ⟨∂wf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂wĝvr + γklhw(ŷγkl )+r, (42)

max
u∈U

(⟨q, v̂γkl ⟩+ sŵγkl
+ ⟨p, f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, u)⟩

+r(g(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, u)− γkl(ŷγkl )+(ŵγkl

)+))

= ⟨q, v̂γkl ⟩+ sŵγkl
+ ⟨p, f̂γkl ⟩+ r(ĝγkl − γkl(ŷγkl )+(ŵγkl

)+) ≡ Hl ≥ 0, (43)

|q(T̂l)|2 + |s(T̂l)|2 + |p(T̂l)|2 + |r(T̂l)|2 = 1, (44)

where f̂γkl = f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, ûγkl ), ĝγkl = g(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, ûγkl ). The functions

hy(t) =


0, ŷγkl (t) < 0,

h ∈ [0, 1], ŷγkl (t) = 0,

1, ŷγkl (t) > 0,

and

hw(t) =


0, ŵγkl

(t) < 0,

h ∈ [0, 1], ŵγkl
(t) = 0,

1, ŵγkl
(t) > 0,

are measurable.

4 Main assumption

Recall that the set of density points of any measurable set A ⊂ [0, T̂ ] is

DA = {t ∈ A : ∃ lim
δ↓0

meas ([t− δ, t+ δ] ∩ A)
2δ

= 1}.

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

Let E ⊂ [0, T̂ ] be the set such that if t ∈ E, then t is a Lebesgue point of ˙̂vγkl ,
˙̂wγkl

, ûγkl ,
q̇, ṡ, ṗ, and ṙ simultaneously and such that ŷγkl (t) ≥ 0, ŵγkl

(t) = 0.

9



In what follows we restrict attention to problems where conditions (39) - (44) for the
approximating problems are such that meas (E) = 0 or that

d

dt
(−∂wĝγklr + γklhw(ŷγkl )+r) = 0, t ∈ DE.

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

d

dt
ϕ(t∗) = lim

t −→ t∗
DE

ϕ(t)− ϕ(t∗)

t− t∗
.

We now present some examples to show how this main assumption can be verified.

Example 1. Consider the system

ÿ = u−N, N ≥ 0, y ≤ 0, u ∈ [−1, 1].

The corresponding approximating system has the form

ẏ = w,

ẇ = u− γy+w+.

We apply the necessary conditions (39)-(44) to the the minimum time problem associated to
the system above (see problem (32)–(38)). The adjoint system is

ṡ = γhyw+r,

ṙ = −s+ γhwy+r.

From the maximum condition (42) we deduce that

u =

{
1, r > 0,
−1, r < 0.

Let E be the set of all Lebesgue point t of ẇ, u, ṡ, and ṙ where y(t) ≥ 0 and w(t) = 0. If
t ∈ DE, then ẇ(t) = 0. Otherwise t is an isolated point of E or does not belong to E. Hence
we have u(t) = 0. The maximum condition implies that r(t) = 0. Since s2 + r2 ̸= 0, we
obtain s(t) ̸= 0. This implies that ṙ(t) = −s(t) ̸= 0. Therefore t ̸∈ DE. So, in this example
meas (E) = 0.

Example 2. Consider a cylinder attached to a spring with a piston moving inside the cylin-
der as in Figure 1. Assume that we apply a force u ∈ [−1, 1] to the piston.

Informally, the equations of motion are

MẌ = α(Ẏ − Ẋ)− kX − βẊ +N,

Ÿ = α(Ẋ − Ẏ ) + u−N,

N ≥ 0, X ≥ Y, u ∈ [−1, 1],

10



Fig 1

Y X

u
−"($ − %)

− 'V

− )*

Figure 1: Here, X is the position of the bottom of the cylinder and Y is the position of the
piston. The parameters α and β are the resistance coefficients while k is the stiffness of the spring.
Moreover, we have V = Ẋ and W = Ẏ .

where N is 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

ẋ = v,

ẏ = w,

v̇ = −a(x− y)− c(v − w) + u,

ẇ = a(x− y) + c(v − w)− bw + u− 2N,

where

a =
k

M + 1
, b = α

M + 1

M
, c =

β

M + 1
.

The approximating system has the form

ẋ = v,

ẏ = w,

v̇ = −a(x− y)− c(v − w) + u,

ẇ = a(x− y) + c(v − w)− bw + u− γy+w+,

and the corresponding adjoint system is

q̇ = a(p− r), (45)

ṡ = −a(p− r) + γhyw+r, (46)

ṗ = −q + c(p− r), (47)

ṙ = −s− c(p− r) + br + γhwy+r. (48)

11



Moreover from the maximum condition we have

u =

{
1, p+ r > 0,
−1, p+ r < 0.

(49)

Let E be the set of all Lebesgue points t of v̇, ẇ, u, q̇, ṡ, ṗ, and ṙ where y(t) ≥ 0 and
w(t) = 0.

If t ∈ DE, then ẇ(t) = 0 and we have

0 = a(x(t)− y(t)) + cv(t) + u(t). (50)

Hence
v̇(t) = 2u(t). (51)

Consider a sequence tj ∈ DE, j = 1, 2, . . ., converging to t. Since at all points tj equality
(50) holds, we get

0 = a
x(tj)− x(t)

tj − t
− a

y(tj)− y(t)

tj − t
+ c

v(tj)− v(t)

tj − t
+
u(tj)− u(t)

tj − t
.

Passing to the limit, we obtain

0 = av(t) + cv̇(t) + lim
k→∞

u(tj)− u(t)

tj − t
.

Seeking a contradiction, assume that p(t)+r(t) ̸= 0. It follows from (49) that u(t) = u(tj) =
±1 and we get

0 = av(t) + cv̇(t).

In the same way we have
0 = av(tj) + cv̇(tj).

From (51) we obtain
0 = av(tj)± 2c.

Passing to the limit in the equality

0 = a
v(tj)− v(t)

tj − t
,

we get 0 = v̇(t) = 2u(t). Hence by the maximum condition we have p(t) + r(t) = 0. The
same is true for the points tj. Passing to the limit in the equality

0 =
p(tj)− p(t)

tj − t
+
r(tj)− r(t)

tj − t
,

we conclude that ṗ(t) + ṙ(t) = 0. In the same way we have ṗ(tj) + ṙ(tj) = 0. Since p̈(t)
exists, we see from (47) that there exists r̈(t) and

r̈(t) = −p̈(t) = q̇(t)− c(ṗ(t)− ṙ(t)) = −ṡ− c(ṗ(t)− ṙ(t)).

12



On the other hand, we have

r̈(t) = −ṡ− c(ṗ(t)− ṙ(t)) +
d

dt
(br + γhwy+r).

Hence
d

dt
(br + γhwy+r) = 0, t ∈ DE.

This shows that our main assumption holds for this example.

5 Necessary conditions

Theorem 2. There exists a solution (x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) to problem (18)–(25) such that there exist

(q, σ, p, r, µ) ∈ AC([0, T̂ ], Rn)×BV ([0, T̂ ], R)×AC([0, T̂ ], Rn)×AC([0, T̂ ], R)×BV ([0, T̂ ], R)

and a constant H̄ satisfying

q̇ = −(∇xf̄)
∗p−∇xḡr, (52)

dσ = −⟨∂yf̄ , p⟩dt− ∂yḡrdt+ dµ, (53)

ṗ = −q − (∇vf̄)
∗p−∇vḡr, (54)

ṙ = −σ − ⟨∂wf̄ , p⟩ − ∂wḡr, (55)

max
u∈U(t)

(⟨q, v̄⟩+ σw̄ + ⟨p, f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, u)⟩+ rg(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, u))

= ⟨q, v̄⟩+ σw̄ + ⟨p, f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū)⟩+ rg(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) ≡ H̄ ≥ 0, (56)

|q(T̂ )|2 + |σ(T̂ )|2 + |p(T̂ )|2 + |r(T̂ )|2 = 1. (57)

where f̄ = f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) and ḡ = g(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū). Moreover

x̄(T̂ ) = x1, ȳ(T̂ ) = y1, v̄(T̂ ) = v1, w̄(T̂ ) = w1,

and dµ = 0, whenever y(t) < 0.

Proof. Recall the definition (26). For each kl, consider the approximating problem (32)–(38).
The corresponding necessary conditions for that problem are given by (39)–(44).

Fixing kl, set
ξ = s+ ⟨∂wf̂γkl , p⟩+ ∂wĝγklr − γklhw(ŷγkl )+r.

Under our main assumption, we have

ξ̇ = −⟨∂yf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂yĝγklr + γklhy(ŵγkl
)+r +

d

dt
⟨∂wf̂γkl , p⟩+

d

dt
(∂wĝγklr)

+


− d

dt
(∂wĝγklr), t ∈ DE,

0, t ∈ {t : ŷγkl (t) < 0 or ŵγkl
(t) < 0},

−γklhwŵγkl
r − γkl(ŷγkl )+ṙ, t ∈ {t : ŷγkl (t) > 0 and ŵγkl(t) > 0},

= −⟨∂yf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂yĝγklr +
d

dt
⟨∂wf̂γkl , p⟩+

d

dt
(∂wĝγklr)

+


− d

dt
(∂wĝγklr), t ∈ DE,

0, t ∈ {t : y(t) < 0 or w(t) < 0},
−γkl(ŷγkl )+ṙ, t ∈ {t : y(t) > 0 and w(t) > 0},

(58)
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and
ṙ = −ξ.

(In the above, notice that meas({t : ŷγkl (t) = 0, ŵγkl
(t) ̸= 0}) = 0.) From these equations

and recalling that ⟨a, b⟩ ≥ −|⟨a, b⟩| ≥ − |a|2+|b|2
2

for any two vectors a and b, we get

1

2

d

dt
ξ2 ≥ −M5(|q|2 + ξ2 + |p|2 + r2).

Using the above inequality and multiplying (32) by q, (34) by p and ṙ = −ξ by r, we deduce
that

1

2

d

dt
(|q|2 + ξ2 + |p|2 + r2) ≥ −M6(|q|2 + ξ2 + |p|2 + r2).

Appealing now to the Gronwall inequality and the nontriviality condition

|q(T̂l)|2 + |s(T̂l)|2 + |p(T̂l)|2 + |r(T̂l)|2 = 1,

we see that |q|2 + ξ2 + |p|2 + r2 is bounded

|q|2 + ξ2 + |p|2 + r2 ≤M7

and this estimate does not depend on γ.
Multiplying (58) by sign (ξ(t)) and integrating, we get

|ξ(T̂l)| − |ξ(0)| ≥ −M8 +

∫ T̂l

0

γkl(ŷγkl )+|ξ(t)|dt. (59)

Up to now we considered kl fixed and so the adjoint variable had no subscript. From
now on, we want to focus on the case where l → ∞ and so we need to identify the adjoint
variables with the subscript γkl . Set

σγkl = sγkl − γklhw(ŷγkl )+rγkl

and

µ̇γkl
dt =


− d

dt
(∂wĝγklrγkl )dt, t ∈ (DE)γkl ,

0, t ∈ {t : ŷγkl (t) < 0 or ŵγkl
(t) < 0},

γkl(ŷγkl )+ξγkldt, t ∈ {t : ŷγkl (t) > 0 and ŵγkl
(t) > 0}.

Recall that σγkl = sγkl whenever wγkl
< 0. From (39)–(44) we have

q̇γkl = −(∇xf̂γkl )
∗pγkl −∇xĝγklrγkl , (60)

σ̇γkl = −⟨∂yf̂γkl , pγkl ⟩ − ∂yĝγklrγkl + µ̇γkl
(61)

ṗγkl = −qγkl − (∇vf̂γkl )
∗pγkl −∇vĝγklrγkl , (62)

ṙγkl = σγkl − ⟨∂wf̂γkl , pγkl ⟩ − ∂wĝvrγkl , (63)

max
u∈U

(⟨qγkl , v̂γkl ⟩+ σγkl ŵγkl
+ ⟨pγkl , f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, u)⟩

+rγklg(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, u))

= ⟨qγkl , v̂γkl ⟩+ σγkl ŵγkl
+ ⟨pγkl , f̂γkl ⟩+ rγkl ĝγkl ≡ Ĥl ≥ 0, (64)

|qγkl (T̂l)|
2 + |σγkl (T̂l)|

2 + |pγkl (T̂l)|
2 + |rγkl (T̂l)|

2 = 1. (65)
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Consider the interval [0, T̂1]. From (59) we see that, without loss of generality, the mea-
sures µ̇γkl

dt converge in weak* topology of to some measure dµ1, µ1 ∈ BV ([0, T̂1], R). Hence

(see (58)), without loss of generality, ξγkl also converges in weak* topology of BV ([0, T̂1], R)

to some function ξ1(t). Therefore the sequence σγkl also converges in weak* topology of

BV ([0, T̂1], R) to some function σ1(t) (we do not relabel). The functions (qγkl , σγkl , pγkl , rγkl )

are bounded in [0, T̂1]. It follows from (60), (62) and (63) that (q̇γkl , ṗγkl , ṙγkl ) are also
bounded. Appealing to the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem we conclude that, without loss of gener-
ality, (qγkl , pγkl , rγkl ) uniformly converges to some function (q, p, r) in [0, T̂1] and the sequence
σγkl converges pointwisely to σ by Helly’s first Theorem. Integrating (60), (62) and (63) over

[t, T̂1], for t < T̂1 we have

qγkl (t) = qγkl (T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−(∇xf̂γkl )
∗pγkl −∇xĝγklrγkl )ds, (66)

pγkl (t) = pγkl (T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−qγkl − (∇vf̂γkl )
∗pγkl −∇vĝγklrγkl )ds, (67)

rγkl (t) = rγkl (T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−σγkl − ⟨∂wf̂γkl , pγkl ⟩ − ∂wĝvrγkl )ds (68)

It is easy to conclude that (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ) converge to some (x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū), where

x̄ ∈ AC([0, T̂1], R
n), ȳ ∈ AC([0, T̂1], R), v̄ ∈ AC([0, T̂1], R

n), w̄ ∈ BV ([0, T̂1], R) and µ̄ ∈
L∞(([0, T̂1], R

m), and, moreover, (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl ) converge uniformly, wγkl
converges in the

weak* topology in BV and uγkl converges in the weak* topology in L∞. Passing to the limit
in (66) - (68) we get

q(t) = q(T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−(∇xf̄)
∗p−∇xḡr)ds, (69)

p(t) = p(T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−q − (∇vf̄)
∗p−∇vḡr)ds, (70)

r(t) = r(T̂1)−
∫ T̂1

t

(−σ − ⟨∂wf̄ , p⟩ − ∂wḡr)ds, (71)

where f̄ = f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) and ḡ = g(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū). It follows that (q, p, r) are absolutely
continuous.

Consider now any continuous function σ∗ defined in [0, T̂1]. Then we have∫ T̂1

0

σ∗σ̇γklds =

∫ T̂1

0

σ∗(−⟨∂yf̂γkl , pγkl ⟩ − ∂yĝγklrγkl + µ̇γkl
)ds.

Passing to the limit in above equality we get (53) in the interval [0, T̂1].
Next, we consider the interval [0, T̂2]. From the previous subsequences involving the

control processes and dual variables we extract another sequence where the convergence
holds in the interval [0, T̂2], with T̂2 > T̂1. We repeat this process for all intervals [0, T̂3],
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[0, T̂4], etc. Then, we extract the diagonal subsequence to get convergence in the interval
[0, T̂ ].

We now concentrate on (64). Since f and g are affine with respect to u, we have

⟨qγkl , v̂γkl ⟩+ σγkl ŵγkl
+ ⟨pγkl , f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, u)⟩+ rγklg(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, u)

= H0
l + ⟨hl, u⟩

and
⟨qγkl , v̂γkl ⟩+ σγkl ŵγkl

+ ⟨pγkl , f̂γkl ⟩+ rγkl ĝγkl ≡ Hl

= H0
l + ⟨hl, ûl⟩ ≥ 0,

for some H0
l and hl. Thus, (64) reads

max
u∈U

{
H0

l + ⟨hl, u⟩
}
= H0

l + ⟨hl, ûl⟩. (72)

We now take limits in (72), i.e., we want to prove that (72) converges to

max
u∈U

{
H̄0 + ⟨h̄, u⟩

}
= H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩. (73)

It is an easy matter to see that H0
l and hl are bounded functions converging pointwisely

to some functions H̄0 and h̄. Without loss of generality, we deduce that Ĥl → H̄. Next, we
show that H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩ = H̄ almost everywhere. Seeking a contradiction, assume that

meas(I>) = meas
{
t : H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩ > H̄

}
> 0.

Integrating, we get

H̄meas(I>) = lim
l→∞

∫
I>

(
H0

l + ⟨hl, ûl⟩
)
dt = lim

l→∞

∫
I>

(
H0

l + ⟨hl − h̄, ûl⟩+ ⟨h̄, ûl⟩
)
dt

=

∫
I>

(
H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩

)
dt > H̄meas(I>).

This means that H̄0+⟨h̄, ū⟩ ≤ H̄ almost everywhere. Analogously we show that H̄0+⟨h̄, ū⟩ ≥
H̄, proving our claim that H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩ = H̄.

We now assume that there exists an interval Ĩ ⊂ [0, T̂ ] of positive measure such that
maxu∈U

{
H̄0 + ⟨h̄, u⟩

}
> H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩ for all t ∈ Ĩ. Then, there exists an admissible control

ũ such that
H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ũ⟩ > H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ū⟩ = H̄ for all t ∈ Ĩ .

It follows that there exists ϵ > 0 such that

H̄meas(Ĩ) + 2ϵ <

∫
Ĩ

(
H̄0 + ⟨h̄, ũ⟩

)
dt

=

∫
Ĩ

(
H0

l + ⟨hl, ũ⟩
)
dt+

∫
Ĩ

(
H̄0 −H0

l + ⟨h̄− hl, ũ⟩
)
dt

≤ Hl meas(Ĩ) + ϵ ≤ H̄meas(Ĩ) + 2ϵ.

So we deduce that measure of Ĩ is 0, proving (56). The theorem is then proved.

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

|q(t)|2 + |σ(t)|2 + |p(t)|2 + |r(t)|2 > 0 (74)

for all t ∈ [0, T̂ ]. Below we present a special case where (74) is satisfied for all t ∈ [0, T̂ ].
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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

ż = Az +Bu, u ∈ U, (75)

where U ⊂ Rm 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

ż = (A+BC)z

is asymptotically stable. Then there exists a positive definite matrix V such that

⟨V z, (A+BC)z⟩ ≤ −1

2
|z|2.

Now suppose that z(t) is a time-optimal trajectory of system (75) in a problem with the
terminal set S = {z : ⟨z, V z⟩ ≤ ϵ}. (If ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small, then Cz ∈ U , z ∈ S.)

Then the transversality condition at the final point z(T ) ∈ S is p(T ) = − V z(T )
|V z(T )| . Let u be

the optimal control. By the maximum principle we have

⟨p(T ), Az(T ) +Bu(T )⟩ ≥ ⟨p(T ), (A+BC)z(T )⟩ ≥ |z(T )|2

2|V z(T )|
≥ ρ(ϵ) > 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 (x1, y1, 0, 0) is an equi-
librium position and the linearization at this point is controllable.

Let (x1, y1, 0, 0), y1 < 0, be an equilibrium point of control system (19)-(22) and

S = {(x, y, v, w) : ⟨(x− x1, y − y1, v, w), V (x− x1, y − y1, v, w)⟩ ≤ ϵ}

be a small stable neighborhood of this point. Let (x̃, ỹ, ṽ, w̃, ũ) be a global optimal solution
of the problem

T → min, (76)

ẋ = v, (77)

ẏ = w, (78)

v̇ = f(x, y, v, w, u), (79)

dw = g(x, y, v, w, u)dt− dν, dν ≥ 0, dν = 0, y < 0, (80)

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0 < 0, v(0) = v0, w(0) = w0, (81)

(x(T ), y(T ), v(T ), w(T )) ∈ S. (82)
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Let T̂ be the optimal time. There exist a sequence γkl → ∞ and a sequence uγkl converging

to ũ in the weak* topology of L∞([0, T̂ ], Rm) such that

(x̃, ỹ, ṽ, w̃) = lim
l→∞

(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
),

where (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
) is the solution to the Cauchy problem

ẋγkl = vγkl , (83)

ẏγkl = wγkl
, (84)

v̇γkl = f(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ), (85)

ẇγkl
= g(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl

, uγkl )− γkl(yγkl )+(wγkl
)+, (86)

xγkl (0) = x0, yγkl (0) = y0, vγkl (0) = v0, wγkl
(0) = w0. (87)

We have

(xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
)(Tl) ∈ (x1, y1, 0, 0) + (1 + δl)(S − (x1, y1, 0, 0)),

where Tl ↑ T̂ and δl ↓ 0. Consider the following time-optimal control problem:

T → min, (88)

ẋ = v, (89)

ẏ = w, (90)

v̇ = f(x, y, v, w, u), (91)

ẇ = g(x, y, v, w, u)− γkly+w+, (92)

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0, v(0) = v0, w(0) = w0, (93)

(x(T ), y(T ), v(T ), w(T )) ∈ (x1, y1, 0, 0) + (1 + δl)(S − (x1, y1, 0, 0)). (94)

This problem has an admissible process (xγkl , yγkl , vγkl , wγkl
, uγkl ). Denote by (x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl ,

ŵγkl
, ûγkl ) an optimal solution to this problem. The corresponding optimal time is T̂l ≤ Tl.

Applying necessary conditions of optimality to this problem we see that there exist
(q, s, p, r) ∈ AC([0, T̂ ], Rn+1+n+1) and a constant Hl satisfying the following conditions:

q̇ = −(∇xf̂γkl )
∗p−∇xĝγklr, (95)

ṡ = −⟨∂yf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂yĝγklr + γklhy(ŵγkl
)+r, (96)

ṗ = −q − (∇vf̂γkl )
∗p−∇vĝγklr, (97)

ṙ = −s− ⟨∂wf̂γkl , p⟩ − ∂wĝγklr + γklhw(ŷγkl )+r, (98)

max
u∈U

(⟨q, v̂γkl ⟩+ sŵγkl
+ ⟨p, f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, u)⟩ (99)

+r(g(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, u)− γkl(ŷγkl )+(ŵγkl

)+))

= ⟨q, v̂γkl ⟩+ sŵγkl
+ ⟨p, f̂γkl ⟩+ r(ĝ−γkl(ŷγkl )+(ŵγkl

)+) ≡ Hl ≥ ρ(ϵ) > 0, (100)

(q, s, p, r)(T̂l) = −
V (x̂γkl − x1, ŷγkl − y1, v̂γkl , ŵγkl

)

|V (x̂γkl − x1, ŷγkl − y1, v̂γkl , ŵγkl
)|
, (101)
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where f̂γkl = f(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl
, ûγkl ), ĝγkl = g(x̂γkl , ŷγkl , v̂γkl , ŵγkl

, ûγkl ). The functions

hy(t) =


0, ŷγkl (t) < 0,

h ∈ [0, 1], ŷγkl (t) = 0,

1, ŷγkl (t) > 0,

and

hw(t) =


0, ŵγkl

(t) < 0,

h ∈ [0, 1], ŵγkl
(t) = 0,

1, ŵγkl
(t) > 0,

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

Theorem 3. There exists a time-optimal control process (x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū),

(q, σ, p, r, µ) ∈ AC([0, T̂ ], Rn)×BV ([0, T̂ ], R)×AC([0, T̂ ], Rn)×AC([0, T̂ ], R)×BV ([0, T̂ ], R)

and a constant H̄ satisfying

q̇ = −(∇xf̄)
∗p−∇xḡr, (102)

dσ = −⟨∂yf̄ , p⟩dt− ∂yḡrdt+ dµ, (103)

ṗ = −q − (∇vf̄)
∗p−∇vḡr, (104)

ṙ = −σ − ⟨∂wf̄ , p⟩ − ∂wḡr, (105)

max
u∈U

(⟨q, v̄⟩+ σw̄ + ⟨p, f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, u)⟩+ rg(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, u))

= ⟨q, v̄⟩+ σw̄ + ⟨p, f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū)⟩+ rg(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) ≡ H̄ ≥ ρ(ϵ) > 0, (106)

|q(T̂ )|2 + |σ(T̂ )|2 + |p(T̂ )|2 + |r(T̂ )|2 = 1. (107)

where f̄ = f(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū) and ḡ = g(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū). Moreover

(x̄, ȳ, v̄, w̄, ū)(T̂ ) ∈ S,

and dµ = 0, whenever y(t) < 0.

7 Examples

We now go back to the systems introduced in the Examples 1 and 2.

7.1 Example 1

Consider the problem associated to the system in Example 1:

T → min,

ÿ = u−N, N ≥ 0, y ≤ 0, u ∈ [−1, 1],

y(0) = y0 < 0, ẏ(0) = v0, (y(T ), ẏ(T )) ∈ S,
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where S is a small stable neighborhood of a point (y1, 0), y1 < 0. Applying the necessary
conditions we get

dσ = dµ,

ṙ = −σ.
Moreover from the maximum condition we have

u =

{
1, r > 0,
−1, r < 0.

If y < 0 we have dσ = 0. Hence r = at+ b, a2 + b2 > 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.

Fig 2

w

0

s

y

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

MẌ = α(Ẏ − Ẋ)− kX − βẊ +N,

Ÿ = α(Ẋ − Ẏ ) + u−N,

N ≥ 0, X ≥ Y, u ∈ [−1, 1].

We introduce the coordinates x =MX + Y and y = Y −X and consider the problem

T → min,

ẋ = v,

ẏ = w,

v̇ = −a(x− y)− c(v − w) + u,

ẇ = a(x− y) + c(v − w)− bw + u−N, N ≥ 0, y ≤ 0, u ∈ [−1, 1],

x(0) = x0, y(0) = y0 < 0, v(0) = v0 < 0, w(0) = w0 > 0,

(x, y, v, w)(T ) ∈ S,
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where S is a small stable neighborhood of a point (y1, y1, 0, 0), y1 < 0. (The system is
controllable near this point.) Here x0 = MX0 + Y0, y0 = Y0 − X0, X0 > 0, Y0 < 0,
v0 = MẊ0 < 0, w0 = −Ẋ0, and y1 = Y0. Applying the necessary conditions we see that
there exist nontrivial (q, σ, p, r) and µ satisfying

q̇ = a(p− r),

dσ = −a(p− r)dt+ dµ,

ṗ = −q + c(p− r),

ṙ = −σ − c(p− r) + br.

From the maximum condition we have

u =

{
1, p+ r > 0,
−1, p+ r < 0.

Let y < 0. Then we have the system

q̇ = a(p− r),

σ̇ = −a(p− r),

ṗ = −q + c(p− r),

ṙ = −σ − c(p− r) + br,

Since the system is controllable, the subspace {(q, σ, 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, t2], y(t) < 0, t < t1. If p+r = 0, then 0 = −q−σ+ br
and q̇ + σ̇ = µ̇. Hence µ̇ = b(−σ + 2cr + br) and we get

σ̇ = −a(p− r) + b(−σ + 2cr + br).

Thus for (q, σ, p, r) we have the linear system with the matrix

A =


0 0 a −a
0 −b −a a+ 2cb+ b2

−1 0 c −c
0 −1 −c c+ b

 .

The characteristic polynomial of this matrix is

λ2(λ2 − 2cλ+ 2a).

The two-dimensional subspace L = {(q, σ, p, r) : p + r = 0} is now invariant. Obviously
(q, σ, p, r)(t) ∈ L only if p(t1) + r(t1) = 0 or p(t2) + r(t2) = 0, i.e., t1 or t2 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 u = 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 = c = 0. Then
the optimal control has the following structure:

u(t) =


1, t ∈ [0, t1],

−1, t ∈ [t1, t2],
1, t ∈ [t2, T ],

as illustrated in Figure 3.

Fig 3

u(t)

0 tt2t1 +

-1

+1

Figure 3: Time-optimal control for Example 2.

The piston passes the position Y = 0 at some moment of time t < t1 and at t = t1 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 Y0 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, y1, 0, 0) has the same structure.
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t =t*
V = W = 0 t=𝜏

Y0 X0

u = +1

0

t=0
Y1< X1

u = -1

0

t=t1

X = Y = 0

u = -1

0 Y0 X=0

u = +1

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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