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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise is specified, the Euclidian space Rn is equipped with
the supremum norm ∥.∥. We denote by B(x0,r) the open ball of radius r > 0 centered at x0 ∈Rn.
Let T > 0 and ẋ0 ∈ Rn and let f : [0,T ]×B(x0,r)×B(ẋ0,r) −→ Rn be a given function. We
consider the following second order ordinary differential equation (ODE) initial-value Cauchy
problem:

S( f ,x0, ẋ0)


ẍ(t) = f (t,x(t), ẋ(t)), for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
x(0) = x0

ẋ(0) = ẋ0,

(1.1)

where T stands for the final time of the interval of interest and (x0, ẋ0) ∈R2n is the initial-value
condition.

It is well known that the mathematical formulation of second order ODE plays a central role
in modelling a variety of interesting problems inherent in optimal control systems, mechan-
ics and quantum mechanics, dynamical systems subject to classical mechanical laws, damped
simple harmonic motion, the motion of a particle in one dimensional box besides standard con-
crete applications to electric circuits, the charge of capacitors in related RLC series and many

∗Corresponding author.
E-mail addresses: zakariam511@gmail.com (Z. Mazgouri), abdellatifel2014@gmail.com (A. El Ayoubi).
Received ; Accepted

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

11
59

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

O
C

] 
 2

1 
Ja

n 
20

24



2 Z. MAZGOURI, A. EL AYOUBI

other applied models of a particular relevance well described in the literature as for example in
[7, 17, 21] and the references quoted there.

For these reasons, the classic ODE problems always attract in the widest sense the attention
of large community of scientists not only from mathematics and physics or else economic dis-
ciplines but also in all scientific fields as well as engineers and highly qualified technicians. In
fact, the literature on the topic available today presents a plethora of contributions which funda-
mentally regard the existence theory, asymptotic analysis in time and numerical approximation
procedures by the use of several methods such as fixed point approaches, discretization, reg-
ularization procedures, equilibrium techniques and others, see [14, 18, 20] and the references
therein for a detailed presentation on these elements.

A further interesting research direction for ODE problems regards the study of the impact of
parametric perturbations on the corresponding solutions. Such parameters could be of an inter-
nal type steaming from endogen properties of the considered systems or of an external/exogen
one coming from an independent source, which always exposes trajectories of the systems un-
der consideration to be a subject to variations. In this context, the challenge is to find conditions
trough which those perturbations will not affect the objective of the systems under considera-
tion. For such purposes, we refer to the very nice contributions of [1, 3, 6] on the mathematical
management of different perturbations within the dynamic feature of the considered differential
equation in the same illuminating stability techniques of [2, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11].

Let us underline the interest of the quantitative stability analysis for general dynamic prob-
lems. It, actually, allows to compute the distance between the solution of the initial system and
the one of its perturbed counterpart, which is doubly meaningful since on the one hand ensures
the qualitative convergence of solutions with respect to parameters at any time, and on the other
hand provides Lipschitz estimates of trajectories highly required in auxiliary steps arising in the
corresponding algorithms for such evolution problems. Motivated by these numerous factors,
the authors of [7], being inspired by [8, 9], presented quantitative stability results for first order
ODE parametric Cauchy problem, which have been proved to be extendable to second order
framework as confirmed in the more recent paper [3], wherein the authors considered second
order differential equations governed by maximally monotone operators by using two different
approaches. In our opinion, such important stability topics still deserve further attention due to
the increasing involvement of different old and/or new perturbations in the systems modelled
by ODE problems.

Accordingly, this paper could be viewed as a continuation of [3] and constitutes by the mean-
time a natural extension of the results in [7]. Thus, being very encouraged by the aforemen-
tioned motivations and practical applications, we first investigate parametric stability of the
system (1.1) under perturbation of the function of the second member of the problem and the
initial conditions as well.

The perturbation of our purpose involves an external parameter λ that belongs to another
space different from the one of the state variable of the system. Precisely, λ is localized in some
open subset U of a some normed space (Λ,∥ .∥). In this way, we denote by λ ∈ Λ, the reference
value of the parameter λ , that is f

λ
= f , x

λ
= x, x

λ
(0) = x0 and ẋ

λ
(0) = ẋ0, and consider a

neighborhood V (λ )⊂ Λ of λ . Thus, for each λ ∈ V (λ ), the second order parametric Cauchy
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problem we consider is stated as follows:

S( fλ ,x0,λ , ẋ0,λ )


ẍλ (t) = fλ (t,xλ (t), ẋλ (t)), for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
xλ (0) = x0,λ

ẋλ (0) = ẋ0,λ ,

(1.2)

where fλ : [0,T ]×B(x0,r)×B(ẋ0,r)−→ Rn is the perturbed function.

In this setting, we seek the conditions under which, for each λ near λ , the trajectory xλ :=
x(λ ) is Lipschitz continuous, that is the following Lipschitz type estimate holds: for all λ ∈
V (λ ) and for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]:

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤ c1(t)∥x0,λ − x0∥+ c2(t)∥ẋ0,λ − ẋ0∥+ c3(t)∥λ −λ∥, (1.3)

where c1,c2,c3 are positive functions to be determined.

Our second concern in this paper is the application of our quantitative stability on the abstract
formulation of (ODE) in (1.2) to concrete examples quoted above. In this sense, our attention is
restricted to control systems and electric circuits though our contribution demonstrates indeed
the applicability to a large class of similar or other problems that fit in the second order ODE
framework.

In what follows we give an outline of the paper. In Section 2, we present the ingredients and
tools we need for establishing our main results. In Section 3, based on direct computations with
the use of a Perov inequality, we formulate and prove our principal abstract result on Lipschitz
stability for the parametric system (1.2) (see, Theorem 3.1). In Subsection 4.1, we first apply
this result to second order dynamical systems governed by cocoercive operators (see, Theorem
4.1). Afterwards, in subsection 4.2, a further interesting applied model is discussed with respect
to differential equations modelling RLC circuit’s current (see, Theorem 4.2). Furthermore, in
subsection 4.3, based on our main result of Theorem 3.1, we investigate sensitivity analysis for
second order optimal control systems (see, Theorem 4.3). Finally, in Section 5, we report a
numerical example to support and illustrate the theoretical result given in Theorem 4.3.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let T > 0 and x0 ∈Rn. For a real-valued function g : [0,T ]×B(x0,r)−→Rn, we first consider
the associated Cauchy problem of initial-value first order ODE which is expressed as follows:

S(g,x0)

{
ẋ(t) = g(t,x(t)), for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
x(0) = x0.

Let U be an open subset of Rn. We recall that a function g : [0,T ]×U −→ Rn is said to be
L1-Carathéodory if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) for each x ∈U, the map t 7−→ g(t,x) is measurable;
(ii) for a.e t ∈ [0,T ], the map x 7−→ g(t,x) is continuous;

(iii) there exists a function m ∈ L1([0,T ],R+) such that for all x ∈U and for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
∥g(t,x)∥ ≤ m(t).

The following two results give existence and uniqueness of the solution for a Cauchy problem
of the above form in the Carathéodory sense.
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Theorem 2.1 ([15, Theorem 1]). Let T > 0, x0 ∈ Rn and let g : [0,T ]×B(x0,r) −→ Rn be a
L1-Carathéodory function. Then, for any real number d such that 0 < d ≤ T and

∫ d
0 m(s)ds ≤ r,

the Cauchy problem S(g,x0) admits a unique solution on [0,d].

Theorem 2.2 ([15, Theorem 2]). Assume that there exists an integrable function l such that

∥g(t,x)−g(t,y)∥ ≤ l(t)∥x− y∥ for all (t,x),(t,y) ∈ [0,T ]×B(x0,r).

Then, the Cauchy problem S(g,x0) admits at most one solution on [0,T ]×B(x0,r).

Let us now return to the problem (1.1) subject to our treatment in the present contribution. We
make use of the change of variable u := (x, ẋ) and define the corresponding function f̃ (t,x) :=
(ẋ, f (t,x, ẋ)). With this change of variable, by augmenting the dimension of the state variable,
the second order ODE (1.1) becomes a first order ODE as follows:

S( f̃ ,u0)

{
u̇(t) = f̃ (t,u(t)), for a.e t ∈ [0,T ], u ∈ R2n

u(0) = u0.
(2.1)

Consequently, the next result is straight from Theorem 2.1.

Corollary 2.1. Let f : [0,T ]×B(x0,r)×B(ẋ0,r)−→Rn be a function that satisfies the assump-
tions below:

(1) for every (x,y) ∈ R2n, f (.,x,y) is measurable;
(2) for a.e t ∈ [0,T ], f (t, ., .) is continuous;
(3) for every r > 0 there exists gr ∈ L1([0,T ],R+) such that whenever ∥x− x0∥ ≤ r and

∥y− ẋ0∥ ≤ r, it holds
∥ f (t,x,y)∥ ≤ gr(t), for a.e t ∈ [0,T ].

Then, for any real number d such that 0 < d ≤ T and
∫ d

0 gr(s)ds ≤ r, the Cauchy problem (1.1)
admits a unique solution on [0,d].

We also need the first part of Theorem 1 on page 360 of the book [22], which is the statement
of Perov’s inequality.

Theorem 2.3 ([22, Theorem 1]). Let u(.) be a nonnegative function that satisfies the integral
inequality

u(t)≤ c+
∫ t

t0
(a(s)u(s)+b(s)uα(s))ds, c,α ≥ 0, (2.2)

where a(t) and b(t) are continuous nonnegative functions for t ≥ t0.
Then, for 0 ≤ α < 1 we have

u(t)≤
{

c1−αe(1−α)
∫ t

t0
a(s)ds

+(1−α)
∫ t

t0
b(s)e(1−α)

∫ t
s a(r)drds

} 1
1−α

. (2.3)

We close this section with the following lemma that will be needed to prove our main result
of the next section.

Lemma 2.1. Let f ∈C2([0,T ],Rn) such that f (0) = 0. Then, for each t ∈ [0,T ], we have∫ t

0
∥ f (s)∥∥ ḟ (s)∥ds ≤ t

2

∫ t

0
∥ ḟ (s)∥2ds.
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Proof. Consider the function g defined on [0,T ] by g(t) =
∫ t

0 ∥ ḟ (u)∥du.
We have for every t ∈ [0,T ], ġ(t) = ∥ ḟ (t)∥. Fix t ∈ [0,T ], thus for s ∈ [0, t], we have

∥ f (s)∥∥ ḟ (s)∥ ≤ g(s)ġ(s).

Integrating this inequality in [0, t] and using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, immediately fol-
lows ∫ t

0
∥ f (s)∥∥ ḟ (s)∥ds ≤

∫ t

0
g(s)ġ(s)ds =

1
2

g2(t)≤ t
2

∫ t

0
∥ ḟ (s)∥2ds.

This completes the proof. □

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section, we consider the perturbed format of the system S( f ,x0, ẋ0) given by (1.2).
Based on a Perov’s argument, we provide conditions under which the Lipschitz estimate in
(1.3) is satisfied.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that for some L > 0, L′ > 0 the following conditions hold:

(1) the function fλ is continuous;
(2) the function fλ is L-Lipschitz in (x,y) uniformly in t and λ , that is

∥ fλ (t,x,y)− fλ (t,x
′,y′)∥ ≤ L(∥x− x′∥+∥y− y′∥);

(3) the function fλ is L′-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in t and (x,y), that is

∥ fλ (t,x,y)− fλ ′(t,x,y)∥ ≤ L′∥λ −λ
′∥.

Let xλ (resp., x) be the solution of the problem S( fλ ,x0,λ , ẋ0,λ ) (resp., S( f ,x0, ẋ0)). Then, for
each λ ∈ V (λ ) and for a.e t ∈ [0,T ], we have

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤

(
1+L

(
2

2+LT

)2(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1− t
))

∥x0,λ − x0∥

+
2

2+LT

(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1
)
∥ẋ0,λ − ẋ0∥+L′

(
2

2+LT

)2(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1− t
)
∥λ −λ∥.

(3.1)

Proof. Consider the function φλ (t) = ∥ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t)∥2. We have

φ̇λ (t) = 2⟨ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t), ẍλ (t)− ẍ(t)⟩.

Using Cauchy Schwarz and the triangular inequality we obtain

φ̇λ (t)≤ 2∥ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t)∥(∥ f (t,x(t), ẋ(t))− f (t,xλ (t), ẋλ (t))∥+∥ f (t,xλ (t), ẋλ (t))− fλ (t,xλ (t), ẋλ (t))∥) .

Since fλ is L-Lipschitz in (x,y) uniformly in t and λ and L′-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in t and
(x,y), we get

φ̇λ (t)≤ 2Lφλ (t)+2L∥ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t)∥∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥+2L′∥λ −λ∥∥ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t)∥.

On the other hand, we have

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤
∫ t

0
∥ẋλ (s)− ẋ(s)∥ds+∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥. (3.2)
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By combining the last two inequalities we obtain

φ̇λ (t)≤ 2φλ (t)+2L(φλ (t))
1
2

∫ t

0
(φλ (s))

1
2 ds+

(
2L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+2L′∥λ −λ∥

)
(φλ (t))

1
2 .

(3.3)
Applying Lemma 2.1, we obtain∫ t

0

(
(φλ (s))

1
2

∫ s

0
(φλ (u))

1
2 du
)

ds ≤ t
2

∫ t

0
φλ (s)ds.

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t and using the inequality (3.3) yields

φλ (t)≤ φλ (0)+2
∫ t

0
φλ (s)ds+Lt

∫ t

0
φλ (s)ds+

(
2L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+2L′|λ −λ∥

)∫ t

0
(φλ (s))

1
2 ds.

Thus, for all t ∈ [0,T ]

φλ (t)≤ φλ (0)+(2+LT )
∫ t

0
φλ (s)ds+

(
2L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+2L′∥λ −λ∥

)∫ t

0
(φλ (s))

1
2 ds.

Applying Theorem 2.3 with

t0 = 0,α = 1
2 ,c = φλ (0),a(.) = 2+LT,b(.) = 2L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+2L′∥λ −λ∥ and

u(.) = φλ (.),

we see that

φλ (t)≤
{

φλ (0)
1
2 e

1
2
∫ t

0(2+LT )ds +
(

L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+L′∥λ −λ∥
)∫ t

0
e

1
2
∫ t

s (2+LT )drds
}2

.

Thus,

∥ẋλ (t)− ẋ(t)∥ ≤ ∥ẋλ (0)− ẋ(0)∥e
(2+LT )t

2 +2
L∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥+L′∥λ −λ∥

2+LT
(e

(2+LT )t
2 −1). (3.4)

Integrating this inequality from 0 to t and using the inequality (3.2), we obtain

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤

(
1+L

(
2

2+LT

)2(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1− t
))

∥xλ (0)− x(0)∥

+
2

2+LT

(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1
)
∥ẋλ (0)− ẋ(0)∥+L′

(
2

2+LT

)2(
e
(2+LT )t

2 −1− t
)
∥λ −λ∥.

The proof is hence complete. □

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Second order dynamical systems governed by cocoercive operators. The object of this
subsection is to study the sensitivity analysis for a parametric second-order dynamical system
governed by a given maximal monotone operator A : H → H defined on a Hilbert space H. For
T > 0, the problem under consideration is stated as follows:{

ẍ(t)+ γ ẋ(t)+Ax(t) = 0, for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
x(0) = u0 and ẋ(0) = v0,

S(A,u0,v0)

where γ > 0 is a damping coefficient and u0,v0 ∈ H are initial conditions.
We consider here the notion of strong solution of S(A,u0,v0), that is x : [0,T ]→ H such that x
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and ẋ are absolutely continuous on the interval [0,T ], x(0) = u0, ẋ(0) = v0 and ẍ(t)+ γ ẋ(t)+
Ax(t) = 0 for almost every t ∈ [0,T ]. For interesting particular cases which motivate the above
dynamical system, we refer to [3, 12, 13] and the references therein. In our concern, under
perturbation of both the operator A and the initial values, the parametric form of the above
system is stated as follows:{

ẍλ (t)+ γ ẋλ (t)+Aλ xλ (t) = 0, for a.e t ∈ [0,T ]
xλ (0) = u0,λ and ẋλ (0) = v0,λ .

S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ )

In our sensitivity analysis of S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ ), the following two hypotheses will be considered:

(C1) Cocoercivity assumption: for each λ ∈ V (λ ), there exists αλ > 0 such that ∀u,v ∈ H

⟨Aλ (u)−Aλ (v),u− v⟩ ≥ αλ∥Aλ (u)−Aλ (v)∥2;

(C2) Lipschitz property with respect to parameter λ : there exists L′ > 0 such that for all
u ∈ H and all λ ,λ ′ ∈ V (λ ),

∥Aλ (u)−Aλ ′(u)∥ ≤ L′∥λ −λ
′∥.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that conditions (C1)− (C2) are satisfied. Then, for each λ ∈ V (λ ), the
problem S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ ) admits a unique solution xλ . Furthermore, if 1

αλ
< γ for all λ ∈ V (λ ),

then for a.e t ∈ [0,T ], the following Lipschitz estimate holds:

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤

(
1+ γ

(
2

2+ γT

)2(
e
(2+γT )t

2 −1− t
))

∥u0,λ −u0∥

+
2

2+ γT

(
e
(2+γT )t

2 −1
)
∥v0,λ − v0∥+L′

(
2

2+ γT

)2(
e
(2+γT )t

2 −1− t
)
∥λ −λ∥.

(4.1)

Proof. Clearly, the formulation in the problem S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ ) may be expressed as (1.1) by
considering the function fλ defined, for all λ ∈ V (λ ) and all x,y ∈ H, by fλ (t,x,y) =−Aλ x−
γy. Owing to the fact that the αλ -cocoercivity of Aλ in (C1) implies that Aλ is 1

αλ
-Lipschitz

continuous, the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ ) can be shown
via the classical Cauchy-Lipschitz-Picard theorem (see, [16]) by rewriting this system as a first
order dynamical system in the product space H ×H.

Now, for proving the above estimate, we will make use of Theorem 3.1. Combining the
1

αλ
-Lipschitz continuity of Aλ with the hypothesis 1

αλ
< γ for all λ ∈ V (λ ), one can conclude

that the function fλ is γ-Lipschitz in (x,y) uniformly in t and λ . On the other hand, it is
easy to check that the condition (C2) implies that fλ is L′-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in t and
(x,y). Consequently, assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are all satisfied. Applying this theorem, we
immediately obtain the required estimate. □

Remark 4.1. (1) For some instances for which the assumptions (C1) and (C2) are verified,
we refer to [3, Example 3.3].

(2) If the initial conditions are not subject to perturbation, (i.e., if (u0,λ ,v0,λ ) = (u0,v0) for
all λ ∈ V (λ )), then the estimation of Theorem 4.1 reduces to: for all λ ∈ V (λ ) and for
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a.e. t ∈ [0,T ],

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤ L′
(

2
2+ γT

)2(
e
(2+γT )t

2 −1− t
)
∥λ −λ∥.

(3) In [3, Theorem 3.1], based on a Gronwall-Bellman argument, the authors obtained an
estimate similar to the one of our Theorem 4.1 with same hypotheses by reformulating
the second order dynamical system S(Aλ ,u0,λ ,v0,λ ) to a first order one. While in our
case here, thanks to the Perov’s inequality, the estimate (4.1) is rather obtained by a
direct computation without recourse to the first order case.

4.2. Differential equation of RLC circuit’s current. In this paragraph, we apply our main
result on Lipschitz stability of the previous section to a concrete problem mathematically mod-
elled as an initial-value problem for second order ODE, which interests in particular the audi-
ence from physics and engineering. In this respect, we consider the following equation mod-
elling the electric current in an RLC parallel circuit, also known as a tuning circuit (see [17]):{

d2x
dt2 +

R
L

dx
dt = g(t,x(t)), t ∈ [0,1]

x(0) = ẋ(0) = 0,
(4.2)

where g : [0,1]×R+ −→ R is a continuous function, R is the resistance of the resistor and L is
the inductance of the inductor.

FIGURE 1. RLC parallel circuit

Clearly, the problem (4.2) is equivalent to the following integral equation

x(t) =
∫ 1

0
G(t,s)g(s,x(s))ds, t ∈ [0,1], (4.3)

where G is the Green’s function defined by

G(t,s) =

{
1
τ
(1− eτ(s−t)) i f 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1

0 i f 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ 1,
(4.4)

and τ = R
L . Following the same approach used in the proof of [19, Theorem 4.1], the problem

(4.3) admits a unique solution under the following hypotheses:

• there exists a continuous function w : [0,1]−→ (0,∞) such that

|g(s,x(s))| ≤ τ

2
w(s)|x(s)|,

for all s ∈ [0,1];
• maxs∈[0,1]w(s) = e−α , where α > e.
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In our concern, we consider that the function g is also subject to perturbation, the perturbed
circuit is modelled by the following equation:

d2xλ

dt2 + R
L

dxλ

dt = gλ (t,xλ (t)), for a.e t ∈ [0,1]
xλ (0) = x0,λ

ẋλ (0) = ẋ0,λ .

(4.5)

The initial value of the parameter λ is denoted by λ , that is, g
λ
= g,x

λ
= x,x

λ
(0)= x0 and ẋ

λ
(0)=

ẋ0.

As a direct application of Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following parametric stability result
for the system (4.5).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the following assumptions are satisfied:

(i) the function gλ is continuous;
(ii) for some β > 0, the function gλ is β -Lipschitz in x uniformly in t and λ ;

(iii) for some L′ > 0, the function gλ is L′-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in t and x;
(iv) there exists a continuous function w : [0,1]−→ (0,∞) such that

|gλ (s,x(s))| ≤
τ

2
w(s)|x(s)|,

for all s ∈ [0,1] and all λ ∈ V (λ );
(v) maxs∈[0,1]w(s) = e−α , where α > e.

Then, for each λ ∈ V (λ ), the problem (4.5) admits at least a solution and the following Lips-
chitz estimate holds: for a.e t ∈ [0,1]

∥xλ (t)− x(t)∥ ≤

(
1+L

(
2

2+L

)2(
e
(2+L)t

2 −1− t
))

∥x0,λ∥

+
2

2+L

(
e
(2+L)t

2 −1
)
∥ẋ0,λ∥+L′

(
2

2+L

)2(
e
(2+L)t

2 −1− t
)
∥λ −λ∥,

(4.6)

where L = sup(β ,τ).

Proof. Under assumptions (iv) and (v), the existence of a solution to the problem (4.5) follows
from [19, Theorem 4.1]. Now, to prove the Lipschitz estimate (4.6), it suffices to apply Theorem
3.1. To this end, let us consider the function fλ : [0,1]×R+ ×R+ −→ R defined, for each
λ ∈ V (λ ), by

fλ (t,x,y) = gλ (t,x)− τy.

Using hypothesis (ii), we see that the function fλ is L = sup(β ,τ)-Lipschitz in (x,y) uniformly
in t. On the other hand, assumption (iii) implies that fλ is L′-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in (x,y).
Consequently, the desired estimate (4.6) immediately follows from inequality (3.1) with T = 1
and x0 = ẋ0 = 0. □

Remark 4.2. Our approach is of course also applicable to an RLC series circuit of the following
type:
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FIGURE 2. A series RLC circuit

Indeed, since the charge on the capacitor in such circuit can be modelled by the following
second order ODE:

d2q(t)
dt2 +

R
L

dq(t)
dt

+
1

LC
q(t) =V (t),

where, L is the inductance, R is the resistance, C is the capacitance and V (t) is the voltage
source.
We easily see that the above equation can be equivalently written as

q̈(t) = f (t,q(t), q̇(t)),

where f (t,x,y) = g(t,x)− R
L y and g(t,x) = 1

LV (t)− 1
LC x.

Hence, with initial conditions q(0) = q̇(0) = 0, when the function V is subject to perturbation,
our result in Theorem 4.2 can be applied whenever the perturbed form of the function g satisfies
all the assumptions of that Theorem.

4.3. Linear control systems. In this subsection, we give a further interesting application of our
main result in Theorem 3.1. In this respect, for given 2×2 matrices A,B,C,D, a nonnegative
real number γ and an initial condition (x0, ẋ0), we aim to tackle linear control systems of second
order ODE of the form:

ẍ(t) = Ax(t)+ γ ẋ(t)+Bu(t),
z(t) =C(x(t)+ ẋ(t))+Du(t),
x(0) = x0, ẋ(0) = ẋ0, z(0) =C(x0 + ẋ0)+Du(0),

(LCS)

where x(.),z(.) and u(.) are respectively the state variable, the observability variable and the
control of the system. In this example, the function f is nothing else but

f (t,x(t),y(t)) = Ax(t)+ γy(t)+Bu(t).

We consider here a linear perturbation of the matrix A, i.e., A = (ai j)i, j=1,2 and

Aλ =

(
a11 +λ −λ a12

a21 a21 +λ −λ

)
,

λ being the initial value of λ . Therefore, the perturbed linear control system under consideration
is stated as follows:

ẍλ (t) = Aλ x(t)+ γ ẋλ (t)+Bλ u(t),
zλ (t) =C(xλ (t)+ ẋλ (t))+Dλ u(t),
xλ (0) = x0,λ , ẋλ (0) = ẋ0,λ , zλ (0) =C(x0,λ + ẋ0,λ )+Dλ u(0),

(LCSλ )

and the associated function fλ is given by

fλ (t,x(t),y(t)) = Aλ x(t)+ γy(t)+Bλ u(t).
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In the next, we will make use of the following assumptions:

(H1) there exist r > 0 and a neighborhood V (λ ) of λ such that for all λ ∈ V (λ ), x, xλ ∈
B(x0,r)∩B(x0,λ ,r) and x′, x′

λ
∈ B(ẋ0,r)∩B(ẋ0,λ ,r);

(H2) it is further assumed that on the same neighborhood V (λ ) the norm ∥Aλ∥ is indepen-
dently bounded in λ , that is there exists α > 0 such that ∥Aλ∥ ≤ α;

(H3) there exists a constant β > 0 such that for all λ ,λ ′ ∈ V (λ ) we have,

∥Bλ −Bλ ′∥ ≤ β∥λ −λ
′∥ and ∥Dλ −Dλ ′∥ ≤ β∥λ −λ

′∥;

(H4) the control u is such that ∥u∥∞ ≤ 1.

In the Banach space C([0,T ];H), we consider the norm ∥ .∥∞ given for a function x by ∥x∥∞ =
sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥x(t)∥ and state the following stability result for (LCSλ ):

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumptions above, the following estimation holds:

∥z− zλ∥∞ ≤ c1∥x0,λ − x0∥+ c2∥ẋ0,λ − ẋ0∥+ c3∥λ −λ∥, (4.7)

where,

c1 = ∥C∥
(

2+LT −2L
2+LT

+
2L(4+LT )
(2+LT )2 e

(2+LT )T
2

)
, c2 =

∥C∥(4+LT )
2+LT

e
(2+LT )T

2

and

c3 = β +
4∥C∥L′(1−L′)

(2+LT )2 e
(2+LT )T

2 , with L = sup(α,γ) and L′ = r+∥x0∥+β .

Proof. We have for all λ ∈ V (λ ),

∥z− zλ∥∞ ≤ ∥C∥(∥x− xλ∥∞ +∥ẋ− ẋλ∥∞)+∥D−Dλ∥∥u∥∞.

Then, by assumptions (H3) and (H4), we get

∥z− zλ∥∞ ≤ ∥C∥(∥x− xλ∥∞ +∥ẋ− ẋλ∥∞)+β∥λ −λ∥. (4.8)

Clearly, assumption (H1) implies that

∥Aλ x−Aλ ′x∥ ≤ (r+∥x0∥)∥λ −λ
′∥.

Combining this inequality with hypotheses (H3) and (H4), we conclude that fλ is L′ = (r +
∥x0∥+β )-Lipschitz in λ uniformly in t and (x,y).
On the other hand, under assumption (H2), the function fλ is L-Lipschitz in (x,y) uniformly in
t and λ with L = sup(α,γ).
Consequently, assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are all satisfied. Applying this theorem, immedi-
ately follows from the estimate (3.1):

∥x− xλ∥∞ ≤

(
1+L

(
2

2+LT

)2

e
(2+LT )T

2

)
∥x0,λ − x0∥

+
2

2+LT
e
(2+LT )T

2 ∥ẋ0,λ − ẋ0∥+L′
(

2
2+LT

)2

e
(2+LT )T

2 ∥λ −λ∥.
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Using thus inequality (3.4), we also have

∥ẋλ − ẋ∥∞ ≤ ∥ẋ0,λ − ẋ0∥e
(2+LT )T

2 +2
L∥x0,λ − x0∥+L′∥λ −λ∥

2+LT
(e

(2+LT )T
2 −1).

Combining the last two inequalities with (4.8) yields the desired estimate (4.7). □

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENT

In this section, we present numerical tests of our stability based on the Scientific Laboratory,
Scilab, programming language, so we take back to the linear control system (LCS) considered in
the previous section. The objective here is to justify the validity of Theorem 4.3 when the para-
metric functions satisfy the conditions of that theorem. In this regard, for the sake of simplicity,
we make the following standard choices:

A =

(
0 −3
1 −4

)
and C =

(
1 1
1 1

)
.

We take the matrix B = D = 0, the control u(t) =
(

1
1

)
doesn’t dependent on time and start

from the following initial conditions x0 =

(
1
1

)
and ẋ0 =

(
0
1

)
.

For the associated parametric form (LCSλ ) of our example, we consider here a linear perturba-
tion of the matrices A,B and D as follows:

Aλ =

(
λ −3
1 −4+λ

)
and Bλ = Dλ =

(
λ 0
0 λ

)
,

λ = 0 being the initial value of λ , i.e., x
λ
= x, A

λ
= A, B

λ
= B = 0,C

λ
=C and D

λ
= D = 0.

Figure 3 below describes the behavior of the norm of the difference between the observability
solutions: zλ of the parametric system (LCSλ ) and z of the initial one (LCS), i.e., the solution
for λ = 0.

FIGURE 3. The uniform convergence of zλ to z.
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The numerical results in the left hand side of Figure 3 illustrate the rate of convergence of
∥z− zλ∥∞ for various choices of λ , when the initial condition is not subject to perturbation,
while the second panel displays the convergence rate of ∥z− zλ∥∞ for the perturbed system

starting from perturbed initial condition (x0,λ , ẋλ ,0) with: x0,λ =

(
1+λ

1+λ

)
and ẋλ ,0 = ẋ0 is

keeping constant, by using the same values of the perturbation parameter λ . Clearly, both plots
indicate that the norm ∥z− zλ∥∞ decreases linearly with respect to the parameter λ which con-
firm the validity of the inequality (4.7).
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