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switched time-varying systems
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Abstract

This paper investigates uniform almost sure stability of randomly switched time-varying systems. Mode-
dependent indefinite multiple Lyapunov functions (iMLFs) are introduced to assess stability properties of diverse
time-varying subsystems. To realize the stability conditions establishment based on iMLFs, we present a novel
condition so-called mean uniformly stable function for time-varying parameters of iMLFs’ derivatives. Our approach
provides a random perspective, which makes iMLFs suits for random switched time-varying systems. Moreover, the
MUSF condition revealed a fact that each time-varying subsystem staying mean bounded during its corresponding
sojourn time interval is a precondition for whole system almost sure stable. The combination of iMLFs and MUSFs,
to some extent, preforms a flexibility to accommodate stability analysis with unstable subsystems and stable but no-
exponentially decay subystems. Numerical examples are provided to demonstrate the effectiveness and advantages
of our approach.

Index Terms

Almost sure uniform asymptotic stability, almost sure exponential stability, time-varying systems, switched
systems, random process.

I. INTRODUCTION

As an important class of dynamics, switched systems have received extensively investigations over the
last few decades. Among these systems, randomly switched systems have garnered increasing attention
due to their significance in both theoretical developments of practical systems with random structural
changes, such as flight systems, power systems, communication systems, and networked control systems.
A randomly switched system consists of a collection of subsystems and a random switching signal that
dictates the transitions between subsystems, where semi-Markov chains (including Markov chains) and
renewal processes are commonly employed as switching signals (see the detail in [1[]-[5]).

Stability plays a crucial and fundamental role in the dynamic analysis and control design of systems.
The main concepts of stability for randomly switched systems include: stability in probability, pth moment
stability and almost sure stability [1]], [4], [S]. Stability in probability characterizes the convergence
behaviors of states through a probability measure, requiring that the events of stable state trajectories
occur with a nonzero probability. In contrast, the pth moment stability emphasizes the average behavior of
trajectories, representing stable states through mathematical expectation. This stability concept simplifies
stochastic analysis problems into deterministic ones, making it widely applicable in the analysis and
synthesis of stochastic systems [6]-[8]]. Notably, pth moment stability can imply the stability in probability,
some authors even express stability in probability via integral of the mean square (2th moment) of the
states instead of probability measure (see Definition 2.1 of [9] and Definition 1 of [[10]). In addition, almost
sure stability requires that the events of the stable state trajectory occur with probability 1. As pointed
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out by [9], almost sure stability is of significant practical importance, as it is the sample paths—rather
than the pth moments of the state process—that are observed in practice.

Given its practical utility in various stochastic systems, almost sure stability serves as the primary focus
of investigation in this work. For the linear Markov switched time-invariant systems, the equivalence of
three types of stochastic stability has been proved in [9]]. However, for the nonlinear randomly switched
systems, such equivalence no longer holds [4], [11]. In this work, we aim to establish sufficient condition
for uniform almost sure stability in randomly switched systems, considering all the subsystems are time-
varying. In doing so, we will explore what stochastic properties are satisfied by the subsystems to ensure
the almost sure stability of the whole system.

To get stability estimate of each time-varying subsystem, we utilize a mode-dependent indefinite
Lyapunov functions (iMLFs) scheme: for ith subsystem, there holds

Vit, 2(t)) < M(O)Vit, = (1)), (D

where Vi(t,x) = 8%%’56@)) + 8%(;;;:(1‘,))' The prototype of this form can be traced back to the research
of time-varying systems in Krasovskii’s monograph [[12]] in 1959. In Theorem 10.3 of [12], Krasovskii
explored the idea of replacing the negative defined constant parameter of the time derivative of Lyapunov

function with a time-varying function, i.e.,

V(t,x(t)) < At)V (L, z(t)). 2)

This approach introduces a time-varying parameter in the derivative of the Lyapunov function to capture
the time-varying decay rate of energy in time-varying systems. It is noteworthy that the time-varying
parameter A(¢) in (2)) is allowed to be indefinitely signed during some time intervals, i.e., A(t) € R, and
thus has been named by some researchers as indefinite Lyapunov functions method (iLFs) [[13[]-[16]. In
recent decades, the iLFs have been applied to various types of time-varying systems, such as those with
impulsive and Markov switching [17], impulsive systems [18]], [19], stochastic hybrid systems [20] and
SO on.

Since randomly switched systems share same mathematical description with deterministic switched
systems except switching signals, one can adopt multiple Lyapunov functions (MLFs) method [21] to
conduct stability analysis. A common form of MLFs assumes that for ¢th subsystem there holds:

Vi(z(t)) < aVi(z(t)), ¢ €R. 3)

For randomly switched systems, its outstanding advantage is describing different energy decay rates of
subsystems, even some of them are unstable [22]—[24]. For switched time-varying systems, it’s natural to
combine MLFs (3) and iLFs (2) to investigate stability [25]-[30]. However, in the literature mentioned
above iMLFs method assumes derivatives of Lyapunov functions share a common time-varying parameter,
that is,

Vi(t, 2(t)) < AOVit, (1), )

Unlike MLFs (3), this form can not describe different decay rates of subsystems. Hence, mode-dependent
iMLFs method is presented in [31], [32]. It assumes that each subsystem owns a time-varying stability
estimator like (I)), which is a flexible and efficient tool for stability analysis of deterministic switched
time-varying systems [31], [32].

The crucial part of establish stability criteria through iMLFs is the treatment of time-varying
functions \;(¢), where the ultimate goal is to make the series formed by iMLFs along the switching
time points converges to 0 by restraining A;(¢). In [31], global constraints on A, (t) are introduced in
relation to switching signals o(¢) with the average dwell time condition. For any switching dwell time
interval [ty,txy1), kK =0,1,2,---, there holds

00 k ti41
/ Ao(y(h)dh = lim / Aoty (R)dh = —o0, (5)
to

k—o0 ¢
=0 Y



which ensures V,(¢,z) to converge to 0 and thus derives stability criteria. To ensure uniformity of
attractivity and stability, the following restriction (6] is given

t
/ )\U(tk)(h)dh < M. (6)
tk
In addition, Wu et al. presents a linear constraint on the integral of A, (t) [32], that is,
t k=1 oty t
/ Aoy (h)dh = / Aoey (h)dh + / Aoty (R)dh
to 1=0 Yt 17
< —a(t—ty) +0. (7N

As can be seen in (§))-(7), switching moments ¢, should be pre-determined according to switching signal.
Unfortunately, randomly switching signals have random switching time points. Therefore, ¢; cannot be
foreknown such that the conditions (5)-(7) cannot be verified in randomly switched time-varying systems.

To the best of the author’s knowledge, there are few results regarding the use of iMLFs (1)) to
establish sufficient conditions for the almost sure stability of randomly switched time-varying systems.
The challenges in applying iMLFs arise not only from the unpredictable switching time points, but also
from determining the stability conditions through \;(¢) that the subsystems must satisfy to ensure the
almost sure stability of the whole system. To address these challenges, we present a constraint on \;(t)
from the perspective of a random process, referred to as the mean uniformly stable function (MUSF).
The key contributions of the MUSF condition are as follows:

« This novel constraint requires integrals of \;(¢) between every two successive switching points are
mean bounded. Our evaluation actually is based on the expected length of the interval confined instead
of its real length, which no need to know switching time points ¢, and 1.

« The integral of \;(t) is bounded solely by the sojourn time interval, ensuring that the MUSF remains
uniform over time. This uniformity, in turn, guarantees the uniformity of both stability and attractivity
of system.

o The MUSFs condition provides a flexible framework for stability analysis. It indicates that each
subsystem can remain mean bounded during its sojourn time, even if some subsystems are unstable.
In such cases, \;(t) can take positive values, enhancing the flexibility of iMLFs for stability estimation.

« The MUSFs condition reveals that a sufficient condition for almost sure stability is that each subsystem
is mean uniformly bounded. Importantly, for unstable subsystems, the MUSFs condition still ensures
that they are constrained to be mean bounded with respect to the corresponding sojourn time intervals,
as previously discussed.

The subsequent sections of this paper are organized as follows. Section 2 will formulate the system
model and introduce definition of almost sure stability and useful lemmas. In Section 3, we will present
an example to illustrate the idea of MUSF condition. Then, we will introduce notions of iMLFs and
MUSFs. Based on these preparations, we derive sufficient conditions of uniform almost sure stability for
randomly switched time-varying systems. In Section 4, numerical examples will be given to illustrate the
effectiveness and advantages of our results.

Notations: Let (Q, F, F;,IP) be a complete probability space. R"*™ denotes the n x m-dimensional
Euclidean space, RT = [0, +00), R = [ty, +00). |-| denotes the Euclidean norm. N denotes nonnegative
integers. K denotes the class of strictly increasing continuous functions, K, is the subset of K where
functions trend to infinity as t — oo. CLQ(RZ), R™;R™) represents the family of all R"-valued functions
whose first variable’s derivative is continuous and second variable’s second derivative is continuous.

Moreover, PC(RZ;; R) represents the family of all piece-wise continuous function.



II. MODEL FORMULATION AND PRELIMINARIES
Considering the following time-varying randomly switched systems:
{ i(t) = fi(t,2(t),

z(to) = ¢, ®

where z(t) € R" is state, r(t) € S C NT is the switching signal and also a cddldg stochastic process,
where S is set of the switch modes. For all r(t) = ¢ € S, f; satisfy the locally Lipschitz condition
and f;(¢,0,0) = 0. For simplify, we note r(ty) = 79. The set of switching moments is defined by
T ={to <tg <ty < - <ty <---, k €N} Nt s) represents the occurrence counts of ith
subsystem during [s, ], and N;;(¢,s) is the counts of transitions from ith to jth subsystem and. The

counting function
N(t,s) =Y Ni(t,s)=> Nylt,s) )
icS ij€S
is the total switch counts. For k € N*, i, 5 € S, S(k) = t, — tx—1, Si(k) and S;;(k) are kth sojourn time,

the kth sojourn time of mode 7, and the sojourn time of mode j at the kth transition from mode 7 to mode

J, respectively. Over the time interval [s,t], T;(t,s) = g;(f’s) Si(k) and T;;(t,s) = ,ivfl(t’s) Si;(k) are

the total sojourn time of mode ¢ and the total sojourn time from mode 7 to mode j, respectively.
In this work, we mainly consider the following randomly switching signals.

Definition 1 ( [33]]). The switching signal r(t) is said to be
(1) semi-Markov switching signal, if for t € [t;_1,ty] embedded process r(t) = 1y is a discrete-time
Markov chain with transition probability matrix P = [p;;], where p;; := Plryyq = jlry, = i|. The
sojourn time S(k) = t;, — ty_1 is random variable with distribution function

F;(t)=P[S(k)<t|lry=4j,rra=1],i,j € S,t>1.
rr, and S(k) are independent and memory-less i.e.
Pry =i,S(k) <t|U ! {r, SO} = Plri=4,S(k) <t|ri_1] i € S,t > to.
(2) Markov switching signal, if for t € [ty_1,tx], k € NT, r(t) = ry there holds
P [rk =i Uf:ll {rl}} =Pry =i|rk_1],1 € S,t > 1.

And its generator () = [q;;] is defined by

Pr(t+h) = jlr(t) =i] = gih + o(h), i#]
1+ gjih+o(h), i=j
where h > 0, Ty %52 = 0 and i = = 3,0

(3 ) renewal process switching, if the switching counts N (t,ty) satisfies a renewal process, that is, the
sojourn times {S(k),k € Nt} are a sequence of nonnegative independent random variables with a
common distribution F.

Lemma 1 ( [22], [23], [32]). The randomly switching signal r(t) has the following properties.

(1) If r(t) is an irreducible semi-Markov chain, that is its embedded Markov chain is irreducible, then
it has stationary distribution

Ti(t, t
lim P[r(t) =] = lim (t, o) =, a.s.

t—00 t—oo t — 1y

where



and T = [T;|ixn represents the stationary distribution of discrete embedded Markov chain. By
ergodic theory, there hold

. Ni(t,to)  m
lim = —, a.s.
and Nt t
lim it to) _ Tibij a.s.

where E[S;(k)] = m;, Vk € NT.
(2) If r(t) is an irreducible Markov chain has stationary
lim P[r(t) =] = m;, a.s.
t—o0
and by its ergodicity, there hold

. N'L(ta tO)
lim ——— = m;¢q;, a.s.
t—o0 t — to

and N (1)
im A g
Lim g, TiPul = Tidig, .
where q; = |qii|, i,j €S, i # j.
(3) If r(t) is a renewal process, which means N (t,ty) is a renewal process, then

. N(t,tg) 1
lim ———= = —, a.s.

where E[S(k)| = 0. And there exists a probability distribution

P[r(tk+1> = i‘?"(tk), T 7r(t0)] = Di-

Definition 2. System (§)) is said to be:
(1) almost surely uniformly stable (US a.s.), if for each ¢ > 0, there exists a constant § = 0(¢) > 0,
such that when |¢| < 0,
P {sup lz(t)] < e} =1;
t>to
(2) almost surely uniformly attractive (UA a.s.), if for any ty, € > 0, there exist p > 0and T =T (') > 0
so that when |¢| < 6,
P [ sup |z(t)] < EI‘| =1;
t>T+to
(3) almost surely globally uniformly asymptotically stable (GUAS a.s.), if (1) and (2) are both fulfilled;
(4) almost surely globally exponential stable (GES a.s.), if

1
lim sup n In|z(t)| <0, as. (10)

t—o00

holds for all ¢ € R™.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we will present a novel approach called mean uniformly functions (MUSFs) condition
for iMLFs, aimed at establishing sufficient conditions for almost sure GUAS and GES. This section
will demonstrate the importance of MUSFs in the stability analysis of randomly switching time-varying
systems.



A. An illustrative example

In this subsection, we will present a example to illustrate the idea of presenting mean uniformly stable
functions.
Consider a scalar linear time-varying system

i(t) = a,(t)x(t),
z(to) = x(0) = o,

where r(t) € S is an irreducible semi-Markov chain assumed to be ergodic with a unique stationary
distribution. Its solution is given by

x(t) = z exp { /0 t ar(s)(s)ds}

To verify its stability, we introduce the Lyapunov exponent
i+l 2(6)] = Jim +lnfeo| + lim & [ a0 (s)d
1m¥n:z:( —ti)rilognxo tgglogoar(s)s S

t—o00
1

i(8.0) g,
. Nl(t, 0) 1 k1
= tlgglo ' P N 0) E /t a;(s)ds, (11)
1€S k=0 ik

—

where ¢;, is the kth visiting of mode 7 and S;(k) = t;,,,
visiting.
Let’s consider that all the functions a;(s) are the constants, that is a;(s) = a; € R for all ¢ € S, then
t; ..
fti:H ai(s)ds = a;(ty,,, — ti,) = @;5;(k). By the strong law of large number [34] and ergodicity of r,
we have

. 18 the sojourn time of mode ¢ at its kth

Ni(t70)
. Nit,0) 1
T NG 2 S =D =D e (2
€S k=0 €S €S

If >, cqma; < 0, system will be GES a.s. In the above example, irreducibility of the semi-Markov
process does play a critical in deriving almost sure stability. Meanwhile, we can notice that for each mode
i sequence {a;5;(k)}, .+ is an independent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) process and also a wide-sense
stationary process. This fact also plays a crucial role in deducing (12). For each i, we define a random
variable for sequence {a;S;(k)} which is its time average:

. 1 <
5= i, 3, 2 oiSik)
and its expectation is
N;
Al = E[AL)] Jim - kz_oaiE[Sl(k)] = a;m;

We then use Chebychev’s inequality to verify holds:
Var(AY)

P[|AL — ALl <e] > 1— =

) (13)



where ¢ is a positive constant. For our random process to be ergodic, we need the probability in (13) to
be 1 no matter the value of ¢ is. Now, we calculate the variance:

Var(Ay) = E [(4s — Ay)*]

N;
k=0 1=0
1 2 Ni Nz
~ Jim (ﬁ (E [@2S,(k) ()] — (army)?)
' /0 k=0 1=0
1 2 Nz Nz
:JHQGV) (@B [Si (R E[Si(D] = (@ms)?)
’ i/ k=0 1=0

where the 5th equal sign holds by the independence between S(k) and S(I), and the 6th equal sign holds
by E[S(k)] = E[S(D)] = m.

For each time-varying parameter a;(s), it’s too strict to require sequence { ﬁ "+ q,(s)ds} to be a wide-
sense stationary and an i.i.d. process simultaneously. Therefore, we introduce functions b; € C(RT,R)
such that ftt:“ a;(s)ds < b;(S;(k)) holds for each i. Then, (IT) becomes

N;(t, 1 1
hm—ln]m ]—hmz 0 No(£.0) Z/k+ (s)ds,

Ni(t,0)
N;(t,0
< Li E 14
< lim tO bi( (14)

t—oo t
i€S

For any mode i, function b;(s) only depends on its correspondmg sojourn time interval S;(k). Define
Y = b;(S;(k)) for each i, and thus the sequence {Y}'}ren+ is an i.i.d. process. Moreover, the continuity
inherit from integral [, "*' a;(s)ds makes each b;(s) to be a measure-preserving function. Hence, for all
k, E[Y? ] = E[Y)] = M;, {Y{}ren+ is a wide-sense stationary process.

Define a random variable A from {Y/}en+ as

E&%ﬁzm

N;

i i : 1 ;
! k=0
1 &
= Jim 5 2 EM]
= E[Ykz] = M,
where N; = N;(t,t0), N; — oo as t — oo. We claim that the sequence {Y}}cn+ is ergodic, that is
N;
A= Tim — 3 b(S,(k)) = E [bu(Si(k)] = M; = A s
y_ti)rgNiZZ(l ))_ [Z i ]— i = Ay, a.s. (15)



We adopt the Chebychev’s inequality to prove (I3)): there exists a constant € > 0 such that
Var(A})

P[4, — Aj| <e] >1— =

(16)
where Var(A}) is variance of A?. For our random process to be ergodic, we need the probability in (T6)
to be 1 no matter the value of ¢ is. For this purpose, we need the Var(A;) = 0. Now, we calculate the
variance:

Var(A]) = E [(A] — A} )?]

Y Y

=0,

the 4th equation follows from the independence property of {Y;}ren+ and the 5th equation follows from
E[Y}] = M;. Then, holds with probability 1, the sequence {Y}}ren+ is ergodic. Therefore, the
Lyapunov exponent (IT)) follows from (I3) that

N;(t,0) ts
1 ) Ni(t,O) 1 kt1
i b0l =Jin S 2 me 3 [
. Ni(t,0) 1
<1 b;(S;(k
S A X0 (Si(k))
S k=0

(S
ﬂ',
= Z —~M;, as.
— My
€S
When Zieg T’;—MZ < 0, system is GES a.s. By this mean, we derive a sufficient conditions of GES a.s.
for time-varying systems.
Remark 1. In this example, the ergodicity holds due to the wide-sense stationarity and independence of the
. . t;
processes {Y}' }i.. For each subsystem, the wide-sense stationarity of {Y}' }\ implies that ]El [; i:ﬂ ai(s)ds] <
M; for all k, indicating that each subsystem is mean bounded during its corresponding sojourn time
intervals. This example illustrates that the prerequisite for an almost sure stable system is that all
subsystems must be uniformly mean bounded.

B. Indefinite multiple Lyapunov functions and mean uniformly functions

We aim to use iMLFs and properties of randomly switching signals to get sufficient conditions of GUAS
a.s. and GEAS a.s. Thus, we introduce following iMLFs scheme.

Assumption 1. For all i,j € S, V; € CY*(R;,R";R") are said to be iMLFs, if there exists \; €
PC(RZJ; R), a1, € Koo, p € Ko, and positive constants ji;; > 0 such that
A.D) ar([z(t)]) < Vit z(t)) < ao(lz(D)]), Vi €S;



(A2) forallt e R} and i€, ‘
Vi(t,x) < \i(O)Vi(t, z(t)) (17)

where Vi(t, x) = 8V(gac( D 4 a\/(m( Y
t )
(A3) forallt € T and i,j €S, Vi(t, 93( )) < pi;Vi(t, x(t)) holds with ju; =1

Remark 2. Assumption (A.1) implies that these Lyapunov-like functions are radially unbounded. As-
sumption (A.2) gives time-varying stability estimators for all subsystems with time-varying dynamic. The
indefinite sign of \(t) in implies that subsystems may be stable or unstable during the whole timeline.
The switching compatibility is assumed in (A.3) among the Lyapunov-like functions, which effectively
establishes mode-dependent linear comparable relationships between different Lyapunov-like functions.

Inspired by the discussions in the Subsection 3.1, to make iMLFs method applicable for randomly
switched time-varying systems, we introduce following condition on each \;(t), named as mean uniformly
stable function.

Definition 3. For each mode i, function \;(t) € PC(R™;R) is said to be a mean uniformly stable function
(MUSF), if for corresponding random variable S; > 0 with E[S;] < oo there exists a continuous function
©i(s) € C(RT;R) such that E[p;(S;)] < oo and

t+Sz
t

Remark 3. We name 'mean uniformly stable functions’ in Definition |3 for three main reasons. Firstly,
each integral of X\;(t) is estimated only and exclusively during the relative subsystem’s sojourn time,
which is a random variable. To capture these cumulative variations of \;(t), we employ the expectation
to quantify its integral, introducing a condition that operates in a random sense. Secondly, due to the
piecewise continuity of function \;(t), its integral is continuous, and existence of a continuous function @;
that bounds this integral is reasonable. As shown in (18)), function p; is independent on time but dependent
on sojourn time intervals, which performs the uniformity in time. Third, The Definitions 3| implies that all
subsystems are mean bounded during their respective sojourn time intervals. Each time-varying parameter
Ai(t) performs mean boundedness during its sojourn time. Although functions \;(t) are allowed to take
positive value, MUSF's can still ensure the boundedness in mean sense of their integrals.

C. Almost sure stability of time-varying systems with semi-Markov switching

Theorem 2. If Assumption [I] and following condition hold:

(S.4) if \i(t) are MUSF's for all i € S and ZzES "L (E(0i(Si) + 22 jes Pig Inpig) < 0.
Then semi-Markov switched system (8)) is GUAS a.s.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢, = 0. To simplify, v,.(t) = V,.(t,z(t)),r(t) € S. By
(A.3), we get that for t € [tg,tgi1), 7(t) = Tk,

t
U (1) < vy, (tk)eftk Ary, (R)dh

and for t € [t;_1,t;], r(t) =r_1, [ =1,2,--- |k,

t
Uny (tl_Jrl) = Url(tl)eftzH—l Ary (h)dh.

Then (A.4) yields that
Urpg1 (tl-i-l) < Horyyqr Ury (tl_+1)'



10

Thus, by iteration, there holds

0 (8) < 0o (0) T 7@ elo e an, (19)
1,JES
Condition (A.1) yields that
2(0)] < oy (aa(g])eli o Nt s ). (20)
We claim that: L _
lim 2 | Ay (R)dh < ng - Blei(S)), as. 1)

The proof of is given as following:

t Ni(t70)

1 1 birs
lim — Ay (R)dR = lim / N;(h)dh
t—oo T 0 ((> t—)oot%g:kz; i, <)
N,L-(t,O) t:
N;(t 1 i
= lim Z( 70) N / o z(h)dh
oot i(t,0) k=0 tiy
Ni(t,O)
. N;(t,0) 1
= tliglo ‘ tllglo t N;(t,0) — #i(Si(k)): @2)

Since \;(t) are MUSFs, we have for k = 1,--- | N;(¢t,0), f:k’““ Ai(h)dh < ¢;(S;(k)). For each i, sequence
{@i(S;(k))} is a wide-sense stationary process. Then, we repeat the proof procedure of the illustrative
example in Section 3.1 and get

( 1 Ni(t70)
t—)oo N = N (tll%1%o<3 N( 0) 1;1 (pl(sl(k»

=E[pi(5:(0))], as.

Recalling the Lemma [I] and applying strong law of large numbers [34], we can get

@ = Jin 3 08 s 0)) = 3 TEA(S0)], as

€S ies

which yields 21).
It follows from (21), (S.4) and Lemma [I] that

o1
tliglog (/ ey (h)dh + Z N;;(t,0) lnuzj> < Z ( (0)] + Zpij ln,uz-j> <0, a.s. (23)

1,JES zES j€eSs
which implies that
t
Jim ( /0 Ay (R)dh + Z Ni;(t,0)In mj> — —00, a.s. (24)
3,JES
and it can further deduce that

t
lim efo )\r(h)(h)dh+zi,jgsNij(t70)1nﬂij — 07 a.s.
t—o0
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Hence, we can get that there exists a constant M/ > 0 satisfying

t
sup/ Ar(ny(h)dh + Z N;j(t,0)Inp;; <InM, as.
t20 Jo i,j€S
Thus, for any £ > 0, set 0 < § < a; ' (a;(¢)/M), when |¢| < & and ||ul| < &, we get from (20) that
sup |z(t)| < e, as.,
>0

which satisfies US condition in Definition 2| Moreover, we can know that: for any given constants ¢’ > 0
and € > 0, there exists 7" = T'(¢') such that

P

t>T

3 g
T S0)
€S

Then, together with (20), for any |¢| < ¢', there holds

P {sup lz(t)| < €| =1,

t>T

which satisfies UA condition in Definition [2] Time-varying system (8) with semi-Markov switching is
GUAS a.s. ]

Remark 4. In order to explore the tolerance of Theorem 2| for unstable subsystems, we might assume that:
there exist sets Sy and Sy such that S = S; USy and S; NS, = 0, for the modes belonging to S, relative
subsystems are stable, and for the modes belonging to Sy subsystems are unstable and \;(t) > 0, Vj € S,.
Although for all j € S \;(t) are allowed to be positive to describe the existence of unstable subsystems,

the MUSF condition yields integrals of \;(t) are bounded E [ﬁtjkk+l )\j(s)ds} < E[p;(S;)] < oo which
imflies Jth subsystem is stable in mean. On the other hand, condition (S.4) implies that, for all © € Sy,

E ﬁt:“ )\i(s)ds] < E[pi(S;)] < 0 and E[p;(S;)] need to be negative enough to ensure the whole system

stability.
Theorem 3. If (A.2), (A.3), (S.4) and following hold
(B.1) there exists positive constants c,p > 0 such that
(B < Vi(t, 2(t)), Vi €S,

Then time-varying system (8)) with semi-Markov switching signal is GES a.s.
Proof. Recalling (19)), condition (B.2) and (A.3) yield that

Vit 2(0)) = Vit ) [ el 0

i€S

Taking logarithm on both sides, we have

t
In ‘/r(t, {L‘) S In V;O (to, ¢) + Z Nij(t, to) In Hij + / )\r(h)(h)dh (25)

i,j€S to
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It can be checked by (B.1) and that

1 1 1 K
lim sup — In ()| <= lim sup — (m Vio(to, ) + > Nyt to) Inpuy; + / Ar(ny(R)dh + In c>

t—00 P tooo U to

i,jes
1 e
:_ZE E [:(5:(0))] +sz‘j Inp; |, as.
p ies ! jes

Then, together with (S.4), we get (I0). Time-varying system with semi-Markov switching is GES a.s.
We complete the proof. O

D. Almost sure stability of time-varying systems with Markov switching

A Markov chain is a special form of a semi-Markov chain, and it can be directly derived from a semi-
Markov chain by assuming that sojourn time satisfies exponential distributions (see Lemma 2 in [32]).
Therefore, we can promptly obtain stability criteria for the system with a Markov switching signal.

Corollary 4. If Assumption |I| and following condition hold:
(M.A4) for all i € S, \i(t) are MUSFs and ), (E[pi(Si)]ai + > cs @i In prij)mi < 0.
Then system (8)) with Markov switching is GUAS a.s.

Corollary 5. If (B.1), (A.2), (A.3) hold and (M.4) is satisfied. Then system with Markov switching is
GES a.s.

Remark 5. By letting m; = %, it is trial to prove the corollaries according to the proof of Theorem@
and Theorem [2|

E. Almost sure stability of time-varying systems with renewal process switching

Theorem 6. If Assumption |l|is satisfied with p;; = 1 > 1 and following condition holds:
(R4) for all i € S, \i(t) are MUSFs ftHS Ai(h)dh < ¢;(S), and (3,5 Elwi(S)]pi + Inp) < 0.
Then system (8)) with renewal process switching is GUAS a.s.

Theorem 7. If (B.1), (A.2), (A.3) are satisfied with y;; = j1 > 1 and conditions (R.4) holds. Then system
(8) with renewal process switching is GES a.s.

Proof. Proof of Theorem [6} Recalling the proof of Theorem 2] condition (A.1-3) yield that
e (o e 26)

It follows from the MUSFs \;(t) that

tr41 tkt1
/ Aoy ()b = / Nl < i SR Ty

tr tg
Since the sequence {S(k)}ren+ is independent and identically distributed, variables p;(S(k)), k € Nt
are also independent and identically distributed, E[p;(S(k))] = E[p;(S(k + 1))] holds for all & naturally.
Define Zj, := {¢;(S(k))I,@,)=i}, we can notice that Z is an i.i.d. process and

E[Z] =E [0i(S(k) Lrty=] = Y Elpi(S(k))] Pr(t) = i]

= ZE [pi(S(K))] pi = Z]E [0i(S(k +1))] ps

= " Elpi(Sk+ V)] Plr(tn) = i] = E[Zi].

i€S
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Thus, {Zy},k = 0,1,--- | N(t,%9) is a wide-sense stationary process. Meanwhile, we can follow the
procedure of Section 3.1 to prove that following equation holds for [ = 0, 1:

N(tto)+l gy N (t,to)+l
lim / Ay (R)dR < lim . > e (S(R))
N(tito)—oo N (t,tg) + 1 — ), (ty) T N(tto)—soo N(t,t0) +1 P (t)
=E [¢;(S(0))Lr(t)=i] » a-s. (27)
The time average of {Z;} is given by
1 N(t,to)+1
Az - l 7 S k [T' =iy
wdm T kZ:O Pi(S(R)) ey
N(t,to)+l
A, =E[A]= i —_ E (0i(S(k))r¢,)=i| = E[Zk].
A= i T X ELSEN-] =BlZ)
We can verify the Chebychev’s inequality P [|AZ — Al < e} >1- Var( =) holds for some positive € with
probability 1 by calculating variance of A,:
Var(A,) =E [(A. — Az)ﬂ
N+ N+l
=R fim (5 3%~ Bl (g X
N+l N+l
= lim s NH ZZE [(Zk — E[Z0])(Zn — E[Z0))]
N+l N+l
= 1 Z
i 2 3 (B 1) ~ B4
1 N+l N+l
= lim —— E[Z.)E[Z,] — E[Z)?

where N := N(t,ty), the 4th equation follows from the independence property of {Z;} and the 5th
equation follows from E[Z;] = E[Z;]. Therefore, holds almost surely. By the property of renewal
process presented in Lemma |1 and the strong law of large number, we have for [ = 0, 1

1t Nt to)+1 1 VM rten
lim — [ Ay (R)dh = lim (t,fo) + / Arie)y(R)dh
t—oo t to t—00 t N(t,to) +1 oD ty
N(t,t0)+l
. N(t.t)+1 1
<1 7 k [7‘ =t
=i%% t N(tto) +1 ; PilS k) L)
1
=5 D E [0i(S(0)) Lyap)~i]
€S
1
= EZE[%(S(O))]% a.s
€S

N(tto)lnp _ Inp

and llmt*)oo n = 9>
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Then combining with (R.4), we have

1 t Inp
tliglo 7 (/to Arny(h)dh 4+ N (t, to) ln,u) ZGZS]E ©i(S(0)]p; + 5 <0, a.s. (28)
which deduces that .
tlim </ Ary(R)dh 4+ N(t, o) In u) = —00, a.s. (29)
—00 to

We get the same result as (24)), so the rest of the proof follows the same steps as the proof of Theorem
2l Here we omit it.
Proof of Theorem [7; Following the proof Theorem |3, (A.2) and (A.3) yield that

¢
InV,.(t,z) <InV,,(ty,d) + N(t,t9) Inpu —I—/ Ar(ny(h)dh

to

Then it follows (B.1) and that

1 1 1 !
lim sup i In |z(t)| <-limsup 7 (ln Vio(to, @) + N(t,to) Inp + / Arny(h)dh + In c)

t—o0 P too to
_9p (ZE ©i(S(0))] pi +1nu> <0, as.
1€S
The remaining proof can be completed by following the proof of Theorem U

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

Example 1. Consider a time-varying system with a semi-Markov switching as follows:

@(t) = fr(t, 2(t)) (30)
where )
filt,z) = [ —mlxi —2232:2 } |

tQCL’l
f2(t7'r) - |: COSth'l t2l‘2 :| )

Ltcost — Doy — a2y
fs(t,x) = { T —2%562 + %t zcost — %) To } ’
The switching signal r(¢) is a semi-Markov chain with a embeded Markov chain determined by transition
probability matrix
0 08 02
P=107 0 03
06 04 0

The unique stationary distribution of 7, can be got 7 = [0.4,0.4,0.2]. The sojourn time expectations of all
the modes are m; = 1, my = 3 and m3 = 2. We thus get stationary distribution of r(¢) is 7 = [0.2, 0.6, 0.2].
Choosing Lyapunov functions as follows:

1 1
Vi(t,z) = 5 (a1 +a3), Va(t,x) = af + a3, Va(t,w) = Saf + a3,
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we thus get o7 = o3 = 2, p12 = p32 = 0.5 and py3 = pg; = 1. By calculating, we get that
Va(t,z) < (—3t% + cost)Vs(t, z),
. 1
Vi(t,x) <t (Cost — 5) Vs(t, x),

which implies that

2

By applying Theorem [2, we know that system is GUAS a.s. if all the \;(¢) are MUSFs and
> ics mo (B(9i(S)) + 3 s Pij In i) < 0. Here, we verify

(1) = =2, Ao(t) = —3t% + cost, \3(t) = (cost - 1) :

t+S1 7
LSt i

t+S2 ]
1) / Ao(h)dh| < E[-S5+2] < —mj +2 = —T,
LJt d

t+S3 7 1 1
E / As(h)dh gE[—ZS§+283+2] < —Zm§+2m3+2:5,
t _

and 3, s 7H(E(9i(Si)) + 22 jes PijIn piy) = —1.39 < 0. We can conclude that system (30) with semi-
Markov switching signal is GUAS a.s.

Figure [I| shows the state trajectories of system (30) with semi-Markov switching under single experi-
ment. The dash-dotted line represents the trajectory of z; and the dashed line corresponds to the trajectory
of xo. It is evident from the figure that the states converge to 0 under a single experiment of semi-Markov
switching. Figure 2] and [3] present trajectories under 100 times semi-Markov switching experiments. In all
trajectories, the states uniformly asymptotically converge to the origin, confirming the almost sure GUAS
property of system (30).

Example 2. Consider the following time-varying system with a Markov switching signal

o(t) = fi(t,x(t))

n=13)
fo= { Cos(igz)))i—i_ 1)(% i T)Q }
(—

where

00 [ =

fy— 2 + cos4t)xy
7| @+ (=3 + cosdt)z,

Switching signal r(¢) is a Markov chain with transition rate matrix

-2 1 1

Example 2. Consider the following time-varying system with a Markov switching signal

#(t) = fi(t, (1))



/ ‘\ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
22k
Sl Y \ 3 — -
/ switching signal
2 - ‘\ 2t
\
1.8f \‘ o
| 0 ' :
1.6 \ 0 4 6 8 1
\
1.4F \ -
\
— | ) _
% 1.2 \
\
1F \_\ \ -
N\ \
osfF % ! i
\ \
-‘ \
0.6 \ \ -
" \
\ \
0.4F A -
\ \
TR
0.2f S .
~
1 1 1 \.‘"l"--—-—a_ 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10

t/s

Fig. 1. States’ trajectories of system (30) under a single experiment.

40

Sample paths

Fig. 2. States’ trajectories of system (30) under 100 experiments.

10

16
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40

Sample paths 0 0 t/s

Fig. 3. States’ trajectories of system (30) under 100 experiments.

where

£y = %(TZ + cos4t)xy
11+ 5(—3 4 cos 4t )z,

Switching signal r(¢) is a Markov chain with transition rate matrix

-2 1 1

Then, we get from () that stationary distribution is = = [0.4, 0.4, 0.2].

We choose the Lyapunov function for each subsystem: Vi(t,z) = i (af+a3), Va(t,z) = af +
l’%, %(t,l’) = %CE% + l‘g, and thus get M21 = H23 = 2, Hi12 = U32 = 0.5 and H13 = H31 = 1. It can
check that A\;(f) = 1, A\o(t) = —6t, A3(t) = —2 + cos4t and the 1st subsystem is unstable, and the 2nd

and 3rd subsystems are stable. Then, we apply the Corollary [] and verify

Z (E [pi(Si)] @i + Z(]ij hlm]) m~ —1.17 < 0.

= jJES
Hence, system (30) with Markov switching signal is GUAS a.s. This example shows that our stability
criteria still work for randomly switched systems with unstable subsystems.
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V. CONCLUSION

A conclusion section is not required. Although a conclusion may review the main points of the brief,
do not replicate the abstract as the conclusion. A conclusion might elaborate on the importance of the
work or suggest applications and extensions.
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