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Mean uniformly stable function and its application
to almost sure stability analysis of randomly

switched time-varying systems
Qian Liu, Yong He, Senior Member, IEEE, and Lin Jiang, Member, IEEE

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], [5]. 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

V̇i(t, x(t)) ≤ λi(t)Vi(t, x(t)), (1)

where V̇i(t, x) = ∂Vi(t,x(t))
∂t

+ ∂Vi(t,x(t))
∂x

. 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.,

V̇ (t, x(t)) ≤ λ(t)V (t, x(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 λ(t) in (2) is allowed to be indefinitely signed during some time intervals, i.e., λ(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 ith subsystem there holds:

V̇i(x(t)) ≤ ciVi(x(t)), ci ∈ 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,

V̇i(t, x(t)) ≤ λ(t)Vi(t, x(t)). (4)

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 (1), 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 (1) is the treatment of time-varying
functions λi(t), where the ultimate goal is to make the series formed by iMLFs along the switching
time points converges to 0 by restraining λi(t). In [31], global constraints on λσ(t)(t) are introduced in
relation to switching signals σ(t) with the average dwell time condition. For any switching dwell time
interval [tk, tk+1), k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , there holds∫ ∞

t0

λσ(h)(h)dh = lim
k→∞

k∑
l=0

∫ tl+1

tl

λσ(tl)(h)dh = −∞, (5)
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which ensures Vσ(t, x) to converge to 0 and thus derives stability criteria. To ensure uniformity of
attractivity and stability, the following restriction (6) is given∫ t

tk

λσ(tk)(h)dh < M. (6)

In addition, Wu et al. presents a linear constraint on the integral of λσ(t)(t) [32], that is,∫ t

t0

λσ(h)(h)dh =
k−1∑
l=0

∫ tl+1

tl

λσ(tl)(h)dh+

∫ t

tk

λσ(tk)(h)dh

≤− a(t− t0) + b. (7)

As can be seen in (5)-(7), switching moments tk should be pre-determined according to switching signal.
Unfortunately, randomly switching signals have random switching time points. Therefore, tk 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 λi(t) that the subsystems must satisfy to ensure the
almost sure stability of the whole system. To address these challenges, we present a constraint on λi(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 λi(t) 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 tk and tk+1.

• The integral of λi(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.

• 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, λi(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 (Ω,F ,Ft,P) be a complete probability space. Rn×m denotes the n × m-dimensional
Euclidean space, R+ = [0,+∞), R+

t0 = [t0,+∞). |·| 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 → ∞. C1,2(R+

t0 ,R
n;Rn) represents the family of all Rn-valued functions

whose first variable’s derivative is continuous and second variable’s second derivative is continuous.
Moreover, PC(R+

t0 ;R) represents the family of all piece-wise continuous function.
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II. MODEL FORMULATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Considering the following time-varying randomly switched systems:{
ẋ(t) = fr(t, x(t)),

x(t0) = ϕ,
(8)

where x(t) ∈ Rn is state, r(t) ∈ S ⊂ N+ is the switching signal and also a cádlág stochastic process,
where S is set of the switch modes. For all r(t) = i ∈ S, fi satisfy the locally Lipschitz condition
and fi(t, 0, 0) = 0. For simplify, we note r(t0) = r0. The set of switching moments is defined by
T = {t0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ · · · ≤ tk ≤ · · · , k ∈ N+}. Ni(t, s) represents the occurrence counts of ith
subsystem during [s, t], and Nij(t, s) is the counts of transitions from ith to jth subsystem and. The
counting function

N(t, s) =
∑
i∈S

Ni(t, s) =
∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, s) (9)

is the total switch counts. For k ∈ N+, i, j ∈ S, S(k) = tk − tk−1, Si(k) and Sij(k) are kth sojourn time,
the kth sojourn time of mode i, and the sojourn time of mode j at the kth transition from mode i to mode
j, respectively. Over the time interval [s, t], Ti(t, s) =

∑Ni(t,s)
k=1 Si(k) and Tij(t, s) =

∑Nij(t,s)
k=1 Sij(k) are

the total sojourn time of mode i and the total sojourn time from mode i 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 ∈ [tk−1, tk] embedded process r(t) = rk is a discrete-time

Markov chain with transition probability matrix P = [pij], where pij := P[rk+1 = j|rk = i]. The
sojourn time S(k) = tk − tk−1 is random variable with distribution function

Fij(t)=P [S(k)≤ t|rk=j, rk−1= i] , i, j ∈ S, t≥ t0.

rk and S(k) are independent and memory-less i.e.

P
[
rk = i, S(k) ≤ t| ∪k−1

l=1 {rl, S(l)}
]
= P [rk= i, S(k)≤ t|rk−1] , i ∈ S, t ≥ t0.

(2) Markov switching signal, if for t ∈ [tk−1, tk], k ∈ N+, r(t) = rk there holds

P
[
rk = i| ∪k−1

l=1 {rl}
]
= P [rk = i|rk−1] , i ∈ S, t ≥ t0.

And its generator Q = [qij] is defined by

P [r(t+ h) = j|r(t) = i] =

{
qijh+ o(h), i ̸= j

1 + qijh+ o(h), i = j

where h > 0, limh→0
o(h)
h

= 0 and qii = −
∑

j ̸=i qij .
(3 ) renewal process switching, if the switching counts N(t, t0) satisfies a renewal process, that is, the

sojourn times {S(k), k ∈ N+} 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

lim
t→∞

P[r(t) = i] = lim
t→∞

Ti(t, t0)

t− t0
= πi, a.s.

where
πi =

π̄imi∑
j∈S π̄jmj

, i ∈ S,
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and π̄ = [π̄i]1×M represents the stationary distribution of discrete embedded Markov chain. By
ergodic theory, there hold

lim
t→∞

Ni(t, t0)

t− t0
=

πi

mi

, a.s.

and
lim
t→∞

Nij(t, t0)

t− t0
=

πipij
mi

, a.s.

where E[Si(k)] = mi, ∀k ∈ N+.
(2) If r(t) is an irreducible Markov chain has stationary

lim
t→∞

P[r(t) = i] = πi, a.s.

and by its ergodicity, there hold

lim
t→∞

Ni(t, t0)

t− t0
= πiqi, a.s.

and
lim
t→∞

Nij(t, t0)

t− t0
= πipijqi = πiqij, a.s.

where qi = |qii|, i, j ∈ S, i ̸= j.
(3) If r(t) is a renewal process, which means N(t, t0) is a renewal process, then

lim
t→∞

N(t, t0)

t− t0
=

1

θ
, a.s.

where E[S(k)] = θ. And there exists a probability distribution

P[r(tk+1) = i|r(tk), · · · , r(t0)] = pi.

Definition 2. System (8) is said to be:
(1) almost surely uniformly stable (US a.s.), if for each ϵ > 0, there exists a constant δ = δ(ϵ) > 0,

such that when |ϕ| < δ,

P
[
sup
t≥t0

|x(t)| < ϵ

]
= 1;

(2) almost surely uniformly attractive (UA a.s.), if for any t0, ϵ
′ > 0, there exist ρ > 0 and T = T (ϵ′) ≥ 0

so that when |ϕ| < δ,

P
[

sup
t≥T+t0

|x(t)| < ϵ′
]
= 1;

(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

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| < 0, a.s. (10)

holds for all ϕ ∈ Rn.

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.
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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{

ẋ(t) = ar(t)x(t),

x(t0) = x(0) = x0,

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) = x0 exp

{∫ t

0

ar(s)(s)ds

}
To verify its stability, we introduce the Lyapunov exponent

lim
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| = lim

t→∞

1

t
ln |x0|+ lim

t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

ar(s)(s)ds

= lim
t→∞

1

t

∑
i∈S

∫
Ti(t,0)

ai(s)ds

= lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

∫ tik+1

tik

ai(s)ds, (11)

where tik is the kth visiting of mode i and Si(k) = tik+1
− tik is the sojourn time of mode i at its kth

visiting.
Let’s consider that all the functions ai(s) are the constants, that is ai(s) = āi ∈ R for all i ∈ S, then∫ tik+1

tik
ai(s)ds = āi(tik+1

− tik) = āiSi(k). By the strong law of large number [34] and ergodicity of r,
we have

lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

aiSi(k) =
∑
i∈S

πi

mi

aimi =
∑
i∈S

πiai, a.s. (12)

If
∑

i∈S πiai < 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 {āiSi(k)}k∈N+ 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 {āiSi(k)} which is its time average:

Ai
S = lim

N→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

aiSi(k),

and its expectation is

Āi
S = E[Ai

S] = lim
N→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

aiE[Si(k)] = aimi.

We then use Chebychev’s inequality to verify (12) holds:

P[|Ai
S − Āi

S| < ε] ≥ 1− Var(Ai
S)

ε2
, (13)
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where ε 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 ε is. Now, we calculate the variance:

Var(Ai
S) = E

[
(Ai

S − Āi
S)

2
]

= E

[
lim

Ni→∞
(
1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

āiSi(k)− āimi)(
1

Ni

Ni∑
l=0

āiSi(l)− āimi)

]

= lim
Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

E [(āiSi(k)− āimi)(āiSi(l)− āimi)]

= lim
Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

(
E
[
ā2iSi(k)Si(l)

]
− (āimi)

2
)

= lim
Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

(
ā2iE [Si(k)]E [Si(l)]− (āimi)

2
)

= 0,

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

For each time-varying parameter ai(s), it’s too strict to require sequence {
∫ tik+1

tik
ai(s)ds} to be a wide-

sense stationary and an i.i.d. process simultaneously. Therefore, we introduce functions bi ∈ C(R+,R)
such that

∫ tik+1

tik
ai(s)ds ≤ bi(Si(k)) holds for each i. Then, (11) becomes

lim
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| = lim

t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

∫ tik+1

tik

ai(s)ds,

≤ lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

bi(Si(k)). (14)

For any mode i, function bi(s) only depends on its corresponding sojourn time interval Si(k). Define
Y i
k = bi(Si(k)) for each i, and thus the sequence {Y i

k}k∈N+ is an i.i.d. process. Moreover, the continuity
inherit from integral

∫ tik+1

tik
ai(s)ds makes each bi(s) to be a measure-preserving function. Hence, for all

k, E[Y i
k+1] = E[Y i

k ] = Mi, {Y i
k}k∈N+ is a wide-sense stationary process.

Define a random variable Ai
y from {Y i

k}k∈N+ as

Ai
y = lim

Ni→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

Y i
k ,

Āi
y = E[Ai

y] = E

[
lim

Ni→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

Y i
k

]

= lim
Ni→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

E[Y i
k ]

= E[Y i
k ] = Mi

where Ni = Ni(t, t0), Ni → ∞ as t → ∞. We claim that the sequence {Y i
k}k∈N+ is ergodic, that is

Ai
y = lim

t→∞

1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

bi(Si(k)) = E [bi(Si(k))] = Mi = Āi
y, a.s. (15)
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We adopt the Chebychev’s inequality to prove (15): there exists a constant ε > 0 such that

P
[
|Ai

y − Āi
y| < ε

]
≥ 1−

Var(Ai
y)

ε2
(16)

where Var(Ai
y) is variance of Ai

y. For our random process to be ergodic, we need the probability in (16)
to be 1 no matter the value of ε is. For this purpose, we need the Var(Ai

y) = 0. Now, we calculate the
variance:

Var(Ai
y) = E

[
(Ai

y − Āi
y)

2
]

= E

[
lim

Ni→∞
(
1

Ni

Ni∑
k=0

Y i
k −Mi)(

1

Ni

Ni∑
l=0

Y i
l −Mi)

]

= lim
Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

E
[
(Y i

k −Mi)(Y
i
l −Mi)

]
= lim

Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

(
E
[
Y i
kY

i
l

]
−M2

i

)
= lim

Ni→∞

(
1

Ni

)2 Ni∑
k=0

Ni∑
l=0

(
E
[
Y i
k

]
E
[
Y i
l

]
−M2

i

)
= 0,

the 4th equation follows from the independence property of {Y i
k}k∈N+ and the 5th equation follows from

E[Y i
k ] = Mi. Then, (16) holds with probability 1, the sequence {Y i

k}k∈N+ is ergodic. Therefore, the
Lyapunov exponent (11) follows from (15) that

lim
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| = lim

t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

∫ tik+1

tik

ai(s)ds

≤ lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

bi(Si(k))

=
∑
i∈S

πi

mi

Mi, a.s.

When
∑

i∈S
πi

mi
Mi < 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
processes {Y i

k}k. For each subsystem, the wide-sense stationarity of {Y i
k}k implies that E

[∫ tik+1

tik
ai(s)ds

]
≤

Mi 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, Vi ∈ C1,2(R+
t0 ,R

n;R+) are said to be iMLFs, if there exists λi ∈
PC(R+

t0 ;R), α1, α2 ∈ K∞, ρ ∈ K∞, and positive constants µij > 0 such that
(A.1) α1(|x(t)|) ≤ Vi(t, x(t)) ≤ α2(|x(t)|), ∀i ∈ S;
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(A.2) for all t ∈ R+
t0 and i ∈ S,

V̇i(t, x) ≤ λi(t)Vi(t, x(t)) (17)

where V̇i(t, x) =
∂Vi(t,x(t))

∂t
+ ∂Vi(t,x(t))

∂x
;

(A.3) for all t ∈ T and i, j ∈ S, Vi(t, x(t)) ≤ µijVj(t, x(t)) holds with µii = 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 λ(t) in (17) 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 λi(t), named as mean uniformly
stable function.

Definition 3. For each mode i, function λi(t) ∈ PC(R+;R) is said to be a mean uniformly stable function
(MUSF), if for corresponding random variable Si > 0 with E[Si] < ∞ there exists a continuous function
φi(s) ∈ C(R+;R) such that E [φi(Si)] < ∞ and∫ t+Si

t

λi(h)dh ≤ φi(Si), ∀t ≥ t0. (18)

Remark 3. We name ’mean uniformly stable functions’ in Definition 3 for three main reasons. Firstly,
each integral of λi(t) is estimated only and exclusively during the relative subsystem’s sojourn time,
which is a random variable. To capture these cumulative variations of λi(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 λi(t), its integral is continuous, and existence of a continuous function φi

that bounds this integral is reasonable. As shown in (18), function φi 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
λi(t) performs mean boundedness during its sojourn time. Although functions λi(t) are allowed to take
positive value, MUSFs 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 1 and following condition hold:

(S.4) if λi(t) are MUSFs for all i ∈ S and
∑

i∈S
πi

mi
(E(φi(Si)) +

∑
j∈S pij lnµij) < 0.

Then semi-Markov switched system (8) is GUAS a.s.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that t0 = 0. To simplify, vr(t) = Vr(t, x(t)), r(t) ∈ S. By
(A.3), we get that for t ∈ [tk, tk+1), r(t) = rk,

vrk(t) ≤ vrk(tk)e
∫ t
tk

λrk
(h)dh

.

and for t ∈ [tl−1, tl], r(t) = rl−1, l = 1, 2, · · · , k,

vrl(t
−
l+1) = vrl(tl)e

∫ tl+1
tl

λrl
(h)dh.

Then (A.4) yields that
vrl+1

(tl+1) ≤ µrl+1rlvrl(t
−
l+1).
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Thus, by iteration, there holds

vr(t) ≤ vr0(0)
∏
i,j∈S

µ
Nij(t,0)
ij e

∫ t
0 λr(h)(h)dh. (19)

Condition (A.1) yields that

|x(t)| ≤ α−1
1

(
α2(|ϕ|)e

∫ t
0 λr(h)(h)dh+

∑
i,j∈S Nij(t,0) lnµij

)
. (20)

We claim that:

lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

λr(h)(h)dh ≤
∑
i∈S

πi

mi

E[φi(Si)], a.s. (21)

The proof of (21) is given as following:

lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

λr(h)(h)dh = lim
t→∞

1

t

∑
i∈S

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

∫ tik+1

tik

λi(h)dh

= lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

∫ tik+1

tik

λi(h)dh

≤ lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

lim
t→∞

Ni(t, 0)

t

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

φi(Si(k)). (22)

Since λi(t) are MUSFs, we have for k = 1, · · · , Ni(t, 0),
∫ tik+1

tik
λi(h)dh ≤ φi(Si(k)). For each i, sequence

{φi(Si(k))} is a wide-sense stationary process. Then, we repeat the proof procedure of the illustrative
example in Section 3.1 and get

lim
t→∞

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=0

φi(Si(k)) = lim
Ni(t,0)→∞

1

Ni(t, 0)

Ni(t,0)∑
k=1

φi(Si(k))

= E [φi(Si(0))] , a.s.

Recalling the Lemma 1 and applying strong law of large numbers [34], we can get

(22) = lim
t→∞

∑
i∈S

Ni(t, 0)

t
E [φi(Si(0))] =

∑
i∈S

πi

mi

E [φi(Si(0))] , a.s.

which yields (21).
It follows from (21), (S.4) and Lemma 1 that

lim
t→∞

1

t

(∫ t

0

λr(h)(h)dh+
∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, 0) lnµij

)
≤
∑
i∈S

πi

mi

(
E [φi(Si(0))] +

∑
j∈S

pij lnµij

)
< 0, a.s. (23)

which implies that

lim
t→∞

(∫ t

0

λr(h)(h)dh+
∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, 0) lnµij

)
= −∞, a.s. (24)

and it can further deduce that

lim
t→∞

e
∫ t
0 λr(h)(h)dh+

∑
i,j∈S Nij(t,0) lnµij = 0, a.s.



11

Hence, we can get that there exists a constant M > 0 satisfying

sup
t≥0

∫ t

0

λr(h)(h)dh+
∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, 0) lnµij ≤ lnM, a.s.

Thus, for any ε > 0, set 0 < δ < α−1
2 (α1(ε)/M), when |ϕ| < δ and ∥u∥ < δ, we get from (20) that

sup
t≥0

|x(t)| < ε, a.s.,

which satisfies US condition in Definition 2. Moreover, we can know that: for any given constants δ′ > 0
and ϵ′ > 0, there exists T = T (ε′) such that

P

[
sup
t≥T

∏
i∈S

µ
Nij(t,0)
ij e

∫ t
0 λr(h)(h)dh <

α1(ε
′)

α2(δ′)

]
= 1.

Then, together with (20), for any |ϕ| < δ′, there holds

P
[
sup
t≥T

|x(t)| < ϵ′
]
= 1,

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 S1 and S2 such that S = S1 ∪ S2 and S1 ∩ S2 = ∅, for the modes belonging to S1 relative
subsystems are stable, and for the modes belonging to S2 subsystems are unstable and λj(t) > 0, ∀j ∈ S2.
Although for all j ∈ S1 λj(t) are allowed to be positive to describe the existence of unstable subsystems,
the MUSF condition yields integrals of λj(t) are bounded E

[∫ tjk+1

tjk
λj(s)ds

]
≤ E[φj(Sj)] < ∞ which

implies jth subsystem is stable in mean. On the other hand, condition (S.4) implies that, for all i ∈ S1,
E
[∫ tik+1

tik
λi(s)ds

]
≤ E[φi(Si)] < 0 and E[φi(Si)] 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

c|x(t)|p ≤ Vi(t, x(t)), ∀i ∈ 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

Vr(t, x(t)) = Vr0(t0, ϕ)
∏
i∈S

µ
Nij(t,t0)
ij e

∫ t
t0

λr(h)(h)dh

Taking logarithm on both sides, we have

lnVr(t, x) ≤ lnVr0(t0, ϕ) +
∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, t0) lnµij +

∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh (25)
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It can be checked by (B.1) and (21) that

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| ≤1

p
lim sup
t→∞

1

t

(
lnVr0(t0, ϕ) +

∑
i,j∈S

Nij(t, t0) lnµij +

∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh+ ln c

)

=
1

p

∑
i∈S

πi

mi

(
E [φi(Si(0))] +

∑
j∈S

pij lnµij

)
, a.s.

Then, together with (S.4), we get (10). Time-varying system with semi-Markov switching is GES a.s.
We complete the proof.

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 (8) with a Markov switching signal.

Corollary 4. If Assumption 1 and following condition hold:
(M.4) for all i ∈ S, λi(t) are MUSFs and

∑
i∈S(E[φi(Si)]qi +

∑
j∈S qij lnµij)πi < 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 (8) with Markov switching is
GES a.s.

Remark 5. By letting mi =
1
qi

, it is trial to prove the corollaries according to the proof of Theorem 2
and Theorem 2.

E. Almost sure stability of time-varying systems with renewal process switching
Theorem 6. If Assumption 1 is satisfied with µij = µ > 1 and following condition holds:

(R.4) for all i ∈ S, λi(t) are MUSFs
∫ t+S

t
λi(h)dh ≤ φi(S), and 1

θ
(
∑

i∈S E[φi(S)]pi + lnµ) < 0.
Then system (8) with renewal process switching is GUAS a.s.

Theorem 7. If (B.1), (A.2), (A.3) are satisfied with µij = µ > 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

|x(t)| ≤ α−1
1

(
α2(|ϕ|)e

∫ t
t0

λr(h)(h)dh+N(t,t0) lnµ
)
. (26)

It follows from the MUSFs λi(t) that∫ tk+1

tk

λr(tk)(h)dh =

∫ tk+1

tk

λi(h)Ir(tk)=idh ≤ φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i.

Since the sequence {S(k)}k∈N+ is independent and identically distributed, variables φi(S(k)), k ∈ N+

are also independent and identically distributed, E[φi(S(k))] = E[φi(S(k + 1))] holds for all k naturally.
Define Zk := {φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i}, we can notice that Zk is an i.i.d. process and

E[Zk] =E
[
φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i

]
=
∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(k))]P[r(tk) = i]

=
∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(k))] pi =
∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(k + 1))] pi

=
∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(k + 1))]P[r(tk+1) = i] = E[Zk+1].
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Thus, {Zk}, k = 0, 1, · · · , N(t, t0) is a wide-sense stationary process. Meanwhile, we can follow the
procedure of Section 3.1 to prove that following equation holds for l = 0, 1:

lim
N(t,t0)→∞

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

λr(tk)(h)dh ≤ lim
N(t,t0)→∞

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

φr(tk)(S(k))

= E
[
φi(S(0))Ir(t0)=i

]
, a.s. (27)

The time average of {Zk} is given by

Az = lim
Ni(t,t0)→∞

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i,

Āz = E[Az] = lim
Ni(t,t0)→∞

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

E
[
φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i

]
= E[Zk].

We can verify the Chebychev’s inequality P
[
|Az − Āz| < ε

]
≥ 1− Var(Az)

ε2
holds for some positive ε with

probability 1 by calculating variance of Az:

Var(Az) = E
[
(Az − Āz)

2
]

= E

[
lim

N→∞
(

1

N + l

N+l∑
k=0

Zk − E[Z0])(
1

N + l

N+l∑
m=0

Zm − E[Z0])

]

= lim
N→∞

1

(N + l)2

N+l∑
k=0

N+l∑
m=0

E [(Zk − E[Z0])(Zm − E[Z0])]

= lim
N→∞

1

(N + l)2

N+l∑
k=0

N+l∑
l=0

(
E [ZkZm]− E[Z0]

2
)

= lim
N→∞

1

(N + l)2

N+l∑
k=0

N+l∑
l=0

(
E [Zk]E [Zm]− E[Z0]

2
)

= 0,

where N := N(t, t0), the 4th equation follows from the independence property of {Zk} and the 5th
equation follows from E[Zk] = E[Z0]. Therefore, (27) holds almost surely. By the property of renewal
process presented in Lemma 1 and the strong law of large number, we have for l = 0, 1

lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh = lim
t→∞

N(t, t0) + l

t

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

λr(tk)(h)dh

≤ lim
t→∞

N(t, t0) + l

t

1

N(t, t0) + l

N(t,t0)+l∑
k=0

φi(S(k))Ir(tk)=i

=
1

θ

∑
i∈S

E
[
φi(S(0))Ir(t0)=i

]
=

1

θ

∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(0))] pi, a.s.

and limt→∞
N(t,t0) lnµ

t
= lnµ

θ
, a.s.
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Then combining with (R.4), we have

lim
t→∞

1

t

(∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh+N(t, t0) lnµ

)
≤ 1

θ

∑
i∈S

E[φi(S(0))]pi +
lnµ

θ
< 0, a.s. (28)

which deduces that

lim
t→∞

(∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh+N(t, t0) lnµ

)
= −∞, a.s. (29)

We get the same result as (24), so the rest of the proof follows the same steps as the proof of Theorem
2. Here we omit it.

Proof of Theorem 7: Following the proof Theorem 3, (A.2) and (A.3) yield that

lnVr(t, x) ≤ lnVr0(t0, ϕ) +N(t, t0) lnµ+

∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh

Then it follows (B.1) and (28) that

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
ln |x(t)| ≤1

p
lim sup
t→∞

1

t

(
lnVr0(t0, ϕ) +N(t, t0) lnµ+

∫ t

t0

λr(h)(h)dh+ ln c

)
≤ 1

θp

(∑
i∈S

E [φi(S(0))] pi + lnµ

)
< 0, a.s.

The remaining proof can be completed by following the proof of Theorem 3.

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

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

ẋ(t) = fr(t, x(t)) (30)

where
f1(t, x) =

[
−2x1 + x2

x1 − 2x2

]
,

f2(t, x) =

[
−3

2
t2x1

cos tx1 − 3
2
t2x2

]
,

f3(t, x) =

[
1
2
(t cos t− 1

2
)x1 − x1

x1 − 1
2
x2 +

1
2
t
(
cos t− 1

2

)
x2

]
.

The switching signal r(t) is a semi-Markov chain with a embeded Markov chain determined by transition
probability matrix

P =

 0 0.8 0.2
0.7 0 0.3
0.6 0.4 0

 .

The unique stationary distribution of rk can be got π̄ = [0.4, 0.4, 0.2]. The sojourn time expectations of all
the modes are m1 = 1, m2 = 3 and m3 = 2. We thus get stationary distribution of r(t) is π = [0.2, 0.6, 0.2].

Choosing Lyapunov functions as follows:

V1(t, x) =
1

2

(
x2
1 + x2

2

)
, V2(t, x) = x2

1 + x2
2, V3(t, x) =

1

2
x2
1 + x2

2,
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we thus get µ21 = µ23 = 2, µ12 = µ32 = 0.5 and µ13 = µ31 = 1. By calculating, we get that

V̇1(t, x) ≤ −2V1(t, x),

V̇2(t, x) ≤ (−3t2 + cos t)V3(t, x),

V̇3(t, x) ≤ t

(
cos t− 1

2

)
V3(t, x),

which implies that

λ1(t) = −2, λ2(t) = −3t2 + cos t, λ3(t) = t

(
cos t− 1

2

)
.

By applying Theorem 2, we know that system (30) is GUAS a.s. if all the λi(t) are MUSFs and∑
i∈S

πi

mi
(E(φi(Si)) +

∑
j∈S pij lnµij) < 0. Here, we verify

E
[∫ t+S1

t

λ1(h)dh

]
= E[−2S1] = −2m1 = −2,

E
[∫ t+S2

t

λ2(h)dh

]
≤ E[−S3

2 + 2] ≤ −m3
2 + 2 = −7,

E
[∫ t+S3

t

λ3(h)dh

]
≤ E[−1

4
S2
3 + 2S3 + 2] ≤ −1

4
m2

3 + 2m3 + 2 = 5,

and
∑

i∈S
πi

mi
(E(φi(Si)) +

∑
j∈S pij lnµij) ≈ −1.39 < 0. We can conclude that system (30) with semi-

Markov switching signal is GUAS a.s.
Figure 1 shows the state trajectories of system (30) with semi-Markov switching under single experi-

ment. The dash-dotted line represents the trajectory of x1 and the dashed line corresponds to the trajectory
of x2. 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

ẋ(t) = fr(t, x(t))

where
f1 =

[
1
2
x1

1
2
x2

]
,

f2 =

[
−1

2
(3t+ 1)x1 + x2

cos(x1)x2 − (3t
2
+ 1)x2

]
,

f3 =

[
1
2
(−2 + cos 4t)x1

x1 +
1
2
(−3 + cos 4t)x2

]
.

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

Q =

 −2 1 1
1 −2 1
2 2 −4

 .

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

ẋ(t) = fr(t, x(t))
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Fig. 1. States’ trajectories of system (30) under a single experiment.

Fig. 2. States’ trajectories of system (30) under 100 experiments.
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Fig. 3. States’ trajectories of system (30) under 100 experiments.

where
f1 =

[
1
2
x1

1
2
x2

]
,

f2 =

[
−1

2
(3t+ 1)x1 + x2

cos(x1)x2 − (3t
2
+ 1)x2

]
,

f3 =

[
1
2
(−2 + cos 4t)x1

x1 +
1
2
(−3 + cos 4t)x2

]
.

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

Q =

 −2 1 1
1 −2 1
2 2 −4

 .

Then, we get from Q that stationary distribution is π = [0.4, 0.4, 0.2].
We choose the Lyapunov function for each subsystem: V1(t, x) = 1

2
(x2

1 + x2
2) , V2(t, x) = x2

1 +
x2
2, V3(t, x) = 1

2
x2
1 + x2

2, and thus get µ21 = µ23 = 2, µ12 = µ32 = 0.5 and µ13 = µ31 = 1. It can
check that λ1(t) = 1, λ2(t) = −6t, λ3(t) = −2 + cos 4t and the 1st subsystem is unstable, and the 2nd
and 3rd subsystems are stable. Then, we apply the Corollary 4 and verify∑

i∈S

(
E [φi(Si)] qi +

∑
j∈S

qij lnµij

)
πi ≈ −1.17 < 0.

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.



18

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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