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Abstract

In this work, we consider the dynamics of repairable systems characterized by three
distinct states: one signifying normal operational states, another representing degraded
conditions and a third denoting failed conditions. These systems are characterized
by their ability to be repaired when failures and/or degradation occur. Typically
described by transport equations, these systems exhibit a coupled nature, interlinked
through integro-differential equations and integral boundary conditions that dictate the
transitions among all the states. In this paper, we address two less-explored facets: 1)
the well-posedness and the asymptotic behavior of such systems with maximum repair
time being finite; and 2) the bilinear controllability of the system via repair actions.
In particular, we focus on the case where only one degraded and one failed states
exist. We first discuss part 1) for given time-independent repair rates and then design
the space-time dependent repair strategies that can manipulate system dynamics to
achieve the desired level over a finite horizon. Our objective is to enhance the system
availability- the probability of being operational when needed over a fixed period of
time. We present rigorous analysis and develop control strategies that leverage the
bilinear structure of the system model.

1. INTRODUCTION

In real life practice, systems often encounter challenges stemming from failures or degrada-
tion. These issues are prevalent across various applications such as product design, inventory
systems, computer networking, electrical power systems, and complex manufacturing pro-
cesses. All these systems are susceptible to degradation or failure but are able to be restored
to satisfactory operation through repair actions (e.g., [1, 2, 4, 9] [10]). Repairable systems are

capable of undergoing repair/maintenance actions when failures and/or degradation occur.
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Figure 1: Transition digram of a three-state repairable system. Here 0, 1,2 denote good,
degraded and failed states. Good state can degrade or fail with rates A\; and Ay, respectively.
Degraded and failed states can be repaired at rates p; and ps, respectively. The degraded
state can also fail with rate \,.

Our current work focuses on a three-state repairable system, characterized by its transitions
among three states: the functioning (good), the degraded, and the failed ones. The digram
of the model is presented in FiglIl

The mathematical model considered here is described by transport equations, collectively
interwoven through an integro-differential equation. Moreover, an integral boundary condi-
tion is prescribed to the transport equation which is a crucial element that governs the tran-
sitions of the states. This type of mathematical models for repairable systems was derived
using Markov chain and supplementary variable techniques (e.g., [5 6, 8, 25]). Specifically,
we consider the mathematical model proposed by Gupta and Agarwal in [§]

i) == A0+ Y [ ety

Opr (2,1) fépl (2, 1) (1.1)

= —((x) + A2)pi(z, t)

ot x
\ 8p2(((;:,t) + ap%(i’t) = —pa(x)pa(z, 1)
with boundary conditions
p1(0,2) = Aupo(t), (1.2)
p2(0,1) = Xapo(t) + Ao /OL pi(z,t)dz, (1.3)
and initial conditions
po(0) = o >0, pi(z,0) = d1(z) 20, pa(z,0) = da(x) > 0. (1.4)

Here

1) Ay > 0 and Ag > 0 represent the failure rates of the system from the good mode to the
degraded and to the failed states, respectively (see Fig.[Il). It is assume that the system
has the same failure rate Ay from the degraded to the failed state.
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2) pi(x) > 0 and pe(z) > 0 represent the repair rates of system in the degraded and the
failed states with an elapsed repair time x € [0, L] for 0 < L < oo, respectively. Assume
that

!
/ pi(x)der < oo, for 0<I<L, (1.5)
0

L
and / pi(xr)de =00, ©=1,2. (1.6)
0
We further assume that there exists some positive integer N € NT such that

lim p;(2) (L — )Y <00, i=1,2. (1.7)

z—L
3) po(t) represents the probability of the system in good state at time t;

4) pi(x,t) and po(x,t) represent the probability density distributions of the system in the

degraded and the failed states, respectively, at time ¢ with an elapsed repair time z;

5) Let pi(t) and po(t) denote the probabilities of the system in the degraded and the failed

states at time ¢, respectively. We have
L L
0 = [ mode ad w0 = [ s (18)
0 0

6) The initial probability distributions of the system satisfy
2 L
do + Z/ bs(x) d = 1. (1.9)
i=1 70

Assumptions associated with the system. (1) The failure and degradation rates are constant.
(2) All failures are statistically independent. (3) The system can fail in the degraded state
and the failure rate is the same regardless of whether the system is good or degraded. (4)
The repair time for the degraded or the failed device is arbitrarily distributed. (5) The repair
process begins soon after the device is in failure state. (6) The system has only one repair
facility and repair is to the same quality as new. Repair never damages anything.

In [§], Laplace transport was used to solve system (LI)—(L4]) and its steady-state without
discussing the well-posedness and the stability of the system model. Recently in [11], Hu et al.
discussed the degradation and failure rates identification of this system, however, the well-
posedness issues were not in their scope. In the current work, we will first rigorously address
these issues using Cy-semigroup theory with repair rates being given and time-independent.

Since repair actions play an essential role in ensuring the system performance, it is natural



to employ them as control inputs for the system. Furthermore, due to the bilinear structure
between the repair rates and the system states. This immediately leads to a bilinear control
problem. While the optimal bilinear open-loop control design of similar systems has been
considered in [3] 15], the bilinear controllability keeps open. Our main objective of this work
is to establish this result of the system via repair actions, where we assume that repair actions
are allowed to be time-dependent and we propose explicit feedback laws for the actions to
steer the system behavior to the desired one at a given final time.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we first establish the well-
posedness of system ([LI)—(T4) by showing that the system operator generates a positive
Coy-semigroup of contraction. Moreover, it can be shown that zero is a simple eigenvalue
of the generator and the only spectrum on the imaginary axis. Lastly, by showing the
eventual compactness of the semigroup, we are able to obtain the exponential convergence
of the time-dependent solution of the system to its steady-state. In Section Bl we employ
the repair actions as the system control inputs and construct explicit space-time dependent
repair rates in feedback forms. The closed-loop system shares similar attributes of the open-
loop. Finally, we establish the bilinear controllability of the system by making use of its

exponential stability and conclude our work in Section Ml

2. WELL-POSEDNESS AND ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE SYSTEM

In this section, we address the well-posedness of system (L.I)—(L4) and its asymptotic sta-
bility using Cy-semigroup theory.

Let X = Rx L'(0, L) x L'(0, L) be equipped with the norm |- ||x := ||+ 37, ||l 10.0-
It is clear that the Banach space structure (X, || -||) is compatible with the order structure
(X, <), that is, |f| < |g] for f,g € X implies f < g, thus X is a Banach lattice. Let

p(t) = (po(t), p1(-,t), p2(-,1))T. Then system equations (LI)-(L4) can be written as an
abstract Cauchy problem in X:

plt) = Ap(t),
{ Do = (o, ¢1, $2)7, 21)

where the system operator A: D(A) C X — X is defined as

SDIEPY fo pa - dx fOL po - dx
A= 0 —( +mle) + ) 0 , (2.2)
0 0 — (4 + pa(2))



with domain

L
D(A) = {ﬁz(po,pl(-),pz(-))T €eX:p € Wl’l(O,L),/ pipidr < oo, i=1,2,
0

and (p1(0) p2(0))T = I'ipo(z) + /0 F2p1(~”€)d$}a (2.3)

I = G;) and Ty = (;)2) : (2.4)

The well-posedness of the repairable systems governed by the coupled transport and

where

differential-integral equations has been well-studied in literature using Cy-semigroup theory,
where the majority focuses on the case that the maximum repair time L = oo (e.g. [12, 13,
151 22, 23], 241 25| 26], 27, 28], 29, 30}, [31]). However, in real life applications it is more realistic
to assume L < oo, as no system can be under repair forever. In this case, the repair rates
i, i = 1,2 would have a singularity at x = L, as shown in the assumptions (LE)—(L6). This
leads to some different system properties compared to the situation when L = oo (e.g., [14]).
In this work, we consider that L is finite and provide a complete proof of the well-posedness
of the system (2.1]) for the convenience of the reader.

Let o(A) and p(A) denote the spectrum and the resolvent set of A, respectively. To start

with, we first show that the right open half-plane is contained in the resolvent set of A.

Proposition 2.1. For the operator A with its domain D(A) defined in (22)-(2.3]), we have
the following statements hold:

(1) p(A) contains the set
UV={reC:Re(r)>0 and r=ia, a0} (2.5)

(2) the resolvent operator R(r, A) is compact for r € p(A);

(8) zero is a simple eigenvalue of A and the only real eigenvalue.

Proof. To analyze the properties of the resolvent set and the resolvent operator, we first let

re W, 4(-) = (yo,y1(-), 52(-))T € X, and consider the operator equation
(rl = A)p =17,

that is,

(T + zi: >\z‘>po — Zi: /OL Ml(x)pl(x) dx = o, (2.6)

D) | b o) + 2 ) = o), 27)
P2 | 4 o) pate) = ), 2.8)



with the boundary conditions

p1(0) = Aipo, P2(0) = Aapo + A2 /OL p1(x) dz.
Solving (2.7) and (2.8)) yields
p1(2) =Mpoc- S r+A24p(s)) ds n /w - ff(r+)\2+“1(s))d5y1 (r)dr
0
and

L
p2(r) =Xapoe” Jo rm2()) ds 4 X\ poe™ fox(’”r“?(s))ds/ e~ Jo (rHratua(e) ds g,
0

+ Age~ Jo (rua(s / / L (r+Aa+pa(s)) ds y1(7)dr da

+/ e~ J7 (rtpz(s)) ds yo(7)dr.
0

Substituting (2.10)-(2.11I) in (2.6) gives

®(r)po = Fr(y),

where
2 L
r)=r+ Z i — A1 / piy () Jo rAatm() ds g,
i=1 0
L
_ )\2/ ,UQ(ZL’) — [§ (r4pa(s)) ds dx
0
L L
— )\2)\1 (/ ,U2( ) — [ (r4p2(s)) ds d:l?) (/ e =[5 (r A2+ (s)) ds d:l?)
0 0
and

L T
F(y) =yo + / pia () / — Pt dsy, (2 dr d
0

(2.11)

+ Ao (/0 2(z)e = Jo (r+u2(s)) ds dx) (/ / T(r A tpi(s)) d y1(T)dr dx)

L T
+ / ,ug(x)/ e 7 () ds ) (1) dr da.
0 0

Note that for any r € C,

L L
/ ,Ui( ) — [§ (r4pi(s)) ds dr = / e ] e Jo mi(s) ds
0 0
L
_ _(e—rLe— fOL wi(s)ds 1) . 7,/ . Jo (r4pi(s)) ds dx
0

L
21—7’/ —Jo e ds g G =1 2,
0

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)



where from (2.1I3]) to ([2.14) we used the assumption that fOL wi(s)ds = oo0,i = 1,2. In
particular, when r = 0,

L
/ pi(x)e Jo il ds g — 1 (2.15)
0

Thus

2 L
CD(T) =1+ Z i — M\ (1 — (7“ + )\2)/ e~ Jo (rpa(s) dz+X2) ds d:E)

i=1 0

L
_ A2<1 ., / o S rpa(s)) ds dx)
0

L L
. >\2>\1<1 —r / ¢ Jo (rtha() ds dx) / e~ Jo (A ds gy
0 0

L L
0 0

L L
WY / o= S tpas) ds g0 / e—f;(rﬂzm(s))dsdg;) (2.16)
0 0

To understand F, in (2.12), we have for any r € C,

L x L/ oL
/ M(x)/ e 7D dsy (2 dr d / (/ pii(z) e Jr i) ds dx) yi(7) dr
0 0 T

0

L L -
/ (_ / e—r(m—T) de” I pa(s) ds) yz(T) dT
0 T
L L .
/ (1 _ 7a/ e~ JZr+pi(s) ds d:l?) yz(T) dr
0 T

L
< sup |1— T’/ e—fT r+ui(s)ds go.| . ||yi||L1(O,L)
T€[0,L] T
< (1 + LIr|e"R N lgll 10,1y (2.17)

Therefore, from (212 and (2I7) it is easy to see that F,.: X — R is a compact integral
operator. Furthermore, if ®(r) is invertible, then

po = ®(r) "' E (). (2.18)

It is clear that for any r € C, r € p(A) if and only if ®(r) # 0. In fact, ®(r) is an analytic
function defined on the complex plane C and thus there are at most countable isolated zeros
of ®(r). Moreover, from (2.16) it is easy to verify that ®(r) # 0 if Re(r) > 0, and zero is
a simple root of ®(r) and the only real root, which implies that zero is a simple eigenvalue
of A and the only real eigenvalue of A. In addtion, from (2.I0)—(2TI1) it is easy to see that

the resolvent operator R(r,.A) is a Volterra type of integral operators on X, and hence it
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is compact for any r € p(A). We now have established the statements (2)—(3) and the first
part of (1). It remains to show that there is no other spectra on the imaginary axis except

zero. The proof is elementary yet takes some space. We will leave it in Appendix O

With Proposition 2.1] at our disposal, we are in a position to establish the well-posedness
of the system (2.1I) using Phillips Theorem (e.g. [16l Theorem 2.1]).

Theorem 2.1. The system operator A with its domain D(A) defined in (22)—(2.3) generates
a positive Co-semigroup of contraction on X, denoted by T (t) = e t > 0.

Proof. According to Phillips Theorem (e.g. [16, Theorem 2.1]), it suffices to show that (1)
D(A) is dense in X; (2) The range R(I — A) = X; and (3) A is dispersive.

(1) To show that D(A) = X, we first let

S =R x C§°l0, L] x C5°0, L].

Since S = X, it suffices to prove that S C D(A). Let ¥ = (yo,y1,y2)" € S and consider the

sequence {ﬁn = (po,mmepz,n)T}nzl, where Pon = Yo,

Myo(1 —na)? +yi(z), forz € 0,4),
pl,n(x) = 1
yl(z)a for x € [E’L]’

and

p() e | Qo Jo yi(@)dz)(1 = na)® +ya(x), for z €0, 1),
T (o), for z € [2, L].

It is clear that p,, € D(A) based on the assumption (L), for all n € N. Moreover,
L L
17 — Fllx = [Po;n — yol + / [p1a(@) — yi(2)] de + / P2 (@) = y2(2)| do
1/n " 1/n ’ L
< /0 IMyo(1 —nx)?| do + /0 |(A2yo + )\2/0 v (z)dz) (1 — nx)?| dz

L
1
< Ouluol + 10t + 22 [ sr(a)dz)) 5
0 n

holds for all n € N. Therefore, S C D(A), and hence X = S C D(A) C X. It follows that
D(A) = X.

(2) From Proposition 2T we have 1 € p(.A) and thus, for any ¢/ € X, there exist a unique
p € D(A) such that (I — A)p = 7.

(3) It remains to show that A is dispersive. For p = (po, p1,p2)? € D(A), let

q(z) = <[po]+ [p1 ()] [pZ(x)]+)v (2.19)

po p1(x) ’ pa(z)




where

[po] " = {po, e =0 [pi(2)]" = {pi(x), o) =0

0, if pg < 0; 0, if pi(z) <0, i=1,2.

Note that the dual space of X is give by X* =R x L*>(0, L) x L*>°(0, L) and ¥ € X*. Then
the duality pairing

(Ap,q) = ( Z/\2p0+2/ pi()pi(x >[p0]+

Po

_/o (dpcll:(c 2 + pa(z)pi (z )+)\2P1($)) %dw

—/0 (dp;if)er(x)pz(I)) p: 2(@)?

dz.
Let W; ={x € [0,L] : p1(x) > 0} and W = {x € [0, L] : p1(x) <0} for i = 1,2. Then

Lap@) @)t [ @ )t [ @) )
/o v @) d“””‘/wi i @) © +/W i ) °
- dpi(x) [pi(a)
w, dx pi(z

:/0 d[d;] dz = [p(L)]* = [p(0)]".

Recall that u;(z) > 0,4 = 1,2, for « € [0, L]. Thus

dx

]
)
]-i-
)

i) == SNl + 3 [ epa)de L~ (D) + O

- [ @@ + el @] de

— [p2(D)]" + [p2(0)]F — / o () [p2(z)] " dx

< iww " Z [ i@ = 01+ Al
[ @I + Xl @)
B+l 4 [ @ = [ @)
- é[pi@)r <0

which indicates that A is dispersive and this completes the proof. O
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With the help of Theorem 211 the following results hold immediately.

Corollary 2.1. For a non-negative initial datum py = (¢o, 1, $2)T € X, there exists a

unique and non-negative solution given by p(-,t) = T (t)po to the Cauchy problem (2.1).

Moreover, if |po||x = 1, then
1o, t)|lx <1, VE>o0.

Next we address the asymptotic behavior of system (2.1). According to Proposition 2]

(3), we know that zero is a simple eigenvalue of A, thus setting

one can easily solve the unique steady-state solution of system (2ZI), which is the eigen-
function corresponding to the eigenvalue zero. Denote it by p.(z) = (peo, Pe1(T), pe2()),

where
Pe1 (l') — )\1]?506_ foz()\2+ul(s)) ds’ (220)

L
Pea(@) = Aapege™ Jo 1295 4 X Ngpege™ Jo #2() ds/ e~ Jo Qo) ds gy (2.21)
0

and p.o satisfies

1

0 = 2.22
PO =7 NG + M) (2.22)

with Cy = foT e— Jo Qatui(s)ds 1o and C, = fOL e~ Jo m2(s)ds g,
When the maximum repair time L is finite, we can further show that the semigroup 7 (¢)
is eventually compact, i.e., there exists ¢ty > 0 such that T (to) is compact. Consequently, we

can establish the exponential stability result.
Proposition 2.2. The Cy-semigroup T (t) is compact on X when t > 2L.

Proof. Since the resolvent operator R(r, A) for r € p(A) is compact based on Proposition
2.1 (2), it remains to show that 7 (¢) is continuous in the uniform operator topology for
t > 2L by [17, Cor. 3.4, p.50], that is,

lim |72+ B) = (1) L) = 0, (2.23)

uniformly as h — 0. To prove (2.23]), we first solve the equations (LI)—(L4) using the

method of characteristics and obtain that

T(t)ﬁ() = (pO(t)’pl('a t)>p2('> t))Ta
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for po = (¢, ¢1, ¢2)" € X, where

()—6_22 1“%%—2/ / e~ T Ailt- T,u( )pi(x, 7) dxdr, (2.24)

_J Mot —x)e “Jolm(Fr)dr iy s g
]h(x,t) - { ¢1(ZI§' . t) fxit(‘ul( )+)\2)de if ¢ < z, (225)
and
. L i
()\2P0(t — )+ >\1)\2/ e~ Jo m(D+r)dry, 94 d: ) e~ JorMdr it s g,
0
T
pa(z,t) = ()\zpo(t — )+ )\2/ e~ f;ﬂv*t(“l(”“?)dTaSl(Q:B — 1) dz) e Jo pa(r)dr
0
if v <t <2z,
( Po(z —t)e™ Joem2(mdr iy < g
(2.26)

To establish (2.23)), we have
L
|T(t + h)po — T (t)pollx =|po(t + h) — po(t)| + / Ip1(z,t+ h) — pi(z, )] do
0
L
s [ st 1) = )] (2.27)
0

for any pp € X and h > 0. From (224, we have

2 .
ot 1) = po(t)] < e TN+ -

B

i(t+h—T)

Jol®)
/0 ()i, 7) de

) a
- /0 LMi(l’)Pz‘(x,T)dx
(ZA>M¢0 ‘+Z/ [ oz
o5 [ (e =0 | [ ot

where from (2.25) for ¢t > 2L, we get

_ e— 12:1 )pAt—T))

dr

t+h

dr

dr, (2.28)

L L
/ p1(x)pr(z, ) dx dr < )\1/ lpo(T — 2)|e % g (z)e o 1) g dr
0 0
< Ay sup [po(t)] (2.29)

>0
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and from (2.26) for ¢ > 2L, we get
L ; x
/ Ha(z)ps (2, 7) do < )‘2/ [po(T — @) |pa(x)e” Jo p2(m)dr g,
0 0

L L
+ Ak ( / e o IR |y (7 — 2)] dx) - ( / pro(z)e I mar)dr dx)
0 0
< >\2 sup |p0(t)| + )\1>\2L sup ‘po(t”
t>0 t>0

= (A2 + AMA2L) Sup [po(t)]- (2.30)
>
Combining (2.28) with (2.29)-(230) yields

2
po(t +5) = po(t)] < (0 M) hsup (1) |+ Mhsup [po (1) + (Ao + A AaL) hsup o)
i=1 t2 t2

t>0

+ (1 — e TN (g 4 Ay + A Ao L) hosup | po(t)|

>0

< CO()‘la)\%L)thgHTﬁOHXv (2.31)
t>

where co(Ar, Ao, L) = 3327 A 4 20 Ao L.
For the second term in (2.27)), we obtain

L L
/ D (st 4+ B) = pa (s £)|dar < / Ay I @R o 64— po(t — 2)| da
0 0

t
— / e o (“1(T)+’\2)dT|po(s + h) — po(s)| ds
t

—L

< )\1[/00()\1, )\2, L)h Sl>lIO) HT(t)ﬁoHX, (232)
>
for t > 2L. Similarly, we can verify that
L
/ pa(ast + b) = palast)] do < QL1+ I Deo(he da, Dhsup [ Tl (233)
0 >
As a result of (2.31)-(2.33) and || 7 ()| zx) < 1 for t > 0, we have

1Tt + h)po = T()pollx < 1A, Aa, L)hstglo) 1T )| 20 l1Dol x

< c1(A1, A, L) pol|x — 0,

uniformly as h — 0, where the constant c;(Ay, Ag, L) > 0 is independent of h. Therefore,
(Z23) holds and this completes the proof. O

However, the eventual compactness of 7 (¢) does not hold when L = co.
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Remark 2.1. Based on condition (L6) and (2.24)—(2.26), it is clear that
P1 (L, t) = pg(L, t) =0, Vt>0. (234)

which implies that the probability density distributions of the system in degraded and failure
modes become zero once the repair time reaches its maximum. As a result, one can derive
that

dpo(t) . 22: 8 [ pi(x,t) da

i BT =0, Vt>0.

i=1
Therefore, if py = (¢o, d1, d2)T > 0 and ||po]|x = 1, then by the positivity of the semigroup
T (t), we have p(x,t) = T (t)po > 0 and

1P( D)llx = llpollx =1, V¢ >0. (2.35)

In other words, our system (2.1]) is conservative in terms of || - || x-norm. Moreover, it is easy

to verify that

(1) =T )ps € D(A) for > 2, (2.36)
and pi(x,t) e WH(0,L) for t<2x, if ¢i(x) e WH(0,L), i=1,2. (2.37)

Finally, by eventual compactness and the fact that zero is a simple eigenvalue of the gen-
erator A and the only spectrum on the imaginary axis established in Theorem 2.1l and Propo-

sition 2] the exponential stability result follows immediately from (e.g. [I8, Cor. 3.2,p. 330]).

Theorem 2.2. For py € X, let p(-,t) = T (t)po be the solution to the Cauchy problem
), then it converges exponentially to its steady-state solution p. = (Peo, Pe1, Pe2)’ given by

(220)-222), that is,
15+ 1) = Pe ()| x < Moe™", (2.38)

for some constant g > 0 and My > 1.

3. BILINEAR CONTROLLABILITY VIA TIME-DEPENDENT REPAIR ACTIONS

In this section, we will focus on the investigation of bilinear controllability of system (2.1))
via system repair actions. Our main objective is stated as follows.

Problem Statement. Given t; > 0, let py(-) = (o, #1(+), p2(-))T € X and p*(-) =
(pi, pi(+), p5(-))T € X be non-negative initial and desired states, respectively, with ||jo|x =
|7*]|x = 1. Find a vector of space-time dependent repair rates ji(z,t) = (u1(z,t), po(z, 1))
such that the solution p(-,t) to system (2.I]) satisfies p(x,tf) = p*(z) for z € [0, L].

13



However the desired states can not be arbitrary. Due to the properties of non-negativity
and conservation of the system, the desired states should also satisfy these attributes de-
scribed by (2.34)-(2.37) and the boundary conditions ([2)-(L3]). In addition, we assume
that the desired probability density distribution of the system in degraded and failure modes
are strictly decreasing functions. In other words, while under repair, it is not expected that

the desired density distributions of these two modes increase. Specifically, we assume that

7" = (po, p1,0)" € Rx WHH(0, L) x W0, L) (3.1)
and
L
PO =M 33(0) = dap+ de | pile) da (32)
0
pi(L)=0, i=12, (3.3)
where
2 L
p=1-3 [ sido (3.4)
i=1 0
Moreover,
pi(z) >0, i=1,2, Vzel0,L] (3.5)
dpi(z) dp3(x)

< —
= e <0 and .

for some € > 0. Observe that if the repair rates are time-independent, then setting the
steady-state solution given by (2:20)—(222)) to be the desired distribution, that is, letting

<0, Vre(0,L) (3.6)

p; = Peo
Pi(x) = Aipege™ o (e)+A2) ds. (3.7)
x L x
pi(x) = e Jo wal@)ds <>\2peo + >\2>\1peo/ (e_ Jo (“1(s)+’\2)d5> dx) : (3.8)
0
we can obtain from (B3.7)-(3.8)) that
d . DI
(o) = (5 (mpi(0) +a) = = (B 4 00 ) (39)
and d "
x D2,
pa(@) = ——— (Inpy(2)) = — =, (3.10)
€z YD)

which satisfy (LA)—(L). This observation implies that if the repair rates are set as ([B.9)—
(310), then the system solution converges to p* exponentially. On the other hand, one may
possibly adjust the repair rates in time to steer the system to such a state at some final time.
This motivates us to consider the space-time dependent repair rate design in the following

section.
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3.1. BILINEAR CONTROL DESIGN OF THE REPAIR ACTIONS

Now we investigate the bilinear controllability of the repair actions when they are allowed to

depend on system running time ¢. Note that for any t; > 0 we can always choose a constant

ro > 0 such that 7o ;2 7 = ty. In fact, Y07, 7 = %2 and hence ry = frt—{. Inspired by

[19, 20], we consider the space-time dependent repair rates y;(x,t),7 = 1,2, in the following

feedback forms

M1 (ZL’, t) = _p1 (LL’, T,) ) + al]pl(il}, t) o — )\2, (311)
L Ope(wt) 1 Aga(x)pa(x 1))
po(x,t) = _pz(x, N o aszg(flf,t) Ee , (3.12)

for t € [ro 37} 2570 ST %) and i € Z*, where g;(z) = o (w) i=1,2and oy > 0,0 =1,2
are some constants to be properly chosen. Here we set Zk 1 kz =0if j =0 and let t; =
ro S0 5,Jj € ZT, in the rest of our discussion. Observe that in BII)-BI2), ;i = 1,2,
are weighted in time ¢ by j on each interval [t;,¢,;41) and it is straightforward to verify that
pi > 0if oy > max{22p2(0), p;(0)}, for all t > 0 and as > p3(0). In fact, to have i (z,t) > 0
for x € [0, L] and t > 0, we need

1 a(gl(f)pl(ffat))> 1 Opi(z,t)

A
pi(z,t) ox ~ pi(z,t) Oz + Az

arj

where

1 Od(gi(x)pi(z,1))
p1(z,t) ox

= a1jg1, () + arjgi(z) (D)

a1j

and

o plx()
L) = ~Dat)

>e> 0.

Thus it suffices to have ayjgy, (z ) > )y and aljg( )p;f xmtt > ppl”(“ Since j > 1, it suffices
to choose a; > max{supxe[o,u T SUPac0.L] 7o)
*2 €T .
ar > max{ sup (- AL ( )), sup py ()},
z€[0,L] pI, z€[0,L]
therefore, we take
A2, .

ar > max{==p{*(0), pi(0)} (3.13)

Similarly, we set
az > p5(0). (3.14)
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The assumptions (LE)—(L6) will be verified for after investigating the properties of the
closed-loop system. The following two theorems establish the main controllability results of

this work.

Theorem 3.1. Given t; > 0, let po = (¢o, ¢1(+), $2(-))" € X and p*(-) = (p§, pi(-), p3(:))T €
X be non-negative initial and desired states, respectively, with ||pollx = ||P*||x = 1. As-
sume that p* satisfies BI)—-B0). Then there exists a vector of repair rates ji(x,t) =
(pr(z,t), po(z, )T in the feedback forms given by BII)-B.12), such that the solution p(-,t)

to our system 2.1 satisfies p(-, ;) = (pg, pi(-), p5())"

Based on the feedback control designs (B11)-([B.12), a natural question is that wether
fi(z,t) stays bounded as j — oo, i.e., t = t;, where x € [0,[] with 0 < [ < L. Our answer is

affirmative under appropriate conditions.

Theorem 3.2. Let
1

A 1
ap > max{gp’f(()) p31(0), r_} and  ag > max{p;(0), r_} (3.15)
0 0

If pf(z) € Wh*°(0,L), i = 1,2, and t; > 2 Zle pi(L), then the feedback control law fi(x,t)
is bounded for x € [0,]] with0 <l < L and 0 <t <ty.

3.2. PrRoOOFS OoF THEOREMS [B.TH3.2l

The proofs of Theorems [3.1-[3.2 mainly utilize the exponential convergence of the closed-loop
system to its steady-state. To start with, incorporating the feedback laws in (3.11)-(B.12),

we obtain the closed-loop system as follows

dpo(t) _ jiai / Ogi(@)pig(@.t))

9 dt( )T ) <8x>> (310)
pij(e,t) o O0(gi(@)pis(@,t .
8t - ]Oé, 81’ 9 1= ]-72a

where po ;(t) := po(t) and p; j(x,t) := pi(z,t) for i = 1,2, and (z,t) € (0,L) x (tj_1,t;) for
j € Z*, with boundary conditions

pl,j(ou t) = )‘lp(],j(t)v (317)

L
p27j(0, t) = )\gpo,j(t) + )\2/ pLj(x, t) dl’, (318)
0
and the initial conditions
P0,;(0) = poj—1(tji=1), pij(x,0) =pija(x,tj—1), i=1,2. (3.19)
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We first apply the method of characteristics to analyze the transport equations in (3.16)).
To this end, we let g ;(t) = po;(t) and ¢, j(x,t) = jougi(x)p;j(z,t) for t € (t;_1,t;) and
j € Z". Then the closed-loop system ([B.10)—(3.19) becomes

dgpoj / 8%] x,t)
Z s (3.20)

—"’%gﬁ 9 Sosgta )6%53 2, =12
with boundary conditions
QDZ(O, t) = jOélgl(O)pi,j(O, t), 1= 1, 2, (321)

and initial conditions

©0,(0) = po(0), ¥i;(x,0) = jaigi(x)pi;(z,0). (3.22)

Let 9 = joigi(x) with (0) = zo. Then 5 = --pi(x) dv = dt. Let
1 x
p; (@) = f(s)ds,i=1,2. 3.23
) = o [ s (3.23)

Then p; ;(z) = t+ J% " pi(s)ds. Since dg” = ]%pj > 0 for x € (0, L) by (3.3), this implies

that p;;(z) is a monotonically increasing function for z € [0, L], and hence invertible. Tt is

worth to point out that by (3.23)), (3.6) and (3.13)-(3.14) we have
1
Joy

Now let & ; = p};(x) —t. Then x = (p; ;)" (t + & ;). Define

Wi(t) = @i (57) 7 (t+ &ig), 1)

(L) =

27.]

L
/p?(s)dssL, jeNT, i=12
0

Then we have
d¥i; _ Opi, D
L— > iGi = = (). 24
@ o Tewmle) =0 (3:24)
For §; < 0, i.e., p; ;(z) < t, the solution to (3.24)) is determined by the boundary conditions
(B2I), so we integrate (3.24) from some ¢ such that z = (p} ;)" '(t+ & ;) =0, ie,t+& =0,

and hence t = —¢; ;. Integrating (3:24) from —¢; ; to t follows

\I]ivj(t) = SOZ'J(O’ _gi,j) = QOiJ(O,t - ]a;k’](x)))’ 1=1,2. (325)

For &;; > 0, i.e., p; ;(z) > ¢, the solution to ([3.24)) is determined by the initial conditions
[B22). So we integrate (3:24)) from 0 to ¢ and obtain

U, i(t) = (Pi((ﬁ;j>_l(£i,j)u 0)
= i3 (F7,) 1 (P7 () = 1),0). (3.26)
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To simplify the notation, we let
hig(w,t) = (07;) " (9] ;(x) — 1), §i;(z) > L.
Therefore, according to the boundary and initial conditions ([B.21)-(B.22]), we have

03 5(x ):{ §ugi(0)p; (0, — pi ;(x)), if t> P (x);
i.d jaigi(hij(x, t)ps j(hij(x,t),0), if ¢ <p5(x).

Solving ¢ ;(t) from ([B.20) yields

2 t
i)=Y / (pu(L7) — 0,7)) dr + 00, (0).
i=1 “0
Thus
2 t
post) =Y / (pus(Lo7) — u0,7)) dr + poy(0)
i=1 70
2 t
i3 a [ (GDpisAL7) = Oy 0.7) dr +ms0), (320
i=1 0
91(0) - : .
1 Mpoi(t —p7.(x)), if t>p].(x);
(@ t) = —— (x)sol(x,t) =9 i) tl 03t = Pi;()) 1) (3.28)
Jag pluled)p, (I (x,1),0), it ¢ < pi(@);
and
O ~% g ~%
9200\ (polt - 53,(2)) + / (et — oy (x)) da )
Do (LU t) :#@2(1' t) — g2($) 0 . ~
I\ jaggg(l') ) . if ¢t> paj(l’),
gQ(g;((;)i))pQ,j(h?(xu t)v 0)7 if ¢ < ﬁ;,]('x>
([ 5(0)

Ao (po,ju - B )+ a0 [ ot = ﬁ;l(f;)‘ 7s,(z) da:) |
it ¢ (o) + B, (@)

0 ~x L gi(hi(z,t—p5(x)))p1,; (hi(z,t—p5(2)),0)
mo, (po,j@—pgj )+ [ mintet-stonm izl 4).

" if Py i(x) <t <pj () +ps (),
z,t)) . ~x

92()

(3.29)

By virtue of (B28)-([329), it is easy to verify that p;,i = 1,2, in the feedback forms
BI0)-(BI12) satisfy (LH)-(LE) due to g;(x) < oo for z € [0,1] and ¢;(L) = .
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Since j is a weight parameter of the system in each time interval (¢;_1,t;),j € Z*, without

loss of generality we first analyze the closed-loop system (B.16)—([B.19) for j = 1. In this case,

" L[, :
Pale) = o [ i) ds i=1.2

For simplicity, we denote p;,(z) by pj(z),7 = 1,2 in the following discussions.
Define the closed-loop system operator A.: D(A.) C X — X by

0 a OL d(g1(z)-) dz o fL d(QQm dx
A=]0 —a d(gzli z)) 0 , (3.30)
0 0 — Qo d(ga(z)-)

dzx

with domain

= {p=(po,p1("), p2(-))" € X: pi, gipi € WH(0,L), i=1,2,

and  (p1(0) p2(0))" = Tips () +/0 Cops(z)da}, (3.31)

where I';,i = 1,2 are defined in ([24). Note that g;p; € WH(0, L) implies g;p; € C[0, L] b
Sobolev imbedding, and hence

/L W dx = gi(L)pi(L) — gi(0)ps(0) < oo. (3.32)

We keep the integral forms in our formulation to better demonstrate the structure of the

closed-loop system. Moreover, since lim,_,; g;(x) = lim,_,, 1 =1,2, based on the

1
i@
assumption (33]), we must have p;(L) = 0,i = 1,2 for p; € D(A).

Now the closed-loop system (3.IG) for j = 1 can be formulated as

pt) = Ap(t),
{ fo = (b0, d1, bs)" (3.33)

It can be shown that (B:33]) inherits the properties from the open-loop system (21I). Specif-

ically, the system is conserved in terms of || - ||x-norm. Moreover, applying the similar

procedures as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we can establish the well-posedness of system

([3:33) as follows.

Proposition 3.1. The closed-loop system operator A. with its domain D(A.) defined in
B30)-B31) generates a positive Cy-semigroup of contraction on X. Denote it by T.(t) =
et t > 0. Then there exists a unique solution to system ([B.10)) given by p(x,t) = (Te(t)po)(x)
forpo € X.
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It can be verified that zero is also a simple eigenvalue of A. and the only spectrum on
the imaginary axis as in Theorem 2.1l Moreover,

Pe= (pES, ﬁ, gix))T = (ﬁ‘»ﬁi(@m’é(fﬁ))

is the eigenfunction corresponding to zero, where pf satisfies (8.4]). Furthermore, we can

T

obtain the eventual compactness property of the closed-loop system as well.
Proposition 3.2. The Cy-semigroup T.(t) is compact on X when t > 2 ZZ L Pr(L).

Proof. Following the similar approaches as in the proof of Proposition 2.1l we can show
that A. has compact resolvent. It remains to show that 7.(¢) is continuous in the uniform
operator topology for ¢ > 2 ZZ L, Pr(L), that is,

lim [ 72(t + h) = To(6)]l ey — 0. (3.34)

Since p;(x) is monotonically increasing for = € [0, L], if ¢t > pj(L) + p5(L), from (B.27) we
have

e+ 1) =m0 = | S [ (@p(L7) = 0iOpi0.7)) |

< i (O)A / [po(7 — F(L)) — pol0, 7)| dr

+ ashaga(0) /t o ) (pO(T L) + m(ﬁfh /OL po(T — ;5252)— p3(x)) dx)
- (PO(T) + /0 pi(z, 7) da:) ‘ dr

S 20(1g1 (O))\lh sup |p0(t)‘ + 20é2g2(0)>\2h sup ‘po(t”
t>0 t>0

0)\
+ a292(0))\2h<g1(a) !
1

< Cohstglo3 1 7)ol x, (3.35)

sup [po ()] + sup |Ip1 112
t>0 t>0

where Cop =237 ;g (0)\; 4 2g2(0) Mg max{gl(fﬁ, 1}. Moreover, from (3.28)), we have

‘/ pi(z,t+h) — pi(z, t)dx = ¢ (0 )\1‘/ pot—l—h pi(z) — po(t—ﬁ{(x))dx’.
(3.36)
Let t =t — pi(x) > 0, then x = (p7)~!(t — t) and dtf = —p}(x)dxr, and hence (3.36) satisfies
L t . O
‘ / pr(@,t+h) — pi(z,t) dx‘ < )\1/ ‘(po(t T h) - po(t)> ) di. (3.37)
0 t—p7 (L)
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Furthermore, in light of (835) for ¢t — pi(L) > pi(L) + ps(L) we get
L
| / piast+ ) = pi(o.8)do| < Cilisup | )70 v (3.38)
0 t=>

for Cl = )\1]?{([/)00

Using similar analysis, letting = ¢ — 2p%() one can verify that

[ttt 0) =t 0o < 03] [ ot + = 50~ e — 30
o] [ [ BB B e~ Bl 4

91()
t
< / [l + 1) = @) df + 0L [ polE+ k) = po(d)
t—p5(L t—p3(L)—p

dx

(3.39
< Cohsup [ T(0)7h (3.40)
t2>

for some constant Cy > 0, where from (3.39) to (3.40) we need t > 2pj(L) + 2p5(L) in order
to apply the estimate in (3.37).

As a result of (B38)(B40) we have that for t > 2372 | p(L),

17t + h)po = Te()piollx < Chsup [|Te(t)pollx < Chllpollx =0

uniformly as h — 0 for any py €X, where C' > 0 is a constant independent of h. This
completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.1. For py € X, let p(-,t) = T(t)po be the solution to the closed-loop system
[B33), then it converges exponentially to its steady-state solution p* = (p}, v}, p5)T satisfying

BI)-B.8), that is,
15( 1) = p* ()| x < Mee™=, (3.41)
for some constant e. = e.(ay, 0) > 0 and M, > 1.

Note that the decay rate ¢, depends on «; and as. One can increase . by increasing
both of these parameters. With the result of Corollary Bl we are ready to prove our main

Theorems B.13.21

Proof of Theorem[31. According to ([B.I6]), the closed-loop system is now weighted by j
for t € [t;_1,t;),j € Z", and hence the decay rate of the system solution to its steady-state
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becomes je. fort € [t;j_1,t;). Further note that t;—t,_; = —. Consequently, by Corollary [3.1]

we have

J
1 j T j 1
1P, 7o E ﬁ) — () lx < Mee™ Zimboeid < Memsero Tk, (3.42)
k=1

Since ty =19y 1o, k—lz and lim;_, Zf;:l % diverges, we conclude that
ﬁ('> tf) = ]5*(113'),
which completes the proof. O

To show the boundedness of the feedback law ji(z,t) as stated in Theorem .2, we first
note that p; ;(z,t) — pf(z) as j — oo, where p;(z) is strictly positive and bounded for
€ [0,{]. Thus p; (x,t) is strictly positive in [0,[] for j sufficiently large. Moreover, if
€ W1*(0, L), then p”l‘(gc t';) converges to pfi(”;),i = 1,2, as j — oo, which are in L*°[0,].
Therefore, from (B.II)-(B.12)) it suffices to show that ja;sup,epy \W\ is finite for

j € Z* sufficiently large. To this end, we establish the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Let ay and oy satisfy (315). Forty > 23 p(L), the solution §(-,t) =
(po(t), pr(-, 1), pa(-, )T to the closed-loop system ([B.33)) satisfies:

8 7 7 7t .
lim (jai sup (gi(@)pilx,t)) D <oo, =12
J—00 z€[0,l] Ox

Proof. Forty > 2 ZZ L Di(L), there exists a j € Z" large enough such that ¢;_; > 2 ZZ L Pi(L).
Thus for t > t;_; we have t > 23> 57(L), and hence by 328)-(329),

o) =2 (e~ 7, (),
(2 92(0) L Lpo(t _ﬁjfg(x) —153](%)) .
Peal 0 =g (o (pO(t Pl ””lwl/o 91() ! )

Note that the integral term in po ;(x,t) only depends on t. Therefore,

— g 2P ) (3:49)

dt

Since pf(x),7 = 1,2, are bounded for z € [0, (], it remains to show that

dpo,j(t — p; ;(z))
sup

<oo, i=1,2, as j— oc. (3.44)
z€[0,]] dt
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With the help of ([3.27), we get

dpo;(t —p;(x))| .
sup ‘ ’ ’ ) <y Q, sup
z€[0,]] dt ; z€0,]]

gn(L)pn i (Lt = P (7)) = gn(0)pn 5 (0,8 — i () |,

for i = 1,2. Combining the exponential decay result in (3.42) together with (B.28)—(3.29)
for t; > 237 p3(L), we have

sup
z€[0,]]

g (L)pi (L, t — 13:](37)) — g1(0)p1(0,t — ]5:;(@)’

91(0)Mapo(t = iy (2) = 5, (L)) = 1 (0)Aupo(t — 57, ()|

z€[0,1]

< @O b ([pos(t = L5(0) = 52,00 = 5] + [t = 72, 0)) = 0]

ze|0,
< 9100 sup [pos(r) — i [pos(7) — i)

relt—p;, ()~ , (L)t—p7 (L)) relt- p”(m

<201(0)A sup  [poy(r) —p5

re(t—2p7 (L) A
< 20,(0) M7, £ — 25%,(E)) — 71 x. (3.45)

Following the same approach as in (3.45), we have
81[153” 92(L)pa(L,t — p; () — g2(0)p2(0,t — p; ;(x))
xe|0,
< 2g2(0)Xo||P(-, t — 2p; (L)) — p"||x- (3.46)

Thus from (B.45)-(3.40) it follows

dpo p, . . .
sup SR \<2J Zangn DBt —250,(L) = Fllx, i=1,2. (347)

z€[0,]]

Recall that fo pi(x)der <1 and o; > ,i = 1,2, by (BI5). We have

1 L
pi (L) == /pf:vdxﬁ—,, i=1,2.
(0= [ nw@

Let j > 2. Then t — 2p; (L) > t;_1 — zﬂ In light of Corollary B and (B.42]) we get

t—2p7 (L) ei(r)dr
||ﬁ( 2pz](L)) _ﬁ*HX < Me Jo ? &j(7) d

2rg

< Mce—fojir 7 ej(r)dr

fj ! 2rg Ej(T)dT

:MC( fo 53(7 dr ce tim1m T )
< Meen B D

Y
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where €;(7) = je. for 7 € [tj_1,t;),7 € NT. Consequently,

don i (t — DF (x 2 I~ j a
sup |20t dtpw( ))) <2(S anga(0)A) Moemsno Bl b (U050 (34g)
Z‘E[O,” n=1
where
R (3.49)

J—00
It remains to analyze the property of je=5 Zi-1 & when j is sufficiently large. Let J = j—1.
Then
jeeero ik — (J + 1)e =" S
— Je€oro Z}le % 4 gEero Z}f:l %

_ e—(—an—i—scro Zgzl %) 4 eEer0 Zi:l %

Since limy ,oo(—InJ 4+ 327 £) = v > 0 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant [21, Sec.1.5], if
g = %, then
Jim (e~ (I +eoro Tic 1) 4 gmeero Xt i) < 77, (3.50)

J—o0

The condition . > % can be always achieved by increasing both a; and as. Finally,

combining (B.48) with (349)-(B.50) yields the claim (3.44]). It is worth to point that if
e;ro = 1+ for some n > 0, then (3.50) converges to zero as J — oo, and hence (3.44])
converges to zero. Consequently,
P, ()
p;(z)
and this completes the proof. O

wi(z, t) — as j— oo, le,t—tp i=1,2,

As a result of Proposition 3.3 Theorem holds immediately and this concludes our

current work.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have established the well-posedness of a repairable system with a degraded
state and its bilinear controllability via system repair rates. The repair rates are constructed
in feedback forms. Our approach essentially makes use of the exponential convergence of the
closed-loop system solution to its steady-state and then weights the repair actions in time as
to steer the system to the desired distribution in a finite time interval. It is worth to point
out that there are many other ways of choosing the control weights in time in (B11])-(B12),
as long as the series in ([3.42) diverges. Our analysis mainly employs the classic method of
characteristics and the Cy-semigroup tools. The control design is generic and applicable to

a general family of repairable systems that share the similar attributes.
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5. APPENDIX

Proof of Proposition[21] (1): ia € p(A) for a # 0.
Suppose that there exists r = ia with a # 0, such that ¢(r) = 0. Then by (ZI0),

L
1+ )\1 / (COS(CLQU) — iSiIl(CL;L’))e_ fox(AQ-l-m(s))dsdx
0
L xr
+ )\2/ (cos(ax) — isin(ax))e” J5 w2(s) ds g,
0
L xr
+ A1 (/ (COS(CLZE) — iSin(ax))e_ Jo p2(s)ds d:L’)
0

L
. (/ (cos(ax) — isin(az))e Jo Qetn(s) ds dx) =0,
0
where the real components satisfy

L L
1+ X\ / cos(az)e™Jo Qetme)ds o ), / cos(az)e™Jo #2()ds gy
0 0

L L
e </ COS(afv)e‘foxW)deff) ( / COS(ax)e‘fOz(M*“l(s))dSd:c)
0

0

L L
“ Ao (/ sin(az)e™Jo uz(S)dex) (/ sin(az)e™ Jo Qetu(s)ds dx) =0,
0 0

b L
(1 + Az/ cos(ax)e” I3 na(s)ds da:) (1 + A\ / cos(ax)e” FE Qb () ds dz)
° 0
L x L )
_ )\1)\2 (/ sin(ax)e— Jo na(s)ds dZL’) (/ Sin(ag;)e— J5 a2+ (s)) ds dx) _ 07 (5.1>
0 0

and the imaginary components satisfy

or

L L
A1 / sin(az)e™Jo Qetm)ds gy 3, / sin(az)e™Jo #2(9)8s gy
0 0
L . L .
+ )\1)\2/ sin(axz)e” Jo 12 gy </ cos(ax)e Jo Qetm(s)ds dx)
0 0

L L
+ )\1)\2/ cos(az)e™Jo #2(9)8s gy (/ sin(az)e™ Jo Qetra(s) ds dz) =0. (5.2)
0

0

From (5.2) we further have
L x L x
A1 (1 + )\2/ cos(ax)e™ Jo n2(s)ds da:) (/ sin(ax)e™ Jo e tm(s)ds dx)
0 0
L x L x
+ Ay </ sin(ax)e” Jo #2()ds dx) <1 + )\1/ cos(az)e Jo Qati(s)ds dx) =0. (5.3)
0 0
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To simply the formulations, we let
L " L )
I =1+ )\2/ cos(ax)e” Jore()ds qo [, =1+ )\1/ cos(az)e” I3 Qatpa () ds g,
0 0
L " L )
I3 = / sin(az)e”Jo 245 gy and I, = / sin(az)e” Jo Qetm(e)ds gg.
0 0

Using (2.15) and integration by parts we have

I -
I; = —/ (1 — cos(az))po(z)e Jo #2(@)ds gg (5.4)
aJo
I :
L= [ contan O e O g (5:5)
0

Combining (5.1 with (5.4)—-(E.3) follows that
I 1, :>\1>\2]3]4 > O, (56)

for a # 0. However, from (5.3]) we have
Il . )\2 [3

—=—-——=x<0
I A Iy ’
which contradicts with (5.6). Therefore, ¢(r) # 0 for r = ia where a # 0, and thus r € p(A).
This completes the proof. O
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