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A B S T R A C T

In this paper, we extend the notion of finite-time input-to-state stability (FTISS) for finite-
dimensional systems to infinite-dimensional systems. More specifically, we first prove an FTISS
Lyapunov theorem for a class of infinite-dimensional systems, namely, the existence of an
FTISS Lyapunov functional (FTISS-LF) implies the FTISS of the system, and then, provide
a sufficient condition for ensuring the existence of an FTISS-LF for a class of abstract infinite-
dimensional systems under the framework of compact semigroup theory and Hilbert spaces. As
an application of the FTISS Lyapunov theorem, we verify the FTISS for a class of parabolic
PDEs involving sublinear terms and distributed in-domain disturbances. Since the nonlinear
terms of the corresponding abstract system are not Lipschitz continuous, the well-posedness is
proved based on the application of compact semigroup theory and the FTISS is assessed by
using the Lyapunov method with the aid of an interpolation inequality. Numerical simulations
are conducted to confirm the theoretical results.

1. Introduction
Originally introduced by Sontag in 1989 [1], the notion of input-to-state stability (ISS) provides a powerful tool for

characterizing the influence of external inputs on the stability of finite-dimensional systems. The ISS theory becomes
rapidly one of the pillars in the nonlinear and robust control [2–5] and has a wide range of applications in various
fields, e.g., robotics [6], aerospace engineering[7], transportation[8], etc. Roughly speaking, if a system is ISS, then it
is asymptotically stable in the absence of external inputs while keeping certain robust properties, such as “bounded-
input-bounded-state”, in the presence of external inputs. Especially, the state of the system should be eventually small
when the inputs are small.

Extending the ISS theory of finite-dimensional systems to infinite-dimensional systems started around 2010 [9, 10]
and has achieved significant progress in the past decade; see, e.g., [11–17] for ISS-Lyapunov characterizations for
abstract infinite-dimensional systems; [10, 18–26] for the ISS assessment of partial differential equations (PDEs)
with different types of disturbances; [18, 25, 27–30] for the input-to-state stabilization of PDEs under backstepping
control, and [31–33] for the application of ISS to PDEs arising in multi-agent control, the railway track model, and
power tracking control, just to cite a few.

It is worth mentioning that in [34, 35] the authors introduced a new stability concept, which is stronger than the
ISS, to tackle finite-time control problems (see [36–43]) for finite-dimensional nonlinear systems with uncertainties,
namely, the finite-time input-to-state stability (FTISS). More specifically, taking into account the properties of FTS
and ISS, the FTISS of a system requires that in the absence of external inputs the state of the system should reach
equilibrium within a finite time, while in the presence of external inputs the state can reach a given bounded region
in finite time [34, 35, 44, 45]. Moreover, the state should be small when the inputs are small. Therefore, the notion
of FTISS provides a refined characterizations for the robust stability of finite-dimensional systems, which plays a key
role in the study of finite-time stability and stabilization of finite-dimensional nonlinear systems (see [34, 35, 46, 47])
and has attracted much attention in the past few years [44, 45, 47–49]. Especially, the FTISS Lyapunov theorem,
which states that the existence of an FTISS Lyapunov functional (FTISS-LF) implies the FTISS of the system, has
been proved for certain finite-dimensional systems [34, 35, 44–47].

The first attempt to extend the concept of FTISS to infinite-dimensional systems is due to [50], where, as a special
case of FTISS, the notion of prescribed-time input-to-state stability (PTISS) was extended to infinite-dimensional
systems. Moreover, a PTISS Lyapunov theorem was proved and a sufficient condition for the existence of a PTISS
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FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems

Lyapunov functional was provided for a class of infinite-dimensional systems under the framework of Hilbert spaces
[50]. Unlike the FTISS, for which the settling time may depend on the initial data and be unknown in advance,
the PTISS indicates that the system can be stabilized within a prescribed finite time, regardless of its initial data.
Especially, as addressing the PTISS of finite-dimensional systems [51], by introducing a monotonically increasing
function 𝜗(𝑡) ∶= 𝑇

𝑇−𝑡 with a prescribed finite time 𝑇 to the structural conditions of FTISS-LFs, it is straightforward to
prove the PTISS for a class of infinite-dimensional systems or parabolic PDEs with time-varying reaction coefficients
having a form of 𝜗(𝑡) by using the Lyapunov method [50].

It is worth noting that for infinite-dimensional systems, studying the FTISS in a generic case where the stabilization
time is unknown in advance and may be dependent of initial data, i.e., the FTISS without prescribing the settling time,
is indeed more challenging compared to the case of PTISS, and no relevant results have yet been reported in the
existing literature. The main obstacle in addressing the FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems may lie in verifying
sufficient conditions for the existence of an FTISS-LF. In particular, for specific PDEs, it is difficult to validate the
effectiveness of a Lyapunov candidate in the FTISS analysis due to the fact that sublinear terms are usually involved
and cannot be easily handled. In addition, compared to the PTISS analysis of infinite-dimensional systems, for which
strongly continuous semigroup (𝐶0-semigroup) generated by bounded linear operators is often used to ensure the
well-posedness, as shown in Section 2.3 and 3 of this paper, even for parabolic PDEs, additional properties of 𝐶0-
semigroup are needed for proving the well-posedness of the corresponding abstract systems due to the appearance of
non-Lipschitz continuous terms when the FTISS is considered. This also represents a challenge.

The aim of this work is to study the FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems without prescribing the settling time
and provide tools for establishing the FTISS for certain nonlinear infinite-dimensional systems. In particular, as a
first attempt in addressing the FTISS for PDEs, we show how to verify the well-posedness based on the application
of the compact semigroup theory and to use the interpolation inequality to overcome the difficulties in verifying
the structural conditions of Lyapunov functionals for a class of parabolic PDEs with sublinear terms and distributed
in-domain disturbances. Overall, the main contribution of this work include:

(i) extending the notion of FTISS for finite-dimensional systems to infinite-dimensional systems and proving a
Lyapunov theorem, which states that the existence of an FTISS-LF implies the FTISS of the system;

(ii) providing a sufficient condition to guarantee the existence of an FTISS-LF for certain nonlinear infinite-
dimensional systems under the framework of compact semigroup theory and Hilbert spaces, thereby providing
tools for stability analysis of infinite-dimensional systems;

(iii) proving an interpolation inequality, which paves the way to assess the FTISS for PDEs, and verifying the
sufficient condition for the existence of an FTISS-LF for a class of parabolic PDEs with sublinear terms and
distributed in-domain disturbances.

In the rest of the paper, we introduce first some basic notations used in this paper. In Section 2.1 and 2.2, we
introduce the notions of FTISS and FTISS-LF and prove the FTISS Lyapunov theorem for infinite-dimensional
systems under a general form, respectively. In Section 2.3, we provide a sufficient condition that ensures the existence
of an FTISS-LF for certain infinite-dimensional nonlinear systems under the framework of compact semigroup theory
and Hilbert spaces. In Section 3, considering the application of FTISS Lyapunov theorem, we verify the FTISS for a
class of parabolic PDEs with sublinear terms and distributed in-domain disturbances. More specifically, we first prove
the well-posedness by using the compact semigroup theory in Section 3.1. Then, we prove an interpolation inequality
and use it to verify the FTISS for the considered PDEs in Section 3.2. We also conduct numerical simulations to
illustrate the obtained theoretical results in Section 3.3. Finally, some conclusion remarks are given in Section 4.

Notation Let ℝ ∶= (−∞,+∞), ℝ>0 ∶= (0,+∞) and ℝ≥0 ∶= ℝ>0 ∪ {0}.
For 𝑝 ∈ [1,+∞), the space 𝐿𝑝(0, 1) consists of 𝑝-th power integral functions 𝑔 ∶ (0, 1) → ℝ satisfying

∫ 1
0 |𝑔(𝑥)|𝑝 d𝑥 < +∞ and is endowed with norm ‖𝑔‖𝐿𝑝(0,1) ∶=

(

∫ 1
0 |𝑔(𝑥)|𝑝 d𝑥

)
1
𝑝 . The space 𝐿∞(0, 1) consists of

measurable functions 𝑔 ∶ (0, 1) → ℝ satisfying ess sup
𝑥∈(0,1)

|𝑔(𝑥)| < +∞ and is endowed with the norm ‖𝑔‖𝐿∞(0,1) ∶=

ess sup
𝑥∈(0,1)

|𝑔(𝑥)|.

For a positive integer 𝑘 and a constant 𝑝 ∈ [1,+∞), the Sobolev space 𝑊 𝑘,𝑝(0, 1) consists of functions belonging
to 𝐿𝑝(0, 1) and having weak derivatives of order up to 𝑘, all of which also belong to 𝐿𝑝(0, 1). The norm of a
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function 𝑔 ∈ 𝑊 𝑘,𝑝(0, 1) is defined by ‖𝑔‖𝑊 𝑘,𝑝(0,1) ∶=

(

∫ 1
0

𝑘
∑

𝑖=0

|

|

|

𝜕𝑖𝑔(𝑥)
𝜕𝑥𝑖

|

|

|

𝑝
d𝑥

)
1
𝑝

. Let 𝐻2(0, 1) ∶= 𝑊 2,2(0, 1) and

𝑊 1,𝑝
[0] (0, 1) ∶=

{

𝑔 ∈ 𝑊 1,𝑝(0, 1) | 𝑔(0) = 0
}

.
Denoted by 𝐶

(

ℝ≥0;ℝ≥0
)

the set of all continuous functions 𝑔 ∶ ℝ≥0 → ℝ≥0. For a normed linear space 𝑌 ,
𝐵𝐶

(

ℝ≥0; 𝑌
)

denotes the set of all continuous functionals 𝑔 ∶ ℝ≥0 → 𝑌 with ‖𝑔‖𝐵𝐶(ℝ≥0;𝑌 ) ∶= sup
𝑠∈ℝ≥0

‖𝑔(𝑠)‖𝑌 < +∞.

For normed linear spaces 𝑋 and 𝑌 , let 𝐿(𝑋, 𝑌 ) be the space of bounded linear operators 𝑃 ∶ 𝑋 → 𝑌 . Let
𝐿(𝑋) ∶= 𝐿(𝑋,𝑋) with the norm

‖𝑃‖ ∶= ‖𝑃‖𝐿(𝑋) ∶= sup
{

‖𝑃𝑥‖𝑋 | 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, ‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≤ 1
}

.

For a given operator 𝐴, 𝐷(𝐴) denotes the domain of 𝐴 and 𝜌(𝐴) denotes the resolvent set of 𝐴. Let 𝑅(𝜆 ∶ 𝐴) ∶=
(𝜆𝐼 − 𝐴)−1, where 𝜆 is a complex number and 𝐼 represents the identity operator on 𝐷(𝐴).

For different classes of comparison functions [3, Appendix A.1, p.307], let

 ∶=
{

𝛾 ∈ 𝐶
(

ℝ≥0;ℝ≥0
)

| 𝛾(0) = 0 and 𝛾(𝑠) > 0 for all 𝑠 ∈ ℝ>0
}

,
 ∶= {𝛾 ∈  | 𝛾 is strictly increasing} ,

∞ ∶= {𝛾 ∈  | 𝛾 is unbounded} .

Denote by 𝑓◦𝑔 the composition of the functions 𝑓 and 𝑔, i.e., 𝑓◦𝑔(⋅) ∶= 𝑓 (𝑔(⋅)).
For a given function 𝑔 ∶ (0, 1) × ℝ≥0 → ℝ, we use the notation 𝑔[𝑡] to denote the profile at certain 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0, i.e.,

𝑔[𝑡](𝑥) = 𝑔(𝑥, 𝑡) for all 𝑥 ∈ (0, 1).

2. FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems
In this section, we present the notion of FTISS and an FTISS Lyapunov theorem for a class of infinite-dimensional

systems, which can be generated by PDEs, abstract differential equations in Banach spaces, time-delay systems, etc.

2.1. The notion of FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems
We first recall the notion of a control system, defined below, which comprises ODE and PDE control systems as

special cases.

Definition 1. [3, Definition 6.1, p. 239] Let the triple Σ =
(

𝑋,𝑈𝑐 , 𝜙
)

consist of the Banach spaces
(

𝑋, ‖ ⋅ ‖𝑋
)

and
(

𝑈, ‖ ⋅ ‖𝑈
)

and a normed vector space of inputs 𝑈𝑐 ⊂
{

𝑢 ∶ ℝ≥0 → 𝑈
}

. We assume that the following two axioms
hold true:

(i) for all 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 and all 𝜏 ≥ 0 the time shift 𝑢(⋅ + 𝜏) belongs to 𝑈𝑐 with ‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐
≥ ‖𝑢(⋅ + 𝜏)‖𝑈𝑐

;

(ii) for all 𝑢1, 𝑢2 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 and for all 𝑡 > 0 the concatenation of 𝑢1 and 𝑢2 at time 𝑡, defined by

𝑢1 ⋄𝑡 𝑢2(𝜏) =
{

𝑢1(𝜏), if𝜏 ∈ [0, 𝑡]
𝑢2(𝜏 − 𝑡), otherwise

belongs to 𝑈𝑐 .

Consider a transition map 𝜙 ∶ 𝐷𝜙 → 𝑋 with 𝐷𝜙 ⊆ ℝ≥0 ×𝑋 ×𝑈𝑐 . The triple Σ is called a control system, if it verifies
the following properties:

(i) identity property: for every (𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑈𝑐 , it holds that 𝜙(0, 𝑥, 𝑢) = 𝑥;

(ii) causality: for every (𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ ℝ≥0 × 𝑋 × 𝑈𝑐 and �̃� ∈ 𝑈𝑐 satisfying �̃�(𝜏) = 𝑢(𝜏) for 𝜏 ∈ [0, 𝑡], it holds that
𝜙
(

𝑡, 𝑥, �̃�
)

= 𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢);

(iii) continuity: for every (𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑈𝑐 , the mapping 𝑡 ↦ 𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢) is continuous;
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(iv) cocycle property: for every 𝑡, ℎ ∈ ℝ≥0 and every (𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ 𝑋 × 𝑈𝑐 , it holds that

𝜙 (ℎ, 𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑢(𝑡 + ⋅)) = 𝜙 (𝑡 + ℎ, 𝑥, 𝑢) .

The following definition is concerned with the forward complete control systems considered in this paper.

Definition 2. [52] The control system Σ =
(

𝑋,𝑈𝑐 , 𝜙
)

is said to be forward-complete if for any (𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ ℝ≥0×𝑋×𝑈𝑐 ,
the value 𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ 𝑋 is well-defined.

The following definition is concerned with the generalized class- function (-function) used in this paper.
Note that different from the definition adopted in [44], the -function is defined in the same way as in [45].

Definition 3. [45] A continuous mapping 𝛽 : ℝ≥0 ×ℝ≥0 → ℝ≥0 is called a -function, if it satisfies the following
conditions:

(i) the mapping 𝑠 ↦ 𝛽(𝑠, 0) is a -function;

(ii) for each fixed 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0 the mapping 𝑡 ↦ 𝛽(𝑠, 𝑡) is continuous, decreases to zero and there exists a nonnegative
and continuous function 𝑇 (𝑠) such that 𝛽(𝑠, 𝑡) = 0 for all 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇 (𝑠).

Now, in accordance with the notion of FTISS defined in [45, Definition 4] for finite-dimensional systems, we
provide the definition of FTISS for the system Σ.

Definition 4. The control system Σ =
(

𝑋,𝑈𝑐 , 𝜙
)

is said to be finite-time input-to-state stable (FTISS), if there exist
functions 𝛽 ∈  and 𝛾 ∈  such that

‖𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)‖𝑋 ≤ 𝛽
(

‖𝑥‖𝑋 , 𝑡
)

+ 𝛾
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

,∀(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢) ∈ ℝ≥0 ×𝑋 × 𝑈𝑐 .

2.2. The FTISS Lyapunov theorem for infinite-dimensional systems
For a real-valued function Ψ ∶ ℝ≥0 → ℝ, the right-hand upper Dini derivative at 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0 is given by

𝐷+Ψ(𝑡) = lim sup
𝑠→0+

Ψ(𝑡 + 𝑠) − Ψ(𝑡)
𝑠

.

Let 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and 𝑉 be a real-valued function defined in a neighborhood of 𝑥, the Lie derivative of 𝑉 at 𝑥 corresponding
to the input 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 along the trajectory of the system Σ is defined by

�̇�𝑢(𝑥) = 𝐷+𝑉 (𝜙(⋅, 𝑥, 𝑢))|
|𝑡=0 = lim sup

𝑡→0+

𝑉 (𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)) − 𝑉 (𝑥)
𝑡

.

If it is clear from the context what the input for computing the Lie derivative �̇�𝑢(𝑥) is, then we simply write �̇� (𝑥).
We define the FTISS Lyapunov functional for the control system Σ.

Definition 5. A continuous function 𝑉 ∶ 𝑋 → ℝ≥0 is called an FTISS Lyapunov functional (FTISS-LF) for the system
Σ, if there exist constants 𝑀 ∈ ℝ>0 and 𝜎0 ∈ (0, 1) and functions 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ ∞, and 𝜒 ∈  such that

𝛼1
(

‖𝑥‖𝑋
)

≤ 𝑉 (𝑥) ≤ 𝛼2
(

‖𝑥‖𝑋
)

,∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, (1)

and for any 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 , the Lie derivative of 𝑉 at 𝑥 with respect to (w.r.t.) the input 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 along the trajectory satisfies

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

⇒ �̇�𝑢(𝑥) ≤ −𝑀𝑉 𝜎0 (𝑥). (2)

Throughout this paper, we always impose the following assumptions:

(H1) 𝑈𝑐 ∶= 𝐵𝐶
(

ℝ≥0;𝑈
)

;

(H2) 𝜙 = 0 is the unique equilibrium point of the control system Σ;
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(H3) The system Σ =
(

𝑋,𝑈𝑐 , 𝜙
)

is forward-complete.

The following Lyapunov theorem is the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 1 (FTISS Lyapunov theorem). If the control system Σ =
(

𝑋,𝑈𝑐 , 𝜙
)

admits an FTISS-LF, then it is FTISS.

Proof: Let 𝑉 (𝑥) be an FTISS-LF of the control system Σ with 𝛼1, 𝛼2, 𝜒 , 𝑀 , and 𝜎0 being the same as in
Definition 5. Take an arbitrary control 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 and consider the set

Ω ∶=
{

𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 | 𝑉 (𝑥) ≤ 𝛼2◦𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)}

.

We claim that the set Ω is invariant, namely, as long as 𝑥0 ∈ Ω, there must be

𝑥(𝑡) ∶= 𝜙(𝑡, 𝑥0, 𝑢) ∈ Ω,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0.

First, note that 0 ∈ Ω.
If 𝑢 ≡ 0, it follows from 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ ∞, 𝜒 ∈ , and (1) that

Ω =
{

𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 | 𝑉 (𝑥) ≤ 𝛼2◦𝜒(0)
}

= {𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 | 𝑉 (𝑥) ≤ 0} ⊂
{

𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 | 𝛼1
(

‖𝑥‖𝑋
)

≤ 0
}

= {0}.

Therefore, Ω = {0}. Since 𝑥 = 0 is an equilibrium point, Ω is invariant.
If 𝑢 ≢ 0, suppose that Ω is not invariant, then, due to continuity of 𝑥, there exists 𝑡 ∗∈ ℝ≥0 such that

𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡 ∗)) = 𝛼2◦𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

,

which, along with (1), leads to

‖𝑥(𝑡 ∗)‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

.

Denote by �̂� the input to the system after 𝑡 ∗, i.e., �̂�(𝜏) = 𝑢(𝜏 + 𝑡 ∗) for all 𝜏 ∈ ℝ>0. It follows from (2) that

�̇��̂�(𝑥) ≤ −𝑀𝑉 𝜎0 (𝑥) ≤ −𝑀
(

𝛼1
(

‖𝑥‖𝑋
))𝜎0 < 0,∀𝑡 > 𝑡 ∗ .

Therefore, the trajectory cannot escape from the set Ω. This is a contradiction. We conclude that Ω is invariant.
Now we consider 𝑥0 ∉ Ω and let

𝑡 ∶= inf
{

𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0| 𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡)) ≤ 𝛼2◦𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)}

.

In view of (2), we have

�̇�𝑢(𝑥) ≤ −𝑀𝑉 𝜎0 (𝑥),∀𝑡 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

. (3)

It is clear that 𝑉 (𝑥) ≡ 0 is the solution to (3). However, 𝑉 (𝑥) ≡ 0 implies that 𝑥(𝑡) ≡ 0 for all 𝑡 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

. By virtue
of the continuity of 𝑥, we have 𝑥0 = 0 ∈ Ω, which leads to a contradiction. Then, we get 𝑉 (𝑥) ≢ 0.

Let 𝑇0 ∶=
𝑉 1−𝜎0 (𝑥0)
𝑀(1−𝜎0)

. If 𝑇0 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

, we deduce from (3) that

𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡)) ≤
(

𝑉 1−𝜎0 (𝑥0) −𝑀(1 − 𝜎0)𝑡
)

1
1−𝜎0 ,∀𝑡 ∈

(

0, 𝑇0
)

,

𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡)) =0,∀𝑡 ∈
[

𝑇0, 𝑡
)

.

If 𝑇0 ≥ 𝑡, we have

𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡)) ≤
(

𝑉 1−𝜎0 (𝑥0) −𝑀(1 − 𝜎0)𝑡
)

1
1−𝜎0 ,∀𝑡 ∈

(

0, 𝑡
)

.

Sun et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 19



FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems

Define 𝑇 (𝑠) ∶= 𝑠1−𝜎0
𝑀(1−𝜎0)

for 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0. Define the following -function:

𝛽1(𝑠, 𝑡) ∶=

{

(

𝑠1−𝜎0 −𝑀(1 − 𝜎0)𝑡
)

1
1−𝜎0 , 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0, 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 (𝑠)) ,

0, 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0, 𝑡 ∈ [𝑇 (𝑠),+∞) .

Then, for 𝑇0 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

or 𝑇0 ≥ 𝑡, we always have

𝑉 (𝑥(𝑡)) ≤ 𝛽1
(

𝑉 (𝑥0), 𝑡
)

,∀𝑡 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

,

which implies that

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≤ 𝛽
(

‖𝑥0‖𝑋 , 𝑡
)

,∀𝑡 ∈
(

0, 𝑡
)

(4)

with

𝛽(𝑠, 𝑡) ∶= 𝛼−11 ◦𝛽1
(

𝛼2(𝑠), 𝑡
)

,∀𝑠, 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0.

It is clear that 𝛽 is a -function.
By the definition of 𝑡, we have 𝑉

(

𝑥
(

𝑡
))

= 𝛼2◦𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

. Therefore, 𝑥
(

𝑡
)

∈ Ω.
Note that Ω is invariant, we deduce that

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≤ 𝜌
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

,∀𝑡 ∈
[

𝑡,+∞
)

, (5)

where 𝜌 ∶= 𝛼1−1◦𝛼2◦𝜒 ∈ .
By (4) and (5), we have

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≤ 𝛽
(

‖𝑥0‖𝑋 , 𝑡
)

+ 𝜌
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0.

We conclude that the system Σ is FTISS. ■

2.3. Constructing FTISS-LFs for a class of infinite-dimensional systems
In this section, we provide a sufficient condition for ensuring the existence of an FTISS-LF for a class of infinite-

dimensional systems under the framework of compact semigroup theory and Hilbert spaces. More precisely, letting 𝑋
be a Hilbert space with scalar product ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩𝑋 and norm ‖ ⋅ ‖𝑋 ∶=

√

⟨⋅, ⋅⟩𝑋 and 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋 be a normed linear space, we
consider the following system

�̇� = 𝐴𝑥 + Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, (6a)
𝑥(0) = 𝑥0, (6b)

where 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 is the state, 𝐴 ∶ 𝐷(𝐴) → 𝑋 is a linear operator, Ξ ∶ ℝ≥0 × 𝑋 × 𝑈 → 𝑋 is a nonlinear functional,
𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 = 𝐶

(

ℝ≥0;𝑈
)

, and 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 denotes the initial datum. Moreover, we always impose the following conditions:

(H4) the operator 𝐴 is the infinitesimal generator of a compact 𝐶0-semigroup 𝑆(𝑡) on 𝑋 for 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0;

(H5) Ξ ∶ ℝ≥0 ×𝑋 × 𝑈 → 𝑋 is continuous.

Recall that an operator 𝑃 ∈ 𝐿(𝑋) is said to be positive, if it is self-adjoint and satisfies

⟨𝑃𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 > 0,∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 ⧵ {0}.

An operator 𝑃 ∈ 𝐿(𝑋) is called coercive, if there exists 𝜇1 ∈ ℝ>0 such that

⟨𝑃𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 ≥ 𝜇1‖𝑥‖
2
𝑋 ,∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋. (7)

The following theorem is the second main result of this paper. It indicates the well-posedness of system (6) and
provides a sufficient condition for ensuring the existence of an FTISS-LF and hence, the FTISS of system (6).
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Theorem 2. Let the conditions (H4) and (H5) be fulfilled. Assume that there exist a coercive and positive operator
𝑃 ∈ 𝐿(𝑋), a function 𝜁 ∈ , and constants 𝑏, 𝑐 ∈ ℝ>0 and 𝜏 ∈ (1, 2), such that

⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 + 2⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑃 𝑥⟩𝑋 ≤ −𝑏‖𝑥‖𝜏𝑋 + 𝑐‖𝑥‖𝑋𝜁
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

, (8)

holds true for all 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, 𝑥 ∈ 𝐷(𝐴) ⊂ 𝑋, and 𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 , where 𝐴∗ denotes the adjoint operator of 𝐴. Then, system (6)
admits a mild solution 𝑥 ∈ 𝐶

(

ℝ≥0;𝑋
)

, which is defined by

𝑥(𝑡) = 𝑆(𝑡)𝑥0 + ∫

𝑡

0
𝑆(𝑡 − 𝑠)Ξ(𝑠, 𝑥(𝑠), 𝑢(𝑠))d𝑠,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0. (9)

Moreover, the functional 𝑉 (𝑥) ∶= ⟨𝑃𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 is an FTISS-LF and hence, system (6) is FTISS.

Proof: Note that under the assumptions (H4) and (H5), [53, Corollary 2.3, p.194] ensures that, for every 𝑥0 ∈ 𝑋 and
𝑢 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 , system (6) admits a mild solution 𝑥 ∈ 𝐶

(

ℝ≥0;𝑋
)

, which is defined by (9).
Now, for the mild solution 𝑥, we prove that the functional 𝑉 (𝑥) ∶= ⟨𝑃𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 is an FTISS-LF.
Since 𝑃 ∈ 𝐿(𝑋) is coercive, there exists 𝜇1 ∈ ℝ>0 such that

𝜇1‖𝑥‖
2
𝑋 ≤ 𝑉 (𝑥) ≤ 𝜇2‖𝑥‖

2
𝑋 ,∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, (10)

where 𝜇2 ∶= ‖𝑃‖.
By direct calculation, we have

�̇�𝑢(𝑥) =⟨𝑃 �̇�, 𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃𝑥, �̇�⟩𝑋
=⟨𝑃 (𝐴𝑥 + Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)), 𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃𝑥,𝐴𝑥 + Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)⟩𝑋
=⟨𝑃𝐴𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃𝑥,𝐴𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃𝑥,Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)⟩𝑋
=⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑃 ∗𝑥⟩𝑋 + ⟨𝑃𝑥,Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢)⟩𝑋
=⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 + 2⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑥, 𝑢), 𝑃 𝑥⟩𝑋 .

By (8), we have

�̇�𝑢(𝑥) ≤ −𝑏‖𝑥‖𝜏𝑋 + 𝑐‖𝑥‖𝑋𝜁
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

. (11)

Let 𝜖0 ∈ (0, 𝑏) be an arbitrary constant. Define the -function 𝜒(𝑠) ∶=
(

𝑐
𝜖0
𝜁 (𝑠)

)
1

𝜏−1 for any 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0. It follows
that

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

⇒ 𝑐‖𝑥‖𝑋𝜁
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

≤ 𝜖0‖𝑥‖
𝜏
𝑋 ,

which, along with (11), yields

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

⇒ �̇�𝑢(𝑥) ≤ −(𝑏 − 𝜖0)‖𝑥‖𝜏𝑋 . (12)

Note that (10) gives

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜇
− 1

2
2 𝑉

1
2 (𝑥). (13)

We infer from (12) and (13) that

‖𝑥‖𝑋 ≥ 𝜒
(

‖𝑢‖𝑈𝑐

)

⇒ �̇�𝑢(𝑥) ≤ −𝑀𝑉 𝜎0 (𝑥),

where

𝜎0 ∶=
𝜏
2
∈ (0, 1) and 𝑀 ∶= (𝑏 − 𝜖0)𝜇

− 𝜏
2

2 > 0.

Therefore, 𝑉 (𝑥) = ⟨𝑃𝑥, 𝑥⟩𝑋 is an FTISS-LF for system (6). Furthermore, Theorem 1 ensures that system (6) is FTISS.
■
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Remark 1. The disturbance-free system (6), i.e., system (6) with 𝑢 ≡ 0, is finite-time stable in the finite time

𝑇 ∶= 𝑉 1−𝜎0 (𝑥0)
𝑀(1−𝜎0)

. Furthermore, by virtue of the arbitrariness of 𝜖0 ∈ (0, 𝑏), the settling time, denoted by 𝑇∗, satisfies

𝑇∗ ≤ lim
𝜖0→0+

𝑇 =
2𝜇

𝜏
2
2

(2 − 𝜏)𝑏
𝑉 1− 𝜏

2 (𝑥0),

which may depend on the initial data and hence, it cannot be prescribed in advance.

Remark 2. For finite-dimensional systems containing sublinear terms, it is a relatively easy task to verify the
structural condition (8) and establish the FTISS of the systems; see, e.g., [45]. However, for infinite-dimensional
systems described by specific PDEs, as will be shown in Section 3, even if the PDEs contain sublinear terms, verifying
the structural condition (8) remains challenging and needs more tools.

3. FTISS for a class of parabolic PDEs
In this section, we show how to verify the FTISS property for a class of parabolic PDEs with distributed in-domain

disturbances by using the FTISS Lyapunov theorem, i.e., Theorem 2. In addition, we conduct numerical simulations
to illustrate the obtained theoretical result. More precisely, we consider the following nonlinear parabolic equation
with in-domain disturbances and homogeneous mixed boundary conditions:

𝑤𝑡(𝑦, 𝑡) =𝑤𝑦𝑦(𝑦, 𝑡) − 𝑘 |𝑤(𝑦, 𝑡)|𝑟−1𝑤(𝑦, 𝑡) + 𝑓 (𝑦, 𝑡), (𝑦, 𝑡) ∈ (0, 1) ×ℝ>0, (14a)

𝑤(0, 𝑡) =0, 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, (14b)
𝑤𝑦(1, 𝑡) =0, 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, (14c)

𝑤(𝑦, 0) =𝑤0(𝑦), 𝑦 ∈ (0, 1), (14d)

where 𝑘 ∈ ℝ>0, 𝑟 ∈ (0, 1), the function 𝑓 ∈ 𝐶
(

ℝ≥0;𝐿2(0, 1)
)

represents distributed in-domain disturbance, and the
function 𝑤0 ∈ 𝐿2(0, 1) represents the initial datum.

Let 𝑋 ∶= 𝐿2(0, 1), 𝑈𝑐 ∶= 𝐶
(

ℝ≥0;𝐿2(0, 1)
)

. We express system (14) under the abstract form:

�̇� = 𝐴𝑤 + Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ), 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, (15a)
𝑤(0) = 𝑤0, (15b)

where the linear operator 𝐴 is defined by

𝐴𝑤 ∶= 𝑤𝑦𝑦(𝑦),∀𝑤 ∈ 𝐷(𝐴) ∶=
{

𝑤 ∈ 𝐻2(0, 1) | 𝑤(0) = 0, 𝑤𝑦(1) = 0
}

, (16)

and the nonlinear functional Ξ is defined by

Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ) ∶= −𝑘 |𝑤|

𝑟−1𝑤 + 𝑓,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0, 𝑤 ∈ 𝑋, 𝑓 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 .

It is well known that the operator 𝐴 is the infinitesimal generator of a 𝐶0-semigroup 𝑆(𝑡) on 𝑋 for 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0.

3.1. Well-posedness analysis
We present the following proposition, which indicates the well-posedness of system (15), or, equivalently,

system (14).

Proposition 1. System (15) admits a mild solution 𝑤 ∈ 𝐶
(

ℝ≥0;𝑋
)

.

Note that the functional Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ) has a sublinear term |𝑤|

𝑟−1𝑤 for 𝑟 ∈ (0, 1) and hence, is not Lipschitz continuous
w.r.t. 𝑤. Thus, as indicated in [53, p.191], the strong continuity of the semigroup 𝑆(𝑡) is not sufficient for ensuring the
existence of a mild solution to system (15). In this case, we need to verify a stronger property of the semigroup 𝑆(𝑡).
More precisely, we prove the following lemma, which ensures the compactness and analyticity of 𝑆(𝑡).
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Lemma 1. Let the operator 𝐴 be defined by (16). Then, the operator 𝐴 is the infinitesimal generator of a compact
analytic semigroup 𝑆(𝑡) on 𝑋 for 𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0.

Proof: We prove Lemma 1 in a similar way as in the proof of [53, Lemma 2.1, pp. 234-235]. Letting 𝑔 ∈ 𝑋 and
𝜆 = 𝜌𝑒𝑖𝜃 with 𝜌 ∈ ℝ>0 and 𝜃 ∈

(

−𝜋
2 ,

𝜋
2

)

, consider the boundary value problem:

𝜆2𝑢 − 𝑢′′ =𝑔, (17a)
𝑢(0) =0, (17b)
𝑢′(1) =0. (17c)

Let 𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦) be the Green’s function that satisfies the following conditions

𝜆2𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝐺𝑥𝑥(𝑥, 𝑦) =𝛿(𝑥 − 𝑦),
𝐺(0, 𝑦) =0,
𝐺𝑥(1, 𝑦) =0,

where 𝛿(⋅) is the standard Dirac delta function.
By direct computations, we otain

𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

sinh(−𝜆 + 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥) + sinh(𝜆 − 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥)
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

, 𝑥 < 𝑦,

sinh(−𝜆 + 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥) + sinh(𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆 − 𝜆𝑥)
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

, 𝑥 > 𝑦.

Then, the solution to (17) is given by

𝑢(𝑥) =∫

1

0
𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦

=∫

𝑥

0

(

sinh(−𝜆 + 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥) + sinh(𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆 − 𝜆𝑥)
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

)

𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦

+ ∫

1

𝑥

(

sinh(−𝜆 + 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥) + sinh(𝜆 − 𝜆𝑦 + 𝜆𝑥)
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

)

𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦

=∫

1

0

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦 + ∫

𝑥

0

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦

+ ∫

1

𝑥

sinh(𝜆(1 − 𝑦 + 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

𝑔(𝑦)d𝑦,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1].

It follows that

|𝑢(𝑥)| ≤∫

1

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 + ∫

𝑥

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦

+ ∫

1

𝑥

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(1 − 𝑦 + 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦

≤
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆|| cosh(𝜆)|

(

∫

1

0
|sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))|2 d𝑦

)
1
2

+
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆|| cosh(𝜆)|

(

∫

𝑥

0
|sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))|2 d𝑦

)
1
2

+
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆|| cosh(𝜆)|

(

∫

1

𝑥
|sinh(𝜆(1 − 𝑦 + 𝑥))|2 d𝑦

)
1
2

,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]. (18)

We need to estimate each term on the right-hand side of (18).

Sun et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 9 of 19



FTISS for infinite-dimensional systems

First, note that, for a complex number 𝑧 ∶= 𝑎 + 𝑏i with 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ ℝ and
√

i = −1, we have

|sinh(𝑧)| =
|

|

|

|

𝑒𝑧 − 𝑒−𝑧

2
|

|

|

|

=
|

|

|

|

𝑒𝑎(cos(𝑏) + i sin(𝑏)) − 𝑒−𝑎(cos(−𝑏) + i sin(−𝑏))
2

|

|

|

|

=

√

(

𝑒𝑎 cos(𝑏) − 𝑒−𝑎 cos(−𝑏)
2

)2
+
(

𝑒𝑎 sin(𝑏) − 𝑒−𝑎 sin(−𝑏)
2

)2

≤
√

(𝑒𝑎 − 𝑒−𝑎
2

)2
+
(𝑒𝑎 + 𝑒−𝑎

2

)2

=
√

𝑒2𝑎 + 𝑒−2𝑎 − 2
4

+ 𝑒2𝑎 + 𝑒−2𝑎 + 2
4

=
√

cosh(2𝑎) (19)

and

|cosh(𝑧)| =
|

|

|

|

𝑒𝑧 + 𝑒−𝑧

2
|

|

|

|

=
|

|

|

|

𝑒𝑎(cos(𝑏) + i sin(𝑏)) + 𝑒−𝑎(cos(−𝑏) + i sin(−𝑏))
2

|

|

|

|

=

√

(

𝑒𝑎 cos(𝑏) + 𝑒−𝑎 cos(−𝑏)
2

)2
+
(

𝑒𝑎 sin(𝑏) + 𝑒−𝑎 sin(−𝑏)
2

)2

≥

√

(

𝑒𝑎 cos(𝑏) + 𝑒−𝑎 cos(−𝑏)
2

)2

=cosh(𝑎) cos(𝑏). (20)

Denote 𝜇 ∶= Re𝜆 = 𝜌 cos(𝜃) > 0. For the first term on the right-hand side of (18), setting 𝑧 ∶= 𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1) in
(19) and (20), we deduce that

∫

1

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 ≤
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆| cosh(𝜇) cos(𝜃)

(

∫

1

0
cosh(2𝜇(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))d𝑦

)
1
2

=
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆| cosh(𝜇) cos(𝜃)

(

1
2𝜇

(sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1)))
)

1
2
,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1].

(21)

Note that for all 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1] we always have

lim
𝜇→0

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1)))

)
1
2

cosh(𝜇)
= lim

𝜇→0

(

sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1))
2𝜇 cosh2(𝜇)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→0

(

𝑒2𝜇𝑥 − 𝑒−2𝜇𝑥 − 𝑒2𝜇(𝑥−1) + 𝑒−2𝜇(𝑥−1)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→0

(

2𝑥𝑒2𝜇𝑥 + 2𝑥𝑒−2𝜇𝑥 − 2(𝑥 − 1)𝑒2𝜇(𝑥−1)

(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2) + (𝜇(2𝑒𝜇 − 2𝑒−2𝜇))

−
2(𝑥 − 1)𝑒−2𝜇(𝑥−1)

(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2) + (𝜇(2𝑒𝜇 − 2𝑒−2𝜇))

)

1
2
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=1 (22)

and

lim
𝜇→+∞

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1)))

)
1
2

cosh(𝜇)
= lim

𝜇→+∞

(

(sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1)))
2𝜇 cosh2(𝜇)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→+∞

(

𝑒2𝜇𝑥 − 𝑒−2𝜇𝑥 − 𝑒2𝜇(𝑥−1) + 𝑒−2𝜇(𝑥−1)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→+∞

(

𝑒2𝜇𝑥 + 𝑒−2𝜇(𝑥−1)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

=0. (23)

We deduce that there exists 𝑀1 ∈ ℝ>0 such that

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇𝑥) − sinh(2𝜇(𝑥 − 1)))

)
1
2

2 cosh(𝜇)
≤ 𝑀1,∀𝜇 ∈ ℝ>0, 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1],

which, along with (21), ensures that

∫

1

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 𝑥 − 1))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 ≤
𝑀1

|𝜆| cos(𝜃)
‖𝑔‖𝑋 ,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]. (24)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (18), setting 𝑧 ∶= 𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥) in (19) and (20), we deduce that

∫

𝑥

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 ≤
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆| cosh(𝜇) cos(𝜃)

(

∫

𝑥

0
cosh(2𝜇(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))d𝑦

)
1
2

=
‖𝑔‖𝑋

2|𝜆| cosh(𝜇) cos(𝜃)

(

1
2𝜇

(sinh(2𝜇) − sinh(2𝜇(1 − 𝑥)))
)

1
2
,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1].

(25)

Analogous to the proof of (22) and (23), we infer that

lim
𝜇→0

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇) − sinh(2𝜇(1 − 𝑥)))

)
1
2

cosh(𝜇)
= lim

𝜇→0

(

𝑒2𝜇 − 𝑒−2𝜇 − 𝑒2𝜇(1−𝑥) + 𝑒−2𝜇(1−𝑥)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→0

(

2𝑒2𝜇 + 2𝑒−2𝜇 − 2(1 − 𝑥)𝑒2𝜇(1−𝑥) − 2(1 − 𝑥)𝑒−2𝜇(1−𝑥)

(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2) + 𝜇(2𝑒2𝜇 − 2𝑒−2𝜇)

)

1
2

=
√

𝑥

and

lim
𝜇→+∞

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇) − sinh(2𝜇(1 − 𝑥)))

)
1
2

cosh(𝜇)
= lim

𝜇→+∞

(

𝑒2𝜇 − 𝑒−2𝜇 − 𝑒2𝜇(1−𝑥) + 𝑒−2𝜇(1−𝑥)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 𝑒−2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

= lim
𝜇→+∞

(

𝑒2𝜇 − 𝑒2𝜇(1−𝑥)

𝜇(𝑒2𝜇 + 2)

)
1
2

=0
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hold true for all 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1].
Furthermore, we deduce that there exists 𝑀2 ∈ ℝ>0 such that

(

1
2𝜇 (sinh(2𝜇) − sinh(2𝜇(1 − 𝑥)))

)
1
2

2 cosh(𝜇)
≤ 𝑀2,∀𝜇 ∈ ℝ>0, 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1],

which, along with (25), implies that

∫

𝑥

0

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(𝑦 + 1 − 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 ≤
𝑀2

|𝜆| cos(𝜃)
‖𝑔‖𝑋 ,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]. (26)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (18), analogous to the proof of (26), we deduce that 𝑀3 ∈ ℝ>0 such
that

∫

1

𝑥

|

|

|

|

sinh(𝜆(1 − 𝑦 + 𝑥))
2𝜆 cosh(𝜆)

|

|

|

|

|𝑔(𝑦)| d𝑦 ≤
𝑀3

|𝜆| cos(𝜃)
‖𝑔‖𝑋 ,∀𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]. (27)

Substituting (24), (26), and (27) into (18), we obtain

‖𝑢‖𝑋 =

(

∫

1

0
|𝑢(𝑥)|2 d𝑥

)
1
2

≤
𝑀1 +𝑀2 +𝑀3

|𝜆| cos(𝜃)
‖𝑔‖𝑋 .

Fixing any 𝜃0 ∈
(

𝜋
4 ,

𝜋
2

)

, we find that

Σ(𝜃0) ∶= {𝜆 ∶ | arg 𝜆| < 2𝜃0} ⊂ 𝜌(𝐴)

and

‖𝑅(𝜆 ∶ 𝐴)‖ ≤ 𝑀
|𝜆|

for 𝜆 ∈ Σ(𝜃0),

where 𝑀 ∶= 𝑀1+𝑀2+𝑀3
cos(𝜃0)

.
Note that 𝐷(𝐴) is dense in 𝑋. We infer from [53, Theorem 7.7, p. 30] that 𝐴 is the infinitesimal generator of a

𝐶0-semigroup 𝑆(𝑡) and satisfies

‖𝑆(𝑡)‖ ≤ 𝐶,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0

with some positive constant 𝐶 . Furthermore, we deduce from [53, Theorem 5.2, p. 61] that the semigroup 𝑆(𝑡)
(

𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0
)

is analytic.
Finally, the same process of the proof of [53, Lemma 2.1, pp. 234-235] indicates that the semigroup 𝑆(𝑡)

(

𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0
)

is compact. The proof is complete. ■
Proof: [Proof of Proposition 1.] For any given 𝑓 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 , it is clear that

‖Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 )‖𝑋 ≤ 𝑘‖ |𝑤|

𝑟
‖𝑋 + ‖𝑓‖𝑋 ≤ 𝑘‖𝑤‖𝑋 + 𝑘𝐶(𝑟) + ‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐

,∀𝑡 ∈ ℝ≥0, 𝑤 ∈ 𝑋, (28)

where in the last inequality we used the Young’s inequality (see [54, Appendix B.2, p.706]), and 𝐶(𝑟) is a positive
constant depending only on 𝑟.

In view of (28) and Lemma 1, we deduce from [53, Corollary 2.3, p. 194] that system (15) admits a mild solution
𝑤 ∈ 𝐶(ℝ≥0;𝑋). The proof is complete. ■
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3.2. FTISS assessment
In this section, we show how to prove the FTISS for system (15), or, equivalently, system (14), when sublinear

terms are involved. More precisely, we prove the following proposition, which is the third main result of this paper.

Theorem 3. System (15), or, equivalently, system (14), is FTISS in the spatial 𝐿2-norm w.r.t. the in-domain
disturbance 𝑓 .

As indicated in Remark 2, verifying the structural condition (8) for PDEs is not an easy task. Therefore, before
proving Theorem 3, we prove for a function 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 1,𝑝

[0] (0, 1) some interpolation inequalities, which can be used to

establish the relationship between ‖𝑣‖1+𝑠
𝐿1+𝑠(0,1)

and −‖𝑣‖2𝜏
𝐿2(0,1)

with some 𝑠, 𝜏 ∈ (0, 1) and hence, it plays a crucial
role in establishing the FTISS of parabolic PDEs with sublinear terms.

Lemma 2. Let 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 1,𝑝
[0] (0, 1). For any 𝑝, 𝑞 ∈ (1,+∞) and 𝛿 ∈ (0, 1) satisfying

𝛿
(

1
𝑞
+ 1 − 1

𝑝

)

= 1
𝑞
, (29)

the following interpolation inequality holds true

‖𝑣‖𝐿∞(0,1) ≤
1
𝛿𝛿

‖𝑣𝑦‖
𝛿
𝐿𝑝(0,1)‖𝑣‖

1−𝛿
𝐿𝑞(0,1). (30)

Proof: Let 𝑝, 𝑞 ∈ (1,+∞) and 𝛿 ∈ (0, 1) satisfy (29). Let 𝛼 ∶= 1
𝛿 . For any 𝑠 ∈ ℝ, define 𝐺(𝑠) ∶= |𝑠|𝛼−1𝑠. For

any 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 1,𝑝
[0] (0, 1), we define the function 𝐻(𝑦) ∶= 𝐺(𝑣(𝑦)). It follows that

𝐻𝑦(𝑦) = 𝐺′(𝑣(𝑦))𝑣𝑦(𝑦) = 𝛼 |𝑣(𝑦)|𝛼−1 𝑣𝑦(𝑦).

For any 𝑦 ∈ (0, 1), we deduce that

|𝐻(𝑦)| =
|

|

|

|

∫

𝑦

0
𝐻𝑧(𝑧)d𝑧

|

|

|

|

≤ ∫

𝑦

0
|

|

𝐻𝑧(𝑧)|| d𝑧 = ∫

𝑦

0

|

|

|

𝛼 |𝑣(𝑧)|𝛼−1 𝑣𝑧(𝑧)
|

|

|

d𝑧. (31)

The equality (29) ensures that

1
𝑝
+ 1

𝑞
𝛼−1

= 1

with 𝑞
𝛼−1 ∈ (1,+∞). Then, for any 𝑦 ∈ (0, 1), by using the Hölder’s inequality (see [54, Appendix B.2, p.706]), we

obtain

∫

𝑦

0

|

|

|

𝛼 |𝑣(𝑧)|𝛼−1 𝑣𝑧(𝑧)
|

|

|

d𝑧 ≤𝛼
(

∫

𝑦

0

(

|𝑣(𝑧)|𝛼−1
)

𝑞
𝛼−1 d𝑧

)
𝛼−1
𝑞

(

∫

𝑦

0
|

|

𝑣𝑧(𝑧)||
𝑝d𝑧

)
1
𝑝

≤𝛼

(

∫

1

0

(

|𝑣(𝑧)|𝛼−1
)

𝑞
𝛼−1 d𝑧

)
𝛼−1
𝑞

(

∫

1

0
|

|

𝑣𝑧(𝑧)||
𝑝d𝑧

)
1
𝑝

=𝛼‖𝑣‖𝛼−1𝐿𝑞(0,1)‖𝑣𝑦‖𝐿𝑝(0,1). (32)

We infer from (31) and (32) that

|𝑣(𝑦)|𝛼 ≤ 𝛼‖𝑣‖𝛼−1𝐿𝑞(0,1)‖𝑣𝑦‖𝐿𝑝(0,1),∀𝑦 ∈ (0, 1). (33)

Substituting 𝛼 = 1
𝛿 into (33), it follows that

|𝑣(𝑦)|
1
𝛿 ≤ 1

𝛿
‖𝑣‖

1−𝛿
𝛿

𝐿𝑞(0,1)‖𝑣𝑦‖𝐿𝑝(0,1),∀𝑦 ∈ (0, 1). (34)
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Taking both sides of the inequality (34) to the 𝛿-th power, we have

|𝑣(𝑦)| ≤ 1
𝛿𝛿

‖𝑣‖1−𝛿𝐿𝑞(0,1)‖𝑣𝑦‖
𝛿
𝐿𝑝(0,1),∀𝑦 ∈ (0, 1),

which ensures that (30) holds true. ■

Corollary 1. Let 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 1,2
[0] (0, 1). For any 𝑟 ∈ (0, 1), the following interpolation inequality holds true

‖𝑣‖
3+𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
≤ (3 + 𝑟)𝜖

2
‖𝑣𝑦‖

2
𝐿2(0,1) +

3 + 𝑟
8𝜖

‖𝑣‖1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

,∀𝜖 ∈ ℝ>0. (35)

Proof: For any 𝑟 ∈ (0, 1), let

𝜃 ∶= 3 + 𝑟
4

, 𝛿 ∶= 1
2𝜃

= 2
3 + 𝑟

∈
(1
2
, 2
3

)

⊂ (0, 1) , 𝑝 ∶= 4𝛿𝜃 = 2, 𝑞 ∶= 4𝜃(1 − 𝛿) = 1 + 𝑟.

By direct calculation, we have

𝛿
(

1
𝑞
+ 1 − 1

𝑝

)

= 1
𝑞
.

Therefore, for 𝑣 ∈ 𝑊 1,2
[0] (0, 1), by using the inequality (30), we have

‖𝑣‖2𝐿∞(0,1) ≤
1
𝛿2𝛿

‖𝑣𝑦‖
2𝛿
𝐿𝑝(0,1)‖𝑣‖

2−2𝛿
𝐿𝑞(0,1),

which implies that

‖𝑣‖2𝜃
𝐿2(0,1)

≤ 1
𝛿2𝛿𝜃

‖𝑣𝑦‖
2𝛿𝜃
𝐿𝑝(0,1)‖𝑣‖

2𝜃−2𝛿𝜃
𝐿𝑞(0,1) . (36)

For any 𝑟 ∈ (0, 1), substituting the values of 𝜃, 𝛿, 𝑝, 𝑞 into (36), we obtain

‖𝑣‖
3+𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
≤ 3 + 𝑟

2
‖𝑣𝑦‖𝐿2(0,1)‖𝑣‖

1+𝑟
2

𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)
.

Then, by using the Young’s inequality with 𝜖 ∈ ℝ>0 (see [54, Appendix B.2, p.706]), we get

‖𝑣‖
3+𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
≤ 3 + 𝑟

2
⋅ 𝜖‖𝑣𝑦‖

2
𝐿2(0,1) +

3 + 𝑟
2

⋅
1
4𝜖

‖𝑣‖1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

,

which gives the interpolation inequality (35). ■
With the aid of the interpolation inequality (35), we prove Theorem 3 by verifying the conditions of the FTISS

Lyapunov theorem are all fulfilled.
Proof: [Proof of Theorem 3.] Let 𝑃 ∶= 𝐼 . Then, (7) holds true with 𝜇1 ∶= 1. We claim that 𝑉 (𝑤) ∶= ⟨𝑃𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 =

‖𝑤‖

2
𝐿2(0,1)

is an FTISS-LF of system (15).
Indeed, for any 𝑡 ∈ ℝ>0, 𝑤 ∈ 𝐷(𝐴), and 𝑓 ∈ 𝑈𝑐 , by direct calculation and noting that 𝐴∗ = 𝐴, we have

⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 = 2⟨𝐴𝑤,𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1) = 2⟨𝑤𝑦𝑦, 𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1) = −2⟨𝑤𝑦, 𝑤𝑦⟩𝐿2(0,1) = −2‖𝑤𝑦‖
2
𝐿2(0,1), (37)

and

⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ), 𝑤⟩𝑋 =⟨−𝑘|𝑤|

𝑟−1𝑤 + 𝑓,𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1)

=⟨−𝑘|𝑤|

𝑟−1𝑤,𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1) + ⟨𝑓,𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1)

= − 𝑘‖𝑤‖

1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

+ ⟨𝑓,𝑤⟩𝐿2(0,1)

≤ − 𝑘‖𝑤‖

1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

+ ‖𝑓‖𝐿2(0,1)‖𝑤‖𝐿2(0,1)
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≤ − 𝑘‖𝑤‖

1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

+ ‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐
‖𝑤‖𝐿2(0,1). (38)

It follows from (37) and (38) that

⟨(𝑃𝐴,𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 + 2⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ), 𝑤⟩𝑋 ≤ −2‖𝑤𝑦‖
2
𝐿2(0,1) − 2𝑘‖𝑤‖

1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

+ 2‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐
‖𝑤‖𝐿2(0,1). (39)

In view of Corollary 1, we get

−2𝑘‖𝑤‖

1+𝑟
𝐿1+𝑟(0,1)

≤ −2𝑘
𝐶1

‖𝑤‖

3+𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
+

2𝑘𝐶0
𝐶1

‖𝑤𝑦‖
2
𝐿2(0,1),∀𝜖 ∈ ℝ>0, (40)

where 𝐶0 ∶=
(3+𝑟)𝜖

2 and 𝐶1 ∶=
3+𝑟
8𝜖 with 𝜖 ∈ ℝ>0 to be determined later.

We infer from (39) and (40) that

⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 + 2⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ), 𝑤⟩𝑋 ≤
(

−2 +
2𝑘𝐶0
𝐶1

)

‖𝑤𝑦‖
2
𝐿2(0,1) −

2𝑘
𝐶1

‖𝑤‖

3+𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
+ 2‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐

‖𝑤‖𝐿2(0,1)

=(−2 + 8𝑘𝜖2)‖𝑤𝑦‖
2
𝑋 − 16𝑘𝜖

3 + 𝑟
‖𝑤‖

3+𝑟
2

𝑋 + 2‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐
‖𝑤‖𝑋 .

Note that 𝑘 ∈ ℝ>0. We choose an arbitrary constant 𝜖 ∈ ℝ>0 such that −2 + 8𝑘𝜖2 < 0, i.e.,

0 < 𝜖 < 1

2
√

𝑘
. (41)

Then, we obtain

⟨(𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴∗𝑃 )𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 + 2⟨Ξ(𝑡, 𝑤, 𝑓 ), 𝑤⟩𝑋 ≤ −16𝑘𝜖
3 + 𝑟

‖𝑤‖

3+𝑟
2

𝑋 + 2‖𝑓‖𝑈𝑐
‖𝑤‖𝑋 ,

which shows that the inequality (8) holds true with 𝑏 ∶= 16𝑘𝜖
3+𝑟 > 0, 𝜏 ∶= 3+𝑟

2 ∈ (1, 2) , 𝑐 ∶= 2, 𝜇2 ∶= 1, and 𝜁 (𝑠) ∶= 𝑠
for 𝑠 ∈ ℝ≥0.

According to Theorem 2, for system (15) with solution 𝑤, we deduce that 𝑉 (𝑤) ∶= ⟨𝑤,𝑤⟩𝑋 = ‖𝑤‖

2
𝐿2(0,1)

is an
FTISS-LF. Thus, system (15) is FTISS. ■

Remark 3. By virtue of Remark 1 and the arbitrariness of 𝜖 in (41), the settling time, denoted by 𝑇∗, of the
disturbance-free system (15), or, equivalently, system (14), satisfies

𝑇∗ ≤ lim
𝜖→ 1

2
√

𝑘

2𝜇
𝜏
2
2

(2 − 𝜏)𝑏
𝑉 1− 𝜏

2 (𝑤0) = lim
𝜖→ 1

2
√

𝑘

3 + 𝑟
4𝑘𝜖(1 − 𝑟)

𝑉
1−𝑟
4 (𝑤0) =

3 + 𝑟

2
√

𝑘(1 − 𝑟)
‖𝑤0‖

1−𝑟
2

𝐿2(0,1)
. (42)

3.3. Numerical results
In simulations, we always set 𝑟 = 0.6, and 𝑘 = 2. The initial data and in-domain disturbances are given by

𝑤0(𝑦) = 𝐴1

(

𝑦 + 1
2

)

1
2 sin

(

3𝜋𝑦 + 𝜋
2

)

and 𝑓 (𝑦, 𝑡) = 𝐴2sin (𝑦 + 12𝑡 + 6),

respectively, where 𝐴1 ∈ {5, 50} and 𝐴2 ∈ {0, 20, 40} are used to describe the amplitude of initial data and in-domain
disturbances.

In the absence of disturbances, namely, in the case where 𝐴2 = 0, Theorem 3 indicates that the disturbance-
free system (14) is finite-time stable. This property is illustrated in Fig. 1 (a), (b), and (c). Especially, Fig. 1 (c),
which is plotted in a logarithmic scale, well depicts the fast convergence property of solutions to the disturbance-free
system (14) with different initial data, i.e., 𝐴1 ∈ {5, 50}. In addition, it can be seen from Fig. 1 (c) that the settling
time decreases when the amplitude of initial data decreases. This property is in accordance with the theoretical result
described by (42).

In the presence of disturbances, namely, in the case where 𝐴2 ∈ {20, 40}, for the same initial data, i.e., 𝐴1 = 5,
it is shown in Fig. 2 (a), (b), and (c) that the solutions of the disturbed system (14) with different disturbances
remain bounded. Especially, the amplitude of solutions and their norms decreases when the amplitude of disturbances
deceases. These robust properties, along with the finite-time stability property depicted by Fig. 2 (a) and (c), well
illustrate the FTISS of system (14).
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(a) Evolution of 𝑤 for system (14) with 𝐴1 = 5 and 𝐴2 = 0.

(b) Evolution of 𝑤 for system (14) with 𝐴1 = 50 and 𝐴2 = 0.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
10-10

10-5

102

(c) Evolution of ‖𝑤[𝑡]‖𝐿2(0,1) for system (14) with 𝐴1 ∈ {5, 50} and 𝐴2 = 0.

Figure 1: Evolution of 𝑤 and ‖𝑤[𝑡]‖𝐿2(0,1) for system (14) with different initial data.

4. conclusion
In this paper, we extended the notion of FTISS to infinite-dimensional systems and provide Lyapunov theory-

based tools to establish the FTISS of infinite-dimensional systems. In particular, we demonstrated the construction of
Lyapunov functionals tailored for assessing the FTISS for a class of infinite-dimensional nonlinear systems under the
framework of compact semigroup theory and Hilbert spaces, and verified the FTISS for parabolic PDEs with sublinear
terms by using an interpolation inequality. Numerical results were presented to illustrate the obtained theoretical
results. It is worth mentioning that designing feedback controls to achieve the FTISS for parabolic PDEs remains a
challenging subject that will be considered in our future work.
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(c) Evolution of ‖𝑤[𝑡]‖𝐿2(0,1) for system (14) with 𝐴1 = 5 and 𝐴2 ∈ {20, 40}.
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