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Abstract

This paper proposes converse Lyapunov theorems for namlithgnamical systems defined on smooth connected Riemanmaaifolds

and characterizes properties of Lyapunov functions witpeet to the Riemannian distance function. We extend clskyapunov

converse theorems for dynamical system®Rihto dynamical systems evolving on Riemannian manifoldss Tperformed by restricting
our analysis to the so called normal neighborhoods of dauilins on Riemannian manifolds. By employing the derivedpprties of

Lyapunov functions, we obtain the stability of perturbedamical systems on Riemannian manifolds.
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1 Introduction manifolds do not necessarily possess the vector space prop-
erties of Euclidean spaces. Consequently, a generalizaitio

Many systems include dynamics that naturally evolve on thetraditional framework of the stability theory is ineaile.
Riemannian manifolds, see for example [1, 3-5, 33], with

their analysis requires the application of differentisbgeet- ~ Stability analysis for systems evolving on manifolds is&ne
ric tools. Examples of such systems can be found in many area of research, see for example [24, 26]. Recent results
mechanical settings, see [3-5]. concerning the existence and properties of Lyapunov func-

tions are documentedin [7,10,11,13,15,22,29,31,34836,3
Stability theory is an important topic in control theory.i§h N particular, in [7, 36], the existence of complete Lyapuno
theory addresses the stability of trajectories of dynamica functions for dynamical systems on compact metric spaces
systems as solutions of differential equations or difféeén 1S derived. In general, Riemannian manifolds can be consid-
inclusions, see [16, 33, 34]. Lyapunov stability theoryriet ~ €red as metric spaces by employing the notion of Rieman-
core mathematical tool for analyzing and characterizirg th nian distance function, see [19].
stability of equilibria. Stability in the sense of Lyapunioas
been extensively analyzed in the literature, see for exampl In this paper, we present several converse Lyapunov theo-
[16,18,23]. rems for dynamical systems evolving on Riemannian man-
ifolds and prove some local properties of such Lyapunov
Traditionally, the development of stability theory has fo- functions. To this end, we define Lyapunov stability of dy-
cused on dynamical systems evolving on Euclidean spacesnamical systems on Riemannian manifolds based on the
There, the application of the attendant vector space proper Riemannian distance function. We employ the notion of
ties of Euclidean spaces leads to significant simplification 9eodesics on Riemannian manifolds and apply the stability
in the analysis, due to coordinate transformations avigilab results for dynamical systems @' to obtain the existence
to shift equilibria to the origin. Consequently, stabiligal- ~ Of Lyapunov functions for dynamical systems defined on
ysis can be reduced to the analysis of a equilibria located Riemannian manifolds. Using a version of stability theory

at the origin. However, many dynamical systems defined on for systems evolving on Riemannian manifolds, see [2,5,8],
the stability results for dynamical systems evolving on Eu-

* This work was supported by the Australian Research Council Clid€an spaces [12,16,37] are extended to those evolving on

Discovery Project DP120101144. Riemannian manifolds. We introduce a lift operator to con-
Email addressesftaringoo@unimelb.edu.au (Farzin vert the dynamical equations on a Riemannian manifold to
Taringoo),pdower@unimelb.edu.au (Peter M. Dower), a dynamical system on the tangent space of an equilibrium,
dnesic@unimelb.edu.au (Dragan Nesic), see [14,19, 32], and invoke some of the standard results of
yingt@unimelb.edu.au (Ying Tan). the stability theory presented in [12, 16]. It is shown that
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in a normal neighborhood [19] of an equilibrium of a dy-
namical system, the constructed Lyapunov functions satis
certain properties which can be used to analyze the stabilit
and robustness of the underlying dynamical system. These
results are extended and applied to study perturbed dynamic
systems. Geometric features of the normal neighborhoods,
such as existence of unique length minimizing geodesics and
their local representations enable us to closely relatstdre
bility results obtained for dynamical systemdlif to those
defined on Riemannian manifolds.

In terms of exposition, Section 2 presents some mathemati-
cal preliminaries needed for the subsequent analysisidBect

3 presents the main results for the existence of Lyapunov
functions for dynamical systems evolving on Riemannian
manifolds. These results are employed in Section 4 to derive
the stability of perturbed dynamical systems on Riemannian
manifolds. The paper concludes with some closing remarks
in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we provide the differential geometric miaier
which is necessary for the analysis presented in the rest of
the paper. We define some of the frequently used symbols
of this paper in Table 1.

Definition 1 Let M be a ann dimensional manifold. A co-

ordinate chart onM is (U, ¢), whereU is an open set i/

and ¢ is a homomorphism froy to ¢(U) C R", see [21].
[

2.1 Riemannian manifolds

Definition 2 (see [21], Chapter 3)A Riemannian manifold
(M, g) is a differentiable manifold// together with a Rie-
mannian metricg, where g is defined for eaclx € M
via an inner producty, : T,M x T,,M — R on the tan-
gent spacd’, M (to M at x) such that the function defined
by © — ¢.(X(z),Y(z)) is smooth for any vector fields
X,Y € X(M). In addition,

(i) (M, g) isn dimensional ifM is n dimensional;
(i) (M,g) is connected if for any,y € M, there exists
a piecewise smooth curve that connect® y.

Table 1
f Symbols and Their Descriptions

Symbol Description
M Riemannian manifold
X(M) space of smooth time invariant
vector fields onM
X(M x R) space of smooth time varying
vector fields onM
T.M tangent space at € M
T, M cotangent space ate M
TM tangent bundle of\/
T M cotangent bundle o/
2 - basis tangent vectors atc M
dx; basis cotangent vectors ate M
f(z,t) time-varying vector fields o/
|- lg Riemannian norm
|- 1le Euclidean norm
[l induced norm
g(-y-) Riemannian metric od/
d(-,-) Riemannian distance o/
oft flow associated withy
TF pushforward ofF’
T.F pushforward ofF" at x
R>o (0, 00)
R>o [0, )
C>=(M) space of smooth functions ol
~ isomorphism
B(x,r) metric ball centered at with radiusr
B..(0) Ball with radiusr in tangent spaces

P(x,y) = {'y: [a,b] = M

can be connected via a pathe & (z,y), where

~ piecewise smooth

Y(a) =z, v(b) =y

}(2.1)

Theorem 1 ([19], P. 94) Suppose(M, g) is an n dimen-
- sional connected Riemannian manifold. Then, forany €
M, there exists a piecewise smooth patk £ (x,y) that

Note that in the special case wheld = R", the
Riemannian metricg is defined everywhere by, =

connectse to y.

>oi =1 9ij(x)dz; @ dzj, where® is the tensor product on
T:M x T}M, see [21].

The existence of connecting paths (via Theorem 1) between
pairs of elements of amdimensional connected Riemannian
manifold (M, g) facilitates the definition of a corresponding

As formalized in Definition 2, connected Riemannian man- Riemannian distance. In particular, the Riemannian digtan

ifolds possess the property that any pair of pointg € M

d: M x M — R is defined by the infimal path length



between any two elements 81, with

[ o Twa

Note that in the special case whevé = R", the Rieman-
nian distance (2.2) simplifies @z, y) = ||l — y||..

d(z,y)

inf

2.2
769’(% Y) (22)

Using the definition of Riemannian distandeof (2.2),
(M, d) defines a metric space as formalized by the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 2 ([19], P. 94) Anyn dimensional connected Rie-
mannian manifold M, g) defines a metric spadé/, d) via
the Riemannian distance of (2.2). Furthermore, the in-
duced topology of), d) is the same as the manifold topol-
ogy of (M, g). m

Next, the cruciapushforwardoperator is introduced.

Definition 3 For a given smooth mapping' : M — N
from manifold M to manifold N the pushforwardl'F' is

One may show, for a smooth vector fiefd the integral
flow ®4(s,to,-) : M — M is a local diffeomorphism ,
see [21]. Here we assume that the vector figlid smooth
andcompletei.e. @ exists for allt € (tg, 00).

2.3 Geodesic Curves

Geodesics are defined [14] as length minimizing curves on
Riemannian manifolds which satisfy

Vi ¥(t)

where~(-) is a geodesic curve ofll/, g) andV is theLevi-
Civita connection on\/, see [19]. The solution of the Euler-
Lagrange variational problem associated with the length
minimizing problem shows that all the geodesics onnan
dimensional Riemannian manifold/, g) must satisfy the
following system of ordinary differential equations:

+ Z I 45 (s)Am(s) =

=0, (2.9)

defined as a generalization of the Jacobian of smooth maps

between Euclidean spaces as follows:

TF:TM — TN, (2.3)

where

T,F : T,M — Tp( N, (2.4)

and

ToF(Xy)oh=Xz(hoF), X, € T,M,heC®N).
(2.5)

[

2.2 Dynamical systems on Riemannian manifolds

This paper focuses on dynamical systems governed by dif-

ferential equations on a connectedlimensional Rieman-
nian manifold M. Locally these differential equations are
defined by (see [21])

i(t) = f(z(t),1), feX(MxR),
() .I'oEMtE[to,tf]

The time dependent flow associated with a differentiable
time dependent vector fielflis a map®; satisfying

(2.6)

OFI [to,tf] X [to,tf] XM — M,

(so,sf,x) = Pr(sy, s0,2) € M, (2.7)
and

dd (s, s, x

205 50.0) | p@ 4t 50,2), 1) (2.8)

ds

0, 1=1,..,n, (210)
J.k=1
where
i 1~ 4 991
Tik=3 ;9 (gjtke + Grtg — Gika)s itk = dxy,’
(2.11)

where all the indexes j, &, I run from1 up ton = dim(M)
and[¢"] = [g;;]7*. Note thatg;; is the (i, j) entity of the
metric g.

Definition 4 ([19], p. 72) The restricted exponential map is
defined by

exp, : TuM — M, exp,(v) =v,(1),ve T, M, (2.12)
where, (1) is the unigue maximal geodesic [19], P. 59,
initiating from = with the velocityv up to one. [ ]

Throughoutestricted exponential mapare referred to as
exponential mapsAn open ball of radiu$ > 0 and cen-
tered at0 € T,,M in the tangent space atis denoted by
Bs5(0) = {v € T,M | ||v||; < 6}. Similarly, the corre-
sponding closed ball is denoted @;(0). Using the lo-
cal diffeomorphic property of exponential maps, the corre-
sponding geodesic ball centeredrais dened as follows.

Lemma 1 ([19], Lemma 5.10)For any x € M, there ex-
ists a neighborhood;s(0) in T, M on whichexp,, is a dif-
feomorphism ontexp, (Bs(0)) C M. [

Definition 5 ([19]) In a neighborhood ofc € M, where
exp, IS a local diffeomorphism (this neighborhood always
exists by Lemma 1), a geodesic ball of radius> 0 is
denoted byexp, (Bs(0)) € M. The corresponding closed
geodesic ball is denoted kxp, (B5(0)). ]



Definition 6 For a vector spacé’, a star-shaped
hood of0 € V is any open set/ such that ifu € S1 S'\{p}
au € U, a € [0,1].

Definition 7 ([19], p. 76) A normal neighborhoc PN
x € M is any open neighborhood af which is /@ \ ‘
morphic image of a star shaped neighborhood ; £ } |
underexp,, map. \ "

Definition 8 The injectivity radius of\/ is # .
-1
i(M) = inf i(x), v ‘ 4 ‘
e RI __________________________
where P

i(x) = sup{r € R>¢| exp, is diffeomorphic ontc

exp, (Br(0))}. Fig. 1. S* and S \ {p}

(2.14) o o _
unit circle S* ¢ R? in Figure 1. Alocal coordinate system

- [20] for S is given by the local homeomorphism: S' —
R (see also Figure 1) defined by

Definition 9 The metric ball with respect téd on (M, g) is

defined by 0% (sin(0),cos(0)) € R2, 0 (0,2r) c RY.  (3.17)
B(z,r) ={ye M| d(z,y) <r}. (2.15) In the case of the removal of a pojnfrom S, the Euclidean
distance between points convergingSh \ {p} top € S!
- from either side converges to zero. However, at the same

time, the Riemannian distance converge8tavhich is the

. S i 1 i i
The following lemma reveals a relationship between normal largest distance o™ between any pair of points.

neighborhoods and metric balls 6/, g). : . . .
'9 ! Oh/, g) We generalize the stability notion for dynamical systems on

Lemma 2 ([32], p. 122) Given anye € R, anda € M, Riemannian manifolds as follows.

suppose thaéxp, is a diffeomorphism oB.(0) C T, M,

and B(zr) C exp, B.(0) for somer € Rwo. Then Definition 10 For the time-varying dynamical systein=

flz(t),t), feX(M xR),ze M is an equilibrium if
expm BT(O) = B(.T,T). (2.16) @f(t,to,:f) — :Z.’ t c [t01 OO), (3.18)
u where®; is the integral flow off defined by (2.7). ]

We note thatB.(0) is the metric ball of radius with respect Definition 11 ([2,5,8,16])For the dynamical system
to the Riemannian metrig in T, M. T = f(z(t),t), fe€X(M xR),an equilibriumz € M is

3 Lyapunov Analysis on Riemannian Manifolds (i) uniformly Lyapunov stable if for any neighborhoof

) - ) of € M and any initial timet, € R, there exists a neigh-
We extend the notion of stability to dynamical systems horhoodW; of z, such that

evolving on Riemannian manifolds. This problem has been

addressed in [1,5,27] in a geometric framework. The main vz, ¢ W;, @4 (t, to, v0) € Uz, Vt € [tg,0).

motivation here is to characterize the local propertiesyaf-L ' (3.19)
punov functions based upon the Riemannian distance func-

tion. These properties will be of great importance in analyz

ing a range of dynamical systems evolving on manifolds. iy uniformly locally asymptotically stable if it is Lyapov

stable and for any, € R, there existé/; such that
Itis important to note that, depending on the geometry of the
state space of a particular dynamical system, Riemannian v, e ¢/, lim Oy (t,to, o) = T, i€
distance might be significantly different than the Euclidea ) t=oo T
distance of embedded manifolds. As an example consider a i d(®;(t,t0, 20), T) =0, ¢ € [to, o0). (3.20)



(i) uniformly globally asymptotically stable if it is Lya
punov stable and for ang € R,

Vxg € M, tlim (I)f(t,to,xo) =z, t€ [to, 00). (3.22)
—00

(iv) uniformly locally exponentially stable if it is locall

asymptotically stable and for arty € R, there exist{z and
K, )\ € R~ such that

Vxo € Uz, d(q)f(t, to, .%'0), f) <
Kd(zo,Z)exp(—A(t — to)),t € [to, 00). (3.22)
(v) globally exponentially stable if it is globally asympto
ically stable and for any, € R, there existK, A € R~g,
such that,

Vrg € M, d(q)f(t, to, Zo), f) <
Kd(zo,Z)exp(—A(t — to)),t € [to, 00). (3.23)
|

We note that the convergence bhis defined in the topology
induced byd which is the same as the original topology of
M by Theorem 2.

Definition 12 ([5,16]) A function y M — R is
locally positive definite (positive semi-definite) in a
neighborhood ofz € M if x(z) = 0 and there
exists a neighborhood/; < M such that for all
€U\ {Z}, 0< x(x) (respectively0 < x(z)). n

Given a smooth functioly : M — R, the Lie derivative of
x along a time invariant vector fiell € X(M ) is defined by

Lrx = dx(f),

wheredy : TM — R is the differential form ofy. In any
neighbourhood of: € M, dy is given locally by

(3.24)

"9
dxzzaxdxi €T M,

i=1 O

(3.25)

wheren = dim(M) andT M is the cotangent space &f
atx, see [21].

Remark 1 For time-varying dynamical systems evolving on
M, the Lie derivative of a smooth time-varying function
x: M x R+ R is defined by

. )
Lr@nx = dx (E’ f(z, t)) : (3.26)
where
dx =d,x ®dix € Ty M © T{'R,
(3.27)

with d,x € T; M as per (3.25), and;x € T} R.

Definition 13 ([1,5, 16]) (Lyapunov Candidate Functions)
A smooth functiom : M x R — R is a Lyapunov function
for the time-variant vector field € X(M xR) if v is locally
positive definite in a neighborhood of an equilibriunfor

t € [to,00) and £5v is locally negative semi-definite in a
neighborhood of:. ]

Definition 14 The time-variant sublevel séf; ; of a pos-
itive semidefinite functiom : M x R — R is defined as
My = {z € M, v(z,t) < b}. By N,.(Z) we denote a
connected sublevel set &f containingz € M. ]

The following lemma shows that there exists a connected
compact sublevel set of an equilibrium point of a dynamical
system on a Riemannian manifold.

Lemma 3 letz € M andv : M x R — R denote an
equilibrium and a Lyapunov function respectively for syste
(2.6). Then, for any neighborhodd; of z and anyt €
R, there existsh € R-g, such that\,(Z) is compact,
z € int(Npt(z)) and N, 4 (Z) C Uz, whereint(-) gives the
interior of a set.

Proof. The proofis based on the proof given in [5], Lemma
6.12. In this case we fix time € R and considew(-, ) :
M — R as a smooth time-invariant function. In this case,
we apply the results of Lemma 6.12 in [5] to complete the
proof. ]

To analyze the behavior of dynamical systems on manifolds
we employ the notion o€omparison functionslefined in
[16].

Definition 15 ([16]) A continuous functiorv : [0,b) —
R>o is of classK if it is strictly increasing andx(0) = 0,
and of classC, if b = co andlim, ;o a(r) = co. []

Definition 16 ([16]) A continuous function3 : [0,b) x
R>¢ — R>g is of classK L if for each fixeds, 5(-,s) € K
and for each fixed- € [0,b), 5(r,-) is decreasing with
lim,_, o B(r, 8) = 0. []

The following theorem provideX and KL comparison
function bounds for trajectories of uniformly stable dynam
ical systems evolving on Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 3 Any time-varying dynamical system of the form
(2.6), evolving on a connected dimensional Riemannian
manifold (M, g), satises the following properties:

e If an equilibriumz € M is uniformly Lyapunov stable,
then there exists a clags functiona and a neighborhood



N3, such that

d(®(t,t0, v0), T) < ad(wo, T)),

zo € Nz, t € [to, 00). (3.28)

o If z is uniformly asymptotically stable then there exists a
classKL function and a neighborhoodVz, such that

d(®y(t,t0,20),7) < B(d(w0,Z),t — to),

20 € N3, t € [to, 00). (3.29)

Proof. Letus consideraneighborhoblg C exp; B;(z)(0),
wherei(z) is the injectivity radius at € M andB;z)(0) C

Tz M. Note thati(z) > 0, see Proposition 2.1.10 in [17]. In
order to prove the first assertion we note that the uniform
Lyapunov stability ofz, implies that there exist¥V; C

M, such thatzy € W; results in®(t, to, xo) € Uz for

all t € [tg,00). Hence,W; C Uz C exp, By (0) and
(¢, to, zo) remains in a normal neighborhood of

Lemma 2 implies thatéxp.. B, (0) = B(z,r), provided0 <
r < i(Z). Hence, for any{z = B(Z,r), 0 < r < i(Z),
there existaVz C B(z,r), such thatx, € WE results in

D (t, to,x0) € B(Z,r), t € [tg,00). For any0 < r <
i(z), define
Wi =int[{zeM| ([ @tto,2)eB@n}|,

te[to OO)

(3.30)

where infA) is the interior set ofdA. We note thatWw:

is an open set an#V; is the largest open set containing
elements of\/ for which the state trajector§ ; is contained

in B(z,r). Hence Wz C WZ C B(z,r). SinceW is an
open set inM and the induced topology by the distance
functiond is the same as the manifold topology (Theorem 2),

there always exists € R, such thakexp, B;(0) C WT
Define

=

Note that! € R>(. Since our argument is local, without
loss of generality, we assum€z) < oo. Then forr < i(Z)
we haveV/\Zg C exp; Br(0), which together with the com-
pactness ofB,.(0) C TzM (IzM is a finite dimensional

vector spacep,(0) is a closed and bounded set, ang;
is a local diffeomorphism), implie§ < §(r) < co. Note

that sinceexp is a local diffeomorphism thesxp; B, (0)

exp; B, (0). Now we show thaf(-) is non-decreasing. Sup-
posed(r) is strictly decreasing. Then, for < ro < i(Z) we

max | |exp; B;(0) C VAV;
max! |exp; B;(0) C 17\/\;(50)
(3.31)

haved(ry) < d(r1). Denote the associated neighborhoods
of B(z,r) andB(z,r2) by Wi andW;? respectively, see
3.30. Ther¥(rz) < d(r1) implies that
Tz € W, sit. zo & W12, (3.32)
whereB(z,r1) C B(z,ry). However,zy € W' results in
(I)f(t,to,xo) S B(f,’l’l) C B(ZE,’I’Q), t € [tQ,OO), which
contradictsry ¢ Ws2. Henced(r1) < 6(r2).

Choose & € K such that¢(r) < d(r), r € R (this
is always possible sincé is non-decreasing), an¢!
[0, 8Up,.c[9,00) C(7)) = R0 is ak class function. Note that

¢ is bounded by, hencesup,.¢(g ) ¢(r) is bounded. Now
ChOOSQ/\/gE = eXPz BS“PTe[o,oo)g(T)(O) C expgz Bg(i(i))(()).
Then,r = ¢~ 1(d(z0, 7)), z0 € Nz, implies

d(x0,7) = ((r) < 6(r), 0 € N, (3.33)
and hence, by (3.30)

Vzg € Nz = (I)f(t,to,xo) € B(z,r) =

B (z,¢{ " (d(z0,))) ,t € [to, 00). (3.34)

z) < (" Hd(wo, 7)) = ad(wo, 7)),

o0), which proves the first statement.

Henced(® (¢, to, o),
t € [to,

The proof of the second assertion follows from the proof
given in [16] by employing the functiony constructed
above. [ |

Remark 2 Theorem 3 characterizes the local behavior
of state trajectories for uniformly stable/asymptoticldéa
dynamical systems on Riemannian manifolds. It has been
shown that the Riemannian distance between the state tra-
jectories and equilibriums are bounded above by positive
continuous functions of the Riemannian distance function
of the initial state. In the case dff = R", these properties
recover the analogous stability properties of stable/ gsym
totic stable dynamical systems ®&¥, see [16], Chapter 4.

The following theorem gives the existence of Lyapunov
functions and also characterizes their properties forllpca
asymptotically stable systems evolving on Riemannian man-
ifolds in normal neighborhoods of equilibriums of dynam-
ical systems. In [30, 35] the Riemannian distance function
is employed as a candidate to construct Lyapunov functions
for dynamical systems on Riemannian manifolds. For gen-
eral discussions on the construction of Lyapunov functions
on Riemannian manifolds and metric spaces see [6,7,13,28,
30, 35].

Theorem 4 LetZz be an equilibrium for the smooth dynam-
ical system (2.6) on an open skt C U2 (U2 is a normal



neighborhood around), such that there exists &£ func-
tion 3, which satisfies

d(q)f(tvth 550)7*%) < B( (‘TOv ) t— tO)
:E(tO) = 2o eNi7te [th ) (335)
Assumé|T, f(-,t)|| is uniformly bounded with respect to
onAN;, wherel|.|| is the norm of the bounded linear operator
Tf:TM — TTM as per Definition 3. Then, for some
Uz C U2, for all z(ty) = xo € Uz, there exist a Lyapunov
candidate functiom : M xR — R>o anday, o, oz, g €

KC, such that for allx € U; andt € [tg, 00),

(1) : o (d(z, 7)) <w(z,t) < oz (d(z, 7)),

(i) : Liznw < —as (d(z,T)),

(iid) - [|Tow]] < a4 (d(, 7)), (3.36)
whered(-, -) is the Riemannian metrig} is the Lie derivative

andTw : TM — TR ~ R x R is the pushforward ofv.

Proof. By employing Lemma 1, considefxp; B.(0) C
M, 0 < ¢, such thatexp, is a diffeomorphism onto its
image, therexp;, is invertible and the inverse map is denoted
byexpz ' : M — Tz M. By Theorem 2 the induced topology
of the distance functiodis the same as the original topology

of M and by Lemma 2 the metric balls and geodesic balls (i) :
are identical. Hence, without loss of generality, we assume

Nz = exp; B(0), whereexp,, is a diffeomorphism onto
€XPz Bmax{e,,@(e,O)}(O)'

Sinceexp, is a diffeomorphism ontexp. B.(0), then for
anyx € exp; B.(0), there exists: € T; M such thatr =
exp; z, or equivalently: = exp; ' z. Let us call the operator
exp, * thegeodesic lift The time variation of, as long as
x stays inexp; B.(0), is given by

2(t)

=T, engl (f(x, t)) = TCXPJ—c z engl (f(eXpi z, t))

= f(z,0),
(3.37)

wherez(t) € T, Tz M ~ Tz M. We note that the equilib-
rium z of f(z,t) changes ta = 0 € T; M for the dynam-
ical equations inz coordinates. In the caskl = R", we
have

r=exp;z==1T+z€R" (3.38)

For anyz(ty) € expz B.(0), we havex(ty) = expz z(to)
for somez(ty) € B.(0). Now let us consider the geodesic
curvey : [0,1] = M, ~(r) = exp; 72(to). Employing the
results of [19], Proposition 5.11, in the normal coordisate
of Z, we have

(t21(to), ...y T2n(t0)), (3.39)

v(r) =

where d(x(to),7) = (X0 22(t0))* = |l=(to)]lc
[|z(to)]|4- The last equality is due to the fact that in normal
coordinates oft, the Riemannian metric is given by

9 90\ _ o 9
g ((9_56178—117]) - 61,7 +O(T )a (340)

wherer is the distance andlj is the Kronecker delta, see
[32], Chapter 5. Henc%(am , Bz ) = d;; and||z(to)|]e =
[|z(to)||4. Therefore, we have

12y < B(I|2(t0)llg, t — to),

2(tg) = z0 € Be(0) C Tz M. (3.41)

The uniform boundedness @, f (-, t) with respect ta: to-

gether with (3.37) and smoothnessesh ! imply that %

is uniformly bounded orB.(0) € Tz M. Hence, we can ap-
ply Theorem 4.16 of [16] to demonstrate the existence of a
Lyapunov functiorw : 7z M x R — R, satisfying

(i) :

ar(lzllg) < v(z,t) < aa(l[zlly),

(i) : Sf(z,t)v < _a3(||2||g)a
0
Tev(5)] < aalll=lly), (3.42)

wherez € Tz M,t € [tg,00). Sinceexp; is a local dif-
feomorphism by Lemma 1, for € ANz, we haver =
exp, o exp; | x. Hence, by [21], Lemma 3.5

Id = (expm oexpy ) = Texp » €xpg ol expy 1 (3.43)

where Id is the identity map an#l is the pushforward as
per Definition 3. This shows

~1
Tpexp,' = (Toxpfl . expi) . (3.44)

The Lie derivative ofy with respect tof is locally given by
(3.26) as follows

81 = Ao F2,1)) = d(r) + dev(F(2, 1),

(3.45)

Sincew is a scalar-valued function theh)(at,f(z,t)) =

To(, f(z,1) = Tw(5) + To(f(2,t)). Employingexp;,
we define the following function of/:

O(w,t) = v(exp; ' z,t), = € exp; B(0). (3.46)



Then the Lie derivative of along f at stater and timet is

=) + T (f(z,1))
=)+ Tov (T, expy ' o expm(f(z,w))
(815) + Tov (Ty expy '

- dtﬁ(%) +Tow (f(z t)) by employing (3.44)

= dtv(%) + T (f(z t)) by employing (3.46)
= L5, 00 (3.47)

:Tzv(g).

%) 7 (3.48)

As shown before we havé(z(t), Z
(3.42),7 locally satisfies (3.36).

= ||z(¢)||4, hence, by

Since the function constructed above is defined locally, it
remains to extend the domain of its definition &é. For

0 € (0,¢), compactness aBs(0) C Tz M and smoothness
of exp, together imply thatxp, Bs(0) C exp; B.(0) is a
compact set inV/. Choose adump function) € C>*(M),
such that)y = 1 on exp; Bs(0) and supgy C exp; B.(0),
where supp = {z € M s.t. ¥(x) # 0}, for the definition

of bump functions see [21]. As shown in [21], Proposition

subset of a normal neighborhood on ardimensional Rie-
mannian manifold M, g). Assumé|T.. f (-, t)|| is uniformly
bounded, wherd.|| is the norm of the linear operatdf f :
TM — TTM.Then, for soméf; C UZ,forall z(ty) € Uz,
there exist a Lyapunov function: M x R — Rx>( and
A1, A2, A3, Ay € R~ , such that for allx € U;

(i) : Md*(z,7) < v(@,t) < Aod?(x, ),
(i1) : Lynv < —A3d?(z, )
(iii) : I Tovl] < Aad(z, 7) (3.51)

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4, we employ the
geodesic lift operator = exp; ' z in a normal neighbor-
hood ofz. Hence, we obtain the local exponential stability
of 0 € Tz M, for the dynamical system(t) = f(z,t) =
Texp, » exp; " (f(exp; 2, t)) as per the proof of Theorem 4.
The rest of the proof parallels the proof of Theorem 4 and
the results of [16], Theorem 4.14. [ ]

We note that by employing the normal coordinates used in
the proof of Theorem 4, we haw{® (¢, t, z(to)),Z) <
Kd(x(to), ) exp(—A(t — to)) implies

[12(t)|lg < K exp(—A(t — to))||2(t0)||g Which is required

in the proof of Theorem 4.14 in [16].

The Lyapunov functions in Theorems 4 and 5 are constructed
in a normal neighborhood of an equilibrium wherep,

is a local diffeomorphism. Hence, the properties derived
in Theorems 4 and 5 hold locally and the corresponding
neighborhoods are restricted by the injectivity radiushef t
equilibrium. Depending on the geometric featuresdf

the injectivity radius of a particular point might be very

2.26, such bump functions always exist. Hence, we considersmall. In this section we construct Lyapunov functions on

Uz = exp; Bs(0) andw = ¢ x 0 : M x R — R. The Lie
derivative ofw is given by

Li@nW = Lianl 0=0Land+ 08w ny, (3.49)
where oni/; we have
Li@nW = Lf@)0- (3.50)

Same argument shows that o, T,w(Z) = T,v(Z),
which completes the proof for the Lyapunov function m

Note that properties (ii) and (iii) are essential to obtdia t
robustness results for perturbed dynamical systems, 6ge [1

Chapters 9,10,11. The following theorem strengthens the hy
potheses of Theorem 3 to local exponential stability and de-

rives the local properties of Lyapunov functions in a normal
neighborhood of equilibriums.

Theorem 5 LetZ be a uniformly exponentially stable equi-
librium of the dynamical system (2.6) ovi; C U2 U2
is a normal neighborhood around), whereA; denotes a

a compact subset of a local chart of an equilibrium of a
dynamical system oM/ by scaling the Riemannian and
Euclidean metrics. This is also a local method since we are
restricted to work within a local coordinate system. Howeve

in some cases, it may provide much larger neighborhood on
which Theorems 4 and 5 hold.

Theorem 6 Letz be an equilibrium for the dynamical sys-
tem (2.6) on a coordinate chaft/, ¢) of z as per Definition
1, such that there existsfaL function, which satisfies

) < ﬁ( (l'o,i'), t— tO)a

d(®(t, to, x0), x(tg) = xg € U.

(3.52)

Assume|T. f(,t)|| is uniformly bounded with respect to
onU, where||.|| is the norm of the linear operatdf f (x, t) :
TM — TTM. Then, for somé{; C U, for all z(ty) =
xo € Uz, there exist a Lyapunov functian: M xR — R>¢
anday, as, as, ay € K, such that for allz € U;

(1) : o (d(z,2)) < w(z,t) < az(d(z, 7)),
(i) Lp@pnw < —az(d(z, 7)),
(@) + || Tow]|| < o (d(z, 7)) (3.53)



Proof. For the coordinate chatt/, ¢), we havep : M —
R™. By definition, ¢ is a homeomorphism to an open set
in R™, see [20]. Without loss of generality, we assume
o(z) = (0, ...,0), otherwise we can consider the mgp) =
o(x) — ¢(z), wheren is also a homeomorphism by defini-
tion. Denote

R = maxr, s.t. Be(r,0) C o(U), " (Be(r, 0)) cv,

r € Reo, (3.54)

where B.(r,0) is the Euclidean ball of radius. In R™,
B.(r,0) is a compact set and singeis a homeomorphism
then,¢—* (m) C M is acompact set. By (3.52), there
existsW; C M, such that for alley € Wz, ®(¢t,to, x0) €
¢~ (Be(R,0)).

Replace the Riemannian metfjd|, by the Euclidean metric

|- ]le ong~? (Be(i)%, O)). Sinceg ! (Be(i)%, O)) is com-
pact, there exists;, co € R0, such that [19]

allXlg < l1XTle < c2f[X]lg,

X eTuM,z € ¢ (Be(m, 0)) . (3.55)

Since the state trajectory is containedin' (B, (R, 0)), by

replacing the Riemannian metric with the Euclidean one, the

state trajectory will be bounded iB. (9%, 0). By employing

(3.55), the Euclidean distance function is bounded by the
Riemannian one as follows. Consider any piecewise smooth

curvey : [a,b] — M connectingr € ¢~ 1(B.(R,0)) and
Z, such thaty(a) = = and~(b) = z. If v belongs to

o1 (Be(iﬁ, 0)) c M, then

b b
lo=all< [ Ii@lds <ex [ 1i)lds. (356

where||z — Z||. is the Euclidean distance betweerand

Z. In casey does not entirely belong tg—* (BE(ER, O)),
then there exists a timeé € [a,b], such thaty(s) €
¢ (Se(R,0)),5 € [at] and [z — y(B)]le = R,
where S.(R,0) {z|||z]le = #2}. Hence, since
z € ¢~ (B.(R,0)), we have

t t
o= all. << [ ilds <ex [ I1)lyds

b
<o [ IH)lyds (357)
Therefore, for any piecewise smooth ||z — Z||. <

¢s [7||4(s)||4ds. Taking the infimum over ally, (2.2)
implies that

[l — Z||e < cod(z, T). (3.58)

As B.(fR,0) is a convex set, the line connectingandz is
entirely ing=! (B, (%R, 0)). Hence,

b b
c1d(x, T) SCl/ 13()llgds S/ 17 (s)lleds

= [l =zl

(3.59)

Therefore, forr = & (¢, to, xo), We have

1
g”,@ — i‘”e < d(q)f(t,to,l'o),f) < ﬁ(d(l‘o,f),t - to)

gﬁ(éﬂx—fﬂe,t—to). (3.60)

Hence,||lz — z|le < c2B(2 |z — 2[lest — to) = B(llw —
Zle, t — to)-
The Euclidan induced norm &, f (z, t) is defined by

[T f (2, £) (X e

T.f(z,t)|]le = sup

ITef@Dlle = oo™ TIXTle
< C2||Tmf(xat)(X)||(]
T XET, M, X#0 ]| X|lg

< 2Taf (@)l (3.61)
2

Hence, boundedness 0, f (-, t)||, implies the bounded-
ness of T, f (-, t)||.. We apply the results of [16], Theorem
4.16 to the dynamical system evolving 8f, where||- ||, is
replaced byl| - ||.. Therefore, there exist a Lyapunov func-
tion v and functionsyy, a», a3, ag € K, such that

(i) :

ar(llzlle) < vz, t) < as([|z]]e),

(@) : Lpapv < —as(|lzlle),
(iid) - [[Tovlle < aa(lfzlle), € Bo(R,0),  (3.62)
where||z||l. = ||z — Z||.. As a result of the scaling the
Riemannian and Euclidean norms, we have

(1) : ai(cd(z,z)) < vz, t) < ag(cod(x, T)),

(i) : Liz,)v < —asz(c1d(z, T)),
(i) . ||Twv]] < Pau(ead(, 7). (3.63)

1

Following the last part of the proof of Theorem 4, the domain
of the definition ofv can be extended tdf, which completes
the proof forldz = W;. [ |

4 Stability of Perturbed Dynamical Systems

The properties of the constructed Lyapunov functions in
Theorems 4 and 5 are employed to obtain the robust stabil-
ity results for perturbed dynamical systems on Riemannian



manifolds. Consider the following perturbed dynamicalsys
tem on(M, g).
i(t)

= f(z,t) + h(z,t), f,h € X(M x R). (4.64)

The termh can be considered as a perturbation of the nom-

inal systemf. As stated in [9, 16, 25], stability results for

operatordw : T,M — R. Hence, for sufficiently smal,
we havefsipw < 0,2 € Ny (Z) (M — W;). There-
fore, the state trajecto@ f+h( to, xo) Stays inUz for all
xg € int(Np,1, (T)).

Without loss of generality, assurg = exp; B, (0), 72 <

(4.64) can be obtained based on technical assumptions oni(z). Then, by the results of Theorem 4, the variation.of

the stability of the nominal systeghand boundedness af

The following theorem gives the stability of (4.64), where t
nominal system is locally uniformly asymptotically stable

Theorem 7 Let z be an equilibrium of dynamical system
(2.6), which is locally uniformly asymptotically stable an
normal neighborhoodV;. Assume the perturbed dynami-

cal system (4.64) is complete and the Riemannian norm of

the perturbationh € X(M x R) is bounded on\3, i.e.
[|h(z,t)||y < 6,2 € N, t € [to,o0). Then, for sufficiently
small 4, there exists a neighborhood; and a function
p € K, such that

) < p(9), zo € Us.

limsup d(® 41 (t, to, %0), T (4.65)

t—o0

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4, there exists C
Nz, such that (3.36) holds for a Lyapunov functian First
we show that the neighborhodd; in Theorem 4 can be
shrunk, such tha® ;. (-, t, zo) € Uz providedz, € Us.
By Lemma 3 there existd/;, ;. (Z) andas € K, such that

Lrinw = Lrw+ Lpw < —asz(d(x
x € int(Np,, (T)).

,Z)) + Lpw,
(4.66)

By the Shrinking Lemma [20] there exists a precompact

neighborhoodW;, such that W; C int(Ny., (Z)) C
Nyt (Z), see [20]. HenceM — W; is a closed set and

Noto () (M — W;3) is a compact set (closed subsets of

compact sets are compact). The continuitygfandd(-, )
together with the compactness &f;, ;, (z) (M — Wx)
imply the existence of the following parametst,

M= —as(d(z, 7)) < 0.

sup (4.67)

2EN. 10 (7) [\ (M=Ws)

Note thatas € K, z € Ny, (Z) (M — Wz) and since
Wz is a neighborhood oft then d(z,Z) > 0, = €
Noto (@) (M — W;). Therefore, M < 0. Using (3.26)
implies that£,w = dw(h) < [|dw]|| - [|hlly < §]|dw]],
where ||dw|| is the induced norm of the linear operator
dw : TM — R. The smoothness ofv and compact-
ness ofN, ., (z) together imply||dw|] < oo. It is im-
portant to note that|dw|| is closely related to||T'w]]|
through the component of the Riemannian meirids is
shown by Theorem 4||T,w|| < a4(d(z,T)). Hence, the
smoothness of/ and compactness ¥}, ;, (z) imply that
[|[dw|| < oo. Note that||dw|| is the norm of the linear
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along f + h is then given by

Lripw = Lrw+ Lpw < —az(d(z, T

AVARVANI
|
Q
w
U

(4.68)

wherer; < ry, 0 <8 <1andéd < Ga*gf;

L(%oalr)yy “then {z € M |d(z,z) <
oflM} C Ny = {z € Mlw(z,t) < n} C
{z € M|a1(( :c) < n}. Hence, solutions initial-
ized in {x € M|d(z,z) < agl(‘;‘"‘*—”))} remain
in {z € M|ai(d(z,T)) n} smcew < 0 for
€Ny y—{zxeM|dzz) (‘;"‘4 "))}, This proves

y<ar (a5 (22400)

= p(d), (4.69)

Definen = as(az

<
fa

limsup d(® 44 (t, to, zo),

t—o0

foranyzy € Uz = {x € M |d(z, %) < a§1(6a4‘9(T1))} ﬂ
int(Np,i, (2)). -

In the following theorem we strengthen the uniform asymp-
totic stability to the uniform exponential stability foreh
nominal system: = f(x,t). It will be shown that the state
trajectory of the perturbed system stays close to the dquili
rium of the nominal system when some specific conditions
are satisfied.

Theorem 8 Let z be an equilibrium of (2.6), which is lo-
cally uniformly exponentially stable on a normal neigh-
borhoodifz. Assume the nominal and perturbed dynami-
cal systems are both complete and the Riemannian norm
of the perturbatiom» € X(M x R) is bounded ori/z, i.e.
[|h(z,t)|lg < 6,z € Uz, t € [to, 00). Also assumé f||, and
[|Tf|| are uniformly bounded with respect tamn compact
subsets of\f, whereT' f : TM — TTM as per Definition
3. Then, for sufficiently smadll, there exists positive con-



stants(, v and k, such that 5 Conclusion

d(®sn(t,to, 20),T) < kexp(—y(t —to))d(z0,T) + (0.

(4.70)

In this paper we have presented the stability results for dy-
namical systems evolving on Riemannian manifolds. We
have obtained converse Lyapunov theorems for nonlinear dy-
namical systems defined on smooth connected Riemannian

Proof. By Theorem 5 there exists a Lyapunov candi- manifolds and have characterized properties of Lyapunov

date functionv which satisfies (3.51). Hence, following

the proof of Theorem 7, there exists a connected com-

pact sublevel set of, such that\V, ., (Z) C Uz, where
Drip(t,to, o) € Nopio(T), To € int(Npy(T)),t €
[to, 00). Sinceint(Ny4,(Z)) is an open set, for a given
xo € int(Ny e, (T)), we can choose, sufficiently close to
xo, such thatiy € int(Np ¢, (Z)).

By employing the results of Theorem 5, the variationvof
along f + h is then given by

Lrnv = Lpv+ Lpo < —A\3d*(z,%) + Lpv
< —\3d? (2, %) + Lpv = —A3d?(, %) + dv(h(z,t))
— (2, 7) + Too(h( )
< —/\3d2($, ) + |[Tovl] - ||h(z, )]l
< —Asd? (2, Z) + OMad(z, 7). (4.71)
Hence,
. A3 v
£f+h’U =0 < ——=0v+ 044/ —. (472)
A2 A1

Following the comparison method presented in [16, Section

9.3], we have

V@ t) < olwo o) exp(—%@ 1))

AaAa A3
1-— ——(t—t . 4.73
05 L~ exp(— gyt o) (4.73)
Therefore,
_ A2 A3 _
d(®syn(t,to, o), ) < 4/~ exp(—z1-(t —to))d(z0, 7)
A1 29
LY. A3
O [1 —exp(— gyt to))}
/\2 A3 _
< A A
N exp( . (t —to))d(z0,T)
AgAo A3 [\ _
1) if § < —=24/—d
+ Ag)\l’ )\4 )\ (:EOa:E)a

(4.74)

which completes the proof fok =

RV
(= A:Af'

Az - A3
2,7 = 3 and
[ ]
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functions with respect to the Riemannian distance function
The results are given by using the geometrical concepts such
as normal neighborhoods, injectivity radius and bump func-
tions on Riemannian manifolds.
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