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On the optimal control of passive or non-expansive
systems

Timothy H. Hughes

Abstract—The positive-real and bounded-real lemmas solve
two important linear-quadratic optimal control problems for
passive and non-expansive systems, respectively. The lemmas
assume controllability, yet a passive or non-expansive system can
be uncontrollable. In this paper, we solve these optimal control
problems without making any assumptions. In particular, we
show how to extract the greatest possible amount of energy from
a passive but not necessarily controllable system (e.g., a passive
electric circuit) using state feedback. A complete characterisation
of the set of solutions to the linear matrix inequalities in
the positive-real and bounded-real lemmas is also obtained.
In addition, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for
a system to be non-expansive that augment the bounded-real
condition with new conditions relevant to uncontrollable systems.

Index Terms—Passive, non-expansive, optimal control, positive-
real, bounded-real, controllability, observability.

I. INTRODUCTION

The positive-real and bounded-real lemmas are recognised
as two of the most fundamental results in systems and control.
They relate to two important optimal control problems, for
passive and non-expansive systems, respectively [1]-[4]. In
the positive-real lemma, the solution to the optimal control
problem gives the least upper bound on the energy that
can be extracted from a passive system. The lemmas also
provide results on the solutions of important classes of Linear
Matrix Inequalities (LMIs) and Algebraic Riccati Equations
(ARESs), the theory of spectral factorization, and the concepts
of positive-real and bounded-real functions. But the classical
versions of these lemmas consider only controllable systems.

In [5f, it was emphasised that a passive system (e.g., a
passive electric circuit) can be uncontrollable, and a theory
of passive linear systems was developed that does not assume
controllability. In contrast to other papers on this subject (see
[6l Section 3.3] and the discussion following Theorem @]
in the present paper), [5] did not introduce any alternative
assumptions. But it did not consider the related optimal control
problem, nor did it consider non-expansive systems. It is the
purpose of this paper to solve the optimal control problems
considered in the positive-real and bounded-real lemmas in
the absence of any assumptions. In so doing, we characterise
the set of solutions to the LMIs in these two lemmas, and we
show how to use state feedback to extract the greatest amount
of energy from a passive (not necessarily controllable) linear
system. Also, in contrast with the case of controllable systems,
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we show that for there to exist a solution to the LMI in the
bounded-real lemma, and for a system to be non-expansive, it
is necessary but not sufficient for the H ., norm of the system’s
transfer function to be bounded above by one. We also provide
a necessary and sufficient condition, by introducing two new
conditions relevant to uncontrollable systems.

The paper is structured as follows. Section [II| introduces
the notation, and contains preliminary system theoretic results
that are formalised using the behavioral approach [7]. In
Section we review the classical positive-real lemma and
the associated optimal control problem. We then state the main
results concerning this optimal control problem in Theorems
[I0} [12] and [T3] which are proved in Sections [IV] and [V] The
theorems explicitly characterise the solution to the optimal
control problem in terms of an ARE (relevant when the transfer
function H satisfies limg_ oo (H () + H(—£)T) > 0), and
a spectral factorization of H (&) + H(—¢)T (relevant in the
general case). Section contains analogous results relevant
to non-expansive systems (Theorems [20] [22] and 23] which are
proved in Sections and [VIII). In particular, we define the
new concept of a bounded-real pair of polynomial matrices,
which appears in our new necessary and sufficient condition
for a system to be non-expansive. Finally, some intermediate
results are provided in Appendices [AHD]

II. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

The notation in the paper is as follows. R (C) denotes the
real (complex) numbers; C, (C,) denotes the open (closed)
right-half plane; C_ (C_) denotes the open (closed) left-half
plane. If A € C, then R(\) (3(X)) denotes its real (imaginary)
part, and )\ its complex conjugate. R[¢] (R(£)) denotes the
polynomials (rational functions) in the indeterminate ¢ with
real coefficients. R™>™ (resp., C™*"™, R™*"[¢], R™*"(£))
denotes the m x n matrices with entries from R (resp., C,
R[f], R(f)) If H € Rmxn, (men’ Rmxn[ﬂ’ or Rmxn(f)’
then HT denotes its transpose, and if H is nonsingular
(ie., det(H) # 0) then H~! denotes its inverse. R?*"
denotes the real n x n symmetric matrices. The block column
(block diagonal) matrix with entries H,,..., H, is denoted
col(Hy --- H,) (diag(H; --- H,)). We will use horizontal
and vertical lines to indicate the partition in block matrix
equations (e.g., see ). If M € C™™, then M > 0
(M > 0) indicates that M is Hermitian positive (non-negative)
definite, and spec(M) := {\ € C | det(A\I-M) = 0}.

AV e R"™"¢] is called unimodular if its determinant
is a non-zero constant (equivalently, V~1 € R"*"[¢]). The
matrices P € R™*"[¢] and Q € R™*¢[¢] are called left co-
prime if rank([P —Q] (X)) is the same for all A € C.



It H € R™"(E), then (i) H*(€) = H(-&)T; (i)
normalrank(H) := maxyec(rank(H()))); and (iii) H is
called proper if limg_, o (H(&)) exists, and strictly proper if
lime o0 (H(£)) = 0. If Z € R™"(¢) and H = Z*Z, then Z
is called a spectral factor of H if (i) Z is analytic in C; and
(i) Z(A) has full row rank for all A € C,. If H € R™*"(¢),
then || H || denotes its 7%, norm, and it is called bounded-
real if |H||o <1 (ie., H satisfies I — H(A\)TH()\) > 0 for
all A € @+). If m = n, then H is called positive-real if (i) H
is analytic in C; and (ii)) H(\)T +H()\) >0 forall A € C,.

We let £5° (R,R¥) denote the (k-vector-valued) locally
square integrable functions, and if w € £5° (R, R¥) then w’
denotes the function satisfying w’'(t) = w(t)? for all ¢ € R.

We will consider state-space systems of the form

By = {(u,y,x) € L5* (R, R") x L5 (R,R™) x L5* (R, R?)
such that ¥ = Ax 4+ Bu and y = Cx + Du},

with A € R4 B e R™*" ¢ e R™*?% and D € R™*", (1)
and we interpret differentiation in a weak sense (see |7, Section
2.3.2]). In particular, for any given u € £ (R, R™) and x¢ €
RY, there exists (u,y,x) € By such that

_A(t—t t A(t—r1

x(t) = eAltto)x, + [, ¢** 7 Bu(r)dr, and )

y(t) = Ce")xq + Du(t) + [, CeAt=7 Bu(r)dr, (3)
for all ¢ > ty. Moreover, if (u,y,x) € B;, then there exists
xo € R? such that x satisfies for (almost) all t > tg, so

x(t) is determined by in this interval (and x(tg) = xo).
The external behavior of (I)) is denoted by

BMY) = {(u,y) | 3x such that (u,y,x) € B,}, (4)

and has the properties outlined in the following two lemmas,
which are easily shown from results in [S].

Lemma 1: Let By be as in and A(&):=¢(I—A. There
exist polynomial matrices P,Q, M, N,U,V, E, F, G such that

| M N{|-D I -C| |-P @ O

v V||-B 0 A| |-E -F Gl
M NJ| . .

2. [U V] is unimodular; and

3. G is nonsingular.

Furthermore, whenever conditions [TH3| are satisfied, then the
external behavior B satisfies B Y) = = B, where

B={(u,y)eL5"(R, R”)XEIQ‘)C(R, R™) | P()u=Q(g)y} )

and we call (A, B,C, D) a realization of (P, Q).

Lemma 2: Let B be as in with P € R™*"[¢] and
Q € R™*™[¢] where (@ is nonsingular and Q1P is proper.
Then there exists B, as in_ (1) such that B = B™Y). Fur-
thermore, whenever B, in satisfies B = Bg“’”, then there
exist polynomial matrices M, N,U,V, E, F and G satisfying
conditions [[H3] of Lemma [11

Remark 3: 1f By in (1) and B in (5) satisty B"Y) = B, then
H(¢) = D+ C(&I — A)~! B satisfies Q1P = H. However,
the condition Q~'P = H only guarantees that Bg"’y) takes
the form of (5) if P and () are left coprime. A

A system B is called controllable if, for any two trajectories
w1, Wy € B and tg € R, there exists w € 5 and ¢; > tg such

that w(t) = wy(¢) for all ¢t < tg and w(t) = wa(t) for
all t > ty [7, Definition 5.2.2]; and stabilizable if for any
wy € B there exists w € B such that w(t) = wy(t) for
all t <t and lim;—, oo W(¢) = O [[7, Definition 5.2.29]. The
behavior B in () is controllable (resp., stabilizable) if and
only if P and Q are left coprime (resp., rank([P —Q] (\))
is the same for all A\ € C,) [7, Theorems 5.2.10 and 5.2.30].
We call the pair (A, B) controllable (resp., stabilizable) if B,
is controllable (resp., stabilizable), which holds if and only if
rank([A] — A B]) =d for all A € C (resp., A € C;).

Finally, if B, takes the form of (I, then we call the pair
(C, A) observable if (u,y,x) € B, and (u,y,x) € B, imply
x = % [7, Definition 5.3.2]. If, in addition, B{™Y) takes
the form of (5), then we call (A, B,C,D) an observable
realization for (P, Q). With the notation

V, :=col (C CA CAd_l) , (6)

then (C, A) is observable if and only if rank(V,) = d [7,
Theorem 5.3.9].

Remark 4: 1t is easily shown that if B; is controllable (resp.,
stabilizable) then so too is B™Y). Furthermore, if (C,A) is
observable and BS 1s controllable (resp., stabilizable), then

Bs is controllable (resp., stabilizable). A

III. PASSIVE SYSTEMS
The positive-real lemma considers the optimal control prob-
lem concerning the available energy for a passive system:
Definition 5 (Available energy, Passive system): Let B be
as in (1)) with m = n. For any given xo € R, let

UPXO —{j; )dt|t1>t0,( X)EBS7

and X(to) = X()}.

Then the available energy Sg° satisfies (i) Sa”(x¢) =
sup(£77(xo)) if &£77(x0) is bounded above; and (ii)
Sa”(xg) = oo otherwise. If Sg¥(xg) < oo for all xg € RY,
then B{™Y) is called passive.

In words, the available energy is the least upper bound on
the energy that can be extracted from ¢y onwards.

The positive-real lemma provides the solution (if it exists)
to the optimal control problem in Definition [5] and several
necessary and sufficient conditions for passivity. These relate:
(a) the existence of real matrices X > 0 such that

-ATX - XA COT -

UX) =1 ¢_prx  p4DT @

satisfies 2(X) > 0; (b) whether the transfer function

H(E)=D+C(¢l-A)'B (8)

is positive-real; and (c¢) a second optimal control problem
concerning the required energy, defined as follows

Definition 6 (Required energy): Let B, be as in (I) with
m = n. For any given xo € R?, let

Gp XO - {ft

dt|t1 <t0,(u Yy, X )GBS,
x(t1) = 0 and x(to) = X0}



Then the required energy S;° satisfies (i) S;%(xg) =
sup(£77 (xp)) if E7%(x¢) is bounded above; and (ii)
Sr7(xg) = oo otherwise.

Also, if D+ DT > 0, then, with the notation

N(X)=-ATX - XA
—(CT —XB)(D+ D" (C-BTX), (9
and Ar(X):=A—B(D+D")"'(C - B"X), (10)

the conditions (a)—(c) also relate to the spectral properties of
Ar(X) for solutions X to the ARE I'(X) = 0. Critically to
this paper, it is typically assumed that (A, B) is controllable
and (C, A) is observable.

Lemma 7 (Positive-real lemma): Let Bs be as in (I)) with
m = n, (A, B) controllable and (C, A) observable; let Sg*
and Sy” be as in Definitions [5| and [6] and let Q and H be as
in (7)-(8). The following are equivalent:

1. S57(xg) < oo for all xg € R? (i.e., B s passive).
S77(x0) < oo for all xo € RY.
H is positive-real.
There exists X € R%*? such that X > 0 and Q(X) > 0.
Sa? (x0) = xF' X_x¢ and S7”(x0) = 3x{ X 4xo, where
X, X, € R¥d gatisty (i) Q(X_) >0 and Q(X,) > 0;
and (i) if X € RZ*? satisfies 2(X) >0, then 0 < X_ <
X <X,
If, in addition, D+D7>0 and I'(X), Ar(X) are as in (9)-
(10), then are equivalent to each of the following:
6. There exists a unique X_ € R4*? satisfying (i) X_ > 0;
(i) T'(X_) = 0; and (iii) spec(Ap(X_)) € C_.
7. There exists a unique X, € RZ*4 satisfying (i) X, > 0;
(i) I'(X4) = 0; and (iii) spec(Ar(X4)) € Cy.
Moreover, if conditions E] and hold, then Sg”(x¢) =
ixTX_x0 and 577 (x0) = 3x3 X4 Xo.
Proof: See [2, Sections 3-5]. [ |

It was shown in [5] that, if controllability and observability
are not assumed, then the positive-real condition is necessary
but not sufficient for there to exist a solution to the LMI in the
positive-real lemma (condition [4] in Lemma [7). A new condi-
tion was provided in terms of the polynomial matrices P, )
describing the external behavior (see Lemma [I)). Specifically,
it was shown that there exists a solution to the LMI if and
only if (P, Q) are a positive-real pair, defined as follows.

Definition 8 (Positive-real pair): Let P,Q € R"*"[¢]. We
call (P, Q) a positive-real pair if the following hold:

@ PA)QMNT + QNPT >0 for all A € C,.

(b) rank([P  —Q] (\)) =n for all X € Cy.

(c) If p € R*[¢] and \ € C satisfy pT (PQ* + QP*) = 0
and p(A\)T [P —Q] (\) =0, then p(A) = 0.

Remark 9: If B, is as in , then B"Y) takes the form
indicated in Lemma [T} With P, Q as defined in Lemma[1] Q
is nonsingular, and H = Q1P satisfies @i Then, condition
[(@)] of Definition [§] is equivalent to H being positive-real
[5, Sections 4-5]. Also, condition @] is equivalent to the
stabilizability of Bﬁ“’”. Finally, a physical interpretation of
condition is given in [5, Sections 4-5]. This condition
relates to the fact that, if (i) (u,y,x) € Bs and t; > to
satisfy x(to) = x(t1) = 0 and ftzl(uTy)(t)dt = 0; (ii)

AREaIR N

(0,y,%) € Bg; and (iii) « € R, then (au, ay+y, ax+x) €
Bf' It can then be shown that, if B™Y) is passive, then
., (0'y)(t)dt = 0. A

In this paper, we develop the results in [5] to solve the
optimal control problem of extracting the greatest possible
amount of energy from a passive system, and to characterise
the set of solutions to the LMI considered in the positive-real
lemma, in the absence of any controllability or observability
assumptions. The main results in this section are in the next
three theorems, which will be proved in Sections and

Theorem 10: Let B, and B™Y) be as in (1) and (4) with
m = n; let Sq” be as in Definition [5} and let V,, and € be as
in (6) and (7). The following are equivalent:

1. Sa?(x¢) < oo for all x5 € R? (i.e., BM™Y) s passive).

2. The external behavior B takes the form of , where

(P, Q) is a positive-real pair.

There exists X € R%*? such that X > 0 and Q(X) > 0.

4. 5% (x0) = 2x3 X_xo, where X_ € R4 satisfies (i)
X_ > 0; (i) Q(X_) > 0; (iii) if z € RY, then V,z =
0 < X_z=0;and (iv) if X € R¥*? satisfies X > 0
and Q(X) >0, then X_ < X.

Moreover, if (C, A) is observable and the above conditions

hold, then (i) spec(A) € C_; and (ii) if X € RZ*¢ satisfies

Q(X) >0, then X_ < X.

Remark 11: We note from Theorem [10] that, for a passive
system, z € R? satisfies V,z = 0 if and only if Sg”(z) = 0.
In words, the available energy of the state z is zero if and
only if z is an unobservable mode (we call z an unobservable
mode if (0,0,x) € B, where x(t) = etz for all t € R). A

The next theorem provides an explicit expression for the
available energy for the case with D + DT > 0.

Theorem 12: Let B, be as in with m = n; let So”° be
as in Definition 5} let V,,,I" and Ar be as in (6), (9) and (10),
respectively; and let D+D?>0. The following are equivalent:

1. S57(xg) < oo for all xg € R? (i.e., B is passive).

2. There exists X_ € Rng satisfying (i) X_ > 0; (i)
I'(X_) = 0; (i) if z € R? satisfies V,z = 0, then
X_z = 0; and (iv) if A € C, and z € C?¢ satisfy
Ar(X_)z = Az, then V,z = 0.

Moreover, if these conditions hold, then Sg” (xo)=3x{ X_xqo.

The final theorem provides an explicit expression for the
available energy in the general case.

Theorem 13: Let B, be as in with m = n; let So®° be
as in Definition [3} and let V, and H be as in (6) and (§). The
following are equivalent:

1. Sa”(x¢) < oo for all xg € R? (i.e., BYY) s passive).

2. There exists X_ € R‘S“d satisfying (i) X_ > 0; (i) if
z € RY satisfies V,z = 0, then X_z = 0; and (iii) there
exist real matrices L and W such that
(iila) —ATX_—X_ A=LTL, C-BTX_=WTL, and

D+ DT =WTW: and
(iiib) Z(&)=W+L((I-A)"'B is a spectral factor of
H+H*.

Moreover, if these conditions hold, then S5 ” (Xo):%ng _Xop.
In proving Theorems and [13] we show how to com-
pute the available energy Sq” and obtain a linear state feed-

et



back law such that, with x¢ = x(to), then [*° —(u”y)(t)dt
is arbitrarily close to Sg”(xg) (see Remark .

We next present an example to illustrate the distinction
between the results in this section and other papers in the
literature that deal with similar objectives.

It has long been recognised that the controllability and ob-
servability assumptions in the positive-real lemma are unduly
restrictive, and there have been many notable attempts to relax
these assumptions. A comprehensive summary is provided in
[6, Section 3.3] (see also [9] for additional properties of the
LMI Q(X) > 0). These results focus on the equivalence
of the positive-real condition with the existence of solutions
X € R¥4 o an LMI (similar to condition |3 of Theorem
[I0) or an ARE (similar to condition [2] of Theorem [12)) [10]-
[13]. None of these papers explicitly consider the optimal
control problem in Definition [5] Also, each of these papers
introduce alternative assumptions that are not necessary for
guaranteeing a solution to the optimal control problem. These
assumptions include: (i) spec(A4) € C_ [12], [13]]; (ii) (A, B)
is stabilizable [10]], [11]}; (iii) H + H™* is nonsingular [11]]; (iv)
H(jw)+H(—jw)T > 0forall w € R [10], [13] (note that this
implies (iii)); and (v) (C, A) is observable [10], [11]. A key
objective of this paper is to avoid such assumptions entirely.

We also note that several papers have sought to demonstrate
the equivalence of the conditions (a) H (jw) + H(—jw)? >0
for all w € R; and (b) there exists X &€ Rng (not necessarily
non-negative definite) such that Q(X) > 0 [14]], [15]. The
papers [[16]], [[17]] consider a similar problem using the formal-
ism of the behavioral approach. These papers again introduce
additional assumptions. Specifically, [14] assumes that A is
unmixed; and [15]] assumes sign controllability. Both of these
conditions imply the assumption (vi) [jwl — A B] has full
row rank for all w € R. Also, [[17] assumes conditions (iii),
(v) and (vi); and [16]] considers only single-input single-output
systems that satisfy conditions (v) and (vi).

However, there are physical systems that do not satisfy any
of the assumptions in these papers. For example, consider the
two electric circuits in Fig. [T} Note that, for each of these cir-
cuits, the pair (A, B) is not stabilizable. This implies that there
is no state feedback law that transfers the internal currents and
voltages to zero (however, there is a state feedback law that
transfers the external currents and voltages to zero, and so
the external behavior B{"?) is stabilizable). Also, both circuits
violate assumptions (i), (ii) and (vi) in the previous discussion,
and the circuit on the right has H + H* = 0 (and so violates
assumptions (iii) and (iv)). Now, consider the circuit on the
left. Following note we let

11 -1 —1 1 -1 1 1
o1 0 o L o1 00
T=1o0 1 ol"®T =lo 0 1 o

00 0 1 0 0 01

which transform the system into observer staircase form:

-1 0 0 0 0
a1 |10 =1 0 a1
A=TAT'= |7 | | || .B=TB=|]

1

0O -1 0 O

and C:=CT'=[-1 0 0 0].

We note that the final three columns of V, 7! are zero (so
this circuit also violates assumption (v)), and it follows from
Theorem |10| that X_ = T7X_T where X_ = diag (A 0)
and X is the least real positive number satisfying

[—ATX_—X_A er-x B _ |2 0 e
A ST T = 3x3 = U.
C-BTX_ D+ D 10 9

Thus, A = %, and from Theorem we conclude that, with
Xg = X(O), then SgP(Xo) = %((21 + 19 — V3 — ’U4)(0))2. Note
that more energy can be extracted from this system than can
be extracted from the system B = {(u,y) € L5 (R,R) x
L (R, R) | y = u} (for which [* —u(t)y(t)dt < 0), despite
the fact that both systems have the same transfer function.

In Remark [I6] we will show how to extract the greatest
possible amount of energy from this circuit. Following that
remark, we let i = —(D + DT)71(C — BTX_)x = (i1 +
19 —v3 — v4). From the variation of the constants formula ,

HCE

Va

(cos(t)+e ") (i1 —i2)(0)+ sin(t)(v3—wv4)(0)
(— cos(t)+e ™) (i1—i2)(0)— sin(t) (v3—v4)(0)
— sin(t) (i1 —i2)(0)+(cos(t)+e™ ") (v3—v4)(0) | ’
sin(t) (i1 —i2)(0)4(— cos(t)+e~ ) (vs—v4)(0)
whereupon v(t) = —2e™!((iy +1iz — v3 — v4)(0)) = —i(t). It
can then be verified that IS —it)v(t)dt = §((ix + iz — v —
v4)(0))* = Sa” (%0)-

Now, consider the circuit on the right of Fig. [T} We let

-1 0 2

From Theorem we find that S5” (x(0)) = 3 ((i1+i2)(0)*+
(v3+v4)(0)2). Again, Remark (16| explains how to extract the
greatest amount of energy from this circuit. In that remark,

A:[O 1],3: m,cz[o 1], and D = 0.

10 1 _ 0 - 12 _
A= [_1 _ze}Be— {NW}CE_ o 5] D

2

Xiz%[, Ue= — %(Ug-"ﬂM), and u=—(v3+vy)=—vy.
We then let ¢+ = w and v = y. In this case, ¢ and v
are independent of €, and it can be verified that i(t) =
te t(i1+i2)(0) + (te™t — e *)(vs + v4)(0) = —v(t) and
S =i(tyo(t)dt = L((i1+i2) (0)+ (v3+02)(0)2) = ST (xq).

We end this section with a remark about the optimal control
problem in Definition [6] concerning the required energy.

Remark 14: The required energy S;” (x) is not considered
in Theorems and [13] If B, is as in (1) and (A, B) is
controllable, then S;* (xg) corresponds to the energy required
to transfer the state to x( from the origin. However, if B; is
not controllable, then there exist xg3 € R? which cannot be
reached from the origin, so the required energy for such states
is undefined. Indeed, the controllability of (A, B) is related
to the existence of an upper bound to the set of X € R¢*4
which satisfy condition [3| of Theorem Specifically, if there
exist z € C% and A € C such that z7 [)\I—A B] =0,
then z7% = A\z”x, and so z7x(t) = M=tz x(t) for
all t € R, whence z”x(ty) # 0 implies that x(t) # 0
ofor all ¢ € R. If, in addition, A € C_, then there are no
trajectories satisfying z7 x(¢g) # 0 and lim;_, . (x(t)) = 0.



4% — Ax + Bi,v = Cx + Di,
x=col ('i1 12

Ax+Bz,v = Cx+Dz,
va) x = col (i1+42

v3 vs+vs iz v4.)
-1 -1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
-1 -1 0 1] |1 s |-1 0 0o of 5 |2
A= [—1 0 o 0] » B= H A= [ 0 0 o0 1] »B= H
0 -1 0 O 1 0 0 -1 0 1
=[-1 -1 1 1],D=1 é=[0 1 o o0],D=0
G -3 ' —1][34{ = B]=0 -1 4 2 -%][jI-A B]=0
H(¢):=D I -ip__2
é)=D+C( )~ H(¢):=D + C(¢I - A) 'B=g%.

Fig. 1. Two electric circuits with uncontrollable and unobservable state-space
representations.

In fact, for a passive system, the following two conditions
are equivalent: (i) the LMI in condition [] of Lemma [7] has
no upper bound; and (ii) there exists 0 # z € C? and
A € C_ such that z" [A\I-A B] = 0. To see that (i) =
(i), let X € R4 satisfy Q(X) > 0 and X = zz” + z27.
Then, for any given a > 0, 0 < X + aX € R*4 satisfies
QX +aX) = QX)—a(A+))diag (X 0) > 0. Conversely,
if (ii) does not hold, then there exists K € R%*" such
that spec(A + BK) € C,. Then, for any given xo € R,
there exists a trajectory (u,y,x) € Bs; with u = Kx,

x(to) = xo and lim;_o(x(t)) = 0. Finally, for this
trajectory, it can be shown that (a) there exists X € RExd
such that [*_(uTy)(t)dt < 1ngx0, and (b) if X satisfies

condition @of Lemma (7, then IxI Xxq < f Ty (t)dt.
It follows that (i) does not hold. A
The following two sections provide the proofs of Theorems

[T0] [T2) and [T3] Then, in Sections [VIHVIII, we state and prove

three analogous theorems relevant to non-expansive systems.

2

IV. PASSIVE SYSTEMS AND THE AVAILABLE ENERGY

In this section, we prove Theorem [I0] The proof uses the
concept of storage functions and the results in Appendix [B]
Proof of Theorem [I0; That 2] <= [3is shown in [3].
Here, we prove [T] = ] = 3] = [1]
[ = @  First, consider a k > 0 such that I + kD is
nonsingular, and let z € R? be fixed but arbitrary. Then, let

(1)

let %(t) = eA(t=%)z for all t € R; and let &t = —kCx% and
¥ = C%. It can be verified that ( ¥, %) € B, X(to) = z, and

o —(@Ty)(t)dt = k [," (37F)(t)dt > 0. Thus, Sg¥(x0) =
1xI' X _xq for some X e Rng with X_ > 0 by Lemma
(it is conventional to include the %). It remains to show
that X _ satisfies conditions Ekii)—(iv).

The proof of fiii) is inspired by [2| Proof of Lemma 1].
Note initially that, since X_ > 0, then any given z € RY
satisfies X _z =0 <= z'X_z=0 < S;°(z)
whence V,z = 0 = X_z = 0 by Lemma [B23] Now, let

C=(I+kD)"'Cand A= A~ kB(I + kD) 'C;

= O’
a,y,

implies that X_ > 0 and

and X be as in the previous paragraph, so ft aly)(t)dt =
k:f dt<SU‘“( ). If X z=0, thenO—Sgp(z) >
k:f T t)dt, so y(t) = CeAli=to)g = ( for all t > t,.

This 1rnp11es CA’fz =0 (k = 0,1,2,...), which implies
CA*z =0 (k=0,1,2,...), hence V,z = 0.

To prove ii), note from Lemma that Sq* is a stor-
age function (with respect to u’y). Thus, So”(x(t1)) <
o (uly)(t)dt + 827 (x(tg)) for all (u,y,x) € B, and
t1 > tg. From the variation of the constants formula @)—
(), for any given xo € R? and uy € R”, there ex-
ists a (u,y,x) € B, with x differentiable, x(ty) = xo,
and uto) = wo. Thus, (u’y)(to) — (ST (x))(to) =
L[xE uf]QX-)col (xo ug) >0, and so Q(X_) > 0.

To prove iv), note that if X > 0 and Q(X) > 0, then

2 fi (

t)dt — [(x7 Xx)(t )] !

to
— :01 ([xT uf]Q(X)col (x u))(t)dt, (12)
s0 3x(t1)TXx(t1) < [ (uTy)(t)dt+§x(to)T Xx(to). With
S(x0) = %XOTXXO for all xo € RY, it follows that S is a
storage function. Thus, x{' Xxg > x%' X_x, for all xo € R?
by Lemma which implies X > X_.

d =038 Immediate.
Bl = [  Recall from the proof of [I] = Hiv) that
S(x0) = 5x3 Xxg is a storage function (with respect to u”'y).

Condition [T] then follows from Lemma [B3]

It remains to show that, if (C, A) is observable and condi-
tions hold, then (i) spec(A4) € C_; and (ii) if X € RZxd
satisfies 2(X) > 0, then X_ < X.

Condition (i) follows from [3, Theorem 3.7.5], as condition
—ATX_ —X_A>0.

To see (ii), let X € R%* satisfy Q(X) > 0, and note that
holds. Then, for any given xo € R? and ¢ > 0, there
exists (u,y,x) € Bs with x(tg) = x¢ and ¢; > to such that

t
j‘tol - (UT

We will show that there exists M € R (independent of )
such that x(¢;)7 Xx(t1) > Me. This implies that x} X _xq <
x2' Xxo + €(1 — M). Since € can be chosen to be arbitrarily
small, we conclude that X_ < X.

To obtain the bound M, let £ > 0 be such that I + kD is
nonsingular; let C and A be as in ; let x(t1) = x1; and
let (a(t),y(t),%x(t)) = (u(t),y(t),x(t)) for all tox <t < ty,
and %(t) = eAt1)x, G(t) = —kCx(t), and §(t) = Cx(t)
for all ¢ > t;. Then (@1,y,%) € B, with X(t9) = xp. Next,
consider a fixed T > 0, and let 0 = fOT AT TCTCeAT 4
From earlier in the proof, (C, A) is observable since (C, A)
is, and so 0 >0. Moreover,

SO —(@Ty)(t)dt =

SO xf@xl < €/k. Now, let A > 0 denote the least eigenvalue
of O. Also, if X > 0 we let u = 0, and otherwise we let
1 < 0 be the most negative eigenvalue of X. By Rayleigh’s
quotient, x7 Xx; > uxix; > %xlT(’jxl > 45, which gives
the bound M = p/(kMN). [ |

y)(t)dt=5a" (xo)—e< % (xF Xxo—x(t1)T Xx(t1)).

Sa”(x0) — € + kxT Ox1 < Sa” (o),



V. EXPLICIT CHARACTERISATION OF THE AVAILABLE
ENERGY

In this section, we prove Theorems[T2)and[T3] We also show
how to compute the available energy of a passive system.
Proof of Theorem [I2} With the notation

. I 0]
S(X) i |:(D+DT)1(BTX_C) I_ ) (13)
then S(X) is nonsingular and
S(X)TQ(X)S(X) = F(g() boprl- (9

Thus, Q(X) >0 <= I(X) > 0.

I:>I From (14), X_ > 0 and Q(X_) > 0, so

?(xg) < oo for all xo € R? by Theorem

l I Since S5”(x¢) < oo for all xg € RY, then
= ix{'X_x¢ for some X_ € R satisfying (i)
X_20 () QX_-) >0, and(m)rszRd then X_z =
0 < V,z = 0, by Theorem ﬂ;ﬁl It remains to show that
conditions |Zkii) and [2[(iv) are also satisfied.

To show conditioii), we let o(u,y) = uly. From the
proof of Theorem [I0] o satisfies the conditions of Lemma
B4 so (33) holds from the proof of that lemma. Also, for
any given to > t; >t and (u,y,x) € B, with x(t9) = xo,

ffo —o(u,y)(t)dt < ft —o(u,y)(t)dt + So7 (x(t1))
=577 (xg) — % h ([x" uT]Q(X_)col (x u))(t)dt.

to
By taking the supremum over all £, > ¢; and u € L5 (R, R"),
and using (33) from the proof of Lemma [B4] we find that
sup f:l —([xT u”] Q(X_)col (x w))(t)dt
ueLle(RR)
such that (u

0<

,y7x) S BS,X(t()) = X, (15)

for any given xo € R? and t; > t; € R. Since Q(X_) > 0,
then the above inequality must be satisfied with equality. We
let vi=u-+ (D+DT)_1(C — BTX_)x, so (13)-(15) imply

0= " (xTD(X_)x 4+ v (D+DT)v)(t)dt

inf .
veLy (RRm) "0

such that x € £¥°(R,R%), & O =Ap(X_)x+Bv,x(tg)=xo.

From [18, Section 23] for any given t; > %y, the above

infimum is equal to x{ P(to—t;)x, where P is an absolutely
continuous matrix function that satisfies P(0) = 0 and

)+ Ar(X)'P
—~PB(D+D")'BTP+T(X).

= PAr(X
(16)

Since xq € R% can be chosen arbitrarily, then P(t) = 22(t) =
0 for all ¢ < 0, and so I'(X_) = 0 by (16).

To show condition llV) we consider the cases: (i) (C, A)
observable; and (i) (C, A) not observable.

Case (i): (C, A) observable. ~ We note that [\l — A B]|
has full row rank for all A\ € C, (see Remarks E| and EI)
This implies that [A] — Ap(X_) B] has full row rank for
all A € C4, so (Ap(X_), B) is stabilizable. The proof of this
condition is then identical to [4, Lemma 7].

Case (ii): (C, A) not observable.  Consider the observer
staircase form (see note , and let B, and Sg be as in
Lemma (with o(u,y) = uly). It follows from Lemma
that X_ = T7diag (X_ 0)T where X_ € R4 with

1T X %o = §77 (%) for all %9 € RY. With
[(X):=—A, X—X A —(CT =X By)(D+D") " (C1—Bf X),
and Ap(X):=A;;—B,(D+DT)"1(C,—BI X), (17)
it follows from case (i) that X_ > 0, f(X_) = 0, and

spec(Ap(X_)) € C_. Also, it can be verified that T(X_) =
T"diag (I'(X_) 0)7; and

Ap(X0) o]
A21 A22 ’

where Ay = Ag1—Bo(D+DT)~1(CT =BT X_). Now, sup-
pose A € C, and z € C? satisfy Ar(X_)z = )z, and let T}
be as in note |Al1} Since A\ — Ay (X_) is nonsingular for all
A € C4, then (18) implies that 73z = 0, and it is then easily
shown that V,z = 0.

It remains to show that if X_ satisfies condition [2] then
Sa”(x0) = 2x{ X_xo. To prove this, we assume that (C, A)
is observable, and we show that if X € RfXd satisfies X > 0,
X # X_,and I'(X) = 0, then spec(Ar(X)) ¢ C_. The case
with (C, A) not observable can then be shown by considering
the observer staircase form as in the proof of case (ii) above.

If I'(X) = 0, then QX) > 0, so ¥ = X —
X_ > 0 by Theorem @ Also, by direct calculation,
Ap(X_)TY+Y Ap(X_)+YB(D+DT)~"'BTY = 0. From
before, (Ar(X_), B) is stabilizable, so from [4, Proof of
Lemma A.1] we find that Ap(X_) + B(D+DT)"1BTY =
Ap(X) satisfies spec(Ar (X)) ¢ C_. [ |

Remark 15: From the proof of Theorems [I0]and [I2} in order
to find the matrix X _ in those theorems, it suffices to find an
X_ € R¥*9 satisfying I'(X_) = 0 and spec(Ap(X_)) € C_
for the case with (C, A) observable. This can be obtained from
the controller staircase form [3, Theorem 3.3.4]:

Air A
0 Ag

with (A11, By) controllable. Since (C, A) is observable, then
so too is (Cy, Ayq). Furthermore, D + Cy(£1—Aq1) 1By =
D + C(¢€I—A)~'B, which _is positive-real (see Remark EI)
Thus, with I" and Af as in , there exists a unique X717 > 0
satisfying T'(X1;) = 0 and spec(Ap(X11)) € C_ [2) Lemma
2]. This can be efficiently computed using the methods in [3}
Chapter 6]. Next, note that (A4, B) is stabilizable since (C, A)
is observable (see Remarks [4] and [9), so spec(A2s) € C_ [T
Corollary 5.2.31]. Thus, from [3| Theorem 3.7.4], there exists
a unique real X7, satisfying the Sylvester equation:

T AN (X )T = [ (18)

TAT‘lz[ ],TB {Bl] CT '=[C1 Cs], (19)

AszXlT2+X5Af(X11)

=—Al, X1 — CJ(D+D")" 1 (C1—B{ X11),

and a unique real Z > 0 satisfying the Lyapunov equation:

(AL Z+ZAg)

= (CF —XLX5'CT)(D+DT)"HCr—C1 X 7' X12).



Then, with the notation

AIZ = A12—B1(D+DT)_1(CQ_B{X12)7

X1 X2
and X_ =TT _ T,
{Xsz Z+ XnganXlJ
it can be verified that X_ >0, I'(X_) =0, and
TAp(x_ )7t = [AeXn) - Al
0 Az

This implies that spec(Ar(X_)) = spec(Ax(X11)) U
spec(Ags) € C_, so X_ is the matrix in Theorem A

To finish this section we prove Theorem [I3]

Proof of Theorem [I3} That 2] = [I] is immediate from
Theorem since X_ > 0 satisfies 2(X_) > 0. It remains
to show that[T] =2} and if X_ has the properties indicated in
conditionthen Sa” (x0) = +x¢' X_xg. We will prove this for
the cases: (i) (C, A) observable and D+D7T > 0; (ii) (C, A)
observable; and finally (iii) (C, A) not observable.

Case (i) (C,A) observable and D+D7T >0. It
suffices to show that X _ satisfies condition [2] in Theorem [12]
if and only if X _ satisfies condition [2in the present theorem.

First, let X_ satisfy condition [2] in Theorem [I2} Since
D + DT > 0, then there exists a nonsingular WV satisfying
WTW =D+ DT. We let L == (WT)"(C — BTX_), and
we obtain —ATX_ — XTA-LTL =T(X_) =0.

Now, let Z(£):=W+L(¢I—A) ! B. From Theorems [10|and
spec(A)eC_ and spec(Ar(X_))eC_. Also,

M—-A —-B|] [M-Ax(X_.) -B|[ I 0

{ L W]:{ 0 WHWlL I] 20)
The matrices in have full row rank for all A € C,, so Z
is a spectral factor for H + H* by Lemma

Next, let X_ satisfy condition [2] in the present theorem.
Since W + L(&I — A)~'B is a spectral factor of H + H*,
then W is nonsingular. Thus, L = (WT)~1(C — BT X _), and
X )=-ATX_—X_A—-LTL = 0. As before, spec(A) €
C_, so the matrices in have full row rank for all A € C
by Lemma and so spec(Ap(X_)) € C_.

Case (ii) (C, A) observable. Let P and () be as in
Theorem [T0} and let P, := P and Q; := Q. If P, and Q7 do
not satisfy the conditions of case (i), then we will construct
P, Qp, € R >"m[£] that do. Specifically, we consider the
following four statements:

R1) P, Q; € R™"*™i[¢] where (P;,Q;) is a positive-real
pair and Q; 1P, is proper.

(R2) D; = limg_,0o (Q; ' P;(€)) is symmetric.

(R3) P; is nonsingular and D; = diag (I,al. O).

R4) D; =1 or n; =0.

By Theorem [[0}] P, and @ satisfy condition [RT)}
Then, using Lemmas |[D.2HD.4, we construct Ps,..., P,
Q2,--.,Qn such that condition [(RT)| is satisfied, n;<n;_1,
and deg (det (Q;))< deg (det (Q;—1)), for i = 2,...,m; and
1) If, for i = k—1,[(R2)]is not satisfied, then [[R2)]is satisfied

for i = k (Lemma [D.2).

2) If, for i = k—1,[(R2)]is satisfied but [[R3)]is not, then [R2)]
and [(R3)] are satisfied for i = k; and if P,_, is singular
then nj, < ng—1 (Lemma [D3).

3) If, for i = k—1,[(R2) and [[R3)| are satisfied but[[R4)is not,
then deg (det (Qr)) < deg (det (Qr—1)) (Lemma [D.4).
This inductive procedure terminates in a finite number of steps
with matrices P, and @, that satisfy conditions [(R1)H(R4)
The procedure is inspired by the sequence of transformations
outlined in [3| Section 8.4]. In contrast to [3]], we also consider

the case of uncontrollable systems.

Next, we consider the following four statements:

(S1) There exist polynomial matrices M;, N;,U;, Vi, E;, F;

M, N;||-D;, I -C; -P Q; 0

such that |:Ui Vi] [_ 0 Ai:| = |:_Ei “F I}’
where A; (&) := £I—A;, and the leftmost matrix is unimodular.
-ATX-XA;, CI'-XB

Ci—BI'X D;+DF
is a real matrix that satisfies (i) X; > 0; (i) €;(X;) > 0; and
(iii) if X is a real matrix that satisfies X > 0 and Q;(X) > 0,
then X; < X.

(S3) X;, L; and W; are real matrices such that X; > 0 and

(S2) With Q;(X) = [ ] then X;

~ATX,-X; A, CT-X;B;] [L
Qi(Xi)_{ C;—BFX; D;+DT } [WT] [L W]
(S4) PI; As _Wél] has full row rank for all A € Cy.
From notes [A[DHA[2] there exist real matrices

A, B, C, Dy, such that condition holds. Then,
from case (i), there is a unique X,,, for which there exist L.,
and W, that satisfy conditions [(S3)] and [(S4)] Furthermore,
by Theorem [T0] this X, also satisfies condition [(S2)} Then,
using Lemmas [D.2HD.4] we find that there are unique X;
for which there exist L; and W; that satisfy conditions

and [(S4)] and these X; also satisfy condition

(t=m—1,...,1). Now, let
851:{(11 y,X1) ﬁloc (R Rn) ><)Cloc (R Rn) ><)Cloc (R Rdl) |
d"1 = A1x1 + Bju and y = C1x1 + Diu}.

Since P = P; and @ = @1, then from note we conclude
that (Cy, A;) is observable and B — B™Y) Thus, from
note there exists a nonsingular 7' € R%*? such that
holds. It can then be verified that X_ = TTX T,
L := LT, and W := W satisfy condition [2] in the present
theorem statement; and X _ satisfies (a) Q(X_) > 0; and (b)
if X € R4*4 gatisfies X > 0 and 2(X) >0, then X_ < X.
Since X _ is uniquely determined by conditions (a)—(b), then
Sa”(x0) = x4 X_x by Theorem

Case (iii) (C, A) not observable.  Consider the observer
staircase form (see note - so D+ Ci(&1— A11) 1B, =
D+C(£1—A)~'B, and let T be as in note Al 1|and B, and S¢
be as in Lemma [B.5| (for the case o(u,y) = u”y). It follows
from Lemma|B.5|that X — =T"diag (X_ 0) T where X_ €
Rng with ng %o = 577 (%) for all X, € R<. From case
(i), X_ is the unique real matrix satisfying (a) X_ >0; and
(b) there exist real matrices L W such that
1) —ALX_ —X_Ap=LTL, C,—-BYX_=WTL,

D+ DT WTW; and

(b2) W+L(§I Ay1)71By is a spectral factor of H+H*.
Then, with L := [ﬁ 0|7, and W = W, it can be verified that
condition |Z| of the present theorem statement holds. Also, if

and



X_, L and W are real matrices satlsfymg condition 2] then

X_ =T"diag (X_ 0)7 for some 0 < X_ € RE*d with
(T-HT 0] [-ATX_-X_A CT-X_B][(T"") 0
0 1 C-BTX_ D+DT 0 I
~ATX —X_A; 0| CT-X_B;
= 0 0 0
c,-BIX. 0| D+D7

This implies that L = [L 0]T, and W = W where L and
W satisfy the aforementioned conditions (bl) and (b2). Then,
from case (ii) and Lemma Sa?(x0) = Sar(Tixg) =
XTI X_Tixo = 1xI' X_x for all xo € R?. n

We conclude this section with a remark about computing
the optimal control.

Remark 16: If By in (1) satisfies m = n and D+DT > 0,
and Ap(X_) in Theorem [12| satisfies spec(Ar(X_)) € C_,

then u = —(D+DT)"}(C-BTX )x and (u,y,x) €
. t t1

B, imply j;ol— uly)(t)dt = —3 [(xTX_x)( )]t and
%:AF(X,)X. Thus, if x(ty) = xo, then Jo =Tyt )dt =
Sap(X()).

If, on the other hand, D+DT is singular or
spec(Ar(X_)) ¢ C_, then there still exists a linear
state feedback law such that, with xq = x(fo), then

ff t)dt comes arbitrarily close to the supremum
S (x ) ThlS can be constructed as follows. First, it follows
from note [A[T] and Lemma [B.5] that no generality is lost in
assuming (C’, A) is observable. We then let ¢ > 0, and we
note that (I + eD) is necessarily nonsingular. We define

V1+ée2,
762 — —
Ce=Y=(I +¢D)™'C, Di=(D +el)(I +€¢D)™", and
Bi={(uc,ye, x)€LE (R,R™) x L5 (R,R") xL5* (R,R) |

Ac=A — B(I +€D) '€C, B.=B(I +¢D)!

=Ax+ Beu. and y. = Ccx + Deu},
sou. = (utey)/V1+e2andy, = (y+eu)/V/1 + €2 satisfy
D (uTy ) (Ot = [ (uTy) (1)t
+ o [ (a4 yTy ) (@)dt, @)
and (u,y,x) € B if and only if (u.y.x) € B

Also, with H(¢) D+C(EI-A)"'B and H.(€)
D+C.(EI—A.) "B, then H, = (H-+el)(I+eH)™. It can
then be verified that H,(jw) + H.(—jw)T > 0 for all w € R,
D, + Dz > 0, and H, has no poles in (@.. Since, in addition,
(C,A) is observable and (A, B) is stabilizable, then it can
be shown that spec(A.) € C_. It then follows from [[11] that
there exists X¢ € RZ*4 such that

—ATXC —X¢ A—(CT—X* B)(DA+DT)(C.
and spec(A, — B.(D. + D)"Y (C. — BTX°))eC_,

and it follows that if u, = —(D.+DI)~"}(C.—BTX¢)x
and (ue,ye,x) € B¢, then x(t) — 0 as t — oo, and
j;zo—(uzye)(t)dt = %x(to)TXix(to). Thus, if u = (I +
eD)71(V1+ €2u, — €Cx) and (u,y,x) € B, then u,
(u+tey)/V1+e? andy. = (y+eu)/v1+e€? so x(t) =0

—~BI'X<)=0,

as t — oo and [ —(uTy)(t)dt > $x(t)T X x(to) by
1. Fmally, 1t can be verified that X¢ — X_ as ¢ — 0,
SO ft t)dt can be made arbitrarily close to the
supremum S (xo) by taking e sufficiently small.

A similar argument holds for non-expansive behaviors

(considered in the next three sections). In this case, we let
Ac=A, B.:=B,C.=(1—¢)C, D.:=(1—¢)D. AN

VI

In addition to the results on passive systems, we also extend
the famous bounded-real lemma to systems that are neither
observable nor controllable. This lemma is concerned with
non-expansive systems, defined as follows.

Definition 17 (Non-expansive system): Let B, be as in ().
For any given xo € RY, let

NON-EXPANSIVE SYSTEMS

£77(x0) = { [} (yTy —uTu)(t)dt | t; > to, (u,y,x) € By,
and X(to) = XQ}.

Then the available storage Sq° satisfies (i) S5°(x¢) =
sup(é‘ (x0)) if &£7°(x0) is bounded above; and (ii)
Sa?(xg) = oo otherwise. If Sg(x¢) < oo for all xy € R,
then B; is called non-expansive.

In our results, the following new concept of a bounded-real
pair plays a central role.

Definition 18 (Bounded-real pair): Let P € R™*"[¢] and
Q € R™*™[¢]. We call (P,Q) a bounded-real pair if the
following hold:

@ QNQRNT — P(A\)P(N)T >0 forall AeCy.

(b) rank([P  —Q] (A\)) =m for all A € C,.

(c) If p € R™[¢] and A € C satisty p7 (QQ* —
and p(\)? [P —Q] (\) =0, then p(A) = 0.

Remark 19: Tt can be shown that, if (P,Q) is a bounded-
real pair, then ) is nonsingular and ||Q7!P||,<1. But the
converse is not true. For example, if P(¢) = Q(§) = £+1,
then ||Q ™! P|l«=1, and condition |(b)| in Definition |18 holds,
but not condition so (P, Q) is not a bounded-real pair. A

In this section, we provide necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for a system to be non-expansive (in the absence of any
controllability and observability assumptions). These relate (a)
the existence of matrices X € Rng such that X > 0 and

~ATX - XA-CTC -CT'D-XB
-DTC - BTX I-D'D

PP*) =0

AX) = (22)

satisfies A(X) > 0; and (b) the bounded-real pair concept.
Also, if I — DT D > 0, then, with the notation

I(X):=-ATX - xA-CTC
—(CTD + XB)(I - D"D)"Y(D"C + BTX), (23)
and An(X):= A+ B(I - D"D)""(D"C + B"X), (24)

conditions (a)—(b) also relate to the spectral properties of
Ap(X) for solutions X to the ARE II(X) = 0. The results
in this section are presented in the next three theorems, which
we prove in Sections VI

Theorem 20: Let By, BV, and A be as in . (@)
and (22)), respectively; and let S ¢ be as in Definition The
following are equivalent:



1. S5°(xq) < oo for all xg € R? (i.e., B, is non-expansive).

2. The external behavior Bg“'” takes the form of lb where
(P, Q) is a bounded-real pair.

3. There exists X € R?*¢ such that X > 0 and A(X) > 0.

4. 55°(x9) = xFX_x¢, where X_ € R¥? gatisfies (i)
X_ > 0; (i) A(X_) > 0; (i) if z € RY, then
Voz =0 <= X_z=0; and (iv) if X € R¥*? satisfies
X >0and A(X) >0, then X_ < X.

Moreover, if (C,A) is observable and the above conditions

hold, then (i) spec(A) € C_; and (ii) if X € RZ¥9 satisfies

A(X) >0, then X_ < X.
Remark 21: From [4, Theorems 3-6], if (A, B) is con-
trollable, then (i) for a system to be non-expansive it is
necessary and sufficient for the H,, norm of the system’s
transfer function to be bounded above by one; and (ii) the set
of solutions to the LMI in the bounded-real lemma (condition 3]
in Theorem [20) is bounded. However, both of these conditions
can fail to hold when (A4, B) is not controllable. A
Theorem [22] provides an explicit solution to the optimal
control problem in Definition [17|in the case I — DT D > 0.
Theorem 22: Let By, V,, H, 11 and Ay be as in (T)), (), (8).
and , respectively; let S79 be as in Definition , and
let I — DD > 0. The following are equivalent
1. Sa?(x0) < oo for all xg € RY (i.e., B, is non-expansive).
2. There exists X_ € fo‘i satisfying (i) X_ > 0; (ii)
(X_) = 0; (i) if z € R? satisfies V,z = 0, then
X z = 0; and (iv) if A € C, and z € C? satisfy
An(X_)z = Az, then V,z = 0.

Moreover, if these conditions hold, then Sg* (xo) = x? X_xo.

Theorem [23] solves the optimal control problem in Defini-
tion [17] in the general case.

Theorem 23: Let B,,V, and H be as in (I), (6) and (§),
respectively; and let Sz ¢ be as in Definition 17} The following
are equivalent:

1. Sa?(xg) < oo for all xg € RY (i.e., B, is non-expansive).
2. There exists X_ € R4 satisfying (i) X_ > 0; (ii) if
z € RY satisfies V,z = 0, then X_z = 0; and (iii) there
exist real matrices L and W such that
~ATX_—-X_A-CTC=L"L,-DTC-B"X_ =
WTL, and I — DTD = WTW; and
(iiib) Z(¢) == W + L(¢I-A)~'B is a spectral factor of
I - H*H.
Moreover, if these conditions hold, then Sg? (xg) = x2 X _xq.

Remark 24: As is the case with the positive-real lemma,
there have been many notable attempts to relax the con-
trollability and observability assumptions in the bounded-real
lemma. A particularly well known result is the so-called
strictly bounded-real lemma [6, Lemma 5.6.5]. This lemma
proves that, if B; is as in and spec(A) € C_, and H,II
and Ap are as in (), and then ||H||s < 1 if and only
if I — DT D > 0 and there exists X > 0 such that II(X) = 0
and spec(An (X)) € C_. A

(iiia)

VII. NON-EXPANSIVE SYSTEMS AND THE AVAILABLE

STORAGE
To prove Theorem [20] we will employ transformations that
relate non-expansive and passive systems, and similar trans-
formations that relate positive-real and bounded-real pairs.

Proof of Theorem 20y 'We will first show the two chains
of implications [| =H=0=1 and@=[2=[

I = E] = I First, let z € R? and let
%(t) = At~ to)z for allt € R, a =0, and y = Cx. Then
(a,y,%) € B, X(to) = z, and fto (y'y —aTa)(t)dt > 0.
Second, note that ft ulu-—yTy)(t)dt — [x TXx]tO =

ftil ([x¥ uf]A(X)col (x u))(t)dt. With these two obser-

vations, the present implications can be shown in a similar
manner to the corresponding implications in Theorem

= Consider the observer staircase form (see note
[ATT), and let
) o [ARSKAu-0TO, —CTD-%,
) -DTC,—-BTX I-DTD

If there exists X € R4 satisfying X > 0 and A(X) > 0,
then X := 77 diag (X 0) T satisfies X >0 and A(X) > 0.
Thus, it suffices to prove this implication for the case with
(C, A) observable. We will prove this for the cases: (i) m = n,
(i) n < m, and (iii)) m < n.

Case (i): m = n. Let A() = &I — A, and let
M,N,U,V,E,F and G be polynomial matrices satisfying
conditions (a) and (b) in notem From note there exists
a signature matrix X and matrices

Q=31(Q - PY)and P = (PE+Q) (25)

such that Q is nonsingular and Q'Pis proper. Now, let D =
lime 00 (Q71P(£)) and D = limg_, o (Q ' P(£)). Note that
(I—Q 'PY)Q'P = I+ Q' PX, so by taking the limit as
€ — oo we obtain (I — DX)D = I + DX. Thus, if z € R™
and zT (I — DY) = 0, then zT (I+ DY) = 0, so z = 0. Hence,
(I — DY) is nonsingular, and

D=(I-DX)'(I+Dx)=2I-Dx)"' —I. (26)
Now, let

M N] [ 07[M N|[I-DE 0

o v]T |0 HI||U V]||-BS VI

so all of the above matrices are unimodular. Then, with

A=A+ BX(1I-D%)7'C, B:= \fBZ(I - Dpx)!

C =2 -Dx)'C, A(¢) =¢I—
E = S5 (ES - F), and F = \%(EZ—&—F), (27)
it can be verified that (C’, /Al) is observable, and
{M N} {‘l? 1 _O} _ [_]? Q O} . @8
U V]|-B 0 A -F —-F I

Hence, (A, B,C, D) is an observable reahzatlon for (P, Q)
(see note Ili Since Q == 1(Q — P¥) and P = }(P2+Q),
then it follows from notes [C2HCl4] that (P, Q) is a positive-
real pair. Thus, from Lemma [I| and Theorem [10] there exists
X € R¥*4 such that X > 0 and

—ATX-XA C*T—XB]

fX) = [ C_BTX  DeDT @9)



satisfies Q(X ) > 0. Furthermore, with

I 0
S = 30
{ o Lu- DZ)Z} (30)
then it can be verified that STQ(X)S = A(X), which is non-
negative definite since Q(X ) is. This proves case (i).

Case (i) m>n. LetP =[P O (m—n) )] and Q = Q.
It is easily shown from note |Cl1| that (P Q) is a bounded-
real pair. Also, with A=A, B= [B de(m_n)], C=C, and
D D=[D Oyx(m—n)|. it can be verified that (4, B, C, D) is
an observable realization for (P, () if and only if (A,B,C, D)
is an observable realization for (P, Q). With

_ATX-XA-CTC

R -CTh-XB
A“X*:{ _DTE-BTX

[-DTD ]’ D
then A(X) = diag (A(X) I). From case (i), there exists
X > 0 such that A(X) > 0. This X also satisfies A(X ) >0.

Case (iii): m < n In this case, let PA =
B=B, C= col (C’ O(n m)xd) and D= col D O(n m)xn)
and let A( ) and A(X) be as in (22) and (31), respectively.
Then Q) is a bounded real palr (this is easily shown from
note [C Il| A(X) = A(X), and the proof is similar to case (ii).

M =P}  We will prove this for the two cases (i) (C, A)
observable; and (i) (C, A) not observable.

Case (i): (C, A) observable. ~We consider the case m =
n. The proofs for the cases m > n and m < n are then
51m11ar to the corresponding cases in the proof of 2 =[] Let

A,B,C, D, and Q(X) be as in case (i) of the proof of
‘Then from that proof, (A, B,C, D) is an observable
reahzatlon of (P,Q), and Q(X_) > 0. Thus, (P,Q) is a
positive-real pair by Theorem so (P, Q) is a bounded-real
pair by notes

Case (ii): (C, A) not observable Consider the observer
staircase form (see note , and let A be as in . Then
X_ = T"diag (X O)T where X_ e R4, A( ) >0
and X_ > 0. Also, with B, as in note |Al n then B{"Y) =
B™Y) as shown in that note. Condition [2] then follows from
case (i).

It remains to prove conditions (i)—(ii) in the final paragraph
of the present theorem statement. To see (i), let \ € @Jr and
z € C? satisfty (A — A)z = 0, and note that z7 (AT X +
XAz = (MAN)zT Xz, Since —ATX — XA - CTC > 0,
then zTC’TCz < —2§R( )ZT Xz <0, s0 Cz = 0. If (C, A)
is observable, then z = 0, so spec(A) € C_. The proof
of condition (ii) is similar to the corresponding condition in
Theorem using the observations in the second paragraph
of this proof. ]

VIII. EXPLICIT CHARACTERISATION OF THE AVAILABLE
STORAGE FOR A NON-EXPANSIVE SYSTEM

This section contains the proofs of Theorems[22]and 23] The
proofs provide methods for calculating the available storage
for a non-expansive system by using the results in Section

Proof of Theorem 22} | = [[}  This follows from
Theorem 20} since X_ > 0 and A(X_) > 0.

= First, we note from Theorem 20| that (P, Q) is
a bounded-real pair since S;?(xg) < oo. We will show that
this implies condition [2| for the cases: (i) (C, A) observable
and m = n; (i) (C, A) observable and m > n; (iii) (C, A)
observable and m < n; then finally (iv) (C, A) not observable.
Case (@) (C,A) observable, m = n. Let
P,Q,A.B,C, and D be as in case (i) in the proof
of ' . in Theorem From that proof, (P,Q) i
a positive-real pair, and (fl, B’, C’, D) is an observable
realization of (P, Q). From Theorem [12} with the notation

N(X)=—-ATX-XA—(CT-XB)(D+D")" (C—-BTX),
and An(X) = A— B(D+D")"(C - BTX),

there exists X € R%*? such that X > 0, I'(X) = 0, and
spec(An(X)) € C_. It can then be verified that II(X) =
I(X) and Ap(X) = Ap(X), so condition I holds.

Case (ii) (C, A) observable, m >n. Let P,Q, A B,C,
and D be as in case (ii) in the proof of [2 I I in Theorem
so (P, Q) is a bounded-real pair, and (4, B, C, D) is an
observable realization for (P, Q) if and only if (A B,C,D)
is an observable realization for (P, Q). Also, let

M(X):=—-ATX - XA-CTC

—(CTD+ XB)I - DTD)"Y(DTC + BTX), (32)
and Ag(X) = A+ B(I - DTD)"Y(DTC + BTX). (33)
It can be verified that IT(X) = II(X) and AH(X) = Ap(X),

so this case follows from case (i).

Case (iii) (C, A) observable, m < n.  In this case, we
let P Q,A,B,C’, and D be as in case (iii) in the proof of
= [3| in Theorem Then, with IT(X) and An (X) as in
(32)-(33), we obtain TI(X) = TI(X) and Agy(X) = An(X).
The proof then follows the argument in case (ii).

Case (iv) (C, A) not observable.  This can be proved in
the manner of case (ii) in the proof of [T| = 2] in Theorem

Finally, with a similar proof to the corresponding implica-
tion in Theorem [T2] we find that if X_ satisfies condition 2]

of the present theorem, then Sz ? (xo) = x2 X_xo. ]
Proof of Theorem 23} = [}  This follows from
Theorem since X_ >0 and A(X_) > 0.

For the remainder of the proof, we let (C, A) be observable
and m = n. The cases m > n and m < n can be shown by
augmenting to the case m = n as in the proof of Theorem 22]
The case (C, A) not observable can be shown with a similar
argument to the corresponding implication in Theorem

= Since Sg?(x¢) < oo for all xg € RY, then
(P,Q) is a bounded-real pair by Theorem [20} Next, let
¥, P,Q,A,B,C, and D be as in case (i) in the proof of
= 13 in Theorem 20| (so I — DX is nonsingular and C A)
is observable), and let H(¢) = D + C(&1 — B. Then
(]5, Q) is a positive-real palr so from Theorems h E there
exist real matrices X_, L, and W with X_ > 0 such that

(@ —ATX_-X_A= iTi, C—BTX_=WTL,D+DT =
WTW; and o o
(b) Z(&)=W+L(,I—-A)"'B is a spectral factor of H-+H*.



W(I DE)E and it
s. Also

PI[A/A I/T]/g][jic f(l ODE)E} {)\ILA Vg]

From Theorem |10} spec(A) € C_. Also, from Theorem .
spec(A) € C_. Slnce, in addition, (I—DY) is nonsingular,
then a similar argument to the proof of Lemma [D.I] shows
that Z is a spectral factor of ] — H*H.

Finally, we prove that if X_ satisfies condition 2 then
Sa?(x0) = xFX_x¢. It suffices to show that X_ is
uniquely determined by condition 2l To show this, we let
3, P,Q,A,B,C,D and H be as in the previous paragraph.
Following that paragraph, if X_ satisfies condition 2l then
L=L+WX(—-DX)"'C and W := V2WX(I — DX)!
satisfy the aforementioned conditions [(a)] and [(b)} From The-
orem @ these conditions uniquely determine X _. ]

Then, let L = ﬁ—%WC and W := L
can be verified that condition (iiia) hol

=
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APPENDIX A
OBSERVABLE REALIZATIONS OF BEHAVIORS

In this appendix, we present several results on observable
realizations which are used in the proofs of the main theorems.
These results build on Lemmas [Tl and

[Al1 Let B, and V, be as in (I) and (6); let the columns of
Sy € R¥(4=4) be a basis for the nullspace of V,; let S =
[S1 S2] be nonsingular; and let St = T = col (Ty T%)
(partitioned compatibly with S). Then,

o 0],

15

T1 - A11 0
{ ]A[Sl SQ]‘{AH Az

},o[sl 5] =

and (Cy, A1) is observable [7, Corollary 5.3.14]. Further-
more, with the notation By := 11 B, By := 15 B, and

B,={(u,y,%) € £ (R,R") x £ (R, R™) x L°(R, RY)
such that % = A;1x+ Biuand y = C1X + Du},

then it is easﬂy shown from the variation of the constants
formula that B(u ) — Bé“ y). Thus, if P and ) are
as in Lemrna |ZL then it follows from Lemmas [TH2] that there
exists an observable realization for (P, Q).

[Al2 Let By be as in (I) and A(¢) &I — A. Then
(A, B,C, D) is an observable realization for (P, Q) if and only
if P e R™*"[¢],Q € R™*™[¢], and there exist polynomial
matrices M, N,U,V, E, F and G such that (a) conditions [I]
and 2] of Lemma [I] hold; and (b) G I;. To see this,
note from the final block column in condition [] of Lemma
that, for any given A € C and z € C%, then Cz = 0 and
(M — A)z = 0 if and only if G(\)z = 0. It then follows from
[7, Theorem 5.3.7] that G in Lemma |I| is unimodular if and
only if (C, A) is observable. Furthermore, if G is unimodular,
then by pre- multlplylng both sides in condition [T] of Lemma
Iby diag (I G~') we obtain polynomial matrices satisfying
conditions (a) and (b).

IEB Let P and () be as in Lemmal If (A,B,C, D) and
(A, B,C, D) are two observable reahzauons of (P @), then
there exists a nonsingular T€R%*? such that

A=TAT ', B=TB, C=CT ", and D=D. (34
To see this, let A € R and A € R%*; let V, be as in

:and let V, == col(C' CA CAI=1Y. 1t follows from
the variation of the constants formula (IZ[)— that, for any
given z € RY, there exists z € R? such that Ce'z = Cetiz
for all ¢ € R. Suppose initially that d < d. Since z is
arbitrary, there must exist 7' € R4 such that CAFT = C A*
(k=0,1,...). In particular, V, = V,T. As (C, A) and (C, A)
are observable then V, and V, have full column rank,
d=dand T = (VTV) W TV, which is nonsingular (w1th
T-' = (VIV,)"'VIV,). In particular, C = CT~1. Also,
since V,A = V,AT, then A = (VI'V,)"1VTV, ATV =
TAT~!. Finally, from the variation of the constants formula
. ' we require V,B = V,B, so B = TB. A similar
argument applies when d>d, and completes the proof.



APPENDIX B
STORAGE FUNCTIONS

The storage function concept features in many classical
proofs of the positive-real lemma, e.g., [1], [2]. Here, in
contrast to [1]], [2]], we present results on storage functions
without any controllability assumptions.

We consider the following optimal control problem.

Definition B.1: Let B, be as in (1); let o(u,y) == u?S1u+
2uT212y+yT222y for some 11 € Rgxn, Yo € R™*™ and
Yoo € RT**™; and, for any given x( € RY, let

7(x0) = {fto

( )dt ‘ ty > t07( 7YaX) € BS7
and X(to) = Xo}.

Then the available storage S with respect to the supply rate
o satisfies (i) S7(xo) = sup(£7(xo)) if £(xq) is bounded
above; and (i) S?(xg) = oo otherwise.

Note, with >11 = I, Y15 = 0 and Yoy = —1 (resp., X211 =
Yoo =0, 312 = %I), then S = Sge (resp., S = SaP). As in
[1]], we define a storage function with respect to o as follows.

Definition B.2: Let B, be as in (E]), and let o be as in
Definition We say S is a storage function with respect
to the supply rate o if (i) S(xp) € R and S(xq) > 0 for
all xg € R%; (i) S(0 ) = 0; and (111) 1f( u,y,x) € B, and
t1 >ty € R, then S(x <ft )(t)dt + S(x(to)).

The next lemma proves that the boundedness of the available
storage is equivalent to the existence of a storage function.

Lemma B.3: Let B, be as in @; and let o and S7 be as in
Definition [B.1I] The following hold:

1. If S9(xg) < oo for all x, € RY,
function with respect to o.

2. If there exists a storage function with respect to o (denoted
S), then S%(xq) < S(x¢) < oo for all x5 € R%.

Proof: See |1, Theorem 1]. [ |

In the next lemma, we prove that the available storage
S7(xg) is a quadratic form in xg, under an assumption which
is satisfied by both passive and non-expansive systems.

Lemma B4 Let B, be as in (11'[) and let o and S¢ be as
in Definition [B.1} Also, for any given z € R? and ¢, € R,
let there exist t1 > to, and (u,y,x) € B, with x(tg) = z,
such that — ft J(t)dt > 0. If S7(x0) < oo for all
xo € RY, then there ex1sts X e RdXd with X > 0 such that
89 (xg) = x2 X% for all xo € R,

Proof: For any given x;,Xo € R?, we let W(x;,Xz) =
$(S7(x1 +x2) — 87 (x1 —x2)). We then let e; denote the jth
column of the identity matrix Iz, we let the 7jth entry of X
be defined as X;; .= Wi(e;,e;) (4,5 =1,...,d), and we will
show that X is symmetric and S¢(z) = z” Xz for all z € R?.
To prove this, we will show that, for any given x;,x, € R?
and X\ € R, then

(1) W(Ax1,x2) = A\W(x1,x2); and

(i) ST (x1 +x2) + 5%(x1 — x2) = 2(57(x1) + SZ(x2)).
From [[19, Lemma 3], condition (ii) implies that, for any given
X1,X92,Z € Rd, then (iia) W(Xl,X2> = W(XQ,Xl); (iib)
W(x1 + x2,2) = W(x1,2) + W(x2,2); and (iic) SJ(z) =
W (z,z). Together with condition (i), we conclude that W is
a symmetric bilinear form, and X is symmetric. We then let

then S7 is a storage

z € R? and we denote the ith entry ofdz by z;, andd it follows
tha; S (2 ) Sy zies) = V(‘;(ZT 2i€i; ) 1 2j€5) =
>zt Zj:l ziW(ei,e;)z; =3 i Zj:l 2 Xijzj = 2" Xz.

It remains to show conditions (i) and (ii). We first show
that, for any given t; > t,

o t
Sa (XO): sup ft02 —(0'(11, y)) (t)dt7
ue Ly (R,R™),t2 >t

such that (uaY>X) € Bsax(t()) =xgp. (35)

To see this, let £, > tg and (u,y, x) € B, with x(ty) = x sat-
isty fttol —(o(u,y))(t)dt = S?(xg) — € for some € > 0. Then,
from the conditions in the lemma statement, there exist t5 > ¢
and (@1,y,%) € B; such that u(t) = u(t) Sf( ) = y(¢), and
x(t) = x(t) for all t0<t<t1,andft a(a,y))(t)dt > 0.
It follows that jt ﬁ, ¥))(t)dt > S"(xo)fe forall ¢ > t;.

But S7(xq) > ft o(t,y))(t)dt, and € > 0 can be made
arbitrarily small by choosmg t1 and u. This proves (33).

To prove (i), we let x1,x2 € R% and A € R be fixed but
arbitrary, and we show that S?(Ax; + x2) + AS7 (x1 —X3) <
ST(Ax1 — x2) + ASJ(x1 + x2). To see this, suppose instead
that there exists € > 0 such that

Sg()\X1+X2)+/\Sg (Xl 7X2)

= 57 (Ax1—X2)+AST (x1+4%2) + €. (36)

There exist (Uq,ya,Xq) € Bs with x,(tg) = Ax1 + xo,
(wp, yb,Xp) € Bs with x3(tg) = x1 — X2, and t1 > to, with

Sg (Ax1 + x2) + ASY (x1 — X2)
< [0 (- Ao (up,yp)))(t) + €/2.

Now, let (uc, ye,%c) = (A=1)/(14+A)(Wa, Ya,Xa)+22/(14+
A)(up, yu,xp) and (ug,yd,%q) = 2/(1 + A\) (W, ¥arXa) +
(1=XN)/(14+X)(uap, yb,xp). It can be verified that o(u,,y.)+
Ao(up, yp) = 0(Ue, ye) + Ao (Ug, ya), Xc(to) = Ax1 —x3 and
x4(to) = x1 + x2. It follows from (36)-(37) that

0(Uq,¥a) — (37

ST(Ax1 + x2) + AST (x1 — X2)
< [ (=0 (ue,ye) = Mo(ua, ya)(t) + €/2
< S7(Ax1—x2)+AST (x1+x2) + €/2
= S7(Ax1 + x2) + AST (x1 — x2) — €/2,

a contradiction. Substituting —x5 for x5 in the
above argument gives S7(Ax;—x2)+AST(x14+x2) <
ST (Ax14+x2)+AS? (x1—x2), and completes the proof of (i).

To see (ii), suppose instead that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

Sq (x1+x2)+Sg (x1—%2)+€ = 2(57 (x1)+57 (x2)).

Let t1 > to and (We,Ya,Xa), (W, ¥s,Xp) € Bs with

Xq(to)=x%1 and x,(tg)=x2 be such that

2 —(0(Ua, ya)) (t)dt + § > S7(x1), and

S (o (up, y0)) (B)dt + § > SZ(x2).

Similar to [19, p. 796], we let (1,
(up,yp,%xp) and (@, ¥p,%p) =

yayga) = (um}’a,xa) +
(um}’aaxa) - (ub,}’b,xb)-



Then (ﬁauyayia)a (ﬁb75’b7ib) € B, ia(tO):xl'i‘XZ, and
Xp(to)=x%1—x2, whence

59 (x1+%2)+S7 (x1—X2)
> [F = (o(fi, §a)) (B)dt + [} —

= 2([" —(0(ua,ya))(1) dt+f
> 2(S7 (x1)+57 (x2)— %) =

o (i, §)) (t)dt

o(uy,yp))(t)dt)
SU (Xl +X2)+S (X17X2)

a contradiction. Thus, S7(x1+x2)+57(x1—X2) <
2(S7(x1)+S57(x2)). A similar argument shows that
Sq(x1+%2)+57 (x1—x2) = 2(57 (x1)+57 (x2)), and
completes the proof of (ii). ]

We next consider a related optimal control problem con-
cerning the observer staircase form in note [A[T}

Lemma B.5: Let B, be as in (m); let 0 and SJ be as in
Definition [B.1} let S7(xq) < oo for all xg € R%; let Ty and
BS be as in note E and let

S7 (%) =

t
sup Sy —(o(u,y))(t)dt,
t1>to,ueLl(R,R™)

such that (u,y,X) € l’;’s,fc(to) = Xg. (38)

Then S7(x0) = S (T1x) for all xo € R%. In particular, with
V, as in @, then z € R? and V,z = 0 imply S7(z) = 0.

Proof: Let T = col (Tl Tg) be as in note It can
be shown from the variation of the constants formula (2)-(3)
that (i) if (u,y, x) € B; satisfies x(¢p) = xo, then there exists
(w,y,%) € B, with X(to) = Tixo; and (ii) if (u,y,%) €
B, satisfies %(to) = %o, and x1 € R then there exists
(u,y,x) € B with x(tg) = T~ col (%o xl). Now, consider
a fixed but arbitrary xo € R%. It follows from (i) that

Sq (x0) < —(o(u,y))(t)dt,

Y 5&) € BAS» k(tO)

ty
sup fto
t1 >tg,uc L (R,R")

such that (u = T1xo,

ie., S7(xq) < S9(T1x). Similarly, from (i), it can be shown
that Sg(X()) Z gg(T1X()), SO Sg(X(]) = Sg(T1X()). Finally, if
V,z = 0, then it can be shown that Tz = 0. As Sg is a
storage function by Lemma then S7(z) = 57(0) = 0. ™

APPENDIX C
POSITIVE-REAL AND BOUNDED-REAL PAIRS

Here, we provide several results relating to the new concepts
of positive-real and bounded-real pairs.
[C1 Let P € R™*"[¢] and Q € R™*™[¢]; and let

_1[o 1, [, o

U(n,§) = —Q] (MSmn [P —Q] (&), and  (40)
D(n,¢) .—[ —Q] (n)Jn [ —Q] (&))" it m=n. (41)

Then (P, Q) is a positive-real pair (resp., bounded-real pair)
if and only if (i) ®(A\,\) < 0 (resp., ¥(\,\) < 0) for all
A € Cy; (i) rank([P —Q] (X)) = n for all A € Cy; and
(i) if p € R"[¢] and A € C satisty p(&)T®(¢,—¢) = 0
(resp., P()TW(E,—€) = 0) and p(N)T [P Q] (N) = 0,
then p(\) = 0.

(39)

2 Let P,Q € R™™[¢]; let J, be as in (39); let Y €
R™*"[¢] and S € R*"**" be nonsingular with SJ ST — I
and let P, € R™"[¢] satisfy [P —Q] =Y [P -Q]S.
Then (P, Q) is a positive-real pair if and only if (P, Q) is a
positive-real pair (this follows from note [C[T).

[03 Let P,Q € R" "[¢]; let J,, and 3, ,, be as in (39);
let Y € R™"[¢] and S € R**2" be nonsingular with
SJ,ST =%, and let P, Q € R™"[¢] satisfy [P —Q)] =
Y [P —Q] S. Then (P,Q) is a bounded-real pair if and only
if (13, Q) is a positive-real pair (this follows from note .

[C4 Let ¥ € R™™ be a signature matrix (i.e., X is
diagonal with diagonal entries +1), let P,Q € R™"*"[¢], and
let Q = 1(Q — PY) and P = 1(PY + Q). Then (P,Q)
is a bounded-real pair if and only if (15, Q) is a positive-real
pair (this follows from note [C[3). Also, if P,Q € R™"[¢]
and Q' P is proper, then there necessarily exists a signature
matrix ¥ and matrices Q := 1(Q- PX) and P = 1(PE+Q)
such that Q is nonsingular and Q- 1p s proper To obtain
such matrlces 3, P and Q, we let P = 3(P + Q) and
Q = (Q pP), soP:PanndQ:pqLQ.We
then let S1 and Sy, € R™™ "™ be matrices that select columns
from P and Q to achieve the maximal determinantal degree.
Le., (i) S; and S, are diagonal matrices with all entries either
0 or 1; (i) S1+ S = I; and (iii) deg(det (PS; + QS5)) takes
its maximum value among all matrices S1 and 5> that satisfy
(i) and (ii). We then let P := PSy + QS1, Q == PS1 + QSs,
and X := Sy — 51, so X is a signature matrix. The method in
[15, Proof of Theorem 9] then proves that Q1P is proper.

APPENDIX D
EXPLICIT CHARACTERISATION OF THE AVAILABLE
ENERGY: SUPPLEMENTARY LEMMAS

In this final appendix, we present four supplementary lem-
mas used in the proof of Theorem [I3]

Lemma D.1: Let B; and H be as in (T) and (8) with m = n;
let spec(A) € C_; let X_,L and W be real matrices that
satisfy condition [J(iiia) of Theorem [T3} and let

- A -B

)
Then Z*Z=H+H*, and Z is a spectral factor for H + H* if
and only if Y(\) has full row rank for all A € C,.

Proof That Z*Z = H + H* follows by pre-multiplying
Q(X) in ( . 7) by [BT(—¢I — AT)™!  I] and post-multiplying
by col (&1 — A)™'B I). Since spec(A) € C_, then Z is
analytic in C, . Finally, consider a fixed but arbitrary A € C_,
so AI — A is nonsingular. It remains to show that Z(\) has
full row rank if and only if Y (\) does. This follows from

{Z?A) AI; A] _ PILA mﬂ [()\I;l)lB é |

since the rightmost matrix in this equation is nonsingular. W
The final three lemmas relate to the decomposition in case
(ii) in the proof of Theorem [I3] We refer back to that proof
for definitions of conditions [[RT)H(R4)| and [[SDHH(S4)
Lemma D.2: Let Py,_q, Qk 1 satisfy [RT)| for i = k—1, and
let Dy_q = hmg_mo(Qk 1Pr—1(£)). The following hold.

Z(&) =W+ LI — A)"'Band Y (¢) = [




1. Let Pk = P}Cfl—%Qkfl(Dkfl—Dg_l) and Qk = Qkfl.
Then [(RT) and [(R2)] hold for i = k.
2. Let Ay, By, Cy, Dy satisfy [SD)] for i=k; and let
Ak—lzzAk’ Bk—lzsz’ and Ck_llzck. Then:
a) [(ST)| holds for i=k—1.
b) Let Xy _1,Lr_1,Wr_1, Xk, Lr, and W be real ma-
trices with X = Xp_1 > 0, Ly = Li_q1, and
Wy = Wy_1. Then (i) holds for i = k—1 if and
only if holds for i = k; and (ii) holds for
i = k—1 if and only if [[S4)| holds for i = k.

Proof:  Condition Clearly, Q,;'P. =
Q,: 1P — (Dk 1—Dy_4), so Q,;lPk is proper
and e (@4 A(E) = T @1, s (€))

1(Dr—1—DI_;) = 3(Dy— 1+D,,C 1)- Next, let

0
S = .
[é (D 1_Dk ) I}

Thenﬁ;c —Qi| = [P —Qr—1] S, and it follows from
note [Cl2] that (Py, Q) is a positive-real pair.

Condition 2|  Let Ay, My, Ni, Uk, Vi, Ex, Fi, be as in
(S1)| for the case i = k; and let Ej,_1 = Ej, — 3 Fj,(Dg—1 —
Dkfl)’ Fk—l = Fk, Mk—l = Mk, Nk—l = Nk, Uk—l =
Uk, and Vi_; = V}. By post-multiplying both sides of the
relationship in for the case i=k by diag (S LT ) we
find that holds for i=k—1. Finally, condition [2b] follows
since Dy, + D} = Dj_y + D{_,. Thus, with ,;(X;) as in

(S3)} then Qk(Xk) = Qk—l(Xk—1)~ |
Lemma D.3: Let Py,_1, Q1 satisfy [RDHR2)| for i=k—1,
and let ny := normalrank(Py_1), my = ng_1 — ng, and

ri:=rank(Dy_1). The following hold.

1. There exists a nonsingular 7' € R™+-1*"%k-1; ynimodular
Y € Ru-vXmeif] and Qo € R™X™i[¢]; Qup €
R™= >k [£]; and Py, Q satisfying|(R1)H(R3)|for i=Fk, with

YP, 1 T= [];’“ 8] YQu 1 (T7H = {%’“ g;j . (42)
2. Let Ay, By, Cy, Dy, satisfy for i=k; and Aj;_1:=As,

Bi1:= By, 0] T, Cp_1:=(T"")Tcol (C; 0), and

Dj—1:=(T~)"diag (D, 0) T~'. Then:

a) [(ST)| holds for i = k—1.

b) Let Xy_1,Lr_1 and Wy_ satisfy for i = k—1;
partition 7" as T =: [Tl Tg] with T7 € R™-1%"k and
Ty € R—1X™Mk: and let Xy = Xg_1, Ly = Li_1, and
Wy == Wy_,Ty. Then (i) Wy_1 Ty = 0: (ii) [(S3) holds
for i = k; and (iii) if [(S4)| holds for i = k—1, then
holds for i = k.

c) Let Xy, L, and W}, satisfy for 4 = k; and let
Xp—1 = Xp, Lg—1 = Ly, and Wj_y == [W), 0] T~
Then (i) holds for 4 = k—1; and (ii) if holds
for i = k, then [(S4) holds for i = k—1.

Proof: Condition[I, ~ Since (Py_1,Qx—_1) is a positive-
real pair and Q_; is nonsingular, then H = Q;_llPk_l
is positive-real (see Remark E[) Since, in addition, Dj_q
is symmetric, then Dy_; > 0 by Theorem [I0] so there
exists Ty, € R™-1%"& such that TL Dy 1Ty, = I, by
Sylvester’s law of inertia (as rank(Dy_1) = 7). Now, let the
columns of 7y € R™~-1*™k be a basis for the nullspace of

H (i.e., Ty has full column rank and HT> = 0). Then, since
the nullspace of H is contained in the nullspace of Dj_1,
there exists Tj, € R™-1%("x=7"k) gych that the columns
f [le Tg] are a basis for the nullspace of Dj_;. With
T = [Tla le], then T' = [Tl Tg] is nonsingular and
TTDy T = diag (I, 0). Also, from [3, Theorem 8.4.1],
TTHT = diag (H 0), where H € R™*"(¢) is positive-
real and nonsingular.

From [7, Theorem B.1. 1] there exists a unimodular Y €
Rme-1Xme-1(¢] such that @ = Y Qy—1(T~1)7 is upper trian-
gular. Let P := Y P, 1T, and note that Q is nonsingular with
QP =TTHT = diag (H O). Since P = Qdiag (H O),
then P and Q (partitioned compatibly with diag ( H O)) take
the form indicated in . To show that ng in is unimod-
ular, we let A € C and p € R[] satisfy p(A)7 Qa2(N) = 0
and p” := [0 Pp”] Y. It can be verified that p” (P,_1Q}_, +
Qr-1P;_) =0 and p(N)T [Pk,l —Qk,l] (A) = 0. Since
(Pr—1,Qk—1) is a positive-real pair, this implies p(\) = 0.
Since, in addition, Y is unimodular, then p()\) = 0, and
it follows that Q22 is unimodular. It is then easily shown
from notes |Cl1| and |C - that (Pg, Q) is a posmve -real pair.
Moreover, TTHT = T Qk 1Pr—1T = diag (Qk Py, O) =
diag (H 0) where H is nonsingular and limg_, o (H(€)) =
TTDy T = diag (I, 0). Thus, Pi, Qy satisfy (RDH(R3)
for i = k.

Condition m Let Ag, My, N, Uy, Vi, Ey, F), be as in
for the case ¢ = k; and let

My, Q12|Ny,
Mp—1 Nk—1| ._[y-19g 0 O o |[TT o
[Uk,l Vk,l] '*[ 0 1] - ng . [0 1}'
k &

It can be verified that each of these four matrices is unimod-
ular. Also, with A; as in[(ST)| for i = k — 1 and i = k, then
Dk 0 —Ck -1
7 1 [=De1 I —Crwoa] | T0F olf| ToF [Tt 00
i ?}[*B:‘i 0 Akk‘ll} B |:Bk olof A, H 5% 9}

Thus, with Ey_1 == [E; 0] T~ ' and Fy,_; == [F, 0]T7,
it can be verified that holds for i=k—1. To see [2b] note
initially that T2TW,€T_1W;€_1T2 =TI (Dyp—1 + D,{_l)Tg =0,
so Wi_1T5 = 0. Next, note that

[51 Ak‘ By %] [51 Ag—1 —Bi_ 1} [ 9]

Lioi Wi |lo7) (43)

We denote the rightmost matrix in @3) by S; we let
Qp—1(Xk—1) and Qx(Xy) be as in |(S3)| and we note that
STQp—1(Xp-1)S = diag (Q(Xx) EThis shows ii).
Also, since S is nonsingular, then @iii) holds. The proof of
is similar, noting that (#3) also holds in this case. [ |

Lemma D.4: Let Py,_1, Q1 satisfy [RDHR3)| for i=k—1,
with my == ng_1 — rg—1 > 0. The following hold.

1. There exists 0 < K € R™>Mk gyuch that

hmf*}()o( k 1Qk 1(§)>:dlag (0 K)
2 Let Pu() = Qua(6) — Pa(E)diag (0 KE), and
Qr = Py_1. Then [RI)] holds for i = k;

deg (det (Q)) < deg (det (Qr—1)); and there exist Dy e
RT*-1 ka,Dgl c Rmerl"*l,Dgg € R™+xx™mk guch that

1 . _ [Ty Do
ghfc}o(Qk Pe(§)) = Di = {f)m DQJ e



3. Let Ag, Bg,Ck, Dy, satisfy for i = kﬁ partition
By, C compatibly with Dy as By = [31 Bg], Cy =
col (C1  Cy); and let

A . Ak — 3101 BQK_l — Blbng_l
b D21C'1 02 Doy Do K=t — Dyg K1
_ | B 0 .7 *C'i *D12K71
Bk—l = |:_D21 I:| y and Ok—l = |: 0 K_l .

Then:

a) [(ST)| holds for i = k—1.

b) Let Xp_1,Lr_y and Wj_; satisfy for i =
k—1; partition Ly and Wjy_; compatibly with
Ap_1,Bg_1,Cx_1and Dy_q as Ly_1 := [Ll LQ] and
Wi_1 = [Wl WQ]; and let Ly == L, + WlCl, and
Wi = [W, LyK + W;Dys]. Then (i) W = 0; (i)
X1 has the form X;_; = diag (Xk K‘l); (iii) with
X}, as in condition (ii), then holds for ¢ = k; and
(iv) if holds for i = k—1, then [(S4)| holds for i = k.

c) Let Xy, Ly and W, satisfy for i = k; parti-
tion Wy compatibly with Dy as Wj, = [Wl Wg];
and let L;_; == [Lk — Wlél (Wg — Wlbm)K_l},
Wy_1 = [Wl 0] and X;_; = diag (X, K ').
Then (i) holds for i = k—1; and (ii) if holds
for i = k, then [(S4)] holds for i = k—1.

Proof: Condition Since (Py_1,Q_1) is a positive-
real pair and Pj_1 is nonsingular, then P,;_lle,l is positive-
real. Hence, if P_lle 1 has a pole at infinity, then it is sim-
ple and the residue matrix J = hmgﬁoo(g( L Qk—1)(€))
is real and non-negative definite [3, Theorem 2.7.2]. Thus,
there exist real matrices .J, D and strictly proper real-rational
matrices G, H (partitioned compatibly with Dj_1) such that

P Q€)= [77 2| e+ [ B D] (G0 Gre ) (g)

QitiPea(©) = [T O + [ Hz] (&), (45)

By considering the first block row in the equation 0 =
limg o0 (¢(Q 4 Pre1 Py Qr—1)(€)), we obtain Ji = 0

and Jijo = 0. Then, by considering the bottom right block
in the equation limgﬁoo((P,;lle,lQl;llPk,l)(f)) =1, we
find that Jog lime_, o (§H22(€)) = I, which implies that Joo
is nonsingular. By letting K := J5, we obtain condition [I]
Condition Since Qi 'Pu(¢) = PrLQur_1(6) —
diag (0 K¢), then Q; ' Px is proper and positive-real by [3|
Theorem 8.4.3], and limg oo ((Q, ' Px)(€)) is equal to the
matrix D in . Then, the top left block in the equation
I= hm&—mo((Pk_ink—lQliipk—l)(f)) gives Dy =1,
Next, note that [P, —Qk| = [Pic1  —Qi—1] S where

g [Ailjl —O—r} , with S11(€) = {8 —(I)(f]

With J,, as defined in Appendix [C] it can be verified that S
is unimodular and S.J,,S* = J,,, and it is then easily shown
that (Py, Qy) satisfy conditions [®) and [(c)] in Definition [}
Since, in addition, Q,c Py, is positive-real, then (P, Q) also
satisfies conditionin Deﬁnition s0 (P, Q) is a positive-
real pair.

Finally, that deg (det (Qx)) < deg (det (Qr—1)) will follow
from condition [3a noting from the final two block columns

in that deg (det (Q;)) = deg (det (A;)).
Condition @ Let Ak,Mk,Nk,Uk,Vk,Ek,Fk be as in
(S1)| for the case i = k, partition these matrices compatibly as

Mll M12 Nl
M1 Moy |Ns |, and

U, U, |V
and let
1 _ D1» ‘0 0
My 1 Np_1 Moy Doy Dos + K¢ 0 I
U1 Vi—1 g B By —10l"
Doy D22+K(1+E) 0 I

It can be verified that each of the above matrices is unimodular
(the modulus of the determinant of the rightmost matrix is
equal to det (K)). Also, with Ep_y := col (Fy 0) and
Fi—1(§) = col (Ex(§) 0)+-col (fﬁg(f) I) [0 K], itcan
be verified that [(ST)] holds for i = k—1. Now, let Lj_1, Wj,_y
be as in condition Since W,€T_1Wk_1 = D+ DT =
diag (2I,,_, 0), then WJW> = 0, which proves i). To
show B_EKii), we partition X;_; compatibly with A;_; as

X Xie

Since O | — Xj_1By—y = L} Wiy = [LT W1 0],
then X152 = 0 and X55 = K 1. Now, note that

L N I 0 0 0

SgAe =By =B O rera, -B ]| 00| K 0
= Li_1 Wi_1 Cl D12 [

I

L Wi ‘ W2 0 Co D21 EK+Das

We denote the rightmost matrix in this equation by S, we let
Qp—1(Xk—1) and Q. (Xy) be as in and by direct calcula-
tion we obtain STQ_1(Xy—1)S = diag (% (X%) 0). This
proves [3b{iii). Condition 3B{iv) then follows since the right-
most matrix in the above displayed equation is nonsingular.

Next, let Xy, Lg, Wy, Xr—1,Lr_1 and Wj_1 be as in
condition We recall that the rightmost matrix in the above
displayed equation (denoted .S) is nonsingular. We then find
that Qi 1(X5_1)=(S"1)Tdiag (Qk(Xk) 0) S, so Hl)
holds, and ii) follows since S~ is nons1ngu1ar
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