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An Input-Output Approach to
Structured Stochastic Uncertainty in Continuous Time

Maurice Filo and Bassam Bamieh

Abstract—We consider the continuous-time setting of linear
time-invariant (LTI) systems in feedback with multiplicative
stochastic uncertainties. The objective of the paper is to char-
acterize the conditions of Mean-Square Stability (MSS) using a
purely input-output approach, i.e. without having to resort to
state space realizations. This has the advantage of encompassing
a wider class of models (such as infinite dimensional systems
and systems with delays). The input-output approach leads to
uncovering new tools such as stochastic block diagrams that have
an intimate connection with the more general Stochastic Integral
Equations (SIE), rather than Stochastic Differential Equations
(SDE). Various stochastic interpretations are considered, such as
Ito and Stratonovich, and block diagram conversion schemes be-
tween different interpretations are devised. The MSS conditions
are given in terms of the spectral radius of a matrix operator that
takes different forms when different stochastic interpretations are
considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

Linear Time-Invariant (LTI) systems with stochastic dis-
turbances is a powerful modeling technique that is used to
analyze and control a large class of physical systems. While
additive disturbances are most commonly used to model pro-
cess and measurement noise in a system, multiplicative distur-
bances are often necessary to model stochastic uncertainties in
the system parameters (such as coefficients in dynamical equa-
tions). LTI systems driven by additive stochastic processes are
more common in the literature; whereas simultaneous additive
and multiplicative disturbances are relatively less addressed.
The present paper develops a methodology to study the mean-
square stability of continuous-time systems with both addi-
tive and multiplicative disturbances, while adopting different
stochastic interpretations (such as Ito and Stratonovich).

The general setting we consider in this paper is the
continuous-time analog of that presented in [1] and is depicted
in Figure 1(a). An LTI system is in feedback with stochastic
gains Y, (¢), ..., (t), that are assumed to be “white” in time
(i.e. temporally independent) but possibly mutually correlated.
Another set of stochastic disturbances are represented by the
vector-valued signal w which is also assumed to be white but
enters the dynamics additively. The signal z is an output whose
variance quantifies a performance measure. The feedback term
is then a diagonal matrix with the individual gains {7;} appear-
ing on the diagonal. Such gains are commonly referred to as
structured uncertainties. Note that if the gains are deterministic
(but uncertain), we obtain the general setting considered in
the robust control literature (e.g. [2]). The main objective of
the present paper is to derive the necessary conditions of
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(a) White Process Representation

(b) Wiener Process Representation

Fig. 1: The general continuous-time setting of linear systems with both
additive and multiplicative stochastic disturbances. Both block diagrams
describe the same setting, given in (1) and (3), using white processes (to
the left) and Wiener processes (to the right), respectively. The LTI system
M is in feedback with multiplicative stochastic gains represented here as a
diagonal matrix. In Figure (a), w is an additive stationary white process, while
Y1, - ,Yn are multiplicative stationary white processes. In Figure (b), dw
represents the differential of an additive Wiener process, while dvy1, - - - , dyn
represent the differentials of (possibly correlated) Wiener processes that
enter the dynamics multiplicatively. The signal z represents an output whose
variance quantifies a performance measure.

Mean-Square Stability (MSS) for systems taking the form
of Figure 1(a). The treatment is carried out using a purely
input-output approach (i.e. without giving M a state space
realization). This has the advantage of encompassing a wider
class of models M (e.g. infinite dimensional systems).

In a discrete-time setting, there is no ambiguity of defining
white (i.e. temporally independent) signals. However, in a
continuous-time setting, technical issues arise because white
signals are not mathematically well defined when they enter
the dynamics multiplicatively. Hence, the block diagram in
Figure 1(a) is only used to pose the problem setup in an
analogous fashion to the discrete-time setting in [1], but at the
cost of abandoning mathematical rigor. In fact, the equations
describing Figure 1 can be written using the white processes

w and {y;} as
t
= Bl = e e

L/] =M
(t) = D(y(t))y(t), (1)

where M is the impulse response of M, and D(y(t)) is a
diagonal matrix whose elements are equal to those of y(t) :=
[Y1(¢) Yn(t)}*. To resort back to mathematical rigor,
we think of the white processes w and {7y;} as the formal
derivatives of Wiener processes (or Brownian motion) that are
mathematically well defined [3]. More precisely, define

w0 = D0y o= Py 2 T )

dt -’ dt
such that y(t) = [y1(¢) fyn(t)}* and w(t) represent

nonstandard, vector-valued Wiener processes (i.e. their covari-




ances do not have to be the identity matrix). Furthermore,
r(t) will be shown (Section VII-A3) to have temporally
independent increments when M is causal and the Itd inter-
pretation is adopted. Hence, the equations can be rewritten
using differential forms as

o))« [20] = [aren [t
dr(t) = D(dv(t))y(t). 3)

These equations are now mathematically well defined when
given some desired interpretation such as in the sense of Ito
or Stratonovich. It will be shown in Section IV-B that different
interpretations produce different conditions of MSS.

We should note the other common and related models in
the literature which are usually done in a state space setting
and can be represented as Stochastic Differential Equations
(SDEs). One such model is a linear system with a random “A
matrix” such as

z(t) = A(t)z(t) + Bw(t), “)

where A(t) is a matrix-valued stochastic process independent
of {z(7),7 < t}. One can always rewrite A(¢) in terms of
scalar-valued stochastic processes so that

i(t) = (Ao + i (t) A1 + - - + Yu(8) Ay 2(t) + Bw(t).

If the matrices Aq,..., A, are all of rank 1 (e.g. A; = b;c;,
for column and row vectors b;, ¢; respectively, i = 1,...,n),
then it is well-known [2] that the model (4) can always be
reconfigured like the block diagram of Figure 1(a) by setting

Ao | B By
M = cCl0 0 ;
clo o
where By = [by by] and Co == [c¢f -+ ¢;] . In

the example above, we have chosen z = C'z. If the matrices
{A;}"_, are not rank one, it is still possible to reconfigure (4)
into a diagram like Figure 1(a), but with the perturbation
blocks being “repeated” [4].

When the processes {V;} and w are “white” in time, we re-
sort to the configuration of Figure 1(b) to express the stochastic
disturbances in terms of Wiener processes. Exploiting (2)
yields

dx(t) = Apx(t)dt + Bodr(t) + Bdw(t)
M y(t) = Cox(t) (5)
z(t) = Cx(t)
dr(t) = D(dv(1))y(t). (6)

Equations (5) and (6) describe the block diagram of Fig-
ure 1(b) when M is given as a state space realization. In
fact, the impulse response can be easily calculated to be

M(t) := [g;] e [B By,

thus showing that models like those given in (4) are a special
case of the purely input-output approach that we consider
in this paper. On a side note, observe that the underlying

stochastic dynamics of the state x in (5) and (6) can be
rewritten in a single SDE, that involves both additive and
multiplicative disturbances, as

da(t) = Agz(t)dt + BoD(Cx(t))d~(t) + Bdw(t). (7)

Particularly, [5] studied SDEs having the form of (7) inter-
preted in the sense of 1td, where B = 0 (i.e. no additive noise)
and ~y is “spatially uncorrelated”, i.e. E[v;y;] = 0,Vi # j.

Our goal in this paper is to extend the machinery developed
in [1] to provide a rather elementary, and purely input-output
treatment and derivation of the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions of MSS for systems like that of Figure 1. Furthermore,
our treatment covers both Itd and Stratonovich interpretations.
It is shown that the conditions of MSS can be stated in terms
of the spectral radius of a finite dimensional linear operator
defined in Section IV-B. It is also shown that this operator
takes different forms when different stochastic interpretations
are prescribed (such as Itd or Stratonovich).

The paper is organized as follows. First we provide some
useful definitions and notation. Then, in Section III, we give
a precise formulation of the problem statement by setting
up a general “stochastic block diagram” and describing the
underlying assumptions. In Section IV, we present the main
results of the paper that can be divided into two parts. The
first part shows a block diagram conversion scheme from
Stratonovich to Ito interpretations, and the second part states
the conditions of mean-square stability. The special cases
of state space realizations are then treated in Section V.
Sections VI and VII provide the detailed derivations that
explain the results. Finally, we conclude in Section VIII.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

All the signals considered in this paper are defined on the
semi-infinite, continuous-time interval R™ := [0, +00). The
dynamical systems considered are maps between various sig-
nal spaces over the time interval R*. Unless stated otherwise,
all stochastic processes in this paper are random vector-valued
functions of (continuous) time.

Notation Summary

1) Variance & Covariance Matrix of a Signal: 1If v
is a stochastic signal, then its instantaneous variance and
covariance matrix are denoted by the lowercase and uppercase
bold letters respectively

v(t):=E[v*(t)v(t)] and V(¢):=Ev(t)v*(t)],

where v* denotes the transpose of v. The entries of V(t) are
the mutual correlations of the vector v(¢), and are sometimes
referred to as spatial correlations. Note that tr (V(t)) = v(t).
2) Variance & Covariance Matrix of a Differential Signal:
If the differential du of a stochastic signal u appears in
a stochastic block diagram (see Figure 2 for example), its
instantaneous variance and covariance are represented as

E [du*(t)du(t)] := u(t)dt and E[du(t)du*(t)] := U(t)dt,

respectively. This is a compact (differential) notation for

E [u (t)u(t)] = /0 u(r)dr:  Eu(t)u ()] = /0 U(r)dr.



3) Steady State Variance & Covariance Matrix: The
asymptotic limits of the instantaneous variance and covariance
matrix, when they exist, are denoted by an overbar, i.e.

4 := lim u(t) and U:=

t—o00

4) Second Order Process: A process v is termed second
order if the entries of its covariance matrix, V(¢), are finite
for each ¢ € RT.

5) Probability Space: Let (), F,p) be a complete proba-
bility space with €2 being the sample space, F the associated
o—algebra and p the probability measure. Let Ly(p) denote
the space of vector-valued random variables with finite second
order moments. Note that Ly (p) is a Hilbert space.

6) Equalities & Limits in the Mean-Square Sense: Two
stochastic processes x and y are said to be equal in the mean-

tlggo u().

square sense if E |||z — y| \2} = 0, where throughout the paper

||.]| denotes the ¢* — norm for vectors and the spectral norm
for matrices.

A sequence of second order stochastic processes, {zy}, is
said to converge to T € Ly(p) in the mean-square sense iff
iy o0 |lzn — Z|* = 0.

7) White Process: A stochastic process 7 is termed white if
it is uncorrelated at any two distinct times, i.e. E [y(¢)y*(7)] =
T'§(t — 7), where ¢ is the Dirac delta function. Note that in
the present context, a white process Y may still have spatial
correlations, i.e. its instantaneous covariance matrix I' need
not be the identity.

8) Vector-Valued Wiener Process: In a continuous-time
setting, calculus operations on a white process entering the
dynamics multiplicatively are not mathematically well defined.
Hence, it is useful to represent a white process as the formal
derivative of a Wiener process, i.e. y(t) := dzit), where
is a zero-mean, vector-valued Wiener process with an instan-
taneous covariance matrix E [y(¢)y*(t)] = I't. This can be
equivalently written in differential form as E [dvy(t)dvy*(¢)] =
I'dt. Note that + is said to have temporally independent in-
crements, i.e. its differentials (d~(t),dv(7)) are independent
when t # 7.

9) Partitions of Time Intervals: Let Py[0,t] denote an
arbitrary partition of the time interval [0, ¢] into N subintervals
[tk,tk+1] for k = 0,1,--- ,N —1,such that 0 =ty < t; <

- < ty = t. The partition step-size is denoted by A, =
ti+1 — tr and the norm of the partition Py[0,¢] is denoted
by the bold letter A defined as A := ||Py]0,t]|| = sup;, Ag.
Note that limy_,oo A = 0.

10) Notation for Signals and Increments on Py|0,t]:
With slight abuse of notation, a continuous-time stochastic
signal {u(7),0 < 7 < ¢t} is represented at node tj of
the partition Py|[0,¢] as ux = wu(tx) for &k = 0,1,--- , N.
The increments of {u(7),0 < 7 < t} at t; are denoted
by 4 := wu(tg+1) — u(ty) for k = 0,1,--- ,N — 1, and
they represent a finite approximation of the differential form
{du(7),0 <7 <t}

A continuous-time stochastic process u is said to have
temporally independent increments if (du(t),du(r)) are in-
dependent whenever ¢ # 7. This implies that, on the partition
Pn[0,¢], (@, @) are independent whenever k # .

11) Stochastic Integrals: Calculus operations on a Wiener
process are mathematically well defined when some stochastic
interpretation is prescribed (such as Itd or Stratonovich). Par-
ticularly, we distinguish Itd and Stratonovich integrals using
the symbols “¢,” and “o5”, respectively. More precisely, let
v be a vector-valued second order stochastic process and ~
be a vector-valued Wiener process. If I'(t) := D(v(t)) is
a diagonal matrix whose entries are equal to those of ~(¢),
then the integral “ fof dl(T)v(T)” may be interpreted differently
using partial sums as

t
/ dI'(7) ¢, v(r) == lim kavk (8)
0 —00

¢
/ dl' (1) os v(1) := ]\;im Z P vk—H )
0 —00

The partial sums are constructed using a partition Py |0, ¢]
as described in Section II-9 and by following the notation
developed in Section II-10 for signals and increments.

12) Quadratic Variation: The quadratic variation, at time
t, of a stochastic process v is denoted by (v)(¢) and is defined
using a partition Py [0, ] as

N—-1
lim > [|og]]?.
N—oco

k=0

13) Hadamard Product and the Diagonal Operator:
For any two matrices A and B of the same dimensions,
their Hadamard (or element-by-element) product is denoted by
Ao B. For any vector v (resp. square matrix V'), D(v) (resp.
D(V)) denotes a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are
equal to v (resp. diagonal entries of V).

(v)(t) :=

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first provide a precise definition for
Mean-Square Stability (MSS) from a purely input/output ap-
proach. Then we present a “stochastic block diagram” formal-
ism that can be given a desirable interpretation by prescribing
a suitable stochastic calculus (Itdo or Stratonovich).

A. Input-Output Formulation of MSS

Let M be a causal LTI (MIMO) system. It is defined as a
linear operator that acts on the differential of a second order
stochastic signal u, denoted by du. Its action is defined by the
stochastic convolution integral

y(t) =

where M is a deterministic matrix-valued function denoting
the impulse response of M. Without loss of generality, zero
initial conditions are assumed throughout this paper. When
u is zero-mean and has independent increments such that
E [du(t)du*(7)] = 0 Vt # 7 and E [du(t)du*(t)] = U(t)dt, a
standard calculation relates the input and output instantaneous
covariances as

:/OtM(t—T)

(Mdu) () = :/OtM(t—T) du(r), (10)

U(r) M*(t — 7)dr. (11)



Note that (11) holds for any stochastic interpretation (eg. Itd
or Stratonovich) of the stochastic integral in (10) as shown in
Appendix A. Therefore, the action of M as described in (10)
is not given a particular stochastic interpretation throughout
the paper. Unlike (10), this matrix convolution relationship
is deterministic, and it is only valid when the input du is
temporally independent (i.e. u has independent increments).
Taking the trace of both sides of (11) yields

v(t) = tr (Y (1)) :/0 w(M(t — 1)U M (t — 7))dr
= /Ot tr(M*(t — 7)M(t — 7)U(7))dr
< / tr(M*(t —7)M(t — 7))tr(U(7))dr
0

< / tr(M*(t —7)M(t — T))dT sup u(r),
0 0<7<0
where the first inequality holds because for any two
positive semidefinite matrices A and B, we have
tr (AB) <tr(A)tr(B) [6, Thm 1]. The calculation above
motivates the following definition for input/output MSS when
the input is temporally independent.

Definition 1: A causal LTI system M is Mean-Square
Stable (MSS) if for each input du, representing the differential
of a stochastic process with independent increments and
uniformly bounded variance, the output process y = Mdu
has a uniformly bounded variance, i.e. there exists a constant
¢ such that y(¢) < ¢ sup, u(r).

It is easy to check that M is MSS in the sense of
Definition 1 if and only if || M||2 is finite, where ||.||, denotes
the H2 — norm. When MSS holds, the output covariance has a
finite steady-state limit Y whenever the input covariance has a
finite steady-state limit U. From (11), it is straight forward to
see that the steady-state covariances (if they exist) are related
as

Y = /DO M(r)UM*(r)dr. (12)
0

B. Stochastic Feedback Interconnection

Consider the “stochastic block diagram” depicted in Fig-
ure 2 where the forward block represents a causal LTI system
which is in feedback with multiplicative stochastic gains rep-
resented here as the differential of a diagonal matrix denoted
by dI'(t) where

dl'(t) :=D(dv(t)) and dy(t) := [dyi(t)
(13)

Furthermore, a different type of stochastic disturbance enters
the dynamics additively and is represented in Figure 2 as the
differential of w.
The main objective of this paper is to investigate the MSS
of Figure 2 under the following assumptions
o Assumption 1: M is a causal LTI (MIMO) system
whose impulse response M belongs to the class C of
deterministic, matrix-valued functions defined in Ap-
pendix E. Note that for such M, 3 a continuous scalar

function cj; such that sup ||M(7)|| = cam (t).
0<r<t

dyn (t)] -

dw du,

M Y

d
dr 71 )
dn

Fig. 2: A continuous-time setting for a causal LTI system M in feedback
with stochastic multiplicative gains {d-y; } that represent the differential forms
of, possibly mutually correlated, Wiener processes. The equations describing
the block diagram are given in (14).

o Assumption 2: ~(t) := [y1(t) ’yn(t)]* is a zero-
mean, vector-valued Wiener process with an instanta-
neous covariance E [vy(¢)y*(¢t)] := Tt which can be
equivalently written as E[dv(t)dvy*(t)] = I'dt (refer
to Section II-8). Note that I'" is a constant positive
semidefinite matrix.

o Assumption 3: w is a zero-mean, vector-valued Wiener
process with a (possibly) time-varying instantaneous co-
variance matrix, i.e. E [dw(t)dw*(t)] = W(t)dt, where
W is a positive semidefinite matrix whose entries remain
bounded for all time. Furthermore, W is assumed to be
monotone, i.e. if ¢; < ty then W (1) < W (t2).

e Assumption 4: -~ and w are uncorrelated for all time.
Throughout the paper, whenever the Stratonovich interpreta-
tion is adopted, a more restrictive assumption on M is required
for reasons that will become apparent in Section VI. Thus
Assumption 1 is replaced by

o Assumption I': M is Lipschitz continuous.

Note that the class of Lipschitz continuous functions is more
restrictive than class C defined in Appendix E. In fact, it is
fairly straightforward to see that if M is Lipschitz continuous,
then M € C.

The equations describing the block diagram in Figure 2 can
be written as

y(t) = (Mdu) (1)
du(t) = dw(t) + dr(t)
dr(t) = dT(t)y(t).

(14)

Note that, without prescribing a stochastic interpretation for
the calculus operations on the Wiener processes w and I, the
set of equations in (14) are not sufficient to fully describe
the underlying stochastic dynamics. In this paper, we consider
the two most common interpretations named after Ito and
Stratonovich; however, the analysis can be generalized to other
interpretations as well. We encode the stochastic interpreta-
tions in (14) by rewriting them as

y(t) = (Mdu) (1)
du(t) = dw(t) + dr(t)
dr(t) = dU'(t) o y(t);

(15)
for o= {o;,05},

where the last equation is the differential form of an integral
equation that can be written as

where ¢ = {0,054}

r(t) = / dr(r) o (),



Refer to Section II-11 for an explanation of the different
interpretations. Note that We close this section by giving
a definition for MSS of the stochastic feedback system in
Figure 2 by following the convention given in [7].

Definition 2: Consider the stochastic feedback intercon-
nection in Figure 2 satisfying Assumptions 1-4. The overall
feedback system is said to be MSS if all the signals in the
loop, i.e. du,dr and y have uniformly bounded variances.
More precisely, there exists a constant ¢ such that

max{[[uf| . , [[rlloc s [[¥[loc} < elWll -

The next section characterizes the conditions of MSS for
Figure 2 for different stochastic interpretations.

IV. MAIN RESULTS

Observe that the set of equations (15) can be rewritten as a
single equation

y(t) = /0 Mt — 7)dw(T) + /0 Mt —71)odl(T)y(7);

for o = {o7, 05}

(16)
Equation (16) is a linear Stochastic Integral Equation (SIE) of
Volterra type. The Itd version of (16) has been addressed in the
literature ( [8], [9], [10], [11]). For example, it is easy to check
that (16), interpreted in the sense of Itd, has a unique solution
[11, Thm 5A] under the assumption that M is finite over
bounded intervals (Assumption 1). However, SIEs interpreted
in the sense of Stratonovich are less common in the literature.
In contrast, SDEs interpreted in the sense of Stratonovich
[12] are analyzed by converting them to their equivalent Itd
representation using the conversion formulas that were derived
several decades ago (see e.g. [13]). In the present paper, the
analysis is carried out from a purely input-output approach,
and thus a more general conversion formula is required to
convert an SIE interpreted in the sense of Stratonovich to its
equivalent Itd counterpart. In this section, we first describe the
conversion scheme, then state the MSS conditions of Figure 2
when different stochastic interpretations are adopted.

A. Block Diagram Conversion from Stratonovich to Ito Inter-
pretations

Consider the block diagram in Figure 3(a) such that As-
sumptions 1/, 2, 3, and 4 are satisfied. As opposed to Figure 2,
the multiplicative gains are now given a Stratonovich inter-
pretation indicated by the symbol “os” in the feedback block.
Now we present a theorem that describes a conversion scheme
of block diagrams from Stratonovich to Itd interpretations.

Theorem 1: Under Assumptions 1, 2, 3, and 4, the two
block diagrams in Figures 3(a) and (b) are equivalent in the
mean-square sense. That is, all the signals du, y, dw and dr
in both block diagrams are equal in the mean-square sense.
The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Section VI. A remark is
worth noting here.

Remark 4.1: If M(0) = 0, the block diagrams in Fig-
ures 3 (a) and (b) become identical. This means that there
is no difference between Itd and Stratonovich interpretations

dw du dw du

M Y

d~
dr n . dr

<>S dr}/n

(a) Stratonovich Interpretation (b) Equivalent Ito Interpretation

Fig. 3: (a) A continuous-time causal LTI system M in feedback with
stochastic multiplicative gains {d~;} that represent the differential forms of,
possibly mutually correlated, Wiener processes. The diamond “¢s” in the
feedback block indicates a Stratonovich interpretation. (b) The equivalent Itd
interpretation, in the mean-square sense, of the block diagram given in (a).
The symbol “o” denotes the Hadamard (element-by-element) product and
“o;” indicates an Itd interpretation of the multiplicative gains.

if the impulse response is zero at initial time. This sort
of reintroduces a notion of “strict causality” that forces the
Stratonovich interpretation to behave in the same way as that
of Itd. Therefore, LTI systems M with relative degrees ' > 2
have the same MSS conditions for both Itd and Stratonovich
interpretations.

B. Mean-Square Stability Conditions

The MSS setting considered in this paper is given in
Figure 2 and is repeated here in Figure 4 to explicitly show
the adopted stochastic interpretation of the feedback block. In
this section, MSS conditions are given in terms of a linear
operator, denoted by L, that acts on a positive semidefinite
matrix to produce another positive semidefinite matrix. Its role

dw du

M Y

) rma> }
)
<> 2

Fig. 4: Mean-square stability setting. This figure is similar to the general
setting given Figure 2. The only difference is that the stochastic interpretation
of the feedback block is encoded by the symbol “¢” such that ¢ = ¢; denotes
an Ito interpretation, whereas ¢ = ¢g denotes a Stratonovich interpretation.

is to propagate the steady-state covariance (if it exists) of du,
denoted by U, through the loop to yield that of dr, denoted
by R. This “Loop Gain Operator” (LGO) is the continuous-
time counterpart of that defined in [1] for the discrete-time
setting. For the It0 setting (i.e. © = ¢, in Figure 4), the LGO
is denoted by IL; and is given by

R—L,(U)=To ( /0 ” M(T)U'M*(T)dT) .

Refer to Section VII for a detailed derivation of the LGO.
A key step in the derivation of L; is showing that du is

temporally independent which is required to propagate U
in the forward block M using (12). As will be shown in

a7

IThe relative degree of an LTI system with impulse response M is defined
as the largest positive integer p such that lims— o0 s? M (s) < oo.



Section VII-A, this temporal independence is a consequence of
(1) the causality of M, (2) the temporal independence of the
stochastic multiplicative gains, and (3) the Itd interpretation.
However, for the Stratonovich setting (i.e. ¢ = ¢4 in Figure 4),
du is not temporally independent. This is a consequence of the
nature of the Stratonovich integral in (9) that “looks into the
future”. In this case, (12) cannot be used to propagate the
covariance in the forward block of Figure 3(a). Nonetheless,
one can exploit the block diagram conversion scheme in
Section IV-A and rearrange the block diagram in Figure 3(b)
so that it looks like the It0 setting as depicted in Figure 5. The
equivalent forward block, now denoted by H, is still a causal
LTI system whose transfer function is

H(s) = (I —M(s)G)~" M(s), (18)

where G := 1M (0) o T and M(s) is the transfer function
of M. The input differential signal dus in Figure 5 is now

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

dn(t)
<>' dn(t)

I

Fig. 5: Rearrangement of the block diagram in Figure 3(b)

temporally independent and thus (12) can be exploited to
propagate the steady state covariance through the equivalent
forward block . Thus, the LGO for the Stratonovich setting
propagates the steady-state covariance (if it exists) of dug,
denoted by Uy, through the loop of Figure 5 to yield that of
drs, denoted by R. It is now denoted by L and is given by

o0

R, = Ls (U.) ::ro(
0

H(T)USH*(T)dT> , (19
where H is given in (18). The spectral radius of L. completely
characterizes the MSS condition as will be seen next.
Theorem 2: Consider the system in Figure 4 such that
Assumptions 1-4 are satisfied. The feedback system is MSS
if and only if the two conditions are satisfied
1) The equivalent forward block in Figure 4 has a finite
H? — norm.
2) The spectral radius of the loop gain operator is strictly
less than 1, i.e. p(L) < 1.
where

o For the Ito interpretation, the equivalent forward block
is M, and L is given in (17).

o For the Stratonovich interpretation, the equivalent for-
ward block is H, whose transfer function is given in
(18), L is given in (19), and Assumption 1 is replaced
by Assumption 1’.

The proof of Theorem 2 is given in Section VII. Observe
that, under the It0 interpretations, the covariance matrix I'
only plays a role in the second condition. However, under the
Stratonovich interpretation, I' plays a role in both conditions

since the equivalent forward block H now depends on I'
(Figure 5). Therefore, the conditions of MSS can be very
different when different stochastic interpretations are adopted.
We close this section by noting that the spectral radius of L. can
be numerically calculated using the power iteration explained
in [1].

V. APPLICATION TO STATE SPACE REALIZATIONS & SDES

In this section, we consider the mean-square stability prob-
lems for both the Itdo and Stratonovich settings given in Fig-
ure 4, but for the special case when M is given a state space
realization. Thus, the underlying equations can be written as
SDEgs, i.e.

dx(t) = Ax(t)dt + Bdu(t); y(t) = Cx(t)
du(t) = dw(t) + dr(t)
dr(t) =dl(t)oy(t) for o= {005}, (20)

where the last equation refers to either an Itd or Stratonovich
interpretation. The impulse response of M can thus be written
as M(t) = CeA'B. Then, the realization of the loop gain
operator, for each interpretation, can be calculated using (17)
and (19). Starting with the It interpretation, we have

R =L (0) —Fo</ M(r UM()dT)
=To ( AT BUB* e TdT> C
=To C’XC

where X := fooo eATBUB*e” "dr which satisfies the alge-
braic Lyapunov equation given by

AX + XA* + BUB* = 0.

For the Stratonovich interpretation, we use Figure 5 to give
the equivalent Itd representation. The impulse response of H
in Figure 3(b) can be shown to be H(t) = Ce?st with Ag =
A+1/2B((CB) oT')C and the LGO can be similarly given
a realization. To summarize, let Ly and Lg denote the loop
gain operators for the Itd and Stratonovich interpretations as
given in (17) and (19), respectively. Then their state space
realizations are given by

R =1L,(0) {R: o (CXCY) o

(k=1,5) 0= A;X + XA; + BUB*;

where A7 := Aand Ag := A+3B((CB)oI')C. Therefore, as
a direct application of Theorem 2, the necessary and sufficient
conditions of MSS are (1) Ay, is Hurwitz and (2) p(Ly) < 1 for
k =1, S for Itd and Stratonovich interpretations, respectively.

VI. STOCHASTIC BLOCK DIAGRAM CONVERSION
TECHNIQUE

In this section, we provide a proof for Theorem 1. Consider
the Stratonovich setting in Figure 3(a) such that Assump-
tions 1/, 2, 3, and 4 are satisfied. The block diagram can be
described by a single SIE given in (16) with ¢ = ¢4, and



the goal of this section is to show that it is equivalent (in the
mean-square sense) to

/Mthdw

v /O M(t — 7)(My o T)y(r)dr, (22)

/ Mt — 7)o, dT(T)y(7)

where M (0) is denoted by M, for notational convenience.
This can be shown by exploiting the following two proposi-
tions.

Proposition 1: Consider the SIE given in (22) (or equiva-
lently (16) with ¢ = og) such that Assumptions 1, 2, 3, and 4
are satisfied. Then the second moments of y and its quadratic
variation (Section II-12) are both finite over finite intervals.
That is, there exist two scalar continuous functions c, and cq
such that

sup E [||y(r)]’]

0<r<t

=¢y(t); sup E[(y)*(1)] =

0<r<t

cqe(t). (23)

The proof of the boundedness of E Hy(T)||2} is given in
[11, Thm 5A] while that of the quadratic variation is given in
Section F. These bounds will be useful to prove Proposition 2.

Proposition 2: Consider the Stratonovich integral

)= / M(t - ) (r) o5 y(r),

where M satisfies Assumption 1, dT'(t) is defined in (13) such
that v satisfies Assumption 2, and y is a stochastic process
that satisfies (16) with o = o5. Then S(t) = I(t) + L R(t) in
the mean-square sense, where

= /o Mt — 7)o dT'(7)y(7) and
R(t) :/0 M(t — 7)(My o T)y(r)dr

are Ito and Riemann integrals, respectively.

Proof: Start by using the definitions of the various in-
tegrals in Section II-11 to construct the partial sums over a
partition Py [0, ¢] (II-9) as

1 . -

Sn(t) == 3 (M(t — 1) Dy + M(t — tk)rkyk>
—0

N—-1 _
In(t) == M(t — te) Uy

k=0

N-1
RN(t) = M(t—tk)(MooI‘)ykAk.

k=0

(24
The proof is carried out on the partition Py [0,¢] but can be
passed to the limit in Lo(p) (since it is a Hilbert space and
all Cauchy sequences are convergent). More precisely, we are
required to prove that limy_,o E [D%(t)] =0Vt > 0,

where Dn(t) = Sn(t) — <IN(t) + ;RN(t)) . (25

After carrying out a sequence of algebraic manipulations
(Appendix B), the expression of Dy (t) can be rewritten as

1
D (t) = 5 (Aw () + In(t) + v (t) +En(t) + T (1))
1
+ 1 (0w + v () + TR + TR,
(26)
where
N-1
() = 3 Mt = 1) (35 — TAx) © Mo )
k=0
N-1 i
= Z M(t —tpy1) — M(t — tk)) Trye
k=0
N-1 o
= (M (t —tpqr) — M(t— tk))FkMOFkyk
k=0
N-1 i
On(t) := M (t — 1) Tk MoT ik
k=0
N-1 ) i
v (t) == > Mt = th) o (M (A1) = Mo ) Tag
k=0
N-1 i
XN (t) = M(t — tg1)D M (Ag)wwy,
k=0
N-1
TR (t) =Y M(t—ty)Tpzy, for z € {a,B,(}
k=0
k-1 i
= Z (M tha1 — tigr) — M(ty, — tl+1)>Fz?31
1=0
k-1
= (M thrr — tigr) — Mt — tig1)
1=0
+ Mt — ) — Mt — tl)) Ty
k-1
Ck = Z (M(tk+1 — tl) — M(tk — tl)>ﬁ)l
1=0

27)
The rest of the proof shows that the second moment of each
term in (26) goes to zero in the limit as N goes to infinity.
Note that there is no need to check the expectation of cross
terms (Appendix C).

1) Mean-Square Convergence of An(t): Recall that -y,
has independent increments that are also independent from
present and past values of y. Furthermore, E [Z;] = 0 with
Zy. =417 — T'Ag. Then we invoke Lemma D.6 to yield the
following inequality

N-1
E v OIF) < 3 (e =l E{||(2 o Mo) ||*| E 1]’
- N—-1
< IMoll* Y 1M (¢ — t)|PE [1Ze]°] E [Jlyell®]
k=0
where the second inequality follows from the sub-

multiplicative property of the matrix spectral norm with re-
spect to matrix and Hadamard products (see [14]). Knowing



that 7, ~ N(0,TA.), we can write 5, = T'/2¢,\/Ay,
where T''/2 denotes the Cholesky factorization of I'. The
random vector &, follows a standard multivariate normal
distribution for all £ = 0,1,...N — 1 such that £, and
are independent for k # [. To bound E [||Zk|\2},
as follows

we proceed

& [I2F] =& | [T - e[ o
<E [Tl i€ — 111° AF]
<E[lIrIlll€xgr — 117 AF]
=E[IIT) (i — D (6t - D) A7

= |I1)| 2% (E [llgxll*] - 2B [ligl”] + )

— |IT)| A2(n? + ).
where the second inequality follows from the fact that the
Frobenius norm of a matrix is larger than its spectral norm.

The last equality follows by using Lemma D.2, where n is the
number of gains ~;. Finally, we obtain

2z
~

E [[IAv(0)I17] < [[Mol* s () |IDI] (n® + n)ey (8) Y AR — 0,

N — o0
0

ol
Il

where Assumption 1 and (23) are exploited.

2) Mean-Square Convergence of Jy (t): This partial sum is
similar to that of Ay (¢), and thus we define Fy(t) := M (t —
ti+1) — M(t — t) and invoke Lemma D.6 again to yield

ZIIFk IPE [[[Te]*] E [llsn I’

E [||Jn(t)

< ¢y(t)r(T) Z |M(t = tipr) = M(t — t)]]* Ax

< oy () (T) AQVg (M) — 0,

where the second inequality follows from (23), Lemma D.2
and the fact that Hf‘kﬂ < ||A.|| since Ty = D(7,,) so that

~ 2
E {HF;CH } < tr(T) A (28)

The last inequality follows from the fact that the quadratic
variation of M is finite (Lemma E.1).

3) Mean-Square Convergence of vy (t): By using the same
previous definition of Fj(t), invoke Lemma D.5 (with X}, :=
I, MoLy) to yield

E [Jon (0)]F]
N-1 - = |2 2 )
< (;) | Fe(t)] (E {HFI«MOF’“H ]E[“”“' D )
N-1 N
< ¢, () [ Mol (;}'Fk@'(E WF’“H D )

N-—1
< (1) || Mol e(2,m) [T ( Mt = ) — M(E— 1) A)
k=0

— 0,
N—o0

9 2
< ¢y (8) 1Mo e(2,m) A (TV (M) )

where the second inequality follows from (23) and the sub-
multiplicative property of the spectral norm. The third inequal-
ity follows from Lemma D.2 where
L4
E U\rkH } < ¢(2,n) ||T|]* A, (29)
and the last inequality follows from the fact that the total
variation of M is finite (Lemma E.1).
4) Mean-Square Convergence of nn (t): In a similar fashion

to the previous calculation, define Gy := M(A) — Mo and
invoke Lemma D.5 (with X := 'y GI'y) to yield

E [Jnx (8)11%] <Z||Mttk( | Q]E[Hykﬂ)%)
< ey(t)ek <ZIIMAk ol (& [|[F]['] %>

< ¢y (t)chy (H)e(d, n) [T |2 (ZIIM (Ax) MoIAA>

kakfk‘

— 0,
N — oo

where the second inequality follows from (23), Assumption 1,
and the sub-multiplicative property of the spectral norm.
Again, the last inequality follows from (29). The limit is zero
because Assumption 1 guarantees that M is right-continuous
att = 0.

5) Mean-Square Convergence of xn(t): Since w and {v;}
are uncorrelated (Assumption 4), invoking Lemma D.6 yields

7] < ZIIM(t—tkH 7 E [Hrk)” [RESENTE

< ( Z

E [lixw (1)

2

tr (Wy) Ay

<y (

ZA *)0

where the second inequality follows from Assumptions 1
and 3 and (28). The last inequality follows because under
Assumption 3, 3 a continuous scalar function ¢, such that

sup tr (W(7)) = cw(t). (30)

0<r<t

6) Mean-Square Convergence of On(t):
Lemma D.4, we obtain the following inequality

E[llon (1)) < Z||Mt—tk+1| ( [HF,CMOPICHD
x |E <Nzllz7k||2>2 E,

k=0

By invoking

where the second term converges to (E [(y)2(t)])? < /c,(t)
defined in (23). Now apply the submultiplicative property of
the spectral norm to yield

7] < Vealt) 1M1 Z I8t~ el (2 U\kagD%
< OV 0 Mol Y A2 — o
k=0

E [|lon (0)



where the last inequality follows from Assumption 1 and
Lemma D.2 where ¢(4,n) ||T|[* A} serves as an upper bound

~ 8
for the eighth moment E U ‘FkH } .

this deterministic setting is constructed, the MSS analysis from
there onwards resembles that of the discrete-time counterpart
in [1].

7) Mean-Square Convergence of Tﬁ(t)»Tff(t) and T]% (t):  A. Stochastic Block Diagram Interpretation

Observe using (27) that the pairs (fk,ak), (fk,ﬁk) and
(T'k, (k) are independent for all k = 0,1,--- , N — 1. Then,
for z € {a, B, (}, invoking Lemma D.6 yields

N-1

B (%] < X a1 - 0l 2 ||[7a] || B fioe ]

N-1

< A0 (1) 30 E [Jlanl ] A,

k=0
where the last inequality follows from Assumption 1 and (28).
Now, we examine E ﬁ|ak||2] Define Fy; = M(tk41 —
ti+1) — M (tx, — t;41) and invoke Lemma D.4 to yield

k—1 47\ 3 kol ) 2
MMW<;wm(ﬂWﬂD(E;mﬂ>
k—1
< Vel m) [T o) 3 11FalP 2
=0
< V@) )] Jeg()AQVS (M),

where A = sup; A;. Note that the second inequality follows
from (23) and (29), and the third inequality follows by
observing that the sum converges to the quadratic variation
of M on the interval [0, ] (Appendix E). The last equality
exploits the fact that QV (M) is an increasing function in t.

Substituting in E [HTZCV% (t)||2} yields

N—-1

E [IIT5 (017] < ¢ (1 (L) y/e(2,m) [T eu (DAY (M) 3 A
< (O () /o(2,m) IT]] fe,(HAQV (M) ¢ — 0.

Recalling from Appendix C that there is no need to check the
convergence of the cross terms, the same arguments used for

E [HT]% (t)HQ] can be used here to show that

E [HTﬁV(t)HQ] and E [HTﬁ,(t)‘ﬂ

This completes the proof of Proposition 2. ]
A direct application of Proposition 2 to (16) with ¢ = og
yields (22). This is exactly the result shown in Figure 3(b)
and given in Theorem 1.

— 0.
N—oo

— 0
N—oo

VII. LooP GAIN OPERATOR & MSS CONDITIONS

In this section, we give the mathematical derivations of the
LGO (17) for the Ito setting. The same analysis can be carried
out for the Stratonovich case by using the conversion scheme
developed in Section IV-A. We first lay down the necessary
framework to construct a deterministic block diagram that
describes the continuous-time evolution of the covariance
matrices of the various signals in the loop (see Figure 7). Once

Consider the stochastic continuous-time setting depicted in
Figure 6(a) satisfying Assumptions 1-4. It is the same as
the general setting in Figure 2, but it also indicates an It
interpretation of the stochastic multiplicative gains. By using
the definition of Itd integrals in Section II-11, we construct
a discrete-time block diagram, depicted in Figure 6(b), which
explicitly describes the It0 interpretation of Figure 6(a). In fact,
it is constructed by using a partition Py [0, t] of N subintervals
on [to,tn] := [0,1] as described in Section II-11. Therefore,
Figure 6(a) can be interpreted as the limit of Figure 6(b)
as N — oo. Note that My denotes a finite dimensional
approximation of M on the partition Px|[0, t], i.e.

N—-1
y=Myii = yy =Y Mty — tx)ix,
k=0
where the “tilde” is used to denote the increments of a signal
(refer to Section II-11).

dw du,

M Y

|fh 1
ke T dﬁ?n

(a) Continuous-Time Setting

My

(b) Discrete-Time Setting

dr

Fig. 6: A causal LTI system M in feedback with stochastic multiplicative
gains {d~;} that represent the differential forms of, possibly mutually corre-
lated, Wiener processes. Figure (a) shows the continuous-time MSS setting
when the Ito interpretation is adopted. Figure (b) explicitly describes the Ito
interpretation of Figure (a) by using a partition Py [0, t] of N subintervals as
explained in II-11. In fact, Figure (a) is interpreted as the limit of Figure (b)
as N — oo.

The equations describing the block diagrams in Figures 6(a)
and (b) can be respectively written as

y(t) = (Mdu) ()
du(t) = dw(t) + dr(t)
dT‘(t) = dF(t) O y(t) ’I:N = FNyN

(31a) (31b)
The rest of this subsection shows that by adopting the Ito
interpretation (31b), the stochastic signal r will have indepen-
dent increments. Furthermore, we will derive the expression
that describes the propagation of the instantaneous covariance
through the feedback block. The analysis is carried out using
Figure 6(b) and then is passed to the limit as N — oc.

1) Disturbance-to-signals mapping:

It is fairly straightforward to show that the disturbance w is
mapped to the various signals in the loop as

(I-TMpy)™
(I —~MNF)_1~MN w.
(I—FMN)‘TMN

Yn = (MNﬂ)N

Uy = WN +TN

(32)

e =
Il



2) Independence of (dT'(t),y(7)) for T < t:
This can be shown by analyzing the second equation in (32).
Examining the operator (I — MyT)~! allows us to write it,
over the time horizon of the partition Px|[0, ], as

-1
I

—M(t; — to)Do I

—M(ty — to)To Mty —tn-1)Pn_1 T

\ivhere * denotes the blocks of matrices that are functions of
T'y for £k =0,1,..., N — 1. Hence the second equation in (32)
can be written as

I
M(t; —to) I

I Wy
M(ty — to) Mty —ty_1) I

YN *

Clearly, yn does not depend on I'y for any positive integer
N. Furthermore, by carrying out a similar reasoning, it is
straightforward to see that [y is independent of the past values
of all the signals in the loop (particularly y). This analysis
shows that (I'y,y) are independent for & < N. Finally,
taking the limit as N — oo completes the argument.

3) Temporal independence of the increments of r:
The following calculation shows that r has independent incre-
ments. For k < [, we have

E[r7] =E [fkykyl*fﬂ =E [fkykyﬂ E {fz*} =0,

where the third equality holds because I' has a zero-mean,
and the second equality follows because I' has independent
increments (Wiener process) and also I is independent of
present and past values of y (Section VII-A2).

The combination between the causality of M and the
Itd interpretation introduces a sort of “strict causality” in
continuous-time systems. Thus the multiplicative, temporally
independent gains {d~;(t)} has a “whitening” effect. In fact,
although y has nonzero temporal correlations, the signal
r is guaranteed to have independent increments dr, i.e.
E [dr(t)dr*(T)] =0, Vt # 7.

Finally, the instantaneous covariance of dr is calculated as

E [dr(t)dr(t)*] = E[dT(0)y(0)y" ()T (1)
— E[dr()E [yt (1) dr*os)]
—ToY(t)dt = R(t)dL,

where the second equality is a consequence of Lemma D.1
since dI'(t) and y(t) are independent (Section VII-A2). The
third equality is an immediate consequence of the fact that
dI’(t) = D(d~(t)). Finally, we have

R(t)=ToY(¢). 33)
B. Covariance Feedback System

The goal of this section is to construct a deterministic feed-
back system that describes the evolution of the instantaneous

covariance matrices of the various signals in Figure 6 and
finally derive the expression of the LGO given in (17).

In the previous section, we showed that r has temporally
independent increments. As a result, it is straightforward to see
that u also has temporally independent increments, because for
k <l we have

E [axa]] = E [(0k + 75) (W; + 71)%]
= E [wpw]] + E [7x7]] + E [Frw;] + E [@x 7]
=0+O+O+EPMﬁfﬂ
:EmwﬂEFﬂzm
where the third equality follows from the fact that w (Wiener
process) and r (Section VII-A3) both have independent in-
crements and the fact that w is independent of past values
of all the signals in the loop. The fourth equality follows
from Section VII-A2 and the assumption that w and I' are
independent. Finally, passing to the limit as N — oo yields

that du is temporally independent.
As for the instantaneous covariance of 4, we have

E [uga;] = E[wpw;] + E [Fx75] + E [Frw;] + E [wg 7]
=WiA,+RAL+E [fkykw?é] +E [@knyZ]
= (Wi +Rp)Ar +0+0=:U,A;.

Therefore, the addition junction in Figure 6 remains as an
addition operation on the associated covariance matrices, i.e.
U(t) = W(t) + R(1). (34)

Furthermore, the propagation of the covariance through the
forward block of Figure 6 is given by (11) which requires
the input du to be temporally independent for its validity.
Finally, the propagation of the covariance through the feedback
block is given by (33). Therefore, (11), (33) and (34) can be
used to construct the deterministic feedback block diagram
depicted in Figure 7, where each signal is matrix-valued. The

Vol VL /Af(t ~ UM (¢ — 7)dr Y
MT 004q Ls 0049
R AP R P R—

RN

Fig. 7: A deterministic block diagram describing the evolution of the
covariance matrices of the various signals in the feedback loop of Figure 6(a).
The forward block represents a convolution integral of matrices and the
feedback block represents a Hadamard (element-by-element) product. Note
that all the covariance matrices in the loop are positive semi-definite and
non-decreasing in time when W is non-decreasing, i.e. for to > {1,
W (ta) — W(t1) > 0 (refer to [1]).

advantage of the covariance feedback system in Figure 7 is
that it describes a deterministic dynamical system unlike its
corresponding stochastic feedback system in Figure 6. Before
we construct the loop gain operator, we give a remark.

Remark 7.1: All the covariance signals in Figure 7 are
monotone. Particularly, if ¢; < t5 then U(t1) < U(t2), where
the matrix ordering is taken in the usual positive semidefinite
sense. Refer to [1, Section II-E].



C. Loop Gain Operator

We are now equipped with all the necessary tools to define
the continuous-time counterpart of the LGO introduced in [1].
Over a finite time horizon [0, t], the instantaneous covariance
R(t) can be expressed in terms of {U(7),0 < 7 < ¢} using
(11) and (33) as

R(t) =ToY(t)

t

R(t)=To ( MUt —7)M* (T)dT) . (35
0

The previous calculation motivates the definition of a finite

dimensional linear operator over the infinite time horizon, i.e.

as t — oo
0 ( /O h M(T)I‘JM*(T)dT>

where U and R are the steady-state limits (if they exist) of the
covariances. This linear operator acts on a matrix to produce
another matrix, and it propagates the steady state covariance U
“once around the loop” to produce the steady state covariance
R (and thus the name loop gain operator, refer to Figure 7).
Before moving to the next section, we define here a truncated
version of the LGO as

Ly (X) ::n(/o M(T)XM*(T)dT>, (37)

which will be useful when proving Theorem 2. Before stating
the proof, we summarize some useful properties of the LGO
in three remarks.

Remark 7.2: The operator Ly defined in (37) is a mono-
tone operator, i.e. if 0 < X <Y, then 0 < Lp(X) <Lp(Y).
The same property holds for L. defined in (36) since L =
limy_, o Lp. Refer to [1, Section II-E] for details, noting
that the same arguments also hold for integrals as well as
summations.

Remark 7.3: The operator Ly is also monotone in time,
ie. if T} <Tb, then 0 < Ly, (X) < Lp,(X) for any X > 0.
This is easy to validate by checking that Ly, (X) —Lp, (X) is
positive semidefinite. Consequently, for any 7" > 0 and X > 0,
we have 0 < Lp(X) < L(X).

Remark 7.4: The spectral radius of L is its largest eigen-
value which is guaranteed to be a real number. Furthermore,
the “eigen-matrix” associated with the largest eigenvalue is
guaranteed to be positive semidefinite. That is, if p(IL) denotes
the spectral radius of L, then 3U > 0 s.t. L(U) = p(L)U.
Note that U is the matrix counterpart of the Perron-Frobenius
vector for matrices with nonnegative entries. This is the
covariance mode that has the fastest growth rate if MSS
is violated, and therefore we refer to U as the worst-case
covariance. (Refer to [1, Thm 2.3] for more details.)

R=L(U):= (36)

D. MSS Conditions

Equipped with the LGO, we can now present the proof
of Theorem 2. The proof is very similar to the discrete-time
counterpart in [1], and thus some of the details are omitted.

Proof:

1) if: Using (34) and (35), U(t) can be written as

o (/Ot M(r)U(t — T)M*(T)dT) +W(t)

o (/Ot M(m)U(¢)

< L(U(t)) LW,

M* (T)d’]’) + W (%)

where the first inequality follows from Schur’s theorem [15,
Thm 2.1] and the fact that U(¢t — 7) < U(¢) for all 7 € [0, ¢]
(Remark 7.1). The second inequality follows from Remark 7.3.
To obtain an upper bound on U (), we let I denote the identity
operator and rearrange to obtain

I-L)YU@l) <W({) <W
Ut) <I-L)"'W,

where the second equality is obtained by replacing W (¢) with
its steady state value W since it is assumed to be monotone
(Assumption 3). The third inequality is obtained by applying
[1, Thm 2.3] which guarantees that the operator (I — IL)~!
exists and is monotone whenever L is monotone and p(LL) < 1.
Finally the stability of M (finite H? — norm) guarantees that
all other covariance signals in the loop of Figure 7 are also
uniformly bounded thus guaranteeing MSS.

2) only if: First it is straightforward to show that MSS is
lost if the H?-norm of M is infinite (regardless of the value
of p(L)). Using Figure 7, we can write the covariance Y (t)

t):/OtM(t—T)U
:/OtM(t—T)(W
Z/OtM(t—T)W

where the inequality follows from the fact that I' o Y(7) is
positive semidefinite. Thus, clearly Y (¢) grows unboundedly
when M has an infinite H2-norm (take W(t) = I for
example).

Next, assume that M has a finite H2-norm. We will show
that if p(L) > 1, then U(¢) grows unboundedly in time. We
do so by examining U(¢) at the time samples ¢, := k7', where
k is a positive integer and 7' > 0. Using Figure 7, we obtain

(T)M*(t — 7)dr
() +ToY(r)) M*(t = 7)dr

(T)M*(t — 7)dr,

0 /0 "Mty — TYUE) M (b — 7)dr + W)

>To Mty — 7)U(T)M* (ty, — 7)dT + W (1)
th—1
tr

>To M(tk —T)U(tk_l)M*(tk —T)dT—FW(tk)

/ M (s)U(t_1) M*(s)ds + W (k)

(U(tk 1)) + W (i)

0) + 315 (W),

Ult) = Ly (U( (38)



where the first inequality follows from the fact that the inte-
grand is positive semidefinite, the second inequality follows
because U(7) > U(ty_1) for 7 € [tx—1,%x], and the third
inequality is a consequence of applying the change of variable
s = tp — 7. The last inequality is a consequence of a
simple induction argument that exploits the monotonicity of
L+ (Remark 7.2). Establishing the inequality (38) allows us to
use the same arguments in [1] (repeated here for completeness)
to show that U(t;) grows unboundedly.

Set the exogenous covariance W (¢;) = U, where U is the
worst-case covariance described in Remark 7.4. Note that the
initial covariance is Uy = U. Substituting in (38) yields

(39)

Since limp_,o L7 (U) = L(U) = p(L)U, then for any
€>0,3 T > 0 such that ||p(L)U — Lp(U)|| < ¢]|U]|. This
inequality coupled with the fact that 0 < Lp(U) < p(L)U
allows us to invoke [1, Lemma A.3] to obtain

Lr(U) > (p(L)—ec) U =: a U, (40)
where c is a positive constant that only depends on U. Then,

by (38), the one-step lower bound (40) becomes

k
Uiy > (Yo U =220 @
r=0
First consider the case when p(L) > 1, then € can be
chosen small enough so that & > 1 and therefore {U(¢1)}
is a geometrically growing sequence. As for the case where
p(L) =1, we have & = 1 — e. Then for 0 < € < 1, we have

1.~
U = lim U(t;) > -U.
k—o0 €

This proves that U(¢) can grow arbitrarily large (although
not necessarily geometrically) since e can be chosen to be
arbitrarily small. ]

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper examines the conditions of MSS for LTI systems
in feedback with multiplicative stochastic gains. The analysis
is carried out from a purely-input output approach as compared
to (the more common) state space approach in the literature.
The advantage of this approach is encompassing a wider range
of models. It is shown that in the continuous-time setting,
technical subtleties arise that require to exploit several tools
from stochastic calculus. Different stochastic interpretations
are considered for which different stochastic block diagram
representations are constructed. Finally, it is shown that MSS
analysis for state space realizations can be transparently car-
ried out as a special case of our approach.
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APPENDIX
A. Interpretations of Stochastic Convolution

Consider the stochastic convolution in (10) satisfying As-
sumption 1. Exploiting the partition Px[0,¢] described in
Section II-9 and the notation developed in Section II-10 yield

N-1
lim M(t — tg)ty,

N—o0
k=0

y(t) =

where Tj, € [tg, tx+1]. The choice of fj prescribes a particular
stochastic interpretation of the integral, for example #;, = t;
corresponds to an Ito interpretation. The following calculation
shows that the covariance of y does not depend on the choice
of ¢, when M € C defined in Appendix E.

Y(t) == E[y(t)y* (®)]

= lim
N—o0

N—1
S Mt — B i) M* (¢ — 1)
k,l1=0

= lim
N—o0

N-1
> Mt — £,)E [aiy] M*(t — ty)
k=0

= lim
N—o00

N—-1
Z M(t — Ek)U(tk)AkM* (t — fk)
=0

k
- /Ot M(t — 7)U(r)M*(t — 7)dr,
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where the third equality follows from the temporal indepen-
dence of u and the fourth equality follows from the definition
of the covariance of du. The last equality is a consequence
of Riemann integrability which guarantees convergence to a
unique value when M € C. As a result, there is no need
to prescribe a stochastic interpretation of (10) since different
stochastic interpretations play the same role in the mean-
square sense.

B. Calculation of Dy(t) in (25)

This appendix shows the required algebraic manipulations
to arrive at the expression of Dy (¢) in (26). Start by adding
and subtracting M (t — tz)Txy, in the partial sum of Sy (t) in
(24) to obtain

N-1
1 - -
D)+ 3 (M0~ )P = M= t)Fun ),

k=0

SN(t)

where Iy (t) is defined in (24). Adding and subtracting
M (t — tg+1)Tkyx in the sum of the second term yields

1
Sn(t)=In(t) + 5(QN(t) + JIn (1)), (42)
where Jy(t) is given in (27) and
N-1 .
Qn(t) = ) Mt —trr1)Trir (43)
k=0

Observe that Qn(t) (43) is a cross quadratic-variation-like
term whose limit is not obvious, so we examine the increments
Y, using (16) with ¢ = o5. We have

Uk = B (ter1) — Ex(te) + Skt1(te1) — Sk(te)

. == 1x =
G =t Be+ T+ 5 (Qn+ ). (44)
N1 .
where En(t) := > M(t — t;)wg. Start by calculating F,
k=0
) k k—1
Br=> M(tepy — ti)iy — Y Mty — )iy

=0

k—1
= M(Ak)ﬁ)k + Z <M(tk+1 — tl) — M(tk — tl)> wy.
=0

=0

Carrying out similar calculations for I~k, Qk and jk yields

k—1

I, = M(Ap)Tyyr + Z <M(tk+1 —t) — M(t), — tl))flyl
=0
Qr = MLy + Z (M(tk+1 —tip1) — M(tr — tl+1)>rlﬂl
1=0
) i k-1
Ji = (Mo - M(Ak)> Tryr + Z (M(tk+1 —ti41)

=0

— Mty —tip1) + Mty — ;) — M(try1 — tl))ﬁl/z,

where Mj denotes M (0) for notational brevity. Substituting
for the expression of g (44) in Qn(t) (43) and collecting
terms yield

Qn () = 5 (On(0) + nv (1) + TR(H) + TR (1))
N-1
+xn(t) + T (1) + Z M (t — tj1) D MoT iy,
k=0

where Oy (t), (L), X (t), Ts(t), T (t) and Tx(t) are all

defined in (27). Adding and subtracting M (t — ¢ )T Mok yk
in the partial sum of the last term yields

Q(t) = 5 (B (0 + () + T8 + TR ) + v (1)
N—-1

XN () + T (1) + Y M(t— te) Tk MoTry, (45)
k=0

where vy (t) is defined in (27). Finally, Dy (t) is calculated
as

D (t) i= Sx(t) — (m(t) i ;Rw))

- ;(QN(t) —RN(t)+JN(t)>. (46)

Substituting for Q y (t) from (45), Ry (t) from (24), and Jy (t)
from (27), yields the expression of Dy (t) given in (26) after
exploiting the following equation

TxMol), — (Mg o T)Ay, = (:yk:y;; - I‘Ak> o Mp,

where 7, = D(T'x) is the vector formed of the diagonal entries
of Fk.

C. Second Moments of Cross Terms

Let x and y be two vector-valued random variables. The
subsequent calculation shows that to check if E |||z + y||*| is

zero, it suffices to check that E [Hx“ﬂ =F {||y\|2} =0.

E [llz + ylI*] <E [(l[e]l + [lyll)*]
=E [llll* + lyll* + 2 l=[| |lyl[]
<E [llz1*] +E [[lyl*] +24/E [Il=]*] E [Ilyl1*],

where the first inequality is a consequence of applying the
triangle inequality, and the last one follows from Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality with respect to expectations. Observe that
if E [||x||2} or E [Hy”ﬂ is zero, then the cross term is zero.
Therefore, to prove that the variance of the sum of random
variables is equal to zero, there is no need to calculate the
expectation of cross terms.

D. Useful Equalities & Inequalities

This appendix provides a sequence of lemmas that give
some useful equalities and inequalities (upper bounds) that
are used in the proofs throughout the paper.



Lemma D.1: Let X and v be a matrix-valued and vector-
valued random variables, respectively. If X and v are inde-

pendent and D,, := D(v), then
E[D,XD,] = E[vv*] o E[X].

Proof: Let X;; denote the ij™"
Then

entry of the matrix X.

E[DyXD,];; = E[v;Xijv;] = E [viv;] E [X5]

=E [UU*L‘J‘ E [X]ij ,
where the first equality holds because D,, := D(v) is diagonal,
and the second equality hold because X and v are independent.
The proof is complete since the Hadamard product “o” is the
element-by-element multiplication. ]
Lemma D.2: Let © = [z1 2 Tn] * be a zero-
mean random vector that follows a multivariate normal dis-
tribution with a covariance matrix X := E [zz*]. Then

Ell2] = () and E|lzl”] < c(p,m) 121",

where p is any positive integer and c is a constant that depends
on p and n. For example, one can check that ¢(1,n) = n and
c(2,n) = n? +2n.

Proof: For the second moment, we have

E [||x||2} - iE [22] = i S = (D)

To calculate the fourth moment, let 3'/2 denote the Cholesky
factorization of ¥ so that x = 3'/2¢ where ¢ follows the
standard multivariate normal distribution. Then

E [ —E[ ] <SP E [Jiel]
_|IPE <Z€>
>

kidkottho=p i=1

== > p'H [5%}

ki+ko+-+kp=p i=1

Z H2k—l

ki+ko+-+kp=pi=1
c(p,n) |27,

where is the double factorial operation. The inequality
follows from the sub-multiplicative property of the norms, the
third equality is a direct application of the multinomial theo-
rem, and the fourth equality holds because {;} are mutually
independent. Finally, the fifth equality follows because the m™"
moment of a standard normal random variable is (m — 1)!!
when m is even. ]

Throughout Lemmas D.3-D.6, let {X} and {yx} be two
sequences of square random matrices and random vectors,
respectively, with bounded second moments. Furthermore, let
{F}} be a sequence of deterministic matrices.

= |IZ["E

1= p!

«py

Lemma D.3: Exploiting the triangle inequality and the sub-
multiplicative property of the norm yields

N-1 2 N-1 2
> FuXwu|| | <E (Z”FkHXkHHka)
k=0 k=0

Lemma D.4: Suppose that (Xj,yr) are in general
dependent, but {Xj} has independent increments, i.e.
(Xg, X)) are independent for k # [. Then

N-1 2
> FpXyyr
k=0

J:gnm (& [1xel)’
(J:Z_:Hykﬁf

Proof:
N-1 2 N-1 2
ZFkayk <E (Z |Fk||Xk||yk||>
k=0 k=0

N-1 N-1

2 2 2
D EIP XN > el
k=0 k=0

N—1 2 N—1 2 2
2 2 2
(z EE ) ) (z el )
k=0 k=0

where the first inequality follows from Lemma D.3, the second
follows by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the
last one follows by applying again the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality but with respect to the expectation. To complete the
proof, we find a bound on the first term of the last inequality.
We have

N-1 2
2 2
(Z [ El [ Xkl >
k=0

N-1
2 2 2 2
IARIASARARRAE
k,1=0
N-1 1
4 4 2
< S IR IR (B 1% E 107
k,l=0

2 4
< (3 1 (& fixl]) ) |
k=0
where the first inequality is obtained by using the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality with respect to expectations. Finally,
putting the results all together completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma D.5: Suppose that (X,y;) are independent for
k=0,1,---N — 1. Then

N-1
E
k=0

R
2
[N

2

] < (EHFkH(E [|Xk|2m[|yk|2])5> .




Proof:

N— 2

Z Fi Xyr
k=0
N-1

= 32 E{(1El 16 ol ) (Il )]

,zo

Z I (B (11002 el 2] B (10l 7])

< (; 1l (E [110 ] B [Hykﬂ)é)Q,

where the first inequality follows from Lemma D.3, the
second inequality follows from applying the Cauchy Schwarz
inequality with respect to expectations, and the last one is a
result of the mutual independence of (X, yk). [ |

Lemma D.6: Suppose that E [X;] = 0, { X} has indepen-
dent increments, i.e. (X, X;) are independent for k # [, and
(Xk,yi) are independent for k > [ with k,/ =0,1,--- N — 1.
Then

N—1 2
(Z |Fk||||Xk||yk||>

,_.
Nl

N-1 21 N1
E 1> AXi|| | < S IFIPE [1XIP)E [llonll?]
k=0 k=0
Proof:
(1 ~v—1 27 N-1 2
E|||Y FiXiu (Z ||Fk||||Xk||||yk|>
k=0 k=0

N—1

2 2 2

= > IFIPE [|1Xl? llyel ]
k=0

N-1

+ 3 UERIHIBRIE Xyl 1ol [E] 101

k,1=0
k<l

N-1

+ 3 UERIIEINE] el 1 el B[ 1111 ]
k,1=0
k>1

N-1
= S UFIPE [IX? llywlP] +0+0
k

=3 e E [|1Xel | E llyell?]

k

where the first inequality follows by applying Lemma D.3, and
the first equality follows from the independence of (X, y;)
when k£ > [ and the fact that X has independent increments.
The second equality follows because X} is zero-mean, and
the last equality holds because the pair (X}, yx) are mutually
independent. ]

E. Total & Quadratic Variations of Deterministic Functions

Let C denote the class of deterministic, matrix-valued func-
tions M that can be decomposed into two parts M(t) =

C(t) + D(t), where C(t) is differentiable and D(t) includes
all the jumps (or discontinuities) of M, i.e.

M(t)=C(t)+ D(t); st D(t)=>_ Ajl(t—1), 47

where {A;} are constant matrices that correspond to the jumps
at {r;}, and 1(¢) is the Heaviside step function centered at
zero. Note that if M is a scalar function, C boils down to the
class of functions with bounded absolute variations.

Define the total and quadratic variations of M € C over the
interval [0, ] as

TVy (M) := lim_ Z 1M (th41) = M (t)]]
QVy (M) = lim ZIIM (tr1) — M(t)I7,

respectively, where Py [0, t] (Sectlon I1-9) is used to partition
the interval [0, ¢].
Lemma E.1: If M € C, then TV} (M
finite for any finite time ¢.
Proof: Since M € C, we exploit the decomposition in
(47) to write the total variation of M as

) and QV{ (M

) are

TV (M) = hm ZHC’“—FD’“H
-1
Ss@m;)!!ék! + Jim 3 [|4]
=TVE(C)+ TV (D),

wherNe the notation in Section II-10 for the increments is used,
ie. Ck := Clty+1) — C(tx). TVE(C) is shown to be finite by
exploiting the fact that C' is differentiable, i.e.

a= [ [|ew||am

The integral is finite, because C' is differentiable and thus
LC’ (t) ‘ ‘ is finite for finite time. Furthermore, TV¢ (D) is finite
ecause

N—-1 c
TVs(C) = lim > A%
k=0

TV, (D)

N-1
dim, 32 34 (1w =) =10 =)
= J
=S 14501,
J

where the second equality follows from the fact that the
increments of the Heaviside step function are zeros everywhere
except at the jumps {7;}. Therefore, 7V (M) is finite over
any bounded interval [0, ¢] with an upper bound given by

)| dr+ 2114511

Similar reasoning can be carried out to show that QV{ (
also finite. In fact, using similar arguments we obtain

TV (M) <

M) is

)+ 2 lim

NWZ e[|

QV§ (M) < QV§ (C) + QV§ (D



<0+ ) _[14;[]* +o0.
J

F. Second Moment of Quadratic Variations

The goal of this appendix is to show that the second moment
of the quadratic variation of the solutions of (22) is finite over
finite time. For simplicity, we consider the scalar case with
w =0, My =0 and I = 1; however the same analysis can be
carried out for the general case. Over the partition Py [0, ¢],

k—1
(22) can be expressed as yp = Y. M(tx — t;)yiy; and thus
1=0

the increments can be written as
k—1
gk = M(ARysA + Y (M(tgsr — 1) = Mty — 1))y
1=0
Using the inequality (a + b)* < 8(a* + b*) and the Cauchy
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

k—1
E [5] < 8M*(A)E [ye7i] + 8Ly A’GE (Z y?&?) ,

1=0
where L), is the Lipschitz constant of M and A is defined
in Section II-9. Using Lemma D.5, E [’yg] = 3A%, and
Assumption 1 yield the upper bound E [§] < c(t)AZ,
where ¢(t) = 24 (¢}, (t) + L},t*) sup,. <, E [y*(7)]. Note that
sup,<, E [y*(7)] is shown to be finite in the corollary of
[8, Thm 3.1]. Therefore, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity with respect to expectations, the second moment of the
quadratic variation over Px[0,¢] can be bounded as follows

E (ijyi) g(j\/w@) SC(t)<Z_:A>
k=0 k=0 k=0

Finally, taking the limit as N — oo shows that E [(y)2(t)] is
bounded for finite time .
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