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Ultimate Boundedness for Switched Systems with
Multiple Equilibria Under Disturbances

Sushant Veer and Ioannis Poulakakis

Abstract—In this paper, we investigate the robustness to
external disturbances of switched discrete and continuous systems
with multiple equilibria. It is shown that if each subsystem of the
switched system is Input-to-State Stable (ISS), then under switch-
ing signals that satisfy an average dwell-time bound, the solutions
are ultimately bounded within a compact set. Furthermore, the
size of this set varies monotonically with the supremum norm of
the disturbance signal. It is observed that when the subsystems
share a common equilibrium, ISS is recovered for solutions of
the corresponding switched system; hence, the results in this
paper are a natural generalization of classical results in switched
systems that exhibit a common equilibrium. Additionally, we
provide a method to analytically compute the average dwell time
if each subsystem possesses a quadratic ISS-Lyapunov function.
Our motivation for studying this class of switched systems
arises from certain motion planning problems in robotics, where
primitive motions, each corresponding to an equilibrium point of
a dynamical system, must be composed to realize a task. However,
the results are relevant to a much broader class of applications,
in which composition of different modes of behavior is required.

Index Terms—Switched systems with multiple equilibria;
input-to-State Stability; ultimate boundedness.

I. INTRODUCTION

A switched system is characterized by a family of dynamical
systems wherein only one member is active at a time, as
governed by a switching signal. From the perspective of
control synthesis, switched systems allow stitching individual
controllers under a single framework by viewing the dynamics
produced by each controller as an individual system. This gives
rise to a convenient and modular control strategy that allows
the use of pre-designed controllers for generating behaviors
richer than what an individual controller is capable of. Owing
to these factors, switched systems have been widely used in
a broad range of applications—such as power electronics [1]],
automotive control [2]], robotics [3]], and air traffic control [4].

A significant amount of research has been directed towards
the stability and robustness of switched systems. Stability of
switched linear systems was studied in [5] by the construction
of a common Lyapunov function which decreases monotoni-
cally despite switching. In the absence of a common Lyapunov
function, the notion of multiple Lyapunov functions that are
allowed to increase intermittently as long as there is an overall
reduction, was proposed in [|6]. Instead of dealing with the
construction of special classes of Lyapunov functions, [7]]
proved that the stability properties of the individual subsystems
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can be translated to the switched system when switching is
sufficiently slow in the sense that the switching signal satisfies
an average dwell-time bound. The notion of average dwell time
was further exploited in 8] to study the input-to-state stability
(ISS) of continuous switched systems. Detailed surveys of
results in switched systems can be found in [9] and [10]; it is
emphasized, however, that the aforementioned papers consider
switching among systems that share a common equilibrium,
as does the majority of the switched systems literature.
Various applications demand switching among systems that
do not share a common equilibrium—such as planning mo-
tions of legged [[11]], [12] and aerial [[13] robots, cooperative
manipulation among multiple robotic arms [14], power control
in multi-cell wireless networks [15[], and models for non-
spiking of neurons [16]. Such systems are referred to in the
literature as switched systems with multiple equilibria To
study the behavior of these systems, [[15]] and [[17] established
boundedness of the state for switching signals that satisfy an
average dwell-time and a dwell-time bound, respectively. The
notion of modal dwell-time was introduced in [18]], which
provided switch-dependent dwell-time bounds, while [[19] es-
tablished boundedness of solutions via practical stability. The
dwell-time bound of [[17] was extended to discrete switched
systems in [11] and to continuous switched systems with
invariant sets in [13[]. Yet, papers that deal with multiple
equilibria/invariant sets do not study the effect of switching in
the presence of disturbances. Conversely, work that consider
switching under disturbances is restricted to systems that share
a common equilibrium. In the present paper, we address this
gap in the literature by studying discrete and continuous
switched systems with multiple equilibria under disturbances.
Our interest in switched systems with multiple equilibria
stems from their application in certain motion planning and
control problems in robotics that require switching among
different modes of behavior [20], [21f]. As a concrete ex-
ample, consider dynamically-stable legged robots, in which
the ability to switch among a collection of limit-cycle gait
primitives enriches the repertoire of robot behaviors. This
ability provides the additional flexibility needed for navigating
amidst obstacles [11], [12], realizing gait transitions [22],
[23]], adapting to external commands [24]], [25], or achieving
robustness to disturbances [26]], [27]]. In this case, each limit-
cycle gait primitive corresponds to a distinct equilibrium
point of a discrete dynamical system that arises from the
corresponding Poincaré map—or forced Poincaré map [28]]
if disturbances are present. Hence, composing gait primitives

ITo clarify terminology, “switched systems with multiple equilibria” refers
to switching among subsystems each of which exhibits a unique equilibrium
which may not coincide with the equilibrium of another subsystem.



can be formulated as a switched discrete system with multiple
equilibria, as in [[11f], [12f], [29]-[31]. The present paper
provides the theoretical tools necessary for ensuring robustness
for such systems. It is worth mentioning that these tools can be
applied to ensure robust motion planning via the composition
of multiple (distinct) equilibrium behaviors in the context of
other classes of dynamically-moving robots as well—examples
include aerial robots with fixed [32]] or flapping [33] wings,
snake robots [34]], and ballbots [35]].

This paper studies the effect of disturbances on switched
discrete and continuous systems with multiple equilibria,
where each subsystem is ISS. It is shown that if the switching
signal satisfies an average dwell-time constraint—which is
analytically computable in the case of quadratic Lyapunov
functions—then, the solutions of the switched system are
ultimately bounded within a compact set. Furthermore, the
size of this set grows monotonically with the supremum
norm of the disturbance. With respect to prior literature on
switched systems with multiple equilibria, e.g., [L1]], [[13],
[16]-[19], the results of this paper explicitly consider the effect
of disturbances on the solutions of the switched system. In
addition, they constitute a natural generalization of known
results in the common equilibrium case; indeed, when the
equilibria of the individual subsystems coalesce, ISS of the
switched system can be recovered as a simple consequence of
our main results, Theorems [T] and [2} see Corollaries [T] and

The paper is organized as follows. Section [lI| presents the
main results for continuous and discrete switched systems with
multiple equilibria. Section presents explicit expressions
for dwell-time bounds and the relevant set constructions that
will be used in the proofs of the main results; the proofs
are presented in Section Section [V] considers important
implementation aspects and presents numerical examples that
illustrate the behaviors of interest in switched discrete and
continuous systems. Section concludes the paper.

Notation

R and Z denote the real and integer numbers, and R,
Z, the non-negative reals and integers, respectively. The
Euclidean norm is denoted by || - || and Bs(z) C R™ denotes
an open-ball (Euclidean) of radius § > 0 centered at x € R"™.
Let A C R", then .%i denotes the interior while A denotes
the closure of A, respectively. The index k& € Z_ represents
discrete time. The discrete-time disturbance d : Z, — R™
is a sequence {di}rez, with dp € R™ for k € Z,.
The norm of d is ||d||c := supyez, I|ldill. Let t € Ry
represent the continuous time. The disturbance d : Ry — R™
that acts in continuous time is assumed to be a piecewise
continuous signal with norm ||d|| := sup;~q ||d(¢)||. Abusing
notation, we use d, || - ||c and D for both discrete- and
continuous-time disturbances. No ambiguity arises as it will
always be clear from context whether the signal is discrete
or continuous. Finally, a function o : Ry — R is of class
Koo if it is continuous, strictly increasing, «(0) = 0, and
limg 00 a(s) = 00, A function § : Ry x Ry — Ry is of
class KL if it is continuous, 3(-, t) is of class K for any fixed
t >0, B(s,-) is strictly decreasing, and lim;_,o 5(s,¢) = 0
for any fixed s > 0; see [36] for class K, and KL functions.

II. MAIN RESULTS

This section introduces the classes of discrete and con-
tinuous switched systems that are of interest to this work,
and provides the main theorems that establish boundedness of
solutions under disturbances for sufficiently slow switching.

A. Switched Discrete Systems
Let P be a finite index set and consider the family of
discrete-time systems

Th+1 = fp(‘rkadk)7 p eP ’ (])

where x € R"™ is the state of the system and d € R™ is
the value at time k of the discrete disturbance signal d, which
belongs to the set of bounded disturbances D := {d : Z; —
R™ | ||d||oc < oo}. It is assumed that, for each p € P, the
mapping f, : R™ x R™ — R™ is continuous in its arguments,
and that there exists a unique z;, € R" which satisfies =, =
fp(z},0). Note that the vast majority of the relevant literature
assumes that all subsystems f;, share a common equilibrium
point; here, we relax this assumption, and allow for =, # z
when p # q.

To state the main result, we will require each system in the
family to be input-to-state stable, as defined below.

Definition 1. The system f, in (1) is input-to-state stable (ISS)
if there exists a class IKCL function 8 and a class K function
a such that for any initial state vy € R™ and any bounded
input d € D, the solution xy, exists for all k > 0 and satisfies

[z = zpll < Bllzo — [l k) + a(lldllo) - ()

Let o : Z+ — P be a switching signal, mapping the discrete
time & to the index o(k) € P of the subsystem that is active
at k. This gives rise to a discrete switched system of the form

Tr+1 = fo(ky(@h, di) 3)

We are interested in establishing boundedness and ultimate
boundedness of the solutions of (3) under bounded distur-
bances, provided that the switching signal is sufficiently “slow
on average”. Definition |2| below makes this notion precise.

Definition 2. A switching signal o(k) has average dwell-time

N, > 0 if the number N,(k,k) € Z, of switches over any
discrete-time interval [k, k) N Zy where k., k € Z, satisfies

k—k

N, (k. k) < N, v

(k, k) < No + N

a

VE>2k=>=0 b

where Ny > 0 is a finite constant.

We can now state the main result of this section for discrete
switched systems.

Theorem 1. Consider the switched system (@) and assume
that for each p € P there exists a continuous function V,, :

R™ — Ry such that for all x € R™ and d € D,
ap(llz =z |)) < Vp(z) <@p(lle —apll) )
Vo(@rt1) < ApVp(zk) + ap([ld]loo) (6)



Jor any k > 0, where 0 < X\, < 1 and a,,, @, o are class
Koo functions. Assume further that
V.
lim sup o(7)
lz—=3 || =00 Vp(x)

< 00 (7N

for any p,q € P. Then, there exists N, > 0 so that for any
switching signal o satisfying the average dwell-time constraint
@) with

NozlandNaZNa ) (8)

and for any xo € R", there exists K € Z, such that the
solution {x}}rez, of @) satisfies:
(i) forall 0 < k < K,

ek — 250 | < Bllzo — 250) I £) + allldllec) (9

Sfor some € KL and o € Kooy
(ii) for all k > K,

p € M(@):=|J{z e R" | V(2) < @(d]|)} (10)

peP

where

@(lldlloc) = c+a(lldll) (11)

Sfor some ¢ > 0 and & € K.

Proving Theorem [T] is postponed until Section Explicit
expressions for the bound N, on the average dwell-time V,,
and for @ in the characterization of the set M (&) are important
in applications, and are given before proofs; see Section [[I[-B

Let us now briefly discuss some aspects of Theorem
First, note that by [37} Definition 3.2], conditions (5)-(6) imply
that V,, is an ISS-Lyapunov function for the p-th subsystem,
which by [37, Lemma 3.5], entails that f,, is ISS. Since we
are interested in switching among systems from the family
(1), condition is added to ensure that the ratio of the
Lyapunov functions corresponding to the subsystems involved
in switching is bounded. With conditions (©)-(6) and in
place, Theorem [I] states that if each system in the family
is ISS, the solution of is uniformlyﬂ bounded and
uniformly ultimately bounded within the compact set M (&)
characterized by (I0). Furthermore, (I0) indicates that the
“size” of M (@) reduces proportionally with the norm ||d|| oo of
the disturbance. Note, however, that M (w) does not collapse
to a point when the disturbance signal d vanishes; indeed, if
d=0, implies that w(0) = ¢ > 0 and the solutions of
are ultimately bounded to the zero-input compact set M(c)
that contains the equilibria x;, € M(c), Vp € P.

It should be noted that Theorem [I] does not establish ISS
for (@), since the compact set M(c) is not positively invarianﬂ
under the zero-input dynamics of (B). In fact, for suitable
switching signals satisfying the requirements of the theorem,
solutions of (3) can be found that start within M(c) and—
while evolving in the absence of the disturbance—escape from
M(c) before they return to M(c) and be trapped forever
in it; see also Remark @] for how this behavior can emerge.

2The term “uniformly” refers to uniformity over the set of switching signals
that satisfy {@) for No > 1 and N > Na, as required by (B) of Theorem
3In the terminology of [38], M (@) is not a zero-invariant set for (3).

Note also that although the estimate (9) is reminiscent of
in Definition [1] it extends only up to a finite integer K,
and it does not represent point-to-set distance from M(c) as
establishing set-ISS for (3) would require. However, when all
the subsystems in the family (I) share the same equilibrium,
then ISS can be recovered, as the following corollary shows.
Corollary |1| provides the counterpart of [8, Theorem 3.1] for
discrete switched systems.

Corollary 1. Consider @) with x;, = 0 for all p € P. Let the
assumptions of Theorem [I| hold, and further assume that

lim sup Vo(@)
lel—0 Vp(z)
for all p,q € P. Then, the system () is ISS.

< 00 (12)

While the set M (@) in Theorem [I]is not positively invariant,
one can identify a (compact) subset of initial conditions
in M(c) such that the corresponding solutions never leave
M (@). This property corresponds to the notion of practical
stability in the terminology of [19], and is important in certain
motion planning applications; e.g., see [11]], [12] for planning
motions with limit-cycle walking bipedal robots. This is made
precise by the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem|]] there exists
a non-empty compact set S C M(c) such that xo € S, d € D
imply xy, € M(@) for all k > 0.

B. Switched Continuous Systems

As in Section let P be a finite index set and consider
the family of continuous-time systems

#(t) = fp(a(t), d(?)),

where © € R™ is the state of the system and d(t) € R™ is
the value of the continuous-time disturbance signal d at time
t which belongs to the set of bounded disturbances D :=
{d: Ry = R™ | ||d||]so < 00, d piecewise continuous}. It is
assumed that, for each p € P, the vector field f, : R" xR™ —
R™ is locally Lipschitz in its arguments, and that there exists
a unique z7; € R™ with 0 = f,(«7,0). As in Section we
allow for z;, # x; when p # q.

Analogous to Section [[I-Al we will require each system in
the family (T3) to be input-to-state stable, as defined below.

Definition 3. The system f, in is ISS if there exist a class
KL function 8 and a class K function o such that for any
initial state x(0) € R™ and any bounded input d € D the
solution x(t) exists for all t > 0 and satisfies

() — || < B(ll2(0) — 23|, 1) + e(lld]lo) -

Let o : Ry — P be a switching signal mapping the time
instant ¢ to the index o(t) € P of the subsystem that is active
at t. It is assumed that o (¢) is right-continuous. The switching
signal gives rise to the continuous-time switched system

&(t) = for)(x(t),d(t)) - (15)

The solution x(t) := ¢(t, z(0),0(t),d(t)) of is a sequen-
tial concatenation of each subsystem’s solution as governed

peP, (13)

(14)



by the switching signal. Let {¢,}52; with ¢, € Ry be a
strictly monotonically increasing sequence of switching times.
Clearly, continuity of f,(z, d) and piecewise continuity of d(¢)
imply that x(¢) is continuous over (t,,t,+1), i.e. between
subsequent switches. Furthermore, for any ¢,, the subsystem
fo(t,) that is switched in and is active over [tr, tnt1) 1S
initialized by xz(t,) = lim; ~,, z(t) ensuring that z(¢) is
continuous at t,,. Hence, z(t) is continuous for all ¢ > 0.

As in the discrete-time case, the main result of this section is
stated for switching signals o with sufficiently slow switching
on average; the following definition formalizes this notion.

Definition 4. A switching signal o(t) has average dwell-time
N, > 0 if the number N, (t,t) € Z, of switches over any
interval [t,t) C Ry satisfies
t—1
N, ’

where Ny > 0 is a finite constant.

Ny (t,1) < No + Vi>t>0  (16)

We are now in a position to state the main result of this
section for continuous switched systems.

Theorem 2. Consider the switched system and assume
that for each p € ‘P there exists a continuously differentiable
Sfunction V,, : R™ — R such that for all x € R" and d € D,

ap(lle = 23[l) = Vp(z) < @p(lle -2l . AD
aV,
T (@ d) < =N V(@) + ap(lld]lc) , (18)

for any t > 0, where A\, > 0 and a,,, @y, v, are class Koo
functions. Assume further that

V(2

lim sup o(2)

lz—a3 | o0 Vp(T)

< 00 19)

for p,q € P. Then, there exists N, > 0 so that for any
switching signal o satisfying the average dwell-time constraint

with

Ny >1and N, > N, , (20)

and for any x(0) € R", there exists T € Ry such that the
solution x(t) := ¢(t,z(0),0(t),d(t)) of (13) satisfies:
(i) forall 0 <t < T,

() =25 | < BUIZ(0) — 25 )l 1) + ([l 0) 21)

for some € KL, a € Kooy
(ii) for all t > T,

() eM@):=| {z € B" | Vy(2) < 0(|ld]oe)} (22)

peEP

where
w(||dlloc) = ¢+ a(lld]|s0) -

for some ¢ > 0 and & € K.

A proof of Theorem 2] is presented in Section below, and
explicit expressions for the bound N, in (20) and for & in (22)
are provided in Section [[II-C] It is only mentioned here that
Theorem [2]is completely analogous to Theorem T} establishing
uniform boundedness by and uniform ultimate bounded-
ness in the compact set M(w) characterized by (22) of the

(23)

solutions of (T3). Theorem [2]does not establish ISS stability of
with respect to the compact set M (c), since this set is not
invariant under the zero-input dynamics of (I3)); see Example
2 in Section for an illustration of this behavior. Finally,
the following corollaries are the counterparts of Corollaries [I]
and [2] for the continuous switched system (I3). Note that
Corollary [3| particularizes Theorem [2| to [8, Theorem 3.1] for
switched systems with a common equilibrium point.

Corollary 3. Consider with xy = 0 for all p € P. Let
the assumptions of Theorem |2| hold, and further assume that

lim sup Vo(2)
Izll—0 Vp()
for all p,q € P. Then, the system is ISS.

<00 (24)

Corollary 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem ] there exists
a non-empty compact set S C M such that x(0) € S, d € D
imply x(t) € M(w) for all t > 0.

III. SET CONSTRUCTIONS AND EXPLICIT BOUNDS

This section characterizes the family of switching signals re-
quired by Theorems |1| and [2| by providing explicit expressions
for the dwell-time bound N, in (@) and (20), respectively.
Explicit expressions of @ are also given, thereby determining
the sets M (@) within which the solutions ultimately converge.
We begin with relevant set constructions motivated by [17].

A. Set Constructions

Suppose that V,, is a function satisfying (3)-(6) in the case
of discrete or (I7)-(I8) in the case of continuous switched
systems. The r-sublevel set of V), is defined as

My (k) :=={z e R" | V}(2) < K},

and the union of the sublevel sets over P is denoted as

M(r) = | My(x) . (25)
peP
Next, we define a positive constant
w(k) :=max max Vp(z) , (26)

PEP zeM(k)

which is well defined since M(k) is compact for any x >
0 and P is finite. Intuitively, the definition of w(x) by
enlarges each sublevel set M (k) so that the resulting enlarged
set M, (w(k)) includes the sets M(x) for all ¢ € P. An
illustration of this construction can be seen in Fig. [T] and the
following remark makes this intuition precise.

Remark 1. By the definition 26) of w(k), V() < w(k) for
any x € M(k) and any p € P. Thus, M(k) C Mp(w(k))
for all p € P, implying that M(k) C (,ep Mp(w(k)).

We now establish a relationship between the values V,,(x)
and V,(z) of any pair V,,,V, of ISS-Lyapunov functions at
a given point z € R™ as the system switches between the
corresponding two subsystems p,q € P, p # ¢q. Consider the
ratio V,(z)/V,(z), and let

Lp(K) = max 27

sup
q€P

ot Xty ) VP ()



Fig. 1. Tllustration of the set construction. The sublevel sets for system 1 are
in red and the sublevel sets of system 2 are in blue; the construction leads to
Mi(K) U Ma(k) € Mi(w) N Ma(w) as Remark [I] explains.

which is bounded as shown in the following arguments. Let
ay = Hmsupy, o0 Vq(2)/Vp(z) which is bounded by
(™ and (19). As a consequence of [39, Theorem 3.17] it
follows that there exists a » > 0 such that for any x with
|z — x|l > r, we have V,(z)/V,(x) < a1 + 1. Expand
7 if necessary to ensure that M(x) C B,(z;). Note that
Vy(x)/Vp(z) is continuous on R™ \ {z;} hence it is also
continuous on B, (I;)\/\jlp(li) C R™\{z,} which is compact.
Then there exists as > 0 such that Vi (z)/Vy(z) < ao
for any = € B,(z}) \ /\;lp(n). Therefore V,(z)/V,(z) <
max{a; +1,as} for all x & /\;lp(/f) ensuring the boundedness
of u,(k) in @7).

This constant provides a bound on how much the value of
the Lyapunov function can change on switching. Clearly,

Vp,g € P, Vy(x) < (k) Vpla) Vo ¢ My(k) .

To make this bound independent of p, let

(k) = rgggup(ﬁ) , (28)
which implies that
Vp,q €P, Vy(x) < u(k)V,(z) Vo ¢ My(k) . (29)

Due to the interchangeability of the indices p and g, it also
holds that V,(z) < u(k)Vy(x) as long as x ¢ ./\jlq(m).
Hence, when z ¢ /\O/lp(n) U ./\jlq(li), we can write V,(z) <
u(k)?Vy(x), from which it follows that

p(k) > 1,

since Vj, is positive definite for x ¢ ./\;lp(li) U./\jlq(li). Finally,
in the context of the switched system (3), it is worth rtoting
that (29) holds for a switching instant k,, even if z,, € M(k),
as long as xy, ¢ /\;la(kn,l)(fi). A similar statement can be
made for the continuous switched system (T3).

The aforementioned set constructions allow us to provide
explicit expressions for the average dwell-time bound N, in
(8) and (20), and for the characterization of the sets M (@) in
(I0) and @22) of Theorems [I] and 2 respectively. Although
these expressions are derived in the proofs of Section [[V]
below, we provide them here to ease their use in applications.

(30)

B. Switched Discrete Systems: Explicit Bounds

For the sake of notational convenience in (@), let A\ :=
maxpep Ap and &(||d||oo) := max,ep{a,(||d|loc)}. Then, for
any p € P we can write (6) as

Vo(hs1) < AVp(ak) + a((ldl) 31

where A € (0,1) and & are independent of p.

Let § be any constant that lies within (), 1), then it will be
shown in the proof of Theorem [I] that the lower bound on the
average dwell-time, i.e. N, in @) is

~ _ Inu(x)
* T n(a/N)

(32)

where the constant () > 1 is defined by (28). Furthermore,
the compact set M (@) in Theorem [IJii) is characterized by

No
@ 2= () () + B s ) |
from which the constant ¢ > 0 and the class-K, function &
participating in (II)) can be readily identified.

It is remarked that the constants § and x are design
parameters available for tuning the frequency of the switching
signal. The choice of § € (A, 1) provides a tradeoff between
robustness of the switched system (3) and the switching
frequency. In more detail, if § is chosen close to A, the lower
bound on the average dwell-time (32) becomes large, thus
limiting the number of switches N, (k, k) in any time interval
[k, k), as @) implies. On the other hand, if J is chosen close
to 1, the size of the compact set M (@) to which the solutions
ultimately converge increases as @ in (33) increases. As a
result, the solutions of (3)) are permitted to wander in a larger
set, indicating low robustness of @ to disturbances. Hence,
slower switching signals result in tighter trapping regions.

The effect of x is more involved. Picking smaller values of
& results in inner sublevel level sets of V), thus reducing the
size of M(x) in (25) and causing j,(k) to increase as the
supremum in (]Z[) increases. Hence, smaller values of s result
in larger values of p(x) by (28), leading to slower switching
frequencies as well as larger compact attractive sets M (@);
observe the role of u(x) in (32) and (33). On the other hand,
picking a larger x will result in smaller p(x) allowing for faster
switches, however, w(k) also increases making its effect on @
unclear; observe the ¢™w(x) term in (33).

(33)

C. Switched Continuous Systems: Explicit Bounds

To simplify notation in (I8), we define A := min,ep A, > 0
and &(]|d||«) := maxpep{p(||d]|s)}- Then, for any p € P,

ov,
Ox
where A > 0 and &(]|d||«) are independent of p.

Let ¢ be any constant in the open interval (0, \), then the
lower bound on the average dwell time N, in Theorem |2| is

fo(@,d) < =AVp(2) + a(|ld]|o) (34)

~ _ Inp(x)
Na: )
A—90

(35)



where p(k) > 1 is defined by (28).The compact set M (@)
in Theorem [2[ii), within which solutions of (I5) ultimately
become trapped corresponds to

& 1= () Now() + () N0

a(lldlloc)

from which the constant ¢ > 0 and the class-Ko
in (23) can be easily recognized.

As in the case of the discrete switched systems, the constant
d € (0,\) presents a tradeoff between the robustness of
the system and the switching frequency; setting § close to 0
increases the disturbance term in (36)) while setting ¢ close to A
increases N, in (33). Regarding the effect of &, the discussion
is identical to that in Section [I[=Bl

(36)

function &

IV. PROOFS

This section presents proofs of Theorem [I] and Theorem 2]
together with proofs of their corollaries.

A. Switched Discrete Systems

We begin by establishing an important estimate in the
following lemma that will be used in the proof of Theorem [I]

Lemma 1. Consider @ Let k € Z be the initial time and
{kn}2, kn € Z4, be a strictly monotonically increasing
sequence of switching instants with ki > k. Given £ > 0,

define (k) by @7)-@28) and let

N :=inf{n € Z; U{oo} | x1, € Mo, _1)(K)} , (37)

be the index of the first switching instant ky for which 29)
cannot be used. Assume that for each p € P, the function V),
satisfies () and (1) for some X\ € (0,1). Choose § € (), 1)
and assume that the switching signal satisfies Definition 2] for
any No > 1 and N, > N, where N, is given by (32). Then,
forany z, € R", d €D, and k < k < kn,

No

_ puNo
Vg(k)(l‘k) < MNO(Sk EVU(E)(xE) + m@(”d“oo) ,

where & is the class-Ko function in (31). In addition, for
k <k < ky the solutions of (3) satisfy

oyl < Bller — 25l & — k) + allldw)  (39)
for some B € KL and a € Ko

(38)

||$k -

The proof of the lemma can be found in Appendix [A] Now
we are ready to present the proof of Theorem [T}

Proof of Theorem|[I| The arguments of the proof refer to the
set constructions of Section MI-A] To simplify notation, the
dependence on « of w(k) in 26) and of p(x) in 28) will be
dropped. Consider an (ﬁxed) switching signal o : Z, — P
satisfying Definition [2| for any Ny > 1 and N, > Na where
N, is given by (32). Without loss of generality, assume that
the system starts at &k = 0 and let {k1, k2, ...} be the switching
times. We first prove part (ii) and then part (i) of the theorem.
For part (ii), we distinguish the following cases:

Case (a): Vy(o)(z0) < w.

If N in (37) is unbounded, 29) can be used at all switching

[=)}

times and Lemma [T] ensures that (38) holds for all k > k = 0.
Since V() (7o) < w and 0 € (A, 1), (38) implies

o
Vo) (ze) < p™ow + —

a([[dllec) =0 (40)
for all & > 0, showing that x;, € M(&) for all k& > 0 with & as
in @) When, on the other hand, NV is a finite number in Z_,
Lemma [T] ensures that the estimate @) holds over the interval
[0, k). By (B7) it is clear that xy,, € Mg(kN n(k) C M(k),
which by Remark [T] implies

Va(kN)(ka) S w . (41)

Since p > 1, the definition of w by (@0) implies that w < @, so
that by (@) we have V(4 )(2ky) < @. As a result, when N is
finite, the validity of the estimate @) can be extended over the
interval [0, kv]. Now, considering k = kyy as the initial instant,
the initial condition zy,, satisfies (1)) and the requirement for
Case (a) holds at k = ky. Hence, applying (38) of Lemma [I]
with £k = ky and propagating the same arguments as above
from ky onwards shows that V,;y(zx) < @ for all & > 0,
proving that z; never escapes from M (w). By the expression
[@0) for @, choosing ¢ := pMow and a(||d| ) := (™o /(1 —
8))é(||d||so) in (T proves part (ii) for Case (a).

Case (b) Vy(0)(w0) > w.

As in Case (a), we distinguish between two subcases based on
N defined by . When N is unbounded, Lemma |I| ensures
that (38) holds for all £ > k = 0; that is,

No

[U(k)(xk) < NNO(SkLo(O)(xO) 1,“_ 55‘(||d|‘00) . (42)
If K € Z is such that
In (V,(0y(20) /w)
K> ——“/ 7 °~ 4
- In (1/6) ’ “3)

then 6%V, () (z0) < w for all k > K, and @2) implies that
the bound @) holds for all £k > K, establishing that zj, €
M(w) for all k¥ > K. If, on the other hand, N is a finite
integer in Z., then by the definition of N in 37) we have
Ty € Myy—1)(k) C M(k). By Remark EL this condition
implies that V) (71, ) < w and the state xy,, satisfies the
conditions for Case (a). Hence, repeating the arguments of
Case (a) from ky onwards with x, as the initial condition
shows that x, € M(w) for all k > ky and with @ as defined
in (@[) Thus, choosing K = ky proves part (ii) for Case (b)
with the same choice for ¢ and & in @) as in Case (a).

For part (i), when the initial condition z satisfies Case (a),
then K = 0 and the statement is vacuously true. If, on the
other hand, x satisfies the conditions of Case (b), observe
from the arguments above that K < ky + 1. Indeed, if IV is
unbounded, ky — oo and K is given by @3) while if N is
a finite integer, K was selected equal to k. Hence, @) in
Lemma 1] holds for all £ with £k =0 < k < K, and the proof
of part (i) is completed by choosing 3, « as in Lemma[l] O

Remark 2. It is of interest to discuss the behavior of the set
M (@) in the absence of disturbances; that is, when dy, = 0 for
all k € Z.. In this case, @ = ¢ = p™N°w > w. It is clear from
the proof of Theorem [I| that if the initial conditions x satisfy



Vo) (20) < w < ¢, the solution never leaves the set M(c).
However, this does not imply that M(c) is a forward invariant
set of the O-input system. Indeed, if the initial conditions xg
belong in the set M(c) but satisfy w < V,y(w0) < ¢, the
solution may exit M(c) before it returns to it forever, as
the proof of Case (b) indicates. Example 2 in Section [V-B]
illustrates that such behavior is possible.

Proof of Corollary[I} With the additional assumptionﬂ (12),
(27) is bounded over the entire R™ without the exclusion of
an open set containing 0. Thus, 4 can be used for switches

occurring at any x € R™ and hence kx — oo in Lemma (1| so
that (39) holds for all k£ > 0. O

Proof of Corollary 2] The proof is immediate by noting that
K =0 for any z¢p € NpepM,(w) =: S due to the fact that
Case (a) in the proof of Theorem |I| holds for this set. Further
Remark [T] ensures that S # 0. O

B. Switched Continuous Systems

We begin with the following lemma, which is analogous to
Lemma [I] and will be used in the proof of Theorem 2]

Lemma 2. Consider (13). Let t € Ry be the initial time
and {t,}5% 1, tn € Ry, be a strictly monotonically increasing
sequence of switching instants with t; > t. Let x(t) be the
solution of (13) for the corresponding switching signal. Given

% > 0, define ju(r) by @N)-@28) and lef|
N :=inf{n € Zy U{oo} | a(ty) € M, (- (r)} ,  (44)

be the index of the first switching instant ty for which 29)
cannot be used. Assume that for each p € P, the function V,
satisfies and (34) for some X\ > 0. Choose § € (0, \) and
assume that the switching signal satisfies Definition 4| for any
Ny > 1 and N, > N, where N, is given by @ Then, for
any z(t) € R", d €D, and t <t < ty,

14Ny

o

Vit (@(8)) <+ Noe™ 2DV, 4 (2(0)) + Fs—ai(d]0)
(45)
where & is the class-Ko function in (34). In addition, for

t <t <ty the solutions of (13) satisfy
[2(t) — 25|l < BUlz(t) — 25w .t — 1) + allld]|<) (46)
for some € KL and o € K.

The proof for Lemma [] can be found in Appendix [B] Now
we present the proof of Theorem 2]

Proof of Theorem 2] The proof is similar to that of Theo-
rem [Il With reference to the set constructions of Section [I[=A]
we define w as in (26) and p as in (28). Consider any (fixed)
switching signal o : R, — P that satisfies Definition [ for
any Ng > 1 and N, > N, where N, is given by @) Without
loss of generality, assume that the system starts at ¢ = 0 and
let {¢1,t2, ...} be the corresponding switching times. We begin
by proving part (ii), followed by part (i).

“Essentially, (T2) ensures that Vj,(z) does not converge to O substantially
faster than Vy(x) as « — 0.
Define o(ty, ) := limg ~,, o(t).

For part (ii), we distinguish the following cases:
Case (a): Vy(0)(2(0)) < w.
First, consider the case where N in @[) is unbounded. Then,
due to the choice of the switching signal, Lemma [2 holds and
ensures that (45) holds for all ¢ >t = 0. Since V,(0)(z(0)) <
w and ¢ > 0, @) implies

1. _
Vo (2(t) < p!*ow + MHN“gOé(Hdlloo) =w, @)

for all ¢ > 0, showing that z(t) € M (@) for all ¢t > 0 with &
as in . Now, consider the case where N is a finite index
in Z. Then, Lemma [2] ensures that the bound (@7) holds over
the interval [0,¢y). By the definition of N in (4) it follows
that z(ty) € /\jlg(tm(n) C M(k); thus, Remark |1[ implies

Vg(tN)(l’(tN)) <w . (48)

Since p > 1, the definition of @ by implies that w < @ and
0 Vo(1x)(@(tn)) < @. Hence, the bound @7) holds over the
closed interval [0, ¢ty]. Furthermore, since starting at time ¢y
with initial condition z(ty) satisfies (@8), Case (a) continues
to hold, and the same arguments as above can be repeated
from ¢y onwards. As a result, V,y(2(tn)) < @ for all
t > 0, thereby proving that the solution x(t) of (T3) is trapped
in M(w). By the expression (7)) for the bound w, choosing
¢ = pNow and a(|d]w) = (0 /8)a(]|d]lc) in @3)
proves part (ii) for Case (a).

Case (b): V,(0)(x(0)) > w.

Again, we differentiate two cases based on N. If N is
unbounded, then @ holds for all ¢ > t = 0; that is,

1+No ,—5 pt o
Vo) (2(t) < ' 0™V 0y (2(0)) + a((ldlloo) -
(49)
Clearly, if T' € R satisfies
rs 00O/

then e "V, 0y (2(0)) < w for all ¢ > T, and (@9) implies that
the estimate holds for all ¢t > T'. As aresult, z(t) € M(®)
forallt > T. If N is @nite, then by the definition (]Z_ZI) of
N, we have z(ty) € Mg(t;])(li) C M(k). By Remark ,
this condition implies that V; ;) (z(tx)) < w and the same
arguments as in Case (a) can be applied from ¢ onwards.
Hence, selecting T' = t proves part (ii) for Case (b) with ¢
and & as elected in Case (a) above.

For part (i), when the initial condition x(0) satisfies Case
(a), then T = 0 and the statement is trivially true. If, on the
other hand, z(0) satisfies Case (b), then T' < ¢x and (#6) in
Lemma|2|holds for all 0 < t < T Thus, the proof of part (i) is
completed by choosing the functions 3, « as in Lemma[2] [

Proof of Corollary 3] With the additional assumption (24),
(27) holds over the entire R without the exclusion of an open
set containing 0. Thus, 1 can be used for switches occurring
at any = € R™ and hence ty — oo in Lemma [2] so that (#6)
holds for all ¢ > 0. ]

Proof of Corollary 4| The proof is immediate by noting that
T =0 for any z(0) € NpepMp(w) =: S because Case (a) in
the proof of Theorem 2] holds for this set. Further Remark [T]
ensures that S # (. O



V. IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS

This section addresses certain aspects that are of practical
interest regarding the application of Theorems |1| and

A. Analytical Bounds For Quadratic Lyapunov Functions

Given the design parameters k and §, computing the average
dwell time bound N, by (32) or (33), and the estimate
M(@) of the compact set within which solutions are ultimately
bounded by or requires the computation of x(rx) and
w(k), which can be challenging. This fact has been pointed
in [17]], where the authors highlighted the need for efficient
tools for computing (k) and w(k) as numerical computations
based on discretizing the state-space become impractical as the
dimension of the system grows. However, in the case where
quadratic functions V,, are used, analytical bounds for (k)
and w(k) can be found, as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 1. Let V,(z) = (z — 23)TS,(z — a3) for all
p € P be a family of positive definite quadratic functions and
Amin(Sp) be the minimum and Amax(Sp) be the maximum

eigenvalues of Sy, respectively. Given k > 0, define w(k) by
(26) and (k) by @8). Then, the following hold

2
w(r) < max (Amax(sp)( pwmraks llw;i—mZH) > (50)

AITl'd)( S >\max S * * 2
M@Smw< (50) (14 o 2mele) o g

p,q€P Amin(Sp)
(1)

Proof. Since the functions V), are quadratic, for all x € R"

Amin (Sp) |2 = 23[1* < Vp(2) < Amax(Sp)llz — 2] . (52)
We will first show (30). From (23), (26) and since P is a
finite set, it follows that

w(k) :=max max V,(zr) = max max V,(z). (53)

pEP zeM(K) P,qEP zEMy(k)

Consider max, a4, (x) Vp(2). For any z € M,(k), we have

Vo () < Amax(Sp) |l — 3 1?

* * * ) 2
S )\max(Sp)(”w - xq” + ||$q - x;DH)

2
K

< )\max(sp)< m + ||$C; o .%‘;H) ’ (56)
where follows from the second inequality of (52), which
further leads to (53) by the use of triangle inequality. Finally,
(56) follows from noting that for any = € M,(x), the first in-
equality of (52) provides the bound ||z—x} || < \/#/Amin(Sy),
which, on using in (53), gives (56). As (56) holds for any
r € Mgy(k), we have shown that max,¢ v, () V() satisfies
the bound in (56), which by gives (50).

To show (51)), from 27), 28) and the finite P we have

(54)
(55)

(57)

Vy(2)/Vy(x). For any & & M,(k),

Consider SUP__ & (%)

Vo) D5 5
58
V@) = D Sz — 7 o9
AInax(‘qu) ||Jf -z ||
: 59
< (1 ||w—x*|\) &)

where (58) follows from (52), and @]) follows from the
triangle inequality. For « ¢ M (k), Vp(x) > x which by the
second inequality of (32) gives |z — xp|| > /E/Amax(Sp).

Using this in (39) followed by gives (31). O

Note that if a,(-) and @,(-) in Theorems |I| and [2| are
available for all p € P, then, following steps similar to those
in the proof of Proposition [I} analytical bounds for w(x) can
be obtained for these non-quadratic Lyapunov functions as
well; however, we cannot obtain a general analytical bound
for u(k). Note that the bound (30) for w(x) has also been
obtained in [16].

B. Numerical Examples

Example 1. Consider the family of linear discrete-time systems

Tpt1 = Apxp + Bpdi + Cp, peP={1,2,3} , (60)

where z;, € R* is the state and d;, € R is the disturbance.
For each p the eigenvalues of A, € R*** are within the
unit disc, and B, ¢ R4, Cp € R* are constant matrices;
provided in Appendix [C} The fixed points for the individual
subsystems are z; = (0.5,0,0,0), 5 = (-0.5,0,0,0), and
x% =(0,0.5,0,0).

From [37, Example 3.4] it is known that the Lyapunov
function of an exponentially stable linear discrete-time system
is also an ISS-Lyapunov function; hence, the quadratic ISS-
Lyapunov functions can be found by solving the discrete
Lyapunov equation on the O-disturbance system. Using the
analytical expressions in [37, Example 3.4], we compute
A = 0.68 in (3I). Using Proposition [I] with k = 10 gives
(k) < 2.57 and w(k) < 25.2; it is remarked that since the
state is in R?, estimating y(x) and w(x) without Proposition 1]
would be computationally intensive. With 6 = 0.84 we
compute the lower bound on the average dwell time (32) as
N, > 4.47. In Fig. 2(a)l we provide the evolution of this
switched system with initial state zo = (5,10,—7.5,5) and a
switching signal that satisfies @) with Ny = 2 and N, = 4.47.
The disturbance in this example satisfies ||d||oc = 10 and is
generated by sampling a uniform distribution on [—10, 10].
The red line in Fig. 2(a)| is the computation of the level of
the trapping compact set M (@) with @ as in (33). Note that
Vo (k) (1) is eventually trapped below it.

Example 2. This example shows that the ultimately trapping
set for zero disturbance M (c) is not invariant. Consider the
family of continuous linear switched systems

peP={1,2},

where z € R?, and 4, € R?*2?, C, € R? are constant
matrices provided in Appendix |C| For each p € {1,2}, A4, is
Hurwitz. The equilibria for the members of the family (61)) are

&= Apz+Cp, (61)
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Fig. 2. (a) Evolution of V(1) (z1) (blue circles) over k for switching among the members of the family while satisfying Theorem (b) State trajectory
evolving under d(t) = 0 that escapes M (c) before eventually getting trapped in it despite satisfying Theorem

x} = (1,0) and 23 = (—1,0). A quadratic Lyapunov function
for each subsystem is computed using the continuous Lya-
punov equation. Choosing x = 1 and invoking Proposition
we compute 1(x) < 31.88 and w(x) < 29.89. With A = 0.5 in
(34) and choosing § = 0.1, we can compute N, = 8.65. From
@]), we have ¢ = ;LHN%J in Theorem |2 for any Ny > 1.
Choosing Ny = 1, we get ¢ = 3.064 x 10%. The set M(c) is
plotted in Fig. as the union of the red and blue ellipses.
A solution starting from z(0) = (224,21) evolves under the
influence of the subsystem p = 2 whose sublevel set is blue.
Since we do not switch during the simulation we trivially
satisfy the average dwell time constraint with Ny = 1 and
N, > N,, hence we satisfy Theorem |2 with zero disturbance.
Note that 2:(0) marked by the circle in the plot lies within
M(c), still the black state trajectory escapes the set M(c)
before eventually getting trapped in it, demonstrating that the
set is not invariant.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we proposed a framework within which
we can rigorously analyze the robustness under exogenous
disturbances of continuous and discrete switched systems with
multiple equilibria. It was shown that, if an average dwell-time
constraint is satisfied by the switching signals, the solutions
of the switched system are uniformly bounded and uniformly
ultimately bounded in an explicitly characterizable compact
set. Furthermore, the lower bound on the average dwell-time is
analytically computable if the ISS-Lyapunov functions of the
individual subsystems are quadratic. Although, our motivation
for studying this class of systems arises from switching among
motion primitives for robots under exogenous disturbances, the
results of this paper are relevant to a much broader class of
applications in which switching occurs among systems that do
not share the same equilibrium point.

APPENDIX A

Proof of Lemma [I| The statement of Lemma [I] holds for an
arbitrary initial time k; to avoid cumbersome expressions, we
prove the result for £ = 0 noting that the same proof carries
to the case of an arbitrary k by replacing k with k — k in the
expressions. We consider switching signals ¢ : Z, — P that

satisfy Definition [2f for Ny > 1 and N, > N,, where N,
is given by (32). Let {k1, k2, ...} be a sequence of switching
times for such signal. For notational compactness, define

b—a—1_45  1—pb—c
o - S
a .

ifb>a

0 ifb=a

where a,b € Z,, b > a, and 0 < r < 1. Further, we denote
Ny (k,0) by N, unless a different time window is specified.

Using (BI) over the interval 0 < k < k; until the first
switching occurs, results in

Vot (1) < MV, (20) + GE(N)a(||d]|so) - (62)
Now, since 1 > 1 by (30) and A < 4, (62) results in
No
Vo (@) < pN05FV, 0 (o) + l'ui_éd(HdHoo) ;o (03)

where we have used Gf(\) < GE(6) < %5. Hence, (38)
holds for all 0 < k& < ki, completing the proof if N = 1.
Next, if N # 1 so that xp, ¢ Mgp,—1), We can
apply to relate the values at the switching state xy,
of the Lyapunov functions of the presently active system
o(k1) and of the formerly active system o(k; — 1) = o(0).
Hence, using (62) first to obtain the bound Vjx, —1)(xk,) <
MV 0 (20)+GE (A\)é(||d|| o), We can then apply to ob-
tain Vo) (242) < uX* Vo) (0) + pGE (Va(ld] ). This
is used in to write the following bound for k1 < k < ko,

V(i @r) < X Voo (@o)+ (GE, ) +uA* M GE () ) allldl] o).

Inductively repeating this process for N, switches with 1 <
N, < N we have the following bound for ky_, <k < kn_ 41,

Vo (@) < o NV 0y (20) (64)
N,—1

+ (Gk W+ > uN”W“’“-7‘“GZ§S“<A>)@<|d||OO> ,
7=0

where k; = 0 for j = 0. We treat the state- and disturbance-
dependent terms in the upper bound of (64) separately. For
the state-dependent term, recall that ;1 > 1 by (30) and use
followed by N, > N, where N, satisfies to get,

1NNV 0y (o) < 10 (AN RV, 0y (o)

< N6 Vo) (o) (65)



To proceed with the disturbance-dependent term, first note that
Ny —j = Ng(k,kjy1). Hence, using @) on Ny (k,kji1)
followed by N, > N, with N, given by (32) results in

MNa*j < MNo‘u(k*kjﬂ)ln(5/>\)/1n(u)

< p (o (66)
Using (66) in the summation in (64) gives
N, —1 ‘ N, —1
Z )\k*kjﬂuNaﬂG:;H()\) < MNO Z 5k*kj+1G’;;+1()\)
j=0 §=0
Nog—1 X
N k—k; i+1
<pt 3 ShGE o)
j=0
(67)

where the last 1nequahty follows from the fact that A < 4,
hence G}, Ky \) <Gy R (&) with equality holding in the case
when kj+1 =k; +1. It can be easily verified that

6k—kj+1G:;+l(é‘) _ 6k—kj+1 =+ 5k—kj+1+1 4o +5k—kj—1

which, on summing from j = 0 to j = N, —1 and after some
algebraic manipulation, results in

Z 5,’@ k3+1G J+1

k—ki—1

257+253

j=k—k;1 j=k—ko

k—kn,—1—1 k—1
>80 (68)

+
Z j=k—kn,

j=k—Ng
Using (68) in gives

51 =

No—1 k—1
k—kji1, No—j kit N j
Do AR NG () <pf o N8 (69)
j=0 i=h—kn,
Additionally, as u > 1 by (30) and X < 6,
k—kn, —1
Ghy, (V) <p™oGE, (0)=pN > & . (70
=0

Thus, using (69) and (70) on the disturbance dependent term
of the upper bound in (64) gives

Ny—1

o i ks ~
3 AN JGk;“(A))a(dlloo)
j=0

<G’,§NU (\) +

No

k—1
<p Y da(ldl) < S—alld]oo) - )
7=0

Hence, upper bounding (64) with (63) and gives (38)
for ky, < k < kn,41 for any 1 < N, < N, ie., for all
k1 < k < k. Further, by (63), (38) holds for 0 < k < k.
Hence, (38) holds for all 0 < k < ky.

Now we turn our attention to (39). Using () in (38),
o) < N 670, 0y ([0 — z50)ll)
No

po
+ (o)

Qc(k)(ka -

(72)

As g;(lk) € Ko is monotonically increasing, by (72)

o

_ No ck—
< ag iy (“ ?6" 0y (0) ([0 —

1 (2uo
< il (278" a0 20 — a0 D) + sy (25

llzk —

pho
shol) + 5a(d)))

a(lal-))

(73)

where the last inequality follows by [40, Lemma 14] with
e = 1. Observe that the first term in (73) is in class KL while
the second is in class K. Let s € R and define 5 € KL as

— —1 (g, No sk~
B(s, k) = max a, (2u™N08*a,(s)) - (74)
Further define o € K as
QMNO R
a(s) : —I;lea%(gp (1 _5a(s)> . (75)
Using (74) and (73) in ([73) gives (39). O

APPENDIX B

Proof of Lemma 2} We only provide a sketch due to the
similarity with the proof of Lemma [I] The bound (@3] follows
from the observation that for any sw1tch1ng instant between
t <t < ty, we have x(t,) ¢ ./\/l -y (x), permitting the
use of p for this interval. Thus, we can use similar arguments
as in the proof of [8, Theorem 3.1] to obtain @ With the
availability of @3]), we can follow steps identical to the proof
of (39) to obtain (#6). The only difference is in the class L
and class K, functions involved in the estimates. L]

APPENDIX C
We provide the system (60) of Example 1 of Section [V-B]

[0.5233  —0.0041 —0.0609 —0.0081]

A _ |700041 04762 —0.0526 —0.0476
"7 |-0.0609 —0.0526 0.4957 —0.1052|

|—0.0081 —0.0476 —0.1052  0.4048 |

[0.3133  —0.0324 0.0062  0.0082 ]

A, _ | 700324 03787 —0.0150 —0.0200
7| 00062 —0.0150 03029  0.0038 |

| 0.0082 —0.0200 0.0038  0.3051 |

[0.4100  0.0003  0.0278  —0.0360]

A | 00003 03944 00001 —0.0224
®7 | 00278 00001 03629 —0.0167|

|-0.0360 —0.0224 —0.0167  0.3827 |

Bi=By=B;=[01 01 01 01]" ,

01:[0.2383 0.0020 0.0304 0.0041]T,

Cy = [-0.3433 —0.0162 0.0031 0.0041]" |

03:[—0.0001 0.3028 —0.0001 ().()112]T

We provide the system (61) of Example 2 of Section [V-B}

U ISR I BV £ T I
L S TR et DU e T R | e S To Y
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