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Abstract

The sequential compactness afforded hybrid systems under mild regularity constraints guarantee outer/upper semicontinuous
dependence of solutions on initial conditions and perturbations. For reachable sets of hybrid systems, this property leads to
upper semicontinuous dependence with respect to initial conditions, time, and perturbations. Motivated by these results, we
define a counterpart to sequential compactness and show that it leads to lower semicontinuous dependence of solutions on
initial conditions and perturbations. In the sequel, it is shown that under appropriate assumptions, reachable sets of systems
possessing this novel property depend lower semicontinuously on initial conditions, time, and perturbations. When those
assumptions fail, continuous approximations of reachable sets turn out to be still possible. Necessary and sufficient conditions
for the introduced property are given by a combination of geometric constraints, regularity assumptions, and tangentiality
conditions. Further applications to simulations and optimal control of hybrid systems are discussed.
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1 Introduction

The regularity of the map from initial conditions to solu-
tions plays a key role in determining the structural prop-
erties of a dynamical system. As established in several
textbooks on nonlinear continuous-time systems mod-
eled as differential equations (e.g., [26]), this map is
continuous (i.e., solutions depend continuously on ini-
tial conditions) when the right-hand side of the differ-
ential equation is locally Lipschitz. Unfortunately, when
the systems under consideration have constraints and /or
set-valued dynamics, the problem becomes more chal-
lenging, and continuous dependence might be too much
to ask. The challenges associated with constraints and
set-valued dynamics are amplified for hybrid dynami-
cal systems, since solutions from nearby initial condi-
tions can have drastically different behavior due to the
interaction between continuous and discrete dynamics.
Nevertheless, in the last decade, it has been shown that
semicontinuous dependence (in the upper sense) on ini-
tial conditions is enough to confer the set of solutions
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of a hybrid system with good enough structural prop-
erties to generate the following key results [24]: 1) the
basin of attraction of asymptotically stable compact sets
are open; ii) asymptotic stability can be certified using
a weak Lyapunov function via the invariance principle;
and iii) asymptotic stability of a compact set is uniform.

Vaguely speaking, upper semicontinuous dependence on
initial conditions is the property that given a nominal
initial condition and a solution with perturbed initial
condition, there exists a solution from the nominal ini-
tial condition that is close to the perturbed solution over
a compact time horizon (in an appropriate sense). Gen-
eralizing this property to account for perturbations to
the dynamics has enabled further results showcasing ro-
bustness of asymptotic stability and existence of smooth
Lyapunov functions, thereby laying the foundations of a
general modeling framework for hybrid systems (called
hybrid inclusions) that stands out on its emphasis on a
robust stability theory [22]. For hybrid inclusions, up-
per semicontinuous dependence is guaranteed when the
set of solutions is sequentially compact; that is, the limit
of a convergent sequence of solutions is also a solution.
Importantly, as shown originally in [23], sequential com-
pactness is implied when the data defining the system
certifies mild regularity assumptions called the hybrid



basic conditions; see [24, Ch. 6]. Among the many prop-
erties afforded hybrid systems satisfying the hybrid ba-
sic conditions is robustness to a large class of pertur-
bations, which has been shown to include singular per-
turbations [36] and temporal perturbations such as de-
lays [4]. Importantly, the robustuness properties inherited
from the hybrid basic conditions has been put to use in
diverse application areas such as robot locomotion [27],
power systems [37], event-triggered control and vehicle
platooning [16], network control [25], and desynchroniza-
tion [19], among many others. Despite these very promis-
ing developments, conditions guaranteeing continuous
dependence on initial conditions and perturbations have
remained elusive, with the notable exceptions of [12],
where a hybrid Filippov-Wazewski relaxation theorem
is developed, and [TTIT528/14], where continuous depen-
dence has been studied for hybrid automata without
state perturbations, with the results often assuming the
guards/domains to be differentiable manifolds and re-
quiring open sets (we do not assume the sets defining a
hybrid inclusion to be smooth). In this paper, we address
this issue, with the following specific contributions.

1) We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for the
solutions of hybrid systems to depend lower semi-
continuously on initial conditions and perturbations;
i.e., given a nominal solution and a perturbation of
the initial condition and the dynamics, there exists a
solution of the perturbed system from the perturbed
initial condition close to the nominal solution.

2) The necessary and sufficient conditions requiring par-
tial knowledge of the solutions, we show how results
from viability theory, which depend solely on the data
of the system, can be utilized to check that the nec-
essary and sufficient conditions hold.

3) For hybrid systems whose solutions depend upper
and lower semicontinuously on initial conditions and
perturbations, we show that their reachable sets de-
pend continuously on initial conditions, perturba-
tions, and time under appropriate assumptions, and
how they can be continuously approximated even
when those assumptions fail.

The technical developments here are made possible
through a natural counterpart of the aforementioned se-
quential compactness property, introduced in an earlier
version of this work [5]. In plain words, the introduced
property guarantees the existence of a sequence of so-
lutions convergent to any given nominal solution. In
Section [3] of this article, we expand on this property by
generalizing it to account for perturbations, and show
that solutions of systems possessing this property de-
pend lower semicontinuously on initial conditions and
perturbations. To guarantee the existence of a sequence
of (perturbed) solutions convergent to a given nomi-
nal one, sufficient (and necessary) conditions are given
in Section {4} which have not appeared in [5]. As men-
tioned, these require partial knowledge of solutions, in
particular, those of the underlying continuous-time sys-

tem. However, the viability arguments we put forth in
Section [p, which depend only on the data of the hybrid
system, ensure that the sufficient conditions hold.

As noted above, an important application of the devel-
oped theory concerns reachable sets of hybrid systems,
in particular, their continuous dependence on initial con-
ditions, perturbations, and time. For reachable sets, al-
though there has been significant interest on the develop-
ment of computational algorithms (e.g. [SOJII21]), con-
tinuity properties have not attracted much attention in
the literature, even for differential inclusionsEWe show
in Section [f] that while there are unique challenges asso-
ciated with the hybrid setting and even for differential
inclusions with constraints, upper/lower semicontinuous
dependance of solutions on initial conditions and pertur-
bations can be used to continuously approximate reach-
able sets. Unlike the initial results in [5], the continuous
approximation results here do not assume any knowl-
edge of solutions, while allowing state perturbations.

The significance of our results are underlined by their
connections to a) continuous approximations of solutions
and reachable sets via discretization, and b) regularity
properties of value functions and optimal controls, espe-
cially those arising in model predictive control [2]. Ex-
isting hybrid systems discretization/simulation frame-
works guarantee that simulated solutions are not too far
off from true solutions by virtue of upper semicontinu-
ous dependence on initial conditions and state pertur-
bations, thereby practically preserving asymptotic sta-
bility. However, they do not guarantee that simulated
solutions faithfully reproduce all solutions, and as such,
cannot reliably verify safety/invariance properties and
accurately compute optimal controls. The results of this
work set the foundation for these missing links, and will
enable a consistent theory of discretization for hybrid
systems guaranteeing that true solutions can be recov-
ered as the discretization step size is decreased, in the
spirit of [38], where the finite-time reachable set of a Lip-
schitz differential inclusion is given by an exponential
formula corresponding to the forward Euler method; see
also [I8] for a more general discussionE One particular
avenue where such a theory would be particularly useful

1 To the best of our knowledge, attention has been restricted
mostly to showing upper semicontinuity with respect to the
initial conditions, e.g. Theorem 1 in Section 2 of [§, Ch. 2]
or [7, Proposition 3.5.5]. Corollary 5.3.3 in [7] and Corol-
lary 10.4.2 in [9] establish Lipschitz continuity in the case of
Lipschitz inclusions whose solutions do not reach the bound-
ary of the domain of the flow map. We extend these to the
more general hybrid case and show continuity with respect
to initial conditions, time and perturbations. Lower semi-
continuity results have been stated for differential inclusions
without constraints in [32[17].

2 Another related result by Frankowska [7, Theorem 3.5.6],
which has appeared previously as [20, Corollary 2.6], estab-
lishes the right-hand side of the differential inclusion as the
infinitesimal generator of the reachable set mapping.



is model predictive control [2], where quantifiable con-
nections between abstract formulations and their com-
putationally tractable counterparts [31] can be made.

We highlight that the results derived in this article en-
compass constrained differential inclusions as a special
case, for which results are limited and have mostly con-
sidered solutions that live in an open set [87]. Moreover,
due to our inherent assumption of set-valued dynamics,
the developed tools are applicable to systems with in-
puts recast as autonomous hybrid inclusions, by virtue
of Filippov’s lemma (e.g. [13, Corollary 23.4]). With re-
spect to [12], the results here have a generally different
flavor. Aside from our consideration of perturbations,
the metric we use to quantify closeness between solu-
tions is consistent with [24], and the viability conditions
we employ are more general than those in [12], with the
exception of convexity of the flow map (as that work
pertains to a relaxation theorem, although some of the
viability conditions therein also assume convexity); e.g.
compare |(V4)|in Theorem [28| with condition (4) in [I2]
Assumption 4.3]. The sufficient (and necessary) condi-
tions in Section[d]can also be interpreted to be more gen-
eral then the relaxation conditions in [12]; for example,
the semicontinuity conditions on the discrete dynamics
are less demanding.

Our work has some similarities to that of [I5] on semi-
computability of solutions on hybrid automata, which
relies on notions of upper and lower semi-continuity of
hybrid automata. Aside from the choice of modeling
framework, some of the differences with this work can
be summarized as follows: a) we parametrize reachable
sets by initial condition, ordinary time, and the num-
ber of jumps (and at times, perturbations); b) though
motivated by a theory of computation, we focus on
(semi)continuity properties of solutions and reachable
sets, which at times lead to stronger results than those
achievable for computability; for instance, in contrast
with the results of [I5] that show that solutions are
generally not upper and lower semi-computable at the
same time, we prove in Proposition [§ that a hybrid sys-
tem can be both nominally inner and outer well-posed,
notions similar to lower/upper semicontinuity in [I5]; c)
the notions of well-posedness of hybrid systems in our
paper, which resemble the notions of semicontinuity of
hybrid automata in [I5], are not stated directly in terms
of regularity conditions; rather, we provide regularity
conditions that are sufficient for such well posedness. We
would also like to note that while some of the challenges
associated with discontinuities discussed in [I5] have
also been identified in our work, we provide a concrete
way of continuously approximating reachable sets even
at the points of discontinuities using class-IC estimates.

2 Preliminaries

We use R to denote real numbers, R>( nonnegative reals,
and N nonnegative integers. The 2-norm is denoted |.|.
For a given pair of sets Sp,S52, S1 C S9 indicates Sp
is a subset of S3, not necessarily proper. Let A C R"
be nonempty. The distance of a vector x € R"™ to the
set Ais |z| 4 := infse 4 |2 — al. The closed unit ball in R™
centered at the origin is denoted B, and A + rB is the
set of all x such that |x — a|] < r for some a € A.
The closure, interior, and boundary of a set S C R”
are denoted clS, int S, and 0S. The domain of a set-
valued mapping M : S = R™, denoted dom M, is the
set of all x € S such that M (z) is nonempty. Given a
set S C S, M|ss denotes the restriction of M to S". A
continuous function a : R>g — Rx>¢ is a class-K func-
tion if it is strictly increasing and «(0) = 0.

2.1 Hybrid Inclusions and Hybrid Arcs

We consider hybrid systems in the form
z€eF(x) zel 1)
zt €G(x) zeD,

where the flow map F : R™ = R™ defines the continuous-
time evolution (flows) of the state € R™ on the flow
set C CdomF; and the jump map G :R" = R" de-
fines the discrete transitions (jumps) of = on the jump
set D C dom G [24]. To refer to the hybrid system in
and define its data (C, F, D, G), at times, we use the no-
tation H = (C, F, D, G). A special case of (1| is when D
is empty, which corresponds to a constrained continuous-
time system, denoted compactly as (C, F).

Solutions of the hybrid system A belong to a class of
functions called hybrid arcs and are parametrized by hy-
brid time (¢, j), where ¢t € R>( denotes the ordinary time
and j € N denotes the number of jumps. A function x
mapping a subset of R>g x N to R™ is a hybrid arc if 1)
its domain, denoted dom x, is a hybrid time domain, and
2) it is locally absolutely continuous on each connected
component of domz. Formally, a set £ C R>p x N is
a hybrid time domain if for every (T, J) € E, there ex-
ists a nondecreasing sequence {t; };]iol with ty = 0 such
that EN([0,T] x {0,1,...,J}) = U/, (t;, tj41] x {j}),
which implies ¢t;41 = T. Equivalently, E is a (possi-
bly finite) disjoint union of intervals [so, s1], [$1, S2], - - - ,
where 0 = so < s; < ..., with the last interval (if it
exists) possibly open to the right and/or unbounded. A
hybrid arc  with 2(0,0) € cl(C)U D is a solution of the
hybrid system H if the following hold:

e for every j > 0 with nonempty I’ := {t : (t,j) €
domaz}, z(t,j) € C for all t € int I7 and &(t,j) €
F(x(t, 7)) for almost all t € I7;



e for all (¢,5) € dom such that (t,j + 1) € domz,
x(t,j) € D and z(t,j + 1) € G(x(¢,5))-

In the case of a continuous-time system (C, F'), for sim-
plicity, we omit the jump index j and parametrize the
solutions only by ordinary time t.

A hybrid arc x is called 1) trivial if its domain is a sin-
gleton and nontrivial otherwise; 2) complete if its do-
main is unbounded; and 3) continuous if it is nontrivial
and its domain is connected (i.e., domx C Rx¢ x {0}).
It is called bounded if its range is bounded. It is said
to escape to infinity at hybrid time (T, J) (or have fi-
nite escape time) if x(t,J) tends to infinity as ¢t tends
to T from the left. If the domain of x is compact, we say
that (T,J) € domx is the terminal (hybrid) time of =
ift <T and j < J forall (t,j) € domz. Similarly, T is
referred to as the terminal ordinary time of x. A hybrid
arc x with terminal time (7', J) is said to terminate on
a set S if (T, J) € S. The same terminology is used for
hybrid arcs that are solutions of the hybrid system H;
e.g., a solution x of H is bounded if its range is bounded.

A solution z of the hybrid system H is mazimal if it can-
not be extended to another solution. The notation Sy (.5)
refers to the set of all maximal solutions x of H orig-
inating from S (i.e. x(0,0) € S for every z € Sy(9)),
and Sy := S (R™). If every z € Sy (5) is bounded or
complete, we say that H is pre-forward complete from S.
We say that ¢ is a jump time of x if there exists j such
that (¢,7), (t,j+1) € dom . The (nontrivial) solution x
is said to begin with a flow if [0,¢] x {0} C domz for
some £ > 0. It is said to begin with a jump if (0,1) €
dom z. For the hybrid system H = (C, F, D, G), flows
are said to be possible at xg if there exists a solution x
of H originating from z( that begins with a flow. The
set of points where flows are possible is the set

C = {z¢ : Jz € Sy (x0),e > 0 s.t. (¢,0) € domz}.

(2)

We use z interchangeably to denote both the state of H
(or points in R™) and solutions of H, and explicitly spec-
ify what it refers to when necessary.

2.2 Set-Valued Analysis Background

Let S € R", z € clS, and consider a set-valued map-
ping M : S = R™. The inner limit of M as z’ tends
to x, denoted liminf, _,, M(z'), is the set of all y such
that for any sequence {z;}$2, € S convergent to x, there
exist ¢+ > 0 and a sequence {y; }$2, convergent to y such
that y; € M(x;) for all ¢ > 4. The outer limit of M
as 2’ tends to z, denoted limsup,,_,, M(z'), is the set
of all y for which there exists a sequence {x;}5°, € S
convergent to z and a sequence {y; 2o convergent to y
such that y; € M (x;) for all ¢ > 0. When the inner and
outer limits (as «’ tends to z) are equal, the limit of M

as ' tends to z, denoted lim,/_,, M (2'), is defined to be
equal to them. Limits of sequences of sets are defined in
the same manner. Let X C S and z € cl X. Then, the
mapping M is said to be inner semicontinuous (respec-
tively, outer semicontinuous) at x relative to X if the
inner (respectively, outer) limit of M|x as 2’ tends to x
contains (respectively, is contained in) M (x)EIt is said
to be continuous at x relative to X if it is both inner and
outer semicontinuous at x relative to X. In addition, M
is locally bounded at x € X relative to X if there ex-
ists € > 0 such that the set M ((x +eB)N X) is bounded.
If these properties hold for all z € X, we drop the qual-
ifier “at 7, and if X = 5, we drop the qualifier “rela-
tive to X”. Also, the mapping M is Lipschitz on X if it
has nonempty values on X and there exists L > 0 such
that M (x) C M(2') + L|z — «'|B for every z,2’ € X.

The definitions of set convergence, semicontinuity, and
local boundedness here follow [35, Definitions 4.1, 5.4,
and 5.14]. For locally bounded set-valued maps with
closed values, outer semicontinuity is also equivalent to
the property commonly known as upper semicontinu-
ity [9] Definition 1.4.1], see [24], Lemma 5.15]. Inner semi-
continuity coincides with the property commonly known
as lower semicontinuity [9, Definition 1.4.2].

2.8 Graphical Convergence and Outer Well-Posedness

Let {z;}2, be a sequence of hybrid arcs. The se-
quence {x;}2, is locally eventually bounded if for
any 7 > 0, there exist + > 0 and a compact set K such
that z;(t,j) € K for every ¢ > and (¢,j) € domua;
with t + j < 7. It is said to converge graphically to a
mapping M : R>o x N = R" if the set limit of the
sequence {gphz;}°, equals gph M, where gph denotes
the graph of a set-valued mapping. The mapping M
is the graphical limit of {z;}$2,, and has closed graph
since the set limit is always closed. See [24, Chap-
ter 5] for details. A related concept that allows one to
quantify closeness in the hybrid setting is called (7, ¢)-
closeness [24] Definition 5.23].

Definition 1 Given T > 0 and e > 0, two hybrid arcs x
and x' are said to be (1, ¢)-close if

o for every (t,j) € domax satisfying t + j < T, there
exists (t',7) € doma’ such that [t—t'| < € and |z (¢, j)—
a'(t' )| <e;

o for every (t',7') € doma’ satisfying t' + j' < T,
there exists (t,j') € domx such that |[t' —t| < € and
‘x/(t,mj/) - I(t,j/)| <Ee.

The graphical limit z of a locally eventually bounded and
graphically convergent sequence of hybrid arcs {z;}72,

3 Alternatively, in a more general context, these properties
can be stated using hyperspace topologies [10].



is defined on a hybrid time domain. In fact, dom x is pre-
cisely the set limit of the corresponding sequence of hy-
brid time domains. If x is single valued on dom z, then
for each j7 > 0, the value of z at the beginning and end
of the interval IV := {t : (t,j) € domz} is given by the
limit of corresponding points of the sequence {z;}2,, as
shown below. The proof follows easily from [24] Theo-
rem 5.25] and is not included.

Lemma 2 (Convergence of Jumps) Let {z;}2, be
a locally eventually bounded sequence of hybrid arcs
with closed domains. Suppose that the sequence graph-

ically converges to a hybrid arc x, and let t; := min I’/
and t§+1 i= sup Iij for every i,j > 0 such that the
interval I} := {t : 3(t,j) € domu;} is nonempty.

Given j > 0, let I’ := {t : 3(t,j) € domz}. Then, the
following hold.

o The interval I’ is nonempty if and only if there ex-
ists 1+ > 0 such that t;- s defined for all i > @+ and

the sequence {t; 2, s bounded. Moreover, if there ex-
ists such 1, the sequence {(t;,xl(tz,j)) o0, converges
to (t;,x(t;,7)), wheret; := min 7.

o The interval I’ is nonempty and bounded if and only if
there exists 1 > 0 such that t3‘+1 1s defined for alli > 1

and the sequence {t:,,}:°, is bounded. Moreover, if

there exists such 1, the sequence {(t%, 1, xi(t%, §))}52,

converges to (tjy1,x(tj41,7)), where tjyq = max 7.

In [24], nominally well-posed hybrid systems are defined
to have a graphical convergence property that can be
interpreted as outer semicontinuous dependence of so-
lutions on initial conditions: for a nominally well-posed
system H, the graphical limit « of a locally eventually
bounded graphically convergent sequence {z;}3°, of so-
lutions is itself a solution, with (0, 0) = lim;_,, z;(0, 0).
For this reason, given a set S, in this article, hybrid
systems possessing the property outlined in [24, Defi-
nition 6.2] for sequences of solutions whose initial con-
ditions converge to a point in S are said to be nomi-
nally outer well-posed on S. The definition is recalled in
Appendix [C] for completeness. Hybrid systems possess-
ing a similar property in the presence of vanishing state
perturbations (c.f. [24, Definition 6.29]) are said to be
outer well-posed on Sﬂsee Deﬁnitionin Appendix
which relies on Definition [3|below. The change in termi-
nology is to accommodate the counterpart of these def-
initions guaranteeing inner semicontinuous dependence
of solutions on initial conditions (and perturbations).

4 For the various notions of well-posedness in the paper, for
simplicity, we omit the qualifier “on S” when S = R". Also,
we say “at zo” instead of “on S” if S = {x¢} for some zg.
Note this and the various notions throughout the paper apply
to continuous-time systems when the jump set is empty and
to discrete-time systems when the flow set is empty.

By definition, every outer well-posed hybrid system is
nominally outer well-posed. Outer well-posedness, being
a property motivated by robustness, admits a fairly gen-
eral class of perturbations called p-perturbations (|24,
Definition 6.27]), recalled below.

Definition 3 (p-Perturbation) Given a hybrid sys-
tem H = (C,F,D,G) and a function p : R™ — Rxg,
the p-perturbation of H is the hybrid system HP with
data (CP, FP,DP,GP), where C? = {z : (x + p(x)B) N
C#@2}, D ={z:(x+p)B)ND +# 2}, and

F?(x) = cl(con F((z + p(z)B) N C)) + p(z)B,
G(z) ={z:2€y+py)B,y € G((z + p(z)B) N D)},

for allx € R™, where con denotes the convex hull. More-
over, given any § € (0,1), H? denotes the p-perturbation
of H, where p is the function x — dp(x).

Observe that given §; < d,, every solution of H'? is a
solution of H%7. Outer well-posedness (and hence, nom-
inal outer well-posedness) can be verified by checking
that the data of the system satisfies the hybrid basic con-
ditions; [24, Assumption 6.5 and Theorem 6.8].

Theorem 4 A hybrid system H = (C, F, D, G) is outer
well-posed if the following hold.

(A1) The sets C and D are closed.

(A2) The flow map F is locally bounded and outer semi-
continuous relative to C, and C C dom F. Fur-
thermore, for every x € C, the set F(x) is convez.

(A3) The jump map G is locally bounded and outer semi-
continuous relative to D, and D C dom G.

Example 5 (Bouncing Ball) Consider a ball bounc-
ing vertically on a horizontal flat surface. When modeled
as a point-mass with height ©1 and velocity xo, the mo-
tion of the ball can be represented by the hybrid system H
in (1) with state x := (x1,22), where C = {x : z1 > 0},

= {z : 21 = 0,22 < 0}, and for every x € R?,
F(z) = (z2,—7) and G(z) = (0, —Az3). Here, v > 0 is
the gravitational acceleration and X\ € [0,1] is the coeffi-
cient of restitution. It is straightforward to see that this
system satisfies the hybrid basic conditions and is there-
fore outer well-posed, since in the case of single-valued
maps, are equivalent to continuity of the flow
map F on the flow set C and the jump map G on the
Jump set D.

3 Inner Well-Posedness of Hybrid Systems

‘We now introduce “inner” counterparts of the outer well-
posedness concepts in Section [3]



3.1  Nominally Inner Well-Posed Hybrid Systems

The notion of nominal outer well-posedness comprises
two mutually exclusive cases: when the sequence of
solutions in question is locally bounded, the graphical
limit = is a solution with closed graph (since the set
limit is always closed) that is necessarily bounded or
complete, and therefore has closed domain. If it is not
locally bounded, then the graphical limit leads to a
(maximal) solution x that escapes to infinity. See [24] for
details. Consequently, nominally inner well-posed hy-
brid systems, which can be interpreted as those hybrid
systems whose solutions depend inner semicontinously
on initial conditions, are defined as follows.

Definition 6 (Nominal Inner Well-Posedness) A
hybrid system H = (C, F, D, Q) is said to be nominally
inner well-posed on a set S if for every solution x of H
originating from S, the following holds.

(x) Given any sequence {£;}2, € cl(C) U D convergent
to 2(0,0), for every i > 0, there exists a solution x;
of H originating from & such that

(a) if x is complete or bounded with dom x closed,
then the sequence of solutions {x;}32, is locally
eventually bounded and graphically convergent
tox;

(b) if © escapes to infinity at hybrid time (T,J),
then the sequence of solutions {z;}32, is
not locally eventually bounded but graph-
ically convergent to a mapping M such

that © = M |qom Mn(j0,T)x{0,1,....7}) -

Example 7 (Thermostat) Consider the hybrid sys-
tem model H = (C, F, D,G) of a closed-loop thermostat
with state © := (z,q), where z € R is the room tem-
perature and q € {0,1} is a binary variable denoting
whether thermostat is on or off. Given desired minimum
and mazimum temperatures zZmin and Zmax, Tespectively,
suppose that z, < Zmin < Zmax < Zo + 2A, where z, is
the natural temperature of the room and za > 0 is the
capacity of the heater to raise the temperature. The data
of the system is given as C = {x : 2 > zmin,q =0 or z <
Zmax,§ = 1}, D = {2 < Zmin, ¢ =0 0r 2 > Zmax, ¢ = 1},
and F(z) = (—z + 2o + qza,0) and G(z) = (2,1 — q)
for all x € R2. Note that mazimal solutions of this
system are unique and with some abuse of notation,
let © = (z,q) be the mazimal solution of H originating
from (zmin, 0). Consider the sequence in and let z;
be the mazimal solution from &; for each © > 0. For
each i > 0, if & = (Zmin + €i,0) for some e; > 0, x;
flows until reaching x(0,0) = (zmin,0) and then jumps
to (2min, 1), otherwise, it jumps immediately and flows
to reach (zmin, 1). Using this fact and uniqueness of maz-
imal solutions, and also observing that lim;_, . T; = 0,
where T; satisfies ©;(T;, 1) = (2Zmin, 1) for alli > 0, it can
be concluded that {x;}2, is locally eventually bounded
and graphically convergent to x.

Necessary and sufficient conditions for nominal inner
well-posedness that depend only on the data of the sys-
tem are provided via the results in Sections[4 and [5} Un-
der an absolute continuity assumption during flows

the graphical convergence property in is equiva-
lent to an alternative formulation using (7, €)-closeness
for bounded or complete solutions [B, Propositions 3.8
and 3.9]. Moreover, for a hybrid system #, lower semi-
continuous dependence on initial conditions{ﬂ implies
nominal inner well-posedness ([5, Theorem 3.11]). The
reverse implication is true if H is nominally outer well-
posed and pre-forward complete ([5, Theorem 3.12]).
Hence, solutions of a pre-forward complete nominally
inner and outer well-posed system depend upper/lower
semicontinuously on initial conditions, uniformly over
compact sets of initial conditions [5, Proposition 3.13].

In general, nominal outer and inner well-posedness do
not imply each other. However, when maximal solutions
are unique and complete, they turn out to be equivalent.

Proposition 8 Let H be a hybrid system. Given an ini-
tial condition xg, suppose that H has a unique mazrimal
solution originating from xo, and there exists v > 0 such
that every maximal solution of H originating from xo+rB
is complete. Then, H is nominally inner well-posed at xq
if it is nominally outer well-posed at xy. The reverse im-
plication is true if H has a unique mazimal solution orig-
inating from xj, for every x{, € xo + rB.

PROOF. For the first implication, let = be the
unique maximal solution from zy5. Take ¢ > 0
and 7 > e + 1. Since = is complete, there ex-
ists 6 € (0,7) such that the following holds: for any
maximal solution z’ with z'(0,0) € =z + JB, there
exists a truncation of z, say Z, such that & and z’
are (27,¢)-close by [B, Proposition 3.13]. Take any
maximal solution 2z’ originating from zg + rB, which
is complete, and let & be the corresponding trunca-
tion of x such that Z and z’ are (2r1,¢)-close. Let
(T",J") = argmax{t + j : (t,j) € doma',t + j < 27}
and note that T + J' > 27 — 1. Then, by close-
ness between T and z’, there exists T > T — € such
that (T,J') € dom&. Hence, T + J > 27 — e — 1.
Given (t',j) € doma’ with ¢ + j < 7, there ex-
ists ¢ such that (¢,5) € domZ C domuz, [t/ — 1t < e,

® The results in [5] assume that 2 has a closed graph. For-
tunately, if a maximal solution x is absolutely continuous at
each interval of flow, then its graph is necessarily closed. Oth-
erwise, one may encounter the pathological case of x exhibit-
ing infinitely fast changes. For example, the locally absolutely
continuous function z(t) = sin(1/(1 — ¢)) for all ¢t € [0,1)
is a maximal solution of & € (—o0, c0). Nominal outer well-
posedness excludes such behavior.

5 See ([5, Definition 3.10], and [12] for a similar definition
with a slightly different terminology and measure of close-
ness.



and |2'(t',5) — &(t,7)] = |2'(t',5) — x(¢,5)| < e. Now
pick (¢,7) € domz such that t + j < 7. Since 7 > ¢+ 1,
t+j < T+ J and therefore (¢,7) € domz. Thus,
there exists ¢’ such that (¢,j) € doma’, |t — | < ¢,
and [5(t, /) — 2'(¢, )] = 2(t,)) — 2/(¢' j)| < e. Conse.
quently, x and x’ are (7,¢)-close. This implies that for
every z(, € (¢ + dB), there exists a maximal solution 2’
originating from z(, such that x and z’ are (7, ¢)-close,
so by [5l Proposition 3.8], holds. By considering
truncations of z, H is nominally inner well-posed at xg.

For the reverse implication, let x be the unique maximal
solution from g, which is complete by assumption, and
has closed domain. Let {z;}32; be a graphically conver-
gent sequence of solutions of H with lim; ., x;(0,0) =
2(0,0). By nominal inner well-posedness, holds, so
using [5], Proposition 3.9], it can be concluded in a sim-
ilar manner that for every ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0, there
exists § > 0 such that the following holds: for every
maximal solution z’ originating from zy + éB, x and z’
are (7,¢)-close, where. Then, by [24, Theorem 5.25] and
due to uniqueness of solutions, the graphical limit of the
sequence {x;}52, is precisely x.

In the absence of uniqueness, similar conclusions cannot
be reached. A simple counterexample is the nominally
outer well-posed differential inclusion & = F(z) on R,
where Fl(x) = 1ifz > 0, F(z) = —1ifz < 0,and F(0) =
[—1,1], for which the solution z(t) = 0 for all ¢ > 0
fails in Definition [6} The need for completeness is
demonstrated by the following example.

Example 9 (Planar Continuous-Time System)
Consider the continuous-time system (C, F) with flow
set C = {x = (21, 22) : x129 = 0,21 > 0} and flow map
given as F(x) = (1,0) for all z € R%. Nominal outer
well posedness of this system can be verified directly by
Theorem[4) However, this system is not nominally inner
well-posed at the origin since maximal solutions from
outside the xi-axis are all trivial, while the continuous
mazimal solution from the origin is complete.

3.2 Inner Well-Posed Perturbations of Hybrid Systems

Recall that outer well-posedness of a hybrid system gen-
eralizes nominal outer well-posedness so that the ef-
fects of state perturbations can be scrutinized. Inspired
by this, given a hybrid system #, roughly speaking,
we refer to a family of parametrized hybrid systems
{Hs = (Cs,F5,F5,Gs)}se(0,1) as an inner well-posed
perturbation of H if an analogue of the graphical conver-
gence property in of Deﬁnition@ holds for sequences
of solutions of the parametrized family. For a more com-
pact notation, when referring to such families of systems,
we omit the subscript § € (0,1).

Definition 10 (Inner Well-Posed Perturbations)
A family of hybrid systems {Hs = (Cs,Fs,Ds,Gs)}

is said to be an inner well-posed perturbation of a
hybrid system H on a set S if SN (cl(C) U D) C
liminfs_o cl(Cs) U Ds, and for every solution x of H
originating from S, the following holds:

(¢) given any sequence {§;}2, € (0,1) convergent to
zero and any sequence {&;}5°, convergent to x(0,0)
with & € cl(Cs,) U Dy, for alli > 0, for everyi > 0,
there exists a solution z; of Hs, originating from &,

such that and n Deﬁm’tion@ hold.

Note that because SN (cl(C)U D) C liminfs_,ocl(Cs) U
Dy, @ is not a vacuous statement. That is, given the
sequence {0;}52, € (0, 1), there exists a sequence {; }72,
convergent to (0, 0) with &; € cl(Cs,)UDs, for alli > 0.

When H is nominally inner well-posed, trivially, the
family of hybrid systems {Hs} satisfying Hs = H for
all § > 0 is an inner well-posed perturbation of H. The
primary motivation for inner well-posed perturbations
is recovering inner semicontinuous dependence of solu-
tions (in the sense of Definition @ for systems that are
not nominally inner well-posed.

Example 11 (Planar System Revisited) Given the
continuous-time system (C, F) in Example @ consider
the family of continuous-time systems {(Cs, F5)}, where
for every 6 € (0,1), Cs == {z : 1 > 0,]|z2] < &}
and Fs(x) == (1,—dz2) for all z € R?. Since Cs D C
for all§ € (0,1), it is clear that 1 C' C liminfs_,oclCs.
Moreover, for any solution of (C,F) originating out-
side the origin, the graphical convergence property in
holds trivially since the only nontrivial maximal solution
of (C, F) originates from the origin. Now, observing that
giwen any § > 0 and any initial condition £ € Cs, the
unique mazimal solution of (Cs, Fs) from £ = (&1,&2) is
given as ' (t) = (& +t, & exp(—4t)) for allt > 0, it can
be shown that the convergence property z'n holds for
any solution of (C, F) from the origin, so {(Cs, F5)} is
an inner well-posed perturbation of (C, F).

The next two results generalize [5 Propositions 3.8
and 3.9]. The proofs are similar and and are omitted for
brevity.

Proposition 12 Let x be a solution of a hybrid sys-
tem H = (C, F,D,G) with closed graph. Given a fam-
ily of hybrid systems {Hs = (Cs, Fs, Ds,Gs)}, suppose
that for every ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0, there exist 6,r > 0
such that the following holds: for any § € (0,0] and x{, €
((0,0) + rB) N (cl(Cs) U Ds), there exists a solution z’
of Hs originating from x(y, such that x and x’ are (1,¢€)-

close. Then, holds.

Proposition 13 Let x be a bounded or complete solu-
tion of a hybrid system H = (C,F,D,G) with closed
domain, and suppose that given a family of hybrid sys-
tems {Hs = (Cs, F5,Ds,Gs)}, holds. Then, for ev-



erye > 0 and T > 0, there exist §,r > 0 such that the fol-
lowing holds: for any § € (0,9] and xj, € ((0,0) +rB)N
(cl(Cs)UDs), there exists a solution x’ of Hs originating
from xzy such that x and x’ are (1,¢)-close.

At times, we work with family of hybrid systems that
can be “upper bounded” by the p-perturbation (recall
Definition [3]) of a hybrid system, formalized below.

Definition 14 (Domination by a p-Perturbation)
A family of hybrid systems {Hs = (Cs, Fs, Ds,Gs)} is
said to be dominated by the p-perturbation of a hybrid sys-
tem H if for every é € (0, o) Cs C C, Fg( ) C For(z)
for all x € R™, Ds C D°°, and Gs(z) C G(x) for
allz € R™, where (Cor, For DOP G5p) zs the data of the
dp- perturbatwn of H; see Deﬁmtzon@

If an inner well-posed perturbation {Hs} of a pre-
forward complete H is dominated by a p-perturbation
of H for some continuous p, then solutions of H depend
lower semicontinuously on initial conditions and pertur-
bations, generalizing [B, Proposition 3.13]. The proof is
very similar and thus not included.

Proposition 15 Let H be a hybrid system, and
given a compact set K, suppose that H is outer
well-posed on K and pre-forward complete from K.
Let {Hs = (Cs, F5, Ds,Gs)} be an inner well-posed per-
turbation of H on K, and suppose that {Hs} is dominated
by a p-perturbation of H for some continuous function p.
Then, for alle > 0 and T > 0, there exist r,6 > 0 such
that the following holds: for every x € Sy (K), § € (0,9],
and x, € (2(0,0) 4+ rB) N (cl(Cs) U Ds) there exists a
solution x' of Hs originating from x{, such that x and x’
are (7, €)-close.

Remark 3.1 For Proposition [15] to be meaningful, it
should be possible to choose scalarsr > 0 and § > 0 such
that the set (2(0,0) 4+ rB) N (cl(Cs) U Ds) is nonempty
for all 6 € (0,0]. This is indeed the case, which can be
observed using the alternative definition of inner semi-
continuity in [35, Proposition 5.12].

4 In-Depth Look at Inner Well-Posedness

Let H be a nominally inner well-posed system and sup-
pose that z is a solution of H that begins with a (nontriv-
ial) flow and then jumps when it reaches the jump set. Di-
rectly by definition and recalling Lemmaand [5, Propo-
sition 3.9], there must be a neighborhood S of x(0,0)
such that flows are possible everywhere on the set S N
cl(C). Moreover, solutions originating from S N cl(C)
that begin with a flow must be able to reach the jump
set approximately in the same amount of ordinary time
as x. This section formalizes such statements and de-
rives necessary and sufficient conditions for nominal in-
ner well-posedness and inner well-posed perturbations.

4.1 Nominally Inner Well-Posed Systems

The requirement that # must have solutions that reach
the jump set approximately in the same amount of ordi-
nary time as x, postulated above, can be formalized by
generalizing nominal inner well-posedness to account for
terminal constraints. As such, given a target set X, we
look at solutions of ‘H that terminate on X. Recalling the
definition of “termination” in Section 2] such a solution
x is not necessarily maximal but has compact domain,
and satisfy x(T,J) € X, where (T,J) is the terminal
time of x. This generalization bears some similarities to
the notions of “relaxation with constraints and a tar-
get” [I2] and “viability with a target” [33l6], the latter
of which is motivated by optimal control problems [34].

Definition 16 A hybrid system™ = (C, F, D, G) is said
to be nominally inner well-posed on a set S with termi-
nal constraint X if for every solution x of H originating
from S and terminating on X, the following holds:

(xx) given any sequence {§;}52, € cl(C) U D conver-
gent to x(0,0), there exists » > 0 such that for ev-
ery v > 1, there exists a solution x; of H originat-
ing from & and terminating on X such that the
sequence {x;}52, is locally eventually bounded and
graphically convergent to x.

Graphical convergence and local boundedness of the se-
quence {x;}5°, in implies that the sequence of ter-
minal times (respectlvely, points) of {z;}22,, converges to
the terminal time (respectively, point) of : T; see Lemma
Consequently, given a hybrid system that is nominally
inner well-posed with terminal constraint X, for any so-
lution x that terminates on X, there exist solutions from
a neighborhood of x(0,0) terminating on X that are
close to z in the sense of (7, €)-closeness, as in [5, Propo-
sition 3.9].

Trivially, a nominally inner well-posed hybrid sys-
tem H = (C,F,D,G) is nominally inner well-posed
with terminal constraint R™ or cl(C) U D U G(D). Note
that @ in Definition is irrelevant for this implica-
tion since solutions escaping to infinity in finite time do
not “terminate” according to our definition of “termi-
nation”. Of course, more interesting examples abound.

Example 17 (Thermostat Revisited) Consider the
closed-loop thermostat model H in Example[] By The-
orem[{] and Proposition[8 this system is nominally in-
ner well-posed. In addition, directly by definition of so-
lutions, it can be observed that every solution converges
to the set X = [Zmin, Zmax] X {0,1} in finite time. Due
to uniqueness of maximal solutions, this fact can be used
to show nominal inner well-posedness with terminal con-
straint X .

Remark 4.1 In general, nominal inner well-posedness
and nominal inner well-posedness with terminal con-



straints do mot imply each other: the continuous-time
system (C, F) with C = R and F(x) = 0 for allx € C
is nominally inner well-posed but not nominally inner
well-posed with terminal constraint X = {0}. The dis-
continuous differential equation & = F(x) on C = R
with F(z) = —x on X = (—1,1) and F(z) =z on C is
not nominally inner well-posed at {—1,1} but is nomi-
nally inner well-posed with terminal constraint X .

Sufficient conditions for nominal inner well-posedness
require nominal inner-well posedness (with the jump set
as the terminal constraint) for the flows of H, along with
restrictions on the geometry of the flow and jump sets,
and inner semicontinuity of the jump map.

Theorem 18 (Sufficient Conditions) Given a hy-

brid system H = (C,F,D,Q), let C be the set of all
points where flows are possible, defined in . Then, H
is nomanally inner well-posed if the following hold:

(B1) for every x € C, (z +rB) N (cl(C)U D) C C for
somer > 0;

(B2) for everyx € D, (x +rB)N (cl(C)uD) Cc CUD
for some r > 0;

(B3) the continuous-time system (C, F) is nominally in-
ner well-posed;

(B4) the continuous-time system (C, F) is nominally in-
ner well-posed with terminal constraint D;

(B5) the jump map G is inner semicontinuous relative
to D;

(B6) the mapping G : R™ = R™, defined below, is inner
semicontinuous relative to D:

G(z) :=Gx)N(CUD) VYzeR" (3)

The next example demonstrates the application of the
sufficient conditions. The main idea behind the condi-
tions of Theoremis that inner semicontinuous approx-
imation of flows is possible only by flows, while jumps can
be approximated by jumps or a “short” flows followed
by jumps. In particular, given a bounded solution x that
begins with a (nontrivial) flow, Lemmaimplies that in-
ner semicontinuous approximation (in the sense of Def-
inition [6]) is possible only if given a sequence {¢;}52 €
cl(C) U D convergent to x(0,0), there exists 2+ > 0 such
that for every i > 1, there exists a continuous solution x;
originating from &;. This conclusion leads to and
Condition further ensures that if x has a jump
at ordinary time T, the approximating sequence {z;}$2,
can be selected such that x; has a jump for large enough 7.
On the other hand, since jumps can be approximated by
flows (see Examplebelow), only requires that ei-
ther a jump or a flow is possible from nearby any initial
condition in the jump set. In the case of a solution x that
begins with a jump, ensures that x can be inner
semicontinuously approximated by solutions that also
begin with a jump. Finally, if  begins with a jump and
then either flows or jumps, ensures that x can be

inner semicontinuously approximated by solutions that
begin with a jump and then either flows or jump

Example 19 (Bouncing Ball Revisited) Consider

the bouncing ball model in Example[d and an initial con-
dition x = (x1,x3). For this system, flows are possible if
and only if t1 > 0, or x1 = 0 and 2 > 0. Hence,
holds. Similarly, since jumps are possible if and only
if 1 = 0 and x5 < 0, holds. Moreover, one can
show that hold by using the closed-form solu-
tions; see |24, Example 2.12.]. Inner semicontinuity of
the jump map G relative to the jump set D is obvious
since the jump map is continuous, So holds. For

it suffices to note that the mapping G in 18

equal to G on D, as CUD = C and G(D) C C. Hence,
this system is nominally inner well-posed.

The proof of Theorem [I§] is postponed until the end
of the section, as it is a special case of the upcoming
Theorem[24] For the time being, we note that while some
of the sufficient conditions outlined for nominal inner
well-posedness are also necessary, the same cannot be
said of others. In particular, inner semicontinuity of the
jump map and the restricted jump map need not be true
at points where flows are possible.

Theorem 20 (Necessary Conditions) Given a
nominally inner well-posed hybrid system H with

data (C,F,D,G), let C be the set of all points where flows
are possible. Then, and the following hold:

(B5°) for every x € D N cl(D\C), the jump map G is
inner semicontinuous at x relative to D\é

(B6°) for every z € DN cl(D\C), the mapping G in
is inner semicontinuous at x relative to D\é

PROOF. Let z be a solution of H such that holds.

Necessity of [(B1)| and |(B3)| follow by assuming = to be
continuous and noting that the sequence {z;}32, in

would then have to be continuous for large 7 by Lemma

Similar arguments show necessity of by letting x
to be a solution that begins with a flow, jumps once,
and then terminates. Now let « be a solution that begins

with a jump. Then, follows directly, and assuming

the sequence {&;}9° in|(%)|is in D\C, inner semicontinu-
ity of G in follows due to flows not being possible

on D\C. Further assuming z(0,1) € C U D and that =
either flows or jumps after the first jump, inner semicon-

tinuity of G follows by a simple contradiction argument.

" For example, the unique maximal solution of the bounc-
ing ball from the origin, which exhibits only jumps, is ap-
proximated in the sense of Definition [f] by any sequence of
maximal solutions whose initial conditions tend to the ori-
gin. Provided the initial conditions are nonzero, maximal
solutions of such sequences exhibit flows.



Roughly speaking, nominal inner well-posedness un-
der can be guaranteed if every jump from a
point & can be approximated either by another jump,
or by a solution that flows for a short duration of time
before jumping.

Example 21 Consider the hybrid system H with
data = (C,F,D,G), where C = [0,1/2], D =
[-1/2,1/2], F(z) = —1 for allz € R, and G(z) = =
if v <0 and G(x) = 1 otherwise. This system violates
(B5)(B6)| due to discontinuity of G, but satisfies
(B4) and [(B5’}{(B6’) Moreover, it can be verified to
be nominally inner well-posed: nominal inner well-
posedness away from the origin is obvious, and given a
sequence {&;}52, convergent to zero, the unique maz-
imal solution from the origin can be approximated by
letting, x;(t,0) = & —t for allt <& and x;(§,7) = 0 for
allj > if& >0, and x;(0, ) = &; otherwise.

4.2 Inner Well-Posed Perturbations

As in nominal inner well-posedness, in developing suffi-
cient conditions for inner well-posed perturbations, ter-
minal constraints arise naturally. In Definition[22]|below,
while we make no assumptions on the family of terminal
constraints { X}, assuming that every point belonging
to the set X is reached by a solution of H from S, it is
obviously necessary to have X C liminfs_,q X4 for
to hold. Note from the definition that a hybrid system H
that is nominally inner well-posed with terminal con-
straint X can be viewed as an inner well-posed pertur-
bation of itself with terminal constraints {X; = X }.

Definition 22 A family of hybrid systems {Hs} with
data {(Cs, Fs,Ds,Gs)} and terminal constraints {Xs}
is an inner well-posed perturbation of H with termi-
nal constraint X on a set S if SN (cl(C) U D) C
liminfs_ cl(Cs) U Ds, and for every solution x of H
originating from S and terminating on X, the following
holds.

(00) Given any sequence {0;}52, € (0,1) convergent to
zero and any sequence {&;}52, convergent to (0, 0)
such that & € cl(Cs,) U Ds, for all ¢ > 0, there
exists 1 > 0 such that the following holds: for ev-
ery i > 1, there exists a solution x; of Hs, originat-
ing from &; and terminating on Xs, such that the
sequence {x; }32,, is locally eventually bounded and
graphically convergent to x.

Example 23 (Waypoint Navigation) Let (Cy,F,)
be a continuous-time system for all ¢ € {0,1,...,N}
and {pq}é\f:'zl be a sequence of points such that for
each ¢ < N, pg,pgr1 € Cy, and (Cy, Fy) has a so-
lution originating from p, that terminates at pgyi.
Consider the hybrid system H = (C,F,D,G) with
state x = (z,q), where C = UL, (Cy x {q}), F(z,q) =

F,(z) x {0} for all (2,q) € C, D = Uévzo{(pq+1,q)},
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and G(z,q) = (z,q + 1) for all (z,q) € R". Note
that H has a mazimal solution x originating from (pg,0)
that can be interpreted as a waypoint navigation sce-
nario with p1,pa,...,pN+1 the set of waypoints. If the
continuous-time system (Co, Fy) is not nominally inner
well-posed at pg with terminal constraint p1, clearly H is
not nominally inner well-posed at (pg,0) (with terminal
constraint (py+1, N + 1)). Hence, waypoint following
is nonrobust; for some T > 0 and € > 0, there exists a
sequence {&;}i—o € Cy convergent to pg such that for ev-
ery i > 0, no solution x; of H from (&;,0) is such that
and x; are (T,€)-close [3, Proposition 3.18]. Assuming
uniqueness of solutions, this could imply, for example,
that arbitrarily small perturbations to the initial con-
ditions result in solutions mot being able to reach the
target (py+1, N + 1).

On the other hand, if each (Cy, Fy) is nominally in-
ner well-posed at p; with terminal constraint Sgiq
for some Syp1 C (Cy N Cyq1) containing pg+1, one
can construct the family of hybrid systems {Hs} with
data {(Cs,Fs,Ds,Gs)} = {(C,F,D,Q)}, where the
jump set D := UN(Sgq1 % {q}). Then, {Hs} with
terminal constraints {Xs} = {Sn+1 X {N + 1}} is an
inner well-posed perturbation of H with terminal con-
straint {Sy11 X {N + 1} at (po, 0). Note that for any q,
if (Cy, Fy) is nominally inner well-posed at py, then it is
also nominally inner well-posed at pq with terminal con-
straint Sqy1 for any relatively open subset of Cy N Cyy1.

The following result generalizes Theorem The proof
is in Appendix [7| Note that condition nd its ana-
logue in [(C6)| can be viewed as an inner semi-continuity
property, with a restriction on the domain of conver-
gence of the parameters.

Theorem 24 (Sufficient Conditions) Given a hy-
brid system H = (C,F,D,QG), let C be the set of all
points where flows are possible. Similarly, given a fam-
ily of hybrid systems {Hs = (Cs, Fs, Ds,Gs)}, for ev-
ery § € (0,1), let Cs be the set of all points where flows
are possible for Hs. Then, {Hs} is an inner well-posed
perturbation of H if the following conditions hold:

(C1) for every x € C, there exist 7,6 > 0 such that for
alld € (O, 5], (CL’ + T’B) n (Cl(CglU D(s) C Cs;

(C2) for every x € D, there exist r,0 > 0 such that for
all§ € (0,6], (z+rB) N (cl(Cs) U Ds) C Cs U Ds;
the family of continuous-time systems {(Cs, F5)} is
an inner well-posed perturbation of the continuous-
time system (C, F);

the family of continuous-time systems {(Cs, Fs)}
with terminal constraints {Ds} is an inner well-
posed perturbation of the continuous-time sys-

tem (C, F') with terminal constraint D;
(C5) for every x € D, x € liminfs_,qDs, x ¢ clC

(C3)

(C4)



implies x ¢ limsupy_,, c1Cs, and

G(z) C liminf Gs(&);

§—0,E—x
§€D5

(C6) for everyx € D,

G(z)N(CUD) C liminf Gs(£) N (Cs U Dy).

6—0,{—x
§€D5

Just like nominally inner well-posed hybrid systems,
some of the sufficient conditions for inner well-posed
perturbations turn out to be necessary. The proof re-
sembles that of Theorem 20| and is omitted.

Theorem 25 (Necessary Conditions) Given a hy-
brid system H = (C, F, D, G), let C be the set of all points
where flows are possible. Let {Hs} be an inner well-
posed perturbation of H with data {(Cs, Fs, Ds,Gs)},
and for every 6 € (0,1), let Cs be the set of all points
where flows are possible for Hs. Then, hold
and|(C3) hold if c1 C C liminfs_,o clCs. Moreover

(C5°) foreveryx € D, if there exists a sequence {6;}52, €
(0,1) convergent to zero and a sequence {&;}32,

convergent to x such that §; € D(;i\é(;i, then

G(z) C liminf Gs(§),

6—0, 541
¢€D5\Cs

(C6°) foreveryx € D, if there exists a sequence {6;}52, €
(0,1) convergent to zero and a sequence {&}52,

convergent to x such that & € Ds, \Cs,, then

G(z)N(CUD) C liminf Gs(£) N (Cs U Dy).

0—0, {—m
§ED5\C5

We conclude the section with a proof of Theorem
using Theorem [24], as promised earlier.

Proof of Theorem For each § € (0,1), let C5 =
C.Fs=F, Ds = D, and G5 = G. Then, Hs = H for

all § € (0,1). Similarly, let X5 = X for all § € (0,1).
Since [(C1)H(C6)| can be equivalently expressed as [(B1)]
by Theorem ‘H is nominally inner well-posed.

5 Viability Conditions for Inner Well-Posedness

To verify inner well-posedness of a hybrid system H with
data (C, F, D, G) via Theorem one needs to be able
to characterize continuous-time dynamics, in the sense
that the set C in needs to be identified, and inner
well-posedness of (C, F) (with terminal constraint D)
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needs to be verified. This section addresses this by
laying out viability conditions that characterize where
flows are possible and ensure inner well-posedness for
the continuous-time system (C, F). The conditions are
then generalized so Theorem [24] can be verify whether
a family {#s} is an inner well-posed perturbation of H.

5.1

Tangent Cones and Viability in Continuous Time

In developing the viability conditions, we rely on two
different types of tangent cones. Given a set S C R"
and a point € R™, the Bouligand tangent cone (also
known as the contingent cone) to S at z ([24, Defini-
tion 5.12] or [35] Definition 6.1]), denoted Ts(z), is the
set of all v such that v = lim; o (z; — x)/7; for a se-
quence of points {x;}3°, € S convergent to « and a pos-
itive sequence {7;}$°, convergent to zero. Similarly, the
Dubovitsky-Miliutin tangent cone to S at z [, Defini-
tion 4.3.1], denoted Mg(z), is the set of all v for which
there exist 7,8 > 0 such that z +dw € S for all § € (0, J]
and w € v + rB. For every z € R", Mg(x) C Ts(x). For
each x € 05, Mg(z) = R"\TRn\S(I) [7, Lemma 4.3.2].

We frequently make use of the following lemmas. The
first one is essentially [24] Lemma 5.26]. The second one
follows from [7, Corollary 5.3.2] and the definition of
Dubovitsky-Miliutin cone; see [12, Theorem 4.2 (c)].

Lemma 26 (Viability with Outer Semicontinuity)
Given a continuous-time system (C, F), _suppose that the

flow set C is closed and holds. Let C be the set of all
points where flows are possible. Then, int C' C C. More-
over, givenz € OC, if F(x)NT¢ () is empty, thenz ¢ C,
and if there exists r > 0 such that F(z') N Te(z") s
nonempty for all 2’ € (x + rB) N IC, then x € C.

Lemma 27 (Viability with Lipschitz Flow Maps)

Let (C, F') be a continuous-time system and C be the set
of all points where flows are possible. Given © € clC,
suppose that F(x) N My ¢ is nonempty, and there exists
an extension of F|q ¢ that is closed valued and Lipschitz

on a neighborhood of x. Then, x € C. In particular,
if the flow set C has a nonempty interior and the flow
map F' is locally Lipschitz and closed valued on int C,

thenintC c C.

5.2 Nominally Inner Well-Posed Systems

For a continuous-time system (C, F') with locally Lips-
chitz flow map F', roughly speaking, nominal inner well-
posedness is guaranteed if the data (C, F') satisfies[[A2)]
of the hybrid basic conditions, and the flow set C is “lo-
cally contractive” in the sense that if F(z) N Te(z) is
nonempty, then it must be that F(a') C My c(2’) for
all ' € C close to x. The regularity requirement, com-



bined with the tangent cone condition[®] allows one to
invoke Filippov’s theorem [7, Theorem 5.3.1] to reach
the (7, €)-closeness result assumed in [5], Proposition 3.8],
and conclude nominal inner-well posedness.

For nominal inner well-posedness with terminal con-
straint D, additional conditions are required on the
boundary of D. One of these conditions is that F(z)
should have a vector pointing towards int(C N D); see
and the second item of in Theorem be-
low. This ensures that any solution terminating at x
can be extended to terminate at the interior of D, and
approximating sequences of solutions required for nom-
inal inner well-posedness with terminal constraint D
can be constructed using this extension. Alternatively,
one can check that D contains a relatively open subset
of C that contains x (first item of [(V4)]). If each vector
of F(x) is pointing to the exterior of the flow set C,
then D must contain a relatively open subset of OC' that
contains z (third item of[(V4)]). Both of these guarantee
that approximating solutions terminate on D.

As in Section [d] the following theorem, which uses the
conditions outlined above, is a special case of its upcom-
ing counterpart for parametrized families. The proof is
deferred to the end of the section.

Theorem 28 Given a continuous-time system (C, F),
suppose that the flow set C is closed and |(A2) holds.
Moreover, suppose that the following hold.

(V1) For every x € C, there exists an extension of F|c
that is closed valued and Lipschitz on a neighbor-
hood of x.

(V2) For every x € OC such that F(z) N Te(z)
ts nonempty, there exists r > 0 such that
F(z') C Minyc(2') forallz’ € (x+rB)NIC.

Then, (C, F) is nominally inner well-posed. If in addi-
tion, the following hold for a given set D, then (C, F) is
nomanally inner well-posed with terminal constraint D.

(V3) For everyx € DN (int(C)NOD), F(x) N Mint p(z)
18 nonempty.

(V4) Foreveryx € DN(OCNID), either of the following
hold:
e (x+7rB)NC C D for somer > 0;
o F(x) N Mint(cnp)(z) is nonempty;
o F(x)NTco(x) is empty and (x + rB) N 9C C D

for some r > 0.

The conditions above can also be used to verify
of Theorem

8 Filippov’s theorem assumes an open flow set. To invoke
it for a solution z that has a point z(t) € 9C, one needs to
consider an extension of the flow map F' to a neighborhood S
of z(t). The tangent cone condition requires F' to point to
the interior of C' so that extended solutions do not leave C.
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Fig. 1. Ilustration of given a point z € 9C. My c ()
could be interpreted as the set of vectors pointing to int C
at z, and T (x) as the set of vectors either pointing to int C'
or is tangential to OC at x. Thus, for the point z in the
figure, F'(z) N Tc(z) is nonempty and F(z) C Minic(z).
When C' is closed and holds, since F' is upper semi-
continuous relative to C' and the tangent cone in the figure
can be seen to vary smoothly around z (due to smoothness
of 8C), it can be observed that F(z') C Mint c(z') nearby z.

Theorem 29 Given a continuous-time system (C,F),

suppose that the flow set C is closed and|(A2) and|(V2)
hold. Let C be the set of all points from where flows are

possible. Then, C = int(C) U {x € dC : F(x) NTc(z) #
@}. Moreover,

. holds if and if only if for every x € OC such
that F(x) NTo(x) is nonempty, there exists r > 0 such

that (x +7rB)ND C C;

) holds if and if only if for everyx € DN(OCNAID)
such that F(x)NTc(x) is empty, there existsr > 0 such
that F(z"YNTc(z") is nonempty for allz’ € (x+rB)N
((0CH\D). In particular, holds if[(V4) holds.

PROOF. By Lemma the set C' contains the inte-
rior of C', as well as those points x on the boundary of C'
such that F/(z)NT¢(z) is nonempty, due to[(V2)]and the
fact that Miyc(2') C Te(2') for all 2 on the bound-
ary of C. Note also that due to Lemma nonempti-
ness of F(x) N To(x) is necessary for any € 9C to

belong to C'. This proves the equality regarding C, and

the statements regarding (B2)| follow immediately,
since C' is relatively open in C|, as a result of The
statement regarding and is also due to the
Dubovitsky-Miliutin tangent cone being a subset of the
Bouligand tangent cone on the boundary of C'.

In [5, Example 1.2], we verify nominal inner well-
posedness of a sample-and-hold control system using
Theorems and 29} the conditions of Theorem 1.1
therein used to prove nominal inner well-posedness are
derived precisely by the conditions of Theorems
and 29 here. Note that when the control law  is contin-
uous and the plant vector field f is Lipschitz (globally)



for fixed u, nominal inner well-posedness of sample-and-
hold control can also be certified by Theorem [ and
Proposition 8] and the Picard-Lindelof theorem.

5.3 Inner Well-Posed Perturbations

To generalize Theorem 28] the following basic conditions
are imposed on the parametrized family of continuous-
time systems {(Cs, F5)} with terminal constraints { Ds }.
Below, can be interpreted as the family of mappings
{Fs} “uniformly converging to F” over compact sets.

(P1) For every 0 € (0,1), the flow set Cj is closed, the
flow map Fj is locally bounded and outer semicon-
tinuous relative to Cy, and Cs C dom Fjy. Further-
more, for every 6 € (0,1) and = € Cs, the set Fs(x)
is convex.

(P2) For every 6 € (0,1), Cs D C.

(P3) For every compact set K C C and every € > 0,
there exists 0 > 0 such that F(z) C Fs(x)+¢eB for
all z € K and ¢ € (0,4].

(P4) For every 6 € (0,1), Ds D C'Nint D.

The following theorem generalizes Theorem 28] to estab-
lish parametrized families of continuous-time systems as
inner well-posed perturbations of a given continuous-
time system. The proof can be found in Appendix[A.2]

Theorem 30 Given a continuous-time system (C, F),
suppose that the flow set C is closed and |(A2) holds.

Let {(Cs, F5)} be a family of continuous-time systems
satisfying|(P1) and suppose that the following hold.
(W1) For every x € C, there exist a neighborhood S
ofx,6 >0, L >0, and a family of mappings { Fs}
such that for every 6 € (0,6], Fs is an extension
of Fs|c, that is closed valued and Lipschitz on S
with Lipschitz constant L.

For every compact K C OC such that F'(z)NT¢c(x)
is nonempty for all x € K, there exist r,§ > 0

such that F5(x') C Minc,(2') for all 2’ € (K +
rB) N OCs and 6 € (0,9].

(W2)

Then, {(Cs,Fs)} is an inner well-posed perturbation
of (C, F). If, in addition, and the following hold for
a given set D and a family of sets {Ds}, then {(Cs, Fs)}
with terminal constraints {Ds} is an inner well-posed
perturbation of (C, F') with terminal constraint D.

(W8) For every x € DN (int C' N OD), either there ex-
istr,0 > 0 such that x+rB C Dy for alld € (0, 9],
or F(xz) N Min p(x) is nonempty and F is Lips-
chitz on a neighborhood of x. -

For everyx € DN (0CNOD), there exist r,6 > 0,

a neighborhood S of x, and an extension F' of F
such that either of the following hold.
o (x+rB)NCs C Ds forallé € (0,9].

(W4)
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o F(x)N Min(cnp)(z) is nonempty and F is Lip-
schitz and closed valued on S.

o F(z)NTe(x) is empty, (x+rB)N(Cs\int C) C
Ds for all § € (0,0], either |(W4)d| or [(W4)Y
below holds, and|(W4)d below holds.

(a) F is Lipschitz and closed valued on S.

(b) F is locally bounded and outer semicontin-
uous relative to S, S C dom F, and the
set F(z') is conver for allz’ € S.

There exists L > 0 and a family of map-

pings {Fs} such that for everyd € (0, 9], Fs

is an extension of Fs|c, that is closed val-
ued and Lipschitz on S with Lipschitz con-

stant L. Moreover, for every compact K C

S and every e > 0, there exists 6" > 0 such

that F(2') C Fs(a') + B for allxz € K

and § € (0,0'].

(c)

Remark 31 Note that|(W/)d is essentially a combina-
tion of |(W1) and|(P3) It allows the application of Fil-

ippov’s theorem on solutions terminating on 0C N OD.

Example 32 (Nonlinear Oscillators) Consider the
harmonic oscillator described by the continuous-time
system (C,F), where C is the unit circle on R?
and F(x) = (x2, —x1) for allz € R%. By Theorem and
Proposition[8, this system is nominally inner well-posed.
However, this cannot be verified using Theorem[28, since
is violated for every x € 0C = C, as F(x) belongs
to the tangent space to C at x. Instead, we consider the
family of continuous-time systems {(Cs, F5)}, where for
every 6 € (0,1), Cs == {z: =6 < 23 + 23 < 1+ 6}
and Fs(z) = (z2,—x1) + (1 — (2% + 23))(z1,22) for
all x € R?. The perturbed flow map Fj is an extension
of Fl|c. Clearly, hold. Outside C, Fs(x) has
the additional term (1 — (22 + 23))(z1,22), which is
orthogonal to F(x) and in the direction of C, with its
magnitude determined by that of x. Therefore
holds with arbitrary r,0 > 0. Moreover, holds
since Fs, which is defined globally, does not depend on 8,
and is locally Lipschitz. By Theorem {Cs, Fs} is an
inner well-posed perturbation of (C, F).

Here, we note that the simulation of the harmonic os-
cillator in Example [32] using the forward Euler method
is not possible beyond a single integration step, due to
the flow map being tangent to the unit circle. While we
note that such problems can arise in the simulation of
differential equations on manifolds, any solution of the
harmonic oscillator can be approximated by solutions of
the nonlinear oscillators {(Cjs, F5)} for small §, which in
turn can be simulated with desired precision.

Under some of the conditions of Theorem [30] [[CT)}[(C2)|
of Theorem [24] simplify.

Theorem 33 Given a continuous-time system (C, F),
suppose that the flow set C is closed and holds. Let C



be the set of all points where flows are possible. Then,
int(C) ¢ C C int(C) U {z € dC : F(z) NTe(z) # 2}

Similarly, given a family of continuous-time sys-
tems {(Cs,Fs)} satisfying and for ev-
ery 6 € (0,1), let Cs be the set of all points where flows
are possible for Hs. Then, int C5 C Cs for all 6 € (0,1),
and for every compact K C 0C such that F(z) N Teo(x)
is nonempty for all x € K, there exist r,§ > 0 such that
(K+rB)NOCs C Cs for all§ < 5. Moreover, when
holds, the following hold:

o holds if for every x € OC' such that F(x) NTc(x)
is nonempty, there exists r,6 > 0 such that (x +rB) N
Ds C Cs for all§ € (0,9];

e assuming Ds D int D for all § € (0, 1), holds if
for everyxz € DN(OCNOD) such that F(x)NTe(x) is
empty and every x € DN (OD\C), there exist r,6 > 0

such that (z + rB) N ((0C5)\Ds) C Cs.

PROOF. The first two inclusions regarding C and C~'5
are due to Lemma [26] the third inclusion is due to the
Dubovitsky-Miliutin cone condition in [(W2)| c¢.f. Theo-

rem [29] Since int C' C int C5 C Cs for all § € (0,1) un-
der|(P2)] for|(C1)} it suffices to only check the boundary
of C. Then, given x € 0C with F(z) N T¢(x) nonempty,
if there exist 7,6 > 0 such that (z + rB) N Ds C Cs
for all 6 € (0,4], the inclusion (z + rB) N Ds C Cs is
enough to gnsure since (K +rB)N9o(Cs) C Cs for
all § € (0, 4] without loss of generality, due to the prior
conclusion. The second item regarding is then due

to D5 O D (by assumption) and int C C int C5 C Cs

under

Remark 34 Under suppose that for every x €
(OD)\C, there exist r,d > 0 such that (x +rB) N IC;s C
Ds for all § € (0,6]. In this case, to check that
holds, under additional reqularity and tangent cone as-
sumptions, one can rely on Lemmas and [27 to first

fully characterize where flows are possible, which is also
needed for|(C6). Then, some of the conditions of Theo-

rem can be used to guarantee|(C2), as in Theorem.

The section is concluded with an example demonstrating
the application of Theorems and [33] along with
the proof of Theorem 28 As mentioned before, we prove
Theorem 28 using Theorem

Example 35 (Bouncing Ball Revisited) Consider

the bouncing ball system H = (C, F, D, G) in E:vample@
This system is nominally inner well-posed, which can
be verified by Theorem[8§ Consequently, the continuous-
time dynamics of of the system is also nominally inner
well-posed  (with terminal constraint D) by Proposi-
tion [20, but this cannot be verified using Theorem [23,
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since is violated when x is the origin. Instead,
for some fizxed r,c1,ca > 0, consider the family of hy-
brid systems {Hs} = {(Cs, F5, Ds,Gs}, where for ev-
ery d € (0,1), Cs = CU{z : 29 > —co,c129 < 221},
Ds={x:32' € D,x € (&' +rB)NCs}, Gs = G, and

(0, —7) €179 > coxy, 22 <0
Fs(x) = § (x2 — caw1/c1, =) w2 < cowp, 1 <0
(22, —7) otherwise.

Clearly, hold, and since Fs does not depend
on ¢ and 1s locally Lipschitz, holds. For|(W2), one

needs to only consider compact subsets of the nonnega-
tive half of the xa-axis. Noting that Fs(x) C Min ¢, ()
for all ' € 8(05i and 0 € (0,1) such that xo > —ca,

it follows that |(W2) holds. Moreover, |(W3)| automati-
cally holds since D C 0C, and by construction of Ds,

the first condition in holds for all x € D. Hence,
Theorem [30 applies. We also observe that Theorem [33
applies as well, by construction of Dg C Cs. Thus,
holds, and to be able to use Theorem to con-
clude inner well-posedness, it remains to prove
, The former holds trivially, as Gs = G is a con-
tinuous function. Assume also that \r < co. Then, for
every « (x1,22) € Ds, Gs(z) = (0,—dxg) € C
since —Axg > —co (due to Fs being locally Lipschitz
and the inclusion Fs(x) C Mint o, () for all 2 € 9(Cs)
with xo > —ca, as a result of Theorem @) This obser-
vation cmd is sufficient to also conclude that
holds. Therefore, Theorem applies; {Hs} is an inner
well-posed perturbation of H if \r < co.

Here, it is noteworthy that in Example the
Dubovitsky-Miliutin cone condition of can never
hold since D has no interior. On the other hand, the
tangent cone condition F(z) N Te(x) = @ holds for
every nonzero x € D, but it does not hold at the origin.
Thus, for Theorem [30] to apply, it is necessary for Dy to
include the set rB N Cs. In addition, unlike Example
where the perturbed dynamics (Cjs, Fs) tends to the
nominal dynamics (C,F) (as ¢ approaches zero) and
can be shown to be dominated by a p-perturbation of
the nominal system H, the perturbed bouncing ball H;
does not tend to its nominal version H. It is not ob-
vious how this could be accomplished to satisfy
and simultaneously. However, by letting r, c1, co
tend to zero, the nominal dynamics can be recovered.

Proof of Theorem For each § € (0,1), let C5 =
C,Fs = F, Ds = D, and G5 = G. Then, |(P1){(P4)
automatically hold when C is closed and [(A2)[ holds.
Sincd(W1)] hold if[[VI)}[(V4)|hold, by Theorem [30}

(C, F') is nominally inner well-posed (with terminal con-
straint D).




6 Applications to Reachable Sets

We apply the various well-posedness notions and re-
sults to reachable sets. In particular, we study the
semicontinuous dependence of reachable sets on initial
conditions, hybrid time, and perturbations by analyz-
ing them within the framework of set-valued mappings.
We primarily consider outer well-posed systems and
inner well-posed perturbations. Corollaries for nomi-
nally outer/inner well-posed systems can be generated
using [5, Theorem 4.1], and by treating nominally inner
well-posed systems as an inner well-posed perturbations
of themselves.

Definition 36 (Reachable Set Mappings) Given a
hybrid system H = (C, F, D,G), the reachable set map-
ping Ry : (cl(C)UD) x Rsg x N =2 R"™ of H is the set-
valued mapping associating with every xg, T', and J, the
reachable set of H fromxzg at time (T, J); Ry (20, T, J) :=
{z(T,J) : x € Sp(zo0), (T, J) € domz}.

An alternative formulation motivated by converse
safety /invariance problems is found in [29], wherein the
reachable set mappings collect the values of all solutions
originating from xy until time (T, J). Yet another defini-
tion of reachable set mappings for hybrid inclusions can
be found in [24], Section 6.3.2], which collects the values
of all solutions originating from zq for all (T, J) such
that T+ J < 7, given a time horizon parameter 7 > 0.

6.1 Semicontinuity of of Reachable Sets

For a nominally outer well-posed pre-forward complete
hybrid system 7, the reachable set mapping Ry is
locally bounded and outer semicontinuous [5, Theo-
rem 4.1]. A consequence of this is that the reachable
set of H from a compact set of initial conditions over
a compact hybrid time horizon is compact [5, Proposi-
tion 4.2]. Below, we generalize the former result to outer
well-posed hybrid systems to account for perturbations.
The proof follows the same steps, so it is not included.
For a definition of p-perturbations, recall Definition

Theorem 37 (Outer Semicontinuity) Let H be a
hybrid system. Given an initial condition xq, suppose
that ‘H is outer well-posed at xo and pre-forward com-
plete from xy. Then, given a continuous function p,
for every (T,J) € R>o x N, there exists € > 0 such
that the set {& € Ryso((x0,T,J) +eB) : 6 € (0,e]} =
Ragee (20, T, J) + €B) is bounded, and

lim sup Ragso (2, T, J') C Ryy(xo, T, J).

6—0
(z6,T",J") = (x0,T,J)

()

For a nominally inner well-posed system, inner semicon-
tinuity of the reachable set mapping does not require pre-
forward completeness. However, every point £ belonging
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to the reachable set Ry (o, T, J) must be given by a
maximal solution = that exhibits no jumps at ordinary
time T and does not terminate at ordinary time 77 i.e.,
there exist © € Sy (o) with (T, J) = £ and € > 0 such
that (T +e,J) € domz and (T, J—1) ¢ dom z [5], Theo-
rem 4.3]. A similar conclusion holds for inner well-posed
perturbations. Analogous conditions have been used for
continuity of the reachability mapping in [29].

Theorem 38 (Inner Semicontinuity) LetH be a hy-
brid system. Given an initial condition xo and (T, J) €
R>o x N, suppose that for every & € Ry (zo, T, J), there
exists © € Sy (xo) such that & = z(T,J) and T is not a
Jump time or the terminal ordinary time of x. Let {Hs}
be an inner well-posed perturbation of H at xo. Then,
RH(l‘Q,T,J) C R'Hs(l‘é,T/,J/). (6)

lim inf
d—0
(x0,T",J") = (20,T,J)

PROOF. Pick z € Sy(zo) satisfying the required
conditions. Take a mnonempty interval [Timin,Tmax)
with T' < Thax such that [Thin, Tmax] X {J} C domx,
further assuming 7' > Ty if T > 0, and noting that
such an interval exists as T is not a jump time or the
terminal ordinary time of x. With no loss of general-
ity, assume domax to be compact. Take any positive
sequence {0;}5°, convergent to zero, any {&]}3°, con-
vergent to zo with & € cl(Cs,) U Ds, for all ¢ > 0, and
any {T;}5°, convergent to T. Pick a sequence {z}}3°,
of hybrid arcs that is graphically convergent to x and
locally eventually bounded, where, for each i > 0, z/
is a solution of H;, originating from &. By Lemma
there exists + > 0 such that (7;,J) € domua for
all ¢ > 2. Due to local eventual boundedness of {z}}32,,
the sequence {(T;,J,z;(T3,J))}2, is bounded, hence
it has a convergent subsequence. By definition of
graphical convergence, the limit of every such sub-
sequence must belong to the graph of the outer
graphical limit of {x;}$°,, which is precisely x, and
since lim;_,o0 T; = T, the limit must be (T J, (T, J)).
It follows that lim; o0 (T3, J, z; (T3, J)) = (T, J, (T, J)).
Therefore, (T, J) € liminf,; oo Ry (&, Ti, J).

Theorem 39 (Continuity under Perturbations)

Let ‘H be a hybrid system, and given an initial condi-
tion xg, suppose that H is outer well-posed at xy and
pre-forward complete from xg. Let {Hs} be an inner
well-posed perturbation of H at xo that is dominated by
a p-perturbation of H for some continuous function p.
Moreover, given (T,J) € Rs¢ x N, suppose that for
every & € Ryl(wxo, T, J), there exists x € Sy (o) such
that§ = (T, J) and T is not a jump time or the terminal
ordinary time of x. Then,

lim Ry (x6, T, "), (7)

RH(IOaT7 ‘]) = 5§50
(x0,T",J") = (20,T,J)



and the set {€ € Ry, ((xo,T,J) +eB) : § € (0,¢]} is
bounded for some e > 0.

The proof of the continuity result above follows im-
mediately by Theorems and Counterexamples
showing the necessity of the assumptions concern-
ing the behavior of solutions in Theorem [38] for inner
semicontinuity are easy to construct: for the bounc-
ing ball system Example given a height parame-
ter h > 0, consider 2o = (h,0) and T = /2h/~, for
which Ry (z0,T,0) = (0,4/2vh). On the other hand,
for every e € (0, h], Ry (x0 — (¢,0),T,0)) is empty since
the first jump of the maximal solution from zy — (g, 0)
occurs earlier than 7.

6.2 Continuous Approximations of Reachable Sets

One of the main drawbacks of Theorem [38]is that it re-
quires partial knowledge of solutions. Moreover, if there
exists & € Ry (xo,T, J) such that every maximal solu-
tion « from xg with £ = (T, J) jumps or terminates at
ordinary time 7T, at first glance, it is not clear whether
a continuous, or even an inner semicontinuous approxi-
mation of Ry (zg, T, J) is possible at all.

With the following results, we show that to be
able to continuously approximate the reachable
set Ry (xo, T, J), knowledge of solutions can be traded
for class-K estimates characterizing lower semicontin-
uous dependence of solutions on initial conditions and
perturbations (Proposition . Importantly, these re-
sults show that the reachable sets can be continuously
approximated even when the solution-based conditions
in Theorem [38| are violated. The price to pay is that the
approximation requires perturbed reachable sets over
nontrivial continuous-time horizons, although as shown
later, this can be relaxed.

Theorem 40 (Continuous-Time Inflations) Let H
be a hybrid system, and given a compact set K, suppose
that H is outer well-posed on K and pre-forward complete
from K. Let {Hs = (Cs, Fs5,Ds,Gs)} be an inner well-
posed perturbation of H on K that is dominated by a p-
perturbation of H for some continuous function p. Then,
given a compact set T C R>g x N, there exist class-K
functions aq, s such that for every xg € K and (T, J) €
T, the following holds: for everye > 0 and§ € (0, a1 (g)],
the set (xo + a2(e)B) N (cl(Cs) U Ds) is nonempty if the
reachable set Ry (x0, T, J) is nonempty. Moreover,

lim
£,0—0, 26—)10
e>0,6€(0,01(€)]
zyETo+az(e)B

R (g, [max{0, T — e}, T +¢l, J)

:RH(mOaTa J) (8)

PROOF. Pick T > Osuchthat T+J < 7forall (T, J) €
T. By Proposition[I5and Remark [3:1} there exist class-
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K functions &1, as such that for all € > 0, the follow-
ing holds: for every = € Sy (xo) and 0 < @1(as(€)), the
set S = (zg + a2(e)B) N (cl(Cs) U Ds) is nonempty,
and for every z(, € S, there exists a solution x’ of Hs
originating from z(, such that z and =’ are (7, ¢)-close.
Letting a7 := @y o ag, this is sufficient to prove the
first statement. To prove , one needs to show that
the right-hand side contains (respectively, is contained
in) the outer (respectively, inner) limit of the left-hand
side. That the right-hand side contains the outer limit
of the left-hand side is an immediate result of Theo-
rem Now let © € Sy (zo) and without loss of gen-
erality, assume dom x to be compact. Pick positive se-
quences {e;}52, and {d;}92, tending to zero, where for
every i > 0, 6; < ay(g;). Take any sequence {£/}5°, con-
vergent to xq such that & € (g + aa(g;)B) N (cl(Cs,) U
Ds,) for all i > 0. Let {z}}32, be a sequence of hy-
brid arcs that is graphically convergent to x and locally
eventually bounded, where, for each ¢ > 0, z is a so-
lution of Hs, originating from &/. For large enough 4
(in the limit as ¢ tends to infinity), there exists T; such
that |T; — T'| < &; and (T3, J) € dom . The rest of the
proof is the same as that of Theorem [3§

Remark 41 We emphasize nonemptiness of the
set (zo+az(e)B)N(cl(Cs)UDs), as it implies that the do-
main of the limit in (8) is “connected”, in the sense that
givene >0 and 6 < ay(e), there exists x{, € cl(Cs) U Ds
that is as(e)-close to xg. Consequently, the perturbed
reachable set Ry, (zg, [max{0,T — €}, T + ¢€],J) is
nonempty (for smalle > 0), provided the nominal reach-
able set Ry (xo, T, J) is nonempty.

The continuous approximation in Theorem 0] requires
reachable set computations over hybrid time horizons
corresponding to nontrivial continuous-time intervals.
However, when flows are always possible after jumps, it
suffices to consider computations over two hybrid times.
The proof is similar to that of Theorem[0]and is omitted
for brevity. In fact, the class-K functions a1, as can sim-
ply be taken to be the ones in the proof of Theorem [40]
One needs to only note that due to the additional as-
sumptions here, given £ € Ry (xo, T, J), there exists x €
Swu(zo) with (T, J) € dom z such that (T'—n, J) € domz
or (T'+n,J) € doma for some n > 0.

Theorem 42 (Continuous-Time Doubling) Under

the conditions of Theorem if G(D) C C, where C is
the set of all points where flows are possible for H, there
exist class-K functions ay, as such that for every xg € K



and (T, J) € T satisfyingT + J > 0 or zy € C,

R’H ('TOa Ta J)

— 3 — - + + -+
- lim - S(S—(x07€ )US§+($078 )7
e ,eT,67,6T—0, Ty Ty —To
€,07,67>0,8€(0,a1(¢)]
o €xotaz(e”)B
I+€(E + +
0 0 QQ(E )B

S(s_— (16757) = R'H(r (fgamaX{O»T - 57}7 J)7
S (ad,et) =Ry, (x§, T+, J).

9)

where ¢ := min{e~,e*} and § := max{d—,6"}.
6.3 Uniformity of Approximations

It is worth stressing that uniformity of approximations
can be achieved for all of the results derived in this
section. For example, @ implies that for all n > 0
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every 6 € (0,¢],
xzo € (cl(Cs) U Ds), and (T',J) € Rsp x N sat-
isfying |z, — 20| < e and |(TV,J) — (T,J)|] < e,
d(Ry(zo,T,J), Ray, (z(, T, J")) < m, where d(.,.) is
the Hausdorff distance. Similar relationships hold for
—@, by [35 Proposition 5.12 and Exercise 5.13].

7 Concluding Remarks

Outer well-posedness of a hybrid system, defined orig-
inally in [24], has paved the way for a fairly complete
theory of hybrid systems as far as asymptotic stabil-
ity is concerned. The notions of inner well-posedness
introduced in this article, combined with outer well-
posedness, ensure continuous dependence of solutions
initial conditions and perturbations and sets the stage
for a more complete framework for hybrid systems: we
have already shown how these novel notions help lead to
methods of continuously approximating reachable sets
in this article, and proved consequent results (e.g con-
tinuous approximations of the value function) for opti-
mal control problems for hybrid systems via reachability
analysis (to appear, see [3] for an early version).
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Prentice Hall,

A Proof of Theorem [24]

We begin by noting that by definition of inner well-posed

perturbations, [(C3)| implies c1C C liminfs_qclCs.
Hence, byand cl(C)UD C liminfs_,o cl(Cs)U
Ds. In the rest of the proof, we show that the graphical
convergence property in @ of Definition |10[ holds when
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the solution x therein has finitely many jumps. Then,
using this property, we show that @ holds if = has in-
finitely many jumps, thanks to Propositions [12] and [I3]

A.1  The Case of Finite Number of Jumps

Let = be a solution with J jumps, where J is finite.
Let {t;}/_, be the jump times of z and t, := 0. For
each j € {0,1,...,J}, let 27 be the restriction of z to the
set of (s,i) € domz with s+i < t;+j, and let 27/ ™! = z.
Since z has finitely many jumps, the proof will rely on
an induction argument. That is, given a positive se-
quence {9; }$2, convergent to zero and a sequence {&;}22,
convergent to x(0,0), where & € cl(C;) U D; for ev-
ery ¢ > 0, we show that if there is a locally eventu-
ally bounded sequence of hybrid arcs {al}22, graphi-

cally convergent to 2/ (with each z! a solutlon of Hs,
originating from &;), then there is a sequence of hybrid

arcs {xJH ©, graphically convergent to z*1, where

each 33 ! is a solution of ‘Hs, extending LL‘Z Given j < J,
the mduction hypothesis also assumes that there ex-
ists 2 > 0 such that the following holds: i) for every ¢ > 1,
the interval I’ := {(t j) € doma’} is trivial (ie., 2
does not flow after jump j); and ii) if j < J or if j = J

and z7 # x‘”i (i.e., if = flows after jump j = J), a7

terminates on Cj, U Ds, for all > 4.

The base case is obvious since z0 is trivial. In partic-
ular, one can simply take the sequence of trivial solu-
tlons {x? 1_17 where each z? orlgmates from &;. Assum-
ing that x is not trivial, note that|(C1) ensure that
these solutions terminate on Cgi U D(;i for large i. Now,
given j < J, let {x]}32, be a locally eventually bounded
sequence of hybrid arcs that is graphically convergent
to 7, where z? is a solution of H;, originating from §&;
for all ¢ > 0. Note that there exists ¢+ > 0 such that for
every i > 1, doma] is bounded (see Lemma . Pass
to this subsequence without relabeling. Without loss of
generality, suppose that for each ¢ > 0, 2] has compact

domain and let & be the terminal point of x] Recall
that by the first bullet in Lemmal 2L im; o0 & = x(t5, 7).

To streamline the remainder of the proof, we rely on the
following lemma, stated under the assumptions of The-

orem It is used to extend xf to xf“ for each 7 > 0.

Lemma 43 Given a solution z of H with compact do-
main, suppose that z(T,1) € C U D and there exists
no e > 0 such that (T — e,1) € domz, where (T,1) is

the terminal time of z. Let {(5 122, be a positive sequence
convergent to zero and {£,}°, be a sequence convergent
to z(0,0) such that & € cl(C;) U D; for alli > 0. Then,
there exist 1+ > 0 and a locally eventually bounded se-
quence of hybrid arcs {z;}32, graphically convergent to z
such that the following holds Jor alli > 1: z; is a solution
of Hs, originating from &} and terminating on Cs, U Ds,,



and there exists no € > 0 such that (T; — ¢,1) € dom z;,
where (T;,1) is the terminal time of z;.

PROOF. Let 2’ be the truncation of z until hybrid
time (7, 0). We claim that there exist 2 > 0 and a locally
eventually bounded sequence of continuous arcs {z}}5°,
graphically convergent to z such that for every ¢ > 1, 2}
is a solution of H;, originating from &, and terminating
on Dj,. Indeed, if 2’ is nontrivial, then z(0,0) € C, so ex-
istence of this sequence is guaranteed by and
If 2/ is trivial, then z(0,0) € D and three cases are of
interest. The first case is when & € Dy, for large . This
is straightforward to handle, as one can select the z/’s
to be trivial. The second case is when & € clCy, for
large 4, which implies 2(0,0) € limsups_,, Cs. Hence,
by this implies that z(0,0) € cl(C), so existence
of the sequence is guaranteed by The third case is
the general case, in which {£/}5°, can be partitioned to
two (infinite) subsequences, say {&], }72, and {&] }72,
where & € clCy, for all K > 0 and &, € Dy, for
all I > 0. Consequently, by combining the graphically
convergent subsequences corresponding to {&; }22,
and {¢], }72,, it is possible to construct {z;}52,.

Now, given the sequence {z}}2,, as a result of Lemma
we have that lim;_, (T3, 2{(T;,0)) = 2/(T,0) = 2(T,0),
where T; is the terminal ordinary time of z; for all ¢ > 0.
Hence, by[(C6)] there exists : > 0 and a sequence {£]}52,
convergent to z(T, 1) such that ¢; € G(2'(T3;,0)) N (Cs, U
Ds,) for alli > 1. Letting, for each i > 1, z; (¢, 0) = 2.(t,0)
for all t < T; and z(T;,1) = ; , the proof is complete.

Lemma allows us to move from induction step j to
j+1if 5 < J — 1. That is, we let z be the solution
of H corresponding to z from (¢;,7) to (t;+1,j + 1),
and construct the sequence {z;}52, in the lemma. Then,
for i < 1, we let 2™
tox] + by concatenating it with z;. It is then straightfor-

ward to show that the sequence {27 7'} islocally even-
tually bounded and graphically convergent to 7! = 2.
The same arguments apply for passing from step j =
J — 1 to J. The only delicate matter is the possibility
that z7/ = 2771 (ie., J > 0 and z does not flow af-
ter jump J, or J = 0 and z is trivial), as this implies
that z(ts, J) ¢ C, and it could also be that (¢, J) ¢ D.
In such a situation, the lemma above would need to be
modified to account for z that terminates on R™ and to
allow the z’s to also terminate on R™ using of

(instead of [(C6)]).

Now, consider the case of j = J. If 7/ = /%! (in other
words, x does not flow after jump J), one can simply
take the sequence {z7 7'}, to be equal to {z}}22,.
Otherwise, by the induction hypothesis, the terminal

point & belongs to Cj, U Ds; for large ¢. Moreover,

= x, otherwise we extend
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since z(ty,J) € C, by and Lemma [2] there ex-
ists 2 > 0 such that & € C5, C clCy, for all ¢ > 4. Similar
to before, let z be the solution of H corresponding to x
from (¢, J) to (ty41,J). By[(C3)] there exists a locally
eventually bounded sequence of continuous arcs {z;}2,
that is graphically convergent to z, and for each i > 1,
z; is a solution of (Cs,, Fs,). Thus, for each i < 1, we
take x‘i”'l ;]'H as the con-
catenation of z7 with z;. Again, it can be shown that
the sequence {a:‘”'l o is locally eventually bounded

% =

and graphically convergent to xj11 = z.

= ], otherwise, we take x

A.2  When the Solution has Infinitely Many Jumps

We have shown that any solution x with finitely many
jumps satisfies @ The case of solutions with infinitely
many jumps follows from Propositions and In
particular, if x is a solution with infinitely many jumps,
then for every 7 > 0, the restriction of x to all (¢,j) €
dom z with t+ j < 7, denoted z7, satisfies the following
property: given a positive sequence {d;}$2, convergent
to zero and a sequence {§; }5°, convergent to x(0, 0) such
that & € cl(Cs,)UDs, for all i > 0, for every ¢ > 0, there
exists a solution x; of H;s, originating from &; such that
the sequence {z;}22, is locally eventually bounded and
graphically convergent to 2. Then, by Proposition [I3]
for every € > 0 and 7 > 0, there exist 7, > 0 such
that for any 6 < ¢ and xj € (2(0,0) + rB) N (cl(Cs) U
Ds), there exists a solution 2’ of Hs, originating from a,
such that ™ and ' (and therefore, z and ') are (7, €)-
close. By Proposition it follows that = satisfies
completing the proof.

B Proof of Theorem [30]

Observe that c1C' C liminfs_oclCs by ' and let =
be a solution of (C, F) with closed graph. Given a pos-
itive sequence {d;};,—0 convergent to zero, let {&}22,
be a sequence convergent to x(0), where & € Cs, for
all i > 0. The solution has the property that if 2(t) € 0C
and F(z(t)) NTo(x(t)) is empty for some ¢, then ¢ must
be the terminal ordinary time of z due to Lemma
Given 7 > 0 such that the set Q = {z(¢t) : t < 7}
is bounded, let S be a neighborhood of @ and with-
out loss of generality, by suppose that there ex-

ists L > 0 such that for every § > 0, since Fs is an
extension of Fj, Fj is closed valued and Lipschitz on S
with Lipschitz constant L > 0. Note that due to |(P1)]
this property implies that Fjs is upper semicontinuous
on S and has nonempty and compact images on S. By
[(P3)]and Filippov’s theorem ([7, Theorem 5.3.1]), for ev-
ery € > 0, there exist r,§ > 0 such that for any § € (0, J]
and every z(, € (x(0) 4+ rB) N Cs, there exists a solu-
tion 2’ of (S, Fis) originating from x{, such that x and z’
are (7, €)-close—in fact, closeness can be quantified with
the sup norm for the solutions and their derivatives;
namely |z(t)—z'(t)| < eforallt < rand |z(t)—2'(t)] < e




for almost all t < TE If such a neighborhood does not
exist, given a cover of {2 coming from one can
extract a finite subcover and apply Filippov’s theorem

repeatedly using the family of extended mappings Fj
with ¢ € (0, d].

B.1 Inner Well-Posedness

We consider two different cases to show that {(Cs, Fs)}
is an inner well-posed perturbation of (C, F'). We first
show that the graphical convergence property required
for inner well-posedness holds when the solution under
question is bounded or complete, and has an additional
tangent cone property. Afterward, we tackle the case
where the solution escapes to infinity or fails to satisfy
the aforementioned tangent cone condition.

Case I: Suppose that the solution x chosen above is
bounded or complete, and has the property that there ex-
ists no t > 0 such that z(t) € 9C and F(x(t)) NTe(x(t))
is empty. If the range of = is contained in the inte-
rior of C, then the (7,¢)-closeness property established
above implies that for every i > 0, there exists a solu-
tion x; of (Cs,, Fs,) originating from &; such that the se-
quence {z;}5°, is locally eventually bounded and graph-
ically convergent to x by Proposition due to |(P2)]
The same conclusion applies if the range of x intersects
the boundary of C: pick any 7 > 0 and let K := {z(t) €
oC :t <7}. By without loss of generality, there
exists 7 > 0 such that Fs(¢) C Minc,(¢) holds for
all v € (K 4+ rB)NJCs and 6 > 0. For every § > 0,
let ms := mingepo - [2(t)|a(cs)\(k+rB) > 0. Then, there
exists 7 such that s > n for all § > 0, due to Take
any € € (0, min{7n/2,r}), any ¢’ > 0, and any solution z’
of (S, Fs) originating from Cy such that z and 2’ are
(1,¢€)-close. Then, 2’ is a solution of (Cjy, Fs:). To show
this, suppose the opposite, which implies that there ex-
istst’ > O such that 2/ (t') € 9Cs:, and a sequence {t;}5°
convergent to ¢’ such that ¢, > ' and x(¢;) ¢ Cs . Since z
and 2’ are (7,¢)-close and ¢ < min{n/2,r}, 2'(t') €
K + rB. However, by [7, Theorem 4.3.6] and as a re-
sult of the Dubovitsky-Miliutin tangent cone condition,
every solution 7’ of (S, Fys/) from z'(t') stays in Cs for
some nonzero amount of time contradicting the ex-
istence of the sequence {t;}22,. Since z’ is a solution
of (Cys/, Fs/), again, Propositionis applicable.

9 Given small § > 0, straightforward application of Filip-
pov’s theorem would allow us to concur the existence of a
solution z’ such that z and =’ are (7, €)-close. The uniformity
of the closeness result here over (0, 9] is due to the unifor-
mity of the Lipschitz constant L in [(W1)|and the inclusion
inover (0, 9]; see (5.3) and the following equation in [7].
10 Application of [7}, Theorem 4.3.6] is possible, thanks to the
fact that Krasovskii regularization (|24, Definition 4.13]) of
the mapping Fj is upper semicontinuous and has nonempty,
compact, and convex values; see [24, Lemmas 5.15-5.16].
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Case II: Now recall that if there exists ¢ > 0 such
that z(t) € 0C and F(x(t)) NTc(x(t)) is empty, ¢ is the
terminal ordinary time of the solution x chosen above.
Suppose that either z(T") € 9C and F(z(T))NTc(x(T))
is empty, where T is the terminal ordinary time of x,
or x has finite escape time T'. Let Ty, := Tk/(k + 1) for
every k > 0 and fix € > 0. We build the graphically con-
vergent sequence with a recursive procedure:

e For k = 0, we take a locally eventually bounded se-
quence of solutions {Z9}2°, (with each #¥ a solution
of (Cs,, Fs,) originating from &;) that is graphically
convergent to the solution y°, where y° corresponds
to z from Ty = 0 to T;. Then, for each ¢ > 0, we
let 29 := #0. Also, we let i = 0.

e For k > 1, we take a locally eventually bounded se-
quence of solutions {#F}%°, (with each ¥ a solu-
tion of (Cs,, Fs,) originating from the terminal point

of :%f_l) that is graphically convergent to the solu-

tion y*, where y* corresponds to x from T to Thy1.

Then, for each i > k, we let ¥ be the extension of ¥~

with #¥. Also, noting that {#¥}5°, is locally eventu-

ally bounded and converges to the truncation of x up
to Tk+1, by [24, Theorem 5.25], we pick some i >

ix_1 such that :%f and the truncation of z up to Tj41

are (Tg41,¢/k)-close for all ¢ > iy,.

Lastly, for each i > 0, we let z; := 2¥, where k > 0 is
such that i <7 < igy1.

The limit of the sequence {dom z; }$°, is precisely [0, 7.
Moreover, the outer and inner graphical limits of the
sequence {z;}$°, are mappings Mo, and My, respec-
tively, with the following properties: the domains of both
mappings contain [0,7") and are subsets of [0,7], and
the restriction of both mappings to [0,7) is equal to
the restriction of 2 to [0, 7). This can be observed using
Lemma 2] by considering truncations of the z;’s; that is,
given t < T, for each ¢ > 0, we truncate x; until some
ordinary time ¢; such that {¢;}5°, tends to ¢ and analyze
the resulting sequence of solutions as follows.

e If the solution x is bounded, since the inner and outer
set limits are always closed, it follows that graphs
of Moy and My, contain (T, z(T)). In addition, by
construction (in particular, due to (Ty + ¢/k,e/k)-
closeness), {z;}2, is locally eventually bounded
and Myt (and therefore M;,) is single valued at T.
Hence, the graphical limit is precisely x.

e On the other hand, if x has finite escape time, {z;}52,
is not locally bounded, as the converse contradicts
the fact that x is unbounded. To show that the
graphical limit leads to a set-valued mapping M
that is an extension of z, note that by construction,
Mow(T) = Min(T) = @: assume Mo, (1) nonempty,
and without loss of generality, take a sequence {t;}2,
convergent to T such that {x;(¢;)}32, is convergent.
By construction, there exists a sequence {s;}$2, such



that lim; oo [t; — 8;| = im0 |24(t;) — 2(s;)] = 0.
Consequently, {z(s;)}52, is convergent, which is a
contradiction, as x has finite escape time 7. This

proves that {(Cjs, F5}) is an inner well-posed pertur-
bation of (C, F), i.e., holds.

B.2 Inner Well-Posedness with Terminal Constraints

Let x be a solution of (C, F) terminating on D, with
terminal ordinary time 7'. Three cases are of interest.

Case I: If 2(T') € int D, then the graphical convergence
property for x holds without any additional conditions

by [(C3)[and Lemma [2] as a result of [(P4)

Case II: Suppose z(T) € int(C) N 9(D). If there ex-
ist 7,6 > 0 such that z(T) + rB C Ds for all 6 < ¢
(see , the graphical convergence property for z
holds without any additional conditions by and
Lemma, Otherwise, if F(z(T)) N My p(x(T)) is
nonempty and F' is closed valued and Lipschitz on a
neighborhood of z(T") by we extend z to an-
other solution, say «’, such that ’(¢) € int(C) Nint(D
for all t € (T,T']—this is possible by Lemma [27]
where T” > T is the terminal ordinary time of 2’. For
every i > 0, let &; be a solution of (Cj,, Fs,) origi-
nating from &; such that that the sequence {Z;}5°, is
locally eventually bounded and graphically convergent
to 2’. Note that there exists 2+ > 0 such that for ev-
ery ¢ > 1, Z; terminates on (int(C) N int(Dii C Dy,

at terminal ordinary time fz > T, by |((P4)l For

each ¢ > 1, pick T; € [T,T;] with Z,(T;) € Ds, such
that the sequence {T;}$°, tends to 7T, and let z;
be the truncation of z; until ordinary time T;. Ex-
istence of such {T;}$°, is due to the set limit be-
ing closed: local boundedness and graphical conver-
gence of {#;}2, implies that lim, .o 7; D [I,7"],
where 7; == {t € [T,T;] : Z;(t) € Ds,}, due to
and the fact that 2'(¢t) € intD for all t € (T,T7].
Hence {z;}$2, is graphically convergent to .

Case III: Finally, suppose that z(T") € 9(C) N d(D).
If there exist r,§ > 0 such that (z(T") + rB) N Cs C Ds
for all § < 4, we take any locally eventually bounded
sequence {z;}5°, graphically convergent to x, where
each z; is a solution of (Cs,, Fs,) originating from ¢&;.
Then, x; terminates on Ds, for large enough i.
If F(2(T)) N Mine(c)ynine(p)(2(T)) is nonempty, then =
can be extended to a solution z’ such that 2'(t) €
int(C) Nint(D) for all ¢ > T, as in Case II. The fact
that 2 stays in int(C) Nint(D) is due to the Dubovitsky-
Miliutin tangent cone condition in and the invari-
ance property outlined in [7, Theorem 4.3.6]. The locally
eventually bounded graphically convergent sequence is
then constructed as in Case II, in the same manner.

Otherwise, if F(z(T)) N Te(x(T)) is empty, due to
either of the regularity properties of F' in x
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can be extended as in Case II to another function
with compact domain. However, this time, the exten-
sion z’ is not a solution of (C,F), and there exists
a positive sequence {s;}°, convergent to zero such
that /(T + s;) ¢ C for all ¢ > 0, due to the tangent
cone condition F(z(T))NTeo(x(T)) = @ (this precludes
existence of solutions from (7") by Lemma 26]). We use
similar arguments as before. We first note that due to
Filippov’s theorem ([7, Theorem 5.3.1]) is again
applicable, this time for the extended solution z’. This
implies that there exists a locally eventually bounded
sequence of continuous arcs {Z;}$2, graphically con-
vergent to z’, where for each 7 > 0, Z; is an extension
of a solution z of (Cs,, F5,) originating from §;, and
the sequence {z}}°, converges to z. For each ¢ > 0,
let T/ be the terminal time of x4, and pick T; > T} such
that the following hold: 1) #;(t) € Cs, for all t < T;,
2) Z;(T;) € Cs,\ int C, and 3) the sequence {T;}$2, con-
verges to T'. Giveni > 0, let x; be the truncation of Z; un-
til ordinary time T;. As in the case z(T') € int(C)NA(D),
the sequence {z;}$2, is graphically convergent to = and
by Lemma 2] there exists « > 0 such that {z;(7},0)}52,
tends to (7T, 0) and =z;(T;,0) € Ds, for all ¢ > 1.

C Outer Well-Posedness Formalized

Definition 44 [5, Definition 3.2] A hybrid system H
is said to be nominally outer well-posed on a set S C
R™ if for every graphically convergent sequence of solu-
tions {x;}32, of H satisfying lim; oo 2;(0,0) =: z9 € S,
the following holds:

(a) if the sequence {x;}2, is locally eventually bounded,
then the graphical limit x is a solution of H origi-
nating from xo;

if the sequence {x;}52, is not locally eventually
bounded, then there exists (T, J) € R>g x N such
that © = M|aom Mn([0,7)x{0,1,...,7}) 8 a solution
of H originating from xy that escapes to infin-
ity at time (T, J), where M is the graphical limit
of {z:i}7Zo-

Definition 45 (Outer Well-Posedness) A hybrid
system H is said to be outer well-posed on a set S C R"™
if for every continuous function p, every positive se-
quence {0;}52, convergent to zero, and every graphically
convergent sequence of hybrid arcs {x;}52, such that x;
is a solution of H%” and lim; .., 2;(0,0) =: zg € S,

(a)H(b) in Deﬁm’tion hold.

(b)
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