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Abstract

This paper presents the syntax and semantics of a novel type of hybrid automaton (HA) with partial differential equation (PDE)
dynamic, partial differential hybrid automata (PDHA). In PDHA, we add a spatial domain X and harness a mathematic conception,
partition, to help us formally define the spatial relations. While classically the dynamics of HA are described by ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) and differential inclusions, PDHA is capable of describing the behavior of cyber-physical systems (CPS) with
continuous dynamics that cannot be modelled using the canonical hybrid systems’ framework. For the purposes of analyzing
PDHA, we propose another model called the discrete space partial differential hybrid automata (DSPDHA) which handles discrete
spatial domains using finite difference methods (FDM) and this simple and intuitive approach reduces the PDHA into HA with
ODE systems. We conclude with two illustrative examples in order to exhibit the nature of PDHA and DSPDHA.
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1. Introduction

Cyber-Physical Systems have the potential to revolutionize the development of technology worldwide, and in re-
cent years, numerous researchers and companies have invested significant time and money into ensuring that these
systems will realize their economic and societal potential [1]. However, since CPS fundamentally integrate compu-
tational and physical processes, there are unique challenges in designing and analyzing these systems. In fact, the
functional correctness of CPS relies deeply on the dynamics of their physical environment and the discrete control
decisions of their computational units. Within hybrid systems, the framework of HA has demonstrated considerable
utility in capturing the complex interactions between the discrete and continuous parts of a CPS. Additionally, it al-
lows for a formal analysis of the safety and reliability of CPS [2]. However, this modelling framework has catered
to systems with dynamics that can be described by ODEs, and hardly any attention has been paid to systems with
dynamics described by PDEs [3].

Meanwhile, safety of certain CPS relies on reachable set/state estimation results that are based on Lyapunov
functions analogous to stability [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10] and reachability analysis of dynamical systems [11, 12], certainly
have potentials to be further extended to safety verification. One can study the stability of switched systems, a switched
system is composed of a family of continuous or discrete-time subsystems along with a switching rule governing the
switching between the subsystems, with the help of the given switching rules described by a prescribed state space
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partitioning [13, 14, 15] or some known constraints on switching sequence such as dwell time [16, 17] or average
dwell time [18, 19] restrictions.

PDEs are accomplished at describing a wide range of phenomena such as fluid dynamics and quantum mechanics
that cannot be adequately described by ODEs [20, 21, 22]. As an example, a typical application for PDEs is the
modelling of congestion in highway networks [23], and one popular model for highway control is the Lighthill-
Whitham-Richards (LWR) model [24, 25]. Within this context, the PDEs evolve in an infinite dimensional space
and must be discretized for computational purposes. In our approach, we seek to extend the existing framework from
ordinary differential equations to partial differential equations. However, this extension is non-trivial since the internal
structure of HA with PDEs is inherently more complicated due to the fact that switching and jump conditions cannot
be easily specified. An in-depth discussion of these complexities, along with a discussion of three types of switching
conditions, can be found in the following paper by [26].

While the hybrid automata theory for ordinary differential equations (ODEs) has been extensively studied (e.g.,
see [27, 28]), the theory for partial differential equations (PDEs) is still in the stage of case study [29, 30, 31, 32]. The
main challenges in this area can be attributed to two factors:

(1) The dynamics of automata involve switching due to known constraints, which gives rise to the so-called free
boundary problem. This problem entails tracking the interface between different stages. In the context of PDEs,
analyzing and numerically solving the free boundary is highly challenging (e.g., see [33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39]).

(2) Unlike ODEs, PDEs incorporate various types of boundary conditions. Determining suitable boundary condi-
tions for the partition is a complex task that poses numerical challenges.

Therefore, in this article, we present a novel approach to address the hybrid automata problem with partial differential
modelling. Our approach aims to reduce the PDE problem to a manageable ODE hybrid automaton by employing a
standard numerical discretization technique known as the finite difference method.

2. Running Examples

Before illustrating the main ideas of our framework, we use two running examples throughout the paper. The
components of these running examples are depicted in Figures 1 and 2. The heater model consists of three devices: (i)
a rod that can be heated using a gas burner from anywhere, (ii) a long gas burner that can be turned on or off partially
in any region, and (iii) a thermometer that monitors the temperature of the rod at every location and periodically issues
signals when the temperature of the rod is above or below certain a threshold. The goal is to design a control policy
that maintains the temperature of the rod within a given range.

The second model we consider is a traffic model that was originally proposed in [26]. The system consists of a
highway segment in which vehicles flow in and out. Vehicles maintain a high speed when the traffic flow density is
below a given critical density and when the density exceeds the critical threshold, the speed of the traffic wave and the
overall flow capacity decrease.

2.1. Heater Model

We first describe the behavior of the temperature of the rod. When the gas burner is OFF, the temperature of
the rod, denoted by the variable u, decreases according to the following PDE: u(x, t)t − αu(x, t)xx = 0 where α is
the thermal diffusivity. The thermal diffusivity measures the rate of heat transfer of a material from the hot side to
the cold side. The boundary conditions are u(0, t) = 0 and u(L, t) = 0, which denote that at the location x = 0 and
x = L the temperature is fixed to be 0, and heat is absorbed. X denotes the space coordinate and t denotes time.
This law, however, is only true when the temperature of the corresponding position on the rod is greater than 0.7.
When the heater is OFF, and the temperature of a position on the rod is below 0.4, the heater at that position will
be turned on. The heater function is defined as f (x) = − x

L + 1. The maximum of the heater function appears at
x = 0 and the minimum is 0 at x = L. During the heater ON mode, the temperature is governed by the equation
u(x, t)t − αu(x, t)xx = f (x) where f (x) is the function defined above. As one can see from the description of the
evolution of the temperature, the system is not purely continuous. The system can switch from one mode to another
by turning the heater on and off at a specific location on the rod.
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Temperature Sensor

Heater with Controller

Figure 1: Diagram for heater model.

Figure 2: Diagram for traffic model.

2.2. Traffic Flow Model
The traffic model describes how traffic conditions may behave on a given highway. In free flow mode, which

means the density is less than a specified critical density ρc, the density function is given by the following equation
u(x, t)t + v1u(x, t)x = 0, where v1 is always a positive number and denotes that the traffic flow propagates forward.
However, if the traffic density achieves ρc, the system transitions into a high-density congestion mode. In this mode,
the governing equation is described by u(x, t)t + v2u(x, t)x = 0, where v2 is always a negative number and denotes that
traffic congestion always moves backwards and propagates upstream. As an example, one of the causes of congestion
may be a result of merging slow and fast-moving traffic, resulting in a high-density traffic flow. In this model, we
can frequently switch between a free-flowing mode and a congestion mode, and as a result, a more powerful hybrid
framework is needed to formalize these kinds of system behavior.

Additionally, the two models we have outlined present a mixture of space and time variables and are therefore
quite complicated. In the following sections, we present a framework that is able to capture such a mixture of discrete
and continuous behaviors, where PDEs describe the temporal and spatial dynamics.

3. Partial Differential Hybrid Automata

3.1. Transitions, Trajectories and Executions
Due to the properties of PDEs, the switching structure is more involved than in the case of ODEs [26]. One

highway congestion alleviation model in [23] considers N connected segments, where each segment is governed by
an independent LWR PDE [24] with one side boundary condition. Each segment affects the boundary condition of
the preceding segment and serves as an input function to the PDE. Additionally, the system is allowed to switch to
another mode that incorporates a speed limit. One control approach for transport systems [40] proposes rules for
switching based on criteria of minimizing a cost function. We outline two specific structures that are of interest to our
framework:

• Switching PDEs in time on the full spatial domain. This situation is portrayed in Figure 3 (left) and is the PDE
counterpart of hybrid systems as defined in [41], where a game theory approach is used to determine when
mode switching occurs. Boundary condition switching has been investigated in highway traffic applications in
[42]. PDE switching in time appears in [40] and in [23] and the latter one contains switching between modes in
each highway segment.
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Figure 3: Switching cases for two scenarios, full domain switching on left and partial domain switching on right. BC denotes boundary conditions and IC denotes initial
conditions. x axis denotes the spatial domain and y axis denotes time.

• Switching PDEs on subsets of the time-space domain. This is illustrated in Figure 3 (right). Examples include
the LWR PDE, in [23] where each highway segment is coupled with a boundary condition at the starting point
of itself. This also appears in [24], where the LWR with triangular flux function can be decomposed into two
modes (two one-dimensional wave equations) resulting in a partition of the (x, t) space in regions with forward
travelling waves, and regions with backward travelling waves.

In order to describe the partial domain switching case in Figure 3 (right), it is useful to partition the whole domain
into several parts and assign each one a corresponding mode. One possible solution is to use the union of disjoint
domains to represent the region governed by specific modes. For example, the heat equation ut − uxx = 0 with α = 1
(mode 1) and without heat source can cover domain [0, 0.4). The equation ut − uxx = f (x) with external source (mode
2) occupies domain [0.4, 1].

Based on this idea, the main challenge is how to formalize the particular structure of the domain occupying
behavior. One approach is to associate the union operator with the modes of the system. Thus, the system mode q can
be described as a composition of multiple modes ∪qi, where each mode specifies the domain it occupies. Like in q1,
ut − uxx = 0 when x ∈ D1 and in q2, ut − uxx = f (x) when x ∈ D2, where Di is the region occupied by qi. Thus, the
space domain X is composed ofD1 andD2.

This embodies our approach to represent the multiple mode occupation phenomenon, and we refer to the multiple
mode occupation as the changing behavior of ∪Di. The remaining challenge is to how to describe the moving behavior
of the modes. This can be realized by changingDi, together with its boundary condition. As the system evolves, points
satisfying a given condition will be moved from one mode to another and cause Di to grow or shrink. We call this
point’s moving behavior a trajectory. The evolution of Di is not easily depicted. It can be a function of time or a
function of several other complicated variables. Additionally, it might be impossible to predict switching behavior
due to the complexity exhibited by the PDE’s solution.

Based on the ideas discussed above, the concept of spatial control mode is given below.

Definition 1 (Spatial Control Mode). Let X ⊆ Rn be a space domain. Let Q be a finite set of m control modes, where
each mode is denoted as qi. A space control mode consists of a union of k (k ≤ m) control modes, where each mode
covers part of the space domain X. The spatial control mode is denoted by q̃ where q̃ = ∪qi∈Q{qi} ⊆ Q and the region
mode qi covers is denoted by Dom(qi) and Dom(·) is a set map Dom(·) : Q → 2X . Additionally, ∪k

i=1Di = X, where
Di = Dom(qi).

Now, according to our definition, q̃ is a subset of Q and not just an element in Q. We want to emphasize that the
system could occupy several control modes simultaneously, rather than stay at a single mode as defined in classical
hybrid automata. In order to accommodate q̃ and Dom(qi) and for the purposes of formalizing domain division, we
rely on partition defined in Definition 2. One can see that ∪{Di} is a partition of domain X since eachDi is nonempty,⋃
{Di} = X and Di ∩ D j = ∅ for i , j. For convenience, we denote p = ∪{Di} a specific partition of X consisting of
Dis and denote P = ∪{p} a set containing all possible partitions of domain X.
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Definition 2 (Partition [43]). A partition of a set S is a set of nonempty subsets of S such that every element x in X
is in exactly one of these subsets. Equivalently, a family of sets p is a partition of X if and only if all the following
conditions hold:

• The family p does not contain the empty set (that is ∅ < p).

• The union of the sets in p is equal to X (that is ∪a∈pa = p).

• The intersection of any two distinct sets in p is empty (that is (∀a, b ∈ p) a , b⇒ a ∩ b = ∅).

It is worth noting that the new PDE dynamic hybrid automaton needs a function to describe its state value. The
additional spatial variable requires us to specify the values at different space locations while, in classical hybrid
automata, the system only has finite values since the system only considers finite continuous state variables. The
values of these state variables and discrete modes can be determined as long as the time is fixed, and the system is
deterministic. In our model, for any time t, we regard that the PDE solution u(·, t) lies in the state space U = RX . In
other words, for any given x ∈ X, u(x, ·) represents a real-valued trajectory.

After we obtain q̃, p and u(·, t), the state can be defined now.

Definition 3 (State). A state s is a collection of variables that describes the current condition of a PDE dynamic
system. It consists of a space control mode q̃, a partition p of a domain X and a real function u(·, t) defined on X.

s = q̃ × p × u(·, t) ∈ 2Q × P × U (1)

In Figure 3 (left), each mode occupies the whole space domain X and the system stays in only one mode. We have
q = {qi},Di = X, i = 1, 2, 3. In Figure 3 (right), PDE 1 (mode 1) and PDE 2 (modes 2) occupy the whole domain X,
q = {q1 ∪ q2} and D1 ∪ D2 = X at t = 0. It is worth stressing the differences between representing a state in PDE
dynamic hybrid automata and classical hybrid automata. For discrete modes, the combination of q̃ and p replaces the
single q and describes the space occupation behavior.

Bearing the above in mind, the next step is to formalize the flow function.

Definition 4 (Flow). A flow for a PDE dynamic hybrid automaton is of the form 2Q × P × U → U which maps from
one state to another as time evolves.

Similar to classical hybrid automata, PDE equations simulate the dynamics of the system. The flow consists of a
piecewise PDE equation and the corresponding domain partition. A simple flow function for the heater example can
be formally represented as 

ut − uxx = f (x, t; q), 0 < x < L, 0 < t < T, q ∈ Q,
u(0, t) = u(L, t) = 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,
u(x, 0) = u0(x), 0 ≤ x ≤ L.

Definition 5 (Transition). A transition in a PDE dynamic hybrid automaton is of the form 2Q × P ×U × E → 2Q × P
which maps the current mode and partition to another. E is a finite set of events.

Definition 6 (Reset). A reset function for a PDE dynamic hybrid automaton is of the form 2Q×P×U ×E → U which
specifies how the value of u(x, t) changes when a transition takes place.

The ON mode, triggered by conditions defined in the set E, for example (Figure 4), u(x, t) ≥ r1, then q = q1 so
that f (x, t; q1) = f (x) while the OFF mode happens when u(x, t) ≤ r2, we set q = q2, then f (x, t; q2) = 0.

3.2. Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton (PDHA)

With the above discussion in mind, we can now provide a formal definition of a partial differential hybrid automa-
ton.
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Figure 4: Heater PDHA corresponding to the system in Figure 1.

Definition 7 (Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton (PDHA)). A partial differential hybrid automaton is a tuple
⟨Q, E, P, X,U, Init, Inv, f , ϕ,G,R⟩ where:

• Q is a set of finite qis that represents control modes.

• E is a finite set of events.

• X is a space domain and X ⊆ Rn.

• P is a set of all partitions defined on domain X.

• U is a function space defined on domain X and U = RX .

• Init is a set of initial states and Init ⊆ 2Q × P × U.

• Inv is a set of invariants defined for each mode qi.

• f : 2Q × P × U → U is a flow function and f has the form :
ut = f1(∆u,∇u, x, t), x ∈ D1, q = q1

ut = f2(∆u,∇u, x, t), x ∈ D2, q = q2

...

ut = fk(∆u,∇u, x, t), x ∈ Dk, q = qk.

where fi, i ∈ {1, 2, ..., k}, is the continuous segment in f , ∆ is the Laplacian, ∇ is the gradient, and Di, i ∈
{1, 2, ..., k} is the domain covered by qi.

• ϕ : 2Q × P × U × E → 2Q × P is a transition map.

• G is a set defining guard condition, G ⊆ 2Q × P × 2Q × P × U.

• R : 2Q × P × U × E → U is a reset function.

In our framework, each mode contains only one PDE instead of a system of equations as in classical hybrid
automata. Boundary conditions must not be violated and can be treated as a kind of invariant. They are imposed on
the boundary of X and act like constraints within the mode. Additionally, they are forced to be satisfied even during
mode discrete transitions.

Revisiting the examples outlined at the very beginning, we construct two models to illustrate the idea of PDHA
in Figures 1 and 2. In each model, the system is composed of two modes and each mode is governed by a PDE, the
given boundary conditions, and the initial condition. In the heater model, we have fi(∆u,∇u, x, t) = ∆u + f (x, t; qi).

The continuous trajectory is realized by moving a point satisfying a guard condition G to another mode. In the
heater model, a point in the mode ON where the temperature exceeds the threshold will be transferred to the mode

6
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Figure 5: Traffic PDHA corresponding to the system in Figure 2.

OFF, meaning the heater located at this point is turned off while the other areas remain unchanged. At the same time,
as the temperature at some points drops below some given bound, the heater at that location is turned on and the point
at mode OFF will be moved to mode ON.

The same rule applies to the traffic model as well. The points in the free flow mode satisfying the guard condition
G1 will be moved to a congestion mode, and points in the congestion mode satisfying G2 will be moved to the free
flow mode.

4. Discrete Space Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton

In this section, we describe some core steps in deriving DSPDHA. First, we define a discretization scheme and
use it to discretize a PDHA to construct its “discrete” model for analysis. Second, using this discretization scheme,
we define a discrete PDHA that is related to the original PDHA via a “discretization relation” corresponding to the
scheme R.

4.1. Discretization Scheme and Discretization Relation

A discrete treatment of PDEs requires the use of new tools to realize the functions we need. One of the most
widely used sets of methods is called finite difference methods (FDMs). Generally speaking, FDMs are a family of
numerical approaches for solving differential equations by replacing them with an approximation using difference
equations. Combining FDMs and PDHA produces the following definition:

Definition 8 (Discretization Scheme). A discretization scheme is a numerical scheme to discretize a continuous partial
differential equation into a set of algebraic equations (full-discretization scheme) or ordinary differential equations
(semi-discretization scheme).

We present several schemes below to demonstrate how this technique approximates spatial derivatives.

Example 4.1 (Finite Difference Method Discretization Scheme). A common example is shown for the heat equation
using the central difference scheme:

u(i × h, t)xx =
u((i − 1) × h, t) − 2u(i × h, t) + u((i + 1) × h, t)

h2 + O(h2), (2)

where the scheme is based on a uniform mesh, h is the grid size, h = xi+1 − xi, {x1, x2, x3, ..., xn} is a list of locations
where the mesh points sit, and these points are the same ones defined in pd. Additionally, u(i × h, t) denotes the value
at the ith position given time t and the respective derivative is approximated using itself and the two adjacent values.
The proof is based on using Taylor’s expansion with error O(h2).

After applying (2) and dropping the redundant part O(h2), the heat equation becomes

u̇i(t) ≈
1
h2 (ui−1(t) − 2ui(t) + ui+1(t)) + f (i × h, t), i = 1, 2, · · · , n. (3)

7
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PDE 1

PDE 2

PDE 3

PDE 1

PDE 3

PDE 2

discretization

Figure 6: Irregular discretization on domain X, the left diagram shows the partition of X and the right diagram shows how discretization is used on the domain X. The
black dots represent the points chosen in Xd and are connected through dash lines. These points can be on the boundary or inside the region.

We replace u(i × h, t) by ui(t) since the derivative with respect to space has been removed. Thus, u̇i(t) is used to
represent the time derivative at the grid point i × h, and f (i × h, t) represents the input function valued at the same
location.

Once the scheme has been chosen, the relation between our models can be described by the following definition.

Definition 9 (Discretization Relation). If the model A is obtained from the model B via discretization scheme R, we
say that the model A relates to the model B via discretization scheme R, which is denoted by: A ⪯R B.

4.2. Discrete Space Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton
Using a discretization scheme, we obtain discrete models of the state, transition, flow and reset function of the

original PHDA. These discrete models are defined below.

Definition 10 (Discrete Domain). Let X be a domain and X ⊆ Rn, a discrete domain Xd of X is a set of distinct points
obtained from X by a discretization scheme R: Xd =

⋃m
i=1{xi}, xi ∈ X and m is the number of points. We say Xd ⪯

R X.

Example 4.2 (Discrete Domain of Heater Model). Consider the heat equation defined on domain X = [0, 10]. One
possible corresponding discrete domain Xd is {0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10}.

Definition 11 (Discrete Partition). Let Q be a set of modes, P is the set of all partitions on X and Xd ⪯
R X. A discrete

partition pd ∈ Qm is a set of values, and each value is associated with a point xi ∈ Xd. The set of all possible pds is
denoted by Pd = Qm and Pd ⪯

R P.

In contrast to the continuous domain hybrid automaton which uses q̃ × p to describe the current mode that the
system occupies, a discrete partition combines the two notations and simplifies the expression.

Example 4.3 (Discrete Partition of Heater Model). Consider the model with q1 = OFF, q2 = ON and Xd =

{0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. Then q̃ = {q1, q2},D1 = [0, 3] andD2 = (3, 5] can be expressed as {q1, q1, q1, q1, q2, q2}.

Definition 12 (Discrete State). A discrete state sd is an ordered pair (pd, ud) where pd ∈ Pd ⪯
R P is a discrete

partition on Xd ⪯
R X and ud ∈ Rm is a list of real values. We denote the set of all possible sds by S d and say S d ⪯

R S
where S is the set of states defined in PDHA.

A discrete state gives the whole picture of the system by combining a discrete partition and state values.

Example 4.4 (Discrete State of Heater Model). One discrete state can be in the form {{q1, q1, q1, q1, q2, q2},
{0.6, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8}}, where q1, q2 are the modes and the succeeding numbers are the temperatures at each node.

Everything listed above leads us to discrete flow.

Definition 13 (Discrete Flow). Let f be a flow function, fd is the set of discrete flow functions such that the spatial
derivative of f is approximated using R. We say fd ⪯R f .

8
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Example 4.5 (Discrete Flow of Heater Model). Consider the heater example again,ut − uxx = f (x, t), 0 < t < T, 0 < x < L,
u(0, t) = u(L, t) = 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

The spatial derivative uxx is approximated by a FDM centred difference scheme based on a uniform mesh of step size
∆x. We obtain a system of ODEs: In place of u(t, i∆x), we obtain an ODE system for ui(t), i = 1, · · · ,m, (m+1)∆x = L:

u̇i(t) =
ui−1 − 2ui + ui+1

∆x2 + f (t, i∆x),

where u0 = u1, um+1 = um due to the boundary condition. We would like to remark that the convergence of FDM is
due to the Lax–Richtmyer theorem [44].

Definition 14 (Discrete Transition). A discrete transition ϕd of a DSPDHA is of the form Pd × Ud × E → Pd which
maps a current discrete partition to another. We say ϕd ⪯

R ϕ where ϕ is the transition defined in the original PDHA
and R is the discretization scheme.

Example 4.6 (Discrete Transition of heater model). In order to illustrate the idea of a discrete transition, we make a
simple modification of the previous example: 

u̇1 =
−2u1 + u2

h2 ,

u̇2 =
u1 − 2u2 + u3

h2 ,

...

u̇m =
um−1 − 2um

h2 .

e
′

−→



u̇1 =
−2u1 + u2

h2 ,

u̇2 =
u1 − 2u2 + u3

h2 + f (2h, t),
...

u̇m =
um−1 − 2um

h2 + f (mh, t).

A transition to the mode ON at location x1 and x2 occurs because event e takes place. Thus, we can write the
transition function

ϕd(pd,1; ud; e) =

pd,2, e = e
′

,

pd,1, otherwise.
(4)

where pd,1 = {q1, q1, q2, ..., q2}, pd,2 = {q2, q2, q2, ..., q2}, q1 represents mode OFF and q2 represents mode ON.

Definition 15 (Discrete Reset). A discrete reset function Rd of a DSPDHA is of the form Pd × Ud × E → Ud which
specifies how a value of ud changes to a new value when a transition takes place. We say Rd ⪯

R R where R on the
right is the reset function in original PDHA.

Definition 16 (Discrete Space Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton (DSPDHA)). A discrete space partial differential
hybrid automaton is a tuple ⟨Q, E, Pd, Xd,U, Init, Inv, fd, ϕd,G,Rd⟩ where:

• Q is a set of finite modes;

• E is a set of finite events;

• Xd is a set of m points;

• Pd is a set of values defined on domain Xd, Pd ∈ Qm;
9
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• Ud is a set of discrete values defined on Xd, Ud = Rm;

• Init is a set of initial states, Init ⊆ Pd × Ud;

• Inv is a set of invariants defined for each mode qi ∈ Q;

• fd : Pd × Ud → Ud is a set of discrete flow functions and fd have the form :
u̇1 = f1(u1, u2, ..., um, t),
u̇2 = f2(u1, u2, ..., um, t),
...

u̇m = fm(u1, u2, ..., um, t).

(5)

where u̇i denotes time derivative of ui;

• ϕd : Pd × Ud × E → Pd is a transition function;

• G is a set defining guard condition, G ⊆ Pd × Pd × Ud;

• Rd : Pd × Ud × E → Ud is a reset function.

A key observation is DPH ⪯R PH if the discrete space partial differential hybrid automaton DPH is obtained
from a partial differential hybrid automaton PH through R.

The DSPHDA provides us with a set of properties that can easily be formalized and stated. Additionally, similar
concepts that appear in HA are outlined below.

Definition 17 (Hybrid Time Trajectory). A hybrid time trajectory τ = {Ii}
N
i=0 is a finite or infinite sequence of intervals

of the real line, such that

• Ii = [τi, τ
′

i] for i < N;

• if N < ∞, then either IN = [τN , τ
′

N], or IN = [τN , τ
′

N);

• for all i, τi ≤ τ
′

i = τi+1.

where τ
′

i are the time when discrete transition takes place.
Now that we have defined the syntax of DSPDHA, we define the semantics in terms of executions.

Definition 18 (Execution). An execution of a DSPDHA is a collection χ = (τ, pd, ud) satisfying

• Initial Condition: (pd(τ0), ud(τ0)) ∈ Init;

• Continuous Evolution: for all i with τi < τ
′

i , pd is a constant, ud is a solution to the ODEs (5) over [τi, τ
′

i] and
for all t ∈ [τi, τ

′

i), ud(t) ∈ I;

• Discrete Evolution: for all i, (pd(τi+1), ud(τi+1)) ∈ R(pd(τ
′

i), ud(τ
′

i)).

An execution χ = (τ, pd, ud) is called finite if χ is a finite sequence ending with a closed interval, infinite if τ is
either an infinite sequence, or if

∑∞
i=0(τ

′

i − τi) = ∞, and Zeno if it is infinite but
∑∞

i=0(τ
′

i − τi) < ∞.

Definition 19 (Zeno Execution). An execution χ is Zeno if

lim
i→∞
τi − τ0 =

∞∑
i=0

(τ
′

i − τi) = τ∞ < ∞ (6)

Here τ∞ is called the Zeno time.

10
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PDHA DSPDHA HA
discretization single mode

Figure 7: PDHA, DSPDHA and HA relations.

We use EDPH(pd,0, ud,0) to denote the set of all executions of DSPDHA with initial condition (pd,0, ud,0) ∈ Init,
E∗DPH(pd,0, ud,0) to denote the set of all finite executions, E∞DPH(pd,0, ud,0) to denote the set of all infinite executions,
and EDPH to denote the union of EDPH(pd,0, ud,0) over all (pd,0, ud,0) ∈ Init.

Definition 20 (Zeno Discrete Space Partial Differential Hybrid Automaton). A discrete space partial differential
hybrid automaton DPH is Zeno if there exists (pd,0, ud,0) ∈ Init such that all executions in E∞DPH(pd,0, ud,0) are Zeno.

lim
i→∞
τi − τ0 =

∞∑
i=0

(τ
′

i − τi) = τ∞ < ∞ (7)

Here τ∞ is called the Zeno time.

The set of states reachable by a DSPDHA, ReachDPH , is defined as

ReachDPH = {( p̂d, ûd) ∈ Pd × Ud : ∃(τ, pd, ud) ∈ E∗DPH , (pd(N), ud(τ
′

N)) = (p̂d, ûd)}. (8)

where τ = {[τi, τ
′

i]}
N
i=0.

Definition 21 (Nonblocking). A DSPDHA is called nonblocking if E∞DPH(pd,0, ud,0) is nonempty at all (pd,0, ud,0) ∈
Init.

Definition 22 (Deterministic). A DSPDHA is called deterministic if E∗DPH(pd,0, ud,0) contains at most one element for
all (pd,0, ud,0) ∈ Init.

More definitions about DSPDHA are similar to those in the classical HA theory, and we omit them here for the
simplicity of the presentation.

4.3. Relation to Classical Hybrid Automaton
In this section, we explore the relations between classical hybrid automata, DSPDHA and PDHA. The central

basis of introducing PDHA is extending HA with ODE dynamics to discretize PDE dynamics. To achieve this goal,
some adjustments need to be made to accommodate the new framework within the classical hybrid automata scheme.
It is our hope, that after these changes, the properties that hold for HA will hold for PDHA as well. This is the basis
for the motivation to add an intermediate level (DSPDHA) lying between PDHA and HA, which captures the idea of
PDHA and also stays close to classical HA. Using this framework, we make comparisons and illustrate useful results
in the form of theorems.

In PDHA, we use space control modes and partitions q̃ × p to replace a discrete mode q, a state function φ(x) to
replace state variables X. The weakness of this scheme is determining executions and transitions because q̃× p evolves
continuously. DSPDHA overcomes these shortcomings by introducing a discrete state partition, pd which functions
similarly to q in HA. Along the same lines, a discrete flow function obtained from PDHA by FDM is essentially the
same as a HA flow function. This allows us to assert some PDE system properties where we cannot otherwise reason
with certainty due to a lack of information. We lay out several points below to illustrate how these connections are
built.

(1) Any DSPDHA is a HA if pd has identical elements. Based on the knowledge that elements in pd represent the
modes where each location resides, identical elements indicate all the locations are assigned to the same modes
and the system stays at a single mode. Therefore, the given DSPDHA is a HA. Thus, the general dynamical
properties of HA, for instance, the existence, uniqueness, continuous dependence, reachability, stability and
invariant sets follows. (See [45]). On the other, the DSPDHA inherits the physical feature (like diffusion) from
the PDE model, which we demonstrate in the heat model below.

11
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(2) If the order of the time derivative of the PDE considered in a PDHA is 1, the number of points m, in a discrete
domain Xd is equivalent to the size of flow functions in the corresponding DSPDHA. According to Definition
13, the discretization is made on each discrete point in Xd. As a result, we have m equations eventually.

(3) If the order of the highest time derivative of a PDE is n, then the PDE can be reduced to a system of n PDEs
with a 1st order time derivative. We begin the proof by a change of variables. Let us replace the kst order time
derivative of u by vk and add a new equation to the system once the replacement is done. In the end, we obtain
a system of equations in the form below. 

u̇ = v1,

v̇1 = v2,

v̇2 = v3,

...,

v̇n−2 = vn−1,

v̇n−1 = f (u, ux, uxx, ..., t).

(9)

where the original equation is u(n) = f (u, ux, uxx, ..., t) and u(n) is its nth time derivative. For example, we can
deal with the wave equation utt − uxx = 0.

(4) If the order of time derivative of the PDE considered in a PDHA is n and the number of points in discrete domain
Xd is m, the size of flow functions in the corresponding DSPDHA is n · m. Since m determines the number of
mesh points and each point is associated with an ODE (1st order PDE after spatial discretization), m equals the
dimension of the system of ODEs which is the flow function.

Besides investigating the relation and distinction between models above, an interesting observation which occurs
in classical hybrid automata are discontinuity issues, especially under PDE dynamics. [40] discusses the propagation
of discontinuities when the system switches mode. They are numerous reasons why discontinuities occur. For the
transport equation with a nonlinear flux function, there does not always exist a smooth solution, and a weak solution
has to be constructed to handle a shock or rarefaction wave [46]. Jump discontinuities for hyperbolic system are
discussed in [47].

The situation discussed in [40] is likely to happen if the discrete transition takes place in our framework. Consider
a segment of road governed by a transport equation and the model is ut+ux = 0. Supposing the switching is triggered,
and a new model ut + 2ux = 0 is introduced, the latter model which involves fast wave speed will push the front flow
to move fast, and the traffic will start to accumulate at the boundary of the road which directly leads to a discontinuity.

5. Experiments on Running Examples

The heater and traffic examples are formalized as DSPDHA and analyzed in this section. 1

Heater Model.. As illustrated above, the first example is the bronze rod with two isolated ends. The heater provides
heat to the rod and can be partially turned on and off at any time once the temperature reaches the given thresholds.
For the input function, a linear increment function is considered with a maximum value appearing on the left and a
minimum value appearing value on the right. The diagram of the model is in Figure 8.

The idea of discrete partitions is illustrated in this example, and 9 points are chosen to describe the temperature
along the rod. A point whose value is greater than 0.7 will be moved to mode OFF and be moved back to ON as
the value drops below 0.4. The initial temperature is 0.2 everywhere on the rod, and the input function for mode ON
is f1(x) = −0.1x + 1 and 0 for mode OFF. Since we have the boundary condition u(0, t) = 0 and u(L, t) = 0, the
two values, u(x1, t) and u(xn−1, t), will decrease rapidly due to the heat diffusion effect [20]. Additionally, the input
function decreases as x increases, therefore the heating effect near the boundary x = L will be trivial, and the heater
remains on. We discretize the domain and assign each mesh point a heater. The center difference scheme is used to
approximate the space derivative and the forward scheme is used to approximate the time derivative.

1Code for the experiments is available at https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1qnpwlU9WdVNjYm8lsZOjAqFIQhGhH0ME?usp=sharing
12
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𝑢𝑢𝑡𝑡 − 𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑥𝑥𝑥 = −0.1𝑥𝑥 + 1,
𝑢𝑢(0, t) =𝑢𝑢(10, t) = 0,

𝑢𝑢𝑡𝑡 − 𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑥𝑥𝑥 = 0,
𝑢𝑢(0, t) =𝑢𝑢(10, t) = 0

𝑢𝑢 ≥ 0.7

𝑢𝑢 ≤ 0.4𝑢𝑢(x, 0) =0.2

Figure 8: PDHA diagram for the heater model analyzed. The left circle indicates the ON mode and the right circle indicates the OFF mode. The guard conditions are
specified as greater equal than 0.7 or less equal than 0.4. The initial condition is 0.2 for everywhere.
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Figure 9: Simulation results of heater model at x = 2. The heater at location x = 2 is turned on and off repeatedly. The two subfigures use different discretization sizes.

Mathematically speaking, we can see even though the discretization reduces the model in HA for ODE, in the
following analysis we can see the dynamic of the solutions is consistent with the diffusion feature of the PDE model:
consider the following ODE system

dui

dt
= ui−1 − 2ui + ui+1 + (10 − i) when ui ≤ 0.4,

dui

dt
= ui−1 − 2ui + ui+1 when ui ≥ 0.7,

(10)

where i = 1, 2, · · · , 9 and u0 = u10 = 0. Initially, we have ui(0) = 0.2, (10) is an ODE system with constant coefficients,
hence the existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence follows from the standard ODE theory. Furthermore, it is
easy to see that

dui

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0
= −i + 10, i = 1, 2, · · · , 9,

in other words, ui is increasing initially since the heat source is turned ON. If there are some ui hits the threshold value
0.7, we may pick the maximum value, say ui, then since the heat source is turned OFF, we have

dui

dt
= ui−1 − 2ui + ui+1 ≤ 0,

where we use the fact that ui ≥ ui−1, and ui ≥ ui+1. This implies that ui starts to decrease. For locations that are away
from the boundary, if the value falls into 0.4, we pick the minimum value, then we have that

dui

dt
= (ui−1 − 2ui + ui+1) + 10 − i ≥ 10 − i > 0,

where we use the fact that ui ≤ ui−1 and ui ≤ ui+1. Therefore, ui starts to increase again. We conclude that invariant
region for ui, i = 2, 3, · · · , 8 is [0.4, 0.7]. For u1 and u9, we claim that their values cannot fall below 0, in fact, from
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Figure 10: Simulation results of heater model at t = 9. Temperatures at the boundaries remain 0. The two subfigures use different discretization sizes.

𝑢𝑢𝑡𝑡 + 3𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑥 = 0,
𝑢𝑢(0, t) =𝑢𝑢(10, t) = 0,

free flow

𝑢𝑢𝑡𝑡 − 𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑥 = 0,
𝑢𝑢(0, t) =𝑢𝑢(10, t) = 0

congestion

𝑢𝑢 ≥ 1

𝑢𝑢 < 1𝑢𝑢(x, 0) =ψ(x)

Figure 11: PDHA diagram for the traffic model analyzed. The left circle indicates the free flow mode and the right circle indicates the congestion mode. The guard
conditions are specified as greater equal than 1 or less than 1. The initial condition is Ψ(x).

the OFF mode, when u1 and u9 go down to 0, we have

du1

dt
= −2u1 + u2 + 9 = u2 + 9 > 0,

du9

dt
= u8 − 2u9 + 1 = u8 + 1 > 0,

which means the values of u1 and u9 will start to go up again which prevents the values fall further into negatives.
Hence, the invariant region for u1 and u9 is [0, 0.7].

Traffic Flow Model.. We consider the model appearing in [26]. The switched PDE problem is a LWR PDE [24] with
the triangular flux function. The flux function and two PDE modes are:

ϕ(u) =

v1u, x < uc,

v2(ω − u), x ≥ uc.
mode =

ut + v1ux = 0, x < uc,

ut − v2ux = 0, x ≥ uc.
(11)

We chose v1 = 3, v2 = 1, ω = 4 and uc = 1. The forward traffic flow maintains a speed equal to 3 and the backward
wave maintains a speed equal to 1. Moreover, uc equals 1 which is the guard condition for switching. Lastly, ω is the
parameter specified in backward wave. The diagram of the model is in Figure 11.

Initially, the regions, {0, ..., 0.9} ∪ {1.3, ..., 3.4} ∪ {3.8, ..., 10.0}, are assigned a value 0 for free flow mode. The
other remaining areas, {1.0, 1, 1, 1.2} ∪ {3.5, 3.6, 3.7}, are assigned a value 1 for congestion mode. The Equation 11
shows the free flow mode carries the traffic forward and congestion pushes the traffic backwards. Once the forward
and backward waves meet each other, the forward wave merges into the backward wave and starts to move back. The
traffic leaves the system and no longer enters again when it reaches the boundary. For simplicity, no incoming traffic
is considered.

We can facilitate simulation if we harness the theoretical aspects of linear hyperbolic equations. To simulate the
first-order wave equation, only a one-side scheme is feasible and the low accuracy of the scheme requires a very dense

14



/ Applied Mathematics and Computation 00 (2024) 1–17 15

0 5 10

Distance x

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

u
(x

,1
)

(a) t = 1.

0 5 10

Distance x

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

u
(x

,3
)

(b) t = 3

Figure 12: The left subfigure shows the simulation results of the traffic model at t = 1. A backward wave appears at the boundary x = 0. A forward wave starting at
[3.9, 4.0] has propagated to the region [6, 9, 7.0]. The right subfigure shows the simulation results of the traffic model at t = 3. Only one backward wave remains.

discretization [46] which makes the computation task a nightmare. Thus, the simulation is just done by moving the
waves along the axis. The results are shown in Figure 12a and 12b.

At t = 1, the backward wave appearing at the boundary x = 0 is about to leave. Wave originating from [3.5, 3.7]
moves to the place around 2.4. The forward wave starting at [3.9, 4.0] propagates to the region [6, 9, 7.0]. The
discrete partition pd changes to 0 for points {0.3, 0.4, ..., 2.3, 2.4} ∪ {2.8, 2.9, ..., 9.9, 10} and 1 for points {0, 0.1, 0.2} ∪
{2.5, 2.6, 2.7}. At t = 3, only one single backward wave remains. pd = 0 for {0, 0.1, ..., 0.7, 0.8} ∪ [1.1, 1.2, ..., 9.9, 10]
and pd = 1 for {0.9, 1.0}. Here we use the explicit solutions instead of numerical solutions for the ODE system due
to the transport feature of the traffic model. Simulations show that the traffic merges around t = 0.5 and eventually
all flows leave the system. Around the merging location, the area that used to be in the free mode switches to the
congestion mode.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a theoretical model called PDHA for modelling PDE dynamic systems. PDHA involves
novel features such as the notion of domain X, which is used to define the spatial location, and domain partition P,
which is used to describe the mode occupation and domain changing with respect to time. After building the theory for
PDHA, we present another model called discrete space PDHA that we construct for the purpose of analysis. In discrete
space PDHA, the discretization relation and scheme are proposed to formalize the discrete model. Additionally, the
partition and space mode are replaced by a discrete partition, making the analysis easier. Moreover, we formally
defined concepts such as time trajectory, model execution, Zeno behavior, reachability analysis, and determinism for
DSPDHA. The paper also displays explorations towards the relations of the three models.

Although a few results and similarities are presented regarding DSPDHA and HA, other topics such as invariants,
uniqueness, and continuity remain unexplored. The dynamic properties we proposed are only for DSPDHA, there is
no similar conclusion for the continuous PDHA. Also, in our examples, we simply consider a one-dimension uniform
discretization using easy FDMs. Other approaches like generalized finite difference and finite element methods can
also play a critical role if an irregular domain is considered. Deciding DSPDHA from PDHA is also a challenging
endeavor. Thus, an approach for measuring the distance between the approximated DSPDHA and real PDHA is
deeply needed.

It is worth mentioning that the number of ODEs in the finite difference scheme (FDM) framework depends on
the chosen partition. To obtain accurate and highly-resolved solutions, a fine partition becomes indispensable, which
consequently leads to high-dimensional ODE systems. In such cases, the use of deep neural network models [48]
could potentially offer valuable insights and broaden the applications of our approach. Exploring the potential of deep
neural networks in this context is an avenue we plan to investigate in future research.
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