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A Note on an Upper-Bound for the Sum of a Class K and
an Extended Class IC, Function

Adrian Wiltz, Dimos V. Dimarogonas

In this note, we derive an upper-bound for the sum of two comparison functions, namely
for the sum of an extended class I, function a; and a class K function as. A class I function
is defined as a continuous, strictly increasing function asp : R>g — R>g with a(0) = 0. If
a class I function is additionally defined on the entire real space R, then the function is
called an extended class K, function. In particular, an extended class I, function is defined
as a continuous, strictly increasing function a; : R — R with «(0) = 0.

Class K and extended class K, functions are a particular type of the class of comparison
functions. Comparison functions play an important role for example in the analysis of
nonlinear dynamic systems and in nonlinear controller design [2]. A notable collection of
results on comparison functions can be found in [I]. However, to the best of our knowledge,
the relations derived in this note have not been previously derived in the literature.

This note is dedicated to the derivation of a super-additivity like upper-bound on the
sum of an extended class K. function oy and a class K function as. More precisely, we
show under which conditions the super-additivity like property

ai(z) + aa(z2) < Bxr + x2)
holds where 5 : R — R is an extended class K, function.
Our results are stated as follows.

Lemma 1. Let a3 : R — R be an extended class K, function, and as : R>g — R a convez
class K function such that ag(—z) < —ag(x) for all x € [0, A] and some finite A > 0. Then,
there exists an extended class K. function 5 such that for all x; € [-A4, 00), z2 € [0, A] it
holds

a1(z1) + az(w2) < Bz1 + 22). (1)

Lemma 2. Let a; : R — R be an extended class K, function, and as : R>g — R a concave
class K function such that ag(—z) < —ae(x) for all z € [0, A] and A > 0. Then, there
exists an extended class K, function § such that for all z; € [-A, 00), 22 € [0, 4] it holds

a1(z1) + az(w2) < Bz1 + 22). (2)
This even holds if A — oo.

Remark 1. In contrast to Lemmas [I] and 2] the compendium of comparison function re-
sults [I] only reports results where S(x; + 2) constitutes a lower-bound.

In the remainder of this note, we prove these two lemmas.
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Proof of Lemmaldl. Before we start with the actual proof, we recall some important prop-
erties of convex functions which the proof is based on. At first, recall that for a convex
function o’ it holds for all z,y € R that

o (ox+(1—0)y)<od (z)+(1—0)d/(y), oc€(0,1]. (3)

For o = 1, this implies o/ (0z) < od/(z). Moreover, if additionally o/(0) = 0 (e.g., if & is a

convex class K function), then o is superadditive for positive real numbers; that is, for all
x,y > 0, it holds that

o () +a(y) < o (z +y). (4)

This can be shown as

o () + o (y) = o ((Hy)x%y)m' ((x—i—y) Y )

r+y
Yy
< o/:c+ + «
T r+y ( y) r+y

"(z+y)=d(z+y)

where the inequality results from the fact that o/ (o) < od/(z) for o € [0, 1].

Furthermore, we recall that the difference quotient D,/ (z,y) := of the con-

y—x

vex function o' is monotonously increasing in both of its argument Thus, we have

o (y)=ao'(z) ~ (y+c)=a'(z+c)
y—x — y—x

for all x < y, ¢ > 0, or equivalently,
o (y) —d(z) <d(y+c)—o'(z+o0). (5)

At last in addition to its convexity, we assume that o' is an extended class K. function.
Then, it holds for all o € [0,1/2], x > 0, that 0 < &/((1 — 20)z) < od/(—z) + (1 — 0)d/(x)
where the first inequality follows as o’ is class K. and thus it is non-negative for non-negative
arguments; the second inequality follows from the convexity of o/. By rearranging terms,
we obtain —o/(z) < o(o/(—z) — &/(x)), and thus for o = 1/2 that for all x > 0 it holds

—d/(x) < d/(—x). (6)

Now, we turn towards the actual proof of (Il). Therefore, let us define an extended
version of ay as a convex extended class K. function of, : R — R such that: (1) o)(z) is
an arbitrary continuous, convex and monotonously increasing continuation of ay(z) for all
x < 0; (2) ah(z) = ag(z) for all x € [0, A; and (3) o (z) = ae(A)+ ) (x—A) forall z > A
where o (z) is some convex class K function with o} (x) > ay(z) for all z > 0. Next, we
distinguish three cases, namely x; € [—A,0] with 1 + 22 < 0 (case la) and 1 + 22 > 0
(case 1b), and z1 € [0,00) (case 2). Recall that x5 € [0, A].

!This is a standard result and it can be easily shown as follows. At first, let & be fixed, and choose
y = oy’ + (1 — o)z where 3y’ > x; thus, y < y’. Then, it follows that D(x,y) is monotonously increasing
in y as

o(y) —a'(z) _ ooy + (1 —0)z) —d(x)

D(z,y) = y—2x - oy +(l—o)x—=x
_ oy +(1—0)x)—d(z) @ (1 —0)a'(x) + 0o’ (y’) — o' (2)
oy —ox - oy —ox
A=)

The result follows for the first argument analogously.



Case la (1 € [—A,0] and 1 + x2 < 0): At first we note that since ay is convex it
holds

ag(—(x1 + xz)) + ch(xg) (ED ag(—xl) (7)

due to the superadditivity of as. Next, we consider the left-hand side of (). By employing
that a1 (—z) < —ag(z) for all z € [0, A] and that o, is convex, we obtain

a1(r1)+ag(r2) < —az(—x1)+az(z2) (2) —ag(—(71+72))

@)
= —ay(—(z1 4 22)) < ah(z1 + x2).

Here we employed that —(x; 4+ x2) € [0, A] in case la.

Case 1b (x1 € [-A,0] and x1 + x2 > 0): Noting that z; + A > 0, we derive by starting
again with the left-hand side of () that

o (21 Hag(z2) < —aa(—21 Hag(z2) = —ah(—x1 Hah(x2)

NGB |

(—z14z1+A)+oh(z1+22+A)
(A)+ah(x1+z2+A).

_0/2
_0/2
Case 2 (r1 € [0,00)): Recall that of(z) = ag(A) 4+ o) (z — A) for x > A with o (z) >
a1 (x) for all x > 0. Thus, we have for z > 0 that
01(2) < 0 (&) = a(x + A) — az(A). )
Furthermore by employing that o) is convex, we obtain

a1(r1) +ag(r2) @ —ag(A)+ay(z+A)+as(zs)
= ah(z+A)—ap(A)+ah(z2)

INB

—ay(A)+ah(A+z1+a9).

Summarizing cases la, 1b and 2, we choose § in () as

ab(x1+x2) if x1+x2 <0,

+ =
o) {—ag<A>+ag<x1+x2+A> it 14y > 0.

As shown, ( satisfies ([II). Moreover, 3 is continuous, it holds £(0) = 0, and (3 is monotonously
increasing as o, is class K; thus, also § is class K.. This concludes the proof. U

Proof of Lemmald. The proof in the case of a concave function as is more straightfor-
ward compared to the convex case. Before we start, we recall that the difference quotient
Dy (z,y) := %ﬁm of a concave function o/ is monotonously decreasing in both argu-

ments. Thus, (Iﬂg still holds, however only for non-positive ¢ < 0. More precisely, it holds
for all x < y, ¢ <0 that

o (y) —a'(x) <d(y+c) —d(z+0). (9)

Now, we turn towards the actual proof of (2]). To this end, we define again an extended
version of ai, however this time as a concave extended class K. function of, : R — R such



that af(x) = ag(z) for all z > 0. Next, we distinguish two cases, namely z1 € [—A4,0]
(case 1) and z1 € [0,00) (case 2). Recall that zo € [0, A].

Case 1 (x1 € [-A,0]): Consider the left-hand side of (2)). By employing that a;(—z) <
—ag(x) for all z € [0, A] and that o} is concave, we obtain

o (1) + o (22) < —ag(—x1 o (w2) = —an(—z1 Had (22)
< —ah(—z1+a1)+ b (T1+T2) = dby(T1+22)

where the last inequality is obtained by adding ¢ = x1, which is non-positive by assumption,
to the arguments of 0/2. For the case that 1 + 9 > 0, we note that the right-hand side is
upper-bounded by

oby(z1 + x9) < a1 + 2) + (1 + 22).

This observation is needed later on for the construction of the extended class I, function /3.

Case 2 (x1 € [0,00)): In this case, it always holds that z1 + x9 > 0. Thus, we directly
obtain

a1(z1)+az(z2) = ai(z1)+ab(z2)
< o (z1+a2)+ah(z1+22).

Summarizing cases 1 and 2, we choose 5 in (2] as

ol (x1429) if z1+29 <0,
ag(z1+xe)+ah(x1+ae) if my4a9 > 0.

B(x1+xz2) = {

As shown, 3 satisfies (2)). Moreover, (3 is continuous, it holds 5(0) = 0, and S is monotonously
increasing as both «; and o, are class K. functions; thus, also 3 is a class K, function. This
result even holds for A — oo, as the construction of 8 does not rely on A. This concludes
the proof. O
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