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Matrix-Scheduling of QSR-Dissipative Systems
Sepehr Moalemi, and James Richard Forbes

Abstract— This paper considers gain-scheduling of
QSR-dissipative subsystems using scheduling matrices.
The corresponding QSR-dissipative properties of the over-
all matrix-gain-scheduled system, which depends on the
QSR properties of the subsystems scheduled, are explicitly
derived. The use of scheduling matrices is a generalization
of the scalar scheduling signals used in the literature, and
allows for greater design freedom when scheduling sys-
tems, such as in the case of gain-scheduled control. Fur-
thermore, this work extends the existing gain-scheduling
results to a broader class of QSR-dissipative systems.
The matrix-scheduling of important special cases, such
as passive, input strictly passive, output strictly passive,
finite L2 gain, very strictly passive, and conic systems are
presented. The proposed gain-scheduling architecture is
used in the context of controlling a planar three-link robot
subject to model uncertainty. A novel control synthesis
technique is used to design QSR-dissipative subcontrollers
that are gain-scheduled using scheduling matrices. Numer-
ical simulation results highlight the greater design freedom
of scheduling matrices, leading to improved performance.

Index Terms— Gain-scheduling, nonlinear control, QSR-
dissipativity.

I. INTRODUCTION

D ISSIPATIVE systems theory [1] is a general and broadly
applicable systems theoretic framework that character-

ize a dynamical system by its input-output behavior, and it
strongly relates to Lyapunov and L2 stability theories [2]. As
discussed in [3], the input-output dissipativity theory in [4, 5]
is an extension of classical Lyapunov based dissipativity theory
in [1, 6], where a priori information between input and output
variables is not distinguished. Through the introduction of a
storage function, these two approaches were unified in [7].
One such class of storage functions are quadratic supply
rate (QSR) functions, which are used to analyze the stability
of interconnected systems [6, 8]. A special case of QSR-
dissipativity for square systems, whose inputs and outputs have
the same dimension, is passivity. Over the years, passivity and
dissipativity have seen a wide range of applications, including
exponential stabilization of dynamical systems [9], analysis of
event-triggered networked control systems [10], synchroniza-
tion of neural networks [11], and control of Euler–Lagrange
systems [12], flexible multi-link manipulators [13], and de-
layed teleoperations [14].

When controlling a nonlinear system, it is possible to design
linear controllers using the linearized model of a system about
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Scalar-Gain-Scheduled System Ḡ

(a) Gain-scheduling using scalar scheduling signals si (t).
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Matrix-Gain-Scheduled System Ḡ

(b) Gain-scheduling using scheduling matrices Φu,i (t) and Φy,i (t).

Fig. 1. Gain-scheduling of N subsystems using two different gain-
scheduling architectures. The scalar scheduling signals si (t) and the
scheduling matrices Φu,i (t) and Φy,i (t) are designed to interpolate
between the subsystems to achieve acceptable performance.

an operating point. However, the linearized model of the plant
may not adequately capture the behavior of the nonlinear
system over a wide range of operating conditions. Therefore,
a single linear controller designed using a single linearized
plant may not realize adequate closed-loop performance, or
even closed-loop stability, across a wide range of operating
conditions. Gain-scheduled control is a nonlinear control tech-
nique where a set of linear subcontrollers are designed about
multiple linearization points across the operating range of a
nonlinear system to be controlled. The linear subcontrollers
are then interpolated or scheduled to form a gain-scheduled
controller that realizes acceptable performance, ideally with
closed-loop stability guarantees as well.

Recently, the stability of gain-scheduled controllers has been
studied through the lens of passivity [15–17], conicity [18, 19],
and dissipativity [20]. The gain-scheduling architecture in
Figure 1a was first introduced in [15] where it was shown
that the gain-scheduling of input strictly passive (ISP) sub-
controllers, as per Figure 1a, results in an overall ISP gain-
scheduled controller. Using the same gain-scheduling architec-
ture, the results of [15] were further extended to very strictly
passive (VSP), finite L2 gain, and conic systems in [16–19].
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By leveraging the passivity and conic sector theorems, re-
spectively, the gain-scheduling results of [15–19] are used
to guarantee L2 stability of robotic and aerospace systems.
More recently, the gain-scheduling of QSR-dissipative subcon-
trollers, as per Figure 1a, was considered in [20]. The results
of [20] are of particular interest, as subsystems to be gain-
scheduled are not required to have identical QSR-dissipative
properties, nor be square. Alternate scalar-gain-scheduling
architectures, accounting for actuator saturation [21] and affine
parameter dependence [22], have also been studied within the
context of passivity-based control.

The gain-scheduling architectures presented in [15–22] all
involve scalar scheduling signals. As shown in Figure 1a,
scalar scheduling signals, denoted si, scale the entire input-
output map of the subsystems based on the same scheduling
signal and its parameters. When controlling multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) systems, each control variable may
require a different scheduling profile to switch between sub-
controllers. In [23], a row of scalar scheduling signals is used
to introduce a notion of extended passive systems. However,
the scheduling of special classes of passive systems, such as
ISP, output strictly passive (OSP), finite L2 gain, VSP, and
conic systems is not considered in [23]. More recently in [24],
the gain-scheduling of VSP subcontrollers using scheduling
matrices was shown to result in an overall gain-scheduled VSP
controller. The extension of scheduling rows to scheduling
matrices allows for coupling between the scheduling signals
of different control variables through off-diagonal terms. Nev-
ertheless, the gain-scheduling architecture presented in [24] is
limited to VSP systems and cannot be used for the scheduling
of a broader class of QSR-dissipative systems. This paper
presents the generalized matrix-gain-scheduling architecture
in Figure 1b that can be used to schedule a broader class
of QSR-dissipative systems. Specifically, the contributions of
this paper are as follows:

1) Presenting a generalized matrix-gain-scheduling architec-
ture along with a detailed discussion on the design and
construction of scheduling matrices.

2) Extending the gain-scheduling results of [20, 24] by
considering the scheduling of a broader class of QSR-
dissipative systems using the proposed matrix-gain-
scheduling architecture. The scheduling of important spe-
cial cases of QSR-dissipativity, such as passive, ISP, OSP,
finite L2 gain, VSP, and conic systems are shown to result
in an overall gain-scheduled system of the same special
case.

3) Presenting a linear matrix inequality (LMI)-based QSR-
dissipative control synthesis technique that renders the
feedback system asymptotically stable. This proposed
technique is inspired by the LMI-based QSR-dissipative
control synthesis technique in [20] and the linear-
quadratic-Gaussian (LQG) design in [25].

The remainder of this paper is as follows. Notation and pre-
liminaries are presented in Section II. The gain-scheduling ar-
chitecture, including properties and construction of scheduling
matrices, is introduced in Section III. Two theorems classifying
the QSR-dissipativity of a matrix-scheduled system composed

of N QSR-dissipative subsystems are discussed in Section IV.
In Section V, the special cases of QSR-dissipativity are used
to compare the results of the proposed theorems to existing
results in the literature. An application of the proposed gain-
scheduling architecture, complete with the proposed LMI-
based QSR-dissipative control synthesis technique is presented
in Section VI, followed by closing remarks in Section VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

Scalars are denoted α ∈ R, matrices are denoted A ∈
Rm×n, and column matrices are denoted v ∈ Rn. The identity
and zero matrices are 1 and 0, respectively. The set Sn denotes
the set of real symmetric matrices of size n × n. The set of
symmetric negative semidefinite matrices is denoted as Sn−, the
set of symmetric negative definite matrices is denoted as Sn−−,
the set of symmetric positive semidefinite matrices is denoted
as Sn+, and the set of symmetric positive definite matrices is
denoted as Sn++ [26]. The maximum eigenvalue and singular
value of A are denoted as λmax(A) and σmax(A), respectively.
The notation diag(·) denotes a block diagonal matrix of its
arguments. Operators are denoted by G, and index sets are
denoted by N .

B. Definitions

Definition 1 (Induced Matrix Norm [27]): Let A ∈ Rm×n,
then the matrix norm induced by a vector p-norm is defined
as ∥A∥p = supx ̸=0∥Ax∥p/∥x∥p. The special case of p = 2 can
be written as ∥A∥2 =

√
λmax(ATA) = σmax(A).

Definition 2 (Truncated Signal [28]): Given a signal u :
R≥0 → Rn, the truncated signal, uT , is defined as uT (t) =
u(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ T and uT (t) = 0 for t > T ∈ R≥0.

Definition 3 (Truncated Inner Product [28]): Given
signals u, y : R≥0 → Rn, the truncated inner product is
defined as ⟨u, y⟩T = ⟨uT , yT ⟩ =

∫ T

0
uT(t)y(t) dt, ∀T ∈ R≥0.

Definition 4 (Lp Signal Spaces [28]): Given a piecewise
continuous signal u : R≥0 → Rn, u ∈ L2e if ∥u∥22T =
⟨u,u⟩T < ∞, ∀T ∈ R≥0. Additionally, u ∈ L∞ if ∥u∥∞ =
supt∈R≥0

maxi=1,...,n|ui(t)| < ∞.

Definition 5 (QSR-Dissipativity [6, 20]): Consider a causal
continuous-time system, G : L2e → L2e, defined by

ẋ(t) = f(x(t),u(t)), y(t) = h(x(t),u(t)),

where x ∈ Rnx , y ∈ Rny , and u ∈ Rnu . The system G is
QSR-dissipative with matrices Q ∈ Sny , S ∈ Rny×nu , and
R ∈ Snu if for all u ∈ L2e and T ∈ R≥0 there exists a
storage function V : Rnx → R≥0 such that

⟨y,Qy⟩T + 2 ⟨y,Su⟩T + ⟨u,Ru⟩T ≥ V (x(T ))− V (x(0)).
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Gain-Scheduled System Ḡ

Fig. 2. Gain-scheduled system Ḡ, composed of N parallel QSR-
dissipative subsystems. The input and output of each subsystem are
scheduled as per (1) via the matrix multiplication between the schedul-
ing matrices Φu,i (t) and Φy,i (t), and their corresponding signals u(t)
and yi (t), respectively.

The special cases of QSR-dissipativity are
• passive if Q = 0, S = 1

21, and R = 0,
• input strictly passive (ISP) if Q = 0, S = 1

21, and R =
−δ1, where δ ∈ R>0,

• output strictly passive (OSP) if Q = −ε1, S = 1
21, and

R = 0, where ε ∈ R>0,
• finite L2 gain if Q = −1, S = 0, and R = γ21, where

γ ∈ R>0,
• very strictly passive (VSP) if Q = −ε1, S = 1

21, and
R = −δ1, where δ, ε ∈ R>0, and

• conic if Q = −1, S = a+b
2 1 = c1, and R = −ab1 =

(r2 − c2)1, where a, b ∈ R represent lower and upper
conic bounds, while c ∈ R and r ∈ R>0 represent the
center and radius of the conic sector, respectively.

III. MATRIX-GAIN-SCHEDULING ARCHITECTURE

This section presents the matrix-gain-scheduling architec-
ture in Figure 2. The scheduling functions to be designed take
the form of scheduling matrices, allowing for greater design
freedom compared to the scalar scheduling signals in [15–22].

Consider the gain-scheduled system, Ḡ, in Figure 2, com-
posed of N parallel QSR-dissipative subsystems, G1, . . . ,GN .
The subsystems could be linear or nonlinear, and their
input-output maps are given by yi(t) = Gi(ui(t)) for
i ∈ N = {1, . . . , N}. The input and output of each subsystem
are scheduled in a multiplicative manner such that

ui(t) = Φu,i(t)u(t), (1a)

ȳi(t) = Φy,i(t)yi(t), (1b)

where Φu,i ∈ Rnu×nu and Φy,i ∈ Rny×ny are the scheduling
matrices, ui,u ∈ Rnu , and yi, y ∈ Rny , for all i ∈ N . The
gain-scheduled system, Ḡ, input-output map can be written
in terms of the individual subsystems inputs, outputs, and
scheduling matrices as

y(t) =
∑
i∈N

ȳi(t) =
∑
i∈N

Φy,i(t)yi(t)

=
∑
i∈N

Φy,i(t)Gi(ui(t))

=
∑
i∈N

Φy,i(t)Gi

(
Φu,i(t)u(t)

)
. (2)

Based on the QSR-dissipativity property in Definition 5, the
input and output of each subsystem must satisfy

⟨yi,Qiyi⟩T+2 ⟨yi,Siui⟩T+⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≥ Ṽi, ∀T ∈ R≥0, (3)

with Ṽi = Vi(x(T )) − Vi(x(0)), Q ∈ Sny , S ∈ Rny×nu , and
R ∈ Snu for all i ∈ N and ui ∈ L2e.

The objective is to design the scheduling matrices Φu,i(t)
and Φy,i(t) for i ∈ N , such that the gain-scheduling of
the N QSR-dissipative subsystems results in an overall gain-
scheduled QSR-dissipative system. Furthermore, if all subsys-
tems belong to the same special case of QSR-dissipativity as
defined in Definition 5, the scheduling matrix design should
result in the overall gain-scheduled system belonging to that
same special case.

A. Scheduling Matrix Properties
Consider the set of scheduling matrices Φj,i(t) ∈ Rnj×nj

for j ∈ {u, y} and i ∈ N . With abuse of set notation, denote
the time dependent set, Fj(t), as the index set of all the
respective full rank scheduling matrices at time t ∈ R≥0. That
is, for t ∈ R≥0 and j ∈ {u, y},

Fj(t) =
{
i ∈ N | rank

(
Φj,i(t)

)
= nj

}
. (4)

Definition 6 (Active Scheduling Matrices): Given a gain-
scheduled system of the type shown in Figure 2 with schedul-
ing matrices Φj,i(t) ∈ Rnj×nj for j ∈ {u, y} and i ∈ N , the
scheduling matrices are said to be

• active if at all times, there exists at least one nonzero
scheduling matrix, meaning ∀t ∈ R≥0, ∃i ∈ N such that
Φj,i(t) ̸= 0 and

• strongly active if at all times, there exists at least one full
rank scheduling matrix, meaning ∀t ∈ R≥0, ∃i ∈ N such
that rank

(
Φj,i(t)

)
= nj . Using set notation, this can be

written as ∀t ∈ R≥0, Fj(t) ̸= ∅.
When considering the special cases of QSR-dissipativity in
Section V, the active and strongly active cases of scheduling
matrices are invoked to correctly quantify the overall QSR-
dissipativity of the gain-scheduled system.

For the remainder of this paper the input and output
scheduling matrices are assumed to be bounded in the sense
that

sup
t∈R≥0

∥∥Φj,i(t)
∥∥
2
= sup

t∈R≥0

σj,i(t) =
∥∥σj,i

∥∥
∞ < ∞, (5)

for all j ∈ {u, y} and i ∈ N , where σj,i(t) is the largest
singular value of Φj,i(t). This can be thought of as an
extension of the L∞ space in Definition 4 for piecewise
continuous matrix functions Φj,i : R≥0 → Rnj×nj , for
j ∈ {u, y} and i ∈ N . Finally, for simplicity, the scheduling
matrices are assumed to be explicitly time-dependent, though
a similar analysis can be used to account for dependence on
other signals or parameters.

B. Scheduling Matrix Construction
This subsection presents the construction of the schedul-

ing matrices such that they satisfy the following pseudo-
commutativity condition.
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Definition 7 (Pseudo-Commuting Scheduling Matrices):
Consider a gain-scheduled system of type shown in
Figure 2 with scheduling matrices Φu,i(t) ∈ Rnu×nu and
Φy,i(t) ∈ Rny×ny for i ∈ N . Given a series of matrices
Si ∈ Rny×nu for i ∈ N , the scheduling matrices are said to
pseudo-commute with Si, if they satisfy

Φ
T
y,i(t)Si = SiΦu,i(t), ∀t ∈ R≥0,∀i ∈ N . (6)

In Section IV, for each QSR-dissipative subsystem Gi sat-
isfying (3) with Qi, Si, and Ri, this pseudo-commutativity
condition is invoked by assuming the corresponding schedul-
ing matrices of Gi pseudo-commute with Si. It will now
be shown that the scheduling matrices can be constructed
to satisfy the pseudo-commutativity condition in (6) for any
matrix Si ∈ Rny×nu .

Consider an arbitrary matrix Si ∈ Rny×nu and the cor-
responding input scheduling matrix Φu,i(t) ∈ Rnu×nu and
output scheduling matrix Φy,i(t) ∈ Rny×ny . For the trivial
case of Si = 0, the n2

u + n2
y entries of the input and output

scheduling matrices can be independently designed to pseudo-
commute with Si = 0. Now, consider an arbitrary nonzero ma-
trix Si ∈ Rny×nu and its singular value decomposition (SVD)
given by

Si = Ui

[
Σ1,i 0

0 0

]
VT

i , (7)

where Ui ∈ Rny×ny , Σ1,i ∈ Sϱi , Vi ∈ Rnu×nu , and
ϱi = rank(Si) ≥ 1. As shown in Lemma 4 found in the
Appendix, the scheduling matrices Φu,i(t) ∈ Rnu×nu and
Φy,i(t) ∈ Rny×ny satisfy the pseudo-commutativity condition
in (6) if and only if there exists Z11,i(t), Z21,i(t), Z22,i(t),
W21,i(t), and W22,i(t), with appropriate dimensions, such that

Φu,i(t) = Vi

[
Z11,i(t) 0
Z21,i(t) Z22,i(t)

]
VT

i , (8a)

Φy,i(t) = Ui

[
Σ−1

1,i ZT
11,i(t)Σ1,i 0

W21,i(t) W22,i(t)

]
UT

i . (8b)

Therefore, for any arbitrary matrix Si ∈ Rny×nu with
ϱi = rank(Si) ≥ 1, the scheduling matrices can be designed
using the n2

u+n2
y+ϱ2i −ϱi(nu+ny) entries of the independent

design variables Z11,i(t), Z21,i(t), Z22,i(t), W21,i(t), and
W22,i(t) to satisfy the pseudo-commutativity condition in (6).

It is also useful to consider the implications of the pseudo-
commutativity condition in (6) for the special case of a square
matrix Si ∈ Rn×n. If Si is square and full rank, the scheduling
matrices can be designed using the similarity transformation

Φu,i(t) = S−1
i ΦT

y,i(t)Si, ∀t ∈ R≥0,∀i ∈ N , (9)

where Φy,i(t) ∈ Rn×n are free design variables. Additionally,
since similarity transformations preserve eigenvalues, the input
scheduling matrix can be made full rank by requiring the
output scheduling matrix to be full rank. For the case of
Si = ci1 with ci ∈ R \ {0}, the pseudo-commutativity
in (6) simplifies to Φu,i(t) = ΦT

y,i(t), which is exactly the
scheduling-matrix architecture presented in [24].

Gi Φu,iΦy,i
yi ui uȳi

Gain-Scheduled Subsystem Ḡi

Fig. 3. Gain-scheduling of the ith subsystem, Gi. The input and output
of Gi are scheduled as per (1) via the matrix multiplication between
the scheduling matrices Φu,i (t) and Φy,i (t), and their corresponding
signals u(t) and yi (t), respectively.

IV. MAIN CONTRIBUTION

This section presents the QSR-dissipativity of the matrix-
gain-scheduled system in Figure 2 for two cases.

• Case 1: All N subsystems are QSR-dissipative with
Qi ∈ Sny

−−.
• Case 2: All N subsystems are QSR-dissipative with

Qi ∈ Sny

− and share a common Si = S ∈ Rny×nu .
Doing so extends the cases discussed in [20] while generaliz-
ing the scheduling approach by allowing the scheduling signals
to be scheduling matrices.

A. Case 1: All N Subsystems are QSR-Dissipative with
Qi ∈ Sny

−−

Lemma 1: Consider the subsystem Gi in Figure 3 being
QSR-dissipative with Qi ∈ Sny

−−, Si ∈ Rny×nu , and Ri ∈ Snu .
The gain-scheduled subsystem Ḡi is QSR-dissipative, pro-
vided its corresponding scheduling matrices pseudo-commute
with Si.

Proof: Applying the Rayleigh inequality to the QSR-
dissipativity property in (3) yields

Ṽi ≤ λmax(Qi)∥yi∥22T+2 ⟨yi,Siui⟩T+λmax(Ri)∥ui∥22T , (10)

where λmax(Qi) ∈ R<0 and λmax(Ri) ∈ R since Qi ∈ Sny

−−
and Ri ∈ Sny , respectively. Moreover, based on the pseudo-
commutativity condition in Definition 7, it follows that
ΦT

y,i(t)Si = SiΦu,i(t) for all t ∈ R≥0. Consider the term
⟨yi,Siui⟩T in (10). Using the relation in (1), it follows that

⟨yi,Siui⟩T =
〈
yi,SiΦu,iu

〉
T
=
〈

yi,Φ
T
y,iSiu

〉
T

=
〈
Φy,iyi,Siu

〉
T
= ⟨ȳi,Siu⟩T . (11)

Additionally, define σy,i(t) as the largest singular value of
Φy,i(t). From (1b), it follows that

∥ȳi∥22T =
∥∥Φy,iyi

∥∥2
2T

≤
∫ T

0

σ2
y,i(t)∥yi(t)∥22 dt

≤ σ̄2
y,i∥yi∥22T , (12)

where
σ̄y,i = sup

t∈R≥0

σy,i(t). (13)

Furthermore, σ̄y,i ∈ R>0, provided there exists a t ∈ R≥0

such that Φy,i(t) ̸= 0. This condition is satisfied by design,
since if this subsystem is being included in the parallel
interconnection, it means at some point in time, its output
must be nonzero, and therefore, its output scheduling matrix
cannot be zero for all time. Additionally, σ̄y,i < ∞, since as
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per (5), the scheduling matrices are assumed to be bounded.
Consequently, rearranging (12) yields

1

σ̄2
y,i

∥ȳi∥22T ≤ ∥yi∥22T . (14)

Since λmax(Qi) ∈ R<0, substituting (11) and (14) into (10)
leads to

Ṽi ≤
λmax(Qi)

σ̄2
y,i

∥ȳi∥22T + 2 ⟨ȳi,Siu⟩T + λmax(Ri)∥ui∥22T .
(15)

Given that σ̄2
y,i ∈ R>0, (15) can be written as

σ̄
2
y,iṼi ≤ −εi∥ȳi∥22T + 2σ̄2

y,i ⟨ȳi,Siu⟩T
+ λmax(Ri)σ̄

2
y,i∥ui∥22T ,

(16)

where
εi = |λmax(Qi)| = −λmax(Qi) > 0. (17)

Since other than symmetry, there are no restrictions on Ri,
the sign of its maximum eigenvalue is unknown. Denoting
σu,i(t) and νu,i(t) as the largest and smallest singular values
of Φu,i(t), respectively, define

δi =

{
λmax(Ri)σ̄

2
y,iσ̄

2
u,i, if λmax(Ri) > 0,

λmax(Ri)σ̄
2
y,iν̄

2
u,i, if λmax(Ri) ≤ 0,

(18)

where

σ̄u,i = sup
t∈R≥0

σu,i(t), ν̄u,i = inf
t∈R≥0

νu,i(t). (19)

If Si is full rank and nu ≤ ny , the pseudo-commutativity
property suggests σ̄u,i ∈ R>0, since σ̄y,i ∈ R>0. If Si is
rank deficient or ny < nu, it is possible to have σ̄u,i ∈ R≥0,
since the output scheduling matrices can be designed with
Φu,i(t) = 0 for all t ∈ R≥0. Additionally, ν̄u,i ∈ R≥0, since
the scheduling matrix Φu,i(t) may not be full rank at all times.
Consider the term λmax(Ri)σ̄

2
y,i∥ui∥22T in (16). Using (1a) and

the definition of δi in (18), it follows that

λmax(Ri)σ̄
2
y,i∥ui∥22T = λmax(Ri)σ̄

2
y,i

∥∥Φu,iu
∥∥2
2T

≤ δi∥u∥22T . (20)

Substituting (20) into (16) yields

V̂i ≤ −εi∥ȳi∥22T + 2σ̄2
y,i ⟨ȳi,Siu⟩T + δi∥u∥22T (21)

=
〈
ȳi, Q̄iȳi

〉
T
+ 2

〈
ȳi, S̄iu

〉
T
+
〈
u, R̄iu

〉
T
,

where V̂i = σ̄2
y,iṼi, and

Q̄i = −εi1, S̄i = σ̄
2
y,iSi, R̄i = δi1. (22)

Consequently, the gain-scheduled subsystem Ḡi is QSR-
dissipative with Q̄i ∈ Sny

−−, S̄i ∈ Rny×nu , and R̄i ∈ Snu

as defined in (22).
Theorem 1: Given that each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is

QSR-dissipative with Qi ∈ Sny

−−, Si ∈ Rny×nu , and Ri ∈ Snu ,
the gain-scheduled system Ḡ in Figure 2 is QSR-dissipative,
provided the scheduling matrices Φu,i(t) and Φy,i(t) pseudo-
commute with Si.

Proof: Following Lemma 1, each scheduled subsystem
Ḡi is QSR-dissipative with Q̄i ∈ Sny

−−, S̄i ∈ Rny×nu , and R̄i ∈

Snu defined in (22). Furthermore, σ̄y,i, εi, and δi are given
by (13), (17), and (18), respectively. Adding and subtracting
σ̄4
y,i/εi∥Siu∥22T from (21) and factoring leads to

V̂i ≤ −εi

∥∥∥∥∥ȳi −
σ̄2
y,i

εi
Siu

∥∥∥∥∥
2

2T

+ δi∥u∥22T +
σ̄4
y,i

εi
∥Siu∥22T . (23)

To simplify further analysis, let

ỹi(t) = ȳi(t)−
σ̄2
y,i

εi
Siu(t), (24)

for i ∈ N and denote σSi
as the largest singular value of Si.

Substituting (24) into (23) and using the Rayleigh inequality
results in

V̂i ≤ −εi∥ỹi∥22T +

(
δi +

σ̄4
y,iσ

2
Si

εi

)
∥u∥22T . (25)

Summing (25) over all i ∈ N , it follows that

∑
i∈N

V̂i ≤ −
∑
i∈N

εi∥ỹi∥22T +
∑
i∈N

(
δi +

σ̄4
y,iσ

2
Si

εi

)
∥u∥22T

≤ −εmin

∑
i∈N

∥ỹi∥22T + δ̄∥u∥22T , (26)

where

εmin = min
i∈N

εi > 0, δ̄ =
∑
i∈N

(
δi +

σ̄4
y,iσ

2
Si

εi

)
. (27)

Rewriting the summation in (26) as a vector norm yields

∑
i∈N

V̂i ≤ −εmin

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
 ∥ỹ1∥2T

...
∥ỹN∥2T


∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

+ δ̄∥u∥22T . (28)

Applying the inequality in Lemma 5, which is a special case
of the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality, to (28) results in

∑
i∈N

V̂i ≤ −εmin

N

〈1...
1

 ,

 ∥ỹ1∥2T
...

∥ỹN∥2T

〉
2

+ δ̄∥u∥22T

= −εmin

N

(∑
i∈N

∥ỹi∥2T

)2

+ δ̄∥u∥22T . (29)

Multiplying both sides of (29) by N and applying the triangle
inequality yields

N
∑
i∈N

V̂i ≤ −εmin

∥∥∥∥∥∑
i∈N

ỹi

∥∥∥∥∥
2

2T

+Nδ̄∥u∥22T . (30)

Substituting back (24) into (30) and defining Ṽ = N
∑

i∈N V̂i

results in

Ṽ ≤ −εmin

∥∥∥∥∥∑
i∈N

(
ȳi −

σ̄2
y,i

εi
Siu

)∥∥∥∥∥
2

2T

+Nδ̄∥u∥22T . (31)
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Defining S̄ =
∑

i∈N
(
σ̄2
y,i/εi

)
Si and using (2), it follows

from (31) that

Ṽ ≤ −εmin

∥∥y − S̄u
∥∥2
2T

+Nδ̄∥u∥22T
= −εmin

(
∥y∥22T − 2

〈
y, S̄u

〉
T
+
∥∥S̄u

∥∥2
2T

)
+Nδ̄∥u∥22T .

(32)

Applying the Rayleigh inequality to (32) and defining νS̄ as
the smallest singular value of S̄, it follows that

Ṽ ≤ −εmin∥y∥22T + 2εmin

〈
y, S̄u

〉
T
+
(
Nδ̄ − εminν

2
S̄

)
∥u∥22T

= −εmin∥y∥22T + 2εmin

〈
y, S̄u

〉
T
+ δ̂∥u∥22T , (33)

where δ̂ = Nδ̄− εminν
2
S̄ . Alternatively, (33) can be written as

Ṽ ≤ ⟨y,Qy⟩T + 2 ⟨y,Su⟩T + ⟨u,Ru⟩T ,

where

Q = −εmin1, S = εminS̄, R = δ̂1. (34)

Additionally, (34) can be written in terms of σ̄y,i, εi, and δi,
given by (13), (17), and (18), respectively, as follows:

Q = −min
i∈N

(εi)1, (35a)

S = min
i∈N

(εi)
∑
i∈N

σ̄2
y,i

εi
Si, (35b)

R =

(
N
∑
i∈N

(
δi +

σ̄4
y,iσ

2
Si

εi

)
−min

i∈N
(εi)ν

2
S̄

)
1, (35c)

where σSi
is the largest singular value of Si and νS̄ is the small-

est singular value of S̄ =
∑

i∈N
(
σ̄2
y,i/εi

)
Si. Therefore, the

gain-scheduled system Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with Q ∈ Sny

−−,
S ∈ Rny×nu , and R ∈ Snu as defined in (35).

B. Case 2: All N Subsystems are QSR-Dissipative with
Qi ∈ Sny

− and Share a Common Si = S ∈ Rny×nu

Lemma 2: Given each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is QSR-
dissipative with Qi ∈ Sny

− , there exists a Q = −ε1 with
ε ∈ R≥0 such that the gain-scheduled system Ḡ in Figure 2
satisfies

∑
i∈N ⟨yi,Qiyi⟩T ≤ ⟨y,Qy⟩T , provided the output

scheduling matrices are active.
Proof: Using the Rayleigh inequality, it follows that∑

i∈N
⟨yi,Qiyi⟩T ≤ −

∑
i∈N

εi∥yi∥22T

≤ −εmin

∑
i∈N

∥yi∥22T , (36)

where εi = −λmax(Qi) ≥ 0 and εmin = mini∈N εi ≥ 0.
Additionally, the summation in (2) can be rewritten as the
matrix-vector multiplication y(t) = Ψ(t)υ(t), where

Ψ(t) =
[
Φy,1(t) · · · Φy,N (t)

]
, υ(t) =

 y1(t)
...

yN (t)

 . (37)

Consequently, by defining σΨ(t) as the largest singular value
of Ψ(t) and applying the Rayleigh inequality to ∥Ψ(t)υ(t)∥22,
it follows that

∥y(t)∥22 = ∥Ψ(t)υ(t)∥22 ≤ σ2
Ψ(t)∥υ(t)∥22. (38)

Moreover, σΨ(t) ∈ R>0, provided the output scheduling
matrices are active, that is, ∀t ∈ R≥0, ∃i ∈ N such that
Φy,i(t) ̸= 0, and therefore, ΨT(t)Ψ(t) ∈ SN×ny

+ is nonzero.
Additionally,

σ
2
Ψ(t) ≤ tr

(
Ψ

T
(t)Ψ(t)

)
=
∑
i∈N

tr
(
Φ

T
y,i(t)Φy,i(t)

)
≤ ny

∑
i∈N

λmax

(
ΦT

y,i(t)Φy,i(t)
)

= ny

∑
i∈N

σ2
y,i(t).

Therefore, supt∈R≥0
σ2
Ψ(t) < ∞ since the output scheduling

matrices are assumed to be bounded as per (5). Consequently,
rearranging (38) yields

1

σ2
Ψ(t)

∥y(t)∥22 ≤ ∥υ(t)∥22 =
∑
i∈N

∥yi(t)∥22. (39)

Since λmax(Qi) ∈ R≤0, substituting (39) into (36), it follows
that ∑

i∈N
⟨yi,Qiyi⟩T ≤ −εmin

∫ T

0

1

σ2
Ψ(t)

∥y(t)∥22 dt

≤ −εmin

σ̄2
Ψ

∫ T

0

∥y(t)∥22 dt

= −ε∥y∥22T = ⟨y,Qy⟩T ,

where

σ̄Ψ = sup
t∈R≥0

σΨ(t) > 0, ε =
εmin

σ̄2
Ψ

≥ 0, (40)

and Q = −ε1 ∈ Sny

− .
Lemma 3: Given each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is QSR-

dissipative with Ri ∈ Snu , there exists an R = δ1 with δ ∈ R
such that the gain-scheduled system, Ḡ, in Figure 2 satisfies∑

i∈N ⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≤ ⟨u,Ru⟩T .
Proof: Using the Rayleigh inequality, it follows that∑

i∈N
⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≤

∑
i∈N

λmax(Ri)∥ui∥22T . (41)

Defining the index sets

R>0 = { i ∈ N | λmax(Ri) > 0 }, (42a)
R<0 = { i ∈ N | λmax(Ri) < 0 }, (42b)
R0 = { i ∈ N | λmax(Ri) = 0 }, (42c)

it follows that∑
i∈N

λmax(Ri) =
∑

i∈R>0

λmax(Ri) +
∑

i∈R<0

λmax(Ri). (43)

Expanding (41) using (43) results in∑
i∈N

⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≤
∑

i∈R>0

λmax(Ri)∥ui∥22T

+
∑

i∈R<0

λmax(Ri)∥ui∥22T .
(44)
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Substituting the relation in (1a) into (44), it follows that∑
i∈N

⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≤ δmax

∑
i∈R>0

∥∥Φu,iu
∥∥2
2T

− δmin

∑
i∈R<0

∥∥Φu,iu
∥∥2
2T

,
(45)

where

δi = |λmax(Ri)|, δmax = max
i∈R>0

δi, δmin = min
i∈R<0

δi.

Expanding (45) and using the Rayleigh inequality yields∑
i∈N

⟨ui,Riui⟩T ≤ δmax

∑
i∈R>0

∫ T

0

σ
2
u,i(t)∥u(t)∥22 dt

− δmin

∑
i∈R<0

∫ T

0

ν2u,i(t)∥u(t)∥22 dt

≤ δmaxσ̄u

∫ T

0

∥u(t)∥22 dt

− δminν̄u

∫ T

0

∥u(t)∥22 dt

= δ∥u∥22T = ⟨u,Ru⟩T ,

where

σ̄u = sup
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈R>0

σ2
u,i(t) ≥ 0, (46a)

ν̄u = inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈R<0

ν2u,i(t) ≥ 0, (46b)

δ = δmaxσ̄u − δminν̄u, (46c)

and R = δ1.
Since Lemma 3 considers the most general case of sub-

systems being QSR-dissipative with Ri ∈ Snu and imposes
no further restriction on the eigenvalues of Ri, the sign of δ
in (46c) cannot be determined without additional information.

Corollary 1: Consider the gain-scheduled system, Ḡ, in
Figure 2 where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is QSR-
dissipative. Given the sets R>0, R<0, and R0 defined in (42),
the special cases of Lemma 3 are as follows:

1) δ ∈ R≥0 provided R>0 ̸= ∅ and R<0 = ∅.
1.1) δ ∈ R>0, provided further ∃t ∈ R≥0 and an

i ∈ R>0 such that Φu,i(t) ̸= 0.
2) δ ∈ R≤0 provided R>0 = ∅ and R<0 ̸= ∅.

2.1) δ ∈ R<0, provided further R<0 ∩ Fu(t) ̸= ∅,
∀t ∈ R≥0, meaning for i ∈ R<0, the nonempty
subset of input scheduling matrices, Φu,i(t), is
strongly active.

3) δ = 0 provided R>0 = ∅ and R<0 = ∅.
Proof: The proof for each case follows from the defini-

tion of δ in (46c) and the sets R>0, R<0, and R0 in (42).
The strictly positive case follows from the fact that σ̄u ∈ R>0,
provided there exists a t ∈ R≥0 and an i ∈ R>0 such that
Φu,i(t) ̸= 0. The strictly negative case follows from

ν̄u = inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈R<0

ν2u,i(t) = inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈R<0∩Fu(t)

ν2u,i(t) > 0,

provided that R<0 ∩ Fu(t) ̸= ∅ for all t ∈ R≥0.

Theorem 2: Given each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is QSR-
dissipative with Qi ∈ Sny

− , Si = S ∈ Rny×nu , and Ri ∈ Snu ,
the gain-scheduled system, Ḡ, in Figure 2 is QSR-dissipative,
provided the output scheduling matrices are active, and the
scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with S.

Proof: Summing (3) over all N subsystems yields∑
i∈N

Ṽi ≤
∑
i∈N

⟨yi,Qiyi⟩T + 2
∑
i∈N

⟨yi,Sui⟩T

+
∑
i∈N

⟨ui,Riui⟩T .
(47)

Consider the term
∑

i∈N ⟨yi,Sui⟩T . Given the schedul-
ing matrices pseudo-commute with respect to S such that
ΦT

y,i(t)S = SΦu,i(t), and using (1) and (2), it follows that∑
i∈N

⟨yi,Sui⟩T =
∑
i∈N

〈
yi,SΦu,iu

〉
T

=
∑
i∈N

〈
yi,Φ

T
y,iSu

〉
T

=
∑
i∈N

〈
Φy,iyi,Su

〉
T
= ⟨y,Su⟩T . (48)

Consequently, using Lemmas 2 and 3 and substituting (48)
into (47) yields

Ṽ =
∑
i∈N

Ṽi ≤ ⟨y,Qy⟩T + 2 ⟨y,Su⟩T + ⟨u,Ru⟩T ,

where Q = −ε1 and R = δ1, with ε and δ defined as
per (40) and (46), respectively. Therefore, the gain-scheduled
system, Ḡ, is QSR-dissipative with Q ∈ Sny

− , S ∈ Rny×nu ,
and R ∈ Snu .

V. DISCUSSION

In this section, the special cases of QSR-dissipativity, as
defined in Definition 5, are discussed for the gain-scheduled
system Ḡ in Figure 2. For each case, to compare the scheduling
matrix results presented in Theorems 1 and 2 with the existing
literature on scalar scheduling signals, the special case of
Φu,i(t) = si(t)1 and Φy,i(t) = si(t)1 for all i ∈ N is
considered and referred to as the base case.

Moreover, the matrix-scheduling architecture in [24] in-
cludes additional constant scaling parameters, αi ∈ R>0, for
each subsystem Gi. These scaling parameters are not consid-
ered in this work to maintain focus on the proposed gener-
alized matrix-gain-scheduling architecture. However, they can
easily be incorporated into the results presented in Theorems 1
and 2. Therefore, when comparing the results of this work
with [24], the scaling parameters are assumed to be αi = 1
for all i ∈ N .

A. Subsystems are Passive
Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N

is passive with Qi = 0, Si = 1
21, and Ri = 0. Theorem 2

suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with Q = 0,S = 1
21, and

R = 0, and therefore is passive, provided the scheduling
matrices pseudo-commute with S. Note, Theorem 2 further
requires the output scheduling matrices to be active. However,
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this condition can be relaxed for the passive case since
Qi = 0, for all i ∈ N . As discussed in Section III-B, for
this choice of S, the pseudo-commutativity condition leads to
Φu,i(t) = ΦT

y,i(t) for all i ∈ N and t ∈ R≥0. Therefore,
the gain-scheduling of passive subsystems using scheduling
matrices results in an overall passive gain-scheduled sys-
tem. For the base case, this result is consistent with the
results shown in [28, Theorem 8.2], which is again shown
in [20, Theorem 2] and [18, Corollary 6.1.2].

B. Subsystems are ISP
Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is

ISP with Qi = 0, Si =
1
21, and Ri = −δi1, where δi ∈ R>0.

Theorem 2 suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with

Q = 0, S =
1

2
1, R = −δ1,

where

δ = min
i∈N

(δi) inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈N

ν2u,i(t) ≥ 0, (49)

provided the scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with
S = 1

21. Furthermore, if the scheduling matrices are designed
to be strongly active, Corollary 1 with R<0 = N suggests Ḡ
is ISP with

δ = δmin inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈Fu(t)

ν2u,i(t) > 0, (50)

where δmin = mini∈N δi. Note, as per the definition of Fu(t)
in (4), si(t) = 0 for i ∈ N \Fu(t). The ISP coefficient in (50),
exactly recovers the matrix scheduling of ISP subsystems
result shown in [24, Theorem 1]. For the base case, the ISP
coefficient δ in (50) simplifies to

δ = δmin inf
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈Fu(t)

|si(t)|2, (51)

matching the results in [15, Theorem 1]. In [20, Theorem 2]
a slightly different bound on δ is provided as

δ =
∑
i∈N

δiν
2
i , (52)

where νi = inft∈R≥0
|si(t)| ≥ 0 for all i ∈ N . The authors

of [20] argue that (52) is a less conservative bound on δ
compared to [15, Theorem 1], since it involves the summation
of δi across all subsystems instead of the minimum value of δi.
However, (52) also involves the summation of infima, which is
more conservative than the infimum of the summation in (51).
Therefore, it is not guaranteed that (52) is less conservative
than (51). Additionally, to maintain the ISP property of the
subsystems, [20, Theorem 2] requires the existence of at least
one i ∈ N such that νi > 0. This means that there exists at
least one scheduled subsystem Ḡi with i ∈ N that is always
active in the sense that si(t) ̸= 0 for all t ∈ R≥0. Depending
on the application, one may need to freely switch between
the scheduled subsystems, which may not be possible if at
least one subsystem is always active. In practice, it can be
argued that by setting the scheduling signal to an arbitrary
small value, the scheduled subsystem can be made inactive

while still retaining the ISP property of the gain-scheduled
system.

Contrary to [20], at any time, [15, Theorem 1] requires at
least one scheduling signal to be nonzero. This ensures that
for all time t ∈ R≥0, there exists at least one i ∈ N such
that ui(t) and ȳi(t) are nonzero, provided that u(t) and yi(t)
are nonzero. Here, the scheduling matrices are required to
pseudo-commute with S and be strongly active to ensure for
all time t ∈ R≥0, there exists at least one i ∈ N such that
Φu,i(t) = ΦT

y,i(t) is full rank. The existence of a full rank
scheduling matrix at each time ensures that there exists at least
one i ∈ N such that ui(t) and ȳi(t) are nonzero, provided that
u(t) and yi(t) are nonzero, which can be thought of as direct
extension of the aforementioned condition in [15, Theorem 1].

C. Subsystems are OSP

Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N is
OSP with Qi = −εi1, Si =

1
21, and Ri = 0, where εi ∈ R>0.

Theorem 1 suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with

Q = −εmin1, S = εmin

∑
i∈N

σ̄2
y,i

2εi
1,

R =

N
∑
i∈N

(
σ̄4
y,i

4εi

)
− εmin

(∑
i∈N

σ̄2
y,i

2εi

)2
1,

provided the scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with
S = 1

21. Notice R ∈ Snu
+ as a consequence of Lemma 5, since

N
∑
i∈N

σ̄4
y,i

4εi
= N

∑
i∈N

εi
σ̄4
y,i

4ε2i
≥
(∑

i∈N

√
εi
σ̄2
y,i

2εi

)2

≥
(
min
i∈N

(√
εi
)∑
i∈N

σ̄2
y,i

2εi

)2

= εmin

(∑
i∈N

σ̄2
y,i

2εi

)2

,

with R = 0 if and only if σ̄2
y,i/

√
εi = k, for some positive

constant k ∈ R>0 and for all i ∈ N . Therefore, Theorem 1
does not provide a tight bound on R for the OSP case.
Similarly, for the base case, [20, Theorem 1] also leads to
R ∈ Snu

+ , with R = 0 if and only if supt∈R≥0
|si(t)|2/εi = k,

for some positive constant k ∈ R>0, for all i ∈ N . However,
Theorem 2 suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with

Q = −ε1, S =
1

2
1, R = 0,

and therefore is OSP with

ε =
εmin

σ̄2
Ψ

> 0, (53)

provided the output scheduling matrices are active and the
scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with S = 1

21. Addition-
ally, for the base case, the augmented matrix, Ψ(t), defined
in (37), can be written as

Ψ(t) =
[
s1(t) · · · sN (t)

]
⊗ 1 = sT(t)⊗ 1,

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. Since the output
scheduling matrices are assumed to be active, then s(t) ̸= 0 for
all t ∈ R≥0. Therefore, the nonzero singular values of Ψ(t)
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are the positive numbers
{
σ(s(t))σi(1) | i ∈ Ny

}
, where

Ny =
{
1, 2, . . . , ny

}
[29, Theorem 4.2.15]. Consequently,

σΨ(t) = max
i∈Ny

σ(s(t))σi(1) =
√∑

i∈N
|si(t)|2 > 0.

From (40), it follows that

σ̄
2
Ψ = sup

t∈R≥0

∑
i∈N

|si(t)|2 > 0. (54)

Similar to the ISP case, the OSP coefficient, ε, in (53)
exactly matches matrix scheduling of OSP subsystems shown
in [24, Theorem 2]. For the base case, (54) further expands on
the relationship between the scheduling signals and the OSP
coefficient

ε =
εmin

supt∈R≥0

∑
i∈N |si(t)|2

> 0. (55)

Using the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality, it can be shown that
if a system is OSP with Q = −ε1, it also possesses finite L2

gain such that ε = 1/γ. Here, by defining εi = 1/γi with
γi ∈ R>0, (55) can be rewritten as ε = 1/γ, where

γ = max
i∈N

(γi) sup
t∈R≥0

∑
i∈N

|si(t)|2 > 0. (56)

Therefore, the gain-scheduled system Ḡ possess finite L2 gain
with γ defined as per (56).

D. Subsystems possess Finite L2 Gain
Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N has

finite L2 gain with Qi = −1, Si = 0, and Ri = γ2
i 1, where

γi ∈ R>0. Theorem 2 suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with

Q = − 1

σ̄2
Ψ

1, S = 0, R = σ̄u max
i∈N

γ
2
i 1, (57)

provided the output scheduling matrices are active. Since
S = 0, the pseudo-commutativity condition is trivially sat-
isfied, effectively decoupling the input and output scheduling
matrices. To get a more familiar form, (57) can be scaled by
σ̄2
Ψ > 0 to obtain

Q = −1, S = 0, R = σ̄
2
Ψσ̄u max

i∈N
γ
2
i 1. (58)

Considering the base case and Corollary 1 with R>0 = N ,
substituting (46a) and (54) into (58) leads to

Q = −1, S = 0, R = γ21,

where Ḡ possess finite L2 gain with the exact same γ derived
in (56), where the subsystems were assumed to be OSP. More-
over, the gain in (56) is similar to that of [16, Theorem 5.2].
It is unclear which gain is more conservative since here,
the maximum γi over all subsystems is used, whereas
in [16, Theorem 5.2], the γi terms remain in the summation.
On the other hand, (56) uses the supremum of sums of
scheduling signals, si(t), whereas [16, Theorem 5.2] uses sum
of suprema of scheduling signals. Alternatively, Theorem 1
suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with Q = −1, S = 0, and

R =

(
N
∑
i∈N

γ
2
i σ̄

2
y,iσ̄

2
u,i

)
1. (59)

Again, for the base case, (59) simplifies to

R =

(
N
∑
i∈N

γ2
i ∥si∥4∞

)
1, (60)

where ∥si∥∞ = supt∈R≥0
|si(t)|. Furthermore, apply-

ing [20, Theorem 1] to the finite L2 gain case recovers (60).
Using the inequality in Lemma 5, it can be shown that

N
∑
i∈N

γ2
i ∥si∥4∞ ≥

(∑
i∈N

γi∥si∥2∞

)2

,

meaning, [16, Theorem 5.2] is less conservative than
Theorem 1 and [20, Theorem 1] for the finite L2 gain case.

E. Subsystems are VSP

Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N
is VSP with Qi = −εi1, Si = 1

21, and Ri = −δi1, where
εi, δi ∈ R>0. Theorem 2 suggests Ḡ is QSR-dissipative with

Q = −ε1, S =
1

2
1, R = −δ1,

with ε ∈ R>0 and δ ∈ R≥0 given by (53) and (49),
respectively, provided the output scheduling matrices are active
and the scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with S = 1

21.
Furthermore, if the scheduling matrices are strongly active,
Corollary 1 with R<0 = N suggests Ḡ is VSP with δ ∈ R>0

given in (50). In [16], the authors combine the ISP and finite
L2 gain results to show that the gain-scheduled system is
VSP, while in [24], the ISP and OSP results are combined
to achieve the same. Similar to the OSP case, Theorem 1
and [20, Theorem 1] can still be used to show the overall
gain-scheduled system Ḡ is QSR-dissipative. However, they
cannot ensure Ḡ is VSP as they lead to δ ∈ R without the
further guarantee of δ > 0.

F. Subsystems are Conic

Consider the case where each subsystem Gi for i ∈ N
is conic with Qi = −1, Si = ci1, and Ri =

(
r2i − c2i

)
1,

where ci ∈ R and ri ∈ R>0, provided the scheduling matrices
pseudo-commute with Si. Theorem 1 suggests Ḡ is QSR-
dissipative with

Q = −1, S = c1, R =
(
r2 − c2

)
1, (61)

where

c =
∑
i∈N

(
ciσ̄

2
y,i

)
, (62a)

r =

√
N
∑
i∈N

(
δi + σ̄4

y,ic
2
i

)
=

√
N
∑
i∈N

r̄2i , (62b)

are the conic center and radius, respectively, and r̄2i = δi +
σ̄4
y,ic

2
i . Following the definition of δi in (18),

r̄i =

σ̄y,i

√
σ̄2
u,i(r

2
i − c2i ) + σ̄2

y,ic
2
i , if ri > |ci|,

σ̄y,i

√
ν̄2u,i(r

2
i − c2i ) + σ̄2

y,ic
2
i , if ri ≤ |ci|.

(63)
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3
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Fig. 4. Planar rigid three-link robotic manipulator with a fixed base,
damped joints, no forces acting on the end-effector, and no potential
energy due to gravity

Additionally, the scheduling matrices pseudo-commute with
Si = ci1, meaning ΦT

y,i(t)Si = SiΦu,i(t), for all t ∈ R≥0

and i ∈ N . It follows that

ΦT
y,i(t) = SiΦu,i(t)S

−1
i = Φu,i(t),

for all t ∈ R≥0 and i ∈ N , such that ci ̸= 0. Therefore,
the scheduling matrices corresponding to the ith subsystem
must share the same eigenvalues and singular values, provided
ci ̸= 0. Consequently, (63) can be simplified as

r̄i =


σ̄y,iσ̄u,iri, if ri > |ci| = 0,

σ̄2
i ri, if ri > |ci| ≠ 0,

σ̄i

√
ν̄2i r

2
i + (σ̄2

i − ν̄2i )c
2
i , if ri ≤ |ci|,

(64)

where σ̄i = σ̄u,i = σ̄y,i and ν̄i = ν̄u,i = ν̄y,i for all i ∈ N
such that ci ̸= 0. For the base case, the conic center defined
per (62a) simplifies to c =

∑
i∈N ci∥si∥2∞, matching the

results in [20, Theorem 1] and [18, Theorem 6.2.1]. Moreover,
for the base case, r̄i in (64) simplifies to the results in [20,
Theorem 1] as

r̄i =

{
σ2
i ri, if ri > |ci|,

σi

√
ν2i r

2
i + (σ2

i − ν2i )c
2
i , if ri ≤ |ci|,

with σi = ∥si∥∞ < ∞ and νi = inft∈R≥0
|si(t)| ≥ 0,

for all i ∈ N . As discussed in [20], when ri > |ci|,
[18, Theorem 6.2.1] provides a less conservative bound on
the conic radius of the gain-scheduled system compared to
Theorem 1. This is again as a direct result of the special case of
Cauchy–Schwartz inequality used in the proof of Theorem 1.
Alternatively, since νi ≤ σi for all i ∈ N , Theorem 1 provides
a tighter bound on the conic radius of the gain-scheduled
system when ri ≤ |ci| compared to [18, Theorem 6.2.1].

VI. APPLICATION EXAMPLE

A. QSR-Dissipative Properties of the Plant

Consider a planar rigid three-link robotic manipulator,
shown in Figure 4, with a fixed base, damped joints, no forces
acting on the end-effector, and no potential energy due to
gravity. The equations of motion of the robot are given by

M(q(t))q̈(t) + Dq̇(t) = fnon(q(t), q̇(t)) + τ (t), (65)

where M(q(t)) = MT(q(t)) ∈ S3++ is the mass ma-
trix, D = diag(d1, d2, d3) ∈ S3++ is the damping matrix,
fnon(q(t), q̇(t)) captures the nonlinear inertial and Coriolis
forces, τ (t) =

[
τ1(t) τ2(t) τ3(t)

]T
are the joint torques,

G0

G1

G2

G3

Kp

Φu,1

Φu,2

Φu,3

Φy,1

Φy,2

Φy,3

e
−

θd

−

+ +

+

−
B̂ū + τ

+

+
q

0+

θ̇d

−

y

Gain-Scheduled QSR-Dissipative Controller Ḡ

Prewrapped Plant Ḡ0

Fig. 5. Gain-scheduled feedback control of the plant to be controlled.
The input and output of each subcontroller are scheduled as per (1)
via the matrix multiplication between the scheduling matrices Φu,i (t)
and Φy,i (t), and their corresponding signals u(t) and yi (t), for
i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

and q(t) =
[
θ1(t) θ2(t) θ3(t)

]T
are the generalized co-

ordinates. The mass matrix and nonlinear forces can be
obtained using the general Lagrangian dynamics formulation
in [30, Section 8.1.2] as shown in [31]. A proportional control
prewrap is added in negative feedback with the plant, G0, as
per Figure 5, where Kp = diag

(
kp,1, kp,2, kp,3

)
∈ S3++ and

θd(t) =
[
θd,1(t) θd,2(t) θd,3(t)

]T
is the desired trajectory.

The resulting inner-loop, Ḡ0, controls the displacement of
the system. Dropping the time dependency for brevity, the
nonlinear dynamics of the prewrapped system can be written
as

Mq̈ = fnon − Dq̇ + B̂ū − Kpe (66)

where B̂ =

[
0 1 0
0 0 1

]T
, ū =

[
ū1(t) ū2(t)

]T
is from the

output of the gain-scheduled controller Ḡ, and e(t) = q(t)−
θd(t) is the tracking error. The zero row in B̂ is purposely
chosen to allow for gain-scheduling of non-square controllers.
To analyze the dissipative property of the inner-loop, define
the storage function V = 1

2 q̇TMq̇ + 1
2eTKpe. It follows that

V̇ = q̇T

(
Mq̈ +

1

2
Ṁq̇
)
+ ėTKpe. (67)

For a constant tracking trajectory, it follows that ė = q̇.
Substituting (66) into (67) and simplifying yields

V̇ = q̇T

(
fnon +

1

2
Ṁq̇
)
− q̇TDq̇ + q̇TB̂ū. (68)

From the Lagrangian dynamics formulation of the system, it
can be verified that q̇T

(
fnon +

1
2Ṁq̇

)
= 0. Therefore, (68)

simplifies to V̇ = −q̇TDq̇+ q̇TB̂ū. Integrating both sides with
t ∈ [0, T ] yields

V (T )− V (0) =

∫ T

0

−q̇T(t)Dq̇(t) + q̇T(t)B̂ū(t) dt

= ⟨y,−Dy⟩T +
〈

y, B̂ū
〉
T
, ∀T ∈ R≥0, (69)
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TABLE I
DISCRETE JOINT ANGLES FOR TRAJECTORY GENERATION

Discrete Time Point tk Desired Joint Angle θd(tk)
[s] [deg]

t0 = 0
[
0◦ 160◦ −90◦

]T
t1 = 2

[
0◦ 160◦ −90◦

]T
t2 = 3

[
0◦ 45◦ 45◦

]T
t3 = 7

[
0◦ 45◦ 45◦

]T
t4 = 9

[
0◦ −90◦ 160◦

]T

TABLE II
THREE-LINK MANIPULATOR PROPERTIES

Link Parameters Link 1 Link 2 Link 3
Length [m] L1 = 1.10 L2 = 0.60 L3 = 0.50
Measured Length [m] L̄1 = 1.21 L̄2 = 0.54 L̄3 = 0.55
Mass [kg] m1 = 2.00 m2 = 0.90 m3 = 0.30
Measured Mass [kg] m̄1 = 2.40 m̄2 = 0.72 m̄3 = 0.36
Damping Coefficient [N·m·s/rad] d1 = 5.00 d2 = 2.50 d3 = 2.50

where y(t) = q̇(t) =
[
θ̇1(t) θ̇2(t) θ̇3(t)

]T
is the measure-

ment. Consequently, the prewrapped system Ḡ0, in Figure 5,
with input ū(t) and output y(t) is QSR-dissipative with
QP = −D, SP = 1

2 B̂, and RP = 0. More precisely, as
per [3, Definition 3.1.2], the prewrapped system is conserva-
tive with respect to the quadratic storage function constructed
using QP, SP, and RP.

B. Trajectory Generation
The control objective is to have the three-link robot track a

position, θd(t), and rate, θ̇d(t), trajectory. This is achieved by
choosing discrete joint angles θd(tk) and θd(tk+1) at times tk
and tk+1, and interpolating between them as such

η(t) =
t− tk

tk+1 − tk
, p5(t) = 6η

5 − 15η
4
+ 10η

3
, (70a)

θd(t) = p5(t)
(
θd(tk+1)− θd(tk)

)
+ θd(tk). (70b)

As shown in Table I, the desired discrete joint angles are
chosen such that the base remains fixed at 0◦ while the second
and third joint angles operate within [−90◦, 160◦].

C. QSR-Dissipative Control Synthesis
The subcontrollers to be gain-scheduled will be linear

non-square QSR-dissipative controllers, synthesized using the
linearized model of the system. In [20], similar to H2-conic
synthesis in [32], H2-optimal controllers are first designed
using the linearized model of the system. These controllers are
then rendered QSR-dissipative by solving a semidefinite pro-
gram (SDP) involving a modified version of the linear matrix
inequality (LMI) found in Lemma 6. Finally, the asymptotic
stability of the closed-loop system is guaranteed using Theo-
rem 3. Herein, a similar synthesis approach to [15, 20, 25, 33]
is taken, where QSR-dissipative controllers are synthesized
using the solution to the linear-quadratic regulator (LQR)
problem in conjunction with Lemma 6 and Theorem 3.

First, the LQR problem requires a linearized state-space
representation of (65). As shown in [31], M(q(t)) is
nonlinear with respect to the second and third joint an-
gles, θ2(t) and θ3(t). Therefore, to cover the range of possible

TABLE III
CONTROLLER DESIGN PARAMETERS

Properties Symbol Value
Proportional Gain Kp diag(5, 35, 35)

LQR Weights QLQR diag(15, 15, 15, 10, 10, 10)−2

RLQR diag(25, 25)−2

joint angles during the desired trajectory in Table I, three
linearization points are chosen as q̄1 = θd(t0), q̄2 = θd(t2),
and q̄3 = θd(t3). The linearization of the prewrapped model,
Ḡ0 in Figure 5, about q̄i, for i ∈ N = {1, 2, 3}, is given by

δẋ(t) = Aiδx(t) + Biδu(t), δy(t) = Ciδx(t), (71)

with

Ai =

[
0 1

−M̄−1(q̄i)Kp −M̄−1(q̄i)D

]
, (72a)

Bi =

[
0

M̄−1(q̄i)

]
, Ci =

[
0 1

]
, (72b)

where M̄(q̄i) is the measured mass matrix obtained us-
ing the measured link lengths and masses in Table II,
Kp is the proportional gain matrix in Table III, and
δx(t) =

[
δqT(t) δq̇T(t)

]T
. Furthermore, the LQR problem’s

state and input weight matrices, QLQR and RLQR, are chosen
following Bryson’s rule [34], and are provided in Table III.
Using the linearization of the prewrapped model in (71) with
the LQR state and input weight matrices, the gain matrix Ki is
computed for each linearization point by solving the algebraic
Riccati equation (ARE) [34]. Inspired by the LQG controller
design in [25], the three subcontrollers to be gain-scheduled
are designed to have the state-space form

ẋi(t) =
(
Ai − BiKi − Bc,iCi

)
xi(t) + Bc,iyi(t), (73a)

ui(t) = Kixi(t), (73b)

for i ∈ N , with Ai,Bi, and Ci in (72), and Bc,i is to be
constructed such that the subcontrollers are QSR-dissipative.
To synthesize QSR-dissipative subcontrollers, an SDP is con-
structed using a modified version of the LMI in Lemma 6
through a change of variable, Fi = PiBc,i, and solved using
CVX [35, 36], and MOSEK [37]. This involves solving for
Pi ∈ S6++, Qc,i ∈ S2, Rc,i ∈ S3, Fi ∈ R6×3, and ρi ∈ R>0

subject to[
PiÂi + ÂT

i Pi − FiCi − CT
i FT

i − Q̂i Fi − Ŝi

FT
i − ŜT

i −Rc,i

]
⪯ 0, (74a)[

ρiQP + Rc,i −ρiSP + ST
c,i

−ρiST
P + Sc,i Qc,i

]
≺ 0, (74b)

where

Âi = Ai − BiKi, Q̂i = KT
i Qc,iKi, Ŝi = KT

i Sc,i, (75)

and Sc,i = ST
P for i ∈ N . Additionally, Bc,i is obtained from

Fi as Bc,i = P−1
i Fi.

The LMI in (74a) is obtained from Lemma 6 and ensures
the subcontrollers are QSR-dissipative. Additionally, in the
absence of gain-scheduling, the LMI in (74b) guarantees the
asymptotic stability of the negative feedback interconnection
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of any individual subcontroller with the prewrapped plant Ḡ0

as per Theorem 3. Therefore, the LMI in (74) is a sufficient
condition for the synthesis of QSR-dissipative subcontrollers
that render the closed-loop system asymptotically stable when
connected in negative feedback with the prewrapped plant.

Similar to the control synthesis techniques in [20, 32], a
cost function can be used in tandem with the LMI in (74)
to impose certain design constraints. Here, from (74), it can
be shown using the Schur complement lemma that Rc,i ∈ S3+
and Qc,i ∈ S2−−. Therefore, minimizing the cost function
J
(
Rc,i

)
= tr

(
Rc,i

)
results in Rc,i = 0 and subsequently

Fi = Ŝi. This choice of cost function is motivated by the fact
that solving the SDP in (74) subject to Rc,i = 0 and ρi = 1 is
equivalent to solving for Pi ∈ S6++ and Qc,i ∈ S2−−, subject
to

PiÂi + ÂT
i Pi − ŜiCi − CT

i ŜT
i − Q̂i ⪯ 0, (76)

with Âi, Q̂i, and Ŝi found in (75). Again, Bc,i can be obtained
from Fi = Ŝi = PiBc,i as Bc,i = P−1

i Ŝi. Compared to (74), the
SDP involved in solving (76) is computationally less expensive
and results in a subcontroller Gi that is QSR-dissipative with
Qc,i ∈ S2−−, Sc,i = 1

2 B̂T, and Rc,i = 0. Three QSR-
dissipative subcontrollers, Gi for i ∈ N , are synthesized using
the linearization of the prewrapped model in (71) about the
linearization points q̄i and the LQR weights in Table III.
The subcontrollers are then gain-scheduled to form the overall
gain-scheduled controller Ḡ in Figure 5. Since Qc,i ∈ S2−− and
the subcontrollers share a common Sc,i for i ∈ N , Theorem 2
suggest the overall gain-scheduled controller Ḡ, in Figure 5,
is QSR-dissipative, with Qc = −ε1 ∈ S2−−, Sc = ST

c = 1
2 B̂T,

and Rc = 0 with ε defined in (40), provided the output
scheduling matrices are active, and the scheduling matrices
pseudo-commute with B̂T. Finally, the closed-loop system in
Figure 5 is guaranteed to be asymptotically stable, since the
LMI in (85) can be trivially satisfied with ρ = 1.

D. Scheduling Function Construction

Similar to [24], fourth degree scalar polynomials are used as
scheduling signals in the construction of scheduling matrices.
For the linearization points q̄i, the scheduling signals in
Figure 6 are defined as

s1(t) =


1 0.0 ≤ t < 1.0,

1−
(
t−1
3

)4
1.0 ≤ t ≤ 4.0,

0 4.0 < t,

(77a)

s2(t) =

{
1−

(
t−5
4

)4
1.0 ≤ t ≤ 9.0,

0 otherwise,
(77b)

s3(t) =


0 0.0 ≤ t < 7.0,

1−
(
t−9
2

)4
7.0 ≤ t ≤ 9.0,

1 9.0 < t,

(77c)

where for 9 < t, s3(t) = 1, while the other signals are
zero. Additionally, at all times, all scheduling signals are
bounded and for each time t ∈ R≥0, at least one scheduling
signal is active, meaning ∀t ∈ R≥0,∃i ∈ N such that
si(t) ̸= 0. Contrary to [20], the scheduling signals in (77)
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Fig. 6. Scheduling signals s1(t), s2(t), and s3(t) defined in (77).

are “turned off”, in the sense that 0 = νi ≤ |si(t)| ≤ 1 for
i ∈ N and ∀t ∈ R≥0.

As discussed in Section VI-C, to guarantee the gain-
scheduled controller Ḡ is QSR-dissipative, the scheduling
matrices need to pseudo-commute with Sc = ST

P = 1
2 B̂T, while

the output scheduling matrices need to be active. Furthermore,
as discussed in Section III-B, the scheduling matrices can be
design using Sc to satisfy this pseudo-commutativity condition.
Consider the SVD of Sc =

1
2

[
0 1

]
given by

U =

[
1 0
0 1

]
, Σ1 =

1

2

[
1 0
0 1

]
, V =

0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

such that Sc = U
[
Σ1 0

]
VT. As per Lemma 4, to satisfy the

pseudo-commutativity condition, ΦT
y,i(t)Sc = ScΦu,i(t), the

scheduling matrices need to satisfy

Φu,i(t) = V
[

Z̄11,i(t) 0
z̄21,i(t) z̄i(t)

]
VT = VZ̄i(t)V

T, (78a)

Φy,i(t) = UZ̄T
11,i(t)U

T = Z̄T
11,i(t), (78b)

for all t ∈ R≥0, where Z̄11,i(t) ∈ R2×2, z̄21,i(t) ∈ R1×2,
and z̄i(t) ∈ R, for i ∈ N , are design variables. Therefore,
scheduling of each subcontroller Gi in Figure 5 requires
seven hyperparameters. Herein, Z̄i(t) for each subcontroller
is chosen as

Z̄1(t) =

 s1(t) −0.5s1(t) 0
0 0 0

s3(t) s2(t) s1(t)

 , (79a)

Z̄2(t) =

 s1(t) + s2(t) 0 0
0 s2(t) + s3(t) 0
0 0 s2(t)

 , (79b)

Z̄3(t) =

 s3(t) 0 0
s1(t) s3(t) 0
0 0 s2(t) + s3(t)

 , (79c)

for all t ∈ R≥0, where s1(t), s2(t), and s3(t) are defined
in (77). The scheduling matrices constructed as per (78) with
Z̄i(t) in (79) are chosen to demonstrate the various possible
structures. For instance, Z̄1(t) is rank deficient for all t ∈ R≥0,
Z̄2(t) is diagonal, and Z̄3(t) is lower-triangular. Finally, as
required by Theorem 2, the output scheduling matrices in (78)
are active, that is, ∀t ∈ R≥0,∃i ∈ N = {1, 2, 3} such that
Φy,i(t) = Z̄T

11,i(t) ̸= 0.
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E. Comparison

A closed-loop simulation is performed using three different
control approaches to have the three-link planar manipulator in
Figure 4 track the trajectory given by (70). As a baseline, the
controller G3, a QSR-dissipative controller synthesized using
the SDP in Section VI-C, is used and will be referred to as
the unscheduled controller henceforth. The second approach,
referred to as the scalar gain-scheduled (GS) controller, uses
the scalar scheduling signals in (77) to gain-schedule the
three subcontrollers, G1, G2, and G3, designed about the
linearization points q̄1, q̄2, and q̄3, respectively. This approach
is inspired by the VSP gain-scheduling architecture in [16] but
with non-square subcontrollers gain-scheduled as per Figure 5,
where Φu,i(t) = si(t)1 and Φy,i(t) = si(t)1 for all i ∈ N .
The third approach, referred to as the matrix GS controller,
uses the scheduling matrices constructed as per (78) and (79)
instead. Finally, since the controllers designed in Section VI-C
are meant to control the second and third joint angles, the
comparison will only focus on these joints. The desired tra-
jectory generated using (70) with the discrete points in Table I
is shown in Figure 7 where the close tracking performance of
the three control approaches is shown. The joint angle error,
e(t) =

[
e1(t) e2(t) e3(t)

]T
= q(t) − θd(t), is shown in

Figure 8, where the matrix GS controller has noticeably less
error, magnitude wise, than the scalar GS controller when the
three-link manipulator transitions between desired positions.
The root-mean-square (RMS) joint angle error, and joint angle
error rates are tabulated in Table IV. Again, the matrix GS
controller realizes lower RMS angle error and RMS angle rate
error. The code used to generate the figures presented in this
section can be found in the GitHub repository at https:
//github.com/decargroup/matrix_scheduling_
qsr_dissipative_systems.

VII. CLOSING REMARKS

The gain-scheduling of QSR-dissipative subsystems using
scheduling matrices is considered in this paper. The pro-
posed gain-scheduling architecture is shown to result in an
overall QSR-dissipative gain-scheduled system, provided the
scheduling matrices are bounded and possess certain pseudo-
commutative properties. A detailed discussion is provided
regarding the design and construction of scheduling matri-
ces that satisfy the introduced pseudo-commutative property.
Furthermore, the gain-scheduling of a broader class of QSR-
dissipative systems is considered than that found in prior
work. For the various passive cases of QSR-dissipativity, the
conditions on the scheduling matrices reduce to the same
conditions on the scheduling signals reported in [15, 16], while
for the conic case, the results of [20] were recovered when the
scheduling matrices are chosen to be a scalar times the identity
matrix. The proposed gain-scheduling architecture, along with
the LMI-based QSR-dissipative control synthesis technique, is
applied to the control of a planar three-link robotic manipulator
subject to model uncertainty. Numerical simulation results
highlight the added benefits of using scheduling matrices
compared to scheduling signals.
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Fig. 9. Comparison of joint torques.

TABLE IV
RMS ERROR OF JOINT ANGLE AND JOINT ANGLE RATE

RMS angle error RMS angle rate error

Control method

[deg] [deg/s]

e2 e3 ė2 ė3
Unscheduled 1.8239 1.7892 2.1111 2.1191
Scalar scheduling 1.5226 1.4358 1.6073 1.5442
Matrix scheduling 1.1304 1.2015 1.3669 1.1356

https://github.com/decargroup/matrix_scheduling_qsr_dissipative_systems
https://github.com/decargroup/matrix_scheduling_qsr_dissipative_systems
https://github.com/decargroup/matrix_scheduling_qsr_dissipative_systems
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APPENDIX

Lemma 4: Consider a real nonzero matrix S ∈ Rm×n such
that S ̸= 0. The arbitrary matrices A ∈ Rm×m and B ∈ Rn×n

satisfy AS = SB if and only if

A = U
[
Σ1B̄11Σ

−1
1 Ā12

0 Ā22

]
UT, B = V

[
B̄11 0
B̄21 B̄22

]
VT,

where U ∈ Rm×m, Σ1 ∈ Sϱ, and V ∈ Rn×n are given by the
singular value decomposition (SVD) of S such that

S = U
[
Σ1 0
0 0

]
VT,

with ϱ = rank(S) ≥ 1, and Ā12, Ā22, B̄11, B̄21, and B̄22 are
arbitrary real matrices of appropriate dimensions.

Proof: Assume A ∈ Rm×m and B ∈ Rn×n satisfy
AS = SB. Using the SVD of S, it follows that

AU
[
Σ1 0
0 0

]
VT

= U
[
Σ1 0
0 0

]
VTB. (80)

Since U and V are orthogonal matrices, left and right multi-
plying (80) by UT and V, respectively, yields

UTAU
[
Σ1 0
0 0

]
=

[
Σ1 0
0 0

]
VTBV. (81)

Define

UTAU =

[
Ā11 Ā12

Ā21 Ā22

]
, VTBV =

[
B̄11 B̄12

B̄21 B̄22

]
. (82)

Substituting (82) into (81) results in[
Ā11Σ1 0
Ā21Σ1 0

]
=

[
Σ1B̄11 Σ1B̄12

0 0

]
. (83)

Equating similar terms in (83) yields Ā11Σ1 = Σ1B̄11,
Ā21Σ1 = 0, and Σ1B̄12 = 0. Since Σ1 is full rank, it follows
that

Ā11 = Σ1B̄11Σ
−1
1 , Ā21 = 0, B̄12 = 0. (84)

Substituting (84) into (82) and rearranging recovers the desired
result.

Lemma 5: Suppose that u1, . . . , uN are real numbers. The
arithmetic mean-quadratic mean (AM-QM) inequality, given
as part of the mean inequalities in [38, Theorem 2.16], states
that (

N∑
i=1

ui

)2

≤ N

N∑
i=1

u
2
i .

Proof: The Cauchy–Schwartz inequality for u =
[u1, . . . , uN ]

T ∈ RN and v = [1, . . . , 1]
T ∈ RN states that(

N∑
i=1

ui

)2

= |⟨u, v⟩|2 ≤ ∥u∥22∥v∥22 = N

N∑
i=1

u2
i .

Lemma 6 ([39, Lemma 2]): The continuous-time linear
time-invariant system described by the state-space realization
(A,B,C,D) is QSR-dissipative with matrices Q = QT, S,
and R = RT if and only if there exists P = PT ≻ 0 such thatPA + ATP − Q̂ PB − Ŝ(

PB − Ŝ
)T

−R̂

 ⪯ 0,

where

Q̂ = CTQC,

Ŝ = CTS + CTQD,

R̂ = DTQD +
(

DTS + STD
)
+ R.

Theorem 3 ([8, Theorem 2]): Consider two continuous-
time systems H1 and H2 that are QSR-dissipative with
matrices Q1 = QT

1 , S1, R1 = RT
1 , and Q2 = QT

2 , S2,
R2 = RT

2 , respectively. Provided H1 is connected in a negative
feedback loop with H2, the feedback system is asymptotically
stable if there exists a ρ ∈ R>0 such that[

ρQ1 + R2 −ρS1 + ST
2

−ρST
1 + S2 ρR1 + Q2

]
≺ 0. (85)

REFERENCES
[1] J. C. Willems, “Dissipative Dynamical Systems Part I: General The-

ory,” Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, vol. 45, pp. 321–
351, 1972.

[2] H. K. Khalil, Nonlinear Systems. United Kingdom: Prentice Hall, 1996.
[3] A. van der Schaft, L2-Gain and Passivity Techniques in Nonlinear

Control. Germany: Springer International Publishing, 2018.
[4] B. Brogliato, R. Lozano, B. Maschke, and O. Egeland, Dissipative

Systems Analysis and Control: Theory and Applications. Germany:
Springer London, 2013.

[5] G. Zames, “On the Input-Output Stability of Time-Varying Nonlinear
Feedback Systems Part I: Conditions Derived Using Concepts of
Loop Gain, Conicity, and Positivity,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic
Control, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 228–238, 1966.

[6] D. Hill and P. Moylan, “The Stability of Nonlinear Dissipative
Systems,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 21, no. 5,
pp. 708–711, Nov. 1976.

[7] J. L. Willems, “A System Theory Approach to Unified Electrical
Machine Analysis,” International Journal of Control, vol. 15, no. 3,
pp. 401–418, 1972.

[8] D. Hill and P. Moylan, “Stability Results for Nonlinear Feedback
Systems,” Automatica, vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 377–382, 1977.

[9] A. L. Fradkov and D. J. Hill, “Exponential Feedback Passivity and
Stabilizability of Nonlinear Systems,” Automatica, vol. 34, no. 6,
pp. 697–703, 1998.

[10] A. Rahnama, M. Xia, and P. J. Antsaklis, “A QSR-Dissipativity
and Passivity Based Analysis of Event-Triggered Networked Control
Systems,” IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pp. 3072–3077,
2016.

[11] X. Zhang, Y. Liu, H. Qiu, and H. Liu, “Dissipativity and Synchro-
nization of Fractional-Order Output-Coupled Neural Networks with
Multiple Adaptive Coupling Weights,” Mathematics and Computers in
Simulation, vol. 215, pp. 306–322, 2024.

[12] R. Ortega, A. Lorı́a, P. J. Nicklasson, and H. Sira-Ramı́rez, Passivity-
based Control of Euler-Lagrange Systems: Mechanical, Electrical and
Electromechanical Applications. Germany: Springer London, 2013.

[13] C. J. Damaren, “Passivity Analysis for Flexible Multilink Space
Manipulators,” Journal of Guidance Control and Dynamics, vol. 18,
no. 2, pp. 272–279, 1995.

[14] M. Panzirsch, J. Artigas, J.-H. Ryu, and M. Ferre, “Multilateral control
for delayed teleoperation,” International Conference on Advanced
Robotics, Nov. 2013.

[15] C. J. Damaren, “Gain-Scheduled SPR Controllers for Nonlinear Flexi-
ble Systems,” Journal of Dynamic Systems, Measurement, and Control,
vol. 118, no. 4, pp. 698–703, 1996.



15

[16] J. R. Forbes and C. J. Damaren, “Design of Gain-Scheduled Strictly
Positive Real Controllers Using Numerical Optimization for Flexible
Robotic Systems,” Journal of Dynamic Systems, Measurement, and
Control, vol. 132, no. 3, 2010.

[17] J. R. Forbes and C. J. Damaren, “Overcoming Passivity Violations:
Closed-Loop Stability, Controller Design and Controller Scheduling,”
IET Control Theory & Applications, vol. 7, no. 6, pp. 785–795, 2013.

[18] J. R. Forbes, “Extensions of Input-Output Stability Theory and the
Control of Aerospace Systems,” Ph.D. dissertation, University of
Toronto, Canada, 2011.

[19] J. J. Brown and R. Caverly, “Conic Gain-Scheduled Control of an
Aeroelastic Airfoil,” p. 1562, 2021.

[20] L. Anderson, R. J. Caverly, and A. Lamperski, “Gain-Scheduled QSR-
Dissipative Systems: An Input-Output Approach,” American Control
Conference, pp. 2417–2423, 2023.

[21] A. Walsh and J. R. Forbes, “A Very Strictly Passive Gain-Scheduled
Controller: Theory and Experiments,” IEEE/ASME Transactions on
Mechatronics, vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 2817–2826, 2016.

[22] A. Walsh and J. R. Forbes, “Very Strictly Passive Controller Synthesis
With Affine Parameter Dependence,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic
Control, vol. 63, no. 5, pp. 1531–1537, 2018.

[23] X. Lang and C. J. Damaren, “Gain-Scheduled Control for an Antenna
with Multiple Collocated Sensors and Actuators,” AIAA Guidance,
Navigation, and Control Conference, 2018.

[24] S. Moalemi and J. R. Forbes, “Passivity-Based Gain-Scheduled Control
with Scheduling Matrices,” IEEE Conference on Control Technology
and Applications, pp. 7–13, 2024.

[25] R. J. Benhabib, R. P. Iwens, and R. L. Jackson, “Stability of Large
Space Structure Control Systems Using Positivity Concepts,” Journal
of Guidance and Control, vol. 4, no. 5, pp. 487–494, 1981.

[26] S. P. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, Convex Optimization. United States:
Cambridge University Press, 2004.

[27] K. Zhou, J. C. Doyle, and K. Glover, Robust and Optimal Control.
United Kingdom: Prentice Hall, 1996.

[28] H. J. Márquez, Nonlinear Control Systems: Analysis and Design.
United Kingdom: Wiley, 2003.

[29] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Topics in Matrix Analysis. United
Kingdom: Cambridge University Press, 1994.

[30] K. M. Lynch and F. C. Park, Modern Robotics: Mechanics, Planning,
and Control. Singapore: Cambridge University Press, 2017.

[31] M. I. Azeez, A. M. M. Abdelhaleem, S. Elnaggar, K. A. F. Moustafa,
and K. R. Atia, “Optimization of PID Trajectory Tracking Controller
for a 3-DOF Robotic Manipulator using Enhanced Artificial Bee
Colony Algorithm,” Scientific Reports, vol. 13, no. 1, p. 11 164, 2023.

[32] L. J. Bridgeman, R. J. Caverly, and J. R. Forbes, “Conic-Sector-Based
Controller Synthesis: Theory and Experiments,” American Control
Conference, pp. 4292–4297, 2014.

[33] A. Walsh and J. R. Forbes, “Analysis and Synthesis of Input Strictly
Passive Gain-Scheduled Controllers,” Journal of the Franklin Institute,
vol. 354, no. 3, pp. 1285–1301, 2017.

[34] G. F. Franklin, J. D. Powell, and A. Emami-Naeini, Feedback Control
of Dynamic Systems. United States: Pearson Education, 2011.

[35] S. Diamond and S. Boyd, “CVXPY: A Python-Embedded Modeling
Language for Convex Optimization,” Journal of Machine Learning
Research, vol. 17, no. 83, pp. 1–5, 2016.

[36] A. Agrawal, R. Verschueren, S. Diamond, and S. Boyd, “A Rewriting
System for Convex Optimization Problems,” Journal of Control and
Decision, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 42–60, 2018.

[37] M. ApS, The MOSEK Optimizer API for Python 10.1.28, 2024.
[Online]. Available: https://docs.mosek.com/latest/
pythonapi/index.html.
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