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Frequency Domain Stability and Convergence
Analysis for General Reset Control Systems
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S. Ali Hosseini, and S. Hassan HosseinNia, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract— A key factor that generates significant in-
terest in reset control systems, especially within indus-
trial contexts, is their potential to be designed using a
frequency-domain loop-shaping procedure. On the other
hand, formulating and assessing stability analysis for these
nonlinear elements often depends on access to parametric
models and numerically solving linear matrix inequalities.
These specific factors could present challenges to the
successful implementation of reset control within industrial
settings. Moreover, one of the most effective structures
for implementing reset elements is to use them in parallel
with a linear element. Therefore, this article presents the
development of the frequency domain-based Hβ stability
method from a series to a more general structure of reset
control systems. Additionally, it investigates the behavior
of different reset elements in terms of the feasibility of
stability in the presence of time delay. To illustrate the
research findings, two examples are provided, including
one from an industrial application.

Index Terms— Nonlinear control, Reset control systems,
Quadratic stability, Frequency domain-based stability.

I. INTRODUCTION

RESET elements are nonlinear filters used to overcome
the fundamental performance limitations of linear time-

invariant (LTI) control systems [1]. The increasing demand
for extremely fast and accurate performance in fields such
as precision motion control is pushing linear controllers to
their limits [2]. The concept of reset control was initially
introduced in [3] as a nonlinear integrator, later known as the
Clegg integrator (CI). It demonstrated promising behavior in
overcoming the limitations inherent in linear feedback control
caused by Bode’s gain-phase relationship [4]. Over time, more
advanced reset components were created, including the first-
order reset element (FORE) [5], the generalized first-order
reset element (GFORE) [6], and the second-order reset element
(SORE) [7].

By using the sinusoidal-input describing function (SIDF)
method [8], a reset element can be represented in the frequency
domain. This allows us to perform frequency domain analysis
when a reset element is incorporated with LTI elements in
a control loop. Frequency response analysis is a technique
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that is used to assess the magnitude and phase properties of
a control system. Thus, a designer can shape and tune the
performance of closed-loop systems based on their open-loop
analysis, a process known as loop shaping [9]. This design
approach enables us to evaluate the closed-loop performance
of the control system without developing a parametric model
of the plant. Instead, we can use a frequency response function
(FRF), which can be derived solely from measurement data
[10].

The stability analysis of a reset control system (RCS) is
as important as the performance analysis to ensure reliable
and predictable operation. To assess the stability of a closed-
loop RCS, several methods have been proposed [11]–[17].
These include the reset instants dependent method [11], [12],
the quadratic Lyapunov functions method [13]–[15], the small
gain, passivity, and IQC approaches [16], [17]. Utilizing these
approaches typically requires solving LMIs and deriving a
parametric approximation of the plant, both of which are time-
consuming processes and introduce uncertainties. Therefore,
similar to frequency domain-based performance analysis, a
frequency domain-based stability analysis is desired for RCSs.

To this respect, some frequency domain-based stability
methods are introduced [9], [14], [18]–[21]. In [9], a frequency
domain-based stability method was developed for reset control
systems, focusing on their input/output behavior. However,
this method can be applied when the output is confined to
a certain sector bound, as well as when the reset action
is only triggered by the zero crossing of the reset element
input. In [20], they approximate the scale graph [22] of reset
controllers, resulting in a graphical tool to assess the stability
of an RCS. However, it is not applicable to the zero-crossing
triggered reset elements, which are the most common reset
controllers. In [18], [19], the Hβ method was introduced,
which includes a strictly positive real condition to guarantee
closed-loop stability. It has been proven that an RCS can be
quadratically stable if and only if the Hβ condition is satisfied.
In fact, the Hβ condition is a necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of a quadratic Lyapunov function [11], [18].
However, in general, this approach still relies on a parametric
model to identify both a positive definite matrix and a vector
that define the output of a transfer matrix, which must be
strictly positive real.
Additionally, the method discussed in [18] is limited to RCSs
where the error is forced to be the reset-triggered signal, and
no pre-filtering of the reset element is possible. The same
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limitations apply to [14], as the quadratic stability presented
there relies on the stability theorem from [18]. Although [14,
Remark 3.4] introduces an additional condition in the Hβ

method for non-zero after-reset values (γ), the exact proof and
the effect of the shaping filter are not investigated there. In this
study, we extend the Hβ method to accommodate any arbitrary
reset surface (condition) and non-zero after-reset values (γ).
While this extension is not the primary contribution of our
work, it serves to validate the other theorems and lemmas
presented. The proof is straightforward, drawing from existing
studies such as [13], [14], and [18].

In [21], novel graphical stability conditions in the frequency
domain are proposed for control systems incorporating first-
and second-order reset elements, along with a shaping filter
in the reset line. This approach facilitates the assessment
of uniform bounded-input bounded-state (UBIBS) stability of
reset control systems using the Hβ method without the need
to solve LMI-based conditions. The matrix-based Hβ transfer
function was first converted to an FRF-based transfer function
in [23, Corollary 3.12] for a simple reset control system, where
the reset element functions as the sole controller in the loop.
However, in [21], a broader class of reset control systems is
considered. Although an FRF-based transfer function is de-
rived, the derivation is intuitive, lacking a formal mathematical
connection between the matrix-based Hβ transfer function and
the FRF-based transfer function for the proposed structure.
Furthermore, the introduced method applies only to the series
structure of a RCS without an LTI element in parallel with the
reset element. Consequently, the analysis is not valid for reset
systems with a feedthrough term. Therefore, since satisfying
the Hβ conditions is a necessary requirement in the uniformly
exponential convergence lemma presented in [24], a significant
gap remains in guaranteeing the convergence of non-series
reset control systems using FRF-based methods.

In [11] and [14], the effect of delay on the Hβ condition
has been studied. However, the dynamics of the delay
must still be known to calculate the Hβ transfer function.
Based on the graphical method in [21], time delay could
be part of the plant’s FRF; thus, it directly affects the Hβ

transfer function. In this study, we aim to investigate the
effect of the Hβ transfer function with time delay on the
quadratic stability conditions of a RCS when using different
reset elements. This helps avoid wasting time assessing the
stability of certain types of reset elements (GFORE, CI, PCI)
using the FRF-based Hβ method in the presence of time delay.

Regarding the mentioned gaps in the existing literature, the
contributions of this paper are as follows:

• Provide the extended Hβ method for cases involving non-
zero after-reset values, including the shaping filter.

• Mathematically calculate the FRF-based Hβ transfer
function (in [21] it is intuitively presented only for a
limited class of RCSs):

– For general reset control systems, including parallel
branch.

– Using matrix equality tools to prove the equivalence
between a state-space-based transfer function and an

− + +

Fig. 1: The closed-loop architecture of a general reset control
system.

FRF-based transfer function.
• Develop the conditions in the Hβ theorem for the new Hβ

transfer function, while still requiring only the frequency
response functions of the loop components.

• Showing that the FRF-based Hβ method always leads to
an infeasible stability assessment in the presence of delay
when using CI or PCI.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
II provides descriptions of the reset element, LTI components,
and the closed-loop system while covering some key theorems
and lemmas that serve as the foundation for the rest of this
study. Section III presents the main results of this paper.
It first introduces the new FRF-based transfer function for
the matrix-based Hβ transfer function and then develops the
frequency domain-based conditions for the quadratic stability
of general RCSs. In Section IV, the effect of delay, which is an
inseparable part of industrial settings, is examined in terms of
its influence on the feasibility of this approach. The utility
and validation of the findings of this study are showcased
through simulated examples in Section V. Finally, conclusions
and suggestions for future studies are given in Section VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. System description

In the following, we provide a formal introduction to the re-
set control system and demonstrate its parallel interconnection
with an LTI system, resulting in a SISO closed-loop system, as
depicted in Fig. 1. The linear part contains G as the plant; C1,
C2, and C3 as the linear controllers; and a shaping filter Cs
with a proper stable transfer function. Additionally, CR serves
as the reset element, with its state-space realization presented
as:

CR :


ẋr(t) = Arxr(t) +Bru1(t), er(t) ̸= 0,

xr(t
+) = γxr(t), er = 0 ∧ (1− γ)xr(t) ̸= 0,

ur(t) = Crxr(t) +Dru1(t),
(1)

where Ar ∈ R, Br ∈ R, Cr ∈ R, and Dr ∈ R represent the
state-space matrices of the reset element, and the reset value
is denoted by γ ∈ R. xr(t) ∈ R is the only state of the reset
element, xr(t

+) ∈ R is the after reset state, u1(t) ∈ R and
ur(t) ∈ R represent the input and output of the reset element,
respectively. Also, er(t) is the output of the shaping filter Cs.
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In this study, CR is considered to be a first-order reset
element (CI or GFORE). Due to the utilization of a parallel
filter with the reset element, PCI is not considered, as it can
be constructed using a CI in parallel with the desired gain. By
considering CrBr = ωk > 0 and Ar = −ωr (ωr ≥ 0), the
general form of the reset element used in this paper is defined,
and its base linear transfer function is as follows

R(s) = Cr(s−Ar)
−1Br +Dr

=
ωk

s+ ωr
+Dr,

(2)

where s ∈ C is the Laplace variable. The reset element
represents a CI or PCI when ωr = 0 and represents a GFORE
element when ωr ̸= 0.

For the LTI part of the closed-loop system, which is denoted
by L, we have

L :


ẋl(t) = Axl(t) +Buur(t) +Bw(t),

y(t) = Cxl(t),

u1(t) = Cuxl(t) +Duw(t),

er(t) = Cexl(t) +Dew(t),

(3)

where xl(t) ∈ Rnl is the state of the LTI part of the system,
and w(t) =

[
r(t) d(t)

]T ∈ R2, in which r(t) and d(t)
are the reference and disturbance signal of the system,
respectively. Also, A ∈ Rnl×nl , B ∈ Rnl×2, C ∈ R1×nl ,
Bu ∈ Rnl×1, Cu ∈ R1×nl , Du ∈ R1×2, Ce ∈ R1×nl and
De ∈ R1×2 are the corresponding dynamic matrices.

Assumption 1: In this study, it is assumed that there is no
direct feedthrough from input w(t) and ur(t) to plant output
y(t) and from ur(t) to u1(t) and er(t).

Assumption 1 is reasonable, as it pertains to any causal LTI
element C1, C2, C3, and any plant G with a relative degree
greater than zero, which includes the vast majority of motion
and mass-based systems. Hence, the closed-loop state-space
representation of the overall reset control system (RCS) can
be expressed as follows

RCS :


ẋ(t) = Āx(t) + B̄w(t), x(t) /∈ F ,

x(t+) = Aρx(t), x(t) ∈ F ,

er(t) = C̄ex(t) + D̄ew(t),

y(t) = C̄x(t),

(4)

in which x(t) =
[
xr(t)

T xl(t)
T
]T ∈ R1+nl , C̄ =[

0 C
]
, B̄ =

[
01×2

B

]
+

[
BrDu 01×1

BuDrDu 0nl×1

]
, Ā =[

Ar BrCu

BuCr A+BuDrCu

]
, Aρ =

[
γ 01×nl

0nl×1 Inl×nl

]
, and C̄e =[

0 Ce

]
. With reset surface F = {x(t) ∈ Rnl+1 : C̄ex(t) +

D̄ew(t) = 0 ∧ (I −Aρ)x(t) ̸= 0}.

B. Foundational theorems and lemmas
This part covers the fundamental theorems and lemmas that

form the foundation for the rest of this study. As mentioned
earlier, this study focuses on the Hβ stability approach. The
Hβ condition is based on a quadratic Lyapunov function that

must be decreasing over the entire state space along the system
trajectories and non-increasing at the reset jumps. This method
was first introduced in [18] for the case where the reset surface
is defined as {x(t) ∈ Rnl+1 : C̄x(t) = 0∧ (I −Aρ)x(t) ̸= 0}
and γ = 0, as in [13, Chapter 4.4]. However, in this study,
the reset surface is considered as F , with non-zero cases for
γ also examined. Consequently, the modified Hβ method for
assessing the stability of the reset control system in (4) is
described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1: The zero equilibrium of the reset control sys-
tem (4) with w = 0 is globally uniformly asymptotically stable
if there exist ϱ = ϱT > 0 and β ∈ R such that the transfer
function

Hβ(s) = C0(sI − Ā)−1B0, (5)

with
C0 =

[
ϱ βCe

]
, B0 =

[
1

0nl×1

]
, (6)

is Strictly Positive Real (SPR), (Ā, B0) and (Ā, C0) are
controllable and observable respectively, and −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1.

As previously mentioned, the only differences between
Theorem 1 and the Hβ theorem presented in [13, Proposition
4.5] are the reset surface and the value of γ. Therefore, the
proof of Theorem 1 is provided in Appendix I, following the
approach used in [13, Proposition 4.5].

Lemma 1: [25, Lemma 6.1], Let H(s) be a proper rational
p×p transfer function and assume det[H(s)+HT (−s)] is not
identically zero. Then, H(s) is SPR if and only if :

• H(s) is Hurwitz,
• H(jω) +HT (−jω) is positive definite for all ω ∈ R,
• either H(∞) + HT (∞) is positive definite or if

H(∞) +HT (∞) is positive semi-definite,
limω→∞ ω2MT [H(jω) + HT (−jω)]M > 0,
for any p(p − q) full rank matrix M such
that MT [H(∞) + HT (∞)]M = 0, and
q = rank[H(∞) +HT (∞)].

Definition 1: [21], A time T̄ > 0 is called a reset instant for
the reset control system (4) if er(T̄ ) = 0 ∧ (I−Aρ)x(T̄ ) ̸= 0.
For any given initial condition and input w, the resulting
set of all reset instants defines the reset sequence {tk}, with
tk ≤ tk+1 for all k ∈ N. The reset instants tk have the
well-posedness property if for any initial condition x0 and
any input w, all the reset instants are distinct, and there exists
λ > 0 such that, for all k ∈ N, λ ≤ tk+1 − tk.

Note that the second condition in F , (I − Aρ)x(t) ̸= 0,
is imposed for well-posedness, to avoid the so-called re-
resetting, that is, the fact that immediately after a reset, the
state vector could satisfy the reset condition again, implying
formally an infinite sequence of re-settings to be performed
instantaneously, also referred to as beating. Thus, to avoid this,
the term (I−Aρ)x(t) ̸= 0 is added in the definition of F (see
[13, Section 1.4.1]). Simply it means

x(t) ∈ F ⇒ x(t+) /∈ F .
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Assumption 2: There are infinitely reset instants and
limk→∞ tk = ∞.

Assumption 2 is necessary to guarantee the existence of a
rest instant tk as k → ∞ for the proof of Lemma 2 and Lemma
3 (will be presented further). However, if it does not hold, it
means there is no reset after a time tk′ , which implies that the
RCS behaves like its base linear system (Aρ = I in (4)). In
this case, the stability and convergence properties of the RCS
are equivalent to those of its base linear system. This means
that if the base linear system is stable and has a convergent
solution, then the RCS is stable and has a convergent solution
as well.
In the following, the definition of the Bohl function and its
characteristics are presented, as UBIBS stability and conver-
gence of the RCSs have been established for this class of input
signals in Lemma 2 and 3.

Definition 2: [26, Definition 2.5], A function that is a
linear combination of functions of the form tkeλt, where
the k’s are nonnegative integers and λ ∈ C, is called a
Bohl function. The numbers λ that appear in this linear
combination (and cannot be canceled) are called the
characteristic exponents of the Bohl function.

Remark 1: In [26, Theorem 2.7] it is shown that if p and
q are Bohl functions then p + q, pq and ṗ are also Bohl
functions. Additionally, it can easily be shown that step
functions, ramp functions, and any sinusoidal functions are
Bohl functions.

Lemma 2: [21, Lemma 2], Consider the reset control
system (4). Suppose that

• Assumption 2 holds;
• −1 < γ < 1;
• All conditions in Theorem 1 hold;
• at least one of the following conditions holds:

– Cs = 1;
– the reset instants have the well-posedness property.

Then, the reset control system (4) has a well-defined unique
left-continuous response for any initial condition x0 and any
input w, which is a Bohl function. In addition, the reset
control system (4) has the UBIBS property.

Please note that the well-posedness property (Definition 1)
is a reasonable assumption, as it is ensured by the second
condition ((I − Aρ)x(t) ̸= 0) on the reset surface F . This
condition effectively prevents what is known as ’re-resetting,’
a situation where, immediately after a reset, the state vector
may once again satisfy the reset condition, potentially
resulting in an infinite sequence of resets (see [13, Sections
1.41 and 2.2.1]).

Definition 3: [27, Definition 2], The system ẋ(t) ∈
F (x(t), w(t)), with a given continuous on R input w(t) is
said to be (uniformly, exponentially) convergent if:

• all solutions xw(t, t0, x0) are defined for all t ∈ [t0,+∞)
and all initial conditions t0 ∈ R, x0 ∈ Rn;

• there is a solution x̄w(t) defined and bounded on R;
• the solution x̄w(t) is (uniformly, exponentially) globally

asymptotically stable.

Lemma 3: [24, Lemma 2], Consider the reset control
system in (4) with Cu = Ce and Du = De (Cs = 1), the
system is uniformly exponentially convergent [27, Definition
2] for any input w that qualifies as a Bohl function, if

• Assumption 2 holds;
• −1 < γ < 1;
• All conditions in Theorem 1 hold;
• the initial condition of the reset element is zero.

Remark 2: In Lemma 3, it is assumed Cu = Ce and
Du = De since [24] only considers systems with Cs = 1.

The main stability condition presented in Theorem 1 is in
the frequency domain; however, it still requires the system
model parameters to calculate Hβ transfer function and the
use of an LMI-based method to find ϱ and β. In [21, Theorem
2], the results from Theorem 1 and Lemma 2 are combined
into FRF-based conditions for a class of RCSs where C3 = 0
and Dr = 0 (the result presented in [21] is not valid for
Dr ̸= 0) using an intuitive derivation of an FRF-based Hβ

transfer function.

The following two lemmas are presented as the foundation
for calculating the FRF-based Hβ transfer function for the
RCS (4) in the next section.

Lemma 4 (Partitioned matrix inversion):
[28, Section 9.2.14], Let’s consider an invertible matrix M ,
composed of blocks Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q4, as follows

M =

[
Q1 Q2

Q3 Q4

]
, (7)

the inverse of matrix M can be expressed using a similarly
structured block representation

M−1 =

[
W X
Y Z

]
, (8)

where the blocks W , X , Y , Z, are as follows{
W =

(
Q1 −Q2Q

−1
4 Q3

)−1
,

Z =
(
Q4 −Q3Q

−1
1 Q2

)−1
,

(9)

and, {
Y = −Q−1

4 Q3W,

X = −Q−1
1 Q2Z.

(10)

Lemma 5 (Woodbury matrix identity):
[29, Appendix. A, Solution to Problem 13.9], For matrices K,
U , J , and V , where K is a n×n matrix, J is a k×k matrix,
U is a n× k matrix, and V is a k × n matrix, the following
equation holds

(K+UJV )−1

= K−1 −K−1U(J−1 + V K−1U)−1V K−1.
(11)
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III. FRF BASED Hβ METHOD FOR PARALLEL RESET
CONTROL SYSTEMS

In this section, we present our main result in the form of a
theorem. Our objective is to employ the Hβ method in order
to demonstrate the stability of the system described in (4) in
the frequency domain. We aim to transform the conditions
specified by the Hβ method in such a manner that allows us
to fulfill them by utilizing the measured FRF instead of the
state-space model of the plant. Regarding the transfer function
in (5), it can be observed that it is not possible to directly
utilize the measured FRF to assess the stability mentioned
in Theorem 1 and Lemma 2, because matrix Ā should be
known. To this respect, in Lemma 6, the Hβ transfer function
is rewritten.

Lemma 6: Under Assumption 1, the transfer function in (5),
can be rewritten as follows

Hβ(s) =

β
′
L(s)Cs(s)

(
R(s)−Dr

)
+ϱ

′

(
1+L(s)

(
C3(s)+Dr

))(
R(s)−Dr

)
1+L(s)

(
R(s)+C3(s)

) ,

(12)
where L(s) = C1(s)C2(s)G(s), β

′
= −β

Br
, and ϱ

′
= ϱ

CrBr
,

which Cr ∈ R and Br ∈ R are the one-dimensional input
and output matrix of the reset element CR with BrCr > 0.
Proof. Appendix II

Regarding the Theorem 1 it is crucial to determine the sign
of the real part of Hβ(s) to prove SPRness. Thus, the Nyquist
Stability Vector (NSV) is given by the following definition.

Definition 4: For the transfer function in (12), the NSV is
defined as below (∀ω ∈ R)

→
N (ω) =

[
Nx(ω) Ny(ω)

]T
=
[
R(M∗

1 (jω)M2(jω)) R(M∗
1 (jω)M3(jω))

]T
,

(13)

where R(.) means the real part, (.)∗ means the complex
conjugate, j =

√
−1, and

M1(jω) = 1 + L(jω)
(
R(jω) + C3(jω)

)
,

M2(jω) = L(jω)Cs(jω)
(
R(jω)−Dr

)
,

M3(jω) =

(
1 + L(jω)

(
C3(jω) +Dr

))(
R(jω)−Dr

)
.

(14)

As previously stated, we aim to employ FRF-based condi-
tions instead of matrix-based LMIs. Therefore, the following
definitions are introduced as a foundation for the main theo-
rem.

Definition 5: We define θN (ω) =
−→
N (ω) where−→

N (ω) = tan−1
(Ny(ω)
Nx(ω)

)
∀ω ∈ R, and also

θ1 = min
∀ω∈R

θN (ω), θ2 = max
∀ω∈R

θN (ω). (15)

In this paper for simplicity it is considered θN (ω) ∈ [−π
2 ,

3π
2 ).

Definition 6: The transfer functions L(s)Cs(s), is defined
as:

L(s)Cs(s) =
Kmsm +Km−1s

m−1 + . . .+Km0

Knsn +Kn−1sn−1 + . . .+Kn0

. (16)

To be able to use Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 in the frequency
domain, it is necessary to convert the conditions stated
in Theorem 1 into frequency domain-based conditions.
Therefore, with the presented lemmas and definitions,
Theorem 2 is introduced to establish the same property
as stated in Theorem 1, with conditions exclusively in the
frequency domain.

Theorem 2: The zero equilibrium of the reset control sys-
tem (4) satisfying the Assumption 1, with w(t) = 0 is globally
uniformly asymptotically stable if all the conditions listed
below are satisfied

• The base linear system is stable, and its open loop
transfer function does not have any unstable pole-zero
cancellation.

• The shaping filter Cs(s) is proper and stable.
• −1 < γ < 1.
• BrCr > 0.
• (θ2 − θ1) < π.

In the case of ωr ̸= 0 (GFORE)
• −π

2 < θN (ω) < π and/or 0 < θN (ω) < 3π
2 , for all

ω ∈ [0,∞).
In the case of ωr = 0 (CI)

• The relative degree of the transfer function L(s) must be
1.

• If lims→∞ phase (L(s)Cs(s)) = −90 ( Kn

Km
> 0), then

0 < θN (ω) < 3π
2 for all ω ∈ [0,∞).

• If lims→∞ phase (L(s)Cs(s)) = −270 ( Kn

Km
< 0), then

−π
2 < θN (ω) < π for all ω ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. Appendix III

Corollary 1: Based on Lemma 3, suppose that w is a Bohl
function and Theorem 2 holds. Then, the reset control system
(4) with zero initial condition and Cu = Ce and Du = De is
uniformly exponentially convergent.

Suppose that the base linear system is stable and −1 < γ <
1. Then, according to Theorem 2, to investigate the stability
of a reset control system, it is only necessary to plot θN (ω)
and check the conditions associated with it. This process only
requires the measured FRF of the plant. In this regard, with
respect to Lemma 2 and Lemma 3, the UBIBS and uniformly
exponentially convergent property of RCS in (4) can also be
achieved in the frequency domain by satisfying the conditions
in Theorem 2 rather than those in Theorem 1.

Furthermore, it can be observed that the final condition in
the case of ωr = 0 is overly conservative, requiring the sum
of the relative degrees of the plant, pre-filter, and post-filter
to be 1. This conservatism makes the use of this method for
reset controllers with CI nearly impossible. In other words,
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designing the controller based on the GFORE element is the
preferred choice, as it offers advantages in terms of both
performance [30] and stability.

Remark 3: To analytically analyze the effect of delay on
the stability conditions in Theorem 2 while using different
reset elements, we approximate the system delay using the
Pade approximation. This is done with a sufficient number of
stable poles to ensure a Hurwitz Hβ transfer function based
on Lemma 1. This approximation is then integrated into the
dynamics of the linear components of the system, as described
in (3).

IV. EFFECT OF DELAY

Regarding the Definition 4, the system’s plant (G) is
a component of both Nx(ω) and Ny(ω) in the NSV.
Considering a plant in the presence of a delay can bring
about changes in θN (ω) and consequently in the stability
status. Thus, in this section, it is investigated in which
circumstances the delay could lead to a situation where
demonstrating the stability of the closed-loop reset control
system in (4) becomes unfeasible. The findings of this
analysis are summarized in Corollary 2. To support the proof
of this corollary, we introduce Definition 7, Lemma 7, and
Lemma 8 as supplementary tools.

Definition 7: The function K(x) is called a ZL function if
it can be defined in the form K(x) = g(x)h(x), where

lim
x→∞

|g(x)| = 0, (17)

and h(x) be an oscillating function with zero mean as follows

h(x) = A sin (x+ ϕ), (18)

with A ∈ R+ and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π).

Lemma 7: If K1(x1) and K2(x2) (K1(x1) ̸= K2(x2)) are
ZL functions then K1(x1) + K2(x2) and K1(x1) × K2(x2)
are also ZL functions.
Proof. Appendix IV

Lemma 8: In the presence of the delay, if both Nx(ω) and
Ny(ω) in the NSV are ZL functions, it is not possible to
demonstrate the stability of the reset control system (4) using
Theorem 2.

Proof: When both Nx(ω) and Ny(ω) are ZL functions, it
means they take both positive and negative values as ω → ∞,
which implies that

→
N (ω) =

[
Nx(ω) Ny(ω)

]T
spans all

four quadrants. Therefore, θN (ω) takes all values in (0, 2π],
and non of the constraints on θN (ω) in Theorem 2 cannot be
satisfied.

Corollary 2: For a system with delay, Theorem 2 cannot
be employed to establish the stability of the RCS in (4) with
CI (ωr = 0). However, it can be utilized to demonstrate the
stability of a reset control system with a GFORE element
(ωr ̸= 0).

Proof: We will demonstrate that in the case of CI, both
Nx(ω) and Ny(ω) are ZL functions but in the case of GFORE,
only Nx(ω) is a ZL function. Therefore, using Lemma 8,
the conditions in Theorem 2 cannot be satisfied if the system
contains a CI element.
Here we consider the delay function as

D(s, T ) = e−Ts, (19)

with a delay time of T ∈ R>0. Also, we can write

D(ω, T ) = cos (ωT )− j sin (ωT ). (20)

Thus, the plant in the presence of the delay can be expressed
as follows:

Gd(jω) = G(jω)D(ω, T ), (21)

and, subsequently,

Ld(jω) = L(jω)D(ω, T ). (22)

Therefore, equations in (14) can be rewritten as below

M1(jω) = 1 +

(
L(jω)D(ω, T )

(
R(jω) + C3(jω)

))
,

M2(jω) = L(jω)D(ω, T )Cs(jω)
(
R(jω)−Dr

)
,

M3(jω) =

(
1 + L(jω)D(ω, T )

(
C3(jω) +Dr

))
...(

R(jω)−Dr

)
,

(23)

where based on the Definition 4, in order to derive Nx(ω)
and Ny(ω), it is needed to calculate M∗

1 (jω), M2(jω), and
M3(jω).
To calculate M∗

1 (jω), consider

L(jω)
(
R(jω) + C3(jω)

)
= a1(ω) + jb1(ω), (24)

where because L(jω) is a strictly proper transfer function,
limω→∞ |a1(ω)| = 0, and limω→∞ |b1(ω)| = 0. Hence,

L(jω)D(ω, T )
(
R(jω) + C3(jω)

)
=
(
a1(ω) + jb1(ω)

)(
cos (ωT )− j sin (ωT )

)
=
(
a1(ω) cos (ωT ) + b1(ω) sin (ωT )

)
+ j
(
− a1(ω) sin (ωT ) + b1(ω) cos (ωT )

)
= E1(ω) + jF1(ω),

(25)

thus,
M∗

1 (jω) = 1 + E1(ω) + jF1(ω), (26)

where regarding the Definition 7, E1(ω) and F1(ω) are ZL

functions.
To calculate M2(jω) it is considered

L(jω)Cs(jω) = a2(ω) + jb2(ω), (27)

and from (2),

R(jω)−Dr =
ωk

jω + ωr

=
ωkωr

ω2 + ω2
r

− j
ωkω

ω2 + ω2
r

= a3(ω)− jb3(ω).

(28)
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Therefore,

L(jω)Cs(jω)
(
R(jω)−Dr

)
=
(
a2(ω)a3(ω) + b2(ω)b3(ω)

)
+ j
(
b2(ω)a3(ω)− b3(ω)a2(ω)

)
= E2(ω) + jF2(ω),

(29)

where limω→∞ |E2(ω)| = 0, and limω→∞ |F2(ω)| = 0. Thus,
for M2(jω) it gives,

M2(jω) = L(jω)Cs(jω)
(
R(jω)−Dr

)
D(ω, T )

=
(
E2(ω) + jF2(ω)

)(
cos (ωT )− j sin (ωT )

)
=
(
E2(ω) cos (ωT ) + F2(ω) sin (ωT )

)
+ j
(
F2(ω) cos (ωT )− E2(ω) sin (ωT )

)
= E3(ω) + jF3(ω),

(30)

where E3(ω) and F3(ω) are ZL functions.
For M3(ω), first similar to what has been calculated in (24)

and (25), we have

1 + L(jω)D(ω, T )
(
C3(jω) +Dr

)
= 1 + E4(ω) + jF4(ω),

(31)

where E4(ω) and F4(ω) are also ZL functions. Then, consid-
ering

M3(jω) =

(
1 + L(jω)D(ω, T )

(
C3(jω) +Dr

))
...(

R(jω)−Dr

)
,

(32)

and replacing (28) and (31) in (32), results in

M3(jω) =
(
1 + E4(ω) + jF4(ω)

)(
a3(ω)− jb3(ω)

)
=

(
a3(ω) + E4(ω)a3(ω) + F4(ω)b3(ω)

)
+ j

(
− b3(ω)− E4(ω)b3(ω) + F4(ω)a3(ω)

)
=
(
a3(ω) + E5(ω)

)
− j
(
b3(ω) + F5(ω)

)
,

(33)

where E5(ω) and F5(ω) are ZL functions.
Now we are able to calculate Nx(ω) and Ny(ω). From (13),

we have
Nx(ω) = R(M∗

1 (jω)M2(jω)), (34)

where,

M∗
1 (jω)M2(jω)

=
(
1 + E1(ω) + jF1(ω)

)(
E3(ω) + jF3(ω)

)
=

(
E3(ω) + E1(ω)E3(ω)− F1(ω)F3(ω)

)
+ j

(
F1(ω)E3(ω) + F3(ω) + E1(ω)F3(ω)

)
= E6(ω) + jF6(ω),

(35)

(a) (b)

Fig. 2: NSV plot (
→
N (ω)) in the presence of delay at high

frequencies (ω → ∞), for (a) ωr ̸= 0, and (b) ωr= 0.

which E6(ω) and F6(ω) are ZL functions. Thus,

Nx(ω) = R
(
E6(ω) + jF6(ω)

)
= E6(ω), (36)

then, it concludes that Nx(ω) is always a ZL function.
For Ny(ω), we have

Ny(ω) = R(M∗
1 (jω)M3(jω)), (37)

where,

M∗
1 (jω)M3(jω)

=

(
1 + E1(ω) + jF1(ω)

)((
a3(ω) + E5(ω)

)
− j
(
b3(ω) + F5(ω)

))
=
(
a3(ω) + E5(ω) + E1(ω)a3(ω) + E1(ω)E5(ω)

+ F1(ω)b3(ω) + F1(ω)F5(ω)
)
+ j
(
F1(ω)a3(ω)

+ F1(ω)E5(ω)− b3(ω)− F5(ω)− E1(ω)b3(ω)

− E1(ω)F5(ω)
)

=
(
a3(ω) + E7(ω)

)
+ j
(
− b3(ω) + F7(ω)

)
,

(38)

where E7(ω) and F7(ω) are ZL functions. Therefore,

Ny(ω) = R
(
M∗

1 (jω)M3(jω)
)
= a3(ω) + E7(ω), (39)

by replacing a3(ω) from (28), we have

Ny(ω) =
ωkωr

ω2 + ω2
r

+ E7(ω). (40)

Therefore, for the case CR = CI where ωr = 0, Ny(ω) =
E7(ω), which is a ZL function. Thus, based on Lemma 8, it
is not possible to determine the stability of the reset control
system (4) in the presence of delay by using Theorem 2.
However, in the case where ωr ̸= 0 (CR = GFORE), Ny

is not a ZL function and it is possible to apply Theorem
2 to demonstrate the stability of a reset control system with
GFORE element. To enhance comprehension, Fig. 2 depicts an
example where both Nx and Ny are ZL functions (ωr = 0), as
well as a scenario where only Nx is a ZL function (ωr ̸= 0).
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V. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

In this section, we test the validity of the proposed method
for assessing the stability of a general RCS using the frequency
response of its components. First, we evaluate the stability of
a mass-spring-damper system, both with and without delay,
to validate the results presented in Section IV. Additionally,
we analyze the stability of an industrial precision positioning
system, where only the FRF of the plant is available.

The closed-loop structure for both cases is the same as Fig.
1, where

CR = GFORE (Ar = −ωr, Br = 1, Cr = ωk, Dr = 0),

C2(s) = kp ωi

(
kg +

1

s

)( s
ωd

+ 1
s
ωt

+ 1

)
, C1(s) = 1,

C3(s) =
s(

kgs+ 1
)
ωi

, Cs(s) = 1,

(41)

and
kg =

1

ωr|1 + 4j
π

1−γ
1+γ |

. (42)

More details about the controller design and parameters tuning
can be found in [31].

A. Mass-spring-damper system
This example demonstrates the effectiveness and repeata-

bility of the stability method in a general form. The transfer
function of a mass-spring-damper (MSD) system with trans-
port delay is given by

G(s) =
ω2
n

s2 + 2ζωns+ ω2
n

D(s, T ) (43)

where ζ = 0.2, ωn = 30, and D(s, T ) represents a time delay
of T . Two scenarios are examined: one with a delay of T =
0.0015 sec and one without any delay (T = 0). The controller
structure remains consistent with the one presented in (41),
and the corresponding parameters are listed in Table I.

In this example, the base linear system is stable, with
−1 < γ < 1. Fig. 3 illustrates θN (ω) for both scenarios:
with and without delay. It is clear that −π

2 < θN (ω) < π and
(θ2 − θ1) < π. Also, it can be seen that the delay only adds
oscillation around θN (ω) = π

2 (Nx(ω) = 0) which means
only Nx(ω) becomes ZL function and still we can assess
the stability for this GFORE-based RCS like the result in
Corollary 2.

Consequently, based on Theorem 2 and Lemma 2, the
closed-loop system in this case qualifies as a UBIBS stable
reset control system, irrespective of the presence or absence
of delay. Additionally, according to Lemma 3 and considering
the zero initial condition for the designed reset controller, the
RCS in this example has a uniformly exponentially convergent
solution.

Note that here, for both cases (with and without delay),
the same controller parameters are considered to be able to
observe only the effect of delay. The difference in the mid-
frequency range (the peak of θN (ω)) could be related to
the stability of the base linear system since the system with

100 102 104
0

50

100

150

180

Fig. 3: θN (ω) for the MSD system.

10-3 10-2 10-1 100

Fig. 4: Frequency response data from the x-axis motion
platform of the ASMPT’s wire-bonding machine.

delay has less phase margin. However, despite observing this
behavior (a more stable base linear system leads to a more
robust θN (ω)) in every example, a mathematical proof is still
needed, which could be part of future studies.

B. Precision positioning wire-bonding machine

Here, the stability of a general reset control system is as-
sessed, where the plant under control is the precision position-
ing stage of ASMPT’s wire-bonding machine. It is assumed
that the only information about the plant is its measured
FRF, which is depicted in Fig. 4. To maintain confidentiality,
adjustments have been made to the frequency axis using an
arbitrary constant η, while excluding both magnitude and
phase information.

The control parameters for this case are presented in Table
I. These parameters are obtained from [31] based on an auto-
mated tuning algorithm that aims to maximize the open-loop
bandwidth while considering the closed-loop performance.

Considering the plant in Fig. 4, controller elements in (41),
and parameters in Table. I, the Theorem 2 is applied to the
closed-loop system. The controller is designed to have a stable
base linear system and also −1 < γ < 1. The phase of the
NSV (θN ), shown in Fig. 5, reveals that −π

2 < θN (ω) < π
and (θ2 − θ1) < π. As a result, conditions three and four in
Theorem 2 for the GFORE case (ωr ̸= 0) are satisfied. This
indicates that the closed-loop system is globally uniformly
asymptotically stable for the zero-input case.
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TABLE I: Controller parameters.

γ Dr ωr ωk ωi ωd ωt kp
MSD 0 0 42.66 42.66 38.71 50 450 6.5
YΘ 0 0 67.5×10−4 67.5×10−4 61.25×10−4 79.167×10−4 356.25×10−4 3518300

10-3 10-2 10-1 100
0

50

100

150

180

Fig. 5: θN (ω) for the precision positioning control system.

Also, since the reset control system has been designed for
the zero initial condition and Cs = 1, by using Lemma 2 and
Lemma 3, the closed-loop system has the UBIBS property and
a uniformly exponentially convergent solution for any input w
which is a Bohl function.

This example shows that even without a parametric model
of the system or any transfer function, it is still possible to
assess the stability of the most general form of a reset control
system (including pre-, post-, and parallel filters along reset
element in the loop) by using only the measured FRF of the
plant.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we analytically prove the mapping between the
matrix-based Hβ transfer function and an FRF-based one for
general (parallel) RCSs. We then use this mapping to relax the
LMI-based conditions and assess quadratic stability using only
some graphical, frequency domain-based conditions. Using
the results of this study, we can now assess the stability
of a parallel RCS or an RCS with a feed-through term, as
well as the UBIBS and convergence properties of the system,
achievements that were not possible with existing FRF-based
methods. Additionally, we analyzed the effect of delay on this
method. The results showed that in cases where the plant
suffers from delay, only the FORE/GFORE element results
in feasible decisions regarding stability. We validated this
finding by considering a mass-spring-damper system in the
presence and absence of delay for a controller using GFORE.
Furthermore, we used another illustrative example to show
the model-free characteristics of this method by considering
an FRF of the industrial setup as a plant. This means that
no matter which structure of reset control we use or which
system we want to control (with or without delay), using this
method, we are able to assess its stability. Further research will
focus on examining the robustness of the current approach and
defining specific stability margins, providing valuable insights
into its performance under various operating conditions and

uncertainties. Moreover, a comprehensive conservativeness
analysis of the existing stability methods for RCSs is required.

APPENDIX I
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof: Using the approach from [13, Proposition 4.5],
to demonstrate the quadratic stability of the system in (4), we
show the existence of a matrix P > 0 such that the quadratic
Lyapunov function V (x(t)) = x⊤(t)Px(t) decreases over the
entire state space along the system trajectories and is non-
increasing at the reset jumps (see [18, Theorem 1]). This leads
to the following:

Ā⊤P + PĀ < 0, (44)

and
x⊤(t)

(
A⊤

ρ PAρ − P
)
x(t) ≤ 0, ∀x(t) ∈ F , (45)

where the reset surface F for the zero input case (w(t) = 0)
gives {x(t) ∈ Rnl+1 : C̄ex(t) = Cexl(t) = 0∧(I−Aρ)x(t) ̸=
0} with C̄e =

[
0 Ce

]
.

Considering P = P⊤ =

[
P1 P2

P⊤
2 P3

]
, Aρ =

[
γ 01×nl

0nl×1 Inl×nl

]
,

and x(t) =
[
xr(t)

T xl(t)
T
]T

, for (45) we have:

x⊤(t)
(
A⊤

ρ PAρ − P
)
x(t)

= (γ2 − 1)x2
r(t)P1 + (γ − 1)xr(t)x

⊤
l (t)P

⊤
2

+ (γ − 1)xr(t)P2xl(t).

(46)

By selecting P2 = βCe where β ∈ R, we have:

x⊤(t)
(
A⊤

ρ PAρ − P
)
x(t)

= (γ2 − 1)x2
r(t)P1 + (γ − 1)xr(t)βx

⊤
l (t)C

⊤
e

+ (γ − 1)xr(t)βCexl(t).

(47)

Given that Cexl(t) = 0 at the reset jumps, the expression
simplifies to:

x⊤(t)
(
A⊤

ρ PAρ − P
)
x(t) = (γ2 − 1)x2

r(t)P1, (48)

where for P1 > 0 and (γ2−1) ≤ 0 (or −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1) it results

x⊤(t)
(
A⊤

ρ PAρ − P
)
x(t) ≤ 0, ∀x(t) ∈ F . (49)

This implies that the inequality in (45) is satisfied for every
−1 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and for matrices P > 0 of the following form:

B⊤
0 P = C0, (50)

where
B0 =

[
1

0nl×1

]
, C0 =

[
ϱ βCe

]
. (51)

with ϱ = P1 ∈ R+. Thus, for (44) and (50) we can write:[
Ā⊤P + PĀ+ 2εP PB0 − C⊤

0

B⊤
0 P − C0 0

]
≤ 0, (52)
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with ∃P > 0 and ∃ ε > 0. The remainder of the proof follows
that of [13, Proposition 4.5] (from equation (4.30) onward),
utilizing the generalized Kalman–Yakubovich–Popov (KYP)
lemma [32].

APPENDIX II
PROOF OF LEMMA 6

Proof: In this proof, the goal is to show that the transfer
function of Hβ(s) in (5) is equal to the transfer function in
(12). By starting from (5) for (sI − Ā) we have

(sI − Ā) =

[
s−Ar −BrCu

−BuCr sI −A−BuDrCu

]
=

[
Q1 Q2

Q3 Q4

]
.

(53)
Defining

(sI − Ā)−1 =

[
W X
Y Z

]
, (54)

and substituting (54) in (5), gives

Hβ(s) =
[
ϱ βCe

] [W X
Y Z

] [
1
0

]
= ϱW + βCeY. (55)

Therefore, only W and Y are needed to be calculated. By
using Lemma 4 we have

W =
(
Q1 −Q2Q

−1
4 Q3

)−1
, (56)

and
Y = −Q−1

4 Q3W. (57)

For W , using (53) gives

W =
(
Q1 −Q2Q

−1
4 Q3

)−1

=
(
s−Ar −BrCu(sI −A−BuDrCu)

−1BuCr

)−1
.

(58)

Now considering K = Q1, U = Q2, J = −Q−1
4 , and V =

Q3, by applying Lemma 5 we have

W = (s−Ar)
−1 − (s−Ar)

−1
BrCu

...
(
−(sI −A) +BuDrCu +BuCr (s−Ar)

−1
BrCu

)−1

...BuCr (s−Ar)
−1

. (59)

Having R(s) = Cr(sI −Ar)
−1Br +Dr, the part(

−(sI −A) +BuDrCu +BuCr (s−Ar)
−1

BrCu

)−1

,

(60)
can be rewritten as(

− (sI −A) +BuDrCu +Bu(R(s)−Dr)Cu

)−1

=
(
− (sI −A) +Bu (Dr +R(s)−Dr)Cu

)−1

= (−(sI −A) +BuR(s)Cu)
−1

.

(61)

Lemma 5 can also be applied to (61) as follows

(−(sI −A) +BuR(s)Cu)
−1

= − (sI −A)
−1 − (sI −A)

−1
Bu

...

(
1

R(s)
− Cu (sI −A)

−1
Bu

)−1

Cu (sI −A)
−1

.

(62)

For the part Cu(sI−A)−1Bu, from system description in (3)
when r = d = 0, we have

Cu(sI −A)−1Bu =
U1(s)

Ur(s)
=

−C1(s)C2(s)G(s)

1 + C1(s)C2(s)G(s)C3(s)
,

(63)

where capitalized variables U1 and Ur are the Laplace trans-
forms of the respective non-capitalized time-domain signals.
For simplicity, U1(s)

Ur(s)
is considered as P (s). Therefore, (62)

can be rewritten as follows
(−(sI −A) +BuR(s)Cu)

−1
= −(sI −A)−1−

(sI −A)−1Bu

(
R(s)

1− P (s)R(s)

)
Cu(sI −A)−1.

(64)

Now by substituting (64) in (59), and considering (s −
Ar)

−1 = R(s)−Dr

CrBr
, it gives

W =
R(s)−Dr

CrBr
− R(s)−Dr

CrBr
Br

(
− Cu(sI −A)−1Bu

− Cu(sI −A)−1Bu

(
R(s)

1− P (s)R(s)

)
...Cu(sI −A)−1Bu

)
Cr

R(s)−Dr

CrBr
,

(65)

where again by considering Cu(sI−A)−1Bu = P (s), it leads
to

W =
R(s)−Dr

CrBr
− R(s)−Dr

Cr

(
− P (s)

− P (s)
( R(s)

1− P (s)R(s)

)
P (s)

)
R(s)−Dr

Br

=

(
R(s)−Dr

CrBr

)(
1− P (s)Dr

1− P (s)R(s)

)
.

(66)

Now W is calculated based on known parameters and transfer
functions.

For Y from (57) we have

Y = −Q−1
4 Q3W = (sI −A−BuDrCu)

−1BuCrW, (67)

by applying Lemma 5, it gives

Y =(sI −A)−1BuCrW − (sI −A)−1Bu

(
Dr

P (s)Dr − 1

)
...Cu(sI −A)−1BuCrW.

(68)

Thus, based on (55), for βCuY we have

βCeY =βCe(sI −A)−1BuCrW − βCe(sI −A)−1Bu

...

(
Dr

P (s)Dr − 1

)
Cu(sI −A)−1BuCrW,

(69)

where again from the state-space description of the LTI part
of the system in (3), for Ce(sI −A)−1Bu we have

Ce(sI −A)−1Bu =
Er(s)

Ur(s)

=
−C1(s)C2(s)G(s)Cs(s)

1 + C1(s)C2(s)G(s)C3(s)
= P (s)Cs(s).

(70)
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Thus, by replacing (63) in (69), it gives

βCeY = βCrW

(
−P (s)Cs(s)

P (s)Dr − 1

)
. (71)

Therefore, Hβ(s) in (55) can be written as

Hβ(s) =ϱW + βCeY = β
′
(R(s)−Dr)

(
P (s)Cs(s)

1− P (s)R(s)

)
+ ϱ

′
(R(s)−Dr)

(
1− P (s)Dr

1− P (s)R(s)

)
,

(72)

where β
′
= − β

Br
, and ϱ

′
= ϱ

BrCr
(we assume BrCr > 0,

which is a relavant assumption for GFORE, CI and PCI
elements). By replacing P (s) = −L(s)

1+L(s)C3(s)
and L(s) =

C1(s)C2(s)G(s) , it yields

Hβ(s) =

β
′
L(s)Cs(s)

(
R(s)−Dr

)
+ϱ

′

(
1+L(s)

(
C3(s)+Dr

))(
R(s)−Dr

)
1+L(s)

(
R(s)+C3(s)

) ,

(73)
which is equal to the transfer function in (12).

APPENDIX III
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Proof: According to Theorem 1 to ensure that the
reset control system (4) is globally uniformly asymptotically
stable, it must be shown that the Hβ(s) is SPR, (Ā, B0) is
controllable, (Ā, C0) is observable, and −1 < γ < 1. The
required conditions for a transfer function (p × p) to be SPR
are presented in Lemma 1. Regarding the first condition in
Lemma 1, the transfer function Hβ must satisfy the Horowitz
criterion. Since Hβ and the base linear transfer function share
the same denominator, it follows from the expression for Hβ

in (12) that if both the base linear system and the shaping
filter Cs(s) are stable, then the first condition in Lemma 1 is
satisfied.

Furthermore, because the Hβ transfer function is a single-
input and single-output transfer function, the second and third
conditions in Lemma 1 can be expressed as steps 1 and 2,
respectively. Also, controllability and observability of (Ā, B0)
and (Ā, C0) will investigate in step 3.

• Step 1: It is shown that there is a β and ϱ > 0 such that
R(Hβ(jω)) > 0 for all ω ∈ R.

• Step 2: It is shown that either lims→∞ Hβ(s) > 0 or
lims→∞ Hβ(s) = 0 and limω→∞ ω2R(Hβ(jω)) > 0.

• Step 3: It is shown that (Ā, B0) and (Ā, C0) are control-
lable and observable respectively.

Step 1: To do this, first, it is necessary to calculate the real
part of Hβ(jω) in (12). By utilizing the notation in (14) for
Hβ(jω), we can then proceed as follows

Hβ(jω) =
β

′
M2 + ϱ

′
M3

M1
, (74)

multiplying both the numerator and the denominator by the
complex conjugate of the denominator (M∗

1 ), yields

Hβ(jω) =
β

′
M2M

∗
1 + ϱ

′
M3M

∗
1

M1M∗
1

, (75)

where R(M1M
∗
1 ) > 0, and I(M1M

∗
1 ) = 0 (I(.) means the

imaginary part). Thus

R
(
Hβ(jω)

)
=

β
′
R
(
M2M

∗
1

)
+ ϱ

′
R
(
M3M

∗
1

)
M1M∗

1

. (76)

To have R
(
Hβ(jω)

)
> 0 it is needed to show that

β
′
R
(
M2M

∗
1

)
+ ϱ

′
R
(
M3M

∗
1

)
> 0. (77)

Considering
−→
N (ω) as (13), and defining

−→
ξ =

[
β

′
ϱ

′]
, the

equation (77) can be rewritten as
−→
ξ .

−→
N (ω) > 0, ∀ω ∈ [0,∞). (78)

Having θξ =
−→
ξ , and θN (ω) =

−→
N (ω), we can write (78)

as

|
−→
ξ ||

−→
N (ω)| cos

(
θξ − θN (ω)

)
> 0, |

→
ξ | ≠ 0, |

→
N | ≠ 0.

(79)
Thus, to have

−→
ξ .

−→
N (ω) > 0, we should have

cos
(
θξ − θN (ω)

)
> 0, for all ω ∈ [0,∞). (80)

Since cos (x) > 0 yields −π
2 < x < π

2 , we should have

−π

2
< θξ − θN (ω) <

π

2
, ∀ω ∈ [0,∞). (81)

Thus, knowing −∞ < β
′
< ∞ and ϱ

′
> 0, it gives

0 < θξ < π. (82)

Let θ1 = min
∀ω∈R

θN (ω) and θ2 = max
∀ω∈R

θN (ω) (see Definition 5).
In reference to (82), it follows that (θ2 − θ1) < π must hold
to satisfy (81).

Furthermore, if θN (ω) lies in both intervals [π, 3π
2 ) and

[−π
2 , 0), it is evident that no 0 < θξ < π can satisfy (81).

Hence, the conditions for
−→
N (ω) to satisfy (78) are as follows

• −π
2 < θN (ω) < π and/or 0 < θN (ω) < 3π

2 , ∀ω ∈
[0,∞).

• (θ2 − θ1) < π.

Step 2: Regarding the Hβ transfer function in (12), we have

lim
s→∞

Hβ(s) = β
′
L(s)Cs(s)

(
R(s)−Dr

)
+ϱ

′(
R(s)−Dr

)
,

(83)

where either lims→∞ Hβ(s) > 0 or lims→∞ Hβ(s) = 0 and
limω→∞ need to be satisfied for both cases with ωr ̸= 0 and
ωr = 0.

• ωr ̸= 0 (R(s) = ωk

s+ωr
+Dr)

* n−m = 1 (the relative degree of L(s)Cs(s))

lim
ω→∞

ω2R(Hβ(jω)) = −β
′
K + ϱ

′
ωrωk =

−→
ξ .

−→
N ′,

(84)
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by setting
−→
N ′ =

[
−K ωrωk

]T
, we have

−→
N ′ = lim

ω→∞

−→
N (ω)

(15)
===⇒ θ1 ≤

→
N ′ ≤ θ2, (85)

where, by using step 1, and starting from (78) for−→
ξ .

−→
N ′, it gives

lim
ω→∞

ω2R(Hβ(jω)) =
−→
ξ .

−→
N ′ > 0. (86)

* n−m > 1

lim
ω→∞

ω2R(Hβ(jω)) = ϱ
′
ωrωk > 0. (87)

• ωr = 0

* n−m > 1

lim
ω→∞

ω2R(Hβ(jω)) = 0, (88)

This implies that H(jω) is not SPR when n−m > 1.
* n−m = 1

lim
ω→∞

ω2R(Hβ(jω)) = −β
′ Kn

Km
> 0, (89)

means that in this case, the relative degree can only be 1,
and −β

′ Kn

Km
> 0. Regarding the transfer function in (16), for

n−m = 1 we have L(∞)Cs(∞) = Kn

Kms . Which leads to the
following conditions:

• The relative degree of the transfer function L(s)Cs(s) =
C1(s)C2(s)G(s)Cs(s) must be 1.

• If lims→∞ phase (L(s)Cs(s)) = −90 ( Kn

Km
> 0), then

0 < θN (ω) < 3π
2 .

• If lims→∞ phase (L(s)Cs(s)) = −270 ( Kn

Km
< 0), then

−π
2 < θN (ω) < π.

Step 3: In order to show that the pairs (Ā, C0) and (Ā, B0)
are observable and controllable, respectively, it is sufficient to
show that the denominator and the numerator of Hβ(jω) do
not have any common root. Let a0 + jb0 be a root of the
denominator. Then considering the Hβ(jω) =

β
′
M2+ϱ

′
M3

M1
in

(74), we should have

M1(a0, b0) = 0, (90)

where for the controllability and observability, the numerator
must not have any root at a0 + jb0, which means

β
′
M2(a0, b0) + ϱ

′
M3(a0, b0) ̸= 0. (91)

Here we assume there is a pair of (β
′

1, ϱ
′

1) such that

β′
1M2(a0, b0) + ϱ′1M3(a0, b0) = 0. (92)

First, we consider the case that M2(a0, b0) ̸= 0, and/or
M3(a0, b0) ̸= 0. From step 1 it can be shown that the eligible
pairs for (β

′
, ϱ

′
) always have the following property

(β
′
, ϱ

′
) ∈

[
θ2 − π

2 , θ1 +
π
2

]
, (93)

thus,
(β

′

1, ϱ
′

1) ∈
[
θ2 − π

2 , θ1 +
π
2

]
. (94)

Regarding the condition (θ2 − θ1) < π in step 1, it conclude
that [

θ2 − π
2 , θ1 +

π
2

]
̸= ∅. (95)

Therefore, a new pair (β
′

2, ϱ
′

1) = (β
′

1 + ε, ϱ
′

1) for ε > 0 can
be found that

(β
′

2, ϱ
′

1) ∈
[
θ2 − π

2 , θ1 +
π
2

]
. (96)

Substituting the new pairs in (92) yields,

β′
2M2(a0, b0) + ϱ′1M3(a0, b0) (97)

= (β
′

1 + ε)M2(a0, b0) + ϱ′1M3(a0, b0)

= β
′

1M2(a0, b0) + ϱ′1M3(a0, b0) + εM2(a0, b0)

= εM2(a0, b0) ̸= 0.

Thus, for the case that M2(a0, b0) ̸= 0, and/or M3(a0, b0) ̸= 0,
it is possible to find a pair (β

′
, ϱ

′
) such that H(jω) be SPR

and does not have any pole-zero cancellation.

Now considering the case that M2(a0, b0) = M3(a0, b0) =
M1(a0, b0) = 0. Therefore, if we show that when
M1(a0, b0) = 0, always one of the transfer functions
M2(a0, b0) or M3(a0, b0) is non zero, then there is not any
pole-zero cancellation and the proof is done. Thus, consider

M1(a0, b0) = 1 + L(a0, b0)
(
C3(a0, b0) +R(a0, b0)

)
= 0

(98)

M3(a0, b0) =

(
1 + L(a0, b0)

(
C3(a0, b0) +Dr

))
...
(
R(a0, b0)−Dr

)
= 0,

(99)

where (99) yields three cases,

I :

{
1 + L(a0, b0)

(
C3(a0, b0) +Dr

)
= 0,

R(a0, b0)−Dr ̸= 0,
(100)

II :

{
1 + L(a0, b0)

(
C3(a0, b0) +Dr

)
̸= 0,

R(a0, b0)−Dr = 0,
(101)

III :

{
1 + L(a0, b0)

(
C3(a0, b0) +Dr

)
= 0,

R(a0, b0)−Dr = 0.
(102)

For the case I, we have 1+L(a0, b0)
(
C3(a0, b0) +Dr

)
= 0,

where regarding M1 in (98), it yields

R(a0, b0) = Dr (103)

which is not possible to have R(a0, b0) −Dr = 0 in case I.
For cases II and III, R(a0, b0)−Dr = 0, implying

ωk

s+ ωr
+Dr = Dr (104)

where ωk

s+ωr
is a strictly proper first-order transfer function

and can not be zero. Thus, it is also not possible to
have M3(a0, b0) = 0 and M1(a0, b0) = 0 in these
cases. Consequently, it is concluded that there is no pole-zero
cancellation, and the pairs (Ā, C0) and (Ā, B0) are observable
and controllable, respectively.
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Therefore, regarding the Theorem 1 and steps 1 and 2,
which involve the assessment of the strict positive realness
of Hβ(s), and step 3, which pertains to the controllability
and observability of (Ā, B0) and (Ā, C0), the Hβ condition
is satisfied for the reset control system in (4) by setting
−1 < γ < 1. Consequently, the zero equilibrium of the
reset control system in (4) achieves global uniform asymptotic
stability when w = 0.

APPENDIX IV
PROOF OF LEMMA 7

Proof: First we show that if K1(x1) and K2(x2) are ZL

functions then K1(x1) +K2(x2) is also a ZL function. Con-
sider K1(x1) = g1(x1)h1(x1) and K2(x2) = g2(x2)h2(x2)
where

h1(x1) = sin (x1), (105)

and
h2(x2) = sin (x2). (106)

Thus,

K1(x1)+K2(x2) = g1(x1) sin (x1)+g2(x2) sin (x2). (107)

Using the identity in [33], we have

K1(x1) +K2(x2) =
√

Q2 +R2 sin (P +Φ), (108)

where

Q =(g1(x1) + g2(x2)) sin

(
x1 + x2

2

)
,

R =(g1(x1)− g2(x2)) cos

(
x1 + x2

2

)
,

P =
x1 − x2

2
,

Φ =tan−1

(
Q

R

)
.

(109)

Then from (109), it can be shown limx1,x2→∞
√
Q2 +R2 =

0. Thus the function K1(x1) + K2(x2) in (108) is a ZL

function.
For K1(x1) × K2(x2) = g1(x1)h1(x1)g2(x2)h2(x2) we can
write

K1(x1)×K2(x2) = g1(x1)g2(x2) sin (x1) sin (x2), (110)

where

sin (x1) sin (x2) =
1

2
(cos (x1 − x2)− cos (x1 + x2)) .

(111)
Since every cos(y) function can be written in sin(y+Φy) form
by a shift in phase, the rest of the proof for K1(x1)×K2(x2)
is the same as K1(x1) + K2(x2). Then, we conclude that if
K1(x1) and K2(x2) are ZL functions then K1(x1)+K2(x2)
and K1(x1)×K2(x2) are also ZL functions.
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