2503.16092v1 [math.OC] 20 Mar 2025

arxXiv

WELL-POSEDNESS AND STABILITY OF
INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS UNDER MONOTONE
FEEDBACK

ANTHONY HASTIR AND LASSI PAUNONEN

ABSTRACT. We study the well-posedness and stability of an impedance pas-
sive infinite-dimensional linear system under nonlinear feedback of the form
u(t) = ¢(v(t) — y(t)), where ¢ is a monotone function. Our first main result
introduces conditions guaranteeing the existence of classical and generalised
solutions in a situation where the original linear system is well-posed. In
the absence of the external input v we establish the existence of strong and
generalised solutions under strictly weaker conditions. Finally, we introduce
conditions guaranteeing that the origin is a globally asymptotically stable equi-
librium point of the closed-loop system. Motivated by the analysis of partial
differential equations with nonlinear boundary conditions, we use our results
to investigate the well-posedness and stablility of abstract boundary control
systems, port-Hamiltonian systems, a Timoshenko beam model, and a two-
dimensional boundary controlled heat equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we study the well-posedness and stability of abstract infinite-
dimensional linear systems under nonlinear output feedback. These topics have
been investigated actively in the literature both in the framework of abstract sys-
tems [40, 20, 5, 39], as well as in the case of controlled partial differential equa-
tions [47, 18]. The situation where the original system is linear and the feedback is
nonlinear leads to the class of infinite-dimensional Lur’e systems [22, 11, 12]. The
existing literature especially demonstrates that several classes of linear models with
passivity properties lead to well-behaving closed-loop systems under feedback with
suitable directional properties. We focus on exactly this case.

More precisely, we consider the existence of solutions and stability of impedance
passive well-posed linear systems under monotone output feedback. As our main
results we introduce mild conditions under which the closed-loop system has well-
defined generalised and classical solutions. Moreover, we introduce conditions for
the global asymptotic stability of the equilibrium point at the origin for the closed-
loop system. Our results especially generalise the well-posedness results in [11, 14, 3]
and the stability results in [40, 5, 8].

To introduce our main results, let ¥ = (T, ®, U, F) be a well-posed linear sys-
tem [41, 46] on a Hilbert space X. The system ¥ is called impedance passive if its

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34G20, 47H20, 93B52, 93D20 (47HO06, 35B35,
35K05) .

Key words and phrases. Well-posed system, nonlinear feedback, impedance passive, global
asymptotic stability, Lur’e system, nonlinear contraction semigroup, boundary control system,
port-Hamiltonian system, heat equation.



2 A. HASTIR AND L. PAUNONEN

input and output spaces are equal, i.e., Y = U, and if for every initial state zy and
input u its state trajectory x and output y satisfy (see Section 2 for details)

wmm%—mw%znm%}wamaww, £>0.

For an impedance passive well-posed linear system > we consider output feedback
of the form u(t) = ¢(v(t) — y(t)), see Figure 1. Here the function ¢ describes the
nonlinearity of the feedback and v is the new input of the system. Applying this
output feedback leads formally to the system of equations

(1a) x(t) = Tyxg + P Prop(v — y), t >0,
(1b) y=Vooxo + IF<><>¢(U - y)

However, the existence of the closed-loop state trajectory x and output y satisfy-
ing (1) depends on the properties of the system 3 and the function ¢.
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FIGURE 1. The closed-loop system resulting from the nonlinear
feedback u(t) = ¢(v(t) — y(t)).

In the case of impedance passive systems the most natural class of feedback non-
linearities ¢ consists of functions which are monotone in the sense that Re (¢(ug) —
d(u1),uz —uy1) > 0 for ug,us € U. Our first result utilises the strictly stronger
condition (2) to guarantee the existence of solutions to (1). The estimate for the
differences of solutions in the claim shows that if K = 1, then the closed-loop system
equipped with the output ¢(v — y) is incrementally scattering passive in the sense
of [38]. Moreover, in the absence of the external input the closed-loop system is
contractive.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that ¥ = (T, ®, W, F) is an impedance passive well-posed
linear system whose transfer function P satisfies P(\) + P(A)* > cxI for some
A, cxn > 0. Moreover, assume that

(2) Re (¢(uz) — ¢(u1),uz — ur)u > klld(uz) — (u)llz, ur,ug €U
for some constant k > 0. Then for any o € X and u € L2 (0,00;U) the equa-

loc
tions (1) have a unique solution x € C([0,00); X) and y € L2 (0,00;U). More-
over, if (x1,y1) and (x2,y2) are two pairs of solutions of (1) corresponding to
the initial states To1 € X and xo2 € X and the inputs v € L% (0,00;U) and

vy € L2 (0,00;U), respectively, then for all t >0
t
2 (t) — 21 (1) 1% + ff/o [9(va(s) = y2(s)) — d(v1(s) = y1(s))[|7rds

< flea(0) =21 O + 5 [ eate) = a(s) s

It should be noted that condition (2) implies that the function ¢ : U — U is
globally Lipschitz continuous. The full version of the result is presented in The-
orem 3.3. Theorem 3.3 also shows that for initial conditions zy € X and inputs
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v € H. (0,00;U) satisfying a natural compatibility condition the state trajectory
2 and output y of the equation (1) have additional smoothness properties and can
be interpreted as classical state trajectory and output of the closed-loop system.

Theorem 1.1 can also be applied in the case v = 0 to guarantee the existence
of solutions of the closed-loop system without an external input. However, in this
case the existence of solutions can also be obtained under strictly weaker conditions.
As our second main result in Theorem 3.9 we will show that the closed-loop sys-
tem arising from feedback u(t) = ¢(—y(t)) has well-defined strong and generalised
solutions provided that ¢ : U — U is a continuous monotone function satisfying
Re (p(uz) — ¢(uq), ug —uy) > 0 whenever ¢(u1) # ¢d(usz). This result generalises the
well-posedness results in [11, 44, 3]. Our result in Theorem 3.9 is also applicable
in the case of systems which are impedance passive but not necessarily well-posed.
This situation is especially encountered in the study of multi-dimensional wave
equations with collocated boundary inputs and outputs.

In the second main part of the article we introduce conditions guaranteeing the
stability of an impedance passive system under the feedback u(t) = ¢(—y(¢)). The
state trajectories and outputs of a well-posed linear system 3 can alternatively be
described using the associated system node [46, Sec. 4]. In this setting our feedback
leads formally to a system of equations

x’(t)} [A&B] [ (1) }

3 = , t>0.

¥ o) = e ooty

Our third main result below introduces conditions under which the origin is a

globally asymptotically stable equilibrium point of (3). The main requirement for

the stability of this system is that ¥ becomes asymptotically stable under linear

negative feedback u(t) = —y(t) and that there exist a,7,0 > 0 such that

(@) Re (¢(u),u) > aflul|*> when |u| < §, and
Re(@(u),u) >~y when Juf > 6.

The result also guarantees that for all initial states 2(0) = xg € X the system (3)

has a well-defined generalised solution in the sense defined in Section 3.2.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that 3 is an impedance passive well-posed linear system
such that Ker(C) is dense in X and P(A) + P(A)* > eI for some cx,A > 0.
Let ¢ : U — U be a locally Lipschitz continuous monotone function such that
#(0) =0, Re (¢d(uz) — d(u1), uz — u1) > 0 whenever ¢p(u1) # ¢(uz), and there exist
a,v,0 > 0 such that (4) hold. Assume further that the well-posed linear system
LE = (TE oK WK FE) obtained from ¥ by negative feedback u = —y + v is such
that the semigroup TX is strongly stable. Then the origin is a globally asymptotically
stable equilibrium point of (3), i.e., for every initial state xo € X the system (3)
has a well-defined generalised solution x € C([0,00); X) and ||z(¢)|| = 0 as t — oo.

This result is presented in Theorem 4.4. In Theorem 4.3 we also introduce a result
which can be used to study the convergence of individual orbits of the closed-loop
system. Theorem 4.3 can also be combined with well-posedness results from the
literature, e.g. [46, Thm. 7.2], to study stability under feedback u(t) = ¢(—y(t)),
where ¢ is not a monotone function.

In the final two sections we study partial differential equations with nonlinear
boundary conditions. We first present versions of our main results for the class of
abstract boundary control systems [33, 23] in Section 5. Subsequently, in Section 6



4 A. HASTIR AND L. PAUNONEN

we employ our results in establishing the well-posedness and stability of the class
of infinite-dimensional port-Hamiltonian systems [17], a Timoshenko beam model,
and a two-dimensional heat equation with nonlinear boundary feedback.

Both the well-posedness and stability of infinite-dimensional systems with non-
linearities have been studied actively in the literature, and these two aspects are
often considered together. Earlier studies have introduced results for abstract
classes of systems and for concrete partial differential equations, often focusing
either on monotone feedback for systems with collocated inputs, or on nonlinear
dampings. The well-posedness and stability under nonlinear feedback of abstract
linear systems with collocated inputs and outputs have been studied especially
in [40, 1, 2, 8, 24, 25, 16, 19, 6] in the case of bounded input operators, and in
[36, 20, 5, 3, 12, 35] for systems with unbounded input operators. Some studies
also focus on well-posedness and stability of infinite-dimensional Lur’e systems with
either monotone or non-monotone nonlinear feedbacks [22, 10, 11]. In addition, the
stability of wave equations with nonlinear boundary dampings has been studied sep-
arately, for instance, in [13, 47, 18, 48]. The well-posedness of infinite-dimensional
linear and nonlinear systems under nonlinear feedback have been studied especially
in [46, 28, 14, 38]. In particular, in [38, 37, 39] the authors introduced the class of
well-posed nonlinear systems and studied passivity properties in this framework.

The closest existing results related to our stability results have in our view been
presented in [20, 5, 8]. In particular, [20] study a large class of abstract systems
with nonlinear boundary damping and introduce conditions for stability based on
a comparison with the stability properties of a linear semigroup. In [5] the authors
present conditions for the well-posedness and asymptotic stability of abstract sys-
tems with possibly unbounded collocated input and output operators and a large
class of monotone nonlinear feedbacks. In our stability results the class of systems
is allowed to be slightly larger than in [5]. Our Theorem 4.4 directly generalises
the stability results in [5, Cor. 3.11] and [8, Thm. 2.2] which were stated for sys-
tems with collocated input and output operators and semigroup generators with
compact resolvent. Our results on well-posedness differ from many of the existing
results due to the fact that Theorem 1.1 focuses on the situation where the external
input acts through the nonlinearity. Very recently during the preparation of this
manuscript, the well-posedness of well-posed nonlinear systems under this same
kind of feedback was investigated in [26]. This reference establishes the existence of
generalised solutions of the closed-loop system under the same condition (2) as in
Theorem 1.1. In addition, the approaches taken in this article and the reference [26]
are both based on the analysis of an associated Lax—Phillips semigroup.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the definitions of
well-posed linear systems and system nodes. In Section 3 we present our results
on well-posedness under nonlinear feedback. Our results on strong stabilization by
nonlinear output feedback are presented in Section 4. In Section 5 we present ver-
sions of our results for the class of abstract boundary control systems. In Section 6
we employ our results in analysing the well-posedness and stability of partial differ-
ential equations with nonlinear boundary conditions, namely, infinite-dimensional
port-Hamiltonian systems, a Timoshenko beam model, and a two-dimensional heat
equation.
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Notation. If X and Y are Banach spaces and A : D(A) C X — Y is a linear
operator we denote by D(A), Ker(A4) and Ran(A) the domain, kernel, and range
of A, respectively. The space of bounded linear operators from X to Y is denoted
by L(X,Y) and we write £(X) for £(X,X). If A: X — X, then o(A) and p(A4)
denote the spectrum and the resolvent set of A, respectively. The inner product
on a Hilbert space is denoted by (-,-) and all our Hilbert spaces are assumed to
be complex. For T € L(X) on a Hilbert space X we define ReT = (T + T*).
For 7 > 0 and u : [0,00) — U we define P,u : [0,7] — U as the truncation of the
function w to the interval [0,7]. We denote Cy = {\ € C | Re A > 0}.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let U, X and Y be (complex) Hilbert spaces. Throughout the paper we consider
a well-posed linear system ¥ = (X¢)i>0 = (T4, Pt, ¥e, Fe)i>0 defined in the sense
of [46, Def. 3.1] with input space U, state space X, and output space Y. We
define the mild state trajectory x € C(]0,00); X) and mild output y € LE (0, 00;Y)

corresponding to the initial state o € X and the input u € L (0, 00;U) so that
(5&) Z‘(t) = Ttﬂfo + @tPtu,
(5b) Pty = \I/tl'() + ]FtPt’LL,

for all t > 0. We denote the extended output map and extended input-output
map [46, Sec. 3] of ¥ by ¥y : X — LZ (0,00;Y) and Foo : L _(0,00;U) —
L?OC(O,OO;Y), respectively. Using these operators the output y corresponding to
the initial state zo and input u can be equivalently expressed as y = Uxg + Foou.
We especially study impedance passive well-posed linear systems which are defined

in the following way.

Definition 2.1. A well-posed system X is called impedance passive if Y = U and
if every mild state trajectory  and mild output y corresponding to an initial state
2o € X and an input u € L2 (0, 00; U) satisfy

loc

le@)% — llzol% < 2Re / (w(s),y(s)uds, >0,

The following theorem shows that if X is an impedance passive well-posed linear
system we can apply negative output feedback of the form u(t) = —y(t) + v(t), and
the resulting system with input v, state x, and output y is again an impedance
passive well-posed linear system.

Theorem 2.2. Let ¥ = (T,®,U,F) be an impedance passive well-posed linear
system. There exists a unique well-posed linear system LK = (TXK oK ¢K FK)
which satisfies

T ©f] [T, @] [T, &[0 0][TK @F (>0
vE FE| T |w, F| " |W, F |0 —I||UE FE| =
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The system S5 is impedance passive and the norms
Lo %]
t t

v R
are uniformly bounded with respect to t > 0. In particular, ¥ooxo € L%(0,00;Y)
and Foou € L2(0,00;Y) for all g € X and u € L2(0,00;U).

Proof. See [43, Cor. 6.1] and [46, Prop. 5.15]. O

L(X xL2(0,t;U),X xL2(0,£;Y))

Recall that a strongly continuous semigroup T on X is called strongly stable if
T zo|| — 0 as t — oo for all zgp € X. In our stability analysis in Section 4 we
will utilise the following result concerning well-posed systems with strongly stable
semigroups from [41, Lem. 8.1.2(iii)] (see also [29, Lem. 12]).

Lemma 2.3 ([41, Lem. 8.1.2(iii)]). Let ¥ = (T,®,¥,F) be a well-posed linear
system on the Hilbert spaces (U, X,Y ). Assume that the semigroup T is strongly
stable and that there exists M > 0 such that |®¢|| < M for all t > 0. Then for
every u € L2(0,00; U) we have |®;Psul|x — 0 as t — oo.

In the following we recall the concept of a system node which is closely related to
well-posed linear systems. For a generator A of a strongly continuous semigroup we
denote by X_; the completion of the space (X, ||(Ao — A)~! - ||x) where Ay € p(A)
is fixed. It is well-known that A : D(A) C X — X extends to an operator in
L(X,X_1) [41, Sec. 3.6], and we will also denote this extension by A.

Definition 2.4 ([41, Def. 4.7.2]). Let X, U, and Y be Hilbert spaces. A closed
operator

A&B

5= [C&D

is called a system node on the spaces (U, X,Y) if it has the following properties.
e The operator A : D(A) C X — X defined by Az = A&B[§] for z €
D(A) = {z € X | (2,0)" € D(S)} generates a strongly continuous semi-
group on X.
o The operator A&B (with domain D(S)) can be extended to an operator
[A, Bl € L(X x U, X_).
e D(S)={(z,u)" € X xU | Az + Bu € X}.

]:D(S)CXXU—>X><Y

Every well-posed linear system ¥ = (T,®, ¥, F) is associated with a unique
system node S [46, Sec. 4]. In particular, if 2o € X and u € H}, (0, 00; U) are such
that (z9,u(0))" € D(S9), then the mild state trajectory x and output y of ¥ defined
by (5) satisfy z € C*([0,00); X), 2(0) = 29 and y € H.. (0,00;Y) and

loc
L) _ o |x(t)
(©) [ya)} =5 L(t)}  £20.
Motivated by this, a system node S is called well-posed if it is the system node of
some well-posed linear system 3.
We note that the conditions in Definition 2.4 imply that C&D € L(D(S),Y).

);
The transfer function P : p(A) — L(U,Y) of a system node S on (U, X,Y) is
defined by

PO\u = C&D [“ - @13“} . wel, AeplA).



WELL-POSEDNESS AND STABILITY UNDER MONOTONE FEEDBACK 7

In addition, the output operator C' € L(D(A),Y) of S is defined by Cx = C&D|§]
for all € D(A). Finally, we define the impedance passivity of a system node. In
the literature, it is more customary to use a definition based on the solutions of the
equation (6), but the definitions are equivalent by [43, Thm. 4.2]. Due to this same
result, a well-posed system node S is impedance passive if and only if its associated
well-posed linear system ¥ is impedance passive.

Definition 2.5. A system node S on (U, X,Y) is impedance passive if Y = U and

Re <A&B [“’”0] ,x0> < Re <C&D [IO} 7U0>
() X Uo U
for all (zg,ug)" € D(S).

It follows from Definition 2.5 that the transfer function of an impedance passive
system node satisfies Re P(A) > 0 for all A € C. In addition, the transfer func-
tion of an impedance passive well-posed system node S coincides with the transfer
function of the associated well-posed linear system ¥ on C;.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS UNDER NONLINEAR FEEDBACK

In this section we study the existence of state trajectories and outputs of an
impedance passive linear system under a nonlinear feedback. We separately con-
sider situations where the closed-loop system has an input and an output (in Sec-
tion 3.1), and where the input of the closed-loop system is set to zero (in Sec-
tion 3.2). In the latter case we prove the existence of solutions under weaker
conditions.

3.1. Well-Posedness With External Inputs. In this section we study the ex-
istence of solutions of the closed-loop system

@(t) A&B} { z(t) ]
7 = , t >0,
@ o) = Lewn) [o L] 12
where ¢ : U — U is a globally Lipschitz continuous function and

(8) g [A&B

C&D
is an impedance passive system node on the Hilbert spaces (U, X, U). Before stating
our main result we define the concepts of classical and generalised solutions of the
system (7), cf. [46, Def. 4.2], [39, Def. 5.1].

}, D(S):{(x,u)TEXXU’Ax—I—BuEX}

Definition 3.1. Let S be the system node (8) on (U, X,U). A triple (z,u,y) is
called a classical solution of (7) on [0, 00) if

e z € CY([0,00); X), u € C([0,00); U), and y € C([0,00); U);

o LoDy | € D(S) for all > 0;

e (7) holds for every t > 0.

A triple (x,u,y) is called a generalised solution of (7) on [0, c0) if
e 2 C([0,00); X), ue€ L _(0,00;U), and y € L2 (0, 00;U);

loc loc
e there exists a sequence (2%, u¥, y*) of classical solutions of (7) on [0, c0) such
that for every 7 > 0 we have (P,2* P u* P,y*)T — (P,2,P,u,P,y)" as

k — oo in C([0,7]; X) x L2(0,7;U) x L2(0,7;U).
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We make the following assumption on the nonlinearity ¢. The condition in par-
ticular implies that ¢ is monotone and globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz
constant 1/k. Examples of functions satisfying Assumption 3.2 are provided in
Example 3.7.

Assumption 3.2. The function ¢ : U — U on the Hilbert space U satisfies
Re (¢(u2) — d(ur), uz — u1)u > kl|p(uz) — ¢(u)l|7, uy,ug €U

for some k > 0.

The following theorem is the main result of this section. It shows that under
Assumption 3.2 the closed-loop system (7) resulting from nonlinear feedback has
well-defined classical and generalised solutions. The estimate (10) shows that if
kx = 1, then the closed-loop system considered with the input u and the output
o(u — y) is incrementally scattering passive in the sense of [38]. Moreover, in the
absence of an external input the closed-loop system is contractive. In order to study
the classical solutions of (7) we define a subset Dgomp of X X U by

Deomp = {(x,u)T € X xU|JveUst. Av+Bo(u—v) e X,v= C&D[(z,(f,v)]}.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that S is an impedance passive well-posed system node
on the Hilbert spaces (U, X,U) and let ¥ = (T, ®, U, F) be the associated well-
posed linear system. Moreover, suppose that the tranfer function P of ¥ satisfies
Re P(X\) > cxI for some \,cx > 0, and that ¢ : U — U satisfies Assumption 3.2 for
some k> 0. Ifzg € X andu € L2 _(0,00;U), then the system (7) has a generalised
solution (x,u,y) satisfying x(0) = xo. This solution satisfies t — d(u(t) — y(t)) €
LZ (0,00;U) and

(9a) z(t) = Tyxo + @ Prop(u —y), t>0,
(Qb) y=¥ewo + IFoo(b(u - y)'

If o € X and u € H},(0,00;U) are such that (zo,u(0))" € Deomp, then this

loc
(x,u,y) is a classical solution of (7) on [0,00).

If (z1,u1,y1) and (x2,u2,y2) are two generalised solutions of (7), then for all
t >0 we have

(10a) lz2(t) = 21 (&) + ff/o lp(uz(s) = ya(s)) — d(ur(s) — yi(s) 5 ds

1 st
(10b) < Jlw2(0) — 21(0)[% + ;/O [uz(s) — 1 (s)l[Z-ds.
The proof of Theorem 3.3 is presented in Section 3.3.

Remark 3.4. Combining the estimate (10) with the formula (9b) shows that for
every t > 0 there exists M; > 0 such that if (z1,u1,y1) and (22, us,y2) are two
generalised solutions of (7), then

sz(t)—wl(t)ll§¢+/0 ly2(s) = y1(s)lIZrds

< My|z2(0) — z1(0)|% + Mt/o luz(s) = ua(s)|[ds.
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This estimate in particular implies that if x1(0) = z2(0) and u; = us, then neces-
sarily y1 = yo and x1(t) = x2(t) for ¢ > 0. This means that the generalised “state
trajectory” x and “output” y of (7) are uniquely determined by x(0) and w.

Remark 3.5. By [21, Thm. 4.4] the condition that Re P(X) > ¢)[ for some ¢y > 0
in Theorem 3.3 is satisfied for one A > 0 if and only if it is satisfied for all A > 0 (here
cx > 0 is allowed to depend on A > 0). The proofs of Lemma 3.12, Proposition 3.14,
and Theorem 3.3 below will demonstrate that this condition in Theorem 3.3 can
be replaced with any other assumption which guarantees that for any v € U the
equation z + P(A\)¢(z) = v has a unique solution which is determined by z = h(v),
where h : U — U is a globally Lipschitz continuous function.

Remark 3.6. We note that many of the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.3
remain valid even without the assumption that the system node S is well-posed.
Indeed, the well-posedness of the system node will be used in deducing that if
(20,u(0)) T € Deomp, then z € C1([0,00); X) and that (17c¢) holds for all ¢+ > 0, and
in deducing that the system has a well-defined generalised output. In the situation
where the system node S is impedance passive but not necessarily well-posed the
arguments in the proof show that for all zgp € X and u € H{, (0, 00; U) satisfying
(20,u(0)) " € Deomp the system (7) has a strong solution in the sense that

RS Wl’OO(O,oo;X), u € C([0,00);U), and y € C([0,00);U);

loc
. [Mu(g@y(m} € D(S) for all t > 0;
e (7) holds for almost every ¢ > 0.

The arguments in the proof will also show that any two such strong solutions satisfy
the estimate (10). Moreover, if 9 € X and u € L2 _(0,00;U), then (7) still has
a “generalised state trajectory” = € C([0,00); X) in the sense that there exists a
sequence (2, u” y*) of strong solutions of (7) such that for every 7 > 0 we have
(P 2% Pub)T — (Prx,Pru)’ as k — oo in C([0,7]; X) x L2(0,7;U). Without
well-posedness of the system node, the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.3 do
not guarantee the existence of a generalised output, but they show that there exists
¢ € L2 _(0,00;U) such that the sequence (x*,u*,y*) of strong solutions above

satisfies Prp(uf — y*) — P, as k — oo for all 7 > 0.

Example 3.7. Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be a non-decreasing function which is
globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant L, and satisfies ¢(0) = 0.
Then ¢ : U — U defined by ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(u) = (|jul])||lul|"*u for u # 0
satisfies Assumption 3.2 with k = 1/Ly. In particular, the saturation function
¢ : C — C defined so that ¢(u) = u whenever |u| < 1 and ¢(u) = u/|u| whenever
|u| > 1 satisfies Assumption 3.2 with k = 1. Moreover, if ¢; : Uy — U; and
oo : Uy — Uy satisfy Assumption 3.2 for some &, then also ¢ : U — U defined by
d(u) = (¢1(u1), da(u2)) " for u = (uy,uz) " € U := Uy x Us satisfies Assumption 3.2
with the same k.

3.2. Well-Posedness Without External Inputs. In this section we consider
the system

ﬂb(t)} [ x(t) ]

11 =S ., t>0,

() 0] =5 Loty

where S is an impedance passive system node. We note that Theorem 3.3 with
u(t) = 0 already provides conditions for the existence of generalised and classical
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solutions of this system. In this section we show the existence of solutions without
well-posedness of S and under considerably weaker assumptions on ¢ : U — U.
The system (11) can be formulated as a nonlinear abstract Cauchy problem

(12) 2(t) = Ap(z(t)), t>0
when we define the operator A, : D(Ay) C X — X so that
D(Ay) = {x X ‘ Ju € U st. Az + Bo(—v) € X, v = C’&D[Mf@}}
Agr = Az + Bo(—v(x)), x € D(Ay),
where v(z) is the element v in the definition of D(Ag).

Definition 3.8. Let S be a system node on the spaces (U, X, U).

e The function z € H{, (0, 00; X) is called a strong solution of (12) if z(t) €
D(Ay) for all t > 0 and if the identity in (12) holds for almost every ¢ > 0.

e The function = € C(]0,00); X) is called a generalised solution of (12) on
[0, 00) if there exists a sequence (z¥) ey of strong solutions of (12) on [0, 00)
such that |P-2* — Pz c(o,7);x) — 0 as k — oo for all 7 > 0.

It follows from the definition that if z is a strong solution of (12), we can define
a corresponding output so that y(¢t) = v(z(t)) (the element ‘v’ corresponding to
x(t) € D(Ay)) for t > 0. Then z and y are such that the identity in (11) holds for
almost every t > 0 (and the second line holds for all ¢ > 0).

The following result introduces conditions for the existence of strong and gen-
eralised solutions of (11). In particular, the proof shows that under the given
assumptions Ay is a single-valued m-dissipative operator. The theorem is related
to the well-posedness results in [11, 44, 3].

Theorem 3.9. Let S be an impedance passive system node whose transfer function
satisfies Re P(X) > cxl for some A\ycx > 0, and let ¢ : U — U be a continuous
monotone function satisfying Re (¢p(uz) — ¢(u1),us — u1) > 0 whenever ¢(uy) #
d(u2). If x1 and x4 are two generalised solutions of (12), then

(13) [z2(t) — 21 ()] x < [|[22(0) —21(0)[|x,  t>0.

For every xy € D(Ay) the equation (12) has a unique generalised solution x sat-
isfying x(0) = xo. If xzog € D(Ay), then this x is a strong solution of (12) and
its corresponding output y defined by y(t) = v(x(t)), t > 0, is a right-continuous
function such that y € L°°(0,00;U) and ¢(—y) € L>(0,00;U).

If S is well-posed and its associated well-posed system is & = (T,®, U, F), then
for every xg € D(Ay) the strong solution x and the corresponding output y satisfy

(14&) ZL’(t) = thEO + <I>tPt¢(—y)7 t Z 0,
(14b) Yy = Yooz + Foo(—y).

The following lemma lists selected sufficient conditions for D(A4) to be dense in
X. The proofs of Theorem 3.9 and Lemma 3.10 will be presented in Section 3.3.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that S is an impedance passive system node whose transfer
function satisfies Re P(A) > exI for some A\,cy > 0 and that ¢ : U — U is a
continuous monotone function. The set D(A,) is dense in X whenever one of the
following conditions holds.

(a) The kernel Ker(C) is dense in X.
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() I(A—=A)"'B|| — 0 as A = 0o and ¢ is bounded, i.e., sup,cy ||d(u)]| < oc.
) P(A\) = 0 as A = oo and ¢ is globally Lipschitz contznuous
) Be L({U,X), C extends to an operator C € L(X,U), and C&D = [C, 0].
) S is well-posed and ¢ satisfies Assumption 3.2 for some k > 0.
) S is well-posed with associated well-posed linear system ¥ = (T, ®, U, F),
Ay is single-valued, and for every xo € X there exist x € C([0, oo),X) and
y € L7 (0,00;U) which satisfy (14).

(c
(d
(e
(f

Remark 3.11. The proof of Theorem 3.9 will show that the assumption that
Re (p(uz) — ¢p(ur),us — u1) > 0 whenever ¢(uy) # ¢(uz) can be replaced with
the assumption that Ay is single-valued or, equivalently, that the element v in the
definition of D(Ag) is unique. This is in particular true if the input operator B
of the system node is completely unbounded in the sense that Ran(B) N X = {0}.
Indeed, if € D(A) and if vy, v2 € U are two elements satisfying the conditions of
“v” in D(Ag), then X 5 Az + Bo(—v2) — (Az + Bop(—v1)) = B(d(—v2) — ¢(—v1)).
This implies that ¢(—v1) = ¢(—wvs), and further that v; = vg, finally showing that
Ay is single-valued.

3.3. Proofs of the Well-Posedness Results. In the beginning of the proof of
Theorem 3.3 we will show that if ¢ : U — U satisfies Assumption 3.2 for some k > 0,
we can reduce our analysis to the case where x = 1 with suitable rescaling. More
precisely, if ¢ satisfies Assumption 3.2 for some x > 0, then the scaled function
or = VEO(y/k) satisfies it with x = 1. Because of this, in Lemma 3.12 and
Proposition 3.14 we may also restrict our attention to this case. More general
versions of these two results can be obtained by applying them to the function ¢

and the impedance passive system node S, = [(1) 1 /%} S [(1) 1 /(\)/E}

Lemma 3.12. Let U be a Hilbert space and ¢ : U — U. Then the following hold.

(a) Suppose that ¢ is continuous and monotone and that Q € L(U) satisfies
Re@ > cI for some ¢ > 0. For all u,r € U the equation y =r + Q¢(u —y)
has a unique solution which is determined by y = g(u,r), where g : UxU —
U is a globally Lipschitz continuous function.

(b) The function ¢ satisfies Assumption 3.2 with k = 1 if and only if

2Re (p(v2 — y2) — d(v1 — y1), 52 — y1) < [lva — vi|® = [[d(v2 — y2) — p(v1 — 31)||?
for all vi,ve,y1,y2 € U.

Proof. To prove part (a), assume that Re Q > ¢! for some ¢ > 0. Defining z = u—y
and v = u — r the equation y = r + Qd(u — y) becomes z + Qp(z) = v. We
have from [30, Lem. A.1(a)] that @ is invertible and Re Q™! > ¢[|Q|~2I. We
can therefore write @~ = S + J, where S is self-adjoint and S > ¢||Q|| =21 and
J* = —J. Then

24+ Qo(z) =v & Sz+Jz+¢(2) =Q v

If we denote ¢(z) = Jz+ ¢(z), then the monotonicity of ¢ and J* = —J imply that
© is monotone as well. As the next step we can note that

Qo) =v & GV §Tp(s728 2 = g2
= 4+ 1/)(5) — S—l/QQ—l
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where we have denoted Z = S22 and (2) = S~/2p(S~1/2%). Since S~/ is
self-adjoint, we have Re (¥(z2) — 9(21),22 — z1) > 0 for 21,20 € U. Thus the
continuous function —¢ : U — U defines a (single-valued) maximally dissipative
operator and since U is a Hilbert space, this operator is m-dissipative by [27,
Cor. 2.27]. Because of this, Ran(I + ¢) = U and by [27, Cor. 2.10] the equation
74 9(2) = S~Y/2Q v has a unique solution for every v € U. Thus y = u — 2z =
u—S™Y2(I4+4)~(S~Y2Q " (u—r)). We have from [27, Cor. 2.10] that (I + )~
is a contraction, and thus in particular globally Lipschitz continuous. This further
implies that the mapping (u,r) — vy is globally Lipschitz continuous.

It remains to prove part (b). If we denote w = vy — v1, u3 = v1 — y1 and
Uy = Vg — Yo, then yo —y1 = vo — Uy +u1 — V1 = W — us + u1, and we can see that
the estimate in (b) is equivalent to the property that

[w]|* = 2Re (¢(uz) — d(ur), w — uy + ur) — [[¢(uz) — d(ur)||* > 0

for all w,uy,us € U. Denoting § = ug —u; and A = ¢(ua) — ¢(uq) for brevity, the
expression on the left-hand side of the above inequality can be rewritten as

[w]® = 2Re ($(uz) — p(ur), w — up + ur) — [|p(uz) — ¢(uq)]?
= Hw||2 — 2Re (A, w) + 2Re (A, d) — ||A||2
= |lw = Al* + 2 [Re (A, ) — [|A]%] .

This expression is non-negative for all w, uy,us € U if and only if Re (A, 6) > ||A]?
for all uy,us € U, which is exactly the condition in Assumption 3.2. O

We recall that a possibly nonlinear single-valued operator A : D(A) C X — X
on a Hilbert space X is called dissipative if Re (A(z2) — A(x1), 22 — 1) < 0 for all
x1,x2 € D(A) [27, Def. 2.4]. Such a dissipative operator A is mazimally dissipa-
tive if A does not have a proper (possibly multi-valued) dissipative extensions [27,
Def. 2.5]. Since X is a Hilbert space, a dissipative operator A is maximally dissi-
pative if and only if it is m-dissipative, i.e., Ran(A — A) = X for one/all A > 0 [27,
Lem. 2.12-2.13 & Cor. 2.27]. We will now define the generator of a so-called Laz—
Phillips semigroup associated to our system (7). It is worthwile to note that in this
construction we consider (7) to be equipped with the output ¢(u(t) — y(t)).

Definition 3.13. Let S be an impedance passive system node on the Hilbert spaces
(U,X,U) and let ¢ : U — U. Define Xy p := L?(—00,0;U) x X x L2(0,00;U) and
define the operator A: D(A) C Xrp — Xrp by

D(A) = {(y,ar:,u)T € HY(—00,0;U) x X x HY(0, 00; 1) ‘ Jv e U s.t.

Az + Bo(u(0) —v) € X, v =C&D| y(u(®)-v) |, and y(0) = ¢(u(0) — v)}

/

Y
A([2]) = | Az + Bo(w(0) —v((©),2)) | . (gzw)" € D(A),

/

where v(u(0), z) is the element v in the definition of D(.A).

Proposition 3.14. Suppose that S is an impedance passive system node S on
(U, X,U) whose transfer function satisfies Re P(A\) > cxI for some \,cx > 0 and
that the function ¢ : U — U satisfies Assumption 3.2 with k = 1. Then A in
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Definition 3.13 is a single-valued, densely defined and m-dissipative (nonlinear)
operator.

Proof. We first note that the property Az + Bp(u(0) — v) € X in the definition
of D(A) implies that (z,¢(u(0) —v))T € D(S) = D(C&D). We begin by showing
that D(A) is dense in X7 p. To this end, let A > 0 and denote Ry = (A — A)~L.
If we let xg € D(A) and define x = xg + Ry\B¢(0) and v = Cxg + P(N\)¢(0),
then Az + B¢(0) = Azg + AR\B¢(0) € X and the properties of the system node
S imply that C&D| (o) ] = Czo + P(A\)$(0) = v. This means that if we define
Dy = {x¢+ RaxB¢(0) | 29 € D(A)} and Drp = {(y,z,u) " € H'(—00,0;U) x Dy x
H'(0,00;U) | u(0) = C&D| 4(0) |, y(0) = ¢(0)}, then we have D,p C D(A) C Xpp.
But since Dy is dense in X, it is easy to see that Dy p is dense in X p. This further
implies that D(A) is dense in X p.

We will now show that A is a single-valued operator. This is clearly true if the
element v in the definition of D(A) is unique’. Let (y,z,u)" € D(A) and let v; € U
and vy € U be two elements such that

Az 4+ Bp(u(0) —vg) € X and vy, = C’&D[qg(u(oﬁ_vkﬂ, k=1,2.

If we denote ¢ := ¢(u(0) — v1) and ¢ = @(u(0) — vy) for brevity, then the
first equations imply X > Ax + B¢y — (Ax + Bg1) = A0+ B(¢2 — ¢1), and thus
(0,¢2 — ¢1)T € D(S). Moreover, C&D[4,%, | = C&D([4,] — [4,]) = v2 — v1.
The impedance passivity of S and Assumption 3.2 imply that

0=Re(A&B[4,%,],0)x > Re(C&D[4,% ], 61 — ¢2)u
= Re(v2 —v1,¢1 — ¢2)u
= Re (u(0) —v1 — (u(0) = v2), ¢(u(0) = v1) — P(u(0) — v2))u
> [|¢(u(0) — v1) — p(u(0) — v2)|*.

Thus ¢2 = ¢1, which implies v, = C&D|4,] = C&D| 4, ] = v1. Thus the element
v in the definition of D(A) is unique and A is single-valued.

To show that A is dissipative, let (y1,21,u1)", (y2,22,u2)" € D(A). Denote
v = v(u1(0),21), va = v(uz(0),22) ¢1 = G(u1(0) — v(u1(0),21)), and ¢ :=
¢(u2(0) — v(u2(0),x2)) for brevity. Using the impedance passivity of the system

Lemma 3.12(b) can be used to show that also the converse holds.
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node S, [9, Thm. 5], and Lemma 3.12(b) we can estimate

Y2 Y1 Y2 Y1
Re(A([#]) - aH]). [£] - [5])
= Re <yé - y,17y2 - y1>L2(_oo,o;U) + Re <A=T2 + B¢y — Axy — By, 20 — 931>X
+ Re (uy — ul, ug — u1)12(0,00:0)
1 /% d
=5 5 el = Ol dt + Re (Al — 2) + Bz — én).a — 1)

1 d

> 2
5 | gl — @l a

1 1
< 5 I2(0) =1 O + Re (C&D [ 51T, 62 = 61)x — 5 1u2(0) — Ol

1 1
= 5 [19(u2(0) = v2) — d(u1(0) — vi)llg — 7 llu2(0) —w (O)17
+ Re (v2 — v1, ¢(u2(0) — v2) — $(u1(0) — v1))u < 0.
This completes the proof that A is dissipative.

In the last part of the proof, we will show that A is m-dissipative. By [27,
Lem. 2.13] it suffices to show that Ran(A — A) = Xp for some A > 0. To this
end, let (y1,71,u1)" € Xpp be arbitrary and let A > 0 be such that Re P(\) > cx1
for some ¢y > 0. If we define u : [0,00) — U by u(t) = [}~ eMt=5)qy (s)ds, then
similarly as in [42, Prop. 6.4] we have u € H'(0,00;U) and Au — v’ = uy. In
particular, we have u(0) = 41(\) € U. The definition of A shows that we have
(y,z,u)T € D(A) and (A —A)[%] = [%i] if y € HY(—00,0;U),z € X and v € U
are such that
Ay—y' =y, on(-00,0)

y(0) = (a1 (A) —v)
(A~ A)z — B(in (N) — v) = a1
v =C&D [ i, (v ]
To solve equations (15) we denote Ry := (A — A)~! for brevity and note that by
Lemma 3.12(a) we can define v as the (unique) element of U such that
v=CRxz1 + P(N)gp(t1(N) — v).
If we define x = Ryz1 + RaB¢p(i1(A) — v), then (A — A)xz — Bp(t1(A) —v) = 21
in (15), and a direct computation using the properties of system nodes shows that
T Ryx1 + Ry\Bo(i1(A) —v)
¢t (A) —v) P (A) —v)
= CRyxz1 + PN op(t1 (M) —v) = v.

Finally, we define y as the solution of the boundary value problem

Ay(t) — o' (t) = y1 (1), t € (—00,0)

y(0) = (a1 (A) —v).
Since y; € L2(—00,0;U), we have y(t) = e Mp(i1 () —v) —|—ft0 eMt=8)y (s)ds for t <
0, and y € H'(—00,0; U) and y(0) = ¢(ii1(\) —v), as required. Since (yi,z1,u;)' €
X1 p was arbitrary, we have shown that Ran(A — A) = X p, and thus A is m-
dissipative. O

(15)

cen | | =cen|
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Remark 3.15. The proof of Proposition 3.14 shows that the condition for ¢ in
Assumption 3.2 is in a certain sense minimal for the dissipativity of A and, conse-
quently, also for the estimate (10) in Theorem 3.3. Indeed, if S is impedance energy
preserving, then Re (Ar + Bu,z) = Re (C&D[%],u)y for all (z,u)" € D(S) and
Lemma 3.12 and the estimates in the proof of Proposition 3.14(b) imply that A is
dissipative if and only if ¢ satisfies Assumption 3.2.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We begin by noting that if we define @ = x~1/2

x~1Y2y, then (7) can be rewritten as

| P s BT

where ¢, := /k¢(y/k) : U = U and where

o [t 0 J[aeBI[1 0
=~ o0 k2| |C&D| |0 kY2

D(S:) = {(@uw ex xU ) Av+ 57 V2Bu € X}

u and § =

is an impedance passive system node on the spaces (U, X,U). The function ¢,
satisfies Assumption 3.2 with “x = 17. It is straightforward to check that the
claims of the theorem for the system node Sy, the associated well-posed linear
system X, and ¢y with x = 1 immediately imply the original claims for .S, ¥, and
¢. Because of this, we can without loss of generality assume that x = 1.

We next note that it suffices to prove the claim in the situation where u €
L?(0,00;U) or u € H'(0,00;U) instead of u € L (0,00;U) or u € H{ (0,00;U),

respectively. Indeed, if u € L (0, 00;U) (resp. u € HL (0,00;U)), for an arbitrary
T > 0 we can define ur € L?(0,00;U) (resp. ur € H'(0,00;U)) so that u and
ur coincide on [0,7] and up vanishes on [T+ 1,00). Once we prove the claims
of Theorem 3.3 for such truncated input functions, we establish the existence of
classical or generalised solutions (xp,ur,yr) satisfying xr(0) = xo. Moreover, by
Remark 3.4 the state trajectory x7 and output yr on [0, T are uniquely determined
by ¢ and ur on [0,T]. Because of this we can define x € C([0,00); X) and y €
LZ (0,00;U) such that x coincides with x7 and y coincides with yr on [0,7] for
every T > 0. It is straightforward to deduce from Definition 3.1 and the properties
of the solutions (zr, ur,yr) for T' > 0 that (z,u,y) is a generalised solution of (7)
whenever 2o € X and u € L2 (0,00;U) and that it is a classical solution of (7)
whenever u € HL (0, 00; U) and (29, u(0)) " € Deomp. Finally, the formulas (9) and
the estimate (10) for two solutions follow directly from the corresponding properties
of the solutions (7, ur,yr) for T > 0.

Proposition 3.14 shows that A is single-valued, densely defined, and m-dissipative
(equivalently, maximally dissipative). We begin by showing the existence of clas-
sical solutions of (7). To this end, let o € X and u € H'(0,00;U) be such that
(20,u(0)) T € Deomp. We can then choose yo € H!(—o00,0;U) so that (yo,zo,u)" €
D(A). We have from [27, Thm. 4.20] that A is the generator of a nonlinear con-
traction semigroup 7 on Xpp = L2?(—00,0;U) x X x L2(0,00;U). We define
Teo = (Yo, Zo,u) | and x.(t) = T;(zeo) for t > 0. We then have from [27, Thm. 4.10,
Cor. 3.7] that z, : [0,00) — X p is a Lipschitz continuous, right-differentiable, and
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almost everywhere differentiable function such that z.(0) = (yo,zo,u)", z.(t) €
D(A) for all t > 0, t — A(z.(t)) is right-continuous, and

(16) Ze(t) = A(ze(1)) for a.e. t > 0.

Together these properties also imply that z. € Wlloso(() 00; Xr,p). For every t > 0
we can decompose . (t) into parts as x.(t) = (4(t,-), z(t),a(t,-)) ", and we denote
by y(t) = v(a(t,0),z ( )) the element ‘v’ in the definition of D(A) corresponding
to (g(t, ), z(t),a(t,-))T € D(A). With this notation equation (16) is equivalent to
the equations

(17a) %(n s) = gy (t,5)

(17b) §(t,0) = (u(t, 0) — y(t))

(17¢) (t) = Ax(t) + Bo(a(t, 0) — y(t))
(17d) %(M) = ?(W)

(17e) y(t) = C&D[ Sty y<t>>]

for a.e. t >0, a.e. s € (—00,0], and a.e. r € [0,00). Moreover, equations (17b)
and (17e) hold for every t > 0, and we have d(t,-) € H'(0,00;U) and §(t,-) €
H!(—00,0;U) for all t > 0. The property (0, ) = u € H(0, oo; U) together with
the equation (17d) imply, as in [45, Ex. 2.3.7], that a(¢,r) = u(t 4+ r) for all ¢ > 0
and r € [0,00). In particular, we have 4(¢,0) = u(¢) for all ¢ > 0. The properties
of x, imply that 2 € W,22°(0, 00; X).

We will now show that t — ¢( (t) —y(t)) € HL .(0,00;U). We begin by showing
that ¢t — ¢(u(t) — y(t)) is locally square integrable. To this end, let A > 0 be such
that Re P(\) > el for some ¢y > 0. Equation (17¢) implies that for a.e. ¢ > 0 we
have Az(t) — @(t) = (A — A)x(t) — Bo(t), and further z(t) = Ry(Ax(t) — ©(t)) +
R)\B¢(t), where we have denoted Ry = (A — A)~! and ¢(t) := ¢(u(t) — y(t)).
Substituting this into (17e) and using Ryx(Az(t) — @(t)) € D(A) we get, for a.e.
t>0,

x(t
o(t

= CRA(Ax(t) — () + P(N)o(u(t) — y(1)-
We have from Lemma 3.12(a) that there exists a globally Lipschitz continuous
function g : U x U — U such that y(t) = g(u(t), CRx(Ax(t) — ©(t))) for a.e.
t > 0. But since u € H{, _(0,00;U) and t — CR\(Az(t) — @(t)) € L2 (0,00;U), w
deduce that y € L2 (0, 00; U), and the global Lipschitz continuity of ¢ also nnphes
t— o(u(t) —y(t)) € leoc(O,oo;U). Since t — ¢(u(t) — y(t)) € L2 .(0,00;U), we
have from [45, Ex. 4.2.7] that the unique solution of (17a) for a.e. ¢t > 0 and a.e.
s < 0 satisfies g(t,s) = g(t + s,0) for all s € [—¢,0]. Equation (17b) for all ¢ > 0
therefore implies that for every fixed 7 > 0 we have
o(u(t) —y(1) = ¢(a(t,0) —y(t)) = y(r,t —7),  te[0,7].

But since §(7,-) € H!(—00,0;U) and since this identity holds for every 7 > 0, we
can deduce that t — ¢(u(t ) y(t)) € HL.(0,00;U). Combining this property, our

knowledge that & € L°°(0, 00; X), and the fact that (17¢) holds for a.e. ¢ > 0 with
the results [46, Prop. 4.6 & 4.7] shows that = € C*(]0,0); X), y € HY(0,00;U),

y(t) = C&D { )

;] CRy(N(t) — (1)) + C&D [kaw)}
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that (17c¢) and (17e) in fact hold for all ¢ > 0, and that = and y satisfy (9). We
therefore have from Definition 3.1 that (x,u,y) is a classical solution of (7).

We will now show that classical and generalised solutions of (7) satisfy the in-
cremental estimate (10). Let (z1,u1,y1) and (22, us,y2) be two classical solutions
of (7) and denote ¢ (s) = ¢p(ur(s) — yx(s)) for k = 1,2 for brevity. Using the fact
that (7) holds for almost every ¢ > 0, the impedance passivity of the system node
S, and Lemma 3.12(b) we have that

%H@(s) —z1(s)||* = 2Re <A&:B [228 B Zig] s 2(s) — x1(8)>X
<ome {cwn [0~ ) - ¢1<s>>U

= 2Re (y2(s) — y1(s), p2(s) — ¢1(s))py

< fluz(s) = wi (s)|* = llg(uz(s) = ya(s)) — d(ur(s) — y1(s)|?
for almost every s > 0. Rearranging the terms and integrating the above esti-
mate with respect to s from 0 to ¢t shows that the classical solutions satisfy the
estimate (10). Moreover, it is easy to see that this property together with Defi-
nition 3.1 and the global Lipschitz continuity of ¢ imply that also all generalised
solutions (as limits of classical solutions) satisfy (10).

Now let 7p € X and u € L2(0,00;U). We will show that (7) has a gener-
alised solution (x,u,y) satisfying x(0) = z¢. Let 7 > 0 be arbitrary and define
Yo = 0 € L?(—00,0;U) and zco = (yo, 0, u)" € Xpp. We define z.(t) = T;(xe0),
t > 0, where 7 is again the nonlinear contraction semigroup generated by .A.
Then z. € C([0,00); X1p), 2.(0) = 2o and z.(t) has the structure z.(t) =
(4(t,-),z(t),a(t,-))" € Xpp for all t > 0. Since D(A) is dense in X1p by Proposi-
tion 3.14, there exists a sequence (v%))reny C D(A) such that |25, — ze0| — 0 as
k — oo. If we define x%(¢) = T;(z¥,) for t > 0, then the contractivity of 7 implies

18) s ) = kOl < oo ol 0. koo
€[0,7

Similarly as above, for every k € N the element z¥ = (g%, 2%, @*)T defines a clas-
sical solution (z*,u*, y*) of (7). Moreover, these classical solutions satisfy the
estimate (10). The property that z%(0) — z.(0) in Xz p implies that a*(0,-) — u
in L2(0,00;U). As above, we have @*(t,r) = u*(t +r) for all t > 0 and 7 > 0, and
thus we can deduce that P,u* — P, u in L2(0,7;U) as k — co. The continuity
of z. implies z € C([0,00); X) and (18) implies ||P,x* — P z|cqo,n:x) — 0 as
k — oo.

In the final step of the proof we will show that there exists y € leoc(O, oo; U)
such that P,y* — P,y in L2(0,7;U) as k — oo. This will establish that (z,u,y) is
a generalised solution of (7). Similarly as above, we can see that (z*, u*, y*) satisfy

(19a) z*(t) = Tiz® (0) + @ Pro(u” — y")

(19b) Py" = 02" (0) + F,Prp(u’ — y*).

for all k € N and ¢ > 0. Moreover, the estimate (10) implies that for every ¢ > 0
IPLo( —4*) — Pro(u —y™) 22 0 < ll2(0) — 2" (0) |2 + [Peu — P |20

for all k,n € N. For every t > 0 the sequences (z%(0))y C X and (P;u*); C
L2(0,t;U) are convergent, and the above estimate implies that (P;¢(u* — y*))r C
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L2(0,t;U) is a Cauchy sequence, and therefore has a limit 1; € L2(0,¢;U). The
above estimate also implies that if ¢ > ¢; > 0 then Py, v, = 1,. We can therefore
define 1 € L (0,00;U) such that Pyp = 1, for every t > 0, and define y €
L (0,00;U) by y = Woomg + Footp. Since ¥ is a well-posed system and since
P.o(u* —y*) — 1, in L2(0,7;U) as k — oo, the identity (19b) with t = 7 and the
definition of y imply that P,y* — P,y in L2(0,7;U) as k — oo. Since 7 > 0 was
arbitrary, we have that (z,u,y) is a generalised solution of (7). Since ¢ is globally
Lipschitz, we also have that ¢(u—y) € L _(0,00;U) and P, ¢(u*—y*) — P o(u—y)
as k — oo. The fact that we also have P.¢(u* — %) — P4, and the uniqueness
of limits imply that P,v, = P,¢(u—1y). Thus the definition of y implies that (9b)
holds. Finally, the well-posedness of ¥ implies that the right-hand side of (19a)
converges to T;x(0) + &,Pop(u — y) for every ¢t > 0 as k — co. Since we also have
ok (t) — 2(t) as k — oo for all t > 0, the uniqueness of limits implies that (9a)

holds. O

Proof of Theorem 3.9. We will first show that Ay is a single-valued m-dissipative
operator. The operator Ay is single-valued if the element ‘v’ in the definition of
D(Ay) is unique (and these two properties are, in fact, equivalent). For proving
the uniqueness of v we will use our assumption that Re (¢p(ugz) — ¢(uq), ug —us) > 0
whenever ¢(u1) # ¢(uz). Let x € D(Ay) and let v € U and v2 € U be two
elements satisfying

Az + Bp(—uvy) € X and v = C&D Lﬁ(ka)} . k=1,2.

If we denote ¢ := ¢(—wv1) and ¢y := ¢(—wvs) for brevity, then X > Ax+ Bepo—(Ax+
B¢y) = A0+ B(¢2—¢1), and thus (0, p2—¢1) " € D(S). Moreover, C’&D[¢29¢1] =
C&D([4,] = [:]) = v2 — v1. The impedance passivity of S implies that

0=Re(A&B[4,%,],00x = Re(C&D|4,%, |,61 — ¢2)u
= Re (v2 — 1,01 — ¢2)uv > 0.

Thus Re (vy — v1,¢1 — ¢p2)y = 0, which based on our assumption implies that
¢(—v1) = ¢(—v2), and further that vy — vy = C&D[ 4,4, ] = 0. Thus the element
v in the definition of D(Ay) is unique and A, is single-valued.

To show that Ay is dissipative, let 1, z2 € D(Ay) and let v1,v2 € U denote the
corresponding elements in the definition of D(Ag4). Then the impedance passivity
of S and the monotonicity of ¢ imply that

Re (Ag(z2) — Ag(x1), 22 — 21) = Re (Azg + Bop(—v2) — (Azy + Bop(—v1)), 2 — 1)

ey )

< Re (C&D [¢(U“;§ B szl)} [ 6(—v2) = B(—01))
= Re (v — 01, (—v2) = ¢(—v1)) < 0.

Thus Ay is dissipative.

We will now show that A, is m-dissipative. By [27, Lem. 2.13] it suffices to show
that Ran(A — A;) = X for some A > 0. To this end, let 1 € X be arbitrary and
let A > 0 be such that Re P(X) > ¢x[I for some ¢y > 0. By Lemma 3.12(a) we can
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define v as the (unique) element in U such that
v =CRyx1 + P(A\)p(—v).

If we define = Ryz1 + RyB¢(—v), then (A — A)x — Bé(—v) = 1, and a direct
computation shows that

C&D{ v )} WD [Rwl + Ry\Bo(—v)

p(—v ¢(—v)
Thus « € D(Ay) and (A — Ag)(x) = x1. Since z; € X was arbitrary, we conclude
that Ay is m-dissipative.

To verify the estimate (13), let 1,22 € C([0,00);U) be two strong solutions
of (12) on [0,00) with corresponding outputs y; and yo. If we denote ¢y (t) =
d(—yr(t)), k = 1,2, for brevity, then the impedance passivity of S and the mono-
tonicity of ¢ imply that for a.e. t >0

1d
2dt

= CRyz1 + P(\)p(—v) = v.

Joa(t) = 21 (D]]* = Re (ALB H

.’Eg(t) —xl(t)
<Re <C&D Lbz(t) B ¢1(t)]  P2(t) — ¢1(t)>U
= Re (y2(t) — y1(t), 2(t) — ¢1(¢))y, < 0.

Because of this, ||z2(t) —z1(t)]] < ||z2(0) —21(0)] for all ¢ > 0. It is straightforward
to verify that also the generalised solutions of (12) (as limits of strong solutions)
satisfy the same estimate. In particular, strong and generalised solutions of (12)
are uniquely determined by x(0).

We will now study the existence of strong solutions of (12). To this end, let
xo € D(Ay). Since Ay is a single-valued and m-dissipative (equivalently, maximally
dissipative) operator we have from [27, Thm. 4.20] that A, is the generator of a
nonlinear contraction semigroup T¢ on D(Ay), which is a closed and convex subset
of X. We define z(t) = T¢(zo) for ¢ > 0. We then have from [27, Thm. 4.10,
Cor. 3.7] that  : [0,00) — X is a locally Lipschitz continuous, right-differentiable,
and almost everywhere differentiable function such that z(0) = xq, (t) € D(Ay)
for all t > 0, t — Ag(x(t)) is right-continuous, and

(20) #(t) = Ag(x(t))  forae. t>0.

Moreover, by contractivity of T¢ and by [27, Cor. 3.7] both 2 and & are essentially
bounded. Together these properties imply that 2 € W°°(0, 00; X), and thus z is
a strong solution of (12). For ¢ > 0 we denote by y(t) := v(x(¢)) the element ‘v’ in
the definition of D(A4) corresponding to the element z(¢). Equation (20) and the
structure of A, imply that

(21a) () = Ax(t) + Bo(—y(t))

(21b) y(t) = C&D[(b(f(;()t))}

for a.e. t > 0. Moreover, the second equation also holds for every ¢ > 0.

We will now show that y is right-continuous and that y, ¢(—y) € L°°(0, 00; U).
To this end, let A > 0 be such that Re P(\) > cx I for some ¢, > 0. By [27, Cor. 3.7]
the function z : [0,00) — X is right-differentiable, its right-derivative z := DTz is
right-continuous and non-increasing on [0,00), and z(t) = Axz(t) + Bo(—y(t)) for
t > 0. In particular, z € L>(0,00; X). For t > 0 we therefore have Az (t) — z(t) =
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(A= A)x(t) — Bo(—y(t)), and further z(t) = Ra(Ax(t) — 2(t)) — RaBo(—y(t)),
where we have denoted Ry := (A — A)~!. Substituting this into (21b) and using
Ry(Ax(t) — 2(t)) € D(A) we get for t >0

=D | M| = Caat) = 2(0) + P90,

We have from Lemma 3.12(a) that there exists a globally Lipschitz continuous
function g : U x U — U such that y(t) = ¢g(0, CRx(Az(t) — 2(¢))) for t > 0. But
since t — C'Rx(Ax(t) — z(t)) is right-continuous and essentially bounded, we deduce
that also y is right-continuous and y € L>°(0, 00; U). Finally, since Re P(\) > c)\1,
we have that P()\) is invertible and ¢(—y(t)) = P(\) 1 (y(t)—CRx(\x(t)—2(t))) for
t > 0. Thus also t — ¢(—y(t)) is right-continuous and ¢ — ¢(—y(t)) € L>(0,00;U).
Assume for the moment that S is well-posed and denote the associated well-
posed system by ¥ = (T, ®, ¥, F). We will show that x and y satisfy (14). The
property ¢(—y(+)) € L2 _(0,00;U), our knowledge that @ € L>°(0, 00; X), the fact
that (21a) holds for a.e. ¢t > 0 together with [46, Prop. 4.7] imply that z(t) =
Tixo+P:Prp(—y) for all t > 0. We will now show that y satisfies (14b). Denote ¢ =
d(—y(-)). We saw above that y,1 € L>°(0,00;U), and since || Az(-) + By|| = ||| €
L>°(0,00), we have (x,¢(—y))" € L>(0,00; D(S)). Since C&D € L(D(S),U),
taking Laplace transforms on both sides of (21a) and (21b) shows that for A € C;
we have 2(\) = (A — A)"lag + (A — A) " Bi(N) and
(M)
YA

Together with [46, Prop. 4.7] this implies that the Laplace transform of y coincides
with the Laplace transform of V. .zg + Foo(—y) on some open right half plane of
C. The uniqueness of Laplace transforms implies that y = U2+ Food(—y). This
completes the proof that if S is well-posed, then x and y satisfy (14).

To prove the existence of a generalised solution, assume that o € D(A4). Then
there exists a sequence (x§),en C D(Ay) such that ||zf — zo| — 0 as k — co. If
we define z(t) = T¢(z0) and z*(t) = T¢(zk) for t > 0 and for k € N, then the
contractivity of the semigroup T? implies that

§(\) = C&D [ ] =C\—A) " 'zg + POA)D(N).

sup [|2* () — z(t)|| < |lag — zoll = 0
t>0

as k — oo. This implies that z is a generalised solution of (12). (]

Proof of Lemma 3.10. We first note that by [21, Thm. 4.4] we have Re P(\) > eal
for some ¢y > 0 for one A > 0 if and only if such a ¢y, > 0 exists for all A > 0.
Because of this, Lemma 3.12(a) implies that for every A > 0 and r € U the equation
v =1+ P(A)$(—v) has a unique solution v € U which is determined by v = g, (r),
where gy : U — U is a globally Lipschitz continuous function. Using the properties
of S and similar computations as in the proof of Theorem 3.9 it is straightforward
to verify that for any A > 0

D(Ay) = {zo+ (A= A)'Bop(—v) | @9 € D(A), v=gr(Cxp)}.

For brevity, we denote Ry = (A — A)~! for A > 0 throughout the proof.
To prove part (a) it suffices to note that if we let A > 0 and define vy = g»(0) €
U, then vy = P(A)¢(—wvp) and the above characterisation of D(Ag) implies that
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{zo + RaBo(—vp)| o € Ker(C)} C D(Ay) C X. But since Ker(C') is dense in X
and RyB¢(—vg) € X, the set D(Ay) must be dense in X.

In part (b), let M > 0 be such that ||¢p(u)|]] < M for all u € U. Let z € X
and € > 0 be arbitrary. Since |RyB| — 0 as A — oo by assumption, we can
choose A > 0 such that [|RA\B|| < ¢/(2M). If we choose 2y € D(A) such that
lzo — z|| < e/2 and v = g\(Cxo) € U, then ¢y + RyB¢(—v) € D(A,) and

o — 20 = RABo(—v)| < 5 + [RaB| ()] <.

Since z € X and ¢ > 0 were arbitrary, we have that D(Ay) is dense in X.

To prove part (c), assume that P(A) — 0 as A — oo and that ¢ is globally
Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Ly > 0. For any u € U and A > 0 we
have that (RyBu,u)' € D(S) and the impedance passivity of S implies

Re (P(\)u,u) = Re {C&eD [RAUB“} ) > Re(AR\Bu + Bu, RyBu) = N[ Ry Bul.

This implies that [|[RyB|?> < A7Y|P(\)|| - 0as A — oo. Let x € X and € > 0
be arbitrary and let (A,)nen C (0,00) be such that A, — oo as n — co. Choose
xo € D(A) such that ||z — o] < €/2 and define v, = gx, (Czp) for n € N. Then
vp, = Cxg+ P(An)p(—vy), n € N. Since P(A,) — 0 as n — oo, there exists ng € N
such that ||P(A\,)]| < 1/(2Ly) for all n > ng. For all n > ng we therefore have
1

2L,
which implies that |Jv,|| < 2||Cxo||, and further that ||¢(—vy,)|| < 2Ly ||Cxol|, for all

n > ng. Since Ry, B — 0 as n — oo we can choose m > ng such that |[Ry,, B| <
€/(4Ly||Cxol]). Then zo + Ry, B¢(—vm) € D(Ay) and

9 9
lz =20 = Bx,, Bé(=vm)ll < 5 + [ B, Blll6(=vm)ll < 5 +

[onll < [[Coll + [P ll(=vn)ll < [[Coll + 57— Lo [[onl,

€
2
Since € X and € > 0 were arbitrary, we have that D(Ag) is dense in X.

To prove part (d), assume that B € L(U,X) and C&D = [C, 0] with C €
L(X,U). If x € D(A) and if we choose v = Cx, then Az + B¢(—v) € X and
v=C&D| )] =Cz. Thus z € D(Ay). Since x € D(A) was arbitrary, we have
D(A) C D(Ay) C X, and this implies that D(A4) is dense in X.

To prove part (f), we will first show that the maps z¢ — z(t), ¢ > 0, define
a (nonlinear) semigroup T° of contractions so that TY(zg) = z(t), t > 0. Let
z1,22 € C([0,00); X) and y1,y2 € LZ _(0,00; U) be solutions of (14) corresponding
to two initial conditions x1¢9 € X and x99 € X. Then

wa(t) — 21 (t) = Te(w10 — 720) + PP (A(—y2) — d(—y1))s t>0,
Y2 — Y1 = Yoo (20 — Z10) + Foo (d(—y2) — ¢(—11)).

Denoting ¢ = ¢(—yi(-)), k = 1,2, the impedance passivity of ¥ and the mono-
tonicity of ¢ imply that for all £ > 0

=E.

[22(t) = 21(8)|1 = [l20 — 10]|* < 2Re /0 (¢2(s) — d1(s), y2(s) — y1(s))ds < 0.

Thus ||z2(t) — 21(t)||* < ||z20 — 210]|? for all ¢ > 0. The properties of ¥ therefore
imply that the maps xo + x(t), t > 0, indeed define a semigroup T of contractions
on X in the sense of [27, Def. 3.1]. We have from the proof of Theorem 3.9 and Re-
mark 3.11 that A, is the infinitesimal generator [27, Def. 3.2] of a semigroup T? of
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contractions on D(Ag), and that T9(zo) = T (zo) for all ¢ > 0 and zo € D(Ag).
This further implies that the infinitesimal generator Ay of TV is a dissipative exten-
sion of Ag. But since X is a Hilbert space, Ay is a maximal dissipative operator [27,
Def. 2.5], and thus necessarily Ay = Ao. Finally, we have from [27, Thm. 4.20] that
D(A4) = D(Ap) is dense in X.

Finally, to prove part (e) we note that Assumption 3.2 in particular implies that
Re (p(uz) — ¢(u1),ug — u1) > 0 whenever ¢(uy) # ¢(uz). Therefore the argument
in the proof of Theorem 3.9 shows that Ay is single-valued and our claim follows
from part (f) and Theorem 3.3. O

4. GLOBAL ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY UNDER NONLINEAR FEEDBACK

In this section we study the global asymptotic stability of the origin of the
nonlinear system obtained from an impedance passive well-posed linear system
under nonlinear feedback of the form u(t) = ¢(—y(¢)). In this situation the function
¢ : U — U is assumed to satisfy the following conditions.

Assumption 4.1. The function ¢ : U — U is locally Lipschitz continuous, ¢(0) =
0 and there exists constants a,y,6 > 0 such that

o Re(p(u),u) > allull* when [lu]| < 6;

e Re (¢p(u),u) >~ when ||u|| > 4.

Example 4.2. If ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfies Assumption 4.1 with U = [0, 00)
then it is easy to check that also the function ¢ : U — U defined by ¢(0) = 0
and ¢(u) = ¥(||ull)||ul|"tu for u # 0 satisfies Assumption 4.1. In particular, the
saturation function ¢ : C — C defined so that ¢(u) = w whenever |u| < 1 and
¢(u) = u/|u|] whenever |u| > 1 satisfies Assumption 4.1. Moreover, if ¢ : U3 — Uy
and ¢o : Uy — Us satisfy Assumption 4.1, then the same is true for ¢ : U — U
defined by ¢(u) = (¢ (uy), do(uz)) for u = (uy,us)’ € U := Uy x Us.

Our first main result establishes the convergence of individual solutions of the
nonlinear closed-loop system under the assumption that linear feedback of the form
u = —y + v achieves strong stability of the closed-loop semigroup.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that ¥ = (T, ®, U, F) is an impedance passive well-posed
linear system and that ¢ : U — U satisfies Assumption 4.1. Moreover, assume that
the well-posed linear system L5 = (TX @K WK FK) obtained from ¥ by negative
feedback u = —y + v is such that the semigroup TX is strongly stable. Let xy € X
be such that there exist x € C([0,00); X) and y € L? (0,00;U) such that ¢(—y) €
LZ (0,00;U) and

(22a) x(t) = Trzo + ©:Prd(—y), t>0,
(22b) Y = Voo + Focp(—y).

Then ||z(t)|| — 0 as t — oo, and y € L?(0,00;U) and ¢(—y) € L2(0,00;U).
In particular, if © and y with the above properties exist for every xo € X, then
lz(t)]| = 0 as t — oo and y, p(—y) € L2(0,00;U) for every zo € X.

Proof. Let 9 € X and y € L2 (0,00;U) be such that ¢(—y) € L _(0,00;U) and

assume that (22) hold for all ¢ > 0. We begin by showing that y € L2(0, 00; U) and
#(—y) € L2(0,00;U). Since ¥ is impedance passive, Definition 2.1 implies that

(23) 2Re /O (@(=y(5)), —y(s))ds < [|zo]|* — a(@®)]* < [lzol*, ¢ >0.
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Let a,y,d > 0 be as in Assumption 4.1. For a fixed representative of the equivalence
class y € L2 .(0,00;U), define g = |ly(-)|| and define Q> = g=1([0,5)) and Q1 =
[0,00) \ 22. Then ©; and s are measurable and disjoint subsets of [0, c0) and

ly@) = 9, for a.e. t €
ly(®)]| < 4, for a.e. t € Qo.

Assumption 4.1 and (23) imply that

(o) < Re [ (@(-y(s)), ~uls))ds < 3 ol

Q1

Thus p(2;) < % |zo||? and in particular €2; has finite measure. On the other hand,

Assumption 4.1 and (23) imply that
1
@) o Jue)IPs < Re | {6yl —u(s)ds < gl < oo,

Since y € L2 (0, 00; U) by assumption, we have llyllL2(0,;v) < oo. Combined with

loc
(24) this implies y € L2(0,00;U) as claimed. Since ¢(—y) € L2 _(0,00;U) by
assumption and (1) < oo, we have ||¢(—y)||lr2(0,;v) < 00. On the other hand,
since ¢ is locally Lipschitz continuous and |ly(t)|| < § for a.e. t € Qq, there exists

Ls > 0 such that ||¢(—y(¢))|| < Ls|ly(t)|| for a.e. t € Q2. Hence

[ tocupias < 22 [l < oo
Qo Qs

Combining the above properties shows that ¢(—y) € L2(0,00;U) as claimed.
We have from Theorem 2.2 and [46, Prop. 5.15] that for all ¢ > 0

z(t) T, &, Zo TE of Zo 0
_ Lo P + ,

ol = o B L] = [ 3] (leao] « ea))
which implies z(t) = TEzg + ®EP;(y + ¢(—y)) for t > 0. The semigroup TX
is strongly stable by assumption and thus TXzq — 0 as ¢ — oo. Theorem 2.2
implies that there exists M > 0 such that ||®X| < M for all + > 0. In the first
part of the proof we showed that y, ¢(—y) € L2(0,00;U), and thus we also have
y+ é¢(—y) € L2(0,00;U). Lemma 2.3 therefore implies that ®XP(y + ¢(—y)) — 0
as t — oo. Because of this, we have ||z(t)|| — 0 as t — oo. O

As the main result of this section we introduce conditions guaranteeing that the
origin is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium point of the system under
nonlinear feedback u(t) = ¢(—y(t)). Here the operator Ay is defined as in Sec-
tion 3.2. We recall that sufficient conditions for D(A,) being dense in X are listed
in Lemma 3.10.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that S is an impedance passive well-posed system mnode
with associated well-posed system X, and assume that its transfer function satisfies
Re P(A\) > exl for some cx,A > 0. Assume further that ¢ : U — U satisfies
Assumption 4.1, that D(Ay) is dense in X, and that Re (¢(uz) —@(u1), us—uq) > 0
whenever ¢(uy) # ¢(us). Finally, assume that the well-posed linear system LK =
(T, oK WK FE) obtained from ¥ by negative feedback uw = —y + v is such that
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the semigroup TX is strongly stable. Then the origin is a globally asymptotically
stable equilibrium point of the system

(25) i(t) = Ag(z(t),  t=0,

that is, for every initial state xog € X the equation (25) has a generalised solution
x such that ©(0) = xo and this solution satisfies ||x(t)|] — 0 as t — oo.

Proof. Let g € X. Since D(Ay) is dense in X, Theorem 3.9 implies that (25) has a
unique generalised solution z on [0, co) satisfying (0) = . To show that ||z(¢)| —
0 ast — oo, let € > 0. We can choose zg € D(Ay) such that ||zg — 2z0]| < £/2. By
Theorem 3.9 there exists a strong solution z. of (25) on [0, 00) and a corresponding
output y. € LZ (0,00;U) such that z.(0) = 29, ¢(—y.) € L (0,00;U), and
ze(t) = Trzo + P P1p(—ve), t>0,
Ye = Yoo 20 + Foop(—ye ).

We thus have from Theorem 4.3 that ||z-(¢)|| — 0 as ¢ — co. Because of this, we
can choose tg > 0 so that ||z (t)|| < €/2 for all ¢ > t;. We have from Theorem 3.9
that x and . satisfy the estimate (13), and thus for all ¢ > ¢, we have

l@) < [le(t) = ze (O] + |z (@) < [lzo = 20l + [z < % + % =e

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we have that |z(¢)|| — 0 as t — oo. O

5. BOUNDARY CONTROL SYSTEMS WITH NONLINEAR FEEDBACK

In this section we investigate abstract boundary control systems [33, 23, 17] of
the form

(26a) i(t) = La(t)
(26b) Gz(t) = u(t)
(26¢) y(t) = Ka(t)

for t > 0. If X, U, and Y are Hilbert spaces, then the triple (G, L, K) is called a
boundary node on the spaces (U, X,Y)if L : D(L) C X — X, G € L(D(L),U),
K € £L(D(L),Y) and the following hold.
e The restriction A := Ll|ker(g) with domain D(A) = Ker(G) generates a
strongly continuous semigroup T on X.
e The operator G € L(D(L),U) has a bounded right inverse, i.e., there exists
G" € L(U,D(L)) such that GG" = 1.
This boundary node is impedance passive if Y = U and if
Re (Lz,z)x < Re(Gz,Kx)y, x € D(L).
Moreover, the transfer function P : p(A) — L(U,Y) of (G, L, K) is defined so that
P(MN)u = Kz, where x € D(L) is the unique solution of the equations (A — L)z =0
and Gz = u.

It has been shown in [23] that every boundary node (G, L, K) gives rise to a
system node S on (U, X,Y’). More precisely, [23, Thm. 2.3] shows that the operator

[l o (Z)
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is a system node on (U, X,Y). We note that the definition of S in particular implies
that (x,u)" € D(S) if and only if z € D(L) and u = Gz. If (G, L, K) is impedance
passive, then the associated system node S is impedance passive as well, since for
(z,u)T € D(S) we then have

-1 -1
é] m 2) = Re (La, ) < Re (Kz, Gz) = Re (K H m ).
In addition, the transfer function of (G, L, K) coincides with the transfer function
of the associated system node.

Because of this connection with system nodes, we can call a boundary node
(G, L, K) (externally) well-posed if its associated system node S is well-posed, that
is, if S is a system node of a well-posed linear system Y. In this case we can
also say 3 is the well-posed system associated with (G, L, K). If g € D(L) and
u € C?%(]0,00);U) are such that Gxro = u(0), then by [23, Lem. 2.6] there exists
z € C1([0,00); X)NC([0,00); D(L)) and y € C(]0,00);Y) such that z(0) = z and
such that (26) hold for all ¢ > 0. The well-posedness of (G, L, K) is equivalent
to the property that there exists 7, M, > 0 such that all such solutions of (26)
satisfy [17, Ch. 13]

Jeli + [ " ly@l2de < M, (nxou%( - ' |u<t>||%dt) .

Lemma 5.1. Let (G, L, K) be an impedance passive boundary node on the spaces
(U, X,U) with U # {0} and let P be the transfer function of (G,L,K). For every
A € Cy there exists ¢y > 0 such that Re P(X) > c)I.

Proof. Let A > 0 and u € U. Then P(A)u = Kz, where € D(L) satisfies Lx = Ax
and Gr = u. The identity * = A\~! Lz implies that 2(Lx, z) = ||z||> + A\ 7Y|| Lz ||* >
min{ A\, )\_1}||33||2D(L). Since U # {0} and since G is surjective, we have G # 0 and
ul®* = IG2[* < |Glle(or),v)llzlBr- Combining these estimates and using the

Relr |

impedance passivity of (G, L, K) shows that
< min{\, A7} 2
~ 2||Gllep(n),v

Since u € U was arbitrary, there exists ¢y > 0 such that Re P(\) > ¢)I. Since P is
a positive real function [21, Thm. 4.4] implies the claim for all A € C,.. O

Re (P(Nu,u) = Re (Kx,Gx) > Re (Lz, x)

We are interested in the well-posedness and stability of the equation

(27a) @(t) = La(t)
(27b) Ga(t) = ¢(u(t) — y(t))
(27¢) y(t) = Kax(t)

for ¢t > 0, where (G, L, K) is an impedance passive and well-posed boundary node
on (U, X,U) and ¢ : U — U. The following definition of classical and generalised
solutions of (27) agree with the concepts of classical and generalised solutions of
the equation (7) when the system node in (8) is associated with (G, L, K).

Definition 5.2. Let (G, L, K) be a well-posed boundary node on (U, X,U). A
triple (z,u,y) is called a classical solution of (27) on [0, 00) if

o 2 €CH([0,00); X), u € C([0,00); U), and y € C([0,00); U);

e z(t) € D(L) for all t > 0 and (27) hold for every ¢t > 0.



26 A. HASTIR AND L. PAUNONEN

A triple (z,u,y) is called a generalised solution of (27) on [0, c0) if
e € C([0,00); X), u€ L (0,00;U), and y € LZ (0, 00;U);

loc loc
e there exists a sequence (z¥,u*, y*) of classical solutions of (27) on [0, 00)
such that for every 7 > 0 we have (P, 2% P u* P.y*)T = (P 2, P,u,P,y)"

as k — oo in C([0,7]; X) x L2(0,7;U) x L2(0,7; U).

The following result introduces conditions for the existence of classical and gen-
eralised solutions of (27).

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that (G,L,K) is an impedance passive and well-posed
boundary node on (U, X,U) with U # {0} and suppose that ¢ : U — U satis-
fies Assumption 3.2 for some > 0. If zg € X and u € L2 (0,00;U), then (27)
has a generalised solution (z,u,y) on [0,00) satisfying x(0) = xg. This solution
satisfies

IIT(t) = thﬂ() + q)tPt¢(u - ’y), t> 0,
y=Wemo + FOO¢(U - y)7

where ¥ = (T,®,V,F) is the well-posed system associated to (G,L,K). If xg €
D(L) and u € H},(0,00;U) are such that Gxg = ¢(u(0) — Kxo), then this (z,u,y)
is a classical solution of (27) on [0,00).

If (x1,u1,y1) and (x2,us,y2) are two generalised solutions of (27), then for all

t > 0 we have
(28a) 2 (t) — 21 (8)]% + H/o [p(ua(s) = ya(s)) = d(ui(s) — yi(s))|7ds

(25D) < o2 =21 Ol + 5 [ lluals) = w5

Proof. Let S = [égg] be the system node associated with the boundary node
(G,L,K). Definitions 3.1 and 5.2 and the relationship between (G, L, K) and S
imply that the classical and generalised solutions of (7) coincide with the classical
and generalised solutions, respectively, of (27). Our assumptions and Lemma 5.1
imply that S is impedance passive and well-posed, and its transfer function P
satisfies Re P(\) > ¢)I for some A, ¢y > 0. Because of this, Theorem 3.3 implies
that (7) — and consequently also (27) — has classical and generalised solutions
with the properties stated in the claim. In particular, (z,u)’ € X x U satisfies
(z,u)" € D(S) (or equivalently Az + Bu € X) if and only if z € D(L) and Gz = u
and we have from [23, Thm. 2.3(iv)] that C&D = [K, 0]|p(s). These properties
imply that the condition (2, u(0))" € Deomp in Theorem 3.3 holds if and only if
xo € D(L) and Gz = ¢p(u(0) — Kzp). Finally, the estimate for the difference of
two generalised solutions of (27) follows directly from the corresponding estimate
for the pairs of solutions of (7). O

In the absence of the external input u(t), the system (27) becomes

(29a) z(t) = La(t)
(29b) Gu(t) = ¢(—y(t))
(29¢) y(t) = Kx(t)

for t > 0, where (G, L, K) is an impedance passive (but not necessarily well-posed)
boundary node on the spaces (U, X, U). We can use Theorems 3.9 and 4.4 to analyse
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the well-posedness and stability of this system. We begin by defining the strong
and generalised solutions of (29).

Definition 5.4. Let (G, L, K) be a boundary node on the spaces (U, X, U).
e The function z € H{, (0, 00; X) is called a strong solution of (29) if z(t) €
D(L) and (29b) hold for all ¢ > 0, and if (29a) holds for almost every ¢t > 0.
The corresponding output y : [0,00) — U is defined by (29¢) for all ¢ > 0.
e The function z € C([0,00); X) is called a generalised solution of (29) on
[0, 00) if there exists a sequence (2¥)yen of strong solutions of (29) on [0, 00)
such that [Pz — P z||c(o,7);x) = 0 as k — oo for all 7 > 0.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that (G, L, K) is an impedance passive boundary node on
(U, X,U) withU # {0}, that Ker(G)NKer(K) is dense in X and that¢ : U — U is a
continuous monotone function. Then for every initial state xo € X the system (29)
has a well-defined generalised solution x on [0,00) satisfying x(0) = xg. If 9 €
D(L) and Gxo = ¢p(—Kxy), then this x is a strong solution of (29) on [0,00). The
corresponding output y is right-continuous and y, p(—y) € L>=(0,00;U). If 1 and
x2 are two generalised solutions of (29) on [0,00), then

[z2(t) — 21 (8)llx < [22(0) =21 (0)][x, ¢ =0

If (G, L, K) is well-posed and its associated well-posed system is ¥ = (T, D, ¥, F),
then for every xg € D(L) satisfying Gxo = ¢(—Kxg) the strong solution x and the
corresponding output y satisfy

x(t) = Tt(EO —+ q)tPt¢(—y)7 t Z O,
y=Voxo+ Fm¢(_y)'

Proof. Let S = [égg] be the system node associated with the boundary node
(G,L,K). Definitions 3.8 and 5.4 and the relationship between (G, L, K) and S
imply that the strong and generalised solutions of (11) coincide with the strong and
generalised solutions, respectively, of (29). Our assumptions and Lemma 5.1 imply
that S is impedance passive and that its transfer function P satisfies Re P(\) >
cxI for some A ¢y > 0. The relationship between (G, L, K) and S implies that
(r,u)"T € X x U satisfies (z,u)" € D(S) (or equivalently Az+ Bu € X) if and only
if # € D(L) and Gz = u, and we have C&D = [K, 0]|p(s) by [23, Thm. 2.3(iv)].
These properties imply that the operator A4 in Theorem 3.9 has the form

Agx = Lz, z€ D(Ay) ={zeD(L)| Gz =¢(—Kz) },

and A, is in particular single-valued. The output operator of S satisfies Ker(C) =
Ker(G) N Ker(K), and therefore Lemma 3.10(a) and our assumption imply that
D(Ay) is dense in X. Because of this, Theorem 3.9 and Remark 3.11 imply that (11)
— and therefore also (29) — has strong and generalised solutions with exact the
properties stated in the claim, and a generalised solution on [0, c0) exists for every
g € X. Moreover, the estimate for the pairs of generalised solutions follows directly
from the corresponding estimate for the solutions of (11) in Theorem 3.9. O

Finally, the following theorem introduces conditions for the global asymptotic
stability of the origin for the system (29).

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that (G, L, K) is an impedance passive well-posed boundary
node on (U, X,U) with U # 0, that Ker(G) NKer(K) is dense in X, and that the
operator Llker(a+K) generates a strongly stable semigroup. Finally, assume that
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¢ U = U is alocally Lipschitz continuous monotone function, ¢(0) = 0, and there
exist a7, > 0 such that

o Re (p(u),u) > aflul|* when |jul| < d;

e Re(o(u),u) >~ when ||lul]| > 4.
Then the origin is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium point of (29), i.e.,
the generalised solutions on [0,00) corresponding to all initial states x(0) = xo € X
exist and satisfy ||z (t)|| — 0 as t — oo.

Proof. The existence of generalised solutions corresponding to all initial states zg €
X follows from Theorem 5.5. If we denote by ¥ the well-posed linear system
associated with (G, L, K) and by ©X = (TK &K UK FK) the well-posed system
obtained from ¥ by negative feedback u = —y + v, then it is straightforward to
use [41, Thm. 7.4.1] to verify that the generator of T i exactly Llger(G4i)- As
shown in the proof of Theorem 5.5, the operator Ay in Theorems 3.9 and 4.4 is such
that D(Ag) is dense in X, and the generalised solutions of (29) coincide with those
of (11). Therefore Theorem 4.4 shows that generalised solutions corresponding to
all initial states g € X satisfy ||z(¢)|| — 0 as t — oo. O

6. PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION SYSTEMS WITH NONLINEAR FEEDBACK

6.1. Port-Hamiltonian Systems. In this section we apply our results in the
study of infinite-dimensional port-Hamiltonian systems [17, 15, 3]. This class con-
sists of partial differential equations of the form

(30a) 560 = Prg (HO(6.0) + Py (H(O(G. )
Wea] [HO)z0b,0)] I

(30b) {WZJ [H(a)x(a,t)} - [0] u(t)

(300 i) = vie | 0]

for t > 0 and ¢ € [a,b], where z((,t) € C*. Here P, € C"*" is a Hermitian
matrix, i.e., Pf = P;, and Py € C"*" satisfies Re Py < 0. The function H(-) €
L (a, b; (C”X") is assumed to satisfy H(()* = H(() and H(¢) > ¢l for some ¢ > 0
and for a.e. ¢ € [a,b]. The matrices Wg 1, Wg 2, and We determine the boundary
input u(t) € CP, homogeneous boundary conditions, and boundary output y(t) €
CP based on the values of H(-)z(,t) at the endpoints of the spatial interval [a, b].
As shown in [17], the class of port-Hamiltonian systems (30) especially contains
mathematical models of mechanical systems described by, for instance, the one-
dimensional wave equation and the Timoshenko beam equation. We make the
following assumptions on the parameters H, Wg 1 Wg 2, and We.

Assumption 6.1. Denote

- 1 P1 —P1 ,:,_O I WBl —1
RO_\/§|:I I:|; ‘—‘_|:I 0:|7 WB |:W 2:|R07

Wp1 = WB,lRal, Wgao = WB72R61, and We = WCRa . Suppose that the
following hold.
(a) We have WgEW};, > 0 and rank ([%g]) = n + rank(W¢).

(b) 2Re (Wg.19, Weg) > (Eg,g) for all g € Ker(Wg 2).
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(c) PIH(C) = S(OTAQ)S(Q); ¢ € [a,b], where S,A € C'([a,b];C"*") are
such that A(C) is a diagonal matriz and S(¢) is nonsingular for all ¢ € [a, b].

As shown in [17, Ch. 11-13], the system (30) can be recast as a boundary control
system on the Hilbert space X = L2(a,b;C") equipped with the inner product
(f,9)x = (fiHg)L2(apscr) (see also [49, 32]). The boundary node (G, L, K) on
(CP, X, CP) associated to the system (50) is defined by

(31a) Lx__PLC(Hz)+I%Gﬂw

(1) D(L)={reX | HreH o, b:CY), Wi [0 ] =0
_ i [ (Ha)(b)

(31c) Gz =Wg, {(Hz)(a)} , Kao=We [( :v)(a)} :

Assumption 6.1(a) implies that (G, L, K) is a boundary node on (C?, X,CP) [17
Thm. 11.3.2 & Rem. 11.3.3]. We can check that Assumption 6.1(b) implies that
(G,L,K) is impedance passive (cf. [31, Lem. V.3]). Indeed, if € D(L), then

Hmemmﬁﬂﬂjﬁmdﬁmg*Rﬁgfg}mmW%wafoWm%

and Kz = Weg. We therefore have from [17, Lem. 7.2.1 & (7.26)] and Assump-
tion 6.1(b) that

1
Re (Lz,z)x < §<Eg,g>cp <Re(Wg,19,Wcg)cr = Re(Gz, Kx)cor.

Thus (G, L, K) is impedance passive. Finally, if conditions (a) and (c) in Assump-
tion 6.1 hold, then [17, Thm. 13.2.2] implies (G, L, K) is well-posed, and in addition
that the associated well-posed system ¥ is uniformly regular in the sense that the
limit limy_y00, x>0 P(A) exists.

We can now investigate the well-posedness and stability of the nonlinear partial
differential equation

ox 1o}

e ] o) = [i] (w0 - e [eted])
(320) y(t) = We [H(b)w(b’ ’”] .

(32a)

H(a)x(a,t)
The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.3.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that Assumption 6.1 holds and that ¢ : CP — CP satis-
fies Assumption 3.2 for some k > 0, and let (G, L, K) be as in (31). If zo € D(L)
and u € H}, (0, 00; CP) are such that

W] [H(b)zo(b) I — [H(D)zo(b)

33 . B = 0) — W,
(33) b@J[H@Md@ o) 2O =" 13 (a)ro(a)] )
then (32) has a classical solution (x,u,y) satisfying x(-,0) = x¢ in the sense that x :
[a,b] x[0,00) = C" and y € C([0,00); CP) are such that t — z(-,t) € C1([0,00); X),
x(-,t) € D(L) for all t > 0, and (32) hold for every t > 0 and for almost every
¢ € [a,0].

If zo € X and u € L3 (0,00;CP), then (32) has a generalised solution (z,u,y)
satisfying x(-,0) = zo in the sense that t — z(-,t) € C([0,00);X) and y €
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L2 (0,00;U) and there exists a sequence (x*,u* y*) of classical solutions such that
for every T > 0 we have sup,¢q - |k (-, 6) =z (-, t) | x = 0, [PruF=Pruflr2(0,-) — O,
and |Pry* —P-yllr20,-) = 0 as k — co. Each pair (x1,u1,y1) and (z2,u2,y2) of
generalised solutions satisfy the estimate

(- 8) = 21(, D12 (a0) + H/o l¢(ua(s) = y2(s)) — d(ur(s) — y1(s))|Erds

1 t
< flea(c0) = a1 (O scany + 5 [ ) = (@)ds, 10,

Proof. As explained above, Assumption 6.1 implies that (G, L, K) defined in (31)
is well-posed and impedance passive. The claims follow from the application of
Theorem 5.3 to (G, L, K) in (31). O

In the case where u = 0 we can use Theorems 5.5 and 5.6 to introduce conditions
for the existence and stability of solutions of (32). The part on the existence
of solutions does not require condition (¢) in Assumption 6.1, and it is related
to the earlier result on port-Hamiltonian systems with nonlinear feedback in [3,
Thm. 4.2] and [44, Sec. 5.1]. Sufficient conditions for the stability of the differential
equation (32) with the linear boundary condition (34) have been presented, for
instance, in [49, 4, 34].

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that Assumption 6.1(a—b) hold and that ¢ : CP — CP
is a continuous monotone function, and let (G, L, K) be as in (31). If xy € D(L)

is such that

|:V~VB,1:| {H(b)xo(b)} _ {I] é (_W [H(b)ﬂﬁo(b)})

Wga| [H(a)zo(a)] |0 ¢ H(a)zg(a)| )’
then (32) with u = 0 has a strong solution x satisfying x(-,0) = xo in the sense
that t — x(-,t) € Hj,(0,00; X), z(t) € D(L) for all t > 0, (32b) holds for all
t >0, and (32a) holds for almost every t > 0 and almost every ¢ € [a,b]. The
corresponding output y : [0,00) = CP defined by (32¢) fort > 0 is right-continuous
and y,(—y) € L>°(0,00;CP). If o € X and u € L} (0,00;CP), then (32) has a
generalised solution x satisfying x(-,0) = xg in the sense that there exists a sequence
(xF)ren of strong solutions of (32) such that SUPyc(o,7] ¥ (-, t) — (-, )| x — 0 for
all 7 > 0. Every pair x1 and x2 of generalised solutions of (32) satisfy

lz2(-t) — 21 (5 ) llL2(ap) < llz2(,0) — 21(,0)|L2(ap), t>0.

Assume further that Assumption 6.1(c) holds, that ¢ satisfies Assumption 4.1,
and that the linear partial differential equation (32a) together with the boundary
condition

(34) [WB,E +WC] [H(b)xo(b)] _

Wg.2 H(a)zo(a)

is strongly stable in the sense that all its classical solutions x satisfy ||x(-,t)||x — 0
as t — oo. Then the origin is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium point
of (29), i.e., the generalised solutions corresponding to all initial states xg € X
exist and satisfy ||x(-,t)||x = 0 as t = oo.

Proof. Assumption 6.1(a)—(b) imply that (G, L, K) defined in (31) is an impedance
passive boundary node on (CP, X, CP). Since Ker(G) N Ker(K) in particular con-
tains all functions x € L2(a,b; C") for which Hx is a smooth function satisfying
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(Hz)(a) = (Hz)(b) = 0, and since H({) > ¢l for some ¢ > 0 and for a.e. ¢ € [a, ],
it is easy to verify that Ker(G) N Ker(K) is dense in X. The classical solutions
of (32a) with the boundary condition (34) coincide with the classical orbits of
the contraction semigroup generated by L|ker(c+ k), and our assumption therefore
implies that this semigroup is strongly stable. Because of this, the claims follow
directly from Theorems 5.5 and 5.6. O

6.2. A Timoshenko beam with saturated boundary damping. We consider
the well-posedness and stability of a one-dimensional Timoshenko beam model

(35a) p(Quee (€, 1) = (K(C) (we (¢, 1) — (¢, 1)),

(35Db) L (Q)eee (€, 1) = (ET(C)epc (G, )) K(Q) (we (¢ 1) — ¢(¢,1))
(35¢) wy(a,t) =0, pi(a,t) =

(35d) EI(b)pc(b,t) = psat (Ul(t) ¢i(b,1))

(35e) K(b) (we(b,t) — (b)) = psar (u2(t) — we(b, 1))

for ¢ € (a,b) and ¢t > 0, where w(¢,t) is the transverse displacement of the beam
and ¢(¢, t) is the rotation angle of a filament of the beam. The physical parameters
p,1,, EI and K are the mass per unit length, the rotary moment of inertia of a cross
section of the beam, the product of Young’s modulus of elasticity and the moment
of inertia of the cross section and the shear modulus, respectively. We assume that
these physical parameters are positive and continuously differentiable with respect
to ¢ € [a,b]. The external input of the system is u(t) = (u(t),ua(t))" € C2, ¢ > 0.
In (35d)—(35€), ¢sat : C — C is the scalar saturation function defined by ¢gat(u) = u
when |u| < 1 and ¢gat(u) = u/|u| when |u| > 1. The boundary conditions describe
the situation where the beam is clamped at ( = a and is subject to saturated
damping and input at ¢ = b. We define the distance between the two states
(wh, ') and (w?, ¢?) of (35) at time ¢t > 0 as

1
D(w2,¢2),(w1,tp1)(t) = /O |:K(C> |wg(g7t) - wgl“(C7t) - wQ(Cat) + <P1(C7t)|2

O) [wi(¢,t) — wi (¢, 1)) + BIQ) |02(¢o ) — ob(¢, )]
O ¢3¢t — eH (¢, 1) ]ac.

We define the energy of the state (w,¢) of (35) at time ¢t > 0 by E, ,(t) =
2D (w,0),(0,0)(t). The concepts of classical and generalised solutions of (35) are
given in the following definition.

Definition 6.4. The triple (w, p,u) is called a classical solution of (35) on [0, c0)
if u € C([0,00); C?), @u(b, ), we(b,-) € C([0,00)), t = we (- 1) — (1), t = wi(1),
t— @C('?t)ﬂ [ Spt( ) € Cl([o OO) L2(a7b)>7 and ’wc(-,t)—(p(-,t)7 wt('vt)v w(('7t)7
©¢(-,t) € H'(a,b), t > 0, and if (35) hold for all t+ > 0 and for a.e. ¢ € [a,b].
The triple (w,p,u) is called a generalized solution of (35) on [0,00) if u €
loc(O 05 c? )7 l = wC(vt) - @(at)v t— wt(vt)7 = @4(7 )a = th('vt) €
(Jo, oo),LQ(a,b)), and (b, ), w(b,-) € L2 (0,00) are such that there exists a
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sequence (w”, ¥ u¥) of classical solutions such that for every 7 > 0 we have

S}ép | D(wk7tpk:)y(w7sa) (t) — 0, ||P7uk — PTUHL2(O,T;(C2) — 0,
te|0,T

||PT(<pf(ba ')a U}f(b, ))T - PT(‘)Ot(b’ ')a wt(ba '))T||L2(0,T;C2) —0
as k — oo.

The following result establishes the existence of classical and generalised solutions
of the nonlinear model (35) and shows that the origin is a globally asymptotically
stable equilibrium point of the system.

Proposition 6.5. If wy, w1, o, and ¢1 and u = (u1,uz)’ € L2 (0,00;C?) are
such that wh—po, w1, ¢p, p1 € L2(a,b), then (35) has a generalised solution (w, p,u)
on [0,00) satisfying w(-,0) = wo, we(+,0) = w1, ¢(,0) = o and ¢i(-,0) = ¢1. If
u € H},(0,00;C?), wh — cpo,wl,cpg,cpl € H'(a,b) and

(36a) wy(a) = p1(a) =0,

(36b) EI(b)y ( ) st (u1(0) = ¢1(0)),

(36¢) K (b)(wp(b) = ¢0(b)) = dsat (u2(0) — w1 (b)),

then this (w,p,u) is a classical solution of (35). Ewvery pair (w',o',u') and

(w?, %, u?) of generalised solutions satisfies

P+ o (0 - [2]) o e - 2]

C2

ds

< D(w2,<p2)7(w17tp1)(0) —|—/ ||U2(S) - Ul(S)HEQ ds, t>0.
0

Moreover, if uw = 0, then the origin of (35) is a globally asymptotically stable
equilibrium point, i.e., the generalised solutions described above satisfy Eq, ,(t) — 0
ast — oo.

Proof. We start by showing that (35) can be formulated as an infinite-dimensional
port-Hamiltonian system of the form (32) which satisfies Assumption 6.1. To this
end we define

x1(<3 t) = W¢ (C’ t) - @(Ca t), xQ(C’ t) = p(C)wt(Ca t)v

23(C 1) = @c(C, 1), 2a(C,t) = 1, (O (C, T)
and x = (21,22, 23,74) . Then (35a)—(35b) has the form (30a) on X = L2(a, b; C*),
where

0100 000 1 T
= [6889] Py= [888 } H(C) = ding(K (0), ()~ EI(O), L,(O)™Y).
0010 100

We have P = Pf and Re Py < 0. If we define ¢ : C?> — C? such that ¢(u)
(tsat (U1), Psat(u2)) T for u = (ug,us)’ and define u(t) = (uy(t),ua2(t))", y(t) =
(th(bv t)th(bat))—ra and

. 00100000 o 00000100
BI=11o0o000000 "2 10000000 1|’
. 00010000
WC[OlOOOOOO}’

then (35¢)—(35¢) are exactly of the form (32b)—(32c¢).
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We will now show that Assumption 6.1 is satisfied. A direct computation shows
that

We. — L[oooroo10] 0 1[-10000100
Br=pl01001000 "7 5[0 0-10000 1]
w._ Lfoorooo0o01
CT 210000100

These matrices satisfy WpEW}; = 0454 and rank ([%ﬁ |) = 6 where n = 4 and
rank(W¢) = 2. Thus Assumption 6.1(a) is satisfied. Now observe that

Ker (Wg2) = {(91. 92, 93. 94, 95, 96, 97, 9s) €C* | g1 = g6, g5 = g5}

Moreover, we have (g, g) = 2Re (g195 + G296 + G397 + Gags) and it is easy to check
that if g € Ker(Wp,2), then

2Re (Wg,19,Weg) = Re (g1(g92 + 95) + 93(94 + 97) + G692 + 95) + G(94 + g7))
= (Z9,9)

Thus Assumption 6.1(b) is satisfied. Finally, it is straightforward to check that
PiH(¢) = S(O)7TA(Q)S(¢) for ¢ € [0,1] with S € C1([0,1];C*) and with A =
diag(\/EI/I,,—/EI/1,,\/K/p,—+/K/p). Thus Assumption 6.1(c) is satisfied.

The properties in Examples 3.7 and 4.2 imply that ¢ satisfies Assumptions 3.2
with k = 1 and Assumption 4.1 with some «,~,d > 0. Let wg, wy, ¢g, and ¢ and
u = (u,uz) " € L2 _(0,00;C?) be such that wjy — ¢g, w1, @y, 1 € L%(a,b), and de-
fine zo = (wf — o, p(-)w1, ', I,(-)1) . Then z¢ € X and Proposition 6.2 implies
that (32) has a generalised solution on [0, 00) satisfying z(-,0) = zo. It is straight-
forward to check that there exist w : [a,b] x [0,00) — C and ¢ : [a,b] x [0,00) — C
such that ¢t — w(-,t) € C([0,00);H(a,b)), t — w(,t) € C([0,00); L%(a,b)),
E s (1) € C0,00) H (@), ¢ @i(-1) € C([0,50); L2 (a,b), and a(C,2) =
(we(C 1) = (¢, 1), p(Qwe(C, 1), 0 (¢, 1), Tp(Qe(C, 1)) T for all ¢ > 0 and for ae. ¢ €
[a,b]. The assumptions that K,p, EI,I, € C'([a,0]) and K=", p~" EI"" I! €
L*(a,b) imply that (w,p,u) is a generalised solution of (35) in the sense of Def-
inition 6.4. In addition, the estimate for the pairs of generalised solutions of (32)
implies the estimate for the pairs of generalised solutions of (35) in the claim.
Moreover, if u € HL (0, 00; C?), w) — ¢o, w1, ¢y, 1 € H'(a,b) and (36) hold, then
zg satisfies Hro € H'(a,b), Wpazo = 0, and (33) holds. Thus Proposition 6.2
shows that x is a classical solution of (32), and consequently (w, ¢, u) is a classical
solution of (35) in the sense of Definition 6.4.

We have from [50, Ex. 5.22] that the semigroup TX associated with the partial
differential equation (35a)—(35b) with the boundary condition of the form (34)
is strongly stable. Therefore the claim regarding the convergence of generalised
solutions directly from Proposition 6.3. The claim about stability follows from
Proposition 6.3. O

6.3. A two-dimensional heat equation. We consider a heat equation on a two-
dimensional spatial domain  C R%. We assume that  is open, connected, and
bounded subset of R? and that its boundary 9% is piecewise C%-smooth (see [7,
Sec. 2] for the precise definition). Our heat equation with a scalar-valued nonlinear
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boundary input u(¢) € C and a boundary output y(¢) € C on Q has the form

(37a) %(C,t)zAm((,t), e, t>0,
BT 958 =b(Q) ult) ~ (1), Cedn, 1>0
(37¢) vt = [ b(a(c.ndc 1>0

o0

for t > 0, where g—g(g, t) is the outward normal derivative of z(-,t) at ¢ € 99, where
b € L2(09Q; R) is the profile function associated with the Neumann boundary input
and the boundary output y(t). We assume that [, 00 0(¢)d¢ # 0. The following
result based on Theorems 3.3 and 4.4 establishes the existence of classical and
generalised solutions as well as the global asymptotic stability of (37) in the case
where ¢ : C — C is a saturation function.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose that b € L*(0Q;R) satisfies [, b(¢)d¢ # 0 and let
¢ : C — C be the saturation function defined by p(u) = w if |u] < 1 and ¢p(u) = u/|ul
if lu| > 1. Let 2o € H%(Q) and u € H}, (0,00) be such that

loc

8.730

(39) oz =b<->¢(u<o>— /| b<<>xo<<>d<) on 9.

Then (37) has a classical state trajectory x : Q x [0,00) — C satisfying x(-,0) = xo
and classical output y € C(]0,00)) in the sense that t — z(-,t) € C1([0,00); L%(Q)),
z(-,t) € H2(Q) for all t > 0, (37a) holds for all t > 0 and for a.e. { € Q, (37b)
holds for t > 0 and for a.e. { € 092, and (37c) holds for all t > 0.

Ifzg € L2(Q) and u € L2 (0,00), then (37) has a generalised state trajectory x €
C([0,00); L2(Q)) satisfying z(-,0) = x¢ and a generalised output y € C([0,0)) in
the sense that there exist sequences (u*)ren, (2%)ren and (y*)ren with the following
properties.

e For each k € N, z¥ and y* are the classical state trajectory and output,
respectively, of (37) corresponding to the initial state x*(0) and input u* €
C([0,0))

e ForallT > 0 we have (P,2* P u* P y*)T — (Prz,P,u,P,y)" ast =
in C([0,7]; L2(Q)) x L2(0,7) x L2(0, 7).

If z1,29 € C([0,00);L2(Q)) and y1,y2 € C([0,00)) are two generalised state tra-
jectories and outputs of (37) corresponding to initial states wo1, 202 € L%(Q2) and
inputs ui,us € L7 (0,00), then they satisfy the estimate (10) with X = L?(Q) and
k=1 forallt>0.

Finally, if u = 0, then for every zo € L%(Q) the generalised state trajectory x
and the generalised output y satisfy ||z(-,t)|lL2() — 0 as t — oo and y € L?(0, 00).

Proof. The heat equation (37) can be represented as a system of the form (7) on
the spaces X = L2(Q2) and U = C if we define S as the system node associated with
the linear heat equation (37a) on  with the linear Neumann boundary input

(39) %((,t) = b(Oult), (€8 t>0



WELL-POSEDNESS AND STABILITY UNDER MONOTONE FEEDBACK 35

and with the boundary output (37¢). We have from [7, Sec. 7] that this S is defined
by

D(8) = {(x,u)T € H3(Q) x C ’ g—i — b(-)u on aQ}

-] [ ] e

It is shown in [7, Cor. 1 & Sec. 7] that S is a well-posed system node on (C, X, C)
and by [7, Cor. 2] the associated well-posed system ¥ = (T, ®, U, ) is uniformly
regular in the sense that its transfer function satisfies P(A) — 0 as A\ — oo with
A > 0. To check that S is impedance passive, let (z,u)" € D(S). Integration by
parts and the assumption that b is real-valued imply that

Re (A& B[], #)x = Re (Az, z)12(0) = Re /69 b(Qua(¢)d¢ — V|2
< Re(C&D[],u).

Thus S is impedance passive. Since b # 0, it is easy to see that P(\) € R for
A > 0 and P(\) # 0 for some A > 0, and thus (since S is impedance passive)
we have Re P(A) > ¢y for some A, ¢y > 0. Finally, we note that the saturation
function ¢ satisfies Assumptions 3.2 and 4.1 (see Examples 3.7 and 4.2). Since
(20,u(0))T € Deomp if and only if 2o € H?(Q2) and (38) holds, the existence of
classical and generalised state trajectories and outputs and the estimate (10) follow
directly from Theorem 3.3.

To prove the claims regarding the convergence of solutions as ¢t — oo, let ¥ =
(T, ®, ¥, F) be the well-posed linear system associated with S. We will now show
that the semigroup TX of the well-posed system L5 = (TX &K UK FX) obtained
from ¥ with linear negative output feedback is exponentially stable. The generator
AK of T in Theorem 4.4 is given by

ARz = Az, e D(AX)= {x € H2(Q) %Z - fb(')/ b(Q)z(¢)d¢ on aQ}.
a0
We first note that AX has compact resolvent. Integration by parts shows that for
r € D(AX) we have
2

(40) (o == | [ Q20| ~ [Tl <o,

and thus AX is self-adjoint and AKX < 0. If AKz = 0, then (40) shows that
Vz|12() = 0, which implies that x is constant with respect to { € €2. But
since [,, b(¢)d¢ # 0 by assumption and since (40) implies [, b(¢)z(¢)d¢ = 0,
we necessarily have 2 = 0. Thus 0 is not an eigenvalue of A¥ and, since AX has
compact resolvent, we have 0 € p(A). This implies that the semigroup T generated
by AX is exponentially stable. Moreover, since ¢ satisfies Assumption 3.2, we have
Re (¢(u2) — ¢(u1),ug — u1) > 0 whenever ¢(u1) # ¢(uz) and the domain D(Ay) of
Ag in (25) is dense in X by Lemma 3.10. Because of this, Theorem 4.4 implies that
for any o € L2(Q) and for u = 0 the corresponding generalised state trajectory
and generalised output y satisfy ||z (-, t)||12(0) — 0 as t — oo and y € L?(0,00). O

The following result shows that the generalised state trajectory x in Proposi-
tion 6.6 also has an interpretation as a weak solution of the heat equation (37).



36 A. HASTIR AND L. PAUNONEN
Proposition 6.7. For every zo € L%(Q) and u € L2 (0,00) the generalised state
trajectory and output in Proposition 6.6 satisfy t — x(-,t) € L2 _(0,00; H(Q2)) and

loc

(@le ) = 0,2y = [ [9(u(s) = 9(5)) | HORTTIAC = (Tl 5), Vahragaen | ds

Q
y(t) = /6 RIGEEULE

for all z € H'(Q), where the first identity holds for all t > 0 and the second one
holds for a.e. t > 0.

Proof. Let X = L2(2) and let S be as in the proof of Proposition 6.6 and let
and y be the generalised state trajectory and output of (37) in Proposition 6.6. We
have from the proof of Proposition 6.6 and Theorem 3.3 that x and y satisfy (9a).
Therefore [45, Rem. 4.2.6] implies that

t
@) () —a2)x = [ [(als). As)x o+ olule) — o) [ b0)EIACas
0

for all z € D(A) = {x € H3(Q) g—fl =00ondQ} and t > 0. Let (2¥)pen, (uF)ren
and (y*)ren be sequences with the properties described in Proposition 6.6. Denote
ok (t) == 2F(-,t) and 2(t) := x(-,t) for t > 0 and k € N for brevity. Integration
by parts shows that for k,n € N the classical state trajectories x* and z™ of (37)
satisfy

d

L") = 2" (5)[% = 2Re (A(a"(s) — 2" (5)), 2" (s) — 2" (s))x

= 2Re (¢(u"(s) = y"(5)) — d(u"(s) — y"(5)), 4" (5) — y"(5))c
= 2| V(" (s) —a"(s))|%-

Integrating with respect to s from 0 to ¢ and using Assumption 3.2 and Lemma 3.12(b)
implies that

¢
2/ IVa*(s) — Va" ()| ds < [[«*(0) — 2™ (0)|% + [IPeu® — Pru" (120, — 0
as k,n — oo. Since we also have ||Pyz*(-) — Pya"(-)||L2(0,4,x) — 0 as k,n — oo, we
conclude that (P;z*(-))zen is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0,t; H'(9)). Since we have
SUP,c(o,4] lz¥(s) — (s)|| — 0 as k — oo, we can deduce that Pz € L2(0,¢; H}(Q)).
Since t > 0 was arbitrary, we have € L2 (0, 00; H!(2)) as claimed. Since y*(t) =
Joq ()2 (¢, t)d¢ for all ¢ > 0 and since Pya*(-) — Pya(-) in L2(0,2; H'(Q)) as
k — oo, it is easy to show that y(t) = [, b(¢)z(¢,t)d( for a.e. t > 0.
Finally, for z € D(A) and for a.e. s > 0 we have (z(-,s), Az)x = —(Va(-,s), Vz)x
by integration by parts. Since D(A) is dense in H(£2), the first identity in the claim
follows from (41). O
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