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Symmetry-based observers for ODE systems

Stefano Battilotti

Abstract—In this paper we introduce an observer design
framework for ordinary differential equation (ODE) systems
based on various types of existing or even novel one-
parameter symmetries (exact, asymptotic and variational)
ending up with a certain number of semi-global and global
observers, with bounded or unbounded system’s solutions
and with infinite- or finite-time convergence. We compare
some of these symmetry-based observers with existing
observers, recovering for instance the same performances
of high-gain semiglobal observers and the finite-time con-
vergence capabilities of sliding mode observers, while ob-
taining novel global observers where existing techniques
are not able to provide any.

Index Terms— Nonlinear dynamics, state observers, sen-
sitivity.

[. INTRODUCTION

BSERVER design for nonlinear system is a longstanding

problem. High-gain observers (HGO: [19] and refer-
ences therein), extended state observers (ESO: [15], [17]) and
time-varying high-gain observers (VHGO: [16] and [11] with
references therein) guarantee state estimation with compact
error convergence domains and disturbance suppression for
restricted classes of disturbances. Homogeneous observers (
[5] and references therein) exploit the homogeneity of the
system for which local and global stability properties collapse
into one. HGOs with self-tuning gains have been introduced
to achieve a tradeoff between a fast transient response in a
disturbance-free setting and low sensitivity to disturbances:
[21, [41, [7], [6], [18], [24] and references therein. In particular,
[4] is a first attempt of mixing self-tuning techniques with
homogeneity conditions, while performance optimization in
terms of insensitivity to disturbances is considered in [8].
The above observer design techniques in general are based
on exploiting specific system’s structures, such as for instance
integrator chains, and in many cases posing conditions on the
increments of the nonlinearities (see for instance [10] and ref-
erences therein) rather than on the nonlinearities themselves.
Sliding-modes observers (SLO) with or without homogeneous
correction terms ([1], [3], [14], [22], [29]) have revealed
efficient in suppressing certain classes of disturbances.

Other observer design techniques are based on transforming
the system into a linear one for which a linear observer can
be readily designed and obtaining a nonlinear observer for the
original system by inverse transformation (the earlier works
of Krener-Isidori and Krener-Respondek) or immersing the
nonlinear system into a linear one ( [9] and references therein).
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Symmetries are multi-parameter groups of transformations
which leave the system’s structure invariant ( [28]). Homo-
geneity is a particular type of one-parameter symmetry ( [20]
and, more recently, [26] on functional spaces). A symmetry-
based approach for observer design has been initiated in [12]
(and continued in [21] and [25]) providing so-called invariant
observers, with local error convergence and not considering
the problem of insensitivity to disturbances.

The contributions of this paper and its differences with the
existing literature may be described and referenced as follows:
- in Section [[II] we define a general framework, based on one-
parameter groups of transformations, [ acting on the space of
time and system’s states, disturbances and outputs, infinites-
imal generators and their prolongation which is a powerful
tool for extending the action of a one-parameter group to the
time derivatives of the system’s states. Different types of one-
parameter groups are introduced and motivated with examples,
according to their (local or global) action on the time domain
(Definition B.3) or their (expanding or contracting) action
on the state/input domain (Definitions @3] and E4). In
particular, considering time scales transformations as change
of coordinates in a “space-time” manifold is a completely
new and promising perspective in the control literature and,
moreover, the expanding/contracting key feature of the group
of transformations on the state/input domain has a strategic
role in achieving global convergence results, in contrast with
the groups of transformations adopted in [12] and [21],

- in Section V] using the notion of system map, which
is an equivalent characterization of the system as an im-
plicit function of time, disturbance, output, state vector and
its time derivative, we recall from [28] the notion of one-
parameter symmetry of an ODE system with some illustrative
examples aimed to discuss the computational aspects, the
connections with classical notions (as homogeneity) and the
impact on problems related to asymptotic or prescribed finite-
time convergence. One-parameter symmetries (called orbital
symmetries: see [23] for definitions and related results) for
vector fields and functions, originating from one-parameter
groups of linear dilations and much closer to the homogeneity
notion, has been considered for observer design in [6],

- in Sections [Vl by using the symmetries introduced in
Sections M and IVl we prove a number of results on
semiglobal (Section [V-A) and global (Sections [V-B.1] and
observer design with infinite-time error convergence
(Theorems [5.1] 3.2 and [5.3). On simple benchmark examples
we compare our semiglobal symmetry-based observers with

IThe results of this paper can be straightforwardly extended to multi-
parameters groups of transformations.
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classical HGOs and SLOs in terms of expected error bound
and insensitivity to disturbances when the system’s solutions
are bounded, concluding that HGOs and SLOs have better
error and disturbance-insensitivity performances (discussion
after Theorem [3.1). On the other hand, when the system’s
solutions are not bounded, our global observers, which are
obtained from the semiglobal observers coupled with a state-
norm estimator (Section [V-B.1), can be designed where other
existing techniques, including HGOs or SLOs, fail to apply
(Examples and B.3),
- novel types of one-parameter symmetries, called asymptotic
(variational) symmetries, are introduced in Section [VIl and
[VI In comparison with exact symmetries considered in
the literature (as for instance in [12], just to cite one) and
as demonstrated in Section [VIIL Theorem [ZJl asymptotic
symmetries arise as a powerful tool for improving observer’s
insensitivity to disturbances but also for approximating the
system’s dynamics with more familiar or simplified patterns
(linear, triangular, etc.) or shedding light on dominant system’s
dynamics. As discussed in the follow-up of Example
after Remark [Z.1] asymptotic (variational) symmetries actually
improve observer’s insensitivity, recovering the same perfor-
mances as HGOs while SLOs still perform better (with exact
convergence),
- by considering symmetries with nonlinear transformation
of the time scales (Section III.B and Definition we
see how to design observers with prescribed finite-time er-
ror convergence (Section [V-B.3] Theorem [5.4) and compare
existing homogeneous observers and SLOs, which are time-
invariant fractional-power or even discontinuous function of
the output, with our symmetry-based observers which are time-
varying continuously differentiable (actually smooth) function
of the output and, we should say, more resemblant to the
ones used in [31] (discussion after Theorem [3.4). Moreover,
symmetry-based observers with prescribed finite-time error
convergence have comparable performances to SLOs in terms
of disturbance-insensitivity.

For our purposes we consider ODE systems of the form

Dyx(t) = F(t,2(t),d(t),  y(t) = H({t,2(t),d(t)) (1)

with states x(t) € R"™, inputs d(t) € R™ (exogenous dis-
turbances or time-varying parameters) and measured outputs
y(t) € RP. We assume C* functions F' : R x R” x R™ — R"
and H : RxR" x R™ — R? and forward completeness of (D).
For the sake of simplicity, we are not including control inputs
u(t) in (), recalling that it is straightforward to extend the
results of this paper when considering also control variables.

[1. NOTATION |

» (vector spaces). R™ (resp. R™*?®) is the set of n-dimensional
real vectors (resp. n x s matrices). Rg{ (resp. R ) denotes
the set of non-negative (resp. positive) real numbers. For any

2Dya(t) denotes the derivative of the function x(t) w.r.t. ¢t and it is used
in place of the more classical notation #(t) for underlining the actual time
scale with respect to which we are differentiating the function: if 7 = T(¢) is
any other continuous time scale (i.e. a strictly increasing continuous function
of t), D-&(7) denotes the derivative of Z(7) 2 2(T~1(7)) (i.e. the function
2(t) in the new time scale 7) w.r.t. the SNEw time scale 7.

vector v € R* and matrix A € R™*® we denote by v; € R, resp.
(Av); € R, the i-th component of v, resp. Av. Moreover, 0,,x s,
resp. I,,, denote the zero matrix in R™*®, resp. the identity
matrix in R™*", and diag{vy,...,v,} or simply diag,{v;}
is the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries vq,...,v, € R.
Si(n) (resp. S_(n)) is the set of symmetric positive (resp.
negative) definite matrices S € R”*" and GL(n) is the set of
nonsingular matrices S € R™*".

» (norms). |v| denotes the absolute value of v € R, |v| £
VTV denotes the euclidean norm of v € R” and the induced
norm of S € R™™ is |S| 2 sup,cpn(|Sv]/|v]). We
identify a vector v € R” with the r-uple (vi,...,v,) and by
[(v1,...,v,)| we mean the norm of v € R".

» (monotone functions). Let K (resp. K, resp. Ko,) be the
set of continuous strictly increasing functions f : R} — RY
such that f(0) > 0 (resp. f(0) = 0, resp. f(0) = 0 and
lims_, 4o f(8) = +0). Let £ be the set of continuous decreas-
ing functions f : RS — Ry such that lim,_, o f(s) = 0.
Finally, let L (resp. K4+ £) be the set of continuous functions
[ RY xR — RY such that f(-,s) € K (resp. f(-,s) € Ky)
for each s = 0 and f(r,-) € L for each r > 0.

» (saturation functions). A locally Lipschitz function (c,v) €
R, x R" — satc(v) 2 (sate(vi) satc(vn)) € R™ is

a saturation function if sat.(v;) = v; for all v; € [—c,c],
i=1,...,n, and [satc(v;)| < c and |satc(v;) — sate(w;)| <
[vi —w;| for all vi,w; eR, i =1,...,n.

Notational remark. We adopt the following notation with
regard to () and its variables: ¢ € R is the independent (time)
variable, z(t) 2 (x(t),d(t),y(t)) are the dependent (state,
disturbance, output) variables and z a (x,d,y) represents the
values of the function z(-) = (z(-),d(-),y(-)) at (time) ¢. §
Moreover, Z := R™ x R™ x RP (resp. M L2 Rx2) represents

the space of points z (resp. (t,z)). |

[1l. GROUP OF TRANSFORMATIONS AND
PROLONGATIONS

In this paper we consider families of (local) nonlinear
transformations W(p,-) of the time, state, input and output
space M, parametrized by p € R which conveys the structure
of group to the family itself (i.e. one-parameter groups of
transformations). Moreover, specifically for observer design
applications, we consider nonlinear transformations of the
form

W(p,t,z) £ (U(p, 1), T (p,t,x), T(p, t,x,d), T (p,t,y)) (2)

in which U? transforms the time scales, U* transforms the
state variables, U9 transforms the disturbance variables and
UY transforms the output variables. [l

3Using different notations for the dependent variables f(-) and their values
f = f(¢t) at ¢ is instrumental to distinguish between point transformations
(such as symmetries) and functional transformations: see also [28].

4An important generalization follows from considering in @) time scales
transformations of the form W' (p,¢,x) (rather than simply W¥(p,t)) which
include for example Lorentz transformations and, more generally, Poincaré
groups of transformations on the time/space domain.



A. One-parameter group of transformations

For characterizing precisely the above families of transfor-
mations we recall below the definition of one-parameter group
of transformations.

Definition 3.1: (One-parameter group of transformations).
A local one-parameter group of C* -transformations (LGT) W
acting on M consists of an open subset V with {0} x M c
Y <R x M and a C* mapping ¥ : V — M such that
(i) (identity) W(0,t,z) = (t,2z) for all (t,z) € M,

(i) (inversion) if (p,t,z) € V then (—p, ¥(p,t,z)) € V and
\I}(_p, \I](pv t, Z)) = (tv Z)’

(iii) (composition) if (p1, VU(pa,t,2z)) € (pg, z)eVa
also (p1 + po,t,z) € V then W(py, ¥ (pg, ,2)) = YU(py
po,t, Z). <
The set V, the domain of the mapping W, is denoted by
Dom(¥), and when Dom(¥) = R x M the group of
transformations is global (GGT). The underlying group of a
LGT or GGT is always (R, +), i.e. the additive group R.AA
simple example of LGT is the group of nonlinear (time) trans-
formations ¥(p,t,z) = (%tp,z) with Dom(¥) = {(p,t,z) €
R x M : tp # 1}, while an example of GGT is the group of
linear transformations W(p,t,z) = (t,eP4'x, epAdd, ePA'y) for
A< e R™*n Ad e R™*™ and AY € RPXP,

For each p, U(p,-) represents a (local) diffeomorphism.
Indeed, for each p let V(p) £ {(t,z) € M : (p,t,2) €
Dom(W)}.

Proposition 3.1: The set V(p) is open and the mapping
(t.2) € V(p) =2 Wy(t,z) & U(p,t,z) € V(-p) is a
C® transformation with C* inverse ¥, ' = ¥_, (ie. a
diffeomorphism). <
The set V(p), the domain of the mapping ¥, is denoted by
Dom(W,) for similarities with the notation Dom(¥).

Notational remark. In what follows we use without dis-
tinction the notations ¥ (p,-) and ¥, (-) to stress the action of
U(p,-) on M for each p and when no ambiguity may arise
we even drop the letter p in W, (-). <

For a vector field g on M we denote by g|(t)z) the
tangent vector assigned by g at (t,z) € M, ie. g|s,) €
Ti)M = M. The tangent vector g|(tZ is represented

in the canonical basis {gt| t.2) 0‘271 |, Z), . mkt 2}

of the tangent space TunM as gl = g t(t,z) at|(t 2+
Z;’;mﬂ) 9% (t,2) 5= 52 l(tp A LGT on M is the local flow
generated by a suitable vector field on M, the infinitesimal
generator of the group.

Definition 3.2: (Infinitesimal generator). The infinitesimal
generator of a C* LGT ¥, on M is the C' vector field g on
M such that g|; ;) = —\I/ p(t,2)|p—0 at each point (¢,z) € M.
Moreover, for all (p, ¢, ) € Dom (V)

0
a_p\IJP (t5 Z) = g|(t,z):‘llp(t,z)7 \IIO(ta Z) = (t,Z). < (3)

SIn general we can replace (R, +) with a (local) Lie group G endowed
with an identity element ¢ € G, a smooth composition law m : G x G - G
and a smooth inversion law i : G — G.

®Throughout the paper we omit the application point (t,z) in each
component of the canonical basis {0% (t,2) %\(t,z), BT — l(t,2)} €
T(t,Z)M‘

The corresponding structure of the infinitesimal genera-

tor of a one- parameter group @ is g2 2 gi(t) aat +

D g9 (X + XLy 9% (8 x, d) 55+ X0 9% () o
Notice that, W1th the claimed structure of U, and g, \IJt
XA X Xd A X
(resp. Uy~ £ (WE, W), resp. ol (W, W%, ) is
a LGT With infinitesimal generator gf|, £ gt(t)% (resp.
X A n X X A
g4 S 90 F + 2 99t X)a‘i , resp. g 54) =

9( at”'zj 199 (txax +ZJ 19 (th)agj)-

B. Time scales transformation

One important feature of our groups of transformations (also
in relation to other types of groups of transformations consid-
ered in the literature, for instance [12] or [21]) is that also
time scales are transformed and each variable transformation
is the result of a nonlinear intertwined transformation of time,
state, input and output variables. For this reason the groups
of time transformations (or some of their generalizations) we
use in this paper represent a novelty in the control literature
in comparison with classical time scalings, more properly
originating from transformations such as Lorentz groups of
transformations, more familiar in physical contexts, where

each point (¢, x) of the space-time is transformed into the point
( t—%x x—pct

/1,p2 ’ /1,)32

In this section we classify and discuss for later use a certain
number of ways by which W, transforms the time variable ¢ or,
more generally, a continuous time scale[l In order to proceed
rigorously, for each p > 0 define DormJ’\I!f3 = sup{a = 0 :
[0,a) = Dom(¥})}. Clearly, Dom™ W} > 0 for all p > 0,
Dom™ W} = 0 when [0,a) ¢ Dom(¥}) for any a > 0
and Dom™ W} = 400 when RY < Dom(¥}). It is easy

to see from (3) that f—}(t) > (0 for each p > 0 and ¢ €
[0, Dom™ W}). Hence, W} is for each p > 0 a monotonically
increasing function of ¢ € [0, Dom+\11f,) or, restated in more
appealing terms, \I/; for each p > 0 transforms non-negative
continuous time scales into continuous time scales. However,
when DornJ’\Ilf3 < +oo for p > 0 it may not happen that
lim, 7Dom v W (t) = +oo: consider for instance the case
UL(t) = 15 +pt In other words, unbounded (or bounded)
continuous non-negative time scales are not necessarily trans-
formed into continuous unbounded time scales.

Definition 3.3: (Time scale transformations). A LGT @)
transforms (continuous) non-negative time scales into (contin-
uous) time scales for each p > 0.

» If Dom™ Wl = +0o0 and lim;, ;o V() = +oo for each
p > 0, we say that the LGT transforms unbounded non-
negative time scales into unbounded time scales or it is UU-
transforming for p > 0.

» If 0 < Dom™ ¥} < 400 and limy spom+we Wy (t) = +00
for each p > 0, we say that @) transforms bounded non-
negative time scales into unbounded time scales or it is

) of the same space (c is the light velocity).

7A continuous time scale T is a strictly increasing continuous function
T:Z — J, with Z,7 < R intervals of the form [a,b) and [c,d), with
b, d < +0c0. The trivial time scale is the identity function 1 on R (i.e. 1(¢t) =
t). A time scale T : [a,b) — [c,d) is non-negative if ¢ = 0, positive if
¢ > 0, it is bounded if lim; ~, T(t) < 400 (i.e. d < 400) and unbounded
if limy_~p T(t) = +00 (ie. d = +00) .



BU-transforming for p > 0. If, in addition, the sequence
DomJF\I/f3 N 0 as p — +oo we say that @) rransforms con-
tractively bounded non-negative time scales into unbounded
time scales or it is CBU-transforming for p > 0. <
In what follows some illustrative examples. If W} (t) = ePt
(or \Ilfg(t) = ¢ *t) then @) is UU-transforming for p > 0. On
the other hand, if W},(t) = 1= then Dom™ W} = L ifp > 0
and the LGT is CBU transformmg for p > 0. A ﬁnal example

P
is Wi(t) = % (with generator gt|; = (#? — 1) )
for which Dom™ ¥}, = 2;“ for p > 0, hence the LGT is

BU-transforming (but not CBU!) for p > 0.

We remark that either UU- or BU-transforming LGT’s may
not guarantee that the transformed time scale \IJ;( ) is non-
negative for all p > 0 and ¢ € [0, Dom™ W}): for instance,
consider the case \I!t( ) =t —p with 1nﬁn1te51mal generator
g’ = —Z. For the sake of s1mphclty, we assume W} (0) =0
for all p > 0: for instance W}, (t) = 1= and W (t) = L. §

C. Prolongation of groups and generators

Consider the dependent variable x(¢) with its first-order
derivative D;2(t) and let x € X £ R™ represent the value
of z(t) at ¢, while let xX") € X represent the value of Dz (t)
at time ¢. Moreover, xl1] 2 (x,x(1)) e X1 & x x X (the 1-st
order jet space of X) and priz(t) 2 (x(t), Dyx(t)) (the 1-st
order prolongation of the variable x(t)), hence x!! represents
the value of pri'lz(#) at . There is an induced local action of
\I!t *on R x X1 called the 1-st order prolongation of \Ilfjx,
denoted by pr[l]\I!t " and computed as follows.

Proposition 3.2: (Prolongation formula for \I!t ):

prithwl (e, <) = (Wl (1), w3 (1, x1)),

W (8, X1 = (Wt %), W (1, x1)), (4)
1 oWl (t) OWX(t,x)  0Us(t,x)
xM) <1y = P -1 A A 1)
Ty (x5 = (=) ( FTERY VA > -

Similarly, the 1-order prolongation prltlgt* of gt is defined
as the infinitesimal generator of pr[l]\llf;x (see [28] for tech-
nical details).

Proposition 3.3: (Prolongation formula for gt>)

N 0
pritgt™|, 9=
S 8 CpNES oy

+ Z a_ Z 5 (tx ax<.1)’ 5)

j=1 j=1 j

&) 0g%i 0g*i ogt

X [y = 997 w9 _ 99 px®
g5 (t,xH) Ee (t,x)x"V + —— pn (t,x) pn (t)x; . <

IV. SYMMETRIES OF ODE SYSTEMS

One-parameter symmetries of a system are one-parameter
groups of transformations which preserve the system’s struc-
ture. Symmetries are meant more generally as multi-parameter
(or Lie) groups of transformations but in this paper for the sake
of simplicity we limit ourselves to one-parameter symmetries.
Symmetries of differential systems and their applications to

8Needless to say, our case hst is not exhaustive: for instance, if \I/t( ) =
1+p than limg—, 1 op WE (1) = 5 < +oo for each p > 0 and ¥y transforms
unbounded positive time scales into bounded time scales for p > 0.

nonlinear system analysis (system reduction, integration, etc)
have been extensively studied in [28]. More recently, sym-
metries have been introduced in the feedback linearization
problem ([23]) while particular classes of symmetries, leav-
ing time scales unchanged and using a simplified decoupled
structure, have been used for designing observers with local
asymptotic convergence ([12]). In this paper we want to
illustrate on different examples the impact of symmetries on
semiglobal and global observer design with either asymptotic
or prescribed finite-time convergence. The way a symmetry
transforms a differential system passes through the notion of
system map and its transformation under the action of a LGT.
For each pair of C* functions (¢,x,d) SN F(t,x,d) e R"
and (¢,x,d) A, H(t,x,d) € RP define the system map
PIPE (F, Hé(t,x[l],d,y) (associated to the pair of functions
(F,H)) as

(t,xH d,y) e R x XM x R™ x RP (EH)

”,d,y) é ( ( ) _F(t,X,d)
A. Notation Il

y — H(t,x,d)

In this paragraph, for later use in the main definitions and
proofs of the main results, we collect all the notations relative
to points, functions, time scales and system maps transformed
under the action of a LGT. We recall that x['] £ (x,x(1)) and

prila(t) & (x(t), Dyx(t)).
» transformed points (t,x1) d,y) : t, & (),

(F,H)(t,x > e R"P.  (6)

Zp 2 (xp: dpyp) £ (V5 (10), Wy (2%, d), Wh(t.y)), (7)
xp) 2w (X0, 2 (g, x40),

» transformed variables pri*z(t), d(t), y(t) in time-scale t -

2p(t) 2 (ap(t), dy (£), yp(1)) (8)
£ (W5t 2(1)), Wy (¢, (t ) d(t)), Wy (8, y(1))),

(D) (t) 2 3 (1, pela(e)), (prl)y (1) 2 (2 (2), (Dew)p(8)),

» transformed variables pritlz(t), d(t), y(t) in time-scale t, :
Z(ty) £ (Tp(tp), Up(tp), Up(tp)) 2 Zp(t)|[\1/;]fl(tp)7
prita, (t,) 2 (pr[l]x)p(t)|t:[‘ll€,]*1(tp)7
» system map in time-scale t :
S(t) 2 (F,H) (¢, pria(h), (1), y (1),
» transformed system map in time-scalet :
1
S £ (FH)(t. ) dyyy),
EP (t) 2 (Fv H) (\I]; (t)v (pr[l]x)P (t)7 dP (t)7 Yp (t))v
» (ransformed system map in time-scale t, :
Sp(ty) 2 (F,H) (b, priy (6), Ty (1), B (t9))-
With the system map (@) and notation (TQ), the system (1) can
be characterized in the following three equivalent ways

M < X(t) = 0= (F,H) (¢, pra(t), d(t), y(t) = 0. (13)

We remark that the generality of the system map approach al-
lows to tackle the observer problem not only for explicit  differ-
ential systems (I) but also for implicit  differential systems like
(@ (¢, z(t), Dra(t), d(t)), U(t, z(t), y(t), d(t))) = (0, 0) and in perspective
for even more challenging types of differential equations.

(€))

(10)

(1)

12)



For our discussion, we introduce also the vector field pr{'lg on
R x X[ x R™ x RP (representing the infinitesimal generator
of the prolonged group of transformations) defined as

pr[l]g|(t,x[1],d,y) = Pl"[l]gt’x|(t,x[1]) + Z gd] (t,x, d)ﬁ
j=1 J

L 0
Yi(t.v) —

+ 9% (ty) 3

j=1 J

(14)

with prltlg* as in (&) and by L,,1,% we denote the Lie

derivative of (F,H) along the vector field pritlg ([13]),

. o(F,

e (Lying)(@) = prllely(FH) = S (q)g' (1) +
n  A(FH X S(F,H) [y x

S Eh @t + X, (§ a@)gs () +

J

m  A(FH A(FH ,

S 2B (g)g (1%, d) + Xy LM (g)g% (8, y),

for brevity we denoted the point (t x[ d,y) by q.

where

B. Definitions, examples and practical aspects

A LGT transforms the system map X into 3, (and also X(t)
into X, (¢)) and any solution z(t) of the system X(¢) = 0 into
a function Z,(t,) (in time scale tp) which, however, is not
always a solution of the system X,(t,) = 0. A LGT is a
symmetry of the system ¥(¢) = 0 if Z(t,) is a solution of
Bp(tp) = 0.

Definition 4.1: (Symmetries). A LGT (resp. GGT) ¥, on
M (with infinitesimal generator g) is a local (resp. global)
C* symmetry (LS, resp. GS) of the system X(¢) = 0 if either
one of the following equivalent conditions holds:

(i) ¥p e R,VY(¢,2) e Dom(¥,) : X =0= 3%, =0, (15)
(ii) Y(t,z) e M: ¥ =0 = L,,myX = 0. « (16)
Remark 4.1: (A geometric interpretation of conditions (13))
and (18)). Condition (I6) is given for an ODE (more generally,

for a partial differential equations) system in [28] and it is a
condition based on the invariance of the system map evaluated
at the integral curves of prilg, ie.

0 0
0_p(F’ H) (tp, pri, (1), Uy (ty), B (tp)) = ap
In particular, by setting p = 0 in (I7) and using the (prolonged)
generator equation we get condition (I6).

Condition (T3) is an alternative (equivalent) characterization
of a LS and, as it will be seen in Section [VI] lends itself to
interesting and useful generalizations and recalls in a general
framework the notion of orbital symmetry of a vector field (or
map): see [23]. The geometric rationale behind condition (I3))
is the following. By the prolongation formula (@) the vector
field F(t,x,d) is mapped by the group of transformations into

S(tp) = 0.(17)

v (1%, F(t,x,d))
oVl (t) OVX(t,x)  OWX(t,x)
A p —1 p\ p\
- ( 0t ) ( 0t 0x F(t,X,d))

while the function H (¢, x, d) is mapped into W} (¢, H(t,x,d)).
Condition (I3) amounts to
X(l) — X
\I/p (ta ) F(t,X, d)) = F(\Ijé(t)a \I/p(tvx)a \I/g(tvxa d))a

Yt H(t,x,d)) = H(Wy (1), Ty(t,x), Ty(t,x.d))  (18)

ie. I (resp. H) is mapped into itself or it is in-
variant under ¥,. Hence, solutions of X(t) = 0 are
mapped by the symmetry into other solutions. From this
geometric perspective we recover the well-known no-
tion of homogeneity of vector field and maps (see also
[20]). Consider the system map X associated to the pair
(F(t,xd), H(t,x,d)) = (A(x),C(x)), and a GGT of the
form U, (t,z) = (eP't, diag, {eP @ —2)}x, d, diag,{e"*" }y),
where axl < 0 and a%,a® € R. The map ®,(x) 2
diag,{e =P }x is known as one-parameter group of standard
(linear) dilations on R™ ( [27]). On account of the geo-
metric interpretation given above U, is a GS of X(t) =
0 if (and only if) the vector field A, resp. the mapping
C, is homogeneous with weights (—a*,--- ,—a*) and de-
gree g', resp. degrees (—a’',--- ,—a’?): in formulas from
(I8) we have diag;{eP(®"~2)} A(x) = A(diag,{e"*" }x) and
diag;{eP*" }C(x) = C(diag;{eP*” }x). <

In what follows we give some illustrative and motivating
examples together with direct procedures for computing sym-
metries.

Example 4.1: (Computing symmetries from PDE’s). A first
way of computing a LS of a system X(¢) = 0 is by solving the
PDE resulting from (I8) with unknown infinitesimal generator
g. Consider the system map X associated to

e (52 5)

x = (x1,x2) € R2. Assuming an infinitesimal generator g
of the form g|(; . a gt(t)at + gxl(xl)ax + g2 (x )ai +
g4(x, d)a—ad + ¢’ (y)()— and using the prolongation formula ()
for computing prltlg in (I4), the symmetry condition (I6) is

og og
y — X1 _ = g%
g |y:><1 =9, <3><1 or g,

>

19)

0g*® og  0g' 9 d
- = d) =29 20
o 2 + < E (x5 +d) =2gx2 + g%, (20)
from which we get a solutlon for g as g|(t 2) = (')t —(1+
exl)ai1 (1 4 e)xg =2 5 — (2+e9)dgg o —(1+ ey) . By

solving the group generator equation (EI) we obtain the local
symmetry ¥, (t,z) = (tp, %p,dp,y,) Where

e Ptx1 e P
tp £ ety £ (ln 14+ea —e PP’ ] 4 e —ephxa X2) ’
—2p —pty
e e
R VA @1)

14+ ext — e—h+x1 1+ ey — e~ bty ’

Notice that Dom(¥,) = M if p > 0 and = {(¢t,z) € M :
x1,y < —In(e™® — 1)} if p < 0. Moreover, since W} (t) =
ePt, ¥, is UU-transforming for p > 0. A simpler alternative
solution of (20) leads to g| te) = tat X9 5= ax 2d00d + 0y from
which we get the global symmetry W, (t, ) = (tp,Xp,dp,yp)
with

tp = ePt, xp = (x1,€7x2),dy = e ?Pd,y, 2y (22)
Example 4.2: (Symmetries with nonlinear time transforma-
tions). Consider the system map X associated to the pair
(F,H) & (Ax + Bd,Cx + Dd) and assume a candidate

infinitesimal generator g of the form g|(t_rz) 12 (ft +



S (G4 S (GO 5+ 3 (G ()
where GX(t) € R™*", G4(t) € Rmxm and GY(t) € RP*P,
Since g'[¢ = t?£ then Wi (1) = 757 With Dom(¥}) = {t e

R:t# 1}, Dom™ ¥} = 1 >0forp>0andDom+xlf;\o
for p — 400, hence the LGT with infinitesimal generator g
is CBU-transforming for p > 0 and acts locally on the time
domain while globally on the space Z of points z. Using the
prolongation formula @) for computing prt'lg in (1), the
symmetry condition (I6) for 3(¢) = 0 boils down to

agx (t) = AG*(t) — GX(t)A + 2tA, (23)
0= GX(t)B — B(2tL,, + G4(t)), (24)
0=GY(H)C — CGX(t),0 = G (t)D — DGY(t).  (25)

As well-known, the unique solution of the differential Sylvester
equation @3) is G*(t) = e G*(0)e~ 4t + At2, G*(0) € R,
The remaining 24)-@23) are (algebraic) Sylvester equations.
Once the matrices G*(t), G4(t) and GY(t) satisfying (23)-
(23) are found, we solve the group generator equation (3) and
get the LS of X(¢) = 0 in the form

1—pt

where ®*(p,t) € R™*", ®d(p,t) € R™*™ and ®Y(p,t) €
RP*P_ For instance, if

(F.H) 2 ((Xd?) ,xl) L x = (x1,%2),

as solution of 23)-23) we get
CX(t) = G Ot) LGY(t) = —3t,GY(1) = .

From these matrices, we compute the matrices P} (t x),
®9(¢,u) and ®}(t,y) in (26) resulting in the local symmetry

t = 0
(1—pt’(ppt 1—pt)x( s pt)
28)

Example 4.3: (Triangular systems maps). Symmetries can
be computed as well by exploiting the system’s structure.
Consider the lower triangular system map X associated to

(F(ta X, d)v H(t’ % d)) - ( (A114(2t(7t)flx)) 1%2((1;7);1))5(2) 7 Xl) (29)

with x 2 (x1,%2), X1,%2,d € R™, By(t,x1), Ba(t,x) € GL(n).
We compute a symmetry of X(¢) = 0 according to a two-
steps procedure. The first step consists of computing, with
the help of the prolongation formula (@) and the symmetry
condition (I6), the infinitesimal generator g, of a LS of the
system X1 () = 0, with system map > associated to the pair
(Fy, Hy) 2 (Ay(t,x1) + By (t,x1)d1,x1). The system Xy (t) =
0 is obtained from X(¢) = 0 by considering the first block of
equations Dtl'l(t) = A (t, X1 (t)) + By (t, X (t))l‘g (t), y(t) =
21(t) in X(t) = 0 and taking uy(t) = z2(t) as input and
y1(t) = y(t) as output. Relying once more on the prolongation
formula (@) and the symmetry condition (I6)), the second step
consists of extending the infinitesimal generator g; (on the
(t,x1,d1,y1)-space) to the infinitesimal generator g (on the

\I/P(tvz) é (%7(I)X(pvt)xa (I)d(pvt)dv(py(pvt)y)v (26)

27)

U, (t,2) 2

(t,z)-space) of a LS of X(t) = 0 by setting di = x2 and
Yy =yi. For instance, the generator g1|(t xiodiy1) = gt(t)aat +
gt (x ) +gd1(t xl,dl)ad +gy1(y1)— of aLS of ¥y (t) =

0 must satlsfy on account of

_ dgr 0
gy1|)’1:><1 = g><17 gdl = Bl 1[ ( g ; ) (Al +Bld1)

0X1 (%
oA 0By, ., 0A 0B
—(Gr e (G 5 A it

The infinitesimal generator g|(; 4.y of a LS of ¥(t) = 0 is
obtained by setting d; = x2 and y1 =y in g1, .d,.y1):

2 )
&l(1.2) 2 81t o) T 9°(E% )= = gt(t)g

0 d 0 0 0
+9 (x1)5— + g% (t,x) =— + ¢°(t,x,d) = + g"
g (a)z -+ gt (Ex) -+ g txd)o +g e
with g9 computed as satisfying the symmetry condition (I6)
for X(t) = 0. For instance, for the system map 3 associated
to the pair

A X2
(F7 H) - (<X2X1 (1 4 Xl)d> 7X1) ) (30)
k = 2, we obtain the infinitesimal generator
0 0 0
= kt— — 1+k
Blus) = ktgy =g = (L kpes
2x2 0 0

—(1+ 2k ) d== —y=— 1
Jr< (1+ )+1+x%) od y@y @D

and, by integration of the group generator equation (3) we
obtain the GS ¥, (t,z) = (tp, Xp, dp, yp) of X(t) = 0 with

2 diag{e P, e~ (1HRP1x

—(2k—1)p 1+x3
e 4 x2

Notice that the GGT (B2) is UU-transforming for p > 0.
The reader is left with patiently extracting from above a top-
down step-by-step symmetry-computing method for higher-
dimensional lower triangular systems as well as with similar
technicalities a bottom-up step-by-step method for upper tri-
angular systems.

A kp
ty = ety Xp

dy2e sd, yp 2 e Py. (32)

C. Contracting symmetries

The symmetries are one-parameter groups of transforma-
tions mapping solutions into other (parameterized) solutions.
A useful property of a symmetry, which opens completely new
perspectives in control design, is its capability of contracting
solutions into other solutions of arbitrarily small magnitude,
where the magnitude is parameterized by the group parameter
itself. This motivates the following couple of related defini-
tions.

Definition 4.2: (Diagonal  non-contracting transfor-
mations). We say that a one-parameter group of linear
transformations I‘X x T3 R” x R™ — R x R™,
(I x T9)(x,d) £ (Ix I‘dd), is a one-parameter group of
diagona] non-contracting transformations (GGDT) on R" xR™



if I‘;
forallz=1,.

..... n{p)/p } and Fd - dlagg 1m{7p } and
,nand 7 =1,.

pL<p2 = <w;;m§i' <U.4 33
A one-parameter group of identity transformations 1)) x 1."
on R™ x R™ | and a one-parameter group of linear dilations
on R™ x R™ ([20]) are examples of GGDT’s on R™ x R™.
Notice that (T x T9)(x,d) = (x,d) by the group property
and | (x,d)| < (I x I'9)(x,d)| for all p > 0 and (x,d) €
R™ x R™ by the non-contracting condition (33).
Definition 4.3: (SI contraction). A LGT (resp. GGT) ¥, on
M is state-input contracting (SI-contracting) with contracting
maps (o, p1, [y % I‘g) if there exist 0 € Ky, € £ and a

GGDT I’} x I') on R™ x R™ such that for all p > o(](x,d)]
and (t,x,d) € Dom (¥} 9) it holds that
(5 < T5) Oy, )| < (34)

For a group of transformatlons \I!p w1th Dom(\I/p) = M
for each p > 0 and Sl-contracting with contracting maps
(0,1, T x T'§), if we pick any (£,x,d) € R x R" x R™
then there always exists py > 0 such that o(||(x,d)|) < p for
p = po, hence the right-hand side inequality in (34) holds for
all p > po. Since p € £ we get [(I% x T'9)(xp,dp)| — 0
as p — +o0. In conclusion, ¥, acts contractively on the
(x,d)-space with guaranteed contraction rates I, x I“ip as
p — +o0.

Example H.3 (cont’ed). For (32) we have [(xp,dp)| <
Pl + P 4+ = @hDP i) < e P (x,d)]
for all p > 0 and (¢,x,d) € R x R” X Rm Hence, (32) is
SI-contracting with contracting maps

(0,1, T x Tj) = (

: ! 5 In(p(s) + 1),e7%%, 12 x 1,) (35)
for any § € (0,1) and ¢ € Ky such that ¢(s) = s for all
s > 0[']. Different contracting maps 'Y x 1"3 with the same
pair of functions (o, i) can be considered as well, for instance
I x T3 = diag{1, eP*} x (k=1

Example (cont’ed). For (2I) we have Dom(¥,) = M
for all p > 0 and, furthermore, for all (x,d) € R” x R™

1
Hocd)l <p= (6)
e P _ (-
69 2 )1 < T (bl + ¢ Pl < 0
with any 6 € (0,1). However, limp ., o0 |(xp)1] =
e Px1

limp 4o | In == | = +o0 for each x, hence @I
is not SI-contracting. On the other hand, for 22) we have

1

gln(l-i-H(x d)<p= 37)
[(xp)2, dp)l| < €7 (Jxa| + e P|d]) < e P10
for any 6 € (0,1) and for all (x,d) € R x R™. However, (22)
is not SI-contracting since |(xp)1| = [x1].

lO]lg x 17" denotes for each p the identity transformation 1™ x 1™ on
R™ x R™, ie. (1™ x 1™)(x,d) = (x,d).

"I"The additional degrees of freedom in the choice of o represented by the
function ¢ and the parameter § turns in advantage for other different purposes:

see Section

The fact that there exist symmetries like (2I) or (22) which
are contractive only partially on the (x,d)-space motivate
the following relaxed notion of SI-contraction, which will be
worthwhile for some of the forthcoming results.

Definition 4.4: (Partial SI-contraction). A LGT V¥, is par-
tially state-input contracting (PSI-contracting) with contract-
. X1 e esXyn dig,..dig . .
ing maps (o, p, Tyt 777" x T °), where {j1,...,5r} S
{1,...,n} and {i1,...,is} < {l,...,m} are (possibly
empty) subsets of 1ndexes if there exist o € Ko, p € £ and
a GGDT T 5 T % on R” x R* such that for all

(H(x,d)“) and (¢,x,d) € Dom(\IJ;’X’d)) it holds that

H(F:jlwwxh % inlwnxdis)(xgl ..... Jr d’Ll ..... is)

< up) (38)

where xf;l""’jr = ((Xp)jys---»(Xp)j.) and dff""’i‘*‘ =
((dp)ilv"'v(dp)is)' <
Example (cont’ed). The local group of transformations
1), on account of (36), is PSI-contracting with contracting
maps (o, p1, T2 xT'9) = (0s,e 7079 1, x 1)), any § € (0, 1).
The global group of transformations 22), on account of (37),
is PSI-contracting with contracting maps
« 1
(0,738 % T) = (3 In(1+ p(s),
for any § € (0,1) and ¢ € K4 such that ¢(s) > s for all
5= 0.

es1=9 1, % 1) (39)

V. SYMMETRY-BASED OBSERVERS

The idea behind the design of symmetry-based observers
is the following. Let z(¢) be a solution of X(¢) = 0 and ¥,
be a symmetry of X(¢) = 0 with Dom(¥,) = M for p >
0, SI-contracting with contracting maps (o, p I % I‘g) and
UU-transforming for p > 0 (similar considerations can be
repeated with proper modifications for symmetries which are
BU-transforming). Pick any o > 0. If the group parameter p
(possibly time-varying) is such that

o(l(2(t),d(®))

for all t > T and for some w > 0 such that (poo)(w) < o
[, by the SI-contraction property (34) of W, it follows that
H(FX x Tp)(p (1), up(t))| < (oo)(w) < gforall t > T.
Hence, ¥, (t) = 0 (and Ep(tp) = 0 in time scale t,) can be ap-
proximated to any degree g by its linear approximation around
the origin. Under some detectability assumptions on the linear
approximation of 3(¢) = 0, we design an exponential observer
for i(tp) = 0 with exponentially converging estimate Y (t,) —
Tp(tp) as t, — 400 (asymptotic convergence in time scale t,,
is allowed since W, is UU-transforming). By inverse group
transformation [\IJ;’X]*l we get an asymptotically converging
estimate Z(t) — x(t) as ¢ — +o0 (asymptotic convergence
in time scale ¢ is implied by asymptotic convergence in time
scale t, since ¥, is UU-transforming).

Remark 5.1: Assuming detectability of the linearization
of ¥(t) = 0 represents a simple way of guaranteeing the

| +w) (40)

127" > 0 may vary with the solution z(t).
I3The existence of such w follows from o € Ko and w € L, hence
pooe L.



existence of a local C'* observer for the transformed sys-
tem X(t,) = O but any other local observer can be used,
including non-Lipschitz observers such as SLOs. Mixing up
symmetry-based techniques with non-Lipschitz observers may
remarkably enlarge the range of applications of both SLOs and
symmetry-based observers. <

There are two ways of satisfying (@Q): if we consider
all the solutions (z(t),d(t)) bounded for all ¢ > 0 by a
known number N > 0 then we use a constant p > o(N)
(semiglobal observers) or if we consider also unbounded
solutions (z(t),d(t)) but still bounded for all ¢ > T > 0
by a time-varying variable V' (t), filtered from the system’s
observations y(t), then we use a time-varying p(t) = o(V (t))
(global observers).

A. Semiglobal symmetry-based observers

As discussed above, when sup,- | (z(t),d(t))| < +oo we
set p constant satisfying (@0). We sum up below (with remarks)
the main assumptions behind our semiglobal observer design.
First of all, we assume the existence of a SI-contracting and
UU-transforming symmetry.

Assumption S.1: U, is a LS of X(t) = 0 with Dom(¥,) =
M for p > 0, SI-contracting with contracting maps (o, f, g x
Fg) and UU-transforming for p > 0. <

Some (mild) conditions are required on the inverse group of
transformation [\I/;’X]*l and the input transformation map \I/g
for obtaining a converging estimate Z(¢) of z(¢) (in time scale
t) from a converging estimate X(t,) of the transformed state
Zp(tp) (in time scale t,). We remind the reader the notational
meaning of t,, X, dy,y, (see Notation ().

Assumption S.2: There exist po > 0, 7 € K4 and m € £
such that for all p > po and (t,X) € Dom(¥}) x R for which
IR < npu(p) we have (t,x) € Dom(¥"5) and | =522 | <
T (X)) <

m2(p)
The way we present Assumption S.2 is motivated by the

fact that, although Dom (¥, ) = M for p > 0 by Assumption
S.1, we may as well have (tp,X) ¢ Dom(¥’ ) for some p > 0

and (t,%) € Dom(¥}) x R", hence N%M not defined at
such point (p,¢,X). Recall that, by (ii) of Definition 3.1} we
have (t,,x,) € Dom(\I!ﬁ’;) but not (t,,X) € Dom(\Ift_’;) for
all p>0 and (¢,x,X) € R x R™ x R™.

Assumption S.3: There exist m3 € K such that |dy] <

ma(p)ms(|d]) for all p > 0, (£,x,d) € R x R" x R™., <
Let
A 3F(t,><,d) A 3F(t,><,d)
A#) = ox  lxd)=0’ B(t) = ad (x,d)=0"
A 6H(t,><,d) A 3H(t,x,d)
ct) = ox (x,d):o’D(t) B od (x,d)=0" 1)
F(t,x.d A(t) B(t
@sexd @ (i) - (20 p0) (3)- @

As announced in Remark [5.]] we introduce some detectability
property on the linearization of X(¢) = 0.

Assumption S.4: sup,- |B(t)| < +o0, sup;~q [D(t)] <
+00 and there exist K : RS — R™?, P : R} — S,(n
and p,p > 0 such that sup,-, |K(t)|| < +o0 and D;P(t) +

P(t)(A(t) - K(H)C(1) + (A(t) - K(£)C(1)) T () P(t) + 21, €
S_(n) with pI,, < P(t) < Ppl, for all ¢t > 0. <
Assumptto_n S.5: There exist £ € K such that

(AX x,d)
H agg | < €(|(x,d)|) for all £ > 0 and (x,d) €
Notlce that for each t > 0, by continuity of % and
since | agi%)(t,x,d)\\(x_’d —o = 0, there always exists such

& € K. Define the dynamic output filter

Dtx@)) 0L, 0 (A(wt <t>>)
— ot n nxp p t
( 0 o 1)\ Lol )X

+(AZL)(\IJ;£3 (t)a Xsat (t)v O)

N <K(\P§,(t))(‘1ﬁyo (t,y(t) - C(t)))

0p><1

with x*24() & T% sat,, ) (T3 (x(1))).

Theorem 5.1: Under Assumptions S.1-S.5 and for each
N > 0 consider the solutions z(t) of X(t) = 0 for
which sup,~ [(x(t),d(t))|] < N together with the filter

@3), its design parameter p > 0 and its output Z(¢) 2

U*, (W (1), x**(t)). For each ¢ > 0 there exists p > 0 such
that
. - _ 2P
limsup () — 2(t)| < {e +8py | —(1 sup [E@)]) >
t—+00 p

x(sup [B(O)] + sup [ D(t)[}m1(0))ms (sup d(1)])- < (44)

Renomrk 5.2: The proof of Theorem éﬁl reported in the
Appendix, points out the procedure for tuning the parameter
p > 0 of the filter @3) (inequalities @9)-(T0I)). Notice
that if B(t) = 0 and D(t) = 0 (i.e. the linearization of
X(t) = 0 is input-insensitive) it follows from (@4) that Z(¢)
is an asymptotic estimate of any solution z(t) of X(t) = 0
for which sup,>q [ (x(t),d(t))| < N with arbitrarily small
asymptotic error bound ems(N). If, in addition, d(t) = 0 we
have exact convergence z(t) — Z(t) as t — +o0.

Example (cont’ed). Consider the system map > as-
sociated to (B0) and the GS of X(¢t) = 0 in (B2). As
already seen, (32)) is Sl-contracting with contracting maps (33)
and UU-transforming (Assumption S.1). Let’s see how it is
possible to meet the remaining Assumptions S.2-S.5. From

32D, wigfp’x) < ﬂ;;!;!) forall p > 0 and (¢,x) € R x R",
with
Ti(s) 2 1+se Ky, m(s) 2e R p (45)

(Assumption S.2 with pg = 0). Since k£ > 2, |d,]
ma(p)ms(|d]) for all p = 0 and (¢,x,d) € R x R” x R™,
with 73(s) = s (Assumption S.3). Also, Assumption S.4 is
satisfied since (C(t), A(t)) = ((1 0), gg é? 2 (C,A)
is observable, while Assumption S.5 trivially follows since the
functions F' and H are time-invariant. Theorem [5.1] applies to
Y (t) = 0 providing the asymptotic error bound @4) with the
symmetry-based observer (43)

B x2(t) + k1Y (t)
Dyx(t) = e < 2O 2sate psl(X2(t)) + kﬁ’(ﬂ) ’

(1))
at, vs(xa (1)
¢ (;ksat e <t>>)

[~

(46)



where Y (t) := e Py(t) — x1(¢t), the gain matrix K =
(k1 k2) is such that A— KC is Hurwitz and the parameter
p > 0 is sufficiently large (Remark 5.2). It might be useful to
compare our observer (@) with a classical semi-global HGO
(see for instance [19], [10])

~ . L/L'\g(t) + ’7]€1Y(t)
Dia(t) = (sat’ﬁ,(il(t))sat]v(:?g(t)) +72k2Y(t)>’ “47)

where Y (t) := y(t) — Z1(t) and v > 0 is sufficiently large, or
a SLO (see for instance [14], [10] with references therein)

( Zo(t) + vk lY(tﬂ% ) (48)
sath (21(1)))satn (Z2(1)) + 7k Y ()] )7

where Y (t) := y(t) — 21(t), |s]* = sgn(s)|s|¥ and v > 0
is sufficiently large. While with our symmetry-based observer
(@6) we are guaranteed from (@4l with an asymptotic estima-
tion error bound {e + 8p 2Fﬁ(l + | K|)} N, with the HGO

@7) we achieve the arbitrarily small asymptotic estimation
error bound e N (see for instance Proposition 2, [10]) and with
the SLO (@8)) we have the best performance with asymptotic
convergence of Z(t) to z(t) (see for instance Proposition 4,
[10]). By introducing relaxed notions of symmetry in Section
[VIl we will be able to recover the same performances of
semiglobal HGOs when sup,~ [ (z(t), d(t)| < +co (Theorem
[Z.1)), not yet the exact error convergence observed in the SLOs.
On the other hand, global symmetry-based observers may be
still designed (Theorem [5.3) where SLOs or homogeneous
observers do not when sup,~ [ («(t),d(t))| = +oo (Examples
and later on). <

We can state an analogous result to Theorem [3.1] for PSI-
contracting symmetries such as (22)). To this aim we refer to a
system map X with (F, H) £ (Fy(t,x,d) + Fy(t,x1),x1) and
x = (x1,x%2), x1 € RP and xo € R""?, where H and F; depend
only on the points ¢ and x; which may not be subject to the
SI-contracting action of the group. The following Assumptions
will replace Assumptions S.1, S.2 and S.5:

Assumption PS.1: ¥ is aLS of ¥(t) = 0 with Dom(¥,) =
M for p > 0, U3 = \I!,yg, PSI-contracting with contracting
maps (o, p1, 'y % I‘g) and UU-transforming. |

Assumption PS.2: There exist pg > 0, m € K, and
T € L such that for all p > po, (t,x) € Dom(¥},”) and
X9 € R™ for which p > o(|x|) and HYQH 2(n —p)u(p) we

Di(t) =

have (tp, (xp)1,%2) € Dom (")) and | =elplel @)y o
mi( H(m)H) ) <
fet
6F0(t,x,d) 6F0(t,x,d)
A(t) = T'(x,d)anB(t) 2 T'(x,d)zo
(ASL)(t,x,d) & Fy(t,x,d) — A(t)x — B(t)d.  (49)
Assumption PS.5: There exist & € K such that
L Aaz(izj’(d)H &([[(x2,d)|) for all ¢ > 0 and (x,d) €
7 oy R™. <
Define the dynamic output filter

a t
D) = 22 (i) + A (w0, Wit y(0)

(AL (Wh (1), (L y(1). x5 (1), 0) (50)
+E (W) (W (1, y(1) = xa (1))

with X = (XlaXQ) X1 € RP, X2 € R"™™P, and Xsat() 2

T sat, ) (T (2 (1)

Theorem 5.2: Under Assumptions PS.1, PS.2, S.3, S.4, and
PS.5 and for each N > 0 consider the solutions z(t) of
Y(t) = 0 for which sup,~ |/(z(t),d(t))| < N together with
the filter (30), its design parameter p > 0 and its output Z(t) £
(y(t), U2, (Wi (1), Wh(t, y(t), x3*(t)). For each € > 0 there
exists p > 0 such that

limsup |z(t) — Z(t)|| < {e + 8§\/§(1 + SUP K@) =

(iup |B@)m1(0)}ms (sup d(2)]). (1)

The proof of Theorem Iﬂl/ls similar to the proof of Theorem
51l and it is omitted.

Example (cont’ed). Consider the system map X asso-
ciated to ([I9). As already seen, its global symmetry @2) is
PSI-contracting with contracting maps (39) for any § € (0, 1)
and ¢ € Kq such that ¢(s) = s for all s > 0. It is also
UU-transforming for p > 0 and ¥}' = ¥} (Assumption
PS.1). Furthermore, [dy| < ma(p)ms(||d|) for all p > 0
and (t,x,d) € R x R? x R, with 73(s) £ s € K and
mo(s) 2 et e Loand [ W% (1, ()1 %) = ¢ <
”;j”g?)”) forall p > 0 and (¢,x) € R x R? and X € R, with
m(s) 21+ s e Ky (Assumptions PS.2 and S.3). Moreover,

a0 = (0 0.() ) 2 (@) s ovservavi

(Assumption S.4) and the functions F' and H are time-
invariant (Assumption S.5). Our symmetry-based observer is

- Xa(t) + k1Y (t)
Dex(t) = <Satip(12s> (X2(t1)) + k2Y(t)>
o y(t)

z(t) = <epsatep<16) (X2(t))> 7

with Y (t) := y(t) — x1(t), the gain matrix K := (ky, ko)"
such that A — KC is Hurwitz and p > 0 sufficiently large.
A different symmetry-based observer can be designed for the
same system X.(t) = 0 by using the LS (21)) which, on account
of (36), is PSI-contracting as well.

B. Global symmetry-based observers

By considering only the solutions z(¢) of 3(¢) = 0 for
which sup, [ (z(t),d(t))] < N < +oo, we restrict as well
the set of initial conditions z(0) for which the observer
convergence to z(t) is guaranteed. A powerful option we have
for overcoming this problem and let the initial condition z(0)
be any point in R™ is to design a time-varying p = p(t)
estimating the norm | (x(t),d(t))|| in the sense of {@Q). These
type of estimates are computed by suitable dynamic output
filters (norm estimators) originally introduced in [30] and,
more recently, used for global observer design in [6] (state-
norm estimators).

1) Sl-norm estimators: For the design of a norm-estimator
of (x(t),d(t)) (called SI-norm estimator) we introduce the
following assumption.

Assumption SINE: There exist a € IC, 1 € Ky, 11, P € Ko,
Bo =0 and a C* function V : R% x R™ — RY such that for



allt >0

DtV(t,J?(t))lm):o<*a(V(tvx(t))H‘I’(H(y(t),d(t))\l) (52)
lz(@)] < BV (¢, ()))+ﬁo (53)
([l (y (1), d®)DIsry=0 < n([(z(t),d®))]). « (54)

Assumption SINE takes inspiration from the corresponding
Assumption SNE introduced in [6] for state-norm estimator
design but it marks a significant advancement with o € K
substituting a(s) = s in [6].

Example 3] (cont’ed). Consider the system map ¥ associ-
ated to (29) where, in addition,

ZAQthxJ, (55)
B (t Xl) Bl (O, 0) = Bl (t,Xl)Xl, (56)
Z [A3,; 001+ IBT (&, x) | + [ B2t x)| < 7([xal) - (57)

for 7 € K and for all £ > 0 and x € R™. We see how to meet
Assumption SINE. Using (33)-(36), the system X(¢) = 0 can
be written as

07’7.)(77.

Dyx(t) = <Bg(t,:v(t))> d(t) + Kpy(t)

B (1.1 (1))
* <AL ~ Gt (A;*il(t,x(t))

0
where A; & [ "

(58)

Oan

A3 (8, :C(t)))) a(t)

Bl(an))’ Cr A (In Onxn) and

Oan 071)(71

K € R?™ " But (Cp,AyL) is observable since B;(0,0) €
GL(n), hence there exist K € R*"*™ and Q) € S, (2n) such
that

(AL —KCL)"Q+ Q(AL — KCL) + I, € S; (2n) (59)

with gql,, < Q < ql,, for some q,q > 0. Using (37) with
W (x) 2 xTQx, we also find ¢1, ¢, > 0 such that

DWW (2(t))st)=0 < =W (2(1))

oL+ 7(ly@D)W (z(t)) + [d®)|* + [y(D)]*) (60)

for t > 0. Hence, if
V(x) 2 In(1 + W(x)), (61)
afs) & ffs,cp(s) 2 01 +7(s))(1 + s2), (62)

we get DV (x(®)lzw=-0 < —aV(z() +

O(||(y(t),d(t))|) for all ¢ = 0. Furthermore, since
V(x) = (1 + qfx|*) for all x € R" then
[2(t)| < B1(V(x(t))) for all t > 0 with
e’ —1
Bi(s) 2 : (63)
a
Finally, ®(|(y(t). (1)) Dlsyo < n(l(x(t).d(D))]) for al
t=>0

0(s) £ L2(1+7(0)((1 +7(s))(1 + 5%)

e®—1
es 2

= 1+

—7(0)) € Ky. (64)

The functions V in (&I), « € K and ® € K in 62), f1 € Ko
in (63) and n € K, in (@4) satisfy Assumption SINE (with
Bo = 0).

Example (cont’ed). Consider the system map > as-
sociated to (I9). Going through similar calculations from
@8 to @), with V(x) 2 In(l + W()), W(x) £
(><1 e_xle)Q(xl e_xle) and @ € S, (2) such that

q12 < @ < qly for some q,q > 0, we find
Viz(t))lsw-0o < —aV(z() + 2([(y(t),d(t))]) and
Hév( )| < BV ( ( ) with
als) 2 ;S 0(s) & ta(1+ e )(1+52), (69
e’ —1 e’ —

(1te ), lb>0.4 (66

q

In the remaining part of this section, we provide the necessary
details for designing SI-norm estimators under Assumption
SINE according to a procedure taking inspiration from Propo-
sition 4.1 of [6] but modified so as to take into account the
relaxed condition o € K. Since we restrict our attention to
bounded inputs d(t), we assume that sup,, |d(t)| < N <
+00. Using the fact that o € K, let w; > 0, A\; € (0,1) and
Ao € (0, (wy)) be such that

Ot(S + wl) = /\104(5) + Ao (67)
for all s > 0. Define the filter
DV (t) = =MV (1) + (|y(t)] + N), V(0) >0, (68)

and let L(V,V) & max?{V — V — w,0}. By (32 and
using (67), we have D, L(V, ‘7)|Z(t):0 < —2Xo\/ L(V, V) (for

almost all ¢ > 0) so that
V(t,x(t))

Also, on account of (33), |=(t)| < B1(V(t) + wy) + Bo for
all t > T, ), hence p 2 p(t) 2 o(wo + N+ B(V(t) +wi))
satisfies @Q) for all wy > Bo and ¢ > T, (0y and provides a SI-
norm estimator for ¢ > T, as long as sup,- [d(t)| < N.
For avoiding largely oscillatory behaviours of \7(t), in place
of the filter (68) we may use as well non-negative filters

D,V (t) = max{-X\a(V(t)) + ®(|y(t)] + N),0}.

2) Global symmetry-based observers with infinite-time con-
vergence: Global observers are the result of a suitable com-
bination of semiglobal observers with SI-norm estimators.
Below, we sum up the main assumptions. First of all, we
slightly reinforce Assumptions S.1 and S.4 as follows.

Assumption GS.I: ¥, is a LS of 3(t) = 0 with
Dom(V¥,) = M for p > 0, it is SI-contracting with con-
tracting maps (o, 1, I'y x I‘d) and UU-transforming. Moreover,

V(0,2(0)) + w;

S V(t) + w1, ¥t = Ty = X
0

. (69)

the infinitesimal generator of U™ is g0 = g5 +
27:1(9 (t, X))J ox; with

g'(t) <t (70)

for all ¢ > 0 and for some h > 0, sup; o7 (t = H < +®
and for some x € K and for all x e R"

0g*(t,x) 09X(t7><)‘
- . 71
sup| 120 - W] () )




Let A(t), B(t), C(t) and D(t) be as in @I with the following
slightly stronger detectability assumption.

Assumption GS.4: sup,~ |B(t)| < +o0, sup;~¢ [D(t)] <
400 and there exist K : RY — R"*?, Pe S, (n) and p,p >
0 such that sup,~ | K ()| < +o0 and P(A(t) — K (t)C(t)) +
(At) - K#®)C@)T(t)P + 2L, € S_(n) for all t > 0 with
pl, < P < plL,. <

When p = p(t) is time-varying and ¥, is UU-transforming
for each p > 0, we have to introduce some additional
conditions for guaranteeing that also 6(¢) £ UL ()] p—p(e) is an
unbounded time scale. A clarifying example i 1s Wi(t) =e Pt
with p(t) = In(1 + t*) for t > 0 and some k > 1, which
implies 0(t) < ﬁ < 1 for t = 0. Hence, although
lim; 4o, W) (t) = +0o0 and W} is strictly increasing on R}
for each p > 0, however lim;_, o, 0(t) < 1 and if k£ > 1 then
6 is not even strictly increasing on R(ﬂr.

Let mo € £ be as in Assumption S.2 and 5 € Ky and
n € K4+ as in Assumption SINE. For ¢,w > 0, N > 0 and
s = N define

X dlnms(s
1+ | min0, (¥4 £)}] + |1

V(t7 S) é f ) Y
ot
do(r) dp(r)
£ = . (2
(57W) dr lr=s+w dr r:ﬁ*l(st)n(S) ( )
Assumption GS.6: For each N > 0 there exists kg € L,

k1 € L and ko > 0 such that for all w >0

sup E(s,w)V(t,o(w+ 8)) < ko(w)
t=0,s=N

t
inf { 0T, (1)
t=0,s>N ot

Example 5.1: Consider the system map > associated to
B0) and its global symmetry (32) with infinitesimal generator
@I). As already seen, (32) is Sl-contracting with contracting
maps (33) and UU-transforming for p > 0. Moreover, (30)
satisfies (B3)-@2) with 7(s) £ 2(1 + s¥), k > 2. We show
how to meet Assumption GS.6. Collect o € Ko, from (33)
(with any ¢ € Ky, such that ¢(s) > s for all s > 0), 73 € L
from @3), Q € S, with its upper and lower bounds @, q > 0
from (3%, 3 € K from (G3) and n € K, from (64). Pick

(73)

(1+ kgt)} > k(W) < (74)
r=c(w+s)

N > 0. We choose ¢(s) £ s(1 + T(S))(11+ s)+ 1(s) —7(0)
and 6 € (0,1) such that =5 < (1+ N)™> and
dip(s) a(l +¢(s)) = 1
ds M+ rONArQU iR Irs )

for all s > N. From (BI)-(32) we recover Wi (¢ o) = ePkt and its
inﬁnite51mal generator g|; = ¢'(t) 2 with g*(t) = kt. Hence,
from deﬁnltlon @2 and since n(s) < A2 (L+7(0))(1+¢(s))

and 115 < <(1+s)77 forall s >N,
1+4(1+E&
E(s,w)V(t,o(w + 5)) < Ao(1 + T(O))Lﬂ y
1+q d -
x = s0|7“ S+w

(1+<p(s+w))1 5 dr

which, on account of ([Z3), implies ([Z3)) of Assumption GS.6
with ko(s) = + € L. Furthermore, for all w > 0

. OVL(t)
>
t?(l)ngN { ot T:a’(ers)(l * t)} c

which implies (74) of Assumption GS.6 with ko = 1. <
Consider the dynamic output filter

onxP> }
IPXP
09 (W (t),x oW (1) _
(A e) + 2| (ZO) D)
C(Wi(t

(P0) - (7 e

0pxrn

_ t
s x(t)

p
+(A2L)(\Ij; (t)v Xsat (t)7 0)

X sa 09" (t,x
. (g (W (6), (1)) — 24

Opxl

X*(t) | Dip(t)
x=0 avL (1)

ot

. (K(\Ifé(t»(w:,; ,fi’ly(t)) - <(t>>) ) 76)
p=p(t) 2 o(wo + N + BV (t) +wi)), (77
D,V (t) = max{-Xa(V(£) + ®(t,[y(t)] + N), 0}, (78)

with AXp, as in @2) and x**(t) = T (sat, ) Ty (x(1)))-
The proof of the following result is reported in the Appendix.

Theorem 5.3: Under Assumptions SINE, GS.1, S.2, S.3,
GS.4, S.5 and GS.6 consider the solutions z(t) of X(t) =
for which sup,~ [|d(t)|| < N together with the filter (Z6)-(7Z8),
its design parameters A;,wo,w; > 0 and its output Z(¢) £
WX (W (1), x**(t)). For each & > 0 there exist Ay, wo,w; >
0 such that @4) holds true. <

Remark 5.3: The design parameters Aj,wp,w; > 0
claimed in Theorem [3.3] are tuned as follows: the parameters
A1,wi > 0 are numbers satisfying (67), while the parameter
wo = By (Bo = 0 from Assumption SINE) is tuned as the
corresponding parameter w > 0 in the proof of Theorem 511
taking into account the additional conditions ([Z3)-({Z4).

Example 5.2: (Global symmetry-based observers versus
others). Consider the system map % associated to

A Al(Xl) + X2
(F’H)_(<A2(x)+d)’xl)’ (79)
x 2 (x1,x2) and x1,x2,d € R, and
y+ry 'vfr2 ’Y+‘T2
Al (Xl) = a1Xq 1 ,AQ (X) = a2,1Xq 1 + a9 ,2Xo "2 (80)

for some a1,a21,a22 € R, 71 >0, 7= 0 with 2 = T1 + 7.
Hence, F' and H are homogeneous with weights (11, r2) and
degrees v and ry, respectively. It is possible to design a global
homogeneous observer for X(¢) = 0 (see for instance [5]) if

a b i
|A1(x}) — A1 (x7)| < 01|X1_X1| )
[A2(x%) — Aa()] < ea(xd — x|+ [xg — 31 =) (81)
for all xa,xb e R? and for some ci,co > 0, which

holds only if v = 0 (the case v < 0 may be consid-
ered but this would imply F' ¢ C). It is not even pos-
sible to design a sliding-mode observer for %(t) = 0 if



sup;>g [[(«(t),d(t)| = +oo. On the other hand, as already
discussed in the case of (29) in Example 43| we find that
U,(t,z) = (ePVt, e PTixy, e P2y, e POIHT2)d e PT1y) is a
GS of 3(t) = 0, Sl-contracting with contracting maps
($In(1 + @(s)),e*179 12 x 1,) for any § € (0,1) and
¢ € Kg such that p(s) > s for all s > 0. Furthermore,

from [5] we borrow a C' function V' : R" — RY of
do—r1

dixg , 921 T g
the form V(x) = {"'(s™ —x, ™ )ds + |x2|™ such
sz
2 do+v da+vy
that DV (z(t))|smy—0 < =0V 72 (2(t)) + Lo|y(t)] = +

dot~
(3(supy~ Hd(t)H)TsTW for ¢ > 0 and for some (1,032,035 > 0
and sufficiently large d; > 0 and do > max{ry, r2}. Moreover,

()] < b1V T + bo for all t > 0 and for some by, by > 0.
do+vy

Hence, Assumption SINE is satisfied with a(s) = ¢1s7=2 ,
doty do+y r2

D(s) = Llos 1 + l3s™2F7, Bi(s) = bys® and By = b
Assumption GS.6, as well as the remaining assumptions of
Theorem[3.3] can be satisfied as in Example[5.1] In conclusion,
while for a system X(¢) = 0 with (F, H) in [Z9)-(80) we can
design a global symmetry-based observer, we cannot use any
other existing observer unless X(¢) = 0 satisfies either (8)
with v = 0 or sup,> ||(z(t), d(t)| < +o0. <
Analogue results to Theorem [3.3] can be stated for global
symmetry-based observers when considering PSI-contracting
symmetries and using Assumptions PS.1, PS.2 and PS.5
instead of Assumptions S.1, S.2 and S.5.

Example 5.3: Consider the system map X associated to
(@9 and its global symmetry 22). Notice that (I9) does not
fall in the class (Z9)-(80) for any choice of r; > 0 and v > 0
As already seen, (19) is PSI-contracting with contracting maps
(0,1, T2 xT8) = (3 In(1 +(s)), e~ *1 79 1, x 1,,) for any
d € (0,1) and ¢ € Ky such that ¢(s) = s for all s = 0.
Furthermore, a SI-norm estimator for X(¢) = 0 is designed
from (G3)-(GG) as well as Assumption GS.6 is satisfied by
some ¢ € Ky and § € (0,1) selected as in Example 511 A
global symmetry-based observer for (19) is

2(f))

0
D t) = p(t) ( X2(
O = (G2 a) — e D)

+ (i;igg) }’ ) = (ei”(t)satef(t()?g) (X2(t))) 7

with Y (t) £ y(t) — x1(t), the gain matrix K = (k1 kg)T
such that A — KC' is Hurwitz and p(t) as in (Z7)-(Z8). To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first type of global observer
proposed for the system X(¢) = 0. <

3) Global symmetry-based observers with prescribed finite-
time convergence: Theorems [3.1] and [5.3] make use of
UU-transforming symmetries for designing observers with
asymptotic error convergence. The following result invoke BU-
transforming and, in particular, CBU-transforming symmetries
(Definition 3.3)) for designing global observers with prescribed
finite-time error convergence. For keeping the exposition as
self-contained as possible, consider a system map > with
(F,H) & (A(t)x+B(t)d, C(t)x+D(t)d) (i.e. linear and time-
varying) and the following assumptions replacing Assumptions
S.1-S.3:

Assumption LTS.I: ¥, is a LS of X(t) = 0 with
Dom(¥,) = {(t,z) € M : t € Dom(¥})} and CBU-
transforming for p > 0. <

Assumption LTS.2: There exist ¢ € £ and 7o : R?r X
R% — R4 such that for all p > 0, x € R" and
t € [U' (1), Dom™¥}), with 7 € Dom(¥’ ) n RY,

« AU (tp x)
have (tp, ) € DOIn(‘I/,p), BXP x 71.2(':1'37)3)
’(ﬂnwz(sp)’ <1/J(tp) <

Assumptton "LTS.3: There exist 73 > 0 such that [dp]l <
o (ty, p)ms|/d| for all p > 0, (x,d) € R" x R™ and ¢ €
[\I/t_p(T),Doer\I/;). <

The proof of the following result is similar to the proof of
Theorem except for few issues on the time scale which
we omit for brevity.

Theorem 5.4: Under Assumptions LTS.1-LTS.3 and S.4
consider the solutions z(t) of X(¢) = 0 for which
Sup,s [d(t)|| < 400 with the filter

oW (t
Dot = 22 (aw o) - kwpaCE )

K (W)W (L y(1)) (82)

its design parameter p > 0 and its output Z(¢) £
W, (Wh(t), x(t)). For each e, T > 0 there exists p > 0 such
that 0 < Dom™* W < T and

limsup |z(t)

i
—z(t)| < {e+8py | —
t,/Dom™* ¥l P

x(1+sup [K(0)])(sup | BE)] + sup [D()[)}rs sup d(t)] «

Remark 5.4: Slnce we are cons1der1ng a 11near time-
varying system X(¢f) = 0, the group ¥, is not required
to be Sl-contracting and, therefore, a SI-norm estimator is
not needed. The estimate Z(t) converges to z(t) (up to an
error which depends on sup,. [d(t)| < +o0) even when
sup; ¢ [|lz(t)| = +oo.

Example 2] (cont’ed). Consider the system map ¥ associ-
ated to (7). We have seen that (28)) is a LS of 3(¢) = 0, with
Dom(¥,) = {(t,z) e M : t # %} and CBU-transforming
for p > 0 (Assumption LTS.1). Assumptions LTS.2-LTS.3 are
met with 7 := 1, ¢(t) & %t, mo(t,p) & (1+pt)g and 73 := 1.
By Theorem [5.4] an observer for X(¢) = 0 with convergence
within prescribed finite-time 7" is provided by (82) as

and

(83)

Dox(®) = =z ( (447 + KL - a).
s - ("5 1) 89

with K € R? such that A — KC is Hurwitz.

We can compare the symmetry-base observer (84) (more
generally, the results of Theorem [3.4) with existing ones for
linear systems such as the (homogeneous) one proposed in
[27], although to our best knowledge none of them takes
into account disturbance-insensitivity issues with global error
convergence, or the SLO’s proposed for instance in [29]. Ho-
mogeneous observers and SLO’s are time-invariant fractional-
power or even discontinuous function of the output, while our



observers are time-varying continuously differentiable (actu-
ally smooth) function of the output. Our observers are more
resemblant to the ones used in [31] and, as also noticed in [31],
a time-varying gain-based finite-time observer is built upon
smooth observers, not on fractional-power or discontinuous
observers, thus resulting in a smooth estimation process.
Moreover, the finite-time observer is characterized with uni-
formly pre-specifiable convergence time that is independent of
initial condition and any other design parameters and can be
preassigned as needed within the physically allowable range.

VI. ASYMPTOTIC SYMMETRIES

As it is apparent from (@4, a favorable situation for
attenuating the effect of unknown exogenous inputs d(t) on
the estimation error is when the linearization of X(t) = 0
around the origin is input-insensitive (i.e. B(t) = 0 and
D(t) = 0). Indeed, in this case the error bound resulting
from @4) is the arbitrarily small number em3(/N). When the
linearization of X(¢) = 0 is not input-insensitive, we are
motivated to introduce relaxed notions of symmetries ¥, for
which ¥,|sn—¢ # 0 (i.e. ¥, is not a LS of X(¢) = 0) but
there exists a system map X, # X such that (Xe)p|x=0 — 0
as p — 4o [ (ie. ¥, maps ¥ = 0 into (X)), = 0 as
p — +00). The “asymptotic” system Y, (¢) = 0 is designed
so as to have an input-insensitive linearization or more specific
and simple structures (linear, triangular, etc etc).

Definition 6.1: (Asymptotic symmetries). A LGT (resp.
GGT) V¥, is a local (resp. global) C* asymptotic symmetry
(LAS, resp. GAS) of the system X(t) = 0 with asymptotic
system map Yo, and contracting maps (o, w1 % 1"3) if it
is SI-contracting with contracting maps (o, p I % 1"3) and
there exist a system map Y, # X (associated to a pair
(Fo(t,x,d),Hpo(t,x,d)) # (F(t,x,d),H(t,x,d))) and v €
K+ L such that for all p > 0 and (¢,z) € Dom(¥,)

[ AR (b, tp, xp, dp) | < v([(T5 % Tp) O, dp) [ 0) 1 0x, d) |
(85)

\;vhere AY,(p,7,%,1) 2 [(Eoo)p|g:0]|(t)x)u):[\l,;,x,d],1(am).
Notice that A (p,tp,%p,dp) = (Eoo)pln—o for all p = 0
and (t,z) € Dom(W,), since (,x,u) = [T5] 1 (ty, xp, dy).
Whenever Dom(¥,) = M for all p > 0, for each (¢,z) € M
and as p — +oo we have |[(I},T'9)(xp,dp)| — 0 by the
SI-contraction property and finally (X )p|n=0 — 0 by (3.
Furthermore, since any LS (GS) of 3(¢) = 0 is such that
Yyls—0 = 0 (Definition [A.1), if it is also SI-contracting then
it can be considered as the limit case of a LAS (GAS) of
3(t) = 0 with asymptotic system map X, = 3.

Example 6.1: (Weighted homogeneity in the co-limit). As
for the symmetry condition (I6), also the asymptotic symmetry
condition (83) can be given a geometric interpretation and, as
a particular case, we recover the notion of homogeneity in the
co-limit ([5]). Consider the same system map > and GGT ¥,
as Section 1]l On account of the prolongation formula @) for
computing \IJ;(U and the asymptotic symmetry condition (83),

15 According to the Notational Remark TI, (X ), denotes the transformed
system map Yo under the action of Wy.

U, is a GAS of X(t) = 0 with asymptotic system map X,
associated to (Fi(t,x,d), Hy(t,x,d)) = (Ax(x), Cx(x)) #
(A(x),C(x)) if (and only if) the vector field A, resp. the
mapping C, is homogeneous in the co-limit with weights
(=g, ,—g*), degree g*, resp. degrees (¢',---,g""),
and oo-limit vector field A., resp.co-limit map Cy: in
formulas, for each x it holds that |diag{e?(¥"—9)}A(x) —
Ap(ePT'x)| — 0 and [[eP9 C(x) — Cp(ePT'x)| — 0 as
p— +o0. <
Example 6.2: Back to the system map X associated to (30),
notice that the linearization of 3(¢) = 0 at (x,d) = (0, 0) is not
input-insensitive. Consider the GGT W, (t,z) = (ty,Xp,dp, yp)
t, & epgtjxp & (e Pxy, e P49y,

dp £ e PIT390d y, & Py (86)

with any g' > 0, which is Sl-contracting with contracting
maps

(0,1, T x %)

In(p(s) + 1), %, diag{1, e} x e379") (87)

1
-0
forany 6 € (0,1) and ¢ € Ko, such that p(s) > s forall s > 0.

Also, consider a candidate asymptotic system map o, # 3,
associated to

Fo(t,x,d), Hp(t,x,d)) = *2 X1

( OO( Ny ) O\l Ny 0 )

which is input-insensitive. By direct calculations
|(Zoe)plsmoll = e P20 xxe + (1 +x3)d],
| A0 (p, t, x5, dp) | < €720 x

2.t
X (€PF [ Tpxp |* x| + (1 + € [Ty [2)eP97|dy])

(88)

for all p > 0 and (¢t,z) € M. If ¢g* > max{6,k} then we
obtain 83) for all p > 0 and (¢,z) € M, with v(r,s) =
e—s9" (rk + 1 4+ r?) € K, L. Hence, the GGT (86), for any
g' = max{6, k}, is a GAS of 3X(t) = 0 with asymptotic system
map X (associated to (88)) and contracting maps 7). <«
A LAS is conceived in such a way to disentangle the trans-
formed system under the action of a LGT from the system
itself, in the sense that the transformed system is different
from the original one (as p — 400 when this makes sense).
As pointed out earlier, this may be beneficial in terms of
input-sensitivity if we design the observer on the transformed
system. However, condition (83) which characterizes a LAS is
not yet sufficient to design a convergent observer. An analogue
condition (83) has to be introduced on the “variation” of the
function AX(p, ty, -, -) leading to the following definition of
“variational” LAS.

Definition 6.2: A LGT (resp. GGT) ¥, is a local (resp.
global) C* asymptotic variational symmetry (LAVS, resp.
GAVS) of X(t) = 0 with asymptotic system map Y, and
contracting maps (o, p1, [y x Fg) if it is a LAS (resp. GAS)
of X(¢) = 0 with asymptotic system map Yo, and contracting
maps (o, JTR R I‘g) and, in addition, there exists A\ € K, L
such that for all p > 0 and (t,z) € Dom(¥,)

H 0A200(p7tpviaﬁ) H o
(%, 1) —a

S AT % Th) (xp, dp )1, ) (89)



where AY, is as in (83). <

Since any LS (GS) of ¥(t) = 0 is such that X,|s—¢ = 0, if
it is also SI-contracting then it can be considered as the limit
case of a LAVS (resp. GAVS) of X(¢) = 0 with asymptotic
system map Yo, = 2.

Example[6.2] (cont’ed). Once more consider the system map
Y associated to (B0) with the GGT (86), SI-contracting with
contracting maps (87). Also, let (Fi(t,%,d), Hy(t,%,d)) be
as in (88). By direct calculations

OAY (P, tp, X, T)
H (%, 1) I &2,
x (ePM | Ty M (k + 1) + (1 + [Ty | + 2[Tdp e

for all p > 0 and (¢,z) € M. If g* > max{2,2k} then we
obtain (89) for all p > 0 and (¢,z) € M, with A\(r,s) =
e~ 259" (14 3r + 7% 1(k+1)) € K4 L. Therefore, since (86) is
for any g' > max{6,k} a GAS of X(¢) = 0 with asymptotic
system map Y., (associated to (88)) and contracting maps
@D, it is for any g' > max{6,2k} a GAVS of X(t) = 0
with asymptotic system map Y. (associated to (88)) and
contracting maps (§7).

< e Tixp |

VIl. VARIATIONAL ASYMPTOTIC SYMMETRY-BASED

OBSERVERS

For designing variational asymptotic symmetry-based ob-
servers, we modify Assumptions S.1, S.4 and S.5 coherently
with the new definition of LAVS:

Assumption AVS.I: U, is a LAVS of X(t) = 0, with
asymptotic system map Y, contracting maps (o, 1, Iy x I‘g)
and UU-transforming and Dom(¥,) = M for p > 0. <

Let
Aw(t) £ ag;w (xd)=0’ Bao(t) £ % (x,d)=0’
Conl(t) 6@% (x,d)=0 o () £ 32200 (x,d)=0
(A%1)(tx,d) £ (ffi';(éi‘i))) B ( Et; 5?;8) (3)
Assumption  AVS.4:  sup,., |Bo(t)|] < = 4o,

Supss || Do (t)| < 400 and there exist Ko : R — R™*P,
Py : R} — Si(n) and p_, P, > 0 such that
suppog [Kn(t)] < +o0 and DyPo(t) + Poolt)(Au() —
K00 (1) + (A (1) — Kon()Com (8)T (8)Poc () + 2L, €
S—(n) with p_I, < Po(t) < Pl forall t > 0. <

Assumptton AVS.5: There exist £ € K such that

L (A1) ”‘”H £(|(x,d)|) for all ¢ > 0 and (x,d) €
me <

Define the filter

Dyx a\P};t(t)In 0n><p Aoo(\lft(t))
(") - ( o L ) ((ooomt(t))) x)
+(A%o0) (W (1), X (1), 0) + (A0, L) (W (1), X (1), 0)
1 (KON - o)) ) ©0)

with AX,, as in (B3) and \f(t) £ I ysat,, ) (T (x (1))
The proof of the following result follows closely the proof of
Theorem 5.1] and it is omitted.

Theorem 7.1: Under Assumptions AVS.1, S.2, S.3, AVS.4
and AVS.5 and for each N > 0 consider the solutions z(t)
of ¥(t) = 0 for which sup,- ||(z(t),d(t))| < N together
with the filter @Q), its parameter design p > 0 and its output
Z(t) = W=, (Uh(t), x> (t)). For each & > 0 there exists p > 0

such that
~ _ 2p
—z(t)| <{e+3p o (1+SupHKoo( ) x

X (sup | Beo (1) | + sup [ Deg (¢) )1 (0) s (sup [[d()])). « (91)
t=0 t=0 t=0

Remark 7.1: If the linearization of ¥, (¢) = 0 is input-
insensitive (i.e. By (t) = 0 and Dy (t) = 0) Theorem [Z1]
certifies that Z(t) is an asymptotic estimate (up to an arbitrarily
small error em3(N)) of any solution z(t) of 3(t) = 0 for
which sup,~ [[(x(t),d(t))| < N. Hence, in order to attenuate
the effect of exogenous inputs on the error estimation it is
important to look for asymptotic system maps >, with input-
insensitive linearization.

Example (cont’ed). Consider the system map > as-
sociated to (B0) with the GGT (®@) which is for any g
max{6,k} a GAVS of X(t) = 0 with asymptotic systems
map Yo, where (Fio(t,x,d), Ho(t,x,d)) is as in (88), and
contracting maps (87). Theorem [Z1] applies to 3(f) = 0
providing the variational asymptotic symmetry-based observer

lim sup | z(t)
t—>+00

- x2(t)
Dyx(t) = e™ { ( pU=29") gath v6(X1§ ))Sate»a(e”gtxz(f)))

(O ) s e () )

with Y (t) := e Py(t) — x1(t), ¢* > max{6,2k} and K =
(k1,k2)" such that A — KC' is Hurwitz, which can be easily
compared with the symmetry-based observer (@6). The error
bound provided by Theorem[Z1lis the arbitrarily small number
ems(IV), since in this case By (t) = 0 and Dy (¢) = 0. Hence,
we recover the same performances of the semiglobal HGO
@7 (SLOs perform better yet, achieving exact asymptotic
convergence). <

VIII.

Different types of symmetries have been introduced for
ODE systems with motivating and illustrative examples. Based
on these symmetries, we have designed a variety of semiglobal
and global observers, in some cases recovering the same
performances of semiglobal classical HGOs and in other
cases obtaining novel global observers where existing design
techniques cannot provide any.

CONCLUSIONS

APPENDIX

Proof of Theorem [31l Since W, is UU-transforming for
p > 0, \I!;g is for each p > 0 a monotonically increasing
function of ¢ > 0 with lim;,,, W},(t) = +00. Choose any
g, N > 0 and consider all the solutions z(t) of £(t) = 0
for which sup,- | (z(t),d(t))| < N. Define the parameter
design p of the observer @3) as p 2 o(w) where w >
max{o 1 (po), N} is selected as follows with pg introduced
in Assumption S.2. By Assumption S.1 ¥, is SI-contracting



with contracting maps (o, 1, I’} x I‘g). Since 0 € K it follows
sup;>q o ([ (z(t),d(t))|) < o(N) < p. Hence, by the SI-
contracting property of W,

sup | (T T9) (2 (t), dy (1)) (92)

< pu(p)-

In what follows we consider ¢ > 0. Let

( sat( ) dbdt( ))
£ (I, x T (saty e (T x T (2 (1), dy (1)) (93)

and notice that, by the properties of the saturation functions
(Section [, for any integer 7 > 1

£, (2 t,,(¢Y)
g (Lt <o
Isatya(C)], 16sat, (¢*) + (1 — O)satu(C) < v (95)

for all ¢,¢* ¢*eR", > 0 and € € [0, 1]. By @2), ©4) and
since I'} x I‘g is a group of linear and diagonal transformations,
wp(t) = X*(t) = 2 () — X (1) = AS () (@p (1) — X(1)),

dp (1) = &3 (1) = A (t)dp (1) (96)
with A¥%(t) € R™ and A$(t) € R™ such that |A}(t)] and
IAg(t )H < 1. Using the mean value theorem, Assumption S.5,

(|EI) [©6) and the non-contracting property (33) of T’ x 1"3,
we write

(AXL)(t, 2™ (1), dy™ (1)) —
= () (T () = x(®)
==y (t P
P( ) ( dp (t)
where =, (t) € R(*tP)x(+m) j5 such that for some ¢ € K

IZp ()] < &(2(n +m)u(p)). (98)

Using the fact that £ € K, m € K4 (from Assumption
S.2) and p € L (from the contracting maps), select w >

(AXL)(t, X (1), 0)

o7)

max{o~(po), N} and, therefore, p = o(w) such that if
$(p) 2 (14 | K |)&((n + m)u(p))

8p2

5 o<1 (99)
m(npa(p)) < 271 (0), (100)

1+ [E[o){(IBlo + [ Dl + ¢(p))

52
(4_\/? ) 172(0)

where for brevity we use the notation | f| ., £ supy=o | f(t)].
The rest of the proof is provided in the non-negative un-
bounded time scale t, = W} (t) with t, > 0. By Assumption
S.1 Wy is a LS of ¥(2) —O hence ¥, maps 3(¢) = 0 into

5 p(tp) = 0 which reads as
B(tp) ) (Zp(ty)
vi) (&)

(Dtp Tp (tp )) — < (
Up(tp) Clty
!9The variables @y, T3, Up, U3 and Jp denote xp, w3, dp, d5** and yp

FAXL(tp, Tp(tp), Up(tp))
in the time scale tp, i.e. xp 0 WX 23?0 W | dp o WL di* o \I/t and
Yp © ot (see also Notational Remark 1D).

~ (IBllss + [ Do)}

(101)

(102)

where AY, is defined in (42) and satisfies HWH <
E(l(x, u)|]) for some & € K and for all ¢ > 0 and (x,u) €
R™ x R™ by Assumption S.5. On the other hand, the filter
(@3) in the time scale t,, is

(Pey) = (&) o+ @iz

i (Io(p(ipl)> (O(tp)(%p (tp) = X(tp)) + D(ty)tp (tp))

# (o A0 (@203 (0. 30
~(AZL) (6, £ (£),0)). (103)
On account of Assumption S.3, @2 and [@3)
@615 (1) = (Folty). (), (104
fin(t)] < (Aot (109

X and collecting (@7) and (104,
Dy, 0(ty) = (A(tp)"’Ag(tp))Q(tp)"’(B(tp)"‘AB(tp))Up(t )

Ifgé%p—

where A 2 A — KC, B 4
= A
(I" _K) —p 0,51 -
Furthermore, on account of (O8]
|B(tp)| < (1 + [Ko0) (| Bloo + | Dlleo),
[AB(tp)] < (1 + [ K]e)§((n + m)u(p)),
IAA(t)] < (14 [|Ko0))E((n + m)u(p)).

Consider a candidate Lyapunov function V (t,, 0) = o' P(tp)0
with P(t,) from Assumption S.4. We have

1

DV (ty, (1)) <~ (55 - ;qs( P))V (. ofts))

+2D°{(1 + [ Ko0) (| Blloo + [ Dlloc) + d(p)}2 [ (1)

From ([©9), (101), (I03) and (to cite one) Lemma 5 of [10] it
follows that

(106)

V(ty, oltp)) < e 5% V(0,0(0)) + 165°{(1 + | K|0)2

% (1Bl + | Dlo)? + (45 ZE") 5()}w§<nuum>w§<p>

472(0
< /B o0)] + 4p

_\ -1
1K) (1Bl + [ D) + (45,4 /22 ) sl s ().
Since p = po and ||x***(t,)| < nu(p), on account of Assump-
tion S.2 (tp, ¥**(tp)) € Dom(W"%) so that T (t,, X5 (t,))
is well-defined and, in addition, from the non-contracting
property (33) of T’y and ([©3), we have for all 6 € [0, 1]

and finally | o(tp)] 2+

—p (tp,x)
ox

_ m(m(p))

‘ o
o) = m(p)

. (107)
x=0T52% (tp )+ (1—-0) x5 (t

Osat sat

17We denote by ¥, X2 and 6 the variables x, x
tp, ie. Xo\I/t Sato\I/Zp and (o\I/Zp.

and ( in the time scale



By Assumption S.2 with (I0Q) and (IQ7), the mean value
theorem and since 7 € Ky and e £

limsup |z(t) — Z(t)]
t—+400

= limsup [0, (tp, T3 (tp)) — U, (tp, X (1))

tp —+00
1 x
vt do | X o) ra-nge )
: _ /2P
x limsup [o(ty)[ < {e + 8Py | — (1 + [ K0) x

tp—+00

X (I1Blloo + [1Dlloo)m1(0) b3 ([[ulloo)-

Proof of Theorem In this case, we set p = p(t) 2
o(wo+N+pB1(V(t)+wi)), where V(¢) is the output of the SI-
norm estimator D;V () = max{—X\V (¢)+®(|y(¢)|+ N), 0},
the parameters \;,w; > 0 are selected as in (@7), wo = Sy is
selected as the corresponding parameter w > 0 in the proof of
Theorem[3.1land 31 € K4 comes from Assumption SINE. The
proof of Theorem follows the proof of Theorem[3.1] except for
the fact that we have to prove that 6(t) £ WL (t)|p=p(r) is an
unbounded time scale. To this aim, we prove that, no matter the
values of the design parameters \;,w; > 0 and wy > [y are,
there exists 7" > 0 such that §(¢) is a monotonically increasing
function of ¢ > T and lim;_, 1 6(t) = +co. First, notice that
D.0(t) = N{;’t(t) + ¢'(6(t))Dsp(t) for t = 0. Moreover, the
time 7 £ T, (o) (defined in (9)) is such that V'(t,z(t)) <
V(t) + w; for all £ > T. On account of Assumption GS.6
and the equation for D;p(t), there exist kg € £, ko > 0 and
k1 € K4 such that for all ¢ > T and wy > [y for which
ko(wo) < 1 we have

Db(t) > Na—”t(t) (1+ (Na—”t(t))_l min{0, g'(60())} Dip(t))
> —Ng’t(t)(l ~ko(wo)) = 17 ki(foljjfl(wo) >0.  (108)

Hence, D/0(t) > % > 0 for t > T by (I08)

which implies 6(¢) monotonically increasing for ¢ > T.
Integrating w.r.t. ¢ both members of the above differential
inequality, 0() > U=9filolyy Tkt for ¢ > T which
implies lim;_, o 60(t) = +00. This concludes the proof that
(t) is an unbounded time scale.

At this point, we follow the proof of Theorem [5.1] and use

the Lyapunov function V(9) = ——o0' Ppo with P from
Assumption GS.4.

75 (tp,p)
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