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THE INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL STANDARD AND STRICT
BOUNDED REAL LEMMAS IN CONTINUOUS TIME: THE
STORAGE FUNCTION APPROACH

J.A. BALL, S. TER HORST, AND M. KURULA

ABSTRACT. The bounded real lemma (BRL) is a classical result in systems
theory, which provides a linear matrix inequality criterium for dissipativity,
via the Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov (KYP) inequality. The BRL has many ap-
plications, among others in H® control. Extensions to infinite dimensional
systems, although already present in the work of Yakubovich, have only been
studied systematically in the last few decades. In this context various no-
tions of stability, observability and controllability exist, and depending on the
hypothesis one may have to allow the KYP-inequality to have unbounded solu-
tions which forces one to consider the KYP-inequality in a spatial form. In the
present paper we consider the BRL for continuous time, infinite dimensional,
linear well-posed systems. Via an adaptation of Willems’ storage function
approach we present a unified way to address both the standard and strict
forms of the BRL. We avoid making use of the Cayley transform and work
only in continuous time. While for the standard bounded real lemma, we ob-
tain analogous results as there exist for the discrete time case, when treating
the strict case additional conditions are required, at least at this stage. This
might be caused by the fact that the Cayley transform does not preserve ex-
ponential stability, an important property in the strict case, when transferring
a continuous-time system to a discrete-time system.

CONTENTS

Introduction

Well-posed linear systems

The L2-input and L?-output maps of a well-posed linear system
4. System nodes and well-posed linear systems

4.1. Construction of the system node

4.2. Reconstruction of the well-posed system

4.3. Duality between admissible control/observation operators for A/A*
4.4. KYP-inequalities in terms of system nodes

5. Examples of systems with L2-minimality

6. The available storage and the required supply

7. Quadratic descriptions of S, and S,

8. Proofs of the bounded real lemmas

W N =

EEREREREREEE =

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47A63; Secondary 47A48, 47A56, 93B28,
93C05, 93D25.

Key words and phrases. Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov inequality, bounded real lemma, storage
functions, well-posed linear systems, continuous time, passive systems, Schur functions.

This work is based on the research supported in part by the National Research Foundation of
South Africa (Grant Numbers 118513 and 127364).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.05495v2

2 J.A. BALL, S. TER HORST, AND M. KURULA

References
Appendix A.  An operator optimization problem

EIE]

1. INTRODUCTION

The study and elaboration of the Bounded Real Lemma (BRL) has a rich history,
beginning with the work of Kalman [Kal63], Yakubovich [Yak62] and of Popov
[Pop61]. From the beginning, the Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov (KYP) lemma was
viewed more broadly as the quest to establish the equivalence between a frequency-
domain inequality (FDI) and a Linear Matrix Inequality (LMI). In our case, this
will actually be a Linear Operator Inequality.

A finite dimensional, linear input-output system in continuous time is frequently
written in input/state/output form

(1.1) oF [;Eg] - [é g] [i‘lg;] t>0, x(0)= o,

where the state x(t) at time ¢ takes values in the state space X = C™ (with C
denoting the set of complex numbers), the input u(t) lives in the input space U =
C™, and the output y(t) in the output space Y = C¥ and where A, B, C, D are
matrices of appropriate sizes. The initial time is ¢ = 0 and zy € X is the given
initial state of the system. By the elementary theory of differential equations, the
unique solution of (L) is

¢

x(t) = ety + f et Bu(s) ds,

0

(1.2) .

y(t) = CetMag + J CeA'=*) Bu(s) ds + Du(t).
0

Taking Laplace transforms in (L2), we get
X(\) = (A= A)lzg + (A= AT BA(N),
{w) = C(A = A) Moo + D(Vu(y),
where
(1.3) DN =CA-A)"'B+D

is called the transfer function of the linear system (LLIJ). In particular, when 2o = 0,
we get

(1.4) F(N) =DVEN),

i.e., the transfer function maps the Laplace transform of the input signal into the
Laplace transform of the output signal. Alternatrively, let us make the Ansatz that
u(t) = eMug, x(t) = eMzg and y(t) = eMyo form a trajectory on R, where ug, zg
and yo are constant vectors. Then x(t) = Ae* zq and the first equation in () gives
2o = (A—A)~1 Bug. Plug this into the second equation of () to get 3o = D (A)uo.
Hence, the transfer function maps the amplitude of the input wave to the amplitude
of the output wave, and this gives a second interpretation of the transfer function as
a frequency response function. This second interpretation can be extended to time-

varying linear systems as well; see [BGK95|. For finite dimensional systems, the
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Laplace transform version is more common, but for infinite-dimensional systems,
the frequency response version is more accessible.

We will be particularly interested in the case where EA)(/\) is analytic on the right
half-plane C*. If it is the case that in addition [D(A)[ < 1 for all X in the open right
half-plane C*, we say that D is in the Schur class (with respect to C*), denoted
as SU7y.

What we shall call the standard bounded real lemma (standard BRL) is concerned

with characterizing in terms of the system matrix [ & B] when it is the case that

the associated transfer function @(A) is in Syy. A variation of the problem is the
strict bounded real lemma which is concerned with the problem of characterizing in

terms of the system matrix [ 4 B when the associated transfer function D(N) is in

the strict Schur class Sp;y, i.c., when there exists a p < 1 such that HEA)(/\)H < p for
all A € C*. For the finite dimensional case, the problem is pretty well understood
(see [AVT3| for the standard case and [PAJ91] for the strict case), while
for the infinite dimensional case the results are not as complete, but see [AS07] for
the standard case). Our goal here is to provide a unified approach to the standard
and the strict bounded real lemmas for infinite dimensional well-posed system with
continuous time (as in [Sta05]); in fact, at that level of generality, this appears to
be the first attempt at a strict bounded real lemma.

We shall make use of the concept of storage function as introduced by J. Willems
in his study of dissipative systems [Wil72al [Wil72D], closely related to independent
work [Aro79] of D. Arov appearing around the same time. Here we concentrate on
the special case of “scattering” supply rate: s(u,y) = |u]? — ||ly||*.

Definition 1.1. The function S : X — [0, 00] is a storage function for ¥ if S(0) = 0
and for all trajectories (u,x,y) of ¥ with initial time 0 and for all ¢ > 0, it holds
that

(1.5) S (x(t)) + JO [y (s)I5 ds < S (x(0)) + JO [u(s)[? ds.

If S(z) = |z|% is a storage function for X, then ¥ is called passive.

An easy consequence of this notion of dissipativity (i.e., existence of a storage
function) is what we shall call input/output dissipativity, namely: In case the system
is initialized with the initial state x¢ set equal to 0, then the energy drained out
of the system over the interval [0,¢] via the output y cannot exceed the energy
inserted into the system over the same interval via the input u: that is,

t t
J ly(s)[3- ds < J |u(s)|? ds, subject to z¢ = 0.
0 0

This implies that the transfer function is in the Schur class; more details on this
can be found in Proposition below. A non-obvious point is that the converse
holds: if D e Su,y, then a storage function exists for £, and this will be one of
the statements in our standard BRL. Similarly, as we shall see that D being in
the strict Schur class is equivalent to ¥ having what we shall call a strict storage
function (see Definition [ below).

For a suitable function u, let 7t denote the backward-shift operator

(t'u)(s) = u(t +s), teR,t+sedom(u).
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By time-invariance of the system equations (LI]) we see that for any ¢y > 0 the
backward-shifted trajectory (r'ou, 7t x, 7t0y) is again a system trajectory whenever
(u,x,y) is a system trajectory. Setting t; = tg > 0, ta =t + tg > t; and rewriting
the resulting version of (L) as

S(x(t2)) — S(x(t1)) < j

ty

to to

(o) ds = [ Iyl ds.
1

we see that the dissipation inequality (LE) can be interpreted as saying that the
net energy stored by the system state over the interval [t1,?2] is no more than the
net energy supplied to the system by the outside environment over the same time
interval.

In order to state the standard and strict bounded real lemmas even for the finite
dimensional case, we need to carefully distinguish different notions of positivity for
Hermitian matrices.

Definition 1.2. For H an n x n Hermitian matrix over C, we write

o H > 0if (Hx,z) > 0 for all nonzero x in C"*" (equivalently for the finite
dimensional case here, for some § > 0 we have (Hx,z) > d|z||?* for all
xeCn),

e H<0if —H >0,

e H>0if (Hx,z) >0 for all x € C™,

e H<0if —H > 0.

Theorem 1.3 (Standard finite dimensional bounded real lemma; see e.g. [AVT3]
[Wil72a]). For a finite-dimensional linear system ¥ with system matriz S = [ 4 B]
as in (L) which is minimal (i.e., rank [B AB --- A" 'B] = n (controllability)
and rank [C* A*C* ... A*"=1C*] = n (observability), the following conditions
are equivalent:

A~

(1) After unique analytic continuation (if necessary) to a domain D(D) > C*,
D is in the Schur class Svuy-

(2) The following continuous-time Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov (KYP) inequal-
ity has a solution H > 0:

[HA+A*H+C*C HB+C*D] <0

(1.6) B*H + D*C D*D —1

(3) The system X is similar to a passive system X°, i.e., there exist X° and an
invertible I': X — X° such that

an Ao el [ o][4 B[ o
' c° D°|" |0 I||C D 0 I
satisfies (L) with H = 1xo.

(4) The system % has a storage function.
(5) The system % has a quadratic storage function (see below).

Here by a quadratic storage function we mean a storage function S of the special
form S(z) = (Hz,z), where H > 0 is a Hermitian matrix. If H is positive definite
(H > 0) then S = Sy has the additional property that S is coercive (there is a
§ > 0 so that Sy (z) = d||z|? for all z € X). The connection between a solution
H > 0 of the KYP-inequality (L0) and a quadratic storage function is that any
H > 0 satisfying (L6) generates a quadratic storage function S for ¥ according
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to S(x) = Sy (x) := (Hx,x). The strict bounded real lemma is concerned with an
analogous characterization of the strict Schur class S&Y,
To formulate the strict result let us introduce the following terminology.

Definition 1.4. Suppose S: X — [0, 0] is such that S(0) = 0 and ¥ is a well-
posed linear system with system trajectories (u,x,y) with initiation at ¢ = 0. Then
we say that:
(1) Sis a strict storage function for X if there is a § > 0 so that, for all system
trajectories (u,x,y) of ¥ and 0 < t; < t2 we have

to

GB)ﬂME»+§LWM@W®+LQh@wﬂb<5&mw+ﬂ—®£ Ju(s)|? ds.

1
(2) S is a semi-strict storage function for ¥ if condition (L8] holds but with
the integral term involving the state vector x(s) omitted, i.e., if there is a
d > 0 so that, for all system trajectories (u,x,y) and 0 < t; < t2 we have
to

(L.9) S@@D+JWﬂ®W®<S@mD+Of®J\N@W%-

t1 t1

t

In the following result the equivalence (1) < (2) is due to Petersen-Anderson-
Jonckheere [PAJ9T] (at least for the special case D = 0); we add the connections
with similarity and storage functions for the strict setting.

Theorem 1.5 (Finite dimensional strict bounded real lemma). Suppose that ¥ is
a finite dimensional linear system with system matriz S = [4 B] as in () such
that the matriz A is stable (i.e., A has spectrum only in the open left half plane:
o(A) cC™ :={AeC|Re(X) <0}). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

~

(1) Possibly after unique analytic continuation to a domain dom(®) > CT, D
is in the strict Schur class Sp;y .

(2) The following continuous-time strict Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov (KYP) in-
equality has a solution H > 0:

HA+ A*H +C*C HB+ C*D 0
B*H + D*C D*D — 1 ‘

(3) The system X5 is similar to a strictly passive system X°, i.e., there exist X°
and an invertible T': X — X° such that (L1) satisfies (LIA) with H = 1xo.

(4) The system % has a quadratic, coercive strict storage function.

(5) The system % has a semi-strict storage function.

In the infinite dimensional case, we wish to allow one or each of the coefficient
spaces, i.e., the input space U, the state space X, or the output space Y, to be a
infinite dimensional Hilbert space. The situation becomes more involved in at least
three respects:

e The system matrix [ & B is replaced by an (in general) unbounded system

node (see [Sta0bl Definition 4.7.2], [ASO7, §2] or § below for details) be-
tween Hilbert spaces U, X and Y. Here we restrict ourselves to the setting
of well-posed systems, i.e., in place of the system matrix [A B] as in ()
there is a well-defined one-parameter family of block 2 x 2 operator matrices

ﬁfgq’hmgﬂm]”h%@ﬂyﬂ’t>u
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which corresponds to the mapping such that

t t t
R B e P B
¢ D |moau] [Ty
whenever (u,x,y) is a system trajectory. It is often advantageous to work
with the ”integrated operators” 2!, B!, ¢!, D! instead of with the system
node directly. In case the system is finite dimensional and given by system

matrix [ & B, one can read off from ([L2) that the integrated operators 2,

Bt ¢t D are given by

A g — eAtxo,

¢
Bt ul[o4 — J A=) Bu(s)ds, € zg > Ce®aolocs<ts
0

D' ufp .y (CJ A=) Bu(s') ds’ + Du(s))
0

0<s<t

To get some additional flexibility with respect to choice of location t, for
the specification of the initial condition (x(ty) = zg), Staffans (see [Sta05]
page 30]) defines three “master operators”

0
Bu := J A °Bu(s)ds, Cx:= <t — C’Ql%) ,
—0o0

t=0

(1.11) t
Du = (t — J_OO CA'*Bu(s)ds + Du(t))

teR
and observes that the analogues of B¢, ¢, D for the case where the initial
condition is taken at ¢t = to rather than ¢ = 0 (denoted as B} , &} , D} )
are all easily expressed in terms of the master operators; for the case where
to = 0 the formulas are as in equation (21]) below.

We let the collection of operators written in block matrix from (even
though it does not fit as the representation of a single operator between
a two-component input space and a two-component output space) [% 3 |
denote the associated well-posed linear system.

e Secondly, since the state space X may be infinite dimensional, the solution
H of ([I6) can become unbounded, both from below and from above. In
this case the notion of positivity for a (possibly unbounded) selfadjoint
Hilbert-space operator becomes still more refined than that for the finite
dimensional case (cf., Definition [[2]) as follows.

Definition 1.6. For an unbounded, densely defined, selfadjoint operator H on X
with domain dom(H) we say:
(1) H is positive semidefinite (written H > 0) when (Hz,z) > 0 for all x €
dom(H);
(2) H is positive definite (written H > 0) whenever (Hx,xz) > 0 for all 0 # z €
dom(H);
(3) H is strictly positive definite (written H $- 0) whenever there exists a § > 0
so that (Hz,x) = §|z|? for all 0 # z € dom(H).

By [K80, Theorem 3.35 on p. 281], each positive semidefinite operator H
on X admits a positive semidefinite square root H %, for which we have
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H=H%H%,and hence
dom(H) = {:v € dom(H?) | Hize dom(H%)} < dom(H?).

Throughout this paper we use the standard ordering for possibly unbounded
positive semidefinite operators (see, e.g., [AKP06], §5] or [K80, (2.17) on p.
330]): given positive semidefinite operators Hy and Ho on a Hilbert space
X, we write Hy < Hy if

dom(HQ%) c dom(Hl%) and HHléxH < HHQ%,TH for all x € dom(HQ%).

In case Hy and H; are bounded, this amounts to the standard Loewner
ordering for bounded selfadjoint operators. Similarly we define Hy < Hj
and Hy < Ho, and we write Hy > Hs (resp. Hy > Hs and Hy > Hs)
whenever Hy < Hy (resp. Hy < Hy and Hy < Hy).

e Thirdly, with all of A, B, C, D, being possibly unbounded, it is more
difficult to make sense of the formula (3] for the transfer function of
the system Y. However, there is a formula for the well-posed-system setup
based on the interpretation of the transfer function as a “frequency response
function” which appeared at the beginning of the introduction. There is
also a formula for the transfer function analogous to formula (L3)) expressed
directly in terms of the associated system node S (see the formula (4 to
come). All these ideas are worked out in detail in Staffans’ book [Sta05]
and the fragments needed here are reviewed in §2l and $l below.

In the case of unbounded positive semidefinite solutions H, the associated qua-
dratic function Sy should be allowed to take on the value infinity according to the
formula:

|H2z|% if 2 € dom(H?),
Su(z) = . 1
o0 if 2 ¢ dom(H?2).

Remark 1.7. Note that then H being bounded is detected in the associated qua-
dratic function Sy by Sy being finite-valued, while H being strictly positive definite
(i.e., H »- 0) is detected in Sy by Sy being coercive, i.e., there is a 6 > 0 so that
Su(x) = §|z|? for all z € X.

Also, for the case where H is unbounded, the similarity I' should be weakened
to a pseudo-similarity defined as follows.

Definition 1.8. Two well-posed systems ¥ = [ 2 5 | and X° = [%Z %Z], with state
spaces X and X°, respectively, are pseudo-similar if ©° = © and there exists a
closed, densely defined and injective linear operator I' : X o dom(l') — X° with
dense range, called a pseudo-similarity, with the following properties:
(1) ran(B) < dom(T) and B° = I'B, or equivalently ran(B') < dom(T') and
Bt = "B for each t.
(2) for all t = 0, A dom(T") = dom(T") and AT = T'A?

(3) €T = Q:’dom(F)’ ’dom(F)

If ' is bounded with a bounded inverse, then ¥ and »° are said to be similar. (In
this case the condition that dom(T') = X is automatically satisfied.)

This definition is reproduced from [Sta05] Definition 9.2.1], but with the con-
dition that the range of I' is dense added and a couple of redundant assumptions

’dom(F)’ and

or equivalently, €°'I" = ¢* for all ¢ > 0.
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dropped; observe that Staffans also states on page 512 of [Sta05] that I'"! is a
pseudo-similarity if I is a pseudo-similarity, that property (1) in Definition [[.8] im-
plies that B maps into ran(T') and item (2) implies that ran(T) is invariant under
2At. Hence the tw o pseudo-similarity definitions are equivalent.

We make the following additional definitions:

e For each a € R, we define C,, := {z € C | Re z > a} (so in particular C* =
Co).

e We let H*(C,;B(U,Y)) denote the B(U,Y)-valued functions which are
analytic and bounded on C,.

Thus the Schur class consists of those functions F' € H*(C*; B(U,Y)) such that
F()) is a contraction from U into Y for all A € C*, and in this case we write F' €
Su,y. In fact, for convenience, we identify two analytic functions which coincide on
some set in the intersection of their domains which has an interior cluster point. In
particular, we write F' € Sy y if the restriction | dom(F)(C+ has a unique extension
to a function in Sy y.

In the infinite dimensional situation, following [Sta05] we use the frequency re-
sponse idea at the beginning of the introduction to define the transfer function D
by the formula

@(A)uo = (Dexup)(0), A€ Cuy, uge U,
where @ is a suitable version of the input/output map ©; see Proposition for
the details. We can now formulate our first main result.

Theorem 1.9 (Standard infinite dimensional bounded real lemma). For a minimal

well-posed system ¥ = [% %] with transfer function D the following are equivalent:

(1) The transfer function satisfies De Suy (in the generalized sense described
above).

(2) The continuous-time KYP-inequality has a ‘spatial’ solution H in the fol-
lowing sense: H is a closed, possibly unbounded, densely defined, and posi-
tive definite operator on X, such that for all t > 0:

(1.12) A dom(H?) < dom(H?), B'L*([0,t];U) < dom(H?),
and the following spatial form of the KYP-inequality holds:

S W e I | MR Pt
I

where the norms are those of [Lz([g,(t];Y)] and [Lz([g,(t];U)]’ respectively.

(3) The system X is pseudo-similar to a passive system.
(4) The system X has a storage function.
(5) The system % has a quadratic storage function.

When these equivalent conditions hold, an operator H defining a quadratic storage
function in item (5) will also be a spatial solution of the KYP-inequality in item
(2) and vice versa. For every pseudo-similarity I' to a passive system, the operator
H :=T*T is a spatial solution to the KYP-inequality in item (2) and it can serve
as the operator defining the quadratic storage function in item (5).

Note that the spatial solution H of the KYP-inequality in item (2) of the pre-
ceding theorem is required to be independent of ¢.
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In @ below (see in particular Definition B.7), we will introduce the concept of L2-
exact controllability and L2-exact observability for continuous-time systems, which
are weaker than exact controllability and exact observability in infinite time, but
still strong enough to guarantee a bounded solution of the KYP-inequality. Thus we
get the following alternative infinite dimensional version of the standard bounded
real lemma, a result which we believe is new in the continuous-time setting:

Theorem 1.10 (L2-minimal infinite dimensional bounded real lemma). For an
L?-minimal well-posed system ¥ = [% %] with transfer function ©, the following

conditions are equivalent:

(1) The transfer function of > satisfies De Suy-
(2) A bounded, strictly positive definite solution H to the following standard
KYP-inequality exists:

At B [H o] [A B _[H 0
wo [T S e
with the adjoint computed w.r.t. the inner product in L?([0,t]; K), where

K=UorK-=Y.
(3) The system X is similar to a passive system.

When these conditions hold, in fact CT < dom(@), so that 35|C+ is itself in Sy,
rather than just having a unique restriction-followed-by-extension in Syy .

For each bounded, strictly positive definite solution H to the KYP-inequality in
item (2), the operator T := H? establishes similarity to a passive system as in item
(3). Conversely, for every similarity I' in item (3), H := I'*T" is a bounded, strictly
positive definite solution to the KYP-inequality in item (2).

All solutions H to the spatial KYP-inequality in item (2) of Theorem [L9 are in
fact bounded, strictly positive definite solutions of ([LI4l), and there exist bounded,
strictly positive definite solutions H, and H, of ([LI14)) such that

H,<H<H,.

Remark 1.11. The L?-minimality assumption in Theorem [[.I0 brings the results
much closer to the finite dimensional setting, while only assuming minimality makes
the situation more subtle. For instance, while each pseudo-similarity provides a
spatial solution to the KYP-inequality (LI3]), the converse may not hold, as it does
not appear to be the case that every spatial KYP-solution H can be used to define
a passive well-posed system ¥/ via (I1); see the proof of Theorem for more
details in the bounded case. Specifically, to prove strong continuity if the semigroup
of the candidate passive system, more conditions seem necessary. Also, assuming
only minimality, there are results on a 'largest’ and ’smallest’ solution to the spatial
KYP-solution, but these serve as extremal solutions only for subclasses of spatial
KYP-solutions; see Remark [Z.5] below for more details.

It is straightforward to formulate a naive infinite dimensional version of the strict
BRL. While the implications (2) < (3) and (2) = (1) are then straightforward,
the implication (1) = (2) or (3) appears to require some extra hypotheses. We
present three possible strengthenings of the hypothesis (1) so that the implication
(1) = (2) or (3) holds in the infinite dimensional setting. The naive expectation
is that one should strengthen the stability assumption on A in the discrete-time
case to the assumption that the operator Cy-semigroup be exponentially stable for
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the continuous-time case. However this appears to be not sufficient in general.
We shall additionally assume that the operator Cp-semigroup {2" | ¢ > 0} embeds
into an operator Co-group {A! | ¢t € R} (meaning that {A* | ¢ € R} is a Co-
group of operators such that At = A for t > 0). Equivalently, the Cp-semigroup
{At | t = 0} is such that 2? is invertible for some ¢ > 0; see Proposition [5.2] below
for additional information. We note that this invertibility condition always holds
in finite dimensions, and hence the notions strict and semi strict collapse to one
notion of strictness in the finite dimensional case.
In addition we introduce auxiliary operators

Ciyar X = L¥([0,1], X), D% p: L*([0,t];U) — L*([0,]; X)
given by
Q:ix,A: x> (s > 1xWx = Ax)o<s<t € LQ([O,t],X),

D 5t (5 > u(8))ocess ( = [[apu) dr)

0 0<s<t

Here [égg] is the system node associated with the well-posed system (details
in §4 below) and we shall be assuming that the Cp-semigroup 2A* generated by
A is exponentially stable. Under these conditions the state trajectories (u,x,y)
associated with ¥ are such that x € L?(R*,X) and y € L*(R",Y) as long as
ue L2(R*,U). In system-trajectory terms, the operator [Qﬁ’i)ﬁA %273] has the
following property: if (u,x,y) is any system trajectory, then
x(0

(1.15) e ggﬂ;[méz]axmﬂeLqmiLx)

Our version of the strict BRL for the infinite dimensional continuous-time setting
is as follows:

Theorem 1.12 (Infinite dimensional strict bounded real lemma). Consider the
following statements for a well-posed system ¥ = [%‘ % ] :

(1) The transfer function D of T is in Sty and C* < dom(ZA)).
(2a) There exists a bounded H - 0 on X which satisfies the strict K'Y P-inequality
associated with X3, i.e., there is a § > 0 such that

At B [H 0 At Bt
¢t ot 0 1L2([O,t],Y) ¢t D
(€ A)*)] t t [H 0 ]
1.16 +6 | 2 ¢ D < . t>0.
(1.16) [(92,3)* [®lca sl 0 (1 —0)1r20,4,0)

(2b) There exists a bounded H - 0 on X which satisfies the semi-strict KYP-
inequality for 3, i.e., there is a § > 0 so that for all t > 0 we have:

(L.17) {mf %T[H 0 Hmt %t]<[ﬂ 0 ]
' ¢t Dt 0 1L2([0,t],Y) ¢t Dt~ |0 (1*5)1[/2([0)15])(]) ’

(3a) X is similar to a strictly passive system, i.e., one satisfying (LI6) with
H = 1x and some 6 > 0.

(3b) X is similar to a semi-strictly passive system, i.e., one satisfying ([LI0)
with H = lx.

(4a) X has a finite-valued, coercive, quadratic, strict storage function.

(4b) X has a finite-valued, coercive, quadratic, semi-strict storage function.
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(5a) X has a strict storage function.
(5b) X has a semi-strict storage function.

Then we have the following implications:

(2a) <= (3a) <= (4a) = (5a)

J y y y
(20) <= (3b) <= (4b) = (Bb) = (1).

Furthermore, all 9 statements in the list (1)—(5) are equivalent if we assume
in addition that A is exponentially stable and at least one of the following three
conditions holds:

(H1) A can be embedded into a Co-group;
(H2) X is L%-controllable;
(H3) X is L%-observable.

Remark 1.13. Let us sketch here the connection between the strict operator KYP-
inequality (LI6) and the strict storage-function inequality (LS]).

As already observed in Remark [[L7] H > 0 being bounded corresponds to the
associated quadratic storage function S (z) = |H2x|? being finite-valued on X,
and H » 0 corresponds to Sy being coercive.

Given a well-posed system X, by the definition of the [%‘ g] system trajectories,
(u,x,y) are determined from the initial condition x(0) = xo and the input signal
u according to

X(t) = Q[tfbo + %tu|[01t]
y(t) = Czo + Diuljy, ¢

\Y

0.

If we look at the quadratic form coming from the selfadjoint operator on the
left-hand side of the operator inequality (LI6]) evaluated at [ x(0)

ul ] coming from
[0,]
a system trajectory (u,x,y), we get

(H(A'wo + Bulo.), A'wo + Bulpo ) x + (€20 + D ulpo 72 (10.0.v)

+0[1xlp0.011 72 10,67, x) = CHx(E), %)) x + [¥l10.0172(10.01.v) + O1xl10.011 72 (0,7,5)
while the right-hand side gives us

CHx(0),%(0))x + (1= 8)[ulZ210,01.00) -

Thus the strict KYP-inequality ([I6) for a bounded H - 0, when viewed in terms
x(0)

uljo. ], becomes exactly

of the respective quadratic forms evaluated at [

(Hx(t),x(t))x + [lyl[o. H2L2([o,t],y) + 0[x]p0,41 |%2([O,t],X)
< (Hx(0),x(0))x + (1 = 8)[ulfo.ql72(0,1,0-

Setting Sy () = |[Hzz|? = (Hx,z), we see that the last inequality is exactly the
defining inequality (L8] for Sg to be a strict storage function. Thus the class of
bounded H > 0 satisfying the strict KYP inequality (LIG) is exactly the class of
H for which the associated quadratic function Sy is a finite-valued, coercive strict
storage functions for 3.

A similar analysis gives the corresponding statement for the semi-strict setting:
the class of bounded H - 0 satisfying the semi-strict KYP inequality (LI7) is
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exactly the class of H for which the associated quadratic function Sg is a finite-
valued, coercive, semi-strict storage function.

Arov and Staffans [AS07] also treat the standard BRL for infinite dimensional,
continuous-time systems (Theorem [[L9 above), but from a complementary point of
view. There the authors introduce system nodes [ égg] first, and then define the
associated system (and the associated operators 3 = [% % ]) through smooth sys-
tem trajectories associated with the system-node trajectories. They introduce the
notion of pseudo-similarity at the level of system nodes and obtain the equivalence
of pseudo-similarity to a dissipative system node with the existence of a solution to
a spatial KYP-inequality expressed directly in terms of the system node operators
(a spatial infinite dimensional analogue of the spatial KYP-inequality (LGl)). To
complete the analysis they use Cayley transform computation to reduce the result
to the discrete-time situation studied in [AKPOG| (see Remark [L35] below for addi-
tional details). In the present paper, on the other hand, all details are worked out
directly in the continuous-time systems setting rather than using Cayley transforms
to map into discrete time. This is necessary in our stydy of the strict BRL, because
exponential stability in continuous time is in general not mapped into exponential
stability in discrete time; see Example below.

We extend the concept of L?-storage function originally introduced by Willems
and developed further for discrete-time infinite dimensional sys-
tems in to continuous-time, infinite dimensional systems. We show that
Willems’ available storage function S, (see [Wil72al [Wil72h]) is of a special type
which we call L2-regular, whereas Willems’ required supply S, is not. In response
to the latter, we introduce an L%-regularized version S, < S,. of the required supply
and prove that all L?-regularized storage functions S satisfy S, < S < S, under
some additional assumptions. Moreover, we prove that S, and S, are quadratic.
Our variational approach to the explicit solution of the density operators deter-
mining S, and S, in §6lis much in the same spirit as in the discussion in [Pan96,
§3].

Extensions to the infinite dimensional, Hilbert space setting were begun already
by Yakubovich in [Yak75], but the theory has been systematized and re-
fined in many iterations after these seminal papers. The paper of Curtain [Cur93]
for instance treats the strict BRL for the case where “B and C are bounded” (i.e.,
Be B(U,X)and C € B(X,Y)) and the resulting feedthrough operator D € B(U,Y)
is taken to be 0. Her KYP-inequality can be seen (via a Schur-complement calcula-
tion) to be contained in our strict KYP-inequality criterion (see (L8] below) when
specialized to her situation.

In addition to the BRL as presented here, the so-called KYP lemma appears in
the context of many other topics in control theory. e.g., the design of a certain type
of Lyapunov function leading to stabilization of a linear system via a nonlinear state-
feedback control as in the original problem of Lur’e, linear-quadratic optimization
problems, feedback design, etc.; we refer to [GLOG|] for an informative survey. The
paper [[HOS] for instance gives a far-reaching extension of the original form of the
KYP-lemma, allowing the FDIs to be given only on finite frequency intervals and
the class of systems allowed to be more general, by exploiting the S-procedure,
which also goes back to work of Yakubovich (see [GYG60] [Yak71]).

The Bounded Real Lemma (more generally the KYP lemma) has now been
adapted to a number of additional applications. Let us mention that, specifically,
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in [GO13], the bounded real lemma is applied to model reduction, more precisely
to balanced bounded real truncation, and the relation of the minimal and maximal
storage functions to optimal control theory is described; see also [Sta98| for this
connection and an alternative version of the strict bounded real and positive real
lemmas. Finally, we mention that there is also an extension [BGTHISd| of the
present approach to discrete-time dichotomous and bicausal systems, where it is
essential that solutions of the KYP-inequality be indefinite; such a situation is
considered for both discrete-time and continuous-time systems in [Prol5] to handle
applications where a stabilizability assumption is missing. It should be of interest
to extend the results here to the dichotomous setting, thereby getting a continuous-
time analogue of [BGTHISd.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2 the basics of well-posed systems are
recalled. In §4] the complementary differential approach via system nodes is re-
viewed, because some issues coming up in the sequel are more easily resolved via
the system-node approach. In §3l we develop the concept of L?-minimality for the
continuous-time setting (analogous to developments in [BGEHISD| for the discrete-
time setting). Some examples of L2-minimal systems are discussed in §5 In §6
we extend the concept of L?-regularized storage function from to con-
tinuous time and we use this to study S, and S,. Finally, in §8 we prove our
main results stated in the present introduction. Part of the proofs are based on an
operator optimization problem, which is the topic of Appendix [Al

Notation and terminology. For t € R, we define the backward shift operator 7¢
acting on a function u with dom(u) < R by
(7'u)(s) = u(t + s), seR, t+sedom(u).

Given J < R, we define the projection 7 acting on a function u with J < dom(u) <
R by

o u(s), seJ,
(myu)(s) = {0, seR\J.
Set Rt :=[0,00) and R~ := (—00,0). We abbreviate 7} := mp+, 7 := - and

define 7% := my 7" and 71 := 7'7_ for ¢ = 0, both acting on functions with support
anywhere in R. The multiplicative interaction between these operations is given by

riry=nymt, teR JcR, withJ+t:={x+t|zeJ}.
Furthermore, we let I denote the reflection operator:
(1.18) (fu)(—t) = u(t), te dom(u).

Let K be a Hilbert space. For every, not necessarily bounded, interval J < R
we write L?(J; K) for the usual Hilbert space of K-valued measurable, square
integrable functions on J with values in K, considering this space as a subspace of
L% := L?(R; K) by zero extension, without writing out the injection explicitly. We
abbreviate Ly := L*(RT; K), and Ly := L*(R™; K). With L}, , we denote the
space of K-valued measurable functions u such that 7 u € L% for every bounded
interval J. The symbols L%y x> L2 and Lir, i stand for the spaces of functions
u € L3 with support bounded to the left (supp(u) < (L,) for some L € R),
support bounded to the right (supp(u) < (—o0, L) for some L € R), or with support

bounded on both sides, respectively. Similarly we define L%,loc, e Lf»locy e LZQOJ*Z Ko

L%, etc. However, note that some spaces may coincide, e.g., L2, , . = L% .,
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2+ _ 72+ 2+ _ 72+ .o
Litoe.x = Live s Lytoex = Ly s ete. Convergence of zy to z in Ly, ,, means
that there is some L € R such that supp(z),supp(zx) < (L,o0) for all k, and
T2k — % in L3 for all T > L, and convergence in L2, , is defined similarly.

2- _ 72— 2+ _ 72+ :
Moreover, LG = Ly, ¢ and Lie i = Lijoeic are considered as subspaces of

L%, loe,ic With support contained in R~ and R*, respectively, and we let these spaces
inherit the topology of L%locx. For an interval J c R, we write C(J, K) for the
space of continuous functions on J with values in K.

Throughout, for Hilbert spaces U and V' we write B(U, V) for the Banach space
of bounded linear operators mapping U into V with the operator norm simply
denoted by || ||. For a contraction operator 7" in B(U, V), that is, with |T| < 1,
we write Dp for the defect operator of T' which is defined to be the unique positive
semidefinite square root of the bounded, positive semidefinite operator I — T*T,
ie., Dy = (I — T*T)x.

2. WELL-POSED LINEAR SYSTEMS

In this section we provide some background on well-posed systems, more specif-
ically, causal, time-invariant L2-well-posed linear systems. We recall this class of
systems in Definition 2.1} for a more detailed study and motivation of this class
of systems we refer the reader to [Sta05]. It may be a helpful experience for the
reader to verify that the system determined by ([.1)) and (I fits Definitions 21
and below.

Definition 2.1. Let U, X and Y be separable Hilbert spaces. A quadruple ¥ =
[% %] is called a well-posed system if it has the following properties:
(1) The symbol 2 indicates a family ¢ +— 21¢, which is a Cp-semigroup on X.
(2) The input map B : LZ} — X is a linear map satisfying A8 = B7! on
Liy, forallt > 0.
(3) The output map € : X — L?OJ;Y is a linear map satisfying €A = 71.¢ on
X, forall t = 0.
(4) The transfer map (input/output map) © : L7 ;,.; — L7 1,0y is a linear
map satisfying the following identities on L?,loc,w
(a) 7D = D7t for all t € R (time invariance),
(b) m_®m; =0 (causality) and

(¢) mD7_ = CBr_ (Hankel operator factorization).
(5) The operators B, €, and D are continuous with respect to the topology of
L% loc®

We remark that the intertwinement in condition (2) in the preceding definition,
APBu = Briuforue L?;J, is written in this form in [Sta05, Definition 2.2.1], but
in fact the projection in 7t = 7tw_ is redundant for such u, since 7_u = u. It is
also possible to consider ‘B as an operator with domain L%)ZOC)U, without breaking
this intertwinement property, by setting 8 := Bx_; however, we do not make this
convention here. On the other hand, € can be interpreted as an operator from
X into L%locy, since L?OJ;Y can be identified with a subspace of Liloc’Y by zero
extension on R™.
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Given the well-posed system X, we define
B = Br_7'| 20,0 L2([0,4],U) > X, teRT,
(2.1) ¢ i=mp € X — L*([0,t],Y), teRT, and
D = mo.0Dlr2oa.0) : L2([0,8],U) — L*([0,t],Y), teR*.

In order to stay compatible with the notation in [Sta05], we abbreviate B u
to B'u, so that we can apply B’ to arbitrary u € Lj, ;; rather than only u €
L?([0,t];U). Note that we divert in (ZJ)) from the notation in [Sta05, Definition
2.2.6]: what we define as B*, €' and D' corresponds to B, €} and D} in [StalF],
with the additional feature that we restrict B! and D* to functions in L?([0,],U).

With a slight modification of the formulas in [Sta05, Theorem 2.2.14] it is possible
to recover B, ¢ and ® from B¢, ¢t and D via:

Bu = lim %tT_tTF[,tﬁo]U., uce L?z], Cr = lim ¢z, ze X,
(22) t—0 ’ t—0

T ty2t, —t 2
Du = thﬁnolor DT M-, WE Le,loc,U-

The limits for B and € follow from Theorem 2.2.14 in [Sta05]. For @, a slightly
different argument is needed, which we will now give. Fix u e L?y loe,y and let L be
such that supp(u) < [L,00). For all ¢t > |L|, we then get from the time invariance
and causality of © that
DM g = T 0,00 DT M qu = Ty T T DI qu
= W[L,t]gﬂ[L,t]u-

Now fix T" > L arbitrarily. When ¢ — o0, we get mp r7[p,qu = 7z rju for all
t > T, so that m; yu — u in Liloc’U By the continuity of ©, we then get for
t > max{|L|,|T|} that

trN2t _—t
LT DT M0 = 7L, D7T[L 0 — 7L, Ou.
: 2
Hence, in Lj . y, we have

lim Tt®2t7'_tﬂ'[_t qu = Du.
t—00 ’
Next we define what we mean by a solution, or a trajectory, of a well-posed

system.

Definition 2.2. By an (input/state/output) trajectory on R* of a well-posed linear
system X with initial state xop € X, we mean a triple (u,x,y) with input signal

ue Lfo‘z s state signal x € C(R*; X)) and output signal y € Lfot y that satisfies
(2.3) x(t) = Az + %tw[o)t]u, t =0,
' y =Cxp + O u = Cxg + Du.

By an (input/state/output) trajectory of ¥ on R (with initial state x_o = 0) we
mean a triple (u,x,y) with input signal u € L%)ZOC)U, state trajectory x € C(R; X)
and output signal y € L2, that satisfies

(2.4) x(t) := Br_7'a, teR, y = Du.

Note that a trajectory (u,x,y) on R" is uniquely determined by the initial state
zo and the input signal u, while a trajectory on R is uniquely determined by u, and
then one can intuitively think of lim;—,_o x(t) = 0 as a kind of initial state. We



16 J.A. BALL, S. TER HORST, AND M. KURULA

mention a few rules on how trajectories on R and R can be manipulated, which
will be useful in the sequel. The proofs are straightforward and left to the reader.

(1) If (u,x,y) is a trajectory on R and ¢ € R with x(t) = 0, then 7, ) (u,%,y)
is also a trajectory on R.

(2) A triple (u,x,y) is a trajectory on R if and only if the support of u is
bounded to the left by some t € R and 7¢(u,x,y) is a trajectory on RT
with initial state zero.

(3) The triple (u,x,y) is a trajectory on R if and only if 7°(u,x,y) is a tra-
jectory on R for some/all s € R.

(4) If (u,x,y) and (v,z,w) are trajectories on Rt and x(t) = z(0) for some
t > 0 then g 4 (u,x,y) + 77%(v, 2, w) is a trajectory on R*.

(5) If (u,x,y) is a trajectory on R and (v,z,w) is a trajectory on R* with
z(0) = x(0) then 7_(u,x,y) + (v,z,w) is a trajectory on R.

In order to discuss additional features of the well-posed system X, we need an
alternative representation of 8, € and ®, as bounded linear Hilbert space operators,

and we now proceed to construct this representation. First set ey (t) := e for
A e C, teR, and define the Hilbert space L2 j by

L2 i = {esu|ue Ly} with {e,u, ewV>Li,K = <U.,V>L%( for u,ve L%.

Similarly we define Lz)’iK by replacing L3 by L%;—r. Note that, as sets, we have the
inclusions L7, x © L2 ;o © Li,. i for all w € R, with each inclusion being dense
in their respective topologies, with similar dense inclusions for the corresponding
L** spaces.

It is well-known, see e.g., Theorem 2.5.4 in [Sta05|, that every Cy-semigroup 2
has a growth bound

In 2]

(2.5) wy 1= lim <

t—0o0 ’

meaning that for every w > wg there is some M > 0 such that |[2'| < Me“! for all
t = 0. We call X, or %A, exponentially stable if wy < 0. In this connection, we also
point out that a passive system has a contractive semigroup, i.e., || < 1 for all
t = 0, and this implies that wy < 0. In particular, all a € C,,, lie in the resolvent
set p(A) of the generator A of 2, meaning that o — A has a bounded inverse on the
state space X; see [Sta05, Theorem 3.2.9(i)].

Fix a real number w. In case w > 0, then Li)‘K c Lfg with dense and continuous

embedding, and LQ_Z“ x 1s the dual of LiTK with pivot space Lf{, so that the duality
pairing satisfies

(2.6) Ve g2 ={v,wye-, VE Ly ue L.

See for instance [Sta05, §3.6] or [TW09, §2.9] for detailed constructions of the dual
with respect to a pivot space. If we have an exponentially stable system, then it
is possible to take w = 0 and in that case the three spaces in (2] coincide. In
fact, for an exponentially stable system it is possible to take w < 0, in which case

instead Li; x is the densely and continuously embedded subspace and LffK is

the dual subspace of Lf(_. Then, for L%;’ the embeddings are reversed, so that
L¥, o c L3 < L2 and LY < L3 < L, and duality pairings with respect
to the pivot space L%;’ exist in analogy to (2.0)).
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Let now ¥ = [ % 3 | be a well-posed system and fix a real number w with w > ws.
By Theorem 2.5.4 in [Sta05], ran(€) is contained in ijfy, while B extends to a
unique continuous linear operator from Li)_U into X, and the restriction of ® to
L7 jpe.v (VL2 7 has a unique linear extension that maps L ; continuously into
Li,r We can thus reinterpret the operators 25, € and D as

(2.7) BeB(L2, X), €eB(X, LX), DeB(Ly Ly,

and this reinterpretation can also be reversed, so that the original three operators
can be recovered from their tilde versions. In case the operators B, € and ® can
be reinterpreted in the above fashion as bounded operators as in ([277)), then we say
that B, € and ® are w-bounded, respectively. Moreover, the Cp-semigroup 2* is
called w-bounded in case sup,- [e”“*A"| < co.

The following proposition shows how the frequency-response-function approach
at the beginning of the introduction can be used to define a transfer function for
an infinite dimensional well-posed system Y directly via the integrated system op-
erators 2, B, €, ©, thereby avoiding completely the system node S = [éf‘cg] to
be discussed in §l

Proposition 2.3. For a well-posed system ¥ = [% g] and for all w > wy, D
1
1

uniquely induces an operator ® : H, |, (R;U) — H} ;,.(R;Y), where

(28) H:),loc(R; K) = {f € leoc,K | f € L%oc,K? 7T—f € Lin}a

and the action of ® is independent of w > we. The transfer function D of X2, given
by

@(A)uo = (Derup)(0), AeCuy, upeU,
is well-defined and when restricted to the half-plane C,, for w > wy, gives a function
in H®(Cy; B(U,Y)). Furthermore we recover the Laplace-transform interpretation
@A) of ©(N) as follows: for ue LijLU we have

(2.9) Du(\) =DNGE(N), AeC,.

Proposition 23] follows from Lemmas 4.5.1, 4.5.3 and 4.6.2 and Corollary 4.6.10
together with Definition 4.6.1 in [Sta05]. We emphasize that the domain of the
transfer function defined in Proposition 23] is C,,,, and at the same time remind
the reader that we identify two analytic functions agreeing on a set of points in
the intersection of their respective domains having a common interior cluster point.
The key starting point to the preceding proposition is that

Du—-Du  —7"u-—u
h a ho
due to time invariance; see the proof of [Sta05, Lemma 4.5.1].
Let us identify the spaces X, U and Y with their duals. Then the adjoints of
the operators in ([Z7) with respect to the appropriate duality pairings belong to

the following spaces:

%* € B(X7 Li;,U% &* € B(Lit),YvX)a 5* € B(L%w,Yv L%w,U)'

Since %, ¢ and D are bounded linear Hilbert space operators, their adjoints are
well defined. Noting that LQ_ZJ v < leo_c y and Lf;’/ C LQ_‘; y», we can view the
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adjoints as operators of the following forms:

@ ._ @* . 2— @ ._ g L 72t
BE = B* X > L], €¥i=C |Li+y.LT)YﬂX,

(2.10) R
©® = ®* |L2

rloec,Y

R 2 .
. Lr,loc,Y - Lr,loc,U?

using [Sta05, Theorem 6.2.1], we indeed sce that ®* has a restriction followed by
an extension to an operator that maps L2, continuously into L2 . ;. Using
the reflection operator I as in (LIR), we define the causal dual system X of ¥ via
DI A* B
d_ .
(2.11) = [etd @d] = [H%® A0®|"

where 20* is the dual semigroup of 2, i.e., (A*)! = (A)* ¢t > 0. Here we depart
from by using the causal dual system instead of the anti-causal dual
system, which would not have the reflections fI in (2ZI1]). The reason is that we
prefer to have all of the theory in [Sta05] at our disposal.

Theorem 2.4. Let ¥ = [Qé %] be a well-posed system. Then the causal dual
system X% of ¥ is a well-posed system with input space Y, state space X and
output space U. Moreover, the causal dual of ¢ is equal to ¥ and the transfer
function of ¢ is DI(\) = D(N)*, X € p(A), and in particular, H@dHHOO(Cw;B(Y,U)) =
|‘33‘|H00(Cw;6(U)Y)) for all w > we. If ¥ is passive, then %% is passive too.

For the proof, see Theorems 6.2.3, 6.2.13 and Lemma 11.1.4 in [Sta05].

Lemma 2.5. Let ¥ = [% %] be a well-posed system with causal dual system $¢ =

[i‘j gj] Define B!, €' and D as in @) and define (B, (€ and (D)

analogously for the dual system X¢. Then
@4t (BH* [1x o 1F[Ar B [1x 0 A
(Q:d)t (@d)t - 0 A§/ €t @t 0 Az[&] ) )

where for a separable Banach space K we define At; € B(L*([0,t],K)) to be the
unitary operator given by AtK = TftH|L2([0)t])K).

Proof. We need to prove that for each t > 0:
(@A9))* =21, ((€))* = B'AY, ((B))* = (AV)*T, (D))" = (A})* DAL
The first identity follows directly from the definition of (2¢)!. Next note that
(€ = 7, AB® : X — L*([0,t], V).
Thus, for all t > 0, ue L%([0,¢],U) and x € X we have

(€2, 12 1.0y = (M0 IBP2, 1) 2 = <7T[°’”H%*x’u>ﬁ* o L2k

w,U
= <:v, %HW[O)t]u>X = <:v, %Hu>x = (z,Bu)
using that ‘B and B coincide on Lf;] in the last step. It thus follows for £ > 0 and
ue L?([0,t],U) that
(€Hhy*u = BsIu = Brir 'Au = (Br_7')7r "sIu = BIAL u,

and this proves the second identity. The third identity follows by an almost identical
argument.
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It remains to prove the last identity. For this purpose, let y € L%([0,¢],Y) and
ue L?([0,t],U). Then
d d
<(© )tya u>L2([O,t],U) = <7T[O,t]/'D Y, u>L2([O,t],U) = <ﬁ[0,t]H©®HY7 u>L2([O,t],U)
= <Hﬂ'[,t10]©®ﬂy, u>L2([O_’t]_’U)

= (e @5y, ) = <§)*Hy, Hu>L27

2
7w,U7Lw,U

= <Y7H§HU>L2, [ {y, ﬂ-[ovt]H@Hu>L2([0,t],Y) :

—w, Yo Moy

It follows that
(DHH*u = T, ADAu = Am_y 7" D7 " u = Arlm D7 ' fu
= (Ag,)*@tAgu,
which proves the last identity. O
The following notions will be important in the sequel:

Definition 2.6. A well-posed system ¥ = [ % 3 | is (approzimately) controllable if
the finite-time reachable subspace

Rea(X) := ran(B) = span {ran(((¢)")*) | t > 0}

is dense in X. Following [AN9G], we say that the system X is (approzimately)
observable if the finite-time observable subspace

Obs(X) := span {ran((¢")*) | t > 0} = ran(B)

is dense in X, and it is (approximately) minimal if it is both controllable and
observable.

Note that the equalities in the definitions of Rea (X) and Obs (X) are dual, and
that they follow directly from Lemma 25l and formulas ([22)), and that these equal-
ities imply the following corollary:

Corollary 2.7. The well-posed system % is controllable (resp. observable) if and
only if ¥ is observable (resp. controllable). In particular, ¥ is minimal if and only
if ¢ is minimal.

The following lemma shows that our definitions agree with the other common
definitions of controllability and observability:

Lemma 2.8. The well-posed system Y. is controllable if and only if B¢ is one-to-one
and observable if and only if € is one-to-one.

Proof. We prove the statement regarding observability; for controllability the claim
follows by duality. For x € X we have

Cr=0 <«— Clo= mo,)€x =0 for all t >0
— (Cz,y)=0 forallt>0andye L*([0,{],Y)
= x Lran((€)*) forallt>0
< 1z 1 Obs(%),

which proves our claim. O
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3. THE L?-INPUT AND L2-OUTPUT MAPS OF A WELL-POSED LINEAR SYSTEM

The concepts of £2-exact controllability, £2-exact observability, and £2-exact min-
imality were recently introduced for discrete-time systems in [BGtHI8al. We will
now extend these concepts to well-posed continuous-time systems.

Define the (in general unbounded) L2-output map as

W, = Q:‘dom(Wo) P X o dom(WO) - ng—a

3.1
(3:1) with dom(W,) := {we X | €x e L3},

i.e., we restrict € to the x € X that are mapped into Lf,*, rather than into
Li;;_y, and view the resulting operator as mapping with codomain Lff. Note

that ker(W,) = ker(€) = ker(€) and hence X is observable if and only if W, is one
to one, or equivalently, if and only if € is one-to-one.

Proposition 3.1. Let W, be the L?-output map of a well-posed system & = [% g ]

Then W, is closed. Additionally assume that W, is densely defined. In this case:

(1) The operator W, has a closed and densely defined adjoint WE.
(2) A function'y € LY lies in dom(W#*) if and only if there exists an x, € X
such that

(3.2) tlinslo (z, %dw[,w]ﬂy%{ ={z,20)y, x€dom(W,).
When y € dom(W¥), we have W¥y = x,, where x, is given by ([B2).
(3) It holds that LY, < dom(W), that W| >, = B, and that WL}T, =
: T,Y :
ran(B¢) = Obs (%).
(4) For all s >0 and y € dom(W?¥) we have
7 dom(W7) < dom(W7), WiT %y = (A°)*W7y.
Before giving the proof, we remark that by Lemma 2.5 the limit in B2]) can be
rewritten as
(3.3) Jim (x, B fly) = Jim (x, (€)Y 0.0y )y »
because the expressions inside of the limit operators are the same.
Proof. To see that W, is closed, let dom(W,) 3 z; — z in X and W,z — y in
Lf,’L. Fix b > 0 arbitrarily and observe that w3 € is a bounded operator from X
to L?,*, by the well-posedness of ¥. Hence

T0,b] Cx = kll—>nolo T0,b] €JJ;€ = ]}1_{1;0 w[o)b]Woxk = W[O,b]y'

Now let b — o to get that €z = y € L}". This shows that » € dom(W,) and
W,z =y. Hence W, is closed, as claimed.

In the remainder of the proof we assume that dom(W,) is dense in X and we
prove items (1)-(4). Note that item (1) follows directly from [Rud73, Theorems
13.9 and 13.12], since W, is closed and densely defined.

We now proceed with the explicit characterization of W# given in item (2). Let
r € dom(W,) and y € L3". We have €z = W,z € L3+, Hence

(Woz, Y>L§/+= €z, Y>L§/+= }E& {mp0,0¢2, y>L§+= }LHO; (€', ﬂ—[ovt]y>L2([0,t],Y)

BT ty*
= Jim (o, (€)* T3 -
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Then y € dom(W#) if and only if there exists an xy € X, such that for all = €
dom(W,), we have
(@,20)x = (W y)gs = lim (o, (€) w03

This proves item (2) and we next prove item (3).

In case y € LT &, say supp(y) < [0,T], then (€')* 7oy is independent of ¢ for
t > T and thus xo i= limy_o0 (€)*mpg gy = (€7)*y exists and satisfies (3.2) by
B3). Hence L Y < dom(W¥) and for y € LT v, it by (B3) holds that

Wiy = lim 8%l gy = By,
t—0
and then clearly
WELZS = BUIL2Y = BL7 = ran(BY);

this proves all of item (3).

Finally, we prove item (4). Fix s,¢ > 0, € X and y € dom(W#¥)  L3*. Then
we have

(a, (€7 * 110,447 %Y ) = (&, (¢t+s)*77577[0,t]}’>x
= (T3¢ t]y>L2( 0,4,y) (rimo,s40€2, 0, t]y>L2 ([0,],Y)
_<7T0tT+€‘T7TOty>L2 [0,¢], <7T0t€m‘rﬂ—0ty>[/2 [0,¢],Y)

= <€ A° .’L',?T[(J)t]y>L2([O)t])Y) = <Q[S €, ) [Ovt]y>X :

Moreover, for x € dom(W,), we have A°z € dom(W,), since €A%z = 75 €x € Lff.
Using all of this, we find for € dom(W,) and z, € X satisfying ([B.2]) that

(o, (A zoyy = A2, 20y = hm <le (eh)* (o, t]y>x

= lim <:C €t+5) T[0,t45]T y> hm <:C 7r[0 7 y>X

t—o0
Since the limit exists for every x € dom(W,), it follows that 7~ °y € dom(W#*) and
Wir—ey = (U)*z, = (A®)*WHy, which proves item (4). O

The L2-input map is defined similarly, via the causal dual system. We first define
the adjoint L?-input map WX using % to indicate that WX is defined directly and
not as the adjoint of an operator W:

* . d
(34) W AC ‘dom *)
with dom(WX) := {z € X | ¢lze L%ﬁ'} .

Defining W% and W* similarly as in ([B) and (34), respectively, for the causal
dual system %¢, one obtains
(3.5) W& =AW* and W = gW,,
and in particular, 3 is minimal if and only if W, and WX are both injective.
By duality, from Proposition [3] we obtain the following result:

: X o dom(W¥) — L?,

Proposition 3.2. Let W* be the adjoint L*-input map of a well-posed system
Y= [% %] Then WX is closed. Additionally assume that WX is densely defined.
In this case:

(1) The operator WX has a closed and densely defined adjoint, denoted by W,
such that WX = W¥.
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(2) A function ue L lies in dom(W.,) if and only if there exists an x, € X
such that

(3.6) tlirg} (z, %w[_t7o]u>x ={(z,2c)y, x€dom(WX).

When u € dom(W.), we have W u = x., where x. is given by ([B6]).

(3) It holds that Ly, < dom(W.), that WC]Li,U = B, and that W L}, =
ran(B) = Rea (X).

(4) For all s > 0 we have 7° dom(W.) € dom(W.) and W.r%u = A*W .u for
all u € dom(W,).

Again, it holds that
<x, %w[,w]u%{ = <x, ((@d)t)*w[oyt]ﬂu%( , zeX, ue L2U*, t=0.
We have the following easy corollary:

Corollary 3.3. Assume that the adjoint L*-input map WX of a well-posed system
Y= [% %] is densely defined. For every system trajectory (u,x,y) of ¥ on R, we
have m_u € dom(W,) and x(0) = W r_u.

Proof. Let (u,x,y) be a trajectory of ¥ on R. By Definition 2.2 we then have
T_u € L?fU < dom(B) < dom(W,.). By item (3) of Proposition and (24,
x(0) = Br_u=W,r_u. O

In the remainder of this section we shall assume that 35| dom(®) T+ has a unique

analytic extension to a function in H*(C*; B(U,Y)), also denoted by ©. With our
convention to identify analytic functions that coincide on some set with an interior
cluster point, we simply write De H*®(Ct;B(U,Y)). In that case, D defines a
bounded pointwise multiplication operator

(3.7) Mg : L2(iR;U) — L2(iR;Y), (Mgf)(\) =DNF(N), XeiR,

with operator norm |Mgz|| equal to the supremum norm 1Dl of D over C*. Fur-
ther, let £ : L*(R; K) — L%(iR; K) denote the unitary bilateral Laplace transform

(Lu)(\) = JOO e Mu(t)dt, \eiR,

— 00
which in particular maps L? unitarily onto Hf{’L := H?(C*; K). We then define
the L2-transfer map Ly, by
(3.8) Ly = L*MgL € B(L{, LY ).
We now derive various properties of this operator.

Theorem 3.4. Let ¥ be a well-posed linear system with transfer function D e
H®(C*;B(U,Y)). The following statements are true:

(1) The operator Ly, in [B.8]) is the unique continuous linear extension to an
operator in B(L%, L3.) of the restriction of ® to L%,U' Moreover, we have
[Ls| = HEA)HDO and Ly, is causal, i.e., m_Lymy = 0, and time-invariant,
i.e., 'Ly, = Lyt for all t € R.
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(2) It holds that ran(*B) < dom(W,). The restriction to LZ?J of the Hankel

operator w1 Om_ has a unique extenston to an operator in B(L%f,Lf,*),
which equals

(3.9) $5 o= myLyla and satisfies 195 < D], Hxlz- = WoB.

(3) For the causal dual system %% we have D e H*(C*;B(Y,U)), the unique
extension Lya in B(L3, L) of D7 restricted to L%)Y satisfies

(3.10) Ly = SILES,

and the L?-analogue of the Hankel operator of the causal dual is $Hxa :=

7y Lyal|, > = AHEA. Moreover, we have ran(B?) < dom(WX) and
Y

(3.11) Aol e = OB 2 = Wkpd,

(4) Furthermore, if dom(WX) is dense in X, then ran(W,.) < dom(W,) and

C

(312) 5E‘dom(wc) =W,W..
If dom(W,,) is dense in X, then ran(W*) < dom(WX) and
(3.13) ~‘3§|dom<w;k) = WXW#,

Proof. Since De H®(C*;B(U,Y)), the operator Ly maps L%]"’ into L%,"’; hence
Ly, is causal. Moreover, for every w € R, since Mg intertwines M1, and M. 1,
where (eylg)(z) = e¥?1k, we get that Ly commutes with 7¢ (suppressing the
spaces U and Y in the notation); hence Ly is time invariant. Now let u € L? have
supp(u) < [N, o) for some N € R. Then u € dom(Ls) (dom(®) and 7Nu e L3 <
ijfU for w > min {0, wy}. By [Sta0d, Corollary 4.6.10(iii)] we have Mgz L(mNu) =
L(@m V) = L(D7Vu). Hence

™ Lyu = LytVu=L*MzL(r"a) = £*L(D7Vu) = DV u = 7V Du.

It follows that Lyu = Du for every u e L?,U' Since the latter subspace is dense in
L2U, the only extension to a bounded linear operator on L2U of the restriction of ©
to Lf)U is Ly. Since L is unitary, we have |Ly| = HM@ | = |®]ew-. This proves item
(1).
By (39) and item (1), the operator )y, coincides with 7. ©7_ on LZ}, and hence
)y is the unique extension to an operator in B(L2U_, L%,Jr) of m,®Dm_ restricted to
LZ}. Observing that 7 is a contraction on L%, we obtain that [$x| < |[Ls| =
[D|- To see that the factorization Off)zhgf in (33) holds, let u e L7, and note
U =

that Definition Z114(c) gives that ¢Bu = 7, D7_u = Hxu, which is in L3' by the
boundedness of $5;. Hence Bu € dom(W,) and Hxu = W,Bu. This establishes
item (2).

That ©¢ € H*(C*; B(Y,U)) follows directly from D¢(\) = D(A)* in Theorem
24 By item (2) of the present theorem, which has already been proved, the restric-
tion of D% = AD®S to L, has a unique extension to Lya € B(L3, L{;). Moreover,



24 J.A. BALL, S. TER HORST, AND M. KURULA

Ly = SILES, because for all ue L7 5, y € L7 3 and some w > max {0, wy},

L3y, Wz =y, Dwz = <y,5u>

= <©*}/7 u>L3w . = <i)(@}/7 u>L?J )

so that L¥ and ©® coincide on L%ﬁy by the density of LiU in L?; then also D9 =
SID®S1 and SILES coincide on Lf)y, so that Lya = ALESA. Letting ¢4 : L?} — L2
denote the injection, we can write )5, = 74 Lye—, and then $¥ = m_ L%y, so that
(3.14) Oxa =my Lyal > = Ar_ L A = AHEA
Y

Now BII) follows from (BI4]) and (3], using the first identity in (33]), and hence
item (3) is true.

Now assume that dom(W¥) is dense in X, hence W, the adjoint of WX, is

closed and densely defined. From item (3) in Proposition and ([B9), it follows
that 9y and W, W, coincide on LZ@. We now show that ran(W.) < dom(W,)

and that $y, and W,W., also coincide on dom(W,.). Let u € dom(W,.) c L2U_
and z. = W.u € ran(W,). Choose T > 0 and y € L?([0,T];Y) arbitrarily. Then
Lemma 2.5 and item (3) yield

(€)*y = (BT (Ak)*y € dom(WY),
while item (2) of Proposition B2 and the boundedness of €7 give
T - T -
<y7 ¢ xc>L§/+ = tli{rolo <(€ )*yu %ﬂ-[ft,o] u>X = tll{rolo <y7 T[0,T] Q%ﬂ-[ft,O] u>L2([O,T];Y)

2 2
wa,Y7Lw,Y

2
ool

= tli>nolo <y77T[0,T]53E7T[7t,0]11>L2([07T];y) = <y77T[O,T]~6Zu>L2([O)T];Y) 5

using the boundedness of $y, in the last identity. Since the above computation
holds for all y and all T, we have m[g r€x. = eTr, = 0,719z for all T > 0.
This shows that €2, = Hxu € Lf,*. In particular, we have x. € dom(W,) and
W,W.u=W,z. = €z, = Hyu. Equality BI3)) is obtained by applying [B.I2) to
34, using that H% = SIHLS, as proved above, and the identities in ([B.5). O

Corollary 3.5. Let X be a well-posed system with De H*®(CH;B(U,Y)). If X is
controllable, then W, is densely defined; if ¥ is observable, then WX is densely
defined.

Proof. By Theorem B4, the finite-time reachable subspace Rea (X) = ran(B) is
contained in dom(W,) and the finite time observable subspace Obs (X) = ran(89)
is contained in dom(W¥). Thus the claim follows directly from Definition 26 [J

We now present two cases where the L2?-input and LZ-output map are both
bounded.

Lemma 3.6. For a well-posed system X, the following hold:
(1) If ¥ is exponentially stable, then W, € B(L?, X) and W, € B(X, L}").
(2) If 3 is passive, then W, and W, are everywhere-defined contractions.

Proof. Concerning item (1), if 3 is exponentially stable, then wy < 0 so that we can
choose w = 0 in order to obtain from (7)) that € € B(X, L¥") and B e B(L{, X).
Then W, = ¢ and W* = B* are bounded, too, and we have W, = (W¥*)* €
B(Ly, X).
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For item (2), note that a passive system satisfies (LH) with S(z) = |z|% by
definition. For trajectories (u,x,y) on Rt with u = 0, we in particular obtain
Sé ly(s)]?ds < |x(0)]?, and letting t — o0, we get y € L. Moreover, by ([Z3) and
the definition (FI) of W, we have [y|., = [Wox(0)[?., <[x(0)[%. This proves
that W, is an everywhere-defined contrgction, and appl;f/ing the same argument to
the passive dual X%, using (3.5, gives that W* is a contraction, hence W, is a
well-defined contraction, too. [l

The following definition presents the analogues of exact ¢?-controllability and
exact (2-observability from [BGtHISa] in the context of well-posed systems.

Definition 3.7. The well-posed system X is (eractly) L?-controllable if W¥* is
densely defined and ran(W.) = X. The system ¥ is (eractly) L*-observable if W,
is densely defined and ran(W?*) = X. The system X is (exactly) L*-minimal if it
is both L2-controllable and L2-observable.

By 1), ¥ is L?-controllable (L2-observable) if and only if ¢ is L2-observable
(L?-controllable). Some differences between ¢?-controllability /observability and ap-
proximate controllability /observability for discrete-time systems are described in
[BGtHIRa, Proposition 2.7]; here we prove analogous results in the present context,
and we also provide new information on these relationships.

Corollary 3.8. For each well-posed system Y as in Definition[21, L?-controllability
(L?-observability) implies (approzimate) controllability (observability). In particu-
lar, L?-minimality of ¥ implies minimality of ¥. When we additionally assume
that © € H®(C+; B(U,Y)), the following statements are true:

1) If ¥ is L?-controllable then W, is bounded.

(1) If

2) If ¥ is L?-observable then W, is bounded.

(2) If

3) If ¥ is L2-minimal then W* and W, are both bounded and bounded below.
( c

Hence, the assumptions on denseness of the domains of WX and W, impose no
restriction in the study of the bounded real lemma, since in the standard version
(Theorem [[LJ) we assume minimality (or even L?-minimality in Theorem [LT0) and
in the strict version (Theorem [[LT2]) we assume exponential stability; see Lemma
5. 01

Proof of Corollary[Z8. Assume that ¥ is L?-observable; then by Definition B
dom(W,) is dense in X and ran(W?) = X. Since W, is closed, the comment after
(1) gives that X is (approximately) observable. If instead ¥ is L2-controllable,
then ©¢ is L?-observable, and further 2¢ is observable by what we just proved;
hence X is controllable by Corollary 27

Now assume that X is L2-controllable and that ® € H®(C*; B(U,Y)). Then
dom(WP¥) is dense by definition, and according to Theorem B4 we have X =
ran(W,) < dom(W,), so that W, is bounded by the closed graph theorem. This
completes the proof of item (1), and the proof of item (2) is easy using duality.

In conclusion we prove item (3). By assumption the ranges of W, and W# are
equal to X. From items (1) and (2) we obtain that W. and W¥* are bounded.
The boundedness of W, and W together with ran(W.) = X = ran(W#*) yields
that W, and W# have bounded right inverses, or, equivalently, W#* and W, have
bounded left inverses, and hence the latter are bounded below. O
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4. SYSTEM NODES AND WELL-POSED LINEAR SYSTEMS

The well-posed systems considered in the present paper can alternatively be
formulated in a differential representation via a so-called system node [ égg]. In
this section we review some of the details of system nodes and describe some related
topics relevant for the paper, including a reformulation of the KYP-inequality in
terms of system nodes. See Chapters 3 and 4 of [Sta05] for full details and many

more results on system nodes.

4.1. Construction of the system node. Let ¥ = [%‘ %] be a well-posed linear
system as in Definitions 2] and Let A on X be the infinitesimal generator of
the Cp-semigroup 2, that is,

dom(A) = {x eX

li_r)% %(Qltx — ) exists} , Az = %13}) %(Qltx —x).
Now fix the rigging parameter 3 € p(A) arbitrarily and define the interpolation
space X7 := dom(A) with the Hilbert space norm |z|; := | (8 — A)z|x; then « — A
is an isomorphism from X; to X for all o € p(A). Next complete X in the norm
[x|-1 = (B — A)"lz|x to get the extrapolation space X_1. Then we have the
chain of inclusions

(4.1) XicXcX

with dense and continuous embeddings, and the spaces X;, X and X_; form a
Gelfand triple. Moreover, the generator A extends uniquely to a bounded operator
A_q1 in B(X,X_1) which in turn is the infinitesimal generator of a Cp-semigroup
20, on X_; which extends 2. The resolvent set p(A_1) equals p(A); see [Sta05,
§3.6] for further details.

By Theorems 4.2.1 and 4.4.2 in [Sta05] there exist bounded operators B €
B(U, X_1), the control operator, and C € B(X1,Y), the observation operator, that
are uniquely determined by the formulas

0
(4.2) Bu = J A-{Bu(s)ds, ue L?;J, (€x)(t) = CA'x, ze€ Xi.
—o0

Note that while B maps into X_; and 2(* | acts on X_1, the result after integration
in the first formula still ends up in X.

With A and B defined as above we can form a closed operator A&B: [{] 2
dom(A&B) — X by

dom(A&B) = {m ‘ A_yz+ Bue X} and A&B m — A_yx + Bu.

Choose a fixed a € Cy,. For [§ ] € dom(A&B), we then have
z—(a—A_) 'Bu=(a—A_1) "(az — (A_ 1z + Bu))
e(a—A)"'X = X; = dom(0).

From ®, we can compute the transfer function De H® (Cu; B(U,Y)), w > wsy, of

A~

¥ via Proposition 23 Since « € C,,,,, we can evaluate ©(«), and then define

(4.3) C&D: [z] — C(z— (a—A_1)"'Bu) + D(a)u.
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Note that if € X5, then [§] € dom(A&B) and C&D [§] = Cz. In general there is
no sensible way to separate out an independent feedthrough operator D € B(U,Y)
except in some special cases, e.g., if at least one of B: X — U and C: X —
Y is bounded (see Theorems 4.5.2 and 4.5.10 in [Sta0f]), or if ¥ is regular (see
Chapter 5 in [Sta05]). Rather we think of C&D as an extension of the operator C
defined on Xy = [ | <[] to the operator C&D defined on dom(A&B) > [ ! |

0
and mapping into X. After the above steps, we can introduce the system node

[4&5]: [] > dom([AEP ]) — [] with
dom([éﬁ‘cg]) = dom(A&B) = dom(C&D)
AeB) [o] _ [AeB[3]
ol [1] - [een i

We next recall Definition 4.7.2 in [Sta05)].

and action

Definition 4.1. Suppose that S := [ A¢B | is an operator mapping a dense sub-

space dom(S) of [ ] into [ ]. We shall say that S is a system node if it has the
following properties:

(1) S is closed as an operator from [ ] into [{].

(2) The operator A: X > dom(A) — X defined by Az = A&B[§] ondom(A) =
{r e X | [§] € dom(S)} has domain dense in X, and A as an unbounded
operator on X generates a Cp-semigroup on X.

(3) The operator A&B (with dom(A&B) = dom(S)) can be extended to an
operator

(A BleB(¥],X.1)

(where X _; is the extrapolation space introduced in ([@T])).
(4) dom(S) = {[L]e[&]]| A-1z + Bue X}.

Given a system node S = [ A¢8 | we may define its transfer function Ds(A) by

()\ — Afl)ilB

(4.4) Ds(Nu = C&D [ I

] u, A€ p(4).

If D is constructed as in Proposition 23] then Dg is an extension of D from Cun
to all of p(A); see [Sta05 Lemma 4.7.5(iii)].

We end this subsection with a result which says that a system node works as the
connecting operator of a well-posed system.

Lemma 4.2. (See [Sta05, Theorem 4.6.11(i)].) Suppose that ¥ = |2 B | is a well-

posed system with associated system node S = [égg]. Let (u,x,y) be a system

trajectory over RY with state initial condition x(0) = zo and with u continuous
with distributional derivative 0 in L7 1, and such that | u(o) | € dom(S). Then x

is continuously differentiable with values in X, [ﬁgg] € dom(S) for allt >0, y is

continuous with distributional derivative y in L%Ot v, and

(4.5) [X(t)] =S [i‘lgg] . t=0.
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4.2. Reconstruction of the well-posed system. With the system node S =
[ 4&8 | constructed from ¥ = [¥ 3 | as above, it is possible to recover 2, B, €, D

and the transfer function ® from [égg]. We first sketch this construction, and
only afterwards, we discuss the rigour of the construction.

Clearly 2A! is the Cp-semigroup generated by A and B and € can be recovered
via ([£2), taking for € the unique continuous extension from X; to X mapping into
Lf;ﬁy. Finally, by [Sta05] Theorem 4.7.14] and its proof, ® can be recovered as the

unique extension to a continuous operator from Lf)loc)U to L%,loc,Y of the operator
Biu
u(t)
defined for u € Hy,,.(R; U) with support bounded to the left; see (Z) for the
definition of this space.

We have seen that the operator [égg] arising from a well-posed system X as
described in §.1] is a system node. However, in general, for a system node to
give rise to a well-posed system via the above construction more is needed. We
shall follow Definition 10.1.1 in [Sta05] and use the following terminology: given

A equal to the generator of Cy-semigroup on X and operators B € B(U, X_1) and
C e B(X1,Y), we say that:

e Bis an L?-admissible (here abbreviated to admissible) control operator for
A if the operator B defined as in (£2) maps LZ} into X.

e ('is an L%-admissible (here abbreviated to admissible) observation operator
for A if the operator € defined as in ([£2)) is continuous as an operator from
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X to Llocy.

The following result describes what additional conditions must be imposed on a
system node, in order to conclude that it induces a well-posed system.

(4.6) ©u=t»—>C&D[ ] teR,

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that S = [égg] is a system node as defined above. Sup-
pose that the semigroup t — At has growth bound we and let w be any real number
satisfying w > wy. Then there is a well-posed system [Qé %] such that S is the

system node arising from X if and only if
(1) the operator B: U — X_; is admissible for A,
(2) the operator C: X1 — Y is admissible for A, and
(3) the system-node transfer function Dg @A) is in H*(Cy; B(U,Y)).
Ezplicitly, when conditions (1), (2), (3) are satisfied, the associated well-posed sys-
tem ¥ = [% 3] is given by
o t— A 4s the Cy-semigroup generated by A,
e B and € are given by formulas [E2), and
e De B(L?,loc,U’ L?,loc,Y) is a conlinuous extension of the operator acting on
smooth input functions u given by the formula (Z0).
In this case the associated system ¥ is w-bounded, i.e., Z1) holds.

Proof. Assume that S satisfies conditions (1), (2) and (3) in the statement of the
theorem. Conditions (1) and (2) just say that conditions (i) and (ii) in Theorem
4.7.14 of [Sta05] are met; once we have proved condition (iii) of this theorem, we
may conclude S is an L?-well-posed system node, which, by Definition 4.7.2 in
[Sta05], implies that the constructed system 3 is well-posed. As a consequence of
the Paley-Wiener Theorem [Sta05, Theorem 10.3.4], it follows from Theorem 10.3.5
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in [Sta05] that condition (3) is equivalent to Dg being the transfer function of an op-
erator ® in TIC? (U,Y), that is, a causal, time-invariant operator in B(L?“U, L2 ).
It then follows from Lemma 2.6.4 in [Sta0B] that D has a unique “extension after
restriction” to an operator in TIC?, (U, Y), which means it is a continuous, causal,
time-invariant operator from L7 ;.. into L7 ,. s, which is precisely what is re-
quired for the remaining condition (iii) in Theorem 4.7.14 of [Sta05]. We may thus
conclude that ¥ constructed from S is a well-posed system, which generates the
system node S in the way described in Subsection Bl It then follows from the
reverse construction in Subsection preceding this theorem that the operator ©
is indeed given by ([6]).

That the operators 2, B, € and © that constitute the well-posed system X are
w-bounded, follows from the discussion in Section [2] after Definition

Conversely, suppose that ¥ constructed from S in the theorem is a well-posed
system. Then it has wg as growth bound, so that 2, B, € and © are w-bounded,
by the above argument. The properties (1)—(3) now follow from Theorem 10.3.6 in

[Sta05]. 0

4.3. Duality between admissible control/observation operators for A/A*.
Here we briefly point out the duality between admissible input pairs (A, B) and
admissible output pairs (C, A); see also [Sta05, Theorem 6.2.13]. Let A be the
generator of a Cy-semigroup 2, B e B(U,X_1) and C € B(X1,Y).

Let us define A* in the standard way as an unbounded operator on X, and
let X{ < X < X4, be the Gelfand triple as in @], but for A* and using the
parameter (3 € p(A*) in place of the operator A and the parameter 3 € p(A). Next
define B* € B(X{,U) by identifying U and X with their duals and by viewing X%,
as the dual of X via the X-inner product to define the duality pairing:

<va>X1,Xi1 =z, 2)x, zeX, zeX.

Define C* € B(Y, X?,) analogously. When this is done it is a matter of verification
to see that the operator B* is an admissible observation operator for A* if and
only if B is an admissible control operator for A. Similarly, if C' is an admissible
observation operator for A , then C* is an admissible control operator for A*, and
vice versa.

Together with the transfer function

DIN) =DN)*,  Aep(A¥),
evaluated at some arbitrary « € p(A*), the operators A*, C* and B* amount to

an infinitesimal version of the duality between 3 and 2¢ described in Theorem 2.4k
in fact, the system node for the causal dual 2¢ is

aenl [¥] 2 aomtaesr — [

in the standard sense of unbounded adjoints.

4.4. KYP-inequalities in terms of system nodes. In this subsection we show
how the standard KYP-inequality (LI3), the strict KYP-inequality (II6]), and for
the semi-strict KYP-inequality (ILT1) can be expressed in terms of the system node
S = [ AZB | rather than in terms of the well-posed system ¥ = [ ¥ 3 ], at least for
the case where H is bounded and strictly positive-definite. The main tool will be
Lemma
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that 2 = [% %] s a well-posed system with corresponding

system node S = [ AYB|. Then the S-KYP inequalities ([L13), (LI0) and (LI
correspond to S-KYP inequalities as follows.

(1) A bounded selfadjoint operator H 3 0 solves the standard KYP inequality
(TI3) if and only if H satisfies the standard S-KYP inequality:

(4.7) 2Re(H(A&B) [],2) + [(C&D)[§]1]* < Jul?,  []€ dom(S).

(2) A bounded selfadjoint operator H »- 0 on X satisfies the strict KYP in-
equality (LIG) if and only if H satisfies the strict S-K'YP inequality:

(4.8)  2Re(H(ALB)[§],2) + [C&D ] + 8|z|* < (Hz,z) + (1 - 8)ul®
for all [§] € dom(S).
(3) A bounded selfadjoint operator H - 0 on X satisfies the semi-strict KYP
inequality (LTT) if and only if H satisfies the semi-strict S-K'YP inequality:
2Re(H(A&B) [§],2) + |C&D [§]|* < (Ha,z) + (1 §)|ul?
for all [ ] € dom(S).
Proof of statement (1). Suppose first that H 3 0 is a selfadjoint operator satisfying

the standard KYP inequality (LI3]). Let us apply (LI3) to the case where 2 = x(0)
and u is equal to the input signal for a smooth trajectory (u,x,y) in the sense of

Lemma 2] Recalling the definition of the action of [Qéf %: ], we see that

(4.9) [ x()]? + j Iy (s)[2ds < |HEx(0)]? + f Ju(s) 2 ds

for all t = 0. As x is continuously differentiable and u and y are continuous, we
may move |Hz2x(0)|? over to the left-hand side in @3), divide by ¢, let t — 0, and
finally observe that

d
(4.10) d—(Hx(s),x(s)> = 2Re(Hi(s),x(s)),
5
in order to arrive at
2Re (H%(0),x(0)) + [y(0)]* < Ju(0)[*.
Plugging in the differential system equations ([{3]) then leads to

2Re <H<A&B> [u%)] > " HC&D [u%)]

where [um(ﬁ)] can be an arbitrary element of dom(S), thereby arriving at (@) as
wanted.

Conversely, if H satisfies (I7)), we evaluate (7)) at [£] = [ﬁgzg] taken from a

smooth system trajectory (u(t),x(t),y(t)) as in Lemma 2] to get

2
< [u(0)[?,

2
x(s) x(s) 2
2Re <H(A&B) [u(s)] ,x(s)> + ’C&D [u(s)] ’ < flu(s)|?.
Due to the differential system equations (£5) we can rewrite this last expression as

(4.11) 2Re (Hx(s),x(s)) + |y (s)|* < [u(s)|?
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for all s > 0. Again using [@I0), we can integrate (11 from s = 0 to s = ¢ to
arrive at

t t
CHx(t), x(1)) — CHx(0), (0)) + f Iy(s)|? ds < f Ju(s) 2 ds
which we can interpret as saying that
H3 o[22t B8] [2 _ H: 0| [z
0 It ot u = 0 I|{|u

i.e., the KYP-inequality (II3) holds for all [%0] € [LQ([(?,(t],U)] such that u is

xo

sufficiently smooth (in the sense used in Lemma E2) and [ (o) | € dom(S). Noting

)

that the collection all such [%? ] is dense in [L2([(i(t])U) ], we see that (LI3) continues
to hold on the space [Lz([(i(t]’U)] as wanted.

Proof of (2) and (3): The proofs of statements (2) and (3) follow in much the same
way as that for (1). For the case of statement (2), if we assume that H - 0 satisfies
the strict bounded real lemma (LI6), apply the associated quadratic form to a
vector of the form [XI(JO) ] coming from a smooth system trajectory (u,x,y), and then
also take into account the interpretation (ILIH) for the operator [Q:ix,A 9273], we
can interpret (II6) as saying that

Hz 0] [x(t)

0 I|]|y@®
The above argument for statement (1) then leads us to the conclusion that the
differential form (4.8) is equivalent to the integrated form (LI).

Statement (3) follows in much the same way. One repeats the argument used for
statement (2) while ignoring the term

(Q:ix A)* 1 t
d (@115473)* [Qtlx,A QA,B]

in (CIG) and the term §|z|? in 3. O

Remark 4.5. Arov and Staffans [AS07] have worked out a generalized KYP-
inequality for the infinite dimensional, continuous-time setting with solution H
possibly unbounded formulated directly in terms of the system node S = [ AZ5 |
(see Definition 5.6 and Theorem 5.7 there) to characterize when the transfer func-
tion of S is in the Schur class. It suffices to say here that the definition of solution
there involves several auxiliary conditions in addition to the actual spatial operator

inequality, all of which collapse to the inequality (£71) in case H is bounded.

’ ' 2 %X 2 — ' ul(s 2 S
+6L|\x(s>n ds < [Hix(0)]2 + (1 6>Lu ()] ds.

5. EXAMPLES OF SYSTEMS WITH L2-MINIMALITY

In this section we consider a few concrete cases where the system ¥ is L2-minimal.
In the first case we assume that the Cy-semigroup 2 can be embedded into a Cy-
group. We shall first recall some facts about Cy-groups; for further details we refer
to [ENOO, §11.3] and §6.2 in [JZ12]. By a Cy-group we mean a family of linear
operators {2 | t € R} on X such that

A° = 1%, AU = A for all t, se R
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and which is strongly continuous at 0:
%ir%Qltx =g forall x € X,
where the limit is now taken from both sides and not just from the right as in the

semigroup case. The generator of the Co-group {2 | ¢t € R} is defined to be the
operator A with domain dom(A) given by

1
dom(A) = {x eX }ir% g(Qlt:r — x) exists in X} ,

again with a two-sided limit, and with action then given by
1
Az = %ir% g(Qltx — 1), x€dom(A).

Among various characterizations contained in the generation theorem for groups
[ENOQ, p. 79], an operator A is a generator of a Cy-group if and only if A and —A
are both generators of Cy-semigroups, say 2, and 2", respectively, in which case

we recover 2! as
At x fort =0
t,, + = Y
A'x = o,
A 'z fort <0

t
The well-known case of a unitary group A~¢ = (A)* = (A*)~! is the special case
where the generator A is skew-adjoint, A* = —A.
The above characterization of a Cyp-group 2! implies that the spectrum of the
generator A is contained in a strip along the imaginary axis:

(5.1) —wy <Re(\) <wy, forsome wy,wy €R
determined by the respective growth bounds of 2, and 2’ , see ([2.35)), and moreover

(5.2) |2 2| < Mye* t|z| and |A'z| < M_e¥ ‘||, t=0,z€X,

for all w* > w;l—r and corresponding My > 0. Using the group property, one can

derive an upper and lower growth bound for the semigroup part:

Lemma 5.1. Let At be a Cy-group with left and right growth bounds given by
w;l,w;;. Then for every wt > wgil there are constants &, p > 0 such that

(5.3) Jem x| < |¥z| < peHall, t=0,z€X.

Proof. Let M_ > 0 and M, > 0 be as in (52). Set p = M, and 6 = M~L.
The right-hand bound follows immediately. For the left-hand bound, in the second
inequality in (5.2)) replace z by ™A'z and use that AL = A~ = (A)~! to arrive at
[z] < M_e¥ t|Atz||, or equivalently, |[Atz| = de~ t|z. O

We say that a Cp-semigroup 2! embeds into a Cy-group, if there exists a Cp-
group (usually also denoted by 21) which coincides with the original semigroup 2A*
for t € RT. The following proposition characterizes when a Cp-semigroup can be
embedded into a Cy-group.

Proposition 5.2. For a Cy-semigroup 2 the following are equivalent:

(1) At embeds into a Co-group;
(2) A is invertible (in B(X)) for all t = 0;
(3) At is invertible for some t > 0.
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Proof. Clearly (2) implies (3). The proposition on page 80 of [ENOQ] states the
implication (3) = (1) and the remaining implication (1) = (2) is easy: for ¢t > 0
we have AfA™T = A0 = 1x = APAL, so that A is invertible. O

If At is a Cyp-semigroup that embeds into a Cy-group, then it should at least
satisfy (.3)); the upper bound comes for free from the one-sided strong continuity.
However, it is not necessarily the case that a Cp-semigroup ! satisfying (5.3]) em-
beds into a Cy-group. Indeed, take At = T_:t to be the right translation semigroup
on L?2(RT). Then 7, (¢t > 0) is isometric and hence satisfies the lower estimate
|7tz = de~*!|x| with § = 1 and w = 0, but 7" is not onto, and hence not
invertible on L?(R") for any ¢ > 0.

We next give some sufficient conditions which guarantee the L2-controllability
and/or L2-observability of a given well-posed linear system ¥. In fact, we will show
that under the assumptions of the proposition, the system is exactly controllable
and/or exactly observable in any time ¢ > 0; see Definition 9.4.1 in [Sta05].

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that ¥ is a minimal well-posed linear system with trans-
fer function ® in H*(CT; B(U,Y)) and with its Cy-semigroup A invertible on X
for some (and hence all) t > 0. Then:

(1) Assume there exists a closed subspace Uy of U such that the control operator
B e B(U,X_1) maps Uy onto X (viewed as an algebraic subspace of X_1).
Then X is L?-controllable.

(2) Assume there exists a closed subspace Yo of Y such that, for the observation
operator C' € B(X1,Y), the operator Py,C extends to a bounded operator
from X into Yy which is bounded below. Then Y is L?-observable.

(3) Assume that B and C satisfy the conditions of (1) and (2), respectively.
Then ¥ is L*-minimal.

Proof. Note that statement (2) follows from (1) applied to ¥ and that statement
(3) follows simply by combining statements (1) and (2). Thus it suffices to consider
in detail only statement (1). We may moreover consider the restricted system
where the input signals are restricted to values in Uy, since L2-controllability of the
restricted system implies L2-controllability of the original system as long as WX
is densely defined for the original system. Hence we will without loss of generality
assume that B maps U onto X in the sequel.

Since Y is observable, by Corollary 3.5l we see that WX is indeed densely defined.
Then we may apply Proposition[3.2]to get that LZ?J < dom(W,) and WC|L§*U = B;
then

Rea(X) = ran(B) < ran(W,).

To show the L2-controllability condition ran(W,.) = X, we will actually show that
¥ is exactly controllable in any finite time ¢ > 0: For any x € X and § > 0, we will
construct an input signal u € L?([—6,0],U) such that Bu = x. For this, let 7 € X,
and use the surjectivity of B € B(U, X) to find a u € U such that Bu = z. We are
done if we can find u e L?([—4,0],U) such that Bu = Bu, i.e.,

0
J A~ °Bu(s)ds = Bu.
-5
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As B is surjective, B has a bounded right inverse BT, and it is easily checked that
the function
1
u(s) = SBTQlSBu, for —6<s<0
does the job. O

Remark 5.4. For the infinite dimensional setting, the conditions on B and C' in
Proposition (53] are rather strong. Indeed, if X is infinite dimensional, the surjec-
tivity of B forces that also the input space U is infinite dimensional, and similarly,
injectivity of C forces dim(Y") = co. However these hypotheses are not so offensive
in our application to the proof of the strict infinite dimensional BRL (Theorem [[12]
with proof to come in §8)), as the idea is to embed the nominal system 3 (which may
have finite dimensional input and/or output spaces) into an auxiliary system Y.
which does have infinite dimensional input and output spaces. The one remaining
restrictive hypothesis in Proposition (compared to the discrete-time setting of
[BGLHI8D]) is that the semigroup can be embedded in a Co-group. This appears
to be unavoidable if one wants to achieve L2-controllability (L2-observability) with
a bounded control (observation) operator. The following example agrees on this
observation.

Example 5.5. Here we give an example of a strict Schur-class function D from
U :=(*Z%) toY := U. Later on, in Example below, we shall complete the
example by finding explicit the maximal and minimal, bounded and boundedly
invertible solutions of the KYP inequality, as expected by Theorem [[L.12]

Take X := U, with the canonical orthonormal basis {¢, | n = 0,1,2,...}
where ¢, € ¢? has a one in position n and zeros elsewhere. Thus each vector
x € X = (*(Zy) can be represented as x = Zfo Tp¢n where z,, = (T, $pn)e2(z, ) and
> o lwa]? < 0. Define A by

0

Ar Y antn = D) —(n+ Dandn
n=0

n=0

with dom(4) = {x € X | Az € X}, i.e.,

dom(A) = {x = 2 T € (2(Zy)

n=0

) 12 <oo}.

n=0

In particular ¢, € dom(A) for all n. By [Sta05l §4.9], A generates an exponentially
stable diagonal contraction semigroup 2 on X, which is determined by the condition

(5.4) Alp, = e~ Dty n=0,1,...,

since this function is the unique solution of the Cauchy problem & = Ax with

2(0) = én:

%e—(n+l)t¢n _ —(’I’L 4 1)6_(n+1)t¢n _ Ae_(n+1)t¢n, t > 0.
Moreover, ||| = e, so that 2 is also a contraction semigroup, and moreover
In A
i 22

t—0o0 t

which shows that C_; < p(A).
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Note that the Cayley transform A of the operator A is determined by
n

Agy = (Ix + A)(1x — A) 'dp = “a

and since —n/(2 +n) — —1 as n — o, the spectral radius of A is 1. Hence the
Cayley transform does not always map the generator of an exponentially stable
semigroup to an operator which is exponentially stable in the discrete-time sense.
Therefore, it is not possible to reduce the study of the strict bounded real lemma
in continuous time to the discrete-time case in [BGtHI8al, Theorem 1.6] by means
of the Cayley transform, as was done for the non-strict case in [ASO7]. Moreover,
the semigroup 2 cannot be embedded into a group, since (G.1)) is violated.
Now observe that

* t 2 1
A || dt = ,
st = s

and hence the unbounded operator C' := 2(—A)z gives W,z = t — CUtz bounded
both from above and below, as an operator from X into L?,*, but with norm
V/2 it is not the output map of a passive system; see Lemma However, C'
is an infinite time admissible observation operator for 2 and the pair (C, A) is
L?-observable. If C is made essentially more unbounded, then it is no longer an
admissible observation operator for 2, and if C' is made essentially more bounded,
then we lose L2-observability. By duality, B := l(fA,l)% is an admissible control

2
operator for 2 and (A, B) is an L?-controllable pair; note that A_; is described by

the same formula as A, but the domain is extended to all of X.
We now have the operators A, B and C. To get a system node we still need to
fix the special point a € C,,, and the corresponding value of the transfer function

D(«); for convenience we take av = 0. The domain of the system node is

dom(A&B) = {[i] € [)[j:] ’ A_1x + Bue X}v A&B = [A_l B] ’do]ﬂﬂ(A&B)7

and the combined feedthrough/observation operator becomes

(5.5) C&D [i] = C (2 + A”'Bu) + D(0)u, m € dom(A&B).
Specializing (BH) to @ = 2,¢, and u = Uy, @y, gives
UmPm

On the other hand, specializing (5.5) to # = (A — A_1) "' Bu, we get from (44)
that the transfer function is

D(Nu=C((A\— A1) 'Bu+ AZ}Bu) + D(0)u
(—A)EAA—A)TTATH(=A ) 2u+D(0)u
= AA=A)"'u+D0)u, AeC_y,

(5.6) C&D [x"(b"] =2vn+ 1z,¢, + (35(0) — 1) Um®Pm,  Tn,un € C.

where we in the last step used that (—A)z commutes with (A—A4)~! and (—A_;)2
commutes with Aj; it is easy to check directly that the m-accretive operator —A
commutes with the bounded operator (A— A)~!; see [K80, Theorem 3.35 on p. 281].

Taking for instance ©(0) := 0, we get from [Sta0d, Corollary 3.4.5] that © is a
Schur function, but letting A — oo along the positive real line, we get from [Sta05],
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Theorem 3.2.9(iii)] that f)(/\)u — u for all u € U, and so D is not a strict Schur
function. R
However, if we instead set D(0) := %1(], then we get

(57) DO = A(A—A)+ % _ —%()\ A=A AeCy,
which satisfies |[D(\)] < 7 for A € C*, ie. this is a strict Schur function. In
Example[B2below, we continue this example, in order to get two extremal solutions
to the bounded KYP inequality (II4)) which are bounded both above and below.
Finally, we observe that, in both of the above cases, De H® (C*;B(X)), and
then [Sta05, Theorem 10.3.6(iv)] gives that the system node [ A¢B | is well-posed,
but it is not passive, as we already saw. We may, however, apply Theorem [L.TI0 to
get that [ AZB | is similar to a passive system.

As the preceding example shows, L2-minimality may be an exotic property. We
further add to this conclusion by observing that, in general, unless the point spec-
trum of A is confined to a vertical strip, then the pair(A, B) is not L?-observable
for any bounded operator B : U — X. Dually, no bounded C' : X — Y makes
(C,A) an L*-observable pair; indeed Cf;, < p(A), and so if 0,,(A) is not contained
in a vertical strip, then there exists eigenpairs (A, ¢,,) of A, such that |¢,| = 1
and Re A\, » —0 as n — . Since ¢, € dom(A), we have for bounded C and

Re A\, < 0 that

‘@ 2 . * Cmt 2dt <|C 2 * 2Re A\t dt < HCH2 .
6,2 = [ low Pt < [Col? [ e <
here we used the extension of (54) to an arbitrary eigenpair. Thus ¢,, € dom(W,),
and by letting n — o0, we get from Wy, = €, that [W,é,| — 0 with ||¢, | = 1.
This proves that (C, A) is not L?-observable. The statement on controllability can
be obtained by duality. Compare this to (51)) and Remark (5.4

We end this section by pointing out that observability can be strengthened
into L2-observability by weakening the norm in the state space and growing it,
while strengthening controllability to L2-controllability can be achieved by shrink-
ing the state space and strengthening the norm to make the L?-reachable state
space Hilbert; see [Sta05l Theorem 9.4.7 and Proposition 9.4.9]. Note in particular
the close relation between L2-controllability/observability and the concepts “exact
controllability /observability in infinite time (with bound w = 0)” used by Staffans;
see [Sta05l Definitions 9.4.1-2]. A difference in the approach is that we here force
w = 0 and accept that W, and/or W, may be unbounded, whereas in [Sta05],

Staffans is flexible about w in order to get B and € in (7) bounded.

6. THE AVAILABLE STORAGE AND THE REQUIRED SUPPLY

In this section we return to the notion of storage functions associated with a well-
posed system as in Definition [T} which we recall here for the readers convenience:
A function S : X — [0,00] is called a storage function for the well-posed system X
in J)) if S(0) = 0 and for all trajectories (u,x,y) of ¥ on R it holds that

(6.1) S(x(t) + H7T[0,t]YH2L2y+ < S (x(0)) + H7T[0,t]u‘|i§1+a t>0.

For systems Y that have densely defined WX, L2-regular storage functions are
defined as those storage functions that are finite-valued on ran(W.). A storage



THE INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL BOUNDED REAL LEMMAS IN CONTINUOUS TIME 37

function S is called quadratic if there exists a positive semidefinite operator H on
X, such that

|H=z|?, zedom(H?),

(6.2) S(x) = Sp(x) = { s
oo, x¢dom(H?).

Quadratic storage functions are of particular interest since they provide spatial
solutions to the spatial KYP inequality.

Proposition 6.1. If the well-posed system ¥ has a storage function S, then the
transfer function ® of ¥ has a unique analytic continuation to a Schur function on

C*.

e . . . 24+
Proof. From (6.I)) it is immediate that every trajectory of ¥ on R with u € L;;
and z(0) = 0 satisfies

(6.3) 0< 5 (x(0) < Impoquls: — w30,
Letting ¢ — oo in (6.3)), we see that y € L3*, and we get from (Z3) that
o = Iyl < luls.
From 7_®7, =0 and 7°0 = ©7° for all s € R, we get
[orul, = [~ Dulls = Dl = [Duls: < Julls, = |rul?,

By letting s run over R, we obtain that ® restricted to Lf) v has a unique extension
to a time-invariant, causal operator L from L into L3 with norm at most 1. This
implies that LLL* : L?(iR; U) — L?(iR;Y) coincides with a multiplication operator
Mp with symbol F € H®(C;B(U,Y)) satisfying ||F|, = |LLL*| = |L| < 1.
Hence, F' € Syy. Moreover, F' is an extension of ZA), because for u € L%ﬁ, by
[Sta05l, Corollary 4.6.10(iii)] (see the last part of Proposition 2.3) we have

~

FA)(Lw)(A) = (LLu)(A) = (£Du)(A) = DA)(Lu)(A), A€ Cuy,
where wy := max {wy,0}. From LL}' = HZ", we now get ZA)’C = F’C . The

continuation F of ® to the open connected set C* is unique since C,, has an
interior cluster point. O

Proposition 6.2. Assume that S = Sy is of the form ([62)) with H on X positive
semidefinite. Then Sy is a storage function for X if and only if H is a spatial

solution to the KYP inequality (LI12)-(CI3).

Proof. Let S be quadratic, i.e., S = Sy as in (62) for some positive semidefinite
operator H on X. First assume that S is a storage function for 3, so that (6]
holds for all trajectories (u,x,y) on RT of ¥. Pick ¢ > 0, 29 € dom(H?) and
ue L?([0,t];U) arbitrarily. By 1)) and (23,

x(t) := Alzy +B'u and 0,4y = Clag + DM, t>0,

define a trajectory (u,x,y) on [0,¢] of ¥ with x(0) = 2. Now ([GI) and S(zo) < o
imply that S(x(t)) < o, and hence that 'z + Btu = x(t) € dom(H?). Taking
first u = 0 and then z¢ = 0, we get ([12).
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*rmr o]t B4 [
o I||let D|u
H
0

L

2

Since S = Sp, we obtain that

S (x()) + [m0.qy]® = H [fg : ?] [ x(t) ]

T0,t1Y

and S (zo) + [[uf?* = H
Hence (G1)) is equivalent to
HE ool [t 8] [z0]] H: 0] [z0
(6.4) Ho 1] [Qﬁt @t][u Sllo 1f|u
Since 9 € dom(Hz), t > 0 and u e L2([0,t]; U) were chosen arbitrarily, we obtain

([CI3). Conversely, it is clear that (LI3]) implies ([@4]) and hence that (61 holds.
O

Next we explain how solutions to the spatial KYP-inequality for a well-posed
system relate to the solutions to the spatial KYP-inequality of the dual system.

Proposition 6.3. Let ¥ be a well-posed system with causal dual X¢. A positive
definite operator H on X is a spatial solution to the KYP-inequality for ¥ if and
only if H=' is a spatial solution to the K'YP-inequality for ©%: For allt > 0 it holds
that

A* dom(H 7)) = dom(H™2), €*L2([0,1];Y) < dom(H ?)
and

_1 t t* _1 _1
(6.5) Hzoﬂt%tangsz’xedzom(Hz)'
0 1[|¢" D y 0 1|y y L4([0,t],Y)
The proof could be carried out by mechanically imitating the proof of [BGtHI8D!
At B
¢t o
a core result of our theory, we illustrate how some continuous-time results can be

imported from the discrete-time case by discretization using lifting of the input and
output signals, combined with sampling of the state, as described in [Sta05] §2.4].

Proposition 5.3], replacing [4 B] by [ ] However, as Proposition [6.3] is not

Proof of Proposition[6.3. That (6H) is a correct statement of the spatial KYP in-
equality for X¢, with solution denoted by H ~2 instead of by H %, follows from

Lemma 2.5 the unitarity of [15( AQK] and the fact that [116 2 (1)] commutes with

10
[6 e |
Now let H be a solution to the spatial KYP equality in the sense of Theorem [L.9]
and fix ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. Then H is also a solution to the spatial KYP inequality

for the discrete time system [& B := [%Z g;] with input space L?([0,T];U), state
space X and output space L?([0,7];Y), in the sense of [BGEHI8D, Theorem 1.3].
Then [BGtHISH, Proposition 5.3] gives that H ! is a solution to the spatial KYP

inequality for the discrete-time system [A B]* := [%Z: %Zi ], so that (GH]) holds.

Since t > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain the result.

In Proposition[G.Ilwe proved that the existence of a storage function implies that
the transfer function coincides with a Schur function on some right half-plane. In
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order to prove the converse implication, we now introduce the available storage

(66)  Sa@o)i=  sw  (Imoayle — Imavis ), @0 X,

2+
VELLDC’U, t>0

where in the supremum, y is the output signal of the trajectory on Rt of ¥, with
input v and initial state g, as well as the required supply

(6.7) Sp(wg) := ( yiggm (HW[t,o]VHig]— - H7T[t,0]}’|@2;) , T € X,
VoY z0

where

_ | (v,x,
sBﬂﬂo = {(V,y,t) € L?,loc,UXY xR ‘ X(O) ?TE

is a trajectory of ¥ on R,
0, supp(m_v) < [t,0]

We need the following lemma in order to prove that S, and S, are storage
functions if ® € Sy y.

Lemma 6.4. Let (u,x,y) be a trajectory on RY with x(0) = 0, of a system X
whose transfer function is in Sy;y. Then

\|7T[0,t]Y|\2L2y+ < HW[o,t]uHifjﬁ t>0.

Proof. By Theorem B4 the operator Ly, in B3) is a contraction from L into
L%, such that Lyu = Du for all u € L2U+. By 23), y = Du, so that item (4) of
Definition 2.1] gives

W[O,t]y = W[O,t]gﬂ'[o,t]u + W[O,t]gﬂ'(t,oo)u = W[O,t]LETr[O,t]u + W[Oﬁt]TithtW(tﬁw)u

= F[O)t]Lzﬂ[O)t]u + T_tﬂ'[_t)o]@ﬂ'_;_Ttu = W[O)t]LgﬂT[O)t]u,
and then |70 gyl = |70, Lxmo.qul < |m0.4ul. O

In the next result, we do not assume minimality, in contrast to many similar
results in the literature.

Theorem 6.5. Assume that the well-posed system ¥ has transfer function in Sy y .
Then S, and S, are storage functions for X, which are extremal in the sense that
every other storage function S for ¥ satisfies

(6.8) Sa(.’L‘o) < S(CL‘Q) < Sr(xo), T € X.

Proof. Step 1: S, is a storage function for . Choose v = 0 in (G.6]) to obtain that
Sa(z0) = 0 for all zp € X. On the other hand, by Lemmal6.4 |7 4yl —Il70,q VI < 0
for all trajectories (v, x,y) on RT with v € LIQ;’U and x(0) = 0, and all ¢t > 0. Thus
Sq(0) = 0.

Let (u,x,y) be a system trajectory of ¥ over RT and fix ¢ > 0. Let v € L?OJ;U
and write x, and y, for the state and output trajectory on R* of ¥ corresponding
to the input v and initial state x,(0) = x(¢). Define

("V’uiag’) = 7T-[O,t)(uaxuy) + T_t(V,XV,yv).

Since x,(0) = x(t), trajectory property (4) listed after Definition gives that
(V,X,¥) is also a trajectory of ¥ over RT with X(0) = x(0). For every s > 0, using
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[65), we now have
HW[O,S]YvHiy - HW[O,S]VHi? = |\7T[t,t+s]7_t}’v\|i§/+ - Hﬂ—[t,t-b-s]T_tVHi?;r

= |\7T[0,t+s]}~’”izy+ - \|7T[0,t+s]‘~’“i§]+ - HW[O,t]yuiy + |‘7T[O,t]u‘|i§]+
t t
< Su(x(0)) + f ()3 dr - j Iy ()2 ds.

Taking supremum over v € L%O’;)U and s > 0 it follows that S, satisfies ([G.1]).

Step 2: Sy is a storage function for 3. For zq ¢ ran(B) it follows from (Z4]) that
Uy, = J, so that Sy(xg) = inf & = 0 = 0. Now assume that zy € ran(B) and
choose v € L,y with Br_v = x¢ and ¢ < 0 with supp(7_v) < [t,0] arbitrarily.
Let (v,Xy,yv) be the associated trajectory of ¥ on R, so that x(t) = Br_7tv =0
and xy(0) = Bw_v = z9. By trajectory property (2), 7¢(v, %y, yv) is a trajectory
of ¥ on RT with (7'xy)(0) = xy(¢) = 0. Then Lemma [6.4] gives that

im0yl e = Imo,—am"yvl 2+ < lmo,—q7'Vip2e = Impeovile-
that is,
H7T[t,o]VHL2U* — |70y HL§; = 0.

Taking the infimum over all pairs (v,t) € L7, x R™ with Br_v = 20 and
supp(m_v) < [t,0], we conclude that S, (x¢) = 0. For zp = 0, we may make the
particular choice v = 0 in ([@1), in order to get S,(0) <0 —0=0.

To see that S, satisfies (6I)), we give a similar argument as in Step 1. Let
(u,x,y) be a system trajectory of ¥ over R* and fix ¢ > 0. If x(0) ¢ ran(B),
then S,.(x(0)) = inf & = oo, and hence (6] is satisfied. Now assume that x(0) €
ran(B), say with x(0) = Bvy. Then supp(vg) < [s,0] for some s < 0 and we
let (v,Xy,yv) be an arbitrary trajectory of ¥ over R with 7_v = vq; then also
Xy (0) = Br_v = x(0). Define

(V,X,3) = ' (v, Xy, yv) + 7' (0, %, ).
Using that x(0) = x(0), we obtain from trajectory properties (5) and (3) that
(V,X,¥) is a trajectory of ¥ over R with supp(7_v) < [s — ¢,0] and X(0) = x(¢).
Then we have from (G.7)) that
HTr[s,O]VHi?; - Hﬁ[s,o]vaizj = Hﬂ-[sft,ft]TtVHigf - Hﬂ[sft,ft]Ttvaizj

= Hﬂ[s—t,oﬁ’\@;f - Hw[s—t,o]}N’Hifj - HW[—t,o]TtuHi?; + HW[—t,O]TtYHig;

> Sp(x(t)) — L [u(r)z dr + L ly(r)I5 dr.

Taking the infimum over all (v,yv, s) € U, , we obtain that (G.I]) holds for S = S,.
Hence S, is a storage function.

Step 3: FEwvery storage function S for ¥ satisfies S, < S < S,. Let S be an
arbitrary storage function for ¥ and choose zp € X. If S(xg) = oo, then certainly
Sa(zg) < S(zp). Hence assume S(zg) < . Now let (u,x,y) be an arbitrary
trajectory of ¥ on R™ with x(0) = z¢ and fix a ¢ > 0. Since S(x(0)) = S(z9) < o,
by ([@1) we obtain that S(x(t)) < . Reordering (61I), we obtain that

1m0,y 172 — Imo.qulZs, < S(x(0)) — S(x()) < S(xo).
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Taking the supremum over all trajectories (u,x,y) of ¥ on R™ with x(0) = x¢ and
all t > 0, we obtain that S, (zg) < S(zg). Hence S,(xo) < S(xp) for all g € X.

Now we turn to the inequality for S,.. If 29 ¢ ran(B), then S, (z() = o, and we
clearly have S(zg) < S, (z¢). Hence, assume that o € ran(8) and let u € L?E} be
such that zp = Bu. Let (u,x,y) be the uniquely determined trajectory for 3 over
R with input u, and fix ¢ < 0 such that supp(u) < [¢,0]. Since x(t) = Br_7tu =
B0 = 0, trajectory properties (1) and (2) give that

(ﬁa Séa 3;) = 7T+Tt(u, X, y)
is a trajectory of ¥ over R, with X(0) = 0 and X(—t) = x(0) = zo. Hence
S(x(0)) = 0. By (G.I)), we then have
Hﬂ'[t,o]uHi?; - HW[t,O]YHig; = HW[O,—t]TtuHi?f - HW[O,—t]TtYHiij
= H7T[0,—t]1~1”izU+ - |\7T[0,—t]}~’“i§/+
= S(x(=t)) = S(xo).
Now, in the left hand side of the inequality, take the infimum over all trajectories

(u,x,y) of ¥ on R such that x(0) = z, and all ¢ such that supp(r_u) < [¢,0]. It
then follows that S, (z9) = S(z0). O

Combining Proposition and Theorem [6.5] we get the following corollary.

Corollary 6.6. The transfer function of a well-posed system ¥ has an analytic
continuation in the Schur class if and only if ¥ has a storage function.

Next we derive more explicit formulas for S, and S;., in terms of the operators
constituting ¥, and we determine quadratic storage functions for ¥, leading to,
in general unbounded, solutions to the KYP inequality for ¥. For this purpose,
assume ’)5|(C+ N dom() has an analytic continuation to a function in Sy y. By item
(1) of Theorem [B.4] the operator Ly, in ([B.8]) decomposes as

oo (i) - 2]
6.9 Ly = : — ,
( ) 3 [52 (3:2 L%]+ L§/+
with $y, the L2-Hankel operator of (3). Since D € Sv,y, we have |Ls|| = |[Mg] =
H@Hoo < 1. Hence, also %2, 9y and Ty are contractions. In the statement of the

lemma, the reader should recall the notation Dy := (I —T*T)z used to denote the
defect operator of a Hilbert-space contraction operator T', as defined at the end of

Sl

Lemma 6.7. Let ¥ = [2 3] be a well-posed system, such that De Su,y. Define
W, as in §3 and decompose Ly, in B) as in [@3). Then

(6.10) Sal(zo) = sup. [Wozo + EZU‘HQL? - HU‘HQL?’ xo € dom(W,),
uely;

(6.11) Sp(zg) = inf HD,EEuHiz,, x0 € X,
UELE,U@(): u v

and Sq(xg) = o in case xg ¢ dom(W,). Finally, S,(xo) < o if and only if
xo € Rea (X) = ran(B).

Note that for each x¢ € X, formula (6I0) exhibits S,(x0) as the norm squared of
W,z in the Brangesian complement of the space ran(Ty); see the notes to Chapter

I of [Sar0d), or [AS09, §3).
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Proof of Lemma[6.7 We start with S,. Using ([6.6), 23) and (Z1)), it follows that

So(z0) =  sup (He:tm + DV, - H7‘r[0yt]v|‘i?}+) , zpeX.

2+
VELloc,U7 t>0

In case zp ¢ dom(W,), we have €xy ¢ L%Jr, and fixing v = 0 in the preceding
supremum, we see that

Salw0) > sup | €'a0 |22+ = sup g0 €022 = co.
t>0 Y t>0 Y

Now take zy € dom(W,). Then €'zg = 7 yWozo. For now, fix t > 0 and
v e LZQOJ;U. Combining the causality and time-invariance of ©, see item (4) of
Definition 2.1}, it follows that g 1® = 70, D7 (—s - By TheoremB.4and because
supp(v) = [0, OO), we have @tV = 7T[07t]®7T[07t]V = W[O,t]LETr[O,t]V = 7T[07t]KIE7T[O)t]V.
Thus S, can be written as
Sa(wo) = swp (o (Woo + Tsmoqv)l2as — Impo,gviZs ) -
veLer, L t>0 Y v

Next we show that 7o, can be removed everywhere in the right hand side. Set
W = T[o4]V € L%]"', so that

|70,61(Wozo + ‘IET‘—[O,t]V)HQL§j - H7T[o,t]VHi§1+ =
= [m0,(Wozo + TZW)H%; - HWHi?
< [Wozo + Tow|2ar — w2y
Y U

It follows that S, (z¢) is dominated by the right-hand side of ([GI0), and equality
is approached as ¢t — co. Thus (GI0) holds.

Now we turn to the proof of the formula for S,. If 2 ¢ Rea(X) = ran(B), then
Uy = & Sr(zo) = o0 in (1) as in Step 3 in the proof of Theorem and in
this case (6I1) is correct. Next suppose that xzyp € Rea(X) = ran(B) so the set
Uy, # J. Let (v,y,t) be an arbitrary element of U,,. Thus supp(r_v) < [t,0],
(v,y) embeds into a system trajectory (v,x,y) of ¥ on R such that x(0) = zg.

By (24), combined with the causality and time-invariance of ©, we have

Ty =70V =nm_97_V =7_D7[ 0]V = T[1,0]O7[t,0]V = T[t,0]Y-

In particular, the value of |7_v|? — |7_y|* = |7 01v|* — |70y ]? only depends
onu:= 7T_V € Lf;, and thus we may assume without loss of generality that
v E L?,_U' In that case, Theorem [B4] shows that y = Du = Lyu and by ([G.9) we

have m_y = 7_®D7m_u = ‘fgﬂ;v. Thus
(612) e ovIZs — Impoyl3a = lrvlZs — [Bom vIZs = Dz 7 viZ,

As (v,y,t) was chosen to be an arbitrary element of U,, and v € L%;] satisfies
xo = Bu, we conclude that S,(z¢) (as defined by ([G.7)) is greater than or equal to
the right-hand side of (G11)).

To conclude that in fact equality holds, just note that starting from u e LZ_U
with 29 = Bu one obtains a triple (v,y,t) in U,, by taking v := u, letting ¢t < 0
be such that supp(m_v) = supp(u) < [¢t,0], and defining x and y by (24]). Then
[612) shows that S, (x) is dominated by the right-hand side of (611I), and hence
the expressions for S, are equal, as claimed. 1
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By the preceding analysis, S, (z9) = oo precisely when zy ¢ Rea (X) = ran(B)
which in general is a proper subset of ran(W); hence it is not an L?-regular storage
function as defined at the beginning of §61 However, assuming that dom(W¥) is
dense, we can define the following version of S,

(6.13) S (zo):=  inf )HD%EuH

n To € X,
ueW;  ({zo}

2
o
Ly

where

W ({z0}) := {ue dom(W,) | W.u = z¢}.

Proposition 6.8. Assume that the well-posed system ¥ has transfer function in
Suy and that WX s densely defined. Then S, and S, are L*-regular storage
functions.

Proof. We first prove that S, is an L2-regular storage function. Clearly S,.(zo) = 0
for all 9 € X. Also, for 29 = 0 we can select u := 0 € W_1({0}), obtaining that
S5,(0) < |[Dg_0]* = 0. Hence S,.(0) = 0.

Next we prove that S, satisfies the energy inequality (6II). To this end, fix a
system trajectory (U,X,y) of ¥ over RT and a t > 0. If X(0) ¢ ran(W,) then
S,(%(0)) = inf & = o and (GI) holds; otherwise let u € W_1({X(0)}) = Li .
Then define

(6.14) u =o' (u+ ) = (u+ T ) € LY,
and note that
02 2 ~12
(6.15) [oelZs =l + o i3
We claim that
(6.16) (1) u°e W;l({ﬁ(t)}) and (2) %guo = Tt(igu + 77[07,5]}7).

For claim (1), note that item (3) of Proposition B.2 implies that 7' ;1 € L7 is
in dom(W,) and

W.r'mo gl = Brimg i = Br_r'd = B'U.

Also, item (4) of Proposition yields that 7'u is in dom(W,) and W .r'u =
A'W.u = A'X(0). Therefore we have that u® € dom(W,) and

‘R7c'u.O = WcTtu + WcTtﬂ—[O,t]ﬁ = Q[ti(o) + %ti\i - ;é(t)j

using (23) in the last identity. Next we prove claim (2). By item (1) of Theorem
B4 and ([69),

m_Lstt =7_7'Ly = Tt7T(_OO7t]LE = Tt(‘zgﬂ; + 0,097 + o, TeT).
Therefore, from ([G.14), we get
Teu® = 7_Lyu® = 7_Le7t'(u+ T[o,0) = Tt(‘zgu + 70,0 9su + T, T [0, W),
and furthermore, by B12)),
0,095 = (o, q WoWeu = w0 g WoX(0) = 7, €X(0) = €'X(0).
On the other hand, using item (1) of Theorem B4 and causality, we obtain

W[O)t]ggﬁ[07t]ﬁ = W[O,t]QW[O,t]ﬁ = @tﬁ
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Combining the above computations we find that
Tru® = 78(Txu + C'X(0) + D) = 7 (Txu + 7 1),
again using (23)) in the 1ast~step. This proves claim (2).
Claim (2) implies that H‘Iguoﬂizy, = |Tsu|
with ([GI5]), we find that

ié, + H7T[07t]37|@2y+. Combining this

|u®|

2 & 2 2 & 2 ~12 ~)12
L H‘IEUOHL@— = HuHLg— - HTEUHLg; + |\7T[0,t]u“L§]+ - HW[O,t]YHL§/+'

By claim (1) in @I0), 7—7"(W_1(X(0)) + 1) € W (X(t)), and so we get that

(&

inf u’|?,. — %guoz,
wew Bz [u®l7z- | Iz
< inf HuHi?; - H‘Izul\i?; + HW[o,t]ﬁHi?j - HW[o,t])N’Hig;'

ueW: ' ({x(0)})

This shows that S, satisfies the energy inequality (GIJ), and hence it is a storage
function. We already established that S, is a storage function.

The boundedness of S, on ran(W,) follows from Corollary [6.9 below, and then
S, is finite on ran(W.), since (6.8) holds with S = S,. This completes the proof
that S, is L%-regular. O

Corollary 6.9. Assume that the well-posed system X has a transfer function De
Suy and that W is densely defined. Then for all xog € X we have

2

[Wowo|72e < Salwo) < Sp(z0) < inf  Julf,,

ueW; ! ({zo})
with HWogcQHi2+ to be interpreted as oo in case xg ¢ dom(W,). Moreover, S, (x¢) <

oo precisely when xq € ran(W..).

Proof. The first inequality is obtained by selecting u = 0 for the input signals in
the supremum in (GI0). The second inequality follows from (G.8]), using that S, is
a storage function for ¥ by Proposition The final inequality follows from the
definition of S, in ([GI3) and the fact that Dz is contractive. If zo ¢ ran(We),

then the infimum in (6I3) is taken over an empty set, leading to S,.(z¢) = 0. O

We next establish that the storage functions S, and S, are in fact quadratic.

7. QUADRATIC DESCRIPTIONS OF S, AND S,

In the sequel, we will need the concept of a core for a closed operator, which we
recall here from [RS80, p. 256]: the set D < dom(T) is a core for the closed operator
T if the operator closure of T|p = T equals T, or in words, a closed operator is
uniquely determined by its restriction to a core.

In case ¥ is a well-posed system whose transfer function De Su,y, then the L2-
transfer map Ly in (B3] is contractive. Hence, with respect to the decomposition

in ([G9), we have

D2 T hk
I—rsii—| % T s
(7 1) *5732‘;2 Dsg *5252
DI —9iny —HETx
IL*ng[ Ty E > ]zo.
N —hs D,
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Since Ly is a contraction, so are Ty, TF, Ty and %;, and hence their defect
operators Dz, Ds;’:‘v Dg_ and Dz are well defined. The inequalities in @D
=

imply in particular that
2 2
D‘I§ > HpHE  and D§Z > HEHy.

Assuming, in addition, that ¥ is minimal, ran(W,) and ran(W?) are dense in X,
by Corollary B.5 and items (3) of Propositions B2l and Bl respectively, so that the
factorizations of item (4) in Theorem [B.4] apply:

ﬁz|dom(wc) = WoW,. and ﬁ§|dom(Wf) = W:Wj

The following lemma, follows from Lemmal[A1lin Appendix [Albelow, combined with
©9), (AI), BI2) and (A.2):

Lemma 7.1. Assume that the minimal well-posed system ¥ has transfer function
in Sy,y. Then:
(1) There exists a unique closable operator X, with domain ran(W.) c X,
with range contained in ker(ng)J‘, and which satisfies the factorization

(72) W0|ran(Wc) = D‘}jgxa-

Moreover, ran(W..) is a core for the closure X, of Xq, and this closure is
injective with range contained in ker(Dgg)J‘.

(2) There exists a unique closable operator X, with domain ran(W¥*) c X,
range contained in ker(D,EE)J‘, that satisfies the factorization

(73) Wj|ran(Wf) = D%ZXT.

The range of W is a core for the injective closure X, of X, and ran(X,.) L
keI‘(Dgg ) .

Next we introduce operators H, and H,, which give rise to the quadratic stor-
age functions Sy, (v) = (Hux,x) and Sy, () = (H,z,z) which are equal to the
available storage function S,(z) and the L2-regularized required supply S,.(z) re-
spectively, at least for x € ran(W,.). Assume that ¥ is minimal and has transfer
function in Sy y, so that X, and X, in Lemmal[Z]] are densely defined, closable op-
erators with injective closures X, and X, respectively. Then, X:Xa is selfadjoint
with unique positive, selfadjoint, injective square root |X,| = (XZXG)% satisfying
dom(|X,|) = dom(X,); see for instance [RS80, §VIIL9]. We now set H, = X, X,

L — e e
so that H? = |X,|. Analogously, set |X,| := (X:‘XT)% and H, := (X:{X,ﬂ)*l, SO
1 — 1 — 1 -1
that H? = |X,|~!, with dom(H?) = ran(|X,|). Note that the operators Hz, H, ?,

1 1
H? and H, ? are all closed. The following theorem follows directly from Theorem
in Appendix [Al

Theorem 7.2. Let X be a minimal well-posed system which has transfer function
in Suy. Define Xq, Xq, X, X, as in Lemma [71] and H, and H, as in the
preceding paragraph. Then the dense subspace ran(W.) of X is contained in the

domains of Ha% and HT%, and S, and S, satisfy
— 1
Sa(wo) = | Xalzo|* = |Hi zo|?, o € ran(We),

(7.4) < =1 |2 Lo
S, (zo) = [1Xs| " 20| = [HF z0[", 20 € ran(W,).
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1 _1
Moreover, ran(W.) is a core for HZ and ran(W¥) is a core for H, 2.

Note that Theorem [Z.2lis not strong enough to justify the conclusion that S, and
S, are quadratic storage functions, since the identities in (Z4]) only hold on ran(W,)
which might be strictly contained in the domains of Ha% and HT% , respectively. Later
on, in Theorem [T below, we will show that H, and H, are spatial solutions to the
KYP inequality of ¥ under the assumptions of Theorem [[.2] so that H, and H,
induce quadratic storage functions by Theorem These may differ from S, and
S, outside ran(W,.). However, if the initial state of a trajectory (u,x,y) of ¥ on
R* satisfies x(0) € ran(W.), then x(t) € ran(W,) for all ¢ > 0, by items (3) and
(4) of Proposition B2l For such state trajectories, S, and S, coincide with Sy,
and Sq,, respectively.

It is of interest to work out the corresponding results for the causal dual system
4 explicitly in terms of objects related to the original system Y. Using (B.10) and
([6.3), one gets that the Laurent operator Lya for £¢ is

[T 0] _[0 A][Z= o][o 4
= Hsa Tea| | 0|9y Tx| [ 0
2— 2—
_ ATEA NO : L%/ . L2U '
ANEA ATEA L3t Lt
Furthermore, from (3.35) we see that the dual L?-output and dual L?-input operators
are given by
(7.5) W= AaW* W= W,
Apply Lemma [Tl with ¢ in place of ¥ to see that the operator X¢ obtained from
item (1) is determined by

(7.6) Wilvan(we) = Dx X§ = Dz _qX{ = Dz SIXG,

where the last equality can be verified by simply squaring fADz 5= 0.
On the other hand, by (ZH) and Lemma [ZT] applied to 3 we have

Wg|ran(Wg) = sz|ran(Wfﬂ) = sz|ran(wzk) = HD%EXT

By combining these last two expressions we get that ran(sIX¢ — X,.) ker(Dz_),
and since ran(X,.) is also perpendicular to this kernel, we may conclude that

once we use (.6) to observe that

ran(AX4) ¢ err(DT*d)l - ker(D%E)J—,
b}

By duality, we immediately get HXf = X,, and then the operators H¢ and H¢
associated with the dual system ¢, as in the paragraph preceding Theorem [
are related to H, and H, via

(7.7) HY=H ' and HY=H'

Therefore, Theorem [.2 applied to the causal dual system leads us to the following
formulas for the available storage and L2-regularized required supply for the causal
dual system %
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Theorem 7.3. Let 3 be a minimal well-posed system which has transfer function in
Suyy. Define X,, X, X, X, as in Lemma[71] and H, and H, as in Theorem[7.3

1 1
Then ran(W¥) is contained in the domains of Hy ® and Hy 2, and the available
storage S and the L?-regularized required supply ﬁf for the causal dual system %%
are given by

—d — _1
Sa (o) = |IXlwol* = 11Xy |zo]* = [ H 2xo\|2 for xo € ran(W7),
—d _ —
(o) = %71~ wo0l* = | KalHa0]? = | Ha *0 | for o € ran(W3).

Using the above results, we will next show that the solutions H, and H, to the
spatial KYP-inequality (LI3]) associated with ¥ are minimal and maximal spatial
solutions respectively for certain subclasses of spatial solutions.

Theorem 7.4. Let ¥ be a minimal well-posed system which has transfer function
in Sy,y. Then the operators H, and H, defined above are spatial solutions to the
KYP-inequality (LI3). Moreover, for all spatial solutions H to (LI3)) the following
hold:

(1) If ran(W.,) is a core for H2, then H, < H;
(2) If ran(W*) is a core for H™ 2, then H < H,..

Proof. We first prove the claims regarding H,. By items (3) and (4) of Proposition
it follows that

ran(B) c ran(W,.) and A’ ran(W,) c ran(W.), teR*.

In particular, Theorem [T.2] yields ran(8) < dom(H a%), implying B!L2([0,t];U) <
1
dom(H¢g ). Moreover, the fact that S,(x) = Sy, (x) for a

e 2l ol L)

Squaring on both sides and restricting to u = 0, we get

(7.8) '

1 1 1
|He A2 < [HeA'z|? + |€a|® < [Hiz|?, e ran(We),

hence

1 1
(7.9) |HZA x| < |HZz|, = €ran(W,).

1 1

Now take ¥ € dom(HZ) and fix ¢ > 0. Since ran(W,) is a core for HZ by

TheoremIZZI, there exists a sequence n € ran(W.), n € Z., such that x,, — 2 and
H T, — H Z in X. In particular, H, 2:1cn is a Cauchy sequence. Applying (Z9)
with = = z,, — z,,,, we obtain that

1 1 1 1
|Hz Az, — HE U 2y, | < |HE 20 — Hi | — 0 as n,m — 0.

Hence Ha% Az, is also a Cauchy sequence, thus convergent in X. Also, Az,
converges to AT, because 2! is bounded. Since Ha% is closed, it follows that A%
is in dom(H%) and H%Ql” = limn_on%Qlt:rn In particular, we proved that
At dom(Ha%) < dom(H¢ 1) We have now proved that (TI2) holds. The fact that
the spatial KYP inequality (LI3) holds on dom(Ha2 Y®L2([0,]; U) now also follows
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1
easily from (L) and the fact that for ¥ € dom(HZ) and z,, € ran(W,) as above
1 1 1 1
we have H2x,, — HZ%, HZ Uz, — A'H2T and ¢z, — C17.
Assume next that H is any solution to the spatial KYP-inequality (LI3]) with

the property that ran(W,) is a core for H 2. By Proposition 6.2 and Theorem [6.5]
we have

(7.10) |HEz|? = So(z) < Su(z) = |[HEz|?, € ran(W,).

Take ¥ € dom(Hz) arbitrarily, and let z,, € ran(W.,), n € Z, so that z,, — ¥ and
Haz, — H%%; such a sequence exists since ran(W..) is a core for H%, by assump-
tion. Reasoning as above, the sequence H %xn, n € Z, is a Cauchy sequence, and
the inequality (ImII) implies that H Ty, NE Z+, is a Cauchy sequence as well. The
closedness of Hg 3 then implies that 7' € dom(H ) and H Ty — H 2. Consequently,

dom(Hz) dom(Ha%) and the inequality (ZI0) extends to all # € dom(H ), which
proves that H, < H, and the proof of statement (1) is complete.

The proof of statement (2) requires drawing on results for the causal dual system
¥4 as well as results for ¥ itself. We note from (T3 that ran(W#) = ran(W4).
Note also by Proposition that H is a solution of the spatial KYP-inequality
(CI3) for ¥ if and only if H~! is a solution of the spatial KYP-inequality (6.5)
for 2%, Thus ran(W#*) being a core for H~2 where H solves the KYP-inequality
(CID) for ¥ is the same as ran(W<) being a core for (H 1)z where H ! solves the
KYP-inequality (6.35) for X¢. We conclude that the hypothesis for statement (2)
in the theorem is the same as the hypothesis for statement (1), but applied to %¢
rather than to ¥. Hence, if we assume the hypothesis for statement (2), we can use
the implication in statement (1) already proved to conclude that H¢ < H~!, where
(D) gives HI = H, ', and thus we have H, ! < H~1. Now [AKPO05, Proposition
3.4] gives us the desired inequality H < H,. O

Remark 7.5. Theorem [[4lstates that H, and H,. are both positive definite spatial
solutions to the KYP inequality (LI3]), provided ¥ is a minimal well-posed system
which has transfer function in Syy, and they are the minimal and maximal spatial
solutions at least within a certain subset of the collection of spatial solutions. To
be precise, if GKs, denotes the collection of all positive definite spatial solutions to
([CI3), then H, is the minimal element in

éTngcom = {H € Gy, | ran(W..) is a core for H%}
while H, is the maximal element in
Q/I\Cgmre :={H € GKx, | ran(W¥) is a core for H%}.

That we cannot claim that H, is the minimal element in Gy, despite the fact that
S, is the minimal storage function for X, is because in general we only managed to
prove that S, and Sy, coincide on ran(W,).

In [ASQ7] another analysis of the spatial solutions to the KYP for well-posed
linear systems is obtained, with somewhat different extremality results. This may
result from the fact that the analysis conducted in [AS07] is done at the level of
system nodes, and that the requirements there are slightly different. More precisely,
in [ASQ7] it is not assumed that the well-posed system Y is minimal, but rather,
for spatial solutions H it is assumed, in addition, that the well-posed system ¥y
obtained by applying H 2 as a pseudo-similarity is minimal, and in that case the
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minimal and maximal solutions are those that correspond to the so-called optimal
and =-optimal solutions. Note that because of the applied pseudo-similarity, the
KYP-inequality for ¥y always has a bounded and boundedly invertible solution,
namely 1x. Why there are no core restrictions in [AS07], which correspond to those
that we have in the present paper, is unclear to us at this stage.

If in addition to the minimality and a Schur class transfer function we also have
L?-controllability or L2-observability, more can be said about the operators H, and
H,.

Corollary 7.6. Let ¥ be a minimal well-posed system which has transfer function
in Sy,y. Then the following holds:

(1) If © is L?-controllable, then H, and H, are bounded.
(2) If ¥ is L?-observable, then H;* and H. ' are bounded.

Proof. Assume that X is L2-controllable, that is, dom(W¥) is dense and ran(W,) =
1 1
X. Since X = ran(W,) is contained in the domains of HZ and H;? by Theorem
1

1

[72 it follows that HZ? and H;? are bounded by the closed graph theorem; hence H,
and H, are also bounded. Statement 2 follows by applying statement 1 to ¥¢. [

8. PROOFS OF THE BOUNDED REAL LEMMAS

In this section we prove the bounded real lemmas posed in the introduction. We
start with a proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[[.3. The implication (5) = (4) is trivial and many of the other
implications have been proved in the preceding sections: that (4) = (1) follows from
Proposition [6.1} the equivalence (2) < (5) follows from Proposition [6.2] together
with the statement that the same H works in both items; Theorem [.4] shows that
(1) = (2). Hence it follows that (1) < (2) < (4) < (5).

Next, we show that (3) = (5). Assume that item (3) holds, say that I' : X o
dom(T') — X° implements a pseudo-similarity from ¥ = [ 5] to a passive well-
posed system X° = [%2 %2] with state space X°. In that case H := I'*I" and
its positive semidefinite square root are well-defined positive definite operators,
and dom(Hz) = dom(T") by [RS80, §VIIL9]. We next prove that Sy in ([62)
is a quadratic storage function for ¥. For this, pick zp € dom(H %) arbitrarily
and let (u,z,y) be a trajectory of ¥ on R™ with initial state x(0) = zo. Setting
x(t) :=Tz(t), t > 0, and zo := T'zp we get that (u,x,y) is a trajectory of X° on
R™T with initial state zg, since

x(t) = Tz(t) = T(A'z + B'u) = A°'T'z(0) + By,
and
¢°Tz(0) + Du = Czxp + Du =y.

By passivity, every trajectory (u,x,y) of ¥° on R satisfies (6] with S(zg) =
|zo|%-, and by considering x(t) = T'z(t), we see that also ([GI)) holds with S
replaced by Sy and x replaced by z. If 2o ¢ dom(H%) then Sp(z9) = o0, and
the modification of (GI)) is still true. We have proved that Sy is a quadratic
storage function for ¥, where H = I'*T".

Finally, we prove that (1) = (3). Assume the transfer function D of ¥ is in
Su,y, more precisely, that it has an analytic continuation to a function in Sy y. In
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that case D coincides with the transfer function of some minimal passive well-posed
system on some right half-plane, by Theorem 11.8.14 in [Sta05]. Hence we have
two minimal well-posed systems whose transfer functions coincide on some right
half-plane, of which one is passive. Then Theorem 9.2.4 in [Sta05] (see also [ASOT,
Theorem 4.11]) implies that the two systems are pseudo-similar. In particular, X
is pseudo-similar to a passive well-posed system. O

Next we turn to the proof of Theorem [L.10

Proof of Theorem[I.I0. By Corollary 3.8 the L?-minimality of ¥ implies that ¥ is
minimal. Assume item (3) holds, i.e., ¥ is similar to a passive system. Then, in
particular, ¥ is pseudo-similar to a passive system, and since ¥ is minimal we can
conclude from the implication (3) = (1) in Theorem [[9 that the transfer function
D is in Su,y. Hence item (1) holds.

Next we show that (2) = (3). Assume that the operator H on X is a bounded,
strictly positive definite solution to the KYP inequality (LI4)). In that case T := H 3
can serve as a similarity to a passive system. Indeed, for each ¢ > 0, set

A Wt [HE o [A B [H " 0

¢t @t o I||et D 0 Il
Then we have
(8.1) Hz! =A°'Hz, H>B' =8 ¢ =¢'Hz D' =
Furthermore, (ILI4) implies that [%ZZ gz;] is contractive for each ¢ > 0. Clearly,
the relation between A and A°* in (&) with H? bounded and boundedly invertible
implies that 2(°¢ inherits the properties of a Cop-semigroup from 2A¢. Next, define

B°, €° and D° via the limits in ([2.2]), adding o where appropriate. It is then easy
to check that ([B1I) extends to

H:l' =A°'H>, H:B =95° ¢=¢H: D=9°
and via these relations it follows that the requirements on the Cp-semigroup 24° and
the operators B°, €° and D©° to form a well-posed system (Definition 21]) carry
over from 2, B, € and ©. We have proved that [%Z gZ] is a passive system that
is similar to [% 2] via the similarity I' = H?; hence item (3) holds.

To establish the mutual equivalence of all three items, it remains to prove that
(1) = (2). Hence assume that De Su,y. Since ¥ is minimal, Theorem [T4] gives
that H, and H, are spatial solutions to the KYP-inequality (I_I3]). However, the
L?-minimality of ¥ implies that H, and H, are bounded and boundedly invertible,
by Corollary [[.6l Thus H, and H, are bounded, positive definite operators on X
with bounded inverses, and hence both are bounded and strictly positive definite.
Since H, and H, are bounded solutions to the spatial KYP inequality (LI3)), it is
immediate that H, and H, also satisfy the standard KYP inequality (L.I4]). Hence
statement (2) holds.

Next we prove that CT dom(f)) if there is some bounded and boundedly
invertible I" that implements the similarity from ¥ to a passive system X°. Assume
this and recall that by Proposition [2.3] dom(@) = C,,. Since 2(° is a contraction
semigroup, as implied by passivity, we get from (23] that

In ) In [T 4 In A7) + In | T
T < lim = W

t—0 t

wyg = lim

—0
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We established above that every bounded, strictly positive definite solution H to
the KYP inequality provides a similarity via H 2. The converse implication follows
from the final statement in Theorem [L.9

We already noted that H, and H, are both bounded and strictly positive definite,
and that ¥ is approximately controllable, so that ran(28) is dense in X. By Theorem
[62] every solution H to the spatial KYP inequality (ILI3]) defines a storage function
Sy, which by Theorem [6.5] is wedged between S, and S,: S,(z) < Sy (z) < S,.(x)
for all z € X. Moreover, combining item (3) in Proposition with (611) and
©13), we get that S, (x) = S,.(x) for all z € ran(B) < ran(W.). Then (T4)) gives

1 1
|HZz| < |[H?z| < |HPz|, « € ran(B).

Since ran(B) is dense in X, these inequalities in fact hold on all of X, and we get
that H inherits boundedness from H,., while strict positive definiteness carries over
to H from H,. Hence every generalized solution H to the spatial KYP is also a
bounded, strictly positive definite solution to the standard KYP inequality (LI4),
and H, < H < H, holds. [l

In case the transfer function is a strict Schur class function and 2 is exponentially
stable, to obtain a bounded, strictly positive definite solution H to the standard
KYP inequality ([.I4), it suffices to have only L2-controllability or L2-observability:

Proposition 8.1. Let ¥ = [Qé %] be a minimal, exponentially stable well-posed

~

system with transfer function © in the strict Schur class Sgyy. Then H, and H !
are bounded and are given by

. a = 7* o an .= Dy .
8.2 Hy = WiD_IW d H'=W.D*W*
> Te

Furthermore, H, ' is bounded if and only if ¥ is L?-observable and H,. is bounded
if and only if ¥ is L?-controllable.

Proof. By Lemma [B.G], the exponential stability guarantees that the operators W,
and W, are bounded. Moreover, because © € Slojy, Dgg and D§Z are boundedly
invertible. It follows that the operators X, and X, in Lemma [[T] are given by

Xa = D;}%W0|raﬂ(wc) and X, = D%;than(wgk)’

and hence they extend uniquely to bounded operators X, = D;i W, and X, =
>
D%l W from X into L?,* and Laz, respectively. The boundedness of and formulas
P

for H, = X:XQ and H ! = X:XT now follow directly. Moreover, given the
boundedness of W, and W, we have that L?-observability and L2-controllability
are equivalent to W, and W being bounded below, respectively, from which the
last claim follows. O

Using Proposition B], we can obtain explicitly the extremal KYP solutions H,
and H, arising from the minimal realization for the strict Schur-class transfer func-
tion (7)) which was already discussed in Example 5.5 thereby illustrating Propo-
sition Bl and item (5) of Theorem [[.T21

Example 8.2. In Example[5.0] we considered the diagonal system ¥ with operators

Vi 1
A, = eV, Boy = Y6, Cou=2nt16s  n=01,...,
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leading to W, determined by
(8.3) (W) () = 2vn + e~ Dty ¢ >0,

being bounded from both below and above.

In order to apply the formula for H, in ([82), we additionally need some infor-
mation on the action of the adjoint of Ty, in (6.9). Combining the latter with item
(1) of Theorem B4l we get Ts; = ©|L2+, and we next compute this operator using

(LH). Because of [{2), and item (3) of Proposition B2
0

(84) Wc(f()(bn) = % vV + 1f e(n+1)sf(s) ds (bnu f € L2_,
—00

and B = W,| > . Combining the above with (5.6) and D(0) = 21y gives for all
L, U
feLfpecandn=1,2... that

(8.5) D(F()oa) =t (04 e 0" |

—00

e(Mts £(5) ds ¢, — %f(t)gbn, teR.

For alln =0,1,...and u = Y00 _| fm®m, fm € L&, it then holds that

0
<S§W+ef(n+1)¢n;u>L§+ = <W+e(n+1)¢n;$2 Z fm()¢m>
12+

m=1

= JOOO e—(n+1)t e (gfn(-)%)(t) "

S 7
= J e—(nt+1)t ((n + 1)6—(n+1)tJ e(+Ds f (s)ds — %fn(t)> d+

0 0

= fo(n + 1)e<"+1>8fn—(s)fw

1 o0 .
e~2n Dt qp s — 5[ e (mFDEE(#) dt = 0.
0 s

0
Hence, TEmie_(41)¢n = 0 for n =0, 1,..., which implies that

ng; (7T+ef(n+l)¢n) = 7T+6,(n+1)¢n = D;; (7T+ef(n+1)¢n)'

Using (82) and ([B3), we then easily calculate
0

Ha(bn = W:Wo(bn = 4(” + 1)J 672(n+1)t dt (bn = 2¢na
0

i.e., that H, =2 1yp.
Now proceeding to H,, we get from (84 that

vn+1
WZ‘¢" = 2 7T—e’ﬂ+1¢n7

and we need to evaluate D%z on this. By item (1) of Theorem B4l and (83,
=

e(n+1)t

t
(Lem_eni10n)(t) = (n + 1)e—<"+1>fj 28 4s ¢, — ¢n =0, t<O0,

Y 2
so that D;jw,enﬂqﬁn =m_en110n. Then B2) and [B4) give

Hy ¢y = (WW¥) g, = 86,
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Finally, by Theorem [[LT0 all solutions H to the spatial KYP inequality for X are
bounded and strictly positive definite; in fact they satisfy 2-1x < H <8 - 1x.

We now turn to the proof of the strict bounded real lemma, stated as Theorem
[ [ 2

Proof of (2a) = (2b), (3a) = (3b), (4a) = (4b), (5a) = (5b). Note that these are
tautologies following from the definitions. O

Proof of (2a) < (3a) < (4a) = (5a) . Let us assume (2a). Thus there is a bounded,
strictly positive definite H on X satisfying (II6) for some § > 0. As we saw in the
proof of (2) = (3) in Theorem [[IQ, T := H= is an invertible change of state-space
coordinates z° := 'z transforming the well-posed linear system ¥ = [ % | to the
system
go_ [0 B°] _[rart s
Tlee @ |ert D |
and moreover, for each ¢ > 0, the map
g [X 2] [20] L[ 20]
@ot @Ot uo|[07t] yo|[01t]
has the same form when considered as a transformation of Xt = [chi gi ]:
ot _ [TATL T
| oetrt LN
Note that the inequality (II6) can be interpreted as the statement that the system
trajectories (u,x,y) of X satisfy

ITx(®)]* + Iylo,4 |%2([0,t];Y) + 0[x]j0,41 H2L2([O,t];X)
< Tx(0)[7 + (1 = &) |ulo.n 720,909, ¢ >0

(8.6)

Using that (u,x,y) is a system trajectory for ¥ if and only if (u°,x°,y°) =
(u,T'x,y) is a system trajectory for X° and the simple estimate |[Cz| < |T|| - |z,
we get from (B0]) that

HXO(UHQ + HY|[O,t] H%Q([O,t];Y) + 5/HXO|[O,t] H%Q([O,t];X)
<[ + (1= 8) |ulpalzzqomey .  t>0,

where ¢’ := min(d,d/||T'|?) > 0. In B7), we can still replace § by 6’ < J, and the
result then translates back to (ILI6) holding for the system X° with H = 1x and §
replaced by ¢’ > 0, and (3a) is established.

Conversely, assume (3a), so that ¥ is similar to a strictly passive system X°
via an invertible I': X — X°, and let (u,x,y) be a system trajectory of . Then
(u®,x°,y°) = (u,I'x,y) is a system trajectory of X° such that (87 holds for some
§ =08 > 0. Setting H = I'*T" > 0 and observing that |z|/|T ! < |Tx|, we obtain
from B7), with §” := min(d,6/||T~1|?) > 0, that

(8.7)

1
| Hzx(t)* + [yl H2L2([o,t]),y) + 6" [%lf0,1 H2L2([o,t];x)
1
< [Hz2x(0)? + (1= 68") [ulpo.qlZ2(0.9,0)-

This in turn is equivalent to H being a bounded, strictly positive-definite solution
to (LI6) with ¢ replaced by §” > 0. Hence (2a) < (3a).
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Next note that (2a) < (4a) follows from the discussion in Remark [[T3 Finally
(4a) = (5a) is a tautology. O

Proof of (2b) < (3b) < (4b) = (5b). (2b) < (3b) is a simpler version of the above
proof of (2a) < (3a), where one works with (I7) in place of (I6) and the
manipulations of § associated to the now absent term |x][o¢ H2L2([0 #];x) are not

needed. The equivalence of (2b) and (4b) is again a consequence of the observations
in Remark [L13] Finally, (4b) = (5b) is a tautology. O

Proof of (5b) = (1). Assume that ¥ satisfies condition (5b), so that ¥ has a semi-
strict storage function S satisfying (L9, repeated here (in the case t; = 0, to = t)
for the reader’s convenience: There is a § > 0 such that

jny ()2 ds < S(x(0)) + (1 — juu ()[2ds, t30,

for all trajectories (u,x,y) of ¥ on RT. As S(z) (and hence S(x(t))) has values in
[0, 0], we certainly then also have

fuy )P ds < u»+ﬁﬁwﬁﬁw<swm»+u®£JMQP@

for all such system trajectories (u,x,y) and ¢ > 0. In particular, let us consider only
those system trajectories initialized to satisfy x(0) = 0. Then using that storage
functions by definition satisfy S(0) = 0 and ignoring the middle in the preceding
chain of inequalities, we see that

J ly(s)|?ds < (1 — 5)[ lu(s)|?ds, ¢> 0.
0 0

Letting ¢ tend to 400 then gives us

Iy 122 @ vy < (1= O)lulZo@e -

Applying the Plancherel Theorem and taking Laplace transforms then gives us

H)A’Hfﬂ(w,y) <(1- 5)H‘A1H2L2(1R+,U)7

where, as noted in Z9), y = Mau; see also (B.17). Hence |[My| < +/1—4 and
therefore

H@HHOC(W,B(U,Y)) =|Mzl<vV1i-4d<1,

e., D is in the strict Schur class with CT < dom(i‘a)7 and we have arrived at
statement (1) as wanted. O

Next we work towards a proof of the remainder of Theorem[[.T2] namely that the
implication (1) = (2a) holds under the additional hypothesis that 2 is exponentially
stable and that at least one of the hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3) holds. The tool
for this analysis is to dilate X into a well-posed system Y. for which there exists a
bounded and boundedly invertible solution H to the KYP-inequality for X.; this
H then turns out to be a bounded and boundedly invertible solution of the strict
KYP-inequality for the original well-posed system Y. The details are as follows.

The first step is to embed the system node S of ¥ into a larger system node
S: via a procedure which we call e-regularization. We extend the operators B €
B(U,X_1) and C € B(X1,Y) to operators B. = [B elx| e B([¥],X_1) and
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C. = [ng] € B(Xy, [%]) Using the operators B. and A we define [A&:B]E with

domain

T X

dom([A&B] ):={ | u | e |U ’A_lx—i—BE [“] eX = [dom(A&B)],
€ U7 X
ul X
and action given by
A&B| :=|A_1 B: = |A&B elx]|.
[ ]s [ 1 ] dom([A&BL) [ € X]
Next we define [C&D]E on dom([C&D]a) = dom([A&B]a) by
:c u
o —1
[C’&D]E u | =C, <x —(a—A_1)7 " B. [m])
Uy
(8.8) R
D() eCla—A)t u
+le(a—A)'B (a—-A)"! [u ] ;
ely 0 '

where « € p(A) is the same number « as used in the definition of C&D via formula
([@3) as part of the definition of [ AZE |, and where D(«) is the value at « of the
transfer function D for the original well-posed system 3. It is now an easy exercise

to verify that S, := [gé‘gg%:

Our next goal is to apply Theorem[L.3]to show that S. is the system node arising
from a well-posed linear system .. Note that Theorem calls for a choice of
w € R with wy < w. Here we shall be assuming that 2l is exponentially stable,
i.e., that wg < 0. Hence we have the option (which we shall use) of taking w = 0
in the application of Theorem For this case it is customary to simplify the
terminology 0-bounded (i.e., p-bounded for the case p = 0) to simply bounded. Thus

] is a system node in the sense of Definition .11

B, €, D being bounded means that the operators B, €, © appearing in (27) satisfy
BeB(LY,X), CeB(X,LE), DeB(Ly LY).

The following lemma encodes the main properties of the e-regularized system node
Sc. In particular we see that we view the e-regularization process as producing a
dilation at three levels:

e at the system node level: S; can be seen as a dilation of S;
e at the transfer-function level: . can be seen as a dilation of D;

A B Jati Al B
ol of can be seen as a dilation of ¢t ot |-

e at the well-posed level: [
Lemma 8.3. Assume that ¥ = [% %] s an exponentially stable well-posed system

with associated system node S = [ézg] with a strict Schur class transfer function

De S&Y, Then, for all € > 0, the operator

S. = [448], = | [acB) ]
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constructed above is the system node of a minimal, exponentially stable, bounded,
well-posed system X with transfer function ®. given by

A~

~ D(N) eC(A— A)!
(8.9) DN =|e(A=—A4_)'B 2A-A4)1 |,  Xep(A).
ElU 0

For ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, @8 is also in the strict Schur class over CV.
t t
For each t = 0 the t-dependent operators [Qéf zi] for the well-posed system Y.

€

have the form

(8.10)
At Bt %i X X
[Q[Z %2]: ¢t D! @ﬁ LQ([O 1,0) | - L2([O,t],Y)
e o e o o AW x|
0 51L2([0,t],U) 0 T L2([O,t],U)

with A, B, € and Dt equal to the t-dependent operators determined by the original
system X and B, €, DL, DY and DY some operators acting between appropriate
spaces.

If ¥ is L2-controllable (L?-observable), then also Y. is L*-controllable (L?-

observable).

Proof. We already left as an exercise for the reader to check that S is a system
node. In order to prove that S. is the system node of a well-posed system Y., we
prove that conditions (1)—(3) of Theorem .3 are satisfied.

First we verify that B. is an admissible control operator for A. For all [4)] €
LZ@X . the formula for B. gives

(8.11) B, [“] = fow A5 Bu(s)ds + EJO A1y (s) ds € X.

uq —®©

The first term lands in X since B is admissible for A. The second term lands in
X by the compact support of u; and the uniform boundedness of 2 on compact
intervals. Thus B, is an admissible control operator for A. We next observe that
C. is an admissible observation operator for A, i.e., that

C
v | |elx | Az , x€dom(A),
0 =0
can be extended to a continuous linear operator from X to Lfot v xxys indeed, C
is admissible for A and from wg < 0, we get

T 2.2
2M
J leAte|? dt < — 2 °

]2
0 WA

This completes the verification of conditions (1) and (2) in Theorem 3
In order to verify condition (3), we first prove formula [B3) for the transfer

function D. of the system node S.. To this end, we use formulas #4) and (BS) to
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compute:
R ()\ - A_l)ilBa
D.(\) = [C&D], [1U 0 }
0 1x
C
=lelx [ (A—A_) ' —(a—A4_) Y [B elx]
0
D(a) eCa— A)7!
+lela—A1)'B 2(a—A)71 |, Xepld),
ElU 0

and observing that the (1,1) entry equals C&D [(’\_AfUl)le], we get (89). To
verify condition (3) in Theorem 3l applied to S, we need to verify that each block
entry appearing in the formula 83) for D, is in H*(C*; B(K, L)) for the relevant
K,L = X,U,Y as appropriate. Since the original system Y is well-posed with
wy < 0, we can apply [Sta05, Lemma 10.3.3] (with parameter w taken to be w = 0)
to conclude that

Ao A=A Ao (A—A) B, A—COh—A)"!, AeCH,

are all in H® over C* as wanted. With these observations in hand, it then becomes
clear that choosing € > 0 sufficiently small implies that @5 is in the strict Schur
class too. Moreover, it now follows from Theorem (3] that S, is the system node
of a bounded, well-posed system X., which is exponentially stable, since the Cy-

semigroup is the same as that of the original system . The formula (BI0) for
glt %t
B

We next discuss minimality. Fixing any « € X perpendicular to ran(B.), we get
from (BII) that for all u; € L}

] is a straightforward consequence of the construction.

0
(8.12) 0= <x,sjw A% uy (s) ds>X =e(s—> A g, u1>L§{ .

By the density of LZ} in Li{, the continuous function s — 2A~**x must vanish on
(—0,0), and letting s — 07, we get that = 0, i.e., that X, is (approximately)
controllable. Since C¥* = [C’* elx O], (BI2) gives that X* is controllable, i.e.,
Y. is observable; hence Y. is minimal. As 2l is exponentially stable by assumption,
it follows that W, . is bounded by Lemma [B:0 and hence it follows from (81T
that W, . = [WC Ws] for some bounded operator W, : Li{ — X; now it is
trivial from Definition 7] that Y. inherits L2-controllability from . By (@3,
the bounded L2-controllability map of 3¢ is [W#A W. 0], and so X} is L*-
controllable, i.e., ¥, is L?-observable, whenever ¥ is L?-observable. ]

Now we can prove the last part of Theorem [L.12]

Proof of (1) = (2a) in Theorem [ 14 To complete the proof of Theorem it
remains to show that (1) = (2a) holds under the assumption that 2 is exponentially
stable and that at least one of the additional conditions (H1), (H2) or (H3) holds.

Assume D € Sgy. Let 3. be the e-regularized system constructed above, where
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we take ¢ > 0 small enough, so that the transfer function ZA)E of . is still a strict
Schur class function.

We claim that each of the conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) implies that the
standard KYP-inequality for ¥. has a bounded, strictly positive definite solution
H. Assuming (H1), note that clearly the operators B, and C; satisfy the conditions
of Proposition[5.3] so that item (3) of Proposition53limplies that ¥, is L2-minimal.
Then the L?-minimal standard bounded real lemma, Theorem [[LI0, shows that the
standard KYP-inequality for ¥, has a bounded, strictly positive definite solution
H.. In fact, both the operators H. , and H. , associated with the available storage
and required supply of X, are bounded and strictly positive definite.

For (H2) and (H3), note that . is minimal and exponentially stable. Therefore,
by Proposition BI} H., and H_} are bounded and their inverses are bounded
precisely when Y. is L2?-observable and LZ2-controllable, respectively. Since, by
Lemma B3] L2-observability of ¥ implies L?-observability of X., and likewise for
L2-controllability, it follows that H, , is a bounded, strictly positive definite solution
to the KYP inequality for ¥, whenever (H3) holds, while (H2) implies that H, , is
a bounded, strictly positive definite solution to the KYP inequality for >..

Hence, assuming (H1), (H2) or (H3) as well as the exponential stability, we obtain
a bounded, strictly positive definite solution H to the standard KYP inequality for
.. Our next goal is to show that this H is also a solution to the strict KYP
inequality (LIG]) for the original system X, and thereby arrive at (2a) and complete
the proof of (1) (and extra hypotheses) = (2a). We first need to probe a little
deeper into the structure of ..

We shall have need for more explicit formulas for the operators €} and D% appear-
ing in (8I0). It is easy to see from the definition of C. that €¢!: X — L2([0,t], X)
is given by

Q’_{: To — (s — EQIS:EO)

0<s<t

As for D%, what we know from ([BJ) is that
~1
LDL7 = Mg,
where L is the bilateral Laplace transform, and where by ([83]) we know that
(8.13) Da(A) =e(A—A_1)"'B, e p(A).

In general for a well-posed linear system ¥ = [%‘ %] it is difficult to compute
the input-output map ® explicitly from the transfer function ZA)()\) However for
the case here, where 352 is a simple expression in terms of the resolvent of the
semigroup generator A, from experience with the reverse direction of computing
the frequency-domain transfer function from the time-domain system equations,
we conjecture that

Dyl — (s — EJ A°7"Bu(r) dr> ;
0 0<s<t
indeed this is correct, because it agrees with the observation that (I3 is the
transfer function for the special case C&D = [e1x 0], followed by application of
(#5) for this special C&D.
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We conclude that if (u,x,y) is a system trajectory on Rt with x(0) = zg, then
¢t DY Z[x0:|'—>(SP—>EXS) =c[et Dt ,
CEER @) —clCa Pl

where the right hand side is defined in ([I3]).

Let us now suppose that H is bounded strictly positive-definite solution of the
standard KYP-inequality associated with the e-regularized well-posed system ..
Then H satisfies

EETI IR,
< .
¢ oL L%[O,t],[%]) ¢ ol O Lragoa 4]

Compressing this inequality to X @ L2([0,¢],U) and writing out [Qétz 3%] yields
KRNI
0 1lr2o,6,0)
Qlt %t * Qlt %t
Q:t @t H O Q:t @t
= 1
el a DY p L2([O,t],[§]) el 4 DY 5
0 51L2([0,t],U) U 0 ElLQ([O)t])U)
& 3 [0 ][ 3]+ [55]
= +e s et DY 5l +
7€t Dt 0 1L2([0,t],Y) ot D CDE:,B [ 1x,A A,B]

+[0 0 ]
0 821L2([0,t],U) ’

Subtracting [8 2 1L2(?0,t],m] from both sides gives ([LI6) with 6 = €2 > 0 and this
completes the proof. 1
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APPENDIX A. AN OPERATOR OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

In this section we consider a general operator optimization problem used in §7]
Consider a contractive Hilbert space operator matrix:

- T1 0 . Kl K2
wv e[ A L)
In particular, the operators 77, T, and H are contractive and hence bounded. Note

that H has a different meaning here in the appendix than in the main part of the
paper. Further assume that H admits a factorization

(A.2) H|gom(wy) = WiWa,

where for some auxiliary Hilbert space X, the operators Wy : dom(W;) € X — Ry
and Wy : dom(Ws) < K; — X are closed and densely defined. In particular,
W1 and Wy then have closed, densely defined adjoints Wi* and W3, respectively.
Moreover,

H*|dom(W1*) = W3 Wy,
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since (A2)) implies that ran(Ws) < dom(W;), and then for all x € dom(Ws) and
y € dom(W7*), it holds that (W1 Wax,y) = (Waz, Wity). Then Wity € dom(W5),
and the boundedness of H gives
<:E7 W2*Wl*y> = <W1W2{L’,y> = <$7 H*y> .
Since dom(W?) is dense, W5*Wiy = H*y for all y € dom(W7*). In particular, also
ran(W;*) < dom(W5).
The objective of this appendix is to study the functions S_ : X — [0, 0] and
S+ : X — [0,0] determined by the general optimization problems
S (w0) = SUPher, [Wizo + Toh|* — |h|? if 29 € dom(Wh)
0 oo if 29 ¢ dom(Wh)
S, (o) = nfy = (a0} k)2 — | Ty k|2 if 2o € ran(WWs)
o0 if xg ¢ ran(W2).
In order to analyze these functions we define operators X; and X5 on X in the

following lemma, which amounts to Lemma [.I] but formulated in a logically more
optimal general context.

(A.3)

Lemma A.1. Let Ty, To, H, Wi and W5 be as above. The following are true:

(1) Assume that Wo has dense range. Then there exists a unique closable op-
erator Xy from X to Re with dense domain equal to ran(Ws), ran(Xy) L
ker(DTz*) and

(A4) Wl'ran(Wz) = DTz*Xl'

Moreover, ran(Ws) is a core for the closure X; of X; and ran(X;) L
ker(DT;). If additionally Wy is injective, then Xy is injective too.

(2) If Wy is injective, then there exists a unique closable operator Xo from X
to Ky with dense domain ran(W7*), ran(Xsz) L ker(Dr,), and

(A.5) W3 |an(wi) = D1 Xa.

Moreover, ran(W;*) is a core for the closure Xo of Xa, whose range is still
perpendicular to ker(Dy,). If Wa has dense range, then Xz is injective.

The proof requires the use of the Moore-Penrose generalized inverse, which we
reproduce from (4.31)]; see also [NVT4]. Let W : X — R be a closed,
densely defined Hilbert-space operator. Define the operator W1 : R > dom(W') —
dom(W) = X by dom(WT) := ran(W) @ ran(W)*,

Wiwz = Prexwyrx, x € dom(W), WT|mn(W)L =0,

where Pye, ()t is the orthogonal projection in X onto ker(W)*.
Proof. Ttem (2) is obtained by applying item (1) to [ {]L*[9!] and hence we
provide a detailed proof for item (1) only.

We start with the construction of X;. The fact that L in (AJ) is contractive
implies that ToT5 + HH* < 1p,, so that D?F* > HH*. By Douglas’ lemma,

2
there exists a unique contraction Y; from K; into R with DT;Yl = H and
ran(Yy) L ker(DT;k). Next, write W for the Moore-Penrose generalized inverse of

Ws. Then W2T has domain equal to ran(W3), since Ws has dense range.
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Now we define
Xl = Y1VV2Jr

We claim that this operator X; has the required properties. Clearly, X is a well-
defined operator with dense domain dom(X;) = ran(Ws). Furthermore,

DpsXy = DT;Ylwg = HW] = WiWoWJ = Wi|ran(wa)-

We have ran(X;) < ran(Y) so that also ran(X;) L ker(DT;). This establishes that

X has the stated properties. If X/ also has these properties, then ran(X; — X/) <
ker(DTz*) N ker(DTz*)J-, so that X} = X, and uniqueness is also clear.

Next we prove that X; is closable. Let {x}r>0 be a sequence in dom(X;) =
ran(WWs) such that z; — 0. Assume that X 2, — y € Ry. Then

lim Wiz, = lim Dpx X2 = Dpxy
k—o0 k—o0 2 2

since DTz* is bounded and Xz — y. Since Wj is closed and we have zp — 0
while Wiz — DTZ)*y, we see that 0 = W70 = DT2*y. Since Xz L ker(DT;), also
y L ker(DT;). But then Dyxy = 0 implies y = 0, and hence X; is closable.

Write X for the closure of X;. Then Xy = X |;an(w,) and it follows by the def-
inition of the closure of a closable operator that ran(Ws) is a core of X;. Moreover,
ran(X;) c ran(X;) ker(DTZ)*)J-.

Let © € dom(X;) with X;2 = 0. Then there exists a sequence {Tk}rez, in
dom(X;) = ran(W3) such that x; — 2 in X and Xy, — 0 in Ry. Since DT; is
bounded, we have

lim Wiz, = lim Dpx X2 = Dpr0 = 0.
k—o0 k—o0 2 2
Thus xzr — x and Wiz, — 0. The fact that Wi is a closed operator implies that

r € dom(W;) and Wiz = 0. If W, is injective, then x = 0, and it follows that X;
is also injective in that case. 0

Let X; and X3 be as defined in Lemma [A 1] with closures X; and X;. By
Theorem VIIL.32 in [RS80], X; and X5 admit polar decompositions:

Xl = U1|Xl| and XQ = U2|XQ|,

where for k = 1,2, |X;| = (X:Xk)% is the positive self-adjoint square root of
X, X}, which has dom(|X|) = dom(Xy). If X, is injective, then X} is injective,
and Uy, is then an isometry with ran(Uy) equal to the closure of the range of Xj,.

Theorem A.2. Let Ty, Ty, H, W1 and W5 be as above with Wy injective and Ws
having dense range. Define S— and Sy as in (A3). Then ran(W2) is contained in
the domains of |X1| and [ X2~ and we have

S_(x0) = |[Xi|zo|®> and Si(xo) = [[|Xa| taol?, for zo € ran(Ws).
Moreover, ran(Ws) is a core for |X1| and ran(Wy) is a core for |Xa|.
Proof. We start with the formula for S_. First note that

ran(Ws) = dom(X;)  dom(X;) = dom(|Xy]).
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Let zp € ran(Ws) and h € Ry. Then Wixg = DT2*X15170 and
[Wizo + Tah||* — | = | DygXaao + Toh|* — |4
(A.6) — |Dyp X0 + 2Re Dy Xyz0, Toh) + [ Toh|2 — ]
= HDT;‘X1I0H2 + 2R€<DT2*X1{E0, T2h> — Hl)TzhH2
Furthermore, TQ*DTZ* = Dp, Ty, see for instance [GGK93| p. 665], and then
(Dps Xy, Tohy = (I3 Dy Xawo, hy = (D, T3 Xawo, hy = (T3 X120, D1, ),
so that
2Re <DT2*X1£L'Q, T2h> = 2Re <T2*X1£L'Q, DT2h>
= |T5Xqao|* + | Dz, h|? — | T5Xazo — Dry b
Inserting this back into (AL6]), we obtain
[Wizo + Toh|? — []* = | Dyg Xazo|* + | T5Xazo|* — | T3 X120 — Dy h|?
= <(1 — TQTQ*)XL'EO, X1$0> + <T2T2*X1£L'Q, X1$0>
— | T3 X0 — Dy h|)?
= |Xio|? — |15 X120 — D, b
Hence we find that
S_(z0) = |Xazo|* — inf |5 X120 — Dr,hf?
heRy
= |Xilzo|?* — inf |T3Xizo — Drhl?.
hERl
It remains to show that the infimum over R; is 0. By construction ran(X;) L
ker(Dyx), and hence X;z¢ is in ran(Dyx). Note that T3 maps ran(D,«) into
2 2 2

ran(Dr,), since for every w € ran(Dgx), there exists a sequence vy, such that
2
Dpxv, — w and then
2

Tyw = lim Ty Dysv, = lim Dy, Ty vy, € ran(Dr, ).
k—o0 2 k—0o0

Thus T3 X4z is in ran(Dy, ), and this implies that we can approximate T4 X,z
with vectors of the form Dr,h, h € Ry, so that the infimum is 0, as claimed.
Now we turn to S;. We first argue that the factorization (A5]) transfers to

(A?) W2 = XSDT1|d0m(W2)'

Indeed, for all z € ran(W;*) = dom(Xs) and k € dom(W3), since ran(W;*) <
dom(W3) and Dy, is bounded, we see that

<$, W2k> = <W2*$, k> = <DT1X2,T, k> = <X2£L‘, DT1 k>,

from which we see that Dy k € dom(X3%) and X5 Dy, k = Wak as claimed.

The polar decomposition Xo = Us|Xa| gives X: = |X3|U¥ by the boundedness
of Uy. Hence Wa = |X2|Us D1, |dom(ws) and it follows that ran(Ws) < ran(|Xz|) =
dom(|Xa|™1).
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Now, for z € ran(W3) we have

Si(wo) = inf k| —|Tik[* = inf | Dz, k[*
keW, ' ({zo}) kedom(Wa), X¥ Dr, k=zo

= inf [v]|%.
veDr, dom(Wa), X;"v:zo

Hence, we look for the infimum of || |%, over the affine set
{v e Dy, dom(Ws) | X5v = 20}
Since dom(W53) is dense, Dy, bounded, and Dz, dom(W2) < dom(X%) by (A7),
the set in the infimum can be replaced by
{v € mﬂdom(}(;) ‘ Xiv = xo} .
We thus have

(A.8) Si(xo) = inf Jv]? = inf ]2,
veran(Dr, ) n(X¥) =1 ({zo}) ve(XF)~1({zo})

because we in the right-hand side dropped one of the conditions on the set. More-
over, (X3)" ({zo}) = vo + ker(X%) for some unique vy € ker(X3)+ = ran(Xs) <
ran(Dr, ), and therefore the two infima in ([(A:8) are in fact both equal to [jvg|?. We
next verify that vy = Us|X2| lz; indeed this vector is in ran(Xsy) L ker(X%) and

X;UO = |X2|U2*U2|X2|_1$0 = |X2||X2|_1$0 = X0,
where we used the isometricity of Us. Then finally

S (w0) = [Ua|Xa| a0 = [[[X2| " o]

It remains only to prove that the claim regarding the core of |X},| follows from
the corresponding property of X, established in Lemmal[ATl Pick v € dom(|Xy|) =
dom(X}y,) arbitrarily and_let D be a core for Xj; then there exists a sequence v, € D
ilch that_vn — v and Xiv, — Xiv. Using that Uy in the polar decomposition
X = Ur|Xk| is isometric, we get

|X;€|vn = U:kan — U:ka = |X;€|v,

and hence, every core for Xy, is also a core for [X|. (]
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