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Abstract

A mathematical model for a two-gene regulatory network is derived and several of
their properties analyzed. Due to the presence of mixed continuous/discrete dynam-
ics and hysteresis, we employ a hybrid systems model to capture the dynamics of the
system. The proposed model incorporates binary hysteresis with different thresholds
capturing the interaction between the genes. We analyze properties of the solutions
and asymptotic stability of equilibria in the system as a function of its parameters. Our
analysis reveals the presence of limit cycles for a certain range of parameters, behavior
that is associated with hysteresis. The set of points defining the limit cycle is charac-
terized and its asymptotic stability properties are studied. Furthermore, the stability
property of the limit cycle is robust to small perturbations. Numerical simulations are
presented to illustrate the results.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Mathematical modeling of genetic regulatory networks

In recent years, the development of advanced experimental techniques in molecular biology
has led to a growing interest in mathematical modeling methods for the study of genetic reg-
ulatory networks; see [ for a literature review. A number of gene regulatory network models
have been proposed to capture their main properties [2], [3], [4], [5], [€], [7], [§]. Boolean
models capture the dynamics of the discrete switch in genetic networks. As introduced by
Glass and Kauffman in [3], Boolean regulation functions, typically modeled as sigmoidal or
step functions, can be combined with linear system models to enforce certain logic rules.
The properties of such a class of piecewise linear models have been studied in the mathe-
matical biology literature, e.g., [4, Bl 2, [6]. Snoussi presented a discrete mapping approach
in [4] to study the qualitative properties of the dynamics of genetic regulatory networks. In
this work, the properties of the discrete mapping were studied to determine stable isolated
steady states as well as limit cycles. In [5], Gouzé and Sari employ the concept of Filippov
solution to study piecewise linear models of genetic regulatory networks with discontinuities
occurring on hyperplanes defined by thresholds on the variables. Chaves and coauthors [2]
studied the robustness of Boolean models of gene control networks. de Jong and coauthors
[6] presented a method for qualitative simulation of genetic regulatory networks based on
the piecewise linear model of [3]. Genetic regulatory networks with continuous dynamics
coupled with switching can be written as a hybrid system. In [7] and [§], the authors apply
hybrid systems tools to model a variety of cell biology problems. More recently, hybrid
models have been used in [9] for the study of molecular interactions. It is important to note
that hysteresis behavior, which is typically present in genetic regulatory networks, has not
been considered in the models mentioned above.

1.2 The role of hysteresis in genetic regulatory networks

Hysteresis is an important phenomenon in genetic regulatory networks. It is characterized
by behavior in which, for instance, once a gene has been inhibited due to the concentration
of cellular protein reaching a particularly low value, a higher value of cellular protein con-
centration is required to express it. In his survey paper on the impact of genetic modeling
on tumorigenesis and drug discovery [10], Huang stated that “hysteresis is a feature that a
synthetic model has to capture.” Through experiments, Das and coauthors [I1] demonstrated
the existence of hysteresis in lymphoid cells and the interaction of continuous evolution of
some cellular proteins. Hysteresis was also found to be present in mammalian genetic reg-
ulatory networks; see, e.g., [12, [I3]. More importantly, it has been observed that hysteresis
is a key mechanism contributing to oscillatory behavior in computational biological models
[14], [15]. On the other hand, it is well known that hysteresis is one of the key factors that
makes a system robust to noise and parametric uncertainties [16], [17].

1.3 Contributions and organization of the paper

Our work is motivated by the following facts:



1. Piecewise linear models do not incorporate hysteresis, although it plays a key role in
the dynamics of genetic requlatory networks. In fact, as we establish in this paper,
hysteresis leads to oscillatory, robust behavior in two-gene networks.

2. The discontinuities introduced by the Boolean requlation functions yield a non-smooth
dynamical system, for which classical analysis tools cannot be applied to study existence
of solutions, stability, robustness, etc.

Motivated by these two limitations, we propose a hybrid system model that captures both
continuous and discrete dynamics of genetic regulatory networks with hysteresis behavior.
We combine the methodology of piecewise linear modeling of genetic regulatory networks
with the framework of hybrid dynamical systems in [I§], and construct a hybrid system
model for a genetic network with two genes. Our model incorporates hysteresis explicitly,
which we found leads to limit cycles. We prove existence of solutions and compute the
equilibrium points in terms of parameters for the system. We analyze the stability of the
isolated equilibrium points and determined conditions under which a limit cycle exists. It is
found that hysteresis is the key mechanism leading to hysteresis, as without hysteresis, the
limit cycle converges to an isolated equilibrium point (cf. [4]). The stability of the limit cycle
is established using a novel approach consisting of measuring distance between solutions of
hybrid systems (rather than the distance to the limit cycle as in classical continuous-time
systems). Moreover, we show that the asymptotic stability of the limit cycle is robust to
small perturbations.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, a mathematical frame-
work of hybrid dynamical system is introduced and then applied to model a two-gene net-
work. The analysis of existence of solutions, stability, and robustness are presented in Section
Bl Section M presents simulations validating our results.

2 A Hybrid Systems Model for Genetic Regulatory
Networks with Hysteresis

Models of genetic regulatory networks given by piecewise-linear differential equations have
been proposed in [§], [19]. Such models take the form []

i’:f(l')—’}/l’, x>0, (1)

where x = [z1,79,...,2,]" and z; represents the concentration of the protein in the i-th
cell, f = [fi, fo,---, [n]" is a function, v = [y1,79,...,7,] " is a vector of constants, and
1 < < n. For each i, f; is a function representing the rate of synthesis, while ~; represents
the degradation rate constant of the protein. The function f; is typically defined as the
linear combination fi(x) = > ,.; kibie(x) where k;; is the nonzero and nonnegative growth
rate constants, b;, is a Boolean regulation function that describes the gene regulation logic,
and L ={1,2...,n} is the set of indices of regulation functions.

The modeling strategy for the Boolean regulation functions b; is a key element that
captures the behavior of a particular genetic regulatory network. A major feature of a

The notation = > 0 is equivalent to a; > 0 for each i.
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genetic regulatory network is the presence of threshold-like relationships between the system
variables, i.e., if a variable x; is above (or below) a certain level, it could cause little or no
effect on another variable z;, whereas if ; is below (or above) this certain value, the effect on
x; would become more significant (for example, it may increase the value of x; or inhibit the
growth of the value of z;). Boolean regulation functions can be modeled by sigmoidal or step
functions, an approach that was first proposed by Glass and Kauffmann [3]. When modeling
as a step function, the functions by are given by the combination (linear or nonlinear) of

$+(Zl§'i,9) = { 0 1f T < 9 ; S (zzae) =1- S+(xi79)a (2)

where sT(x;,0) represents the logic for gene expression when the protein concentration ex-
ceeds a threshold 0, while s~ (z;, 0) represents the logic for gene inhibition.

To illustrate this modeling approach, let us consider the genetic regulatory network shown
in Figure [l Genes a and b encode proteins A and B, respectively. When the concentration
of protein A is below certain threshold, it will inhibit gene b. Similarly, protein B inhibits
gene a when the concentration of protein B is above certain threshold. In this way, a set of
piecewise-linear differential equations representing the behavior in Figure [Ilis given by

i = k15~ (22, 62) — i, Ty = kosT(21,61) — 72, (3)

where x7 is representing the concentration of protein A, while x5 is the concentration of
protein B. The constants 6, 65 are the thresholds associated with concentrations of protein
A and B, respectively.

B =

\
N

Figure 1: A genetic requlatory network of two genes (a and b), each encoding for a protein
(A and B). Lines ending in arrows represent genetic expression triggers, while lines ending
in flatheads refer to genetic inhibition triggers.

In this model, gene a is expressed at a rate k; when x5 is below the threshold 6. Similarly,
gene b is expressed at a rate ko when x; is above the threshold #,. Degradations of both
proteins are assumed to be proportional to their own concentrations, a mechanism that is
captured by —vyix, and —7.x4, respectively.

Note that the model in (@] capturing the interaction between gene a and gene b does
not incorporate binary hysteresis. Furthermore, due to the discontinuities introduced by the
Boolean regulation functions, it is not straightforward to argue that solutions to (3)) exist



from every initial value of z. In order to overcome such limitations, we propose a hybrid
system with hysteresis for this two gene genetic regulatory network, to which hybrid systems
tools for analysis of existence of solutions and asymptotic stability can be applied.

2.1 Introduction to Hybrid System Modeling

Following [18] and [20], a hybrid system in this paper is defined by four objects:
e A set C C R called the flow set.

e A set D C R", called the jump set.
e A single-valued mapping F: R™ — R", called the flow map.

e A set-valued mapping G: R™ = R", called the jump map.

The flow map F' defines the continuous dynamics on the flow set C', while the jump map G
defines the discrete dynamics or jumps on the jump set D. These objects are referred to as
the data of the hybrid system . Then, defining z € R™ to be the state of the system, H
can be written in the compact form

2y i=F(z) zeC
| 2t e€G(z) z€D

Solutions to hybrid systems are given by hybrid arcs which are trajectories defined on
hybrid time domains.

Definition 2.1 (hybrid time domain) A set F is a hybrid time domain if for all (T, J) €
E,EN([0,7] x{0,1,..., J}) is a compact hybrid time domain; that is, it can be written as
U;;é([tj,tjﬂ],j) for some finite sequence of times 0 <ty <t; < ... <t;.

Definition 2.2 (hybrid arc) A hybrid arc ¢ is a function that takes values from R", is
defined on a hybrid time domain dom ¢, and is such that t — ¢(t,j) is locally absolutely
continuous for every j, (t,7) € dom ¢.

Hybrid time domains impose a specific structure on the domains of solutions to hybrid
systems. In simple words, solutions to H are defined on intervals of flow [t;,¢;41] indexed by
the jump time j when t;4, > t;. Hybrid arcs specify the functions that define solutions to
hybrid systems when the following conditions are satisfied. We refer the reader to [20] [1§]
for more details on the definition of solutions to hybrid systems.

Definition 2.3 (solution) A hybrid arc ¢ is a solution to the hybrid system H if ¢(0,0) €
CUD and
(S1) For all j € N:={0,1,2,...} and almost all t such that (t,j) € dom ¢,

o(t,j) € €, o(t,j) = F(o(t, )

(S2) For all (t,j) € dom ¢ such that (t,j7 4+ 1) € dom ¢,
o(t,j) €D, ¢t j+1) € G(o(t 7))



Solutions to hybrid systems are classified as follows:
e A solution ¢ to H is said to be nontrivial if dom ¢ contains at least two points.
e A solution ¢ to H is said to be complete if dom ¢ is unbounded.

e A solution ¢ to H is said to be Zeno if it is complete and the projection of dom ¢ onto
RY, is bounded.

e A solution ¢ to H is said to be maximal if there does not exist another solution ¢ to H
such that dom ¢ is a proper subset of dom ¢, and (¢, 7) = ¢(t, 7) for all (¢, 7) € dom ¢.

The reader is referred to [I8] and [20] for more details on this hybrid system framework.

2.2 Modeling of a Two-Gene Network

To model the genetic network in ([B]) as a hybrid system H, two discrete logic variables, ¢
and ¢, are introduced. The dynamics of these variables depend on the thresholds, #; and
0o, respectively. As one of our goals is to introduce binary hysteresis in the model in (3]), we
define hysteresis level constants h; and hs associated with gene a and gene b, respectively.
In this way, ¢; is governed by dynamics such that the evolution in Figure 2] holds.

i A

A
Y

17

A
Y

Figure 2: The update mechanism of q¢; as a function of x; and previous values of ;.
The state of the hybrid system is defined as

z = [x17x27q17q2]—r7

where z € Z := R%,x {0, 1}?; x1, 2 are (nonnegative) continuous states representing protein
concentrations; and ¢, ¢, are discrete variables. Here, R := [0, +00). We specify constants
01 and 0, usually inferred from biological data, satisfying 0 < 6; < 67"*,0 < 0y < 09,
where 07" and 0y** are the maximal value of the concentration of protein A and of the
protein B, respectively.

To define the continuous dynamics of the hybrid system capturing the evolution of (3],
we rewrite the piecewise-linear differential equation (B]) by replacing the s term with the



logic variables ¢;, and the s~ term with the complement of the logic variable ¢;, i.e., 1 — g;.
Note that the discrete logic variables ¢; only change at jumps, i.e., they are constants during
flows. Then, ¢; = 0. In this way, the continuous dynamics are governed by the differential
equation

&1 = k(1 — q2) — a1, To = koqy — Y272, G =q¢2 =0,

from where we obtain the flow map

kl(l - Q2) — M1

F(z) _ kaqn 6 Y2Z2 . (4)

0

Now, we describe the discrete update of the state vector z, i.e., we define G and D. To
illustrate this construction, we explain how to model the mechanism in Figure 2] for ¢;.
When

¢=0 and x1=60;+Mm

the state ¢; is updated to 1. We write this update law as

q = 1.

When
qlzl and xlzﬁl—hl,

then the state ¢; is updated to 0, i.e.,
q = 0.

It follows that the mechanism of ¢; in Figure 2l can be captured by triggering jumps when
the components of z satisfy

=0, x1=0+hmn or =1 x1=00—Mm

Note that the update mechanism for ¢, is similar to that of ¢; just discussed.
We can define the flow and jump sets in a compact form by defining functions

m(r,q) = 2q — 1)(=z1 + 601 + (1 — 2q1)hy)

M2(2, G2) := (2¢2 — 1)(—x2 + b2 + (1 — 2¢2) ha).
In this way, the flow set is given by

C:={z€ Z :m(r1,q1) <0,m(z2,q2) <0} (5)

and the jump set is given by

D={z€C:m(r,q1) =0} U{z € C:ma(r2,q2) = 0} (6)



To define the jump map, first note that at jumps, the continuous states x; and x5 do not
change. Then, we conveniently define

T a1
To o)
gl(z) = 1 — ¢ ) 92(z) - ¢ ’
q2 1—q

so that the jump map G is given by

91(2) if (21, q1) = 0,ma(22,¢2) <0
G(2) == q 92(2) if m(w1,q1) <0,m2(22,q2) =0 (7)
{91(2),g2(2)} i mi(z1, 1) = 0,m2(22, g2) = 0.

The above definitions determine a hybrid system for (B]), which is given by

kl(l - 6_12) — 71T

L= F(z) = kaqa 67236’2 Yo, )
0
2t e G(z) z €D,

where C' is in (@), G is in (), and D is in (@). Its parameters are given by the positive
constants ki, ko, 71, V2, 01, 02, hyi, he, which satisfy 6; + h; < 07 0y + hy < 05,
01 —hy > 0,0, —hy > 0. Figurel3 depicts a hybrid automaton representation of this system
when sequentially transitioning between (qi, ¢2) = (0,0), (1,0),(1,1), (0, 1).

Lemma 2.4 The data (C, F, D, G) satisfies the following conditions:
(A1) The sets C' and D are closed.
(A2) The map z — F(z) is continuous on C.

(A3) The set-valued mapping z — G(z) is outer semicontinuoud] relative to R* and
locally bounded, and, for all z € D, G(z) is nonempty.

Proof: Properties (Al) and (A2) are obvious. Property (A3) holds since the graph of G,
which is given by {(z,y) : y € G(z) }, is closed. O

2A set-valued mapping G : S = R" with S C R" is outer semicontinuous relative to S if for any z € S
and any sequence {z;}2; with z; € S, lim; o 2; = 2z, and any sequence {w;}°; with w; € G(z;) and
lim; 00 w; = w we have w € G(2).



1’1:917}117 1’2>02*h2

l‘1<91+h1

IIJQZGQ—}),Z I1>01—h1

I2:92+h2

Ty = ki —mm

Ty = —"YaTo
¢ =0
g2 =0

IL‘1:61+}L1, IL‘2<62+h2

Figure 3: A hybrid automaton representation of the two-gene genetic requlatory network for
sequential transitions of (q1,q2).

3 Dynamical Properties of the Two-Gene Hybrid Sys-
tem Model

3.1 Existence of solutions

Proposition 3.1 From every point in C'UD), there exists a nontrivial solution for the hybrid
system H in [8). Furthermore, every mazimal solution is complete and the projection of its
hybrid time domain on Rsq is unbounded, i.e., every solution is not Zeno.

The proof of this result uses the conditions for the existence of solutions to # in [18] for
general hybrid systems.  More precisely, consider the hybrid system H and let z(0,0) €
CUD.1If 2(0,0) € D or

(VC) there exists a neighborhood U of z(0,0) such thatf] for every z € UNC,
F(z)NTe(z) # 0,

then there exists a nontrivial solution to H from z(0,0). If (VC) holds for every z(0,0) €
C'\ D, then there exists a nontrivial solution to H from every initial point in C'U D, and
every maximal solution z satisfies exactly one of the following conditions:

3Tc(2) denotes the tangent cone of C at z, i.e., it is the set of all v for which there exists a sequence of
real numbers «; N\, 0 and a sequence v; — v such that for every i = 1,2, ..., x + a;v; € C.
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1. z is complete;

2. dom z is bounded and the last interval is of the form [t,?;41), where J = sup; ;)cdom » J
has nonempty interior and t — ¢(t,J) is a maximal solution to Z = F(z), in fact
lim; 7 |2(t, J)|=00, where T' = sup, jjedom » t;

3. 2(T,J) ¢ C'UD, where (T, J) = sup dom z.

Furthermore, if G(D) C C'U D, then 3) above does not occur.
The proof of Proposition 3.1 uses these conditions and is given in [A-2

3.2 Characterization of equilibria

We compute the set of isolated equilibrium points z* as well as (nonisolated, dense) sets of
equilibria for the hybrid system H in (§). For general hybrid systems, isolated equilibrium
points are points that are an isolated equilibrium point of Z € F(z),z € C or of z* €
G(2),z € D. On the other hand, an equilibrium set (not necessarily an isolated equilibrium
point) for a hybrid system H is defined as a set that is (strongly) forward invariant.

Definition 3.2 (Equilibrium set) A set S C CUD is an equilibrium set of H if for every
initial condition z(0,0) € S, every solution z to H satisfies z(t,j) € S for all (t,j) € S.

The following results determine the equilibria of (8) for a range of parameters of the
system.

Proposition 3.3 The equilibria of the hybrid system H in ([§) is given in Table[D in terms
of the positive constants ki, ka, v1, V2, 01, 07, O3, 05, hy, and hy satisfying the conditions
therein. The set S C C'U D in case 5 is an equilibrium set and is given by

wherd] B
= frem o= [Eo(E nW)anc) o b oo
S, = {x ER® : o= [ i E :zg z:)] se 0] §x{(1,0)})
Sy = {x ER? : g = [k_ B é(l);ﬁ)ﬂ;ﬁ(_w)} s € (0,1} } x {(1,1)}
Sy = {a? ER? : g = Big; Eiiﬁiliiﬂ s €10,t)] } % {(0,1)}

4p;(4) is the j-th component of p;.
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and po, p1, P2, 3 € R? are the vertices of the set S (see Figure[J)), where
1
4op) 17, [ 2 _ p,(2)
K (n LB\ 2 T k2 (p. b
2= (61 + ha) 2 — (62 + ho)

/ [ p2(1) ’Yll / p3(2) ’le
= 1n t, = In | ——
s = 1 | 6h — hl} e {92 — hy 7

1
2

Y

tp =1In

and

m:[wr4m(%$)%],

Hg—hg

71

ko P
ﬁ B k_l i E_(02+h2) 72
Py = " <'y1 (91 + hl)) ( %—p1(2) ,

O = 72
| (5 e ()" |
Moreover, the period of the limit cycle is given by
T =1t +ty+t5+1t).

The following result provides a more constructive characterization of S.

(10)

(13)

(14)

Corollary 3.4 Under the conditions of Proposition[3.3, if furthermore, v1 = o = 7y, then

_ —detds+dr—ds —dy—dy + dy
. - ,

po(l)
where

d, = 2h1k§7 + hokikoy + k1koyBy — 2h1h2k272
—2h1kyy?0y

dy = Fkikyy0,0y, ds = hokikoyth, ds = hikikyy0s,

ds = hihokikey, d7 = hgkfkg, dg = hlklkg

12
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Table 1: Equilibria of the hybrid system (g]).

Conditions on constants Equilibria
k max
1 91+h1<7—1<91 . bk 0 T
0<%<92—|—h2 L o2
-
2| o0<B<g-n z;::{%ooo}
3 91—h1<%<91+h1 2 or o
0<% <6+ hy 1
91—h1 k1<91+h1 .
4 k2 max 29
Oy + hy < = < 9
0+ hy < L7} <9§nax
5 n s equilibrium set S defined in (@)
Oy + hy < i < 92

ds = kZkZ(hiks + hok — 2hihoy)?
(213h5y° — 2hihoko® + 2hikyy 0y — 2077763
—2h hak1y? + dg — 2R k1 kyy0s + 2h k17205
+2h2k1 720, — 2R3 07 + d7 — 2hok ko0,
2R ko207 4 2k k0105 — 2k1720,05
—2ky7%020, + 2+°6262)2

Moreover, the sets S; are given by

S1

S2

Sy

where

= {2 eR?*: 1y = myx
po(l) <@y <6y —hy, 0, —

= {2eR*: 2y = myz; —
po(l) <ap <O+ hy,pi(2
= {2 eR?*: 1y = mox; —
014+ hy <1 < po(1),p
= {2 €R?*: 2y = max; —
01— hy <z1 <po(1),0s+ hy < xo < p3(2)} x {(1,1)},
— mups(1) + ps(2),

he < w2 < ps(2)} x {(0,1)},

my =

ms3 =

po(2) — P1(2)7
e

pz(l) —103(1)7

maipi(1) +p1(2),
< x99 < 92

(
)
map1(1) + p1(2),
1(2) <y <Oy + ho} x {(1,0)},
msp3(1) + p3(2),

my =

my =

and the points py, p1, pe, 3 € R? are given in ([I0)-(13).

13

ha} > {(0,0)},

(16)



T

max
62

92 + ]LQ

92 — }LQ

1 » L1

01— hl 01+ hl ellnax

Figure 4: Set S and its vertices corresponding to case 5 of Table .

Proof: When v; = 75 = 7, the definitions in ([I0)-(I3)) lead to

po(l) =
m(2) =
pa(l) =

p3(2) =

Letting A = po(1), we obtain

(01 — h1) (02 — Do)
A

pe(l) =

92—h2
(61 — hy) ( 5(2) ) ;

(ﬁ —(91+h1)>
(6 — o) [

£l — po(1)

L 02 h2
(61 + h1)) (%M)

i) ()

14



Replacing the second equation into the first one, after elementary but tedious manipulations,
we obtain that A = py(1) as in (I]H)H O

3.3 Stability analysis

For convenience in the following analysis, we rewrite the flow set C' as C' = U?:l C; (see
Figure M), where

C; = {z€Z2:¢1=0,0=0,21 < b1 + hy,x9 < Oy + ho},
Cy = {2€Z:q1=1,¢0=0,21 >0 — hy, 25 < 0y + hy},
Cy = {z€Z:qi=1,¢0=1,21>01 —hy,25 > 05 — ho},
Cy = {z2€Z:q1=0,p0=1,21 <O+ hy,20 > 0y — hy}.

3.3.1 Asymptotic stability of isolated equilibrium points

The following propositions determine the stability properties of the isolated equilibrium
points in Table Il Their proofs are in Appendix [A.3] and Appendix [A.4l

Proposition 3.5 For cases 1, 2, and 4 in Table[d, the corresponding equilibrium points to
H in @) are globally asymptotically stable.

Proposition 3.6 For case 3 in Tableld, if 2(0,0) € Cy, then we have that lim, ;. 2(t,j) =
Zi;if 2(0,0) € Cy or 2(0,0) € Cy, then limyyj o0 2(t,j) = 25. If 2(0,0) € Cs, then

limyy i oo 2(t, 7) = 27 or z5. Furthermore, z5 and z5 are stable.
+j ) 1 2 » 21 2

3.3.2 Stability properties of the limit cycle

Now, we determine conditions on the parameters under which the limit cycle S defined in
@) is asymptotically stable. As shown in Figure , the natural metric defined by the
distance between the trajectories z of H and the set S is not necessarily decreasing, even
though Figure shows that the trajectory converges to S. In fact, as depicted in the
figures, the trajectory = approaches S for some time and then gets far away from it (around
the corners), until a jump to a new value of ¢ occurs.

>When v, = 72 = v, the sets S; in Proposition reduce to straight lines. In fact, define the new

coordinates
k1(1—g2)
ex=x—| b |- (17)
72
The continuous dynamics of e are given by
.. k1(1—g2) — ma1
e=1 = = —7e, 18
{ koqi — you2 7 (18)

which implies that the trajectories on the plane are straight lines.
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(a) Trajectory x on the plane converging to S. (b) Distance between trajectory x and the set S,
denoted |z|s.

Figure 5: Trajectory z of H on the plane and distance between it and the set S with 81 = 0.6,
O =05 v1=1,v%=1k =1,k =1, hy =0.01, hy =0.01, 21(0,0) = 0.4, 22(0,0) = 0.4,
¢:1(0,0) =0, and ¢2(0,0) = 0.

To overcome this issue, we augment the hybrid system H with a state ¢ € R? and with
continuous dynamics governed by a flow map given by a copy of the one for z, that is,

¢ = [kl(l —q2) — 71C1}
kaqi — 7202 '

The discrete dynamics of ¢ are chosen so that jumps occur when jumps of H occur and, at
such jumps, ¢ is updated via the difference inclusion

¢t € G(r,q,0).

To define the jump map é, consider the case v; = v, and, using Corollary B4l we extend
to R? the set of points S;, 7 € {1,2, 3,4}, that is, we define the (unbounded) set

s=Js. (19)
i=1
where
Si={r € R? : wy = myz; —mupi(1) + p1(2) } x {(0,0)},
§2 ={z €R? : zy=mox; —mapi (1) +p1(2) } x {(1,0)},
Sz ={r €R® : wy = mgx1 —maps(1) +p3(2) } x {(1,1)},
Sy={r €R® 1wy = myx1 —mups(1) + p3(2) } x {(0,1)}.

During flows, the set S is forward invariant for the state component ¢ (both during flows
and jumps) along the dynamics of ¢ governed by H. This is the reason we restrict ¢ to
belong to S for the current value of g. Then, due to the stability properties of the error
system with state ( — x, the distance between x and ( strictly decreases during flows. With
this useful property of the trajectories while flowing, at jumps due to H, which occur when
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(z(t,7).q(t,j)) € D and map q(t, j) to ¢(t,j + 1) (following the definition of G in (@), the
jump map G is constructed to map the state ¢ to satisfy (((¢,7+1),q(t,7 + 1)) € S such

that, if (¢(¢,7),q(t,j)) € §q(t7j) before the jump, then (¢(t,5 +1),q(t,j + 1)) € Syu,j4+1) and
with the property that

dist(2(t, 7 + 1),¢(t, 7 + 1)) < dist((t, 5), C(¢, )

where dist is the Euclidean distance between two points in R%. In this way, the new value
of ¢ at jumps can be determined for each x € R? from the set

g(x,q,¢) = {C’ : dist(, ¢) < dist(x,€), (¢, ¢) € Sy, (x,¢) € G(x,q) }

(when it is not empty). Since the distance between x and ¢ decreases during flows, asymptotic
stability of S can be established when é(aj, q, () is nonempty since this guarantees that the
distance between x and (¢ is nonincreasing. The following result imposes conditions on the
parameters guaranteeing that G is nonempty and, furthermore, extends the attractivity
property to the set S.

Theorem 3.7 For positive constants ky, ka, v1, Y2, 01, 07, O, 05°*, hy, and hy such that
M="=7, [ma| < min{|my, [mal}, ims| < min{|myl, |ma4l}, (20)
where, for each i € {1,2,3,4}, m; are given in ([I6l), the following holds:

1. The set S is globally asymptotically stable for H. In particular, each maximal solution
to H satisfies

d((x(t,7),q(t, ), S) < exp(=1)d((x(0,0), ¢(0,0)), 5) (21)
for all (t,§) € dom(z, q), where d((z,q),S) = ming gz — ¢l

2. The set S in case 5 of Table[d is globally attractive for H, i.e., every solution to H
converges to S.
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Figure 6: Trajectories x and ¢ on the plane, and distance between x and ( compared to
distance between x and the set S (dashed) with the same parameters and initial conditions

as in Figure [4.

Figure [0l shows trajectories x and ( as well as the distance between them obtained from

the hybrid system augmented with the state . As Figure indicates, this distance (solid)
decreases to zero while, as pointed out earlier, the natural distance between = and S (dashed)
does not. The extended version of the hybrid system H in (§) can be written as

(i [kl =) — o
@ koqi — oo
g:; — 8 = F(z,q,C)
B ¢ k(1 —q2) — ¢
Hi(rg Qe ZxR 0] | l(kquqi)wczl 1_ ) (22)
o " (z,q9) € C,(¢,q) €5,
2zt G(z L
] © {é(w,q,O] = 6(%0.0)

_ (z,q) € D, (¢.q) € S.

We are now ready to prove Theorem [B3.71 B

Proof: (of Theorem B.7)) First, we show that G is nonempty for each (x,q, () such that
(x,q) € D and ((,q) € S. For each (r,q) € D, the minimum possible value for dist(z, ()
with (¢, q) € S is given by the minimum distance between x and the projection on R? of S
for the chosen ¢. There are four possible cases for this distance (one per possible value of ¢)
and each distance can be computed as the minimum distance between the point x and the
line defined by S for the chosen ¢. For jumps from ¢ = (0,1) to ¢ = (0,0), in which case
x1 € [0,p0(1)], x9 = O — hy, the minimum distance is

[mallz: — po(1)]
4 12 0 (23)
my + 1
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Similarly, the minimum distance from x to the line defined by S for g = (0,0), which is the
distance between (z,q) and S after the jump, is given by

[mallzr — po(1)]

24
m? +1 (24)

Then, imposing that (24]) is no larger than (23]) guarantees that, in the worst case, dist(z, (') <
dist(z, (). Then, we require

|m1||:)31 —p0(1)| < |m4||:)31 —p0(1)|
vmi+l  — mi+1

Proceeding in this way, for jumps from ¢ = (0,0) to ¢ = (1,0), from ¢ = (1,0) to ¢ = (1, 1),
and from ¢ = (1,1) to ¢ = (0, 1) we require

Ima| < mal, Ims| < |[mal, Ims| < |mal, (26)

respectively. Under these conditions, which can be rewritten as in (20), G is nonempty.
For each (z,q,¢) € R? x {0,1}? x R?, let

and note that V' is positive definite with respect to the closed set
A={@q0) « v=¢ (@ eCuD(CaeS }. (27)
For each (z,q) € C and ((,q) € S, we obtain

(VV(z,q,(), ﬁ(i’% 7,¢) = —2 (71(931 —(1)* 4+ e(z2 — C2)2)

where we have used the condition v, = 75 = . For each (x,q) € D and ((,q) € S, we have

max v(£> o V(Iu q, C) = max ~ dlSt(I, 53)2 o dlSt(;U, g>2
SEG(-T,[],C) ((E,ﬁg)GG(ZB,q),(fg7§2)€G($,q,<)

< 0 (29)

since, by definition of é, we have that any possible value of &5 obtained from G is such
that dist(x, £3)? < dist(z, )% Then, since every maximal solution to H (and, hence, to H)
is complete and has a hybrid time domain unbounded in the ¢ direction, [20, Proposition
3.29] implies that A is globally asymptotically stable[ Tn fact, combining (28] and (29)), and

simple integration, we get that every solution (z,q, () to H satisfies

dist(x(t, 7), ¢(t, 7)) < exp(=t)dist(z(0,0),¢(0,0)) (30)

for all (¢,j) € dom(zx, ¢, ().

6The same result can be obtained using the invariance principle for hybrid systems in [21].
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Now, we relate the asymptotic stability property above to S. The bound B0) holds
for any ¢(0,0) such that (¢(0,0),¢(0,0)) € S, in particular, when ¢(0,0) is such thatf]

dist(z(0,0), ¢(0,0)) = d((z(0,0),¢(0,0)),S). Moreover, note that since (C(t,7),q(t,j)) € S

for all (¢,7) € dom(:c q,(), we have
d((x(t,5).q(t,5)), S) < dist(x(t, 5),(t, ) (31)
for all (t,j) € dom(z, q,¢). Then, from (B0) and the above arguments, we obtain

d((x(t, 4), 4(t, 7)), S) < exp(=11)d((x(0,0),4(0,0)), 5) (32)

for all (¢,5) € dom(z, ¢, ().

To show that the components (z,q) of the solutions to H converge to S, we proceed by
contradiction and suppose that there exists a maximal solution to H with components (z, q)
with w-limit set Q(z, q) such that Q(z,q) N (S\ S) # 0. Let 2° € Qz,q) N (S\ S) # 0. By
the properties of the w-limit set of complete solutions to hybrid systems (see [21], Definition
3.2 and Lemma 3.3]), there exists at least one solution starting from z°, which is impossible
since points in S \ S are not in C'U D and H satisfies the hybrid basm conditions. Then,
Q(z, q) cannot contain points that are not in .S, which implies that Q(x,¢) C S. Convergence
of components (x,q) of the solutions to H to S follows by the very definition of w-limit set
of a solution.

O

3.4 Robustness properties

When the system H in (8] is restricted to a compact set of the initial conditions for the state
component z, the asymptotic stability of the set S guaranteed in Theorem B.7]is robust to
small perturbations. We define this set of initial conditions as the compact box in RQZO as

K = (0,20 x [0, 23]

with positive constants 21 and x5'** such that S C K x {0, 1}?. We consider perturbations
on the state and on the continuous dynamics of the system. The signal d; : R5o — ;B C R?
defines the perturbation on the state and the signal dy : Rsg — 03B C R? defines the
perturbation on the flow of z, where 41,095 > 0. In this way, the perturbed hybrid system is
given by

ki(1 = q2) — mi(21 + dui(t)) + da(t)

. kaqi — Ya(za + dia(t)) + da(t)
Hs:z€ Z s 0 (x+di(t),q) e CNK (33)
0
2t e G(z) (r+di(t),q) € DNK,

where C is defined in ({), G in (), and D in (). The perturbation d; captures uncertainty in
the values of the protein concentrations x while ds models the uncertainty in the dynamical

"Note that we could also pick ¢(0,0) such that the distance to S matches.
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model governing 8 particular, the latter perturbation allows for uncertainty in the
parameters ky, ko. For instance, if k; is replaced by ki + k¢ with k¢ € R then the continuous
dynamics of x; along a solution (x,q) to H can be rewritten as

Soi(t.d) = O+ K0 = (6, 0) — (e + duft)
= k(1= @(t,5)) —n(@(t,5) +du(t) + k(1 = @(t, 7)),
(

which leads tdf doy (t) = kS(1 — qo(t, 5(t))). Note that since gy takes values from {0, 1}, then
we have that |dy(t)| < 65 when [k9| < ?52.

Due to H satisfying conditions (A1)-(A3) in Lemma[24] the stability property guaranteed
by Theorem [3.7] is robust to small perturbations. This property follows from the results on
robustness of stability for hybrid systems in [20].

Theorem 3.8 For each positive constants x7™ and x5** defining K := [0, "] x [0,1731]%
such that S C K x {0,1}? and system constants satisfying case 5 of Table[d, there exist

B € KL such that, for each € > 0 there exists d > 0 such that for each measurable functions
di : Rsg — 0B, dy : Ry — 6B with 61,00 € (0,6], every solution (x,q) to Hs with
((0,0),¢(0,0)) € K satisfies

(2, 5), () 5k < B(1(2(0,0),4(0,0) g, t +5) +& V(£ j) € dom(z, q).

4 Numerical results

In this section, we simulate the hybrid system A in () within Matlab/Simulink using the
HyEQ Toolbox [22].

4.1 Isolated equilibrium points in Table 1

We perform simulations with parameters satisfying the conditions in Table [I] for which there
are isolated equilibrium points.

4.1.1 Case 1 of Table [

Figure [[ illustrates that, when 6, + h; < % <070 < % < 05 + hs, the solution converges

to 2z} = ["“ :;, 1,0]". Initially, the concentration of protein A (x) is low, which inhibits
the expression of gene b, hence the concentration of protein B (xs) decreases and activates
the expression of gene a. However, after finite time, while the concentration of protein A
is above the level 6; + hy, which can permit the expression of gene b, the concentration of
protein B increases. Finally, the concentrations of protein A and B come to the equilibrium

(f{i kz) This confirms the result in Proposition B.5l

8Perturbations on each of the system parameters, in particular, the thresholds 6; and hysteresis half
widths h;, can be treated similarly.

9For each t such that (¢,;j) € dom(z,q), the function j : R>o — N is given by j(t) = j’, where j' =
max{j : (t,7) € dom(x,q) }.

0A function B is of class KL if it is continuous, 7 — B(r,s) is zero at zero and nondecreasing, and
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Figure 7: The x and q components of a solution to H in &) converging to zi. The initial
condition is given by q1(0,0) = 0, ¢2(0,0) = 0, 21(0,0) = 0.4, 25(0,0) = 0.4. The parameters
are as follows: 01 = 0.6, 6, = 0.5, k; = 0.7, ks =04, vy =1, 7o =1, hy = 0.01, hy = 0.01.
The symbol % denotes the initial point and o the point that the solution converges to (i.e.,

4.1.2 Case 2 of Table [

Figure [§ shows a solution to the equilibrium point 25 = [%, 0,0,0]" with 0 < % < 01 — hy.
While both gene a and gene b are expressed at rate k;, for gene a, its degradation is faster
than synthesis. When the concentration of protein A (z;) is below some level, gene b is
inhibited. This confirms the result in Proposition

s+ B(r, s) is nonincreasing and converges to zero as s goes to oo.
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Figure 8: The x and q components of a solution to H in &) converging to z5. The initial
condition is given by q1(0,0) =1, ¢2(0,0) = 0, 21(0,0) = 0.7, 22(0,0) = 0.3. The parameters
are as follows: 0 = 0.6, 6 = 0.5, k; =04, ks =0.7, vy =1, 7o =1, hy = 0.01, hy = 0.01.
The symbol * denotes the initial point and o is the point that the solution converges to (i.e.,

4.1.3 Case 3 of Table [

Figure @ indicates that, when 6, — hy < % <O+ hy,0< % < 0y + hy with the initial value
2(0,0) € Cy :=={q1 = 1,q2 = 0,21 > 01 — hy, x5 < 05 + ho}. The solution flows towards
zy = [%, %, 1,0]". Under these conditions, gene a and gene b are expressed at rate k;,
1 =1, 2, respectively. However, for gene a, its degradation is faster than its synthesis. This

confirms the result in Proposition

Figure illustrates the case when 6; — h; < % < 01 + hq, % < 6y + hy. With the
initial value z(0,0) ¢ C5, the solution converges to z5 = [%, 0,0,0]". With these conditions,

initially, gene b is expressed at ko and gene a is inhibited. After finite time, as the concen-
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Figure 9: The x and q components of a solution to H in &) converging to zi. The initial
conditions are given by ¢1(0,0) = 1, ¢(0,0) = 0, 21(0,0) = 0.7, 22(0,0) = 0.3. The
parameters are as follows: 6; = 0.6, 65 = 0.5, k; = 0.601, ky = 0.501, 3, =1, 75 = 1,
hy = 0.02, hy = 0.02. The symbol * denotes the initial point and o is the point that the
solution converges to (i.e., z} ).

tration of protein A (z7) is lower than 6; — hy, gene b becomes inhibited. Gene a is expressed
at ki while the concentration of protein B (z3) is below a certain level. This confirms the
result in Proposition 3.0l

4.1.4 Case 4 of Table [

Figure [l indicates that, when 6; — h; < % < 01+ hy, Oy + hy < % < 05 with the
initial value 2(0,0) € Cy := {¢1 = 1,¢0 = 0,21 > 01 — hy, 29 < 63 + hy}. The solution
flows towards z; = [%, 0,0,0]". Under these conditions, gene a and gene b are expressed at
rate k;, i = 1,2 initially. After some time, the concentration of protein B exceeds a centain
level, which triggers a jump, after which the expression of gene a is inhibited. When the
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Figure 10: The x and q components of a solution to H in ([8) converging to zi. The initial
conditions are given by ¢1(0,0) = 1, ¢2(0,0) = 1, 21(0,0) = 0.7, 22(0,0) = 0.7. The
parameters are as follows: 6; = 0.6, 65 = 0.5, k; = 0.601, ky = 0.501, 7, =1, 75 = 1,
hy = 0.02, hy = 0.02. The symbol * is the initial point and o is the point that the solution
converges to (i.e., 23 ).

concentraion of protein A decreases enough, another jump occurs, after which the expression
of gene b is inhibited as well. Eventually, the concentration of protein B reaches a low
enough value to trigger another jump, after which the expression of gene «a is activated, and
the concentrations approach a steady-state value. This simulation confirms the result in
Proposition

4.2 Equilibrium set S

When the parameters are in the region ¢ + hy < % < 07,0y + hy < % < 09 the set of

points S in (@) defines the equilibria. First, we compute this set of points for particular values
of kl,]{ig,hl,hQ,”}/l = Y2 = ’}/,91,92. Let ]{71 = 1, ]{32 = 1, Y1 = V2 =7 = 1, 91 = 06, 92 = 05,
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Figure 11: The x and q components of a solution to H in ([8) converging to z5. The initial
conditions are given by ¢1(0,0) = 1, ¢2(0,0) = 0, x1(0,0) = 0.7, x2(0,0) = 0.3. The
parameters are as follows: 01 = 0.6, 6, = 0.5, ky =0.61, ko =1, 11 =1, o =1, hy = 0.02,
hi = 0.02. The symbol x denotes the initial point and o is the point that the solution converges
to (i.e., z3).

hy = 0.01, hy = 0.01. Then, using Corollary 3.4 the point py is given by po(1) = 0.4966.
: 0.4966 0.61 0.692
Then? from (m)_(m)7 we Obta’ln pO - |: 049 :| ) pl - |i 03796 :| ) p2 - |: 051 :| ) p3 -
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[ 0.59

0.5822 } . With the values of pg, p1, p2, ps, the set S in (@) is given by

S1 = {x:xzy=-0.973381x; + 0.973381,

0.4966 < 1 < 0.61,0.3796 < x5 < 0.49} x {(0,0)},
Sy = {x:xy=1590722x; — 0.590722,

0.61 < z; < 0.692,0.3796 < w5 < 0.51} x {(1,0)},
Sy = {x:xy=—0.7081296x; + 1,

0.59 < 2, < 0.692,0.51 < x5 < 0.5822} x {(1,1)},
Sy = {x:xy=0.9871896x; — 0.000238,

0.4966 < 21 < 0.59,0.49 < x5 < 0.5822} x {(0,1)}.

T

a:20‘45 05 055 06 0455 02 Yy 06 t[ugiec]‘l
(a) S (b) 1 component

Figure 12: Set S for parameters ky = 1, ke = 1, vy = 1, v = 1, 6, = 0.6, 6, = 0.5,
hi =0.01, hy = 0.01.

Figure shows the set of points S projected to R? for these parameters. For the same
parameter values, the period of the limit cycle obtained from Corollary B.4lis T' = 0.8230 sec,
where t} = 0.2552 sec, t;, = 0.2359 sec, t5 = 0.1594 sec, t), = 0.1724 sec. Figure
confirms this result.
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Figure [13] shows simulations with several initial conditions and common parameters 6; =
0.6,00 = 0.5,v = 1,7 = 1,k; = 1,ky = 1, but decreasing h, hy. Each solution converges
to the limit cycle S. The size of the limit cycle is reduced as hy, hy gets smaller. From our
results we know that the size of the limit cycle depends on the value of hysteresis parameters.
When the magnitude of hysteresis tends to zero, the set S approaches a point, which is given
by (61, 6) (see similar case shown in Figure [13(d)])

Figure [I4] shows simulations with several initial conditions and common parameters
01 = 06,0, = 0.5, = 1,7 = 1,hy = 0.01,hy = 0.01, but changing ky, ks. Each solu-
tion converges to the limit cycle S (in cyan). The blue set of points defines the limit cycle
S generated when k; = ky = 1. The variations of k; and ks can be considered to be per-
turbations as in Theorem The simulations show that the smaller the perturbation on
these constants, the closer the limit cycle becomes to the nominal one. Figure shows
simulations with several initial conditions and common parameters 6; = 0.6,6, = 0.5, k; =
1, ke =1,h; = 0.01, hy = 0.01, but now with v; and 7, varying.

(a) kl = 08, k2 =0.8 (b) kl = 09, k2 =0.9

0.9 T T T T T T T T 0.9

02 . . . . . | i | 02

(C) kl = 11, kg =1.1 (d) kl = 12, k2 =1.2

Figure 14: Solutions approaching the set S with different initial conditions of z and fized
parameters 6 = 0.6, o = 0.5, vy =1, 7o =1, hy = 0.01, hy = 0.01.
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(a) k1 = 0.8, ko = 0.8 (b) 11 =0.9, %2 =0.9

(C) Y1 = 11, Yo = 1.1 (d) Y1 = 12, Yo = 1.2

Figure 15: Solutions approaching the set S with different initial conditions of z and fized
parameters 61 = 0.6, 6, = 0.5, k1 =1, ks =1, hy = 0.01, hy = 0.01.

Finally, Figure [I60 shows the case when 7, # 7,. In this case, the trajectories approach
the limit cycle given in ().
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Figure 16: Solutions approaching the set S with different initial conditions of x; and fized
parameters. Values of parameters: 61 = 0.6,05 = 0.5,71 = 5,7 = 1,k; =5, ks = 1,hy =
0.01, hy = 0.01. The blue line is the set S. The symbol x denotes the initial point.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, a mathematical model of a genetic regulatory network has been developed
under the formalism of hybrid dynamical systems. The model presented in this paper per-
mits a quantitative analysis of the cellular protein dynamics under the influence of protein
concentration thresholds and initial conditions. The analysis of the hybrid model with two
genes determines conditions guaranteeing the existence of solutions, the equilibria of the sys-
tem, stability properties of the equilibria and its robustness. In particular, we have revealed
conditions on the parameters that, when hysteresis is present, the interaction between the
concentrations of two proteins leads to oscillatory behavior. Such a behavior is impossible
in a two-gene network without hysteresis. The obtained results are an important initial step
in the analysis of genetic regulatory networks using hybrid systems theory, which we believe
has great potential for the understanding of the complex mechanisms in such networks, in
particular, when treated as (larger than two) interconnections of hybrid systems.
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A

A.1 Proof of Proposition

We consider the first three cases in Table [Il Since for every point in D, the jump map G
changes the value of at least one of the logic variables, we just need to consider the case
when z* € C to determine isolated equilibrium points z*. The continuous state = of the
system satisfies

- { k(1= q2) — }
T = .
Faqi — 212

To compute equilibrium points, let F'(z*) = 0. Then,

{ k(1= q3) — maj ] —0
kagi — ox5

ki(1—g3)
e 71
P— o )

V2

and solving for x* leads to

According to the possible values of ¢*, all the possibilities of x* are listed in Table Pl These
define vectors 2}, z;, ¥, and 2, which are to be checked if they satisty z* € C.

Table 2: Values of z* based on different combinations of the values of ¢*.

x* q*
(B g =1,4=0
% (0,]9) G=0¢=1
2| (0,2) |gi=1,¢=
z | (550) [¢i=0,g5=0

Similar to C', the jump set D can also be written as D = U?:l D;, where Dy :={z € Z:
q1 = O,QQ = 0,!13'1 = 91+h1,l’2 S 92+h2}U{z A q1 = 1,QQ = O,[L’l = 6’1—h1,x2 S 92+h2},
Dy = {ZeZqu:1,(]2:1725'1:91—}1,1,25'2Zeg—hg}U{ZGZquzo,QQ:1,2512
91"‘}11,3}2292—}1,2}, D3 Z:{ZEZquzl,QQ:O,Il291—h1,$2:92+h2}U{2621
q1 = 1,(]2 = 1,251 Z 91 —hl,l’g :92 —hg}, D4 = {Z S a1 :O,QQ = 1,5(31 S ‘91+h1,.§(32 =
Oy —holU{z€Z:q=0,0=0,29 <6y + hy,z9 = 05+ ha}. Now, we find the value of
x7, x5, ¢5, 5 such that z* € C.

e Case i: Consider parameters such that ¢, + h; < % < 0P, 0 < % < 05 + hsy. Then,
it can be checked that

2neCizp ¢ C 22 ¢ Coz5 ¢ C.

Then, 2z} is an equilibrium point.
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e Case 7i: Consider parameters such that 0 < % <0, —h,0< % < 05 + hy. Then, it
can be checked that

2 ¢ CzdC gl el

Then, 2z} is an equilibrium point.

e Case 7ii: Consider parameters such that 6, + h; < % <O, 0y + hy < % < g5,
Then, it can be checked that

202 ¢C 2 ¢C 7 ¢C.

e Case iv: Consider parameters such that 0 < % <01 —hy, O+ hy < % < 65, Then,
it can be checked that

22 ¢ Cizp ¢ C 2t ¢ Cozy € C

Then, 2z} is an equilibrium point.

e Case v: Consider parameters such that #; —h; < % <bi+h,0< % < 05+ hsy. Then,
it can be checked that

2eCiyp¢CzigdCzjel

Then, z; and zj are equilibrium points.

e Case vi: Consider parameters such that ¢, — h; < % < 01+ hy, O+ hy < % < g5,
Then, it can be checked that

%t C % ¢C 2 ¢C 7 €C

Then, 2z} is an equilibrium point.

From the properties above, only 2, and 2 are candidate isolate equilibrium points. We
show that the first four cases in Table [l are equilibrium points of the entire system with
2y = z¢ and 25 = 2. For case 1, which is when ¢, +hy < % <O 0 < % < 03+ hy, we pick
any other 2/ # 2. We have that if 2/ € C then F(2') # 0, so 2] is the isolated equilibrium
point of the system. For case 2, when 0 < % < 6y — hy, we pick any other 2" # z5. If
2 € C, then F(2') # 0, so z5 is the isolated equilibrium point of the system. For case 3,
when 0, — h; < % <O +h,0< % < Oy + hy, we pick any other 2/ # zF for each i € {1,2}.
If 2/ € C, then F(z') # 0, so 2} or zj are the equilibrium points of the entire system. For
case 4, when 6; — hy < % < 01+ hy, O3+ hy < % < 07" we pick any other 2/ # z5. If
2 € C, then F(Z') # 0, so z; is the isolated equilibrium point of the system.

We now show that S in (@]) is an equilibrium set for case 5 of the parameters in Table [I]
namely % € (01+hy, 67), % € (034 ho, 05*). To this end, we establish that for parameters
in such range, the logic variables evolve according to the state transition graph in Figure [I8
This is due to the system not having an isolated equilibrium point in the flow set C'; see Case
iii in the proof of Proposition Let @ := {(0,0),(0,1),(1,0),(1,1)}. The  component
of the vector field F' satisfies the following properties on the boundary of C'.
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Figure 17: Vector fields on the boundaries of C to case 5 of Table .

1. Points on the boundary of Cf:

e When z € {z : 2y = 0,0 < x5 < 0y + hy}, the first two components of F' define

the vector fi(x) := [ _kl

ot } Since k1 > 0, 79 > 0, then fi(x) points inside of
2%2
Cy.

e When z € {z : 0 < x; < 01 + hy,zo = 0}, fi(z) = [kl —071$1 } Since

01+ hy < i% < O07*, then fi(z) is tangent to the boundary of C}.

—Y2 (92 -+ hg)
01+ hy < % < 0™ ~v9 > 0, then fi(z) points inside of C4.

e When x € {z: 0 <2y <0+ hy,zo =0y + ho}, fi(x) := [ i —mn } Since

e When z € {z: 2y = 0, + h,0 < 25 < 0y + ho}, fi(z) := {k1—717(9;+h1) }
—Y2T2
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Since 6 + hy < % < 0™ ~v9 > 0, then fi(x) points outside of .

Then, since there is no isolated equilibrium point in C, trajectories starting in C; are
such that the = component flow towards {x; = 6 + hy,0 < 29 < 6y + ho}.

2. Points on the boundary of Cs:

e When z € {z : 21 =61 — h1,0 < 25 < 0y + ha}, foz) = [ " _1{5271—(9712;2}“) }

Since 6, + hy < % <O 0y 4 hy < % < 052 then fy(x) points inside of Cj.

e When z € {x : 27 > 6; — hy, x5 = 0}, fo(x) := [ Fa _]{;lel } Since 0; + hy <
]f{—; < O™ Oy + hy < % < 0% then fy(z) points inside of Cs.

e When x € {z: 21 >0, — hy,x9 = 05 + ho}, fo(x) := [ ks iﬁ%_(g;f_lhﬁ } Since
0+ hy < % <O, 0y 4+ hy < % < 05 then fo(x) points outside of Cs.

Then, since there is no isolated equilibrium point in C5, trajectories starting in Cy are
such that the x component flow towards {z1 > 61 — hy, 1o = 05 + ho}.

3. Points on the boundary of Cs:

e When x € {z: 27 > 01 — hy, 20 = 03 — ha}, f3(x) := { by ;2?9?— ha) ] Since

01+ hy < % <O, Oy 4+ hy < % < 05 then f3(x) points inside of Cj.

e When x € {LE‘ X = 91 - hl,LEQ Z 92 - hg}, fg(I) = |i _71(91 B hl) :| Since
ko — Yoo

0+ h < % <O, By + hy < % < 09*, then f3;(x) points outside of Cj.

Then, since there is no isolated equilibrium point in Cj, the trajectories starting in Cy
have x component that flow towards {z1 = 0; — hy, x5 > 05 — ho}.

4. Points on the boundary of Cly:

—71(01 + hy)
22

e When = € {x : 2y = 01 + hy,z0 > 63 — ha}, fa(x) = [
v >0, 72 > 0, then fy(x) points inside of Cj.

} . Since

0

e When z € {z : xy = 0,29 > 0y — ho}, fa(x) = [
—2L2

]. Since v, > 0, then

fa(z) is tangent to the boundary of Cj.
e When z € {z:0 <z <0+ hy,x9 =0y — ho}, fa(z) := ~ . Since
—Y2(02 — ha)
v > 0,72 > 0, then fy;(z) points outside of the Cj.

Then, since there is no isolated equilibrium point in Cy, the trajectories starting in C}
have z component that flow towards {0 < 27 < 6y + hy, 2z = 05 — ho}.
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Combining the above arguments, Figure [I§ shows the transition sequence of ¢ € ) for
case 5 in Table[Il

Now, we compute the value of the trajectories as they transition according to the said
sequence.

The differential equation for the x components of the continuous dynamics of H can be
evaluated for each possible value of ¢ and written as

i = K(g)~ T, (34)
where I' = { %1 70 } and K : Q — R?*! is given by
2
o
1.
I O ] 1f q= (070)7
[o] it a-0n,
K(Q) = K, ‘
[k | if ¢g=1(1,0),
0 .
| & if ¢=1(1,1).

Restricted to C, (34)) is a linear time-invariant system. For any initial condition z(0,0) =
[2(0,0)T ¢(0,0)T]" € O, the unique solution to ([34)) for each ¢ > 0, up to the first jump, is
given by

x(t,0) = u(q(0,0)) + exp(=T't)((0, 0) — u(q(0,0))), (35)
where u(q) = "' K(q) for each ¢ € Q.
01 < 11
A
Y
00 >10

Figure 18: Transition graph of q € Q).

For the initial value of ¢ given by ¢" = [ 8 } and the initial value of = given by

1
#(0,0) =po = [ efo—( i)m } ’
the solution to (34]) is given by

_ | v = (w1 — 21(0,0)) exp(—1t)
#(t,0) = { 25(0,0) exp(—at) ]
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k1
where u; = % Since K((0,0)) = [ ]Bl } implies that u(q) = [ “61 } . Note that xs(t,0)

decreases to zero in C; and that x1(¢,0) is increasing in Cf, reaching the threshold value
1

T =0, + " att’lzln[w}ﬁ. A jump of g to [(1]] occurs at t = t,5 = 0.

u1—(01-+h1)
After the jump, the initial value of x is p;, where
01 + hy
P = w-0th) \ 1 |- (36)
po(@ (555)”

Proceeding similarly as when the initial state was pg, we obtain the following expressions for
b2, P3, and Pa

7
uz—p2(2) | 7
Py = Uy — (Ul _pl(l)) (ui—i?@)) 2 ] )
‘92 + h2

i 01— h p4(2) %
ps = )\ | Pa= ]%“)QM®) ,
|~ (12— 2(2) (265) 0 b

where uy = % Also, similarly, we have the expression for ¢}, 5, :

1 1 1
u2—p1(2 1 2
th=tn 2@ ] g RO = O]

Then, the period of the limit cycle is given by T = t| 4+ t, + t5 + t;,. Note that ¢; = ],
to =t) +ty, ts =t +ty + 1ty and ty = t] + 1, + 15 + 1), where t1,t9,t3 and t4 define the jump
times (t1,0), (t2,1), (t3,2), and (14, 3).

Now, we define the map p: [0, 6] — R as

p(r) = paopsopropi(r),

where .
pi(r) = (02 — hy) <7u1_$1_th1)> e
71
p2(r) = ur — (w1 — (61 + 1)) (‘Wi_u(jithﬂ) ”

22
71

= uy — (u — (6 + ha)) (4514)
pa(r) = (61 — ) (M)E

T

Then, r such that

defines po(1).

Then, combining the above expressions, we obtain (I0)-(I3]). Finally, using (35), the set
S is constructed by combining the x components of the (unique) solutions between these
points. Since each piece of the x component corresponding to a constant value of ¢ is a
solution to a linear system, this set of points has the property that, from every point in it,
the only existing solution from that point stays in the set, i.e., the set is strongly forward
invariant.
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A.2 Proof of Proposition 3.1]

To verify the sufficient conditions for the existence of nontrivial solutions from an initial
point in C'U D, it is enough to show that F'(z) € T (z) for every z € C'\ D in the boundary
of C' (the (VC) condition holds for every point in the interior of C')

Next, we consider each possible case.

1. LetzECl\Dl:{z:qle,quO,OS:ﬂl<91+h1,0§z2§92+h2}. Let

Te (2) = {weR*:w; >0,w; <0},
T¢ () = {weR*:w >0},
e (2) = {weR*:w >0,w; >0},
T¢ (2) = {weR”:wy >0},
T2 () = {weR*:w <0,w; >0},
TS () = {weR”:w <0},
TL(z) = {weR”:w <0,wy <0},
T8, (2) = {weR*:w, <0}

Then, the tangent cone of C at points z = (z, q) is given as follows:

o Forze{r:xy =020 =0+ ho}, T, (2) = Tél(z),

Forze{z:21=0,0 <z <0Os+4 ho}, Te,(2) = Tgl(z).

For x € {z : 2y = 0,25 = 0}, Te, (2) = T2, (2).

For z € {0 <z <0y + hy, 29 =0}, Te, (2) = Té‘l(’z)u

For x € {x : 21 =01 + hy, 20 = 0}, Te, (2) = Tgl(z).

For x € {[L’l = 91 + hl,O < Ty < 92 + hg}, TCl(Z) = Tgl(z),

For z € {x; =01 4+ hy, 20 = 02 + ho}, Te, (2) = T4, (2),

For z € {0 <1 <0y + hy,xy = 0y + ho}, T, (2) = TG, (2).

Now, we check the vector field F' on the boundary of C away from D;.

ks

e When z € {l’ I = 0,0 <z < 92—|—h2}, f1(1’> = |:
— 7222

} Since k; > 0,
f1(z) points inside of C.
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e When z € {x:0 <z <6+ hy,xo =0}, fi(z) := [

max |
05

s + hy
Oy — hy

Figure 19: Tangent cones on the boundaries of C.

T2

w
N

=0 ¢= 0
Cy B
1 3 .
B NS

5 |

4
Ql—hl

tangent to the boundary of C}.

01 + hy e

\

ki — yimy

]. Then, fi(x) is

Then, F(z) € T, holds, implying that (VC) holds at each point z € C; \ D;.

2. LetZGCQ\DQI{ZZCh:l,QQIO,xl291—h1,0§$2<¢92+h2}. Let

= {wecR*:
= {weR*:wy, <0}

) = {weR?:wy >0},
) {weR?:
z) = {weR*:w >0},
)
)

Then, the tangent cone of (5 is given by as follows:

e Forx € {x:21 >0 —hy,x9 =0}, T, (2) = T61'2<Z)7

Forx € {z 121 =0, — hy,29 =0}, Te,(2) = T52(2)~
For x € {x: 2y =0y — h1,0 < @y < 0y + ho}, T, (2) = T3, (2).
For x € {1 =01 — hy,x2 = b+ ho}, Ty (2) = TE, (2),

Forx € {x 12y >0, — hy, 20 =0y + ho}, T, (2) = ng(z).
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Figure 201 depicts the tangent cones on the boundaries of Cl.
L2
A n=1¢=0

max
pmax L

92 -+ hg ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 1: \ 5

T — gh

2@ o

3 :\\Y/ —» 11
O—hy  O1+hy o

Figure 20: The tangent cone of Cy when 0 + hy < % <070 < % < Oy + hs.
Now, we check the vector field F' on the boundary of Cy away from Ds.

e When = € {z : x1 > 6) — hy, 25 = 0}, fo(x) := [ b —k%$1 } Since ky > 0, we
2
have that fy(x) points inside of C.
Then, F(z) € T¢,(z) holds, implying that (VC) holds at each point z € Cy \ Ds.

. LetZECg\DgZ{Zquzl,QQ:L[L’l>91—h1,l’2>92—h2}.

Since there are no points in the boundary of C5 that are not in D3, (VC) holds for
free.

. Let2604\D4:{z:q1:O,q2:1,0§x1§«91+h1,x2>92—h2}.Let

Te,(2) = {weR:w <0},
T2,(2) {weR?:w; <0,wy >0},
Té.(2) = {weR”:wy >0},
Te,(2) = {weR:w >0,w; >0},
12,(2) = {weR*:w >0}

Then, the tangent cone of Cj is given by as follows:

o Forw e {w: a1 =014+ hy, x> 0y — ho}, Te, (2) = T4, (2),

o Forw € {x: a1 =04 hy, 20 =0y — ho}, Te, (2) = TE,(2).
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e Forze{z:0<uz <O +hi,zs="0,—ho}, Te,(2) = T¢,(2).
o For z € {z1 =0,29 =0y — ho}, Tt,(2) = Té4(z),

o Forz e {x: 21 =029 >0y —ho}, T, (2) = Tg4(z).

T2

max
0y

92—|—]’L2 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Oo—hs ‘&% 3 ~No o

‘ —» T1
0—hy O1+h 9{“3"

Figure 21: Tangent cones on the boundaries of Cy.
Now, we check the vector field F' on the boundary of Cy away from Djy.

e When z € {x : 2y = 0,29 > 0y — ha}, fu(z) := { - ], and fy(z) is tangent
—72T2
to the boundary of Cy. Then, F(z) € T¢,(2) holds at each point z € Cy \ Dy.

Combining the above arguments, for each case in Table [[I (VC) holds and nontrivial
solutions to H in (§) exist.

Since f; is linear, every solution to 2 = F'(z) subject to z € C' does not escape to infinity
by flowing. Then, condition 2) below (VC) does not hold. Since G(D) C C U D, then
condition 3) therein does not hold either.

Finally, every solution is not Zeno, since at most after the second jump, every solution
needs to flow (linearly) from the value after the jump, which is given by G, for at least
2min{hy, ho} in the x; or in the xy direction (for certain initial conditions, e.g., z(0,0) =
[0 — hq,05 — hy, 1, 1], solutions jump twice consecutively, and after that, flow for the said
amount).
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A.3 Proof of Proposition
Note that when 6, + h; < % < 070 < % <Oy+hy, g1 =1,q, =0,

Ozit'l:]{?l—”}/lxl = ]{71—’}/1{171:0 = IT:—
OZLtQ:kQ—’)/QLUQ = ]{72—’}/25172:0 = I;I—

from where we have 2* = [2*T 1 0]T € Cy. Now, change to e coordinates given by
1 g

* *
€1 =T — Ty, €y = To — To.

We have that

él = i’l—i’;:k1—71$1—02k1—71(61+l’1<)
= ki1 —mer — ki = —mey,
ég = i’g—i’;:k2—721'2—02k2—72(62+l;)

ko — y2e9 — ko = —2es.

Then, the x component of 2 = F(z) leads to

. -1 0
[ 0 e

Then, since v, and v, are positive, we have that z} is (exponentially) stable — this property

can be easily certified with the Lyapunov function V(e) = e'e.

Now we check the vector fields of boundaries of Cy (see Figure R2I).

T2
=0 =1
o o
04 3 04
Oo+he | : 7\ XX /\/
P e— X
4
C'4 >< C4
P~ S

0—hy 6, +h max

Figure 22: The vector fields on the boundaries of Cy when 61 + hy < % <070 < % <
Oy + hs.
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e When z € {LE‘ ] :91—h1,0 < a9 < 92—|—h2}, f2(,j(,’) = [k17€71(il;h1) :| Since
2 7 242

0+ hi < ]f{—; <07 0 < % < 0y + hg, we have that fy(x) points inside of Cs.

e When z € {LE‘ ] Z 91 — hl,LEQ = ‘92 + hg}, fQ(LU) = |i ]{52 —kl’}/g_(g;:ilhg) :| Since

0, +hy < &2 < gmer 0 < B2 <9, + hy, we have that fo(z) points inside of Cs.
o 1 Y2

e Whenzx € {x: 27 > 61 —hy,zo =0}, fo(x) = [ b —k%% } Since 61 +h; < % < 0y
2

ko > 0, we have that fo(z) points inside of Cs.

Then, once a trajectory enters or starts in Cy, it will stay and never leave Cj, i.e., the set Cy
is forward invariant. As a consequence, since the equilibrium point 2] belongs to Cy, every
trajectory starting from or reaching Cy converges to 2.

Global asymptotic stability follows since for every initial condition z(0,0) € (C'U D)\Cs,
solutions reach C5 in finite time. To establish this property, we check the vector field of the
system on the boundary of each set C;, for each i € {1, 3,4}.
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Figure 23: Vector fields at the boundaries of Cy, Cy, when 01 + hy < % <070 < % <

0y + ho. (a) The vector field at the boundaries of Cy, (b) The vector field of the boundaries
Of C4.

e For initial points 2(0,0) € C; (see Figure23(a)), when x € {z : 0 <2y < 6; + hy, 20 =
_ kl - N : k max k
92—|—h2}, fl(il?)— [—72(92+h2) . SlnC691+h1<ﬁ/—i<91 ,0<ﬁ<‘92+h2W€
have that fi(z) points inside C7. When x € {z : z; = 01 + h1,0 < 25 < 05 + ho},
ki — 7101 + ha)
€T =
fl( ) [ —72x2
C1. Thus, for every point z € (', x; reaches 01 + hy since there is no equilibrium point
in (' for this range of parameters. Then, a jump occurs. After the jump, the solution
belongs to Cj.

. Since B > #, + hy, we have that f,(x) points outside
71
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Figure 24: The vector field at the boundaries of Cs, when 01 + hy < % < 9{””,5—; < Oy + ho.
(a) Case % < Oy — hay, (b) Case Oy — hy < % < Oy + ho

e For each initial point z(0,0) € Cy (see Figure 23(b)), when z € {x : 0 < z; <
01+ hy,x9 = Oy — ho}, fa(z) = ~ . Then, we have that f;(z) points
—72(b2 — ha)

outside C and every solution leaves Cy by jumping into C; when x; reaches 6; — hq,
from where it will enter Cy in finite time. When = € {x : 21 = 01 + hy, 29 > 05 — hy},
| b+ )

fal@) [ —Y2T2
initial condition z(0,0) € Cy, solutions will reach Cy in finite time.

]. Then, we have that f;(z) points inside Cy. Then, for every

e For every initial point 2(0,0) € Cj (see Figure 24(a)), if 0 < % < 0y — hy, when

x € {x:x >0 —hy,xe = 0y — ho}, fi(x) = [ ks _;27(19351_ b | We have that

f3(x) points outside of C35. When = € {xy = 60 — hy,x2 > 65 — hao}, we have f3(x) =
[ (0 =) } , which points outside C. If 0y —hy < 2 < 0,4 hy (see Figure 24(b)),
ko — Y22 2

—71x1 .
onts
ky — 72(02 — ha) ] P
.. . o o -1 (91 - hl) .
inside C5. When = € {x : 21 = 01 — hy, 22 > 0y — ha}, f3(x) = Ky — Az points
2 — V2%2
outside (3. Then, from 2(0,0) € Cs, solutions will leave C3 and jump into Cyor Cs.
Using the arguments above, solutions will enter inside of C5 in finite time.

when z € {ZL’ : 91 — hl < < H{nam,l'g = 92 — hg}, fg(l’) =

From the arguments above, when 6; + h; < % < o070 < % < Oy + ho, the equilibrium
point 27 is globally asymptotically stable.

For case 2 in Table[I] it can be proven that z; is globally asymptotically stable.

Note that when ¢; =0, g2 =0, 0 < % < 61— hy,
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Figure 25: The vector field at the boundaries of Cy, when 0 < % < 0y + hy. (a) Case
Ij{—i <92+h2, (b) Case Ij{—i >¢92+h2.

021’1:]{71—’}/11’1 = ]{51—’}/1251:0 = .CL’T:—

0=z = Yoo = —Yoly = 0 = Ty = O,

from where we have 25 = [z*" 0 0]" € C}. Now, change to e coordinates given by

eg =o1 — T, €y =Tg— T
We have that
él = i’l—i’;:]{71—’)/15(71—0:]{71—’}/1(614‘1’;)
= ki —me — ki = —mey,
€y = dg =k — Xy = ko — Y2(e2 + 23)

= ko — 7262 — ky = —aen.

Then, the  component of Z = F'(z) becomes

. —M1 0
e = e.
{ 0 = }
Then, since v; and 7, are positive, we have that 23 is stable (this property can be certified

with the Lyapunov function V(e) =e'e).
Now we check the vector fields on the boundaries of C (see Figure 26]).

kv =701 + hy)
—Y2Z2

e When z € {z: 21 =01+ h1,0 < 29 < 0y + ho}, fi(z) = [ . Since

0< % < 01 — hy, we have that fi(z) points inside C4.
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Figure 26: The vector field at the boundaries of Cy, when 0 < % < 0y — hy.

e When z € {z : 0 < 2y < 0 + hy,x9 = 05 + ho}, fi(z) = { _%(;27_322) } Since

0< % < 01 — hy, we have that fi(z) points inside C4.

e Whenz € {x:0 <z <0+ hy,zo =0}, fi(z) = h —071% } fi(zx) is tangent to
the boundary of C}. ]
e When z € {z: 27 =0,0 < x9 < b+ ho}, filz) = jlx } Since k; > 0, we have
| — V22

that fi(z) points inside C4.

Then, every trajectory that enters or starts from C; will stay or never leave C;. Then, the
set () is forward invariant.

Since the equilibrium point 25 belongs to C}, every trajectory that reaches or starts from
(' converges to z3.

Global asymptotic stability follows since for every initial condition 2(0,0) € (C'U D)\C},
solutions reach (' in finite time. To establish this property, we check the vector field of the
system on the boundary of each set C;, for each i € {2, 3,4}.

e For initial points 2(0,0) € Cs:

— if % < Oy + hy (see Figure RH(a)), when z € {x : 21 = 6; — hy,0 < 25 <

Oz + ha}, fa(w) = h _k:l—(iz;hl) . Since 0 < % < 601 — hy, we have that

fo(x) points outside of Cy. When = € {x : 1 > 01 — hy, x5 = 0 + ho}, folz) =
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k1 —ym
ko — v2(02 + ha)
02.
Since there is no equilibrium point in Cy for this range of parameters and the
dynamics of x are linear, x; reaches ¢, — h; for every point z € Cy. Then, a jump
occurs. After the jump, the solution belongs to Cf.

— If % > 0y + hy (see Figure 25(b)), when z € {x : z; = 6 — hy,0 < 29 <

} . Since 0 < ’f{—; < 01 — hy, we have that fo(z) points inside of

Oy + ho}, folz) = { F1—71(0h = ) . Since 0 < & < 9, — hy, we have that
ko — yows m

fo(z) points outside of Cy. When x € {z : 21 > 61 — hy, 29 = O3 + ha}, fi(z) =

N iﬁw—(gzlil o) } Since 0 < % < 0y — hy, we have that fs(x) points outside

Cs.
Then, from z(0,0) € Cy, solutions will leave Cy and jump into C; or Cs.
e For every initial point z(0,0) € Cj:
—if % < Oy—hy, when x € {x : x1 > 01 —hy, 1o = 05 —hsy} (see similar case shown in

Figure 24(a)), f3(z) = [ oy — ;27(19;51_ o) } . We have that fs;(x) points outside of

Cs. When © € {z: 21 = 61 —hy, x5 > 0 —hy}, we have f(z) = { —71(01 — hy) ] ’
ky — Y212
which points outside of Cj.

—If by — hy < % < 0y + hy (see similar case shown in Figure 24(b)), when x € {x :

x1=01—hy, 29> 05— ho}, f3(x) = { —7(0r = h) } points outside of C'3. When
ky — 2o
xe{r:xy >0 —hy, 0 =0, — ho}, f3(x) = [ ky — ;:(1;;1_ o) } We have that

f3(x) points inside of Cj.
Then, from z(0,0) € C3, solutions will leave C3 and jump into Cy or Cs.

e For cach initial point z(0,0) € Cy (see similar case shown in Figure 23(b)), when
re{r:0<x <O+ hy,xe =03 — ho}, fa(x) = e . Then, we have
—72(62 — h2)

that fy(z) points outside C; and every solution leaves Cy by jumping into C;. When

x€{r:xy =01+ hy,x9 >0y — ho}, falx) = [ _71(971;_}‘1) } Then, we have that

—Y2%2

fa(x) points inside Cy. Then, for every initial condition z(0,0) € Cj, solutions will
reach C; in finite time.

From the above analysis, we have that: 1) from C; trajectories go to either Cy or C3; 2)
from Cj trajectories go to either Cy or Cy; 3) from Cj trajectories go to Ch.

Then, trajectories eventually enter C, which, using the arguments above, implies that
the equilibrium point 23 is globally asymptotically stable.
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Similarly, for case 4 in Table[l] it can be proven that 23 is globally asymptotically stable.
Since stability of 25 was proven in the proof of case 2 in Table [Il, now we check the vector
fields on the boundaries of C; when 6; — h; < % <01+ hy, 0+ hy < % < 05 (see Figure

21).

max |
02

oG

0y + ho

v

i 1

th—h1 Orthy oy
Figure 27: The vector field at the boundaries of Cy, when 61 — hy < % <01+ hy, O+ hy <

k2 — oz,
Y2

ky — 7101 + hy)
—Y2Z2

When = € {z : 21 = 01 + h1,0 < 29 < 05+ ho}, fi(z) = [ } Since

0, —h < % < 01 + hy, we have that fi(x) points inside C.

e When x € {z : 0 < 1 < 01 + hy,x9 = 65 + ho}, fi(x) = { _%(@Z{%ﬁ } Since

0, —h < % <01+ hy, 0+ hy < % < 05 we have that fi(x) points inside C}.

e When z € {x:0 <z <0+ hy,ze =0}, fi(z) = b _0%361 } fi(zx) is tangent to
the boundary of C}. ]
e When z € {z: 27 =0,0 < x9 < b+ ho}, filz) = jlx } Since k1 > 0, we have
| — 7272

that fi(z) points inside C4.

Then, every trajectory that enters or starts from C) will stay or never leave C. Then,
the set (y is forward invariant.
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Figure 28: The vector field at the boundaries of Cy, when 01 — hy < % <014 hy, O+ hy <

k2 < oz,
Y2

Since the equilibrium point 25 belongs to C}, every trajectory that reaches or starts from
Cy converges to z3.

Global asymptotic stability follows since for every initial condition z(0,0) € (C'U D)\C},
solutions reach (' in finite time. To establish this property, we check the vector field of the
system on the boundary of each set C;, for each i € {2,3,4}.

e For initial points z(0,0) € Cy: When = € {z : 7 = 0; — hy,0 < x5 < 0y + hy}(see

Figure B8), fo(x) = [ Fy = 71(01 = ) . Since 6, — hy < B < 0, + hy, we have
ka — Y212 n
that fo(z) points inside of Cy. When x € {z : z1 > 0; — hy, 29 = O + ha}, fo(x) =

k
ko — 72(02 + ho) gl
fo(x) points outside of Cs.

b =y } Since 01 — hy < £ < 01+ hy, 03 + hy < %2 < 057, we have that

Since there is no equilibrium point in C5 for this range of parameters and the dynamics
of x are linear, x5 reaches 0y + hy for every point z € Cs.

Then, from 2(0,0) € Cy, solutions will leave Cy and jump into Cj.

e For every initial point 2(0,0) € C3 : (see Figure 29) when x € {z : x; = 6; — hy, x5 >

Oy — ho}, since 0; — hy < % < Oy + hy, f3(x) = [ _Z;(flfy;le) } points outside of

ko — 72(62 — ha)
01 —h < % < 01+ hy, we have that f3(x) points inside of C3. Then, from z(0,0) € Cs,
solutions will leave C5 and jump into Cj.

Cg. When x € {SL’ Tx > ‘91 — hl,LEQ = ‘92 — hQ}, fg(I) = [ T :| Since
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e For each initial point 2(0,0) € Cy : (see similar case shown in Figure 23|(b)) when
x€{r:0< 2 <0+ hy,xe = 0y — hy}, since 6 — hy < i% < b+ hy, falz) =
{ —MN1
—72(02 — ho)
leaves Cy by jumping into Ci. When = € {x : 1 = 61 + hy, 29 > 03 — ho}, fu(z) =
[ —’71(91 + hl)

]. Then, we have that f;(x) points outside C); and every solution

. . Then, we have that fy(x) points inside C. Then, for every initial
—Y2g

condition z(0,0) € C4, solutions will reach C} in finite time.

From the above analysis, we have that: 1) from Cy trajectories go to C3; 2) from Cj
trajectories go to Cy; 3) from Cjy trajectories go to Cf.

Then, trajectories eventually enter C', which, using the arguments above, implies that
the equilibrium point 25 is globally asymptotically stable.

A.4 Proof of Proposition

For case 3, when 0; — hy < k—; < 01 + hq, % < Oy + ho, 2f and z5 are located in the region
noted as C in Figure
For an initial point z(0,0) € Cy, we check the vector fields on the boundaries of Cy (see

Figure BIi(a)).

e When z € {z : 21 =0, — hy,0 < 29 < 0y + ho}, fo(x) = F _]{::1_(0712;2}10 . Since

0, —h < % <01+ h,0< % < 0y + hs, we have that fo(z) points inside of Cs.
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Figure 30: Region C" given by the overlap between Cy and Co when projected onto the x
component.

e When =z € {z : &y > 0; — hy,x9 = 0 + ho}, folz) = []{é flw_(%fj’rl}m) } Since

0, —h < % <0 +h,0< % < 0y + ho, we have that fy(x) points inside of Cs.
ki — iz

oWhenze{z:xl26’1—h1,:£2:()},f2(:£):[ I ].Since@l—h1<%<
2

01 + hy,ke > 0, we have that fy(x) points inside of Cs.

Then, once a trajectory enters or starts from Cs, it will stay or never leave C; Then, the
set Cy is forward invariant. Since the equilibrium point zj belongs to Cs, every trajectory
reaching or starting from C, converges to z7.

For 2z(0,0) € Cy, we check the vector fields on the boundaries of C (see Figure BII(b)).

kv — 701 + hy)

oWhenxe{x:x1:91+h1,0§272§92+h2}>f1(55):{ Yo
—V2T2

} Since
0, —h < % < 01 + hy, we have that fi(z) points inside C4.

e When z € {z : 0 < 2y < 0 + hy,x9 = 05 + ho}, fi(z) = { _%(;27_?_322) } Since

0, —h < % < 01 + hy, we have that fi(z) points inside C4.

e When z € {z : 0 < 2y < 6y + hy,2y = 0}, fi(x) = {kl —71(091+h1) } fi(zx) is

tangent to the boundary of C}.

ks

e When z € {LEIZL’l :0,0SSL’Q §92+h2}, fl(l'): [
— 222

that fi(z) points inside C4.

]. Since k; > 0, we have
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Figure 31: when 0, —h; < % < 0,+h,0< % < Oy+hy: (a) the vector field at the boundaries
of Cy, (b) the vector field at the boundaries of C;.

Then, once a trajectory enters or starts from (7}, it will stay or never leave C;. Then, the
set C is forward invariant. Since the equilibrium point z3 belongs to Ci, every trajectory
reaching or starting from C converges to z;.
For initial points in C}, the vector field of the boundary at Cj is shown in Figure 23] (b).
When z € {ZL’ 0< 2 < 91 + hl,llfg = 92 — hg}, f4({L’) = { i
—72(92 - hz)
that f,(z) points outside C, and every solution leaves Cj by jumping into C;. Then, for
every initial condition z(0,0) € Cy, solutions will reach C} in finite time. As 2} € C}, so the
trajectory will stay in C; and converge to 23.
If 2(0,0) € (5, the vector field at the boundary of Cf is similar as that shown in Figure[24]

. Then, we have

1. If the parameters are in the range of #; — hy < % < 0+ h,0 < % < B0y — hy (see
similar case shown in Figure 24(a)), when o € {x : 0; — hy < z1 < 07" 29 = 05 — hs},
fa(x) = i —n } We have that f3(x) points outside of C3. When x € {x :

2

- 72(92 - hQ)
w1 = 01 — hy, 29 > 02 — hy}, we have f3(z) = 71 (0 — )
ko = 7222

(5. Depending on which jump set the solution hits, two possibilities of the equilibrium
points exist.

, which points outside

e If the trajectory hits the set x € {z : x1 = 64 — hy, x5 > 05 — hy}, which leads to
an update of ¢, the solution will jump into Cj. For this case, the trajectory will
reach C in finite time and converge to z3.

e If the trajectory hits the set z € {x : 21 > 61 — hy, x5 = 0 — ha}, g2 is updated to
0 from 1, the trajectory will enter Cy, and converge to the equilibrium point 27,
which is inside of Cs.

o4



2. If the parameters are in the range of ; — h; < % < 01+ hy,05 — hy < % < Oy + hy
(see similar case shown in Figure 24(b)), when = € {z : 1 > 61 + hy, x5 = 05 — ho},

fs(z) = i ;”?9361 h) | We have that f3(z) points inside of C3. When x € {z :
2 — Y2(V2 — N2
x1 =01 — hy,x9 > 05 — ho}, we have f3(x) = [ —71(01 =) } , which points outside
ko — Yoo

of C3. Thus, when the trajectory hits the set {z : 1 = 0; — hy, x5 > 0 — ho}, a jump
will occur, the solution will jump into Cy and finally enter C'; and converge to z3.
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