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COMPOSITIONAL SYMBOLIC MODELS FOR NETWORKS OF
INCREMENTALLY STABLE CONTROL SYSTEMS

GIORDANO POLA!, PIERDOMENICO PEPE! AND MARIA D. DI BENEDETTO!

ABSTRACT. In this paper we propose symbolic models for networks of discrete—time nonlinear control systems.
If each subsystem composing the network admits an incremental input—to—state stable Lyapunov function and
if some small gain theorem—type conditions are satisfied, a network of symbolic models, each one associated
with each subsystem composing the network, is proposed which is approximately bisimilar to the original
network with any desired accuracy. Quantization parameters of the symbolic models are derived on the basis
of the topological properties of the network.

1. INTRODUCTION

Symbolic models are abstract descriptions of control systems where any state corresponds to an aggregate of
continuous states and any control label to an aggregate of control inputs. The literature on symbolic models
for control systems is very broad. Early results were based on dynamical consistency properties [6], natural
invariants of the control system [I4], I-complete approximations [15], and quantized inputs and states [9] [].
Recent results include work on controllable discrete-time linear systems [24], piecewise-affine and multi-affine
systems [12] [3], set-oriented discretization approach for discrete-time nonlinear optimal control problems [I3],
abstractions based on convexity of reachable sets [22], incrementally stable and incrementally forward complete
nonlinear control systems with and without disturbances [17, 27, 21] [5], switched systems [11] and time-delay
systems |20 T9]. A limitation of some of the above results is that in practice they can only be applied to
control systems with small dimensional state space. This is because the computational complexity arising in
the construction of symbolic models often scales exponentially with the dimension of the state space of the
control system considered. When internal interconnection structure of a control system is known, one can
make use of this information with the purpose of reducing the computational complexity in deriving symbolic
models. Indeed, once a symbolic model is constructed for each subsystem, one can then simply interconnect
them to obtain a symbolic model of the original control system. In this paper we follow this approach and
propose a network of symbolic models that approximates a network of discrete—time nonlinear control systems.
In particular, if each subsystem composing the network admits an incremental input—to—state stable Lyapunov
function and if some small gain theorem—type conditions are satisfied, a network of symbolic models, each one
associated with each subsystem composing the network, is proposed which is approximately bisimilar to the
original network with any desired accuracy. Quantization parameters of the symbolic models are derived on
the basis of the topological properties of the network. Advantages of the proposed approach with respect to
current literature are as follows. Firstly, our approach does not cancel topological properties of the network,
which can be of great importance in the design process; for example, it allows incremental re-design of the
system when new functionalities, e.g. energy sustainability or security, are added to an existing design or an
error is discovered late in the design process. Secondly, the proposed approach simplifies the construction of
symbolic models. Indeed we only require the knowledge of a §—ISS Lyapunov function V; for each subsystem
3, and the satisfaction of some small gain theorem—type conditions for the strongly connected aggregates
of subsystems. A single §-ISS Lyapunov function for the entire network is not needed to be found. This is
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especially useful when real-word complex systems are considered. From the computational complexity point of
view, since we do not construct a symbolic model of the entire network, but symbolic models of each subsystem,
whose composition approximates the original network for any desired accuracy, the resulting computational
complexity scales linearly with the number of subsystems composing the network. We stress that composing
symbolic models in the network is not always necessary for control design (and formal verification) purposes.
In fact, by using the so—called on-the—fly algorithms (e.g. [7, [26], see also [I6]), a symbolic controller for the
whole network can be designed without the need of constructing explicitly the whole symbolic model of the
network.

Symbolic models for interconnected systems have been also proposed in [25]. This paper compares as follows
with [25]. While [25] considers stabilizable input-state—output linear systems, this paper considers §-ISS
nonlinear control systems. Moreover, while in [25] dynamical properties of control systems are not found for
the quantization parameters to match certain conditions guaranteeing existence of approximately bisimilar
symbolic models, this paper overcomes this drawback and identifies in small gain theorem—type conditions the
key ingredient to construct approximately bisimilar networks of symbolic models.

2. NETWORKS OF CONTROL SYSTEMS

In this paper we consider a network of control systems given by the coupled difference equations 31, Yo, ..., XN
described by:

. ‘ri(t+1) :fi(xl(t)"xQ(t)""’x (t)aui(t))v
(2.1) zi.{ m(t)GXiCRn“ui(t)euiCﬁmi,teNo.

Let n = Zie[l;N] n; and m = Zie[l;N] m;. Functions f; : R” x R™¢ — R™ are assumed to be locally Lipschitz
and satisfying f;(0,,,0,,,) = 0,,. Sets X; and U; are assumed to be convex, bounded and with interior. For
compact notation we refer to the network of control systems in by the control system ¥ described by
z(t+1) = f(z(t),u(t)), z(t) € X CR™, u(t) €U CR™, t € Ng, where X := x;ep,n) i, U 1= Xiep,nUs and
flx, (ur,ug, ., un)) == (f1(z, u1), fa(z, u2), ..., fn(z,uy)) for any x € R™ and (u1,us, ..., uy) € R™. Notation
and some technical notions used in the sequel are reported in the Appendix.

3. REsuLTS

Define the directed graph G = (V,€) where V = [1;N] and (4,5) € &, if function f; of 3; depends ex-
plicitly on variable z; or equivalently, there exist y;,z; € &; such that fj(21,...,@i—1,¥i, Tit1,.., T, Uj) F
fi(@, o, @iz, %y Tig1, o, T, u5). Let SCC(G) be the collection of strongly connected components Scey, associ-
ated with G; we define Sccy, = (Vi, &), N = card(Vx), N = card(SCC(G)) and Vy, = {i(1,k),i(2, k), ...,i(N, k)}.
We recall that by contracting each Sccy to a vertex, a Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG) is obtained. Given
Scex € Sce € SCC(G) we denote by Post(Sccy) the collection of strongly connected components that can be
reached in one step by Sccg and by Leaves(Scc) the collection of Scey, € Sce for which Post(Sce,) = @. We
denote by Post ! the inverse map of operator Post, i.e. Scc € Post™*(Scc) if and only if Scc C Post(Scey).
For each Scci, € SCC(G), define B = Xiep, X, Qe = Xiep Ui, Ty = Zievk n; and Ty = Zz‘evk m;.
Note that sets Zj; and () are convex, bounded and with interior. The interconnection of control systems
i(1,k) Zi(2,k) s Ez‘(ﬁk,k) associated with each Scci, € SCC(G), is denoted by

G+ T) = 0r(&(t), &2(0), - Ex(8), wi (D)),
(3.1) Hscr { 5:(7:) €, C Ik@kl,wk(tz) = CNIRmk,Itc € Ny,

where ¢y, : R® x R™+ — R™ ., The compositional approach that we take to build a network of symbolic models
for ¥ in (2.1) is based on the following three steps: (Step #1) Construction of symbolic models for ¥; in
Section Step #2) Construction of symbolic models for Yg.., in Section (Step #3) Construction of
symbolic models for ¥ in Section 3.3
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3.1. Symbolic models for subsystems ;. We start by providing a representation of each subsystem
¥, (i € [1;N]) in terms of the systen'ﬂ S(%) (X* Wi x U, — Y, H) where X7 = X;, W =

3

T1geey i1, T it L yeees HEN uz) +
:Z/{Z; ./L'»L .0 > mi 1f xi = fi($1,$27...,xN7Ui),
,

Y = X; and H}(x;) = x;. System S(3;) preserves many important properties of control system ¥;, as for
example reachability properties. System S(X;) is metric when we regard Y;* = X as being equipped with the
metric d;(z;, %) = ||x; — «}||. Note that system S(X;) is not symbolic because the cardinality of sets X, W
and U} is infinite. We now define a suitable symbolic system that will approximate S(3;) with any desired
precision.

X x Xy x ... x Xy x Xy X ... x Xy, U

*
i

Definition 3.1. Given %, i € [1; N] and a quantization vector € RY;, define the system S7(%;) = (X[, W, x

Uin, ? ,Y;-n,H?) where Xln [ ] n(i ),W [Xl]n(l) [ ] n(2 )X X[Xi—l]n(ifl)X[Xi+l]n(i+1)X---X[XN]n(N)7
U = Uiy, @ wl7w2""’$i7;’zi+h”"$N’ui ol if of = [fi(wr, 22,28, W]y, V' = X and H (2;) = ;.
System S”(%;) is metric when we regard Y;” = X; as being equipped with the metric d;(z;,2}) = ||z; — «}]|.

Moreover, since sets X; and U; are bounded then sets X, W, and U are finite from which, system
S"(%;) is symbolic. Space and time complexity in computing the symbolic model S7(¥;) are given by
Scomplex(S7(%;)) = card(X)? - card(W,” x U") and Tcomplex(S"(%;)) = card(X]') - card(W," x U"), re-
spectively. In the sequel, we consider the following assumption:

(A1) For each i € [1; N], alocally Lipschitz function V; : R™ xR™ — R exists for control system ¥;, which sat-

isfies the following inequalities for some Ko functions o, @;, p; and IC functions o; and 0 ; (j € [1; N, @ # j):

(1) a;(llwi — z5l]) < Vi(wi, 25) < @(||ls — x5]), for any 2, 7 € R™:;
(11) ‘/;(fi(xlnya"'7xN7ui)afi(x/laxl23"'axkaufi)) V(xz, ) < pz(‘/;(xux;))+
> jeming g iz — 25l) + oilllui — wil]), for any x;, 2% € R™ (j € [1;N]) and any w;, u; € R™:.

Function V; is called a 6—ISS Lyapunov function [II 2] for control system ;. The above assumption has been
shown in [2] to be a sufficient condition for the control system ¥, to fulfill the incremental input—to—state
stability property [I} [2]. We can now give the following preliminary result.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption (A1) holds and let L; be a Lipschitz constant of function V; in
X; x X;. Then, for any desired precision &; € RT and for any n € R'}\} satisfying the following inequalities

(3-2) Lin@)+ Y oii(n()) +oin(@) < (pi o)),
JE[LN] g
(3-3) ai(n(i)) < a;(ei),

systems S(%;) and S"(X;) are approzimately bz’simz’lmﬂ with precision €;.

The proof can be given along the lines of the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [I7]. We include it here for the sake of
completeness.

Proof. Consider the relation R; C X x X defined by (z;,z}) € R; if and only if V;(x;, z}) < a;(e;) and con-
sider any pair (2;,2}) € R. We first note that ||z; —/|| < a; ' (V;(x;, 2})) < &; from which, condition (i) of Defi-
nition[6.3|holds. We now show that also condition (ii) holds. Consider any (o1, ..., Ti_1, Tit1, -, TN, U;) € Wi X

Uy and the transition z; T L2 BN 4o iy system S(3;). Consider a control label (2, ..., 2}, @}, 1,

@, ul) € W x U such that ||:c] — || < n(j) for any j € [I;N], j 7é i and llw; — ul|l < n(i). Set
. . T, at+1 T U +

zi = fi(zh, @b, 2y, u ) and z/* [zi]n(,»), and consider the transition z p - in system

S7(%;). We get Vi(xf,2iT) < Vi(af, 2:) + Li |2/t — zi|| < Vilwy, o) — pi(Vilwy, o)) + > jersng i Oii(llT; —

IThe notion of system, taken from [23], is reported in the Appendix.
2The notion of approximate bisimulation, taken from [10], is recalled in the Appendix.



4 GIORDANO POLA, PIERDOMENICO PEPE AND MARIA D. DI BENEDETTO

wil) + oillus — will) + Lin(@) < (Id = pi) 0 a;(€i) + X2 jein i 06 (1)) + 0a(n(i)) + Lin(i) < a;(ei). In par-
ticular, the first inequality holds by definition of L;, the second inequality by the inequality (ii) in Assumption
(A1), the third inequality by the definition of 2/ and the last inequality by condition . Hence, condition
(ii) in Definition [6.3) holds. Condition (iii) in Definition [6.3|can be shown by using similar arguments. Finally,
for any x; € X by choosing z = [z],i) € X, we get Vi(z;,2}) < @;(||lzs — o)) < @(n(i)) < a;(ei). In
particular, the ﬁrst inequality in the above chain holds by the inequality (i) in the statement and the last
one by condition . Hence, R;(X;) = X,'. Conversely, for any z; € X' by picking x; = 2 one gets
Vi(zi,xf) =0 < q, ( ;) from which, R; *(X]') = X7, which concludes the proof. O

3.2. Symbolic models for interconnected subsystems Xg.., . As in the previous section, we start by
providing a representation of each subsystem Xg.., in terms of the system S(Zgec,) = (Xé‘CCk,WS*CCk X

* * * * _ = * = = = = = * —
Uchck7 *,Scck 7YScck7HScck) where XSCC;C = =k VVSCC;C =21 X 22 X X 81 X B4 X . X =N USCCk - Qk’
(€15 s€r—15€pt 1, EFWi). -
g’f *,Scc, gk; lf §}<; - (pk(glaéév . '7£ﬁ7 wk)? YS*CCk = =k a‘nd chck (gk?) = £k' SyStem S(ZSCCk)

is metric when we regard Yg,. = Zj as being equipped with the metric d(&x, ;) = max;ey, ||z; — x| for any
§k = (Ti(1,k)s Ti(2,k) 5 ...,xi(ﬁk’k)),fk = (x;(17k),a:;(27k), ""x;(ﬁk,k)) € Zk. In the sequel we consider the follow-
ing technical assumption that has been used in [8] to prove the small gain theorem for ISS continuous—time
control systems:

(A2) There exist K, functions gF, reals a¥ € R* and c CERS, 4,7 € Vi, j # i, such that p;(s) > aFgF(s) and
Oi,j Og] ( ) § Cz] ]( )7 for any 7’7.] S vka .7 7& i.

The above assumption is standard in the literature concerning the stability of network of control systems stud-
ied by means of small gain arguments (see, for instance, [8] for the case of ordinary differential equations). In
our discrete—time case, such assumption holds, for instance, if functions f; with ¢ € Vj, are globally Lipschitz,
and Assumption (A1) holds with V;(z;,x}) = ||gcZ — a| for any i € V. This reasoning is applied in Section [4]
to an academic example.

For later use, define V;7**(&x, &) = (Vie, k) (Ti1 k)5 T(1 1)) Vi) (Tik)s Tia ) o Viewm (@ i(ﬁk,k), )
where &, = (x i(l k)s Ti(2,k) -+ Ti(W ) ) and &), = (] (1E) ;(Q,k)’ ""$;(ﬁk,k)) Ay, = diag(al (1,5) i(2,k)’ ...,ai(ﬁk’k)),
and g*(s) = (g¥ i1, (51); i(27k)(52), ...,gi(ﬁhk)(st)), for any s = (s1, s2,..., 57, ) € R—ﬁ:' Moreover, define ma-

trlx C}, such that entrles in the diagonal are 0 and the entry of row j and column j’ with j # j’ is given by
1(] K)i(G ) for all 7,5’ € [1; N]. We can now give the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let us consider the subsystem Xgcc,. If Assumptions (A1) and (A2) and the inequality
T(A,Zlc’k) < 1 hold, then, for any vector A;, = (Ni(1,x)> Ni(2,k)> ...,Ai(m’k)) € R%k satisfying A;‘:(Ak —Cg) >0,

function Vi (Ex, &) = AL VYo (€, &), Eky & € R™ s a 6-ISS Lyapunov function for Ssec, , i-e. it satisfies the
following inequalities,

(i) o (llék — &lI) < Vil &) <a*(llé — §k||) for any &, &, € R™;
( ) Vk(@k(gl,éb,- ?£N7wk) @k(§17€27' 75 )) Vk(gkagk) < —p (Vk(gk?gk)) .
> jenim ek O (165 = 1D + o ([leor, — wk\l); for any &, &, € R™ and any wy,w), € R™*,

for some Koo functions o, @, p* and K functions o* k (G € [1 NJ,j # k). Moreover, let L be a Lipschitz
constant of function Vi in Zp x Zi. For any deszred preczswn ek € RT, select vector i € R% satisfying the
following inequalities:

(3-4) LAk + ) of (@) +o" (k) < (o 0 aF)(Eh),
JELN] ik
(3.5) at(m(k)) < a®(e").
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Define vector n € RY, by n(i) = 7(k) for all i € Vi, and k € [1;N]. Then, the compositz'orﬂ SH{S"(Z:) Yiev,,) of
the symbolic models S"(X;) associated with each control system ¥; (i € Vi), is approzimately bisimilar with
precision ek to system S(Zsecy, )-

Proof. The first part of the proof follows the proof of Theorem 4.7 in [§]. By Lemma 3.1 in [§] if r(A4,'Cy) < 1

there exists a vector A, = (Ai(1,k), Ni(2,k)» o> Ai(m,k)) € R%k such that Af(fAk+Ck) < 0. By defining o (s) =

min“(si(l,k)7si(2,k)7"'1si(ﬁk,k))”=s Zievk )\Zgl(sz) a‘nd ak’(s) = max“(si(l,k)7Si(2,k)7---73i(ﬁk1k))”=3 Zievk )\la’b(sl) (s’i S

R{), the inequality (i) in the statement holds. }Ne now show inequality (ii). Consider any &; := (2;(1,5), Zi(2,5)» -+
A / / /! n; P ! . / /

xi(ﬁj’j)),ij = (a:i(l)j),xi(zj), ’x’b(ﬁj,J)) c R and wj = (ui(l,j),ui(g’j), ...,ui(ﬁj’j)), wj = (ui(l)j),ui(lj), ey

u & j)) € R™i. Under Assumptions (Al) and (A2) the following equalities/inequalities hold:

NG _

Vk(gok(é.lnga "'agﬁa wk)a (pk(giagéa "'a§/ﬁ7 UJ;C)) - Vk(gkvﬂg) =

Zievk Az(‘/z(fz(xla T2, "'7‘TN7ui)a fi(‘rllﬁxév 7':6/]\/'7u;)) - ‘/7,(1‘25 1‘;)) S

Diev, Mil=pi(Vi(wi, 29)) + 2 jepiny s Oii (125 = 251)) + oil(lui = wi])) =

2iew, Ai(=pi(Vi(ai, xé))/ + 2 jevi i Oid (125 = x%”) +

2 jernpwy Tidllzs = 251)) + ey, Aioi(llus — wil])) <

2 iev, Nil=pi(Vi(i, 932))/4' D i eVngrti Tini © Qj_l(vjl(xj? z3)) +

Zje[l;N]\Vk oij(llz; —25l) + Zievk Aioi([lu; — i) <

Dicv, Ai(—afgf (Vi(zi, o)) + D eVt kg5 (Vi (g, 25))) +

Zievk )‘i(zj‘eu;]v]\vk aij([lz; — x;”)) + Zievk Aioi(|lu; — wil])) =

AL ( Ak + CGH V(€ &) + Yiev, Djenmisr ojrev, Nioig (2 = @hll) + iy, Aioi(lus — ull) =

Af(*Ak + Cr)g" (VYo (&, &) + Zje[l;ﬁ],j;ék (Zier Zj/evj i jr (|| — I;/H)) + 2 iy, Aioi(llui — wil]).

;ievk Zj’evj,j;ék >\i0i7j/(8j/) (Sj/ € Rg_), a'k(s)j maXH(slvs%---vsWi)”=s Ziévk )\zo—z(sz) (Si € RS_), one gets
Vi(n(€1s €2y oo & i) 01 (61, &5y o €y ) = V(€03 6) < =" (Vi€ 6)) + 2 jepim men o5 (1€ — 1D +
o (|lwr, — wi|]).  Since of and 0;»“ are K and pi is Ko, the inequality (ii) in the statement holds and
hence, V}, is a 6-ISS Lyapunov function for Ysce,- We now s}iow the second part of the statement. To

this purpose define the system S"(Xgec,) = (XgCCk,WSﬁCCk X Ud.e, s “se ,XgCCk,HgCCk) where chck =

Erlar), Waee, = [Enlaay X [Ealae) X - X Er-tlge-1) X Ertilag+) X - X Exlawmy Useer = [lack)
€1,€2,-,€k—1,€k+1,- €W . e 5 7 .

5’9 P Al glj if glj = [(pk(flag% ~-~7§N7 wk)]ﬁ(k)v YSZC)C = Xé]CCk’ and chck (é-k) = §k:- By usimg

7,5cCk

the same argumentf as in Proposition fgr any 1 € ]R% satisfying the inequalities in 1) and 1) we
get S(Bsce, ) ek ST(Bsee, ). Finally, since ST(Xgee, ) = S({S(X;) }iev, ), the second part of the statement is
proven. O

3.3. Symbolic models for the network of control systems ¥. When more than one strongly connected
component is associated with 3, the following results can be applied. As in the previous section, we first
provide a representation of ¥ in terms of the system S(X) = (X*,U*, — ,Y* H*) where X* =X, U* =U,

x —Z» atif 2T = f(x,u), Y* = X and H*(z) = x. System S(X) is metric when we regard Y* = X as being

equipped with the metric d(z, ") = max;c1;n [|2; — 2| for any z := (z1, 72, ..., 2N), 2" := (27,25, ..., 2y) € X.
Quantization parameters for the network of symbolic models are computed in Algorithm [I| that is explained
in Step #3 of the next section, through an academic example. It is easy to see that for any chosen precision
e € RT, there always exists a vector 7j € R% of quantization parameters, satisfying conditions in Algorithm

3The definition of the composition operator S(.) is reported in the Appendix.
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Algorithm 1. Compositional design of quantization parameters.
1 select the desired precision e €RT,
2 set (k) := o0, N} = o0, ¥ := 0, Vk € [1; N|; SCCiemp := SCC(G);
3 while SCCiemp # @ do
4 foreach Sccy, € Leaves(SCChemp) do
5 if 77(k) = oo then
6 if SCCtemp = SCC(G) then
7 | b=
8 else
9 ‘ ek := min{n(j), Scc; € Post(Scck)};
10 end
11 select 7j(k) € RT and nf € R*,VScc; € Post ™! ({Sccy,}) such that:
12 LET(k) + 0 (k) + sce, cpost- ey o 012) < (0% 0 2¥)(0);
13 at (k) < a*(eh)
14 set 7(j) := min{n;,7(j)},¥Scc; € Post™ L({Scer });
15 end
16 end
17 SCCtemp = SCCtemp \Leaves(SCCremp);
18 end

Moreover, since the number of strongly connected components of G is finite, Algorithm [I| terminates in a
finite number of steps. We can now give the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that Assumption (A1) holds and Assumption (A2) and condition r(A; 'Cy) < 1 hold
for each k € [1;N]. For any desired precision ¢ € RY, let ) € R% be obtained as output of Algorithm . Define
vector n € R}, by n(j) =7(k) for all j € Vi, and k € [1;N]. Then, the composition S({S"(%;)}icp;n) of the
symbolic models S"(%;) associated with each subsystem ¥; is approzimately bisimilar to S(X) with precision
€.

Proof. Define 57(Sgcc,) := S({S"(2;)}jev,) for any k € [1;N]. First of all note that S({S"(X:)}iep;n)) =
3({55(2&%)},66[1@) from which, in the sequel we show that S(¥) = ({S”(Escck)}k6 ) Let =7 be
the set of states of S7(Xg.,) for any k € [1; N]. Consider the relatlon R C (2] X Zg X ... X Eﬁ) x (27 x
27X ... X Hf) defined by ((&1,82, - &5, (61, €2, -+, &) € R if and only if Vi(&, &) < aFf(e¥). Consider
any ((51,52,. L&), (61,85, - .,f’ﬁ)) € R. We first note that by Algorithm [1} ¥ < &, k € [1;N]; hence,
[1(§1, 25 -, &x) = (€1,€2, -, §p) || = max 1;N] 16k — &l < MaAXy e [1;N] (@) (Vi(&r, &) < MaXye1, N e <e
from which, condition (i) of Definition holds. We now show that also condition (ii) holds. Consider
any w = (wi,ws,...,wy) € U" and the transition (&,&s,...,&x) —w> (€1,+,82,+, - Ex 1) In system S(X).

By Definition for any k € [1;N], the transition & ek, &k + 1s in system S(Xgec, ), for an appro-
priate input label vg. By definition of the Post operator, the inequalities in line 11 of Algorithm [I] coin-
cide with the ones in and . Hence, by Theorem . S(Xsce,) Zer ST(Xsee, ) from which, there

exists a transition &, ﬂ» £y in S7(sce,) such that Vk(gm,g%k) < aF(eF). We first note that by
definition of R, ((51 418245 & 4 ) (61,4580 4 ”EIW+)) € R. Secondly by Definition the transition

(&1,8, .. ,f’ ) — (1,458 45 &g )y With W' = (W), wy, ..., wh), is in S7(Xsce,, ) from which, condition (ii)
N+ N

in Definition [6.3| E 3lholds. Condition (iii) in Definition can be shown by using similar arguments. Finally, for
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FIGURE 1. Graph G = (V, &) associated with the network of control systems in the example
reported in Section [4]

any & € Z by choosing &, = [&k]q) € EZ we get Vk(fk,fk) <ak (|| -&l) <a k@(k)) < a®(e*). In partic-
ular, the first inequality holds by the inequality (i) in Theorem |3 . 3} the s second one by definition of operator [ ]
and the last one by Algorlthm Hence, R(Z; X Eg, X...XEx) = Ef X X...XE _7 Conversely, for any &, € =,

by picking & = &, one gets Vi (&, &)) = 0 < aF(e¥) from which, R~ ("77 x 24 7% .. X Hﬁ) =51 x By X ... X By,
which concludes the proof. O
4. AN ACADEMIC EXAMPLE

Consider the network of control systems 3 in (2.1)) with N = 6 and
fﬂ() 1(0) = K s+ (8);

fa(x(t), uz(t)) = K2 tanh(zz(t)) + ka2 (sech(zs(t)) — 1) + z1(1);

fa(@(t),us(t)) = r3173(t) + K3 2 sin(w2(t)) + 5(t) + us(t);

Ja(x(t),ua(t)) = ra(cos(za(t)) — 1) + ka,p(tanh(zs(1)));

fs(x(t),us(t)) = rs 1 sin(ws(t)) + w5 2 (sech(za(t)) — 1) + us(?);

Fo(@(t), us(t)) = ko1 ey + w5 (t),
where z(t) = (z1(t), z2(t), ..., z6(t)) for any ¢t € Ng. We set ;1 €] — 1,1[ for any ¢ € [1;6], k;2 € R for
any ¢ € [2;5], &; = [-1,1] and U; = [—1,1] for any ¢ € [1;6]. The goal is to construct a symbolic model

of ¥ with accuracy ¢ = 0.01. To this purpose we apply the results of the previous section. The resulting
graph G = (V,€) is specified by V = [1;6] and £ = {(1,2),(2,3),(3,2), (4,5), (5,3), (5,4), (5,6)} (see Fig. [I).
Strongly connected components of G are Scey with V; = {1}, Sceo with Vo = {4, 5}, Sces with V5 = {2, 3}, and
Scey with V4 = {6}. We are now ready to apply the three steps described in the previous section. Detailed
calculations on this example are reported in [18].

Step #1: Tt is possible to show that V; : R x R — R{, defined by V;(z;,2}) = |z; — @}, 2,2, € R, is a
0-ISS Lyapunov function for subsystem X, for all ¢ € [1;6]. Hereafter, we only report detailed calculations
for the case of ¢ = 5; the other cases follow analogously. By taking into account the Lipschitz property of the
functions z — sin(z), z — sech(z) — 1, z € R, the following equalities/inequalities hold, for any z;,z; € R,

€ [1;6], us,ut € R:

Vs(fs(x1,@a,. .., x6,us5), f5(x], xh, ..., x5,uk)) — Vs(as,25) =

|[f5(w1, 22, w6, us) = f5 (27, 25, .. 2, us)| — |os —a5] =

|ks,18in(zs5) + K5 2(sech(za) — 1) + us — k5,1 8in(zf) — K5 2(sech(z)) — 1) — uf| — x5 — x| <
ks 1llws — 25| + |Ks2|les — 2| + Jus — ug| — |ws — 25| <

— (1= [rs5.1]) [z5 — 5] + |K5 2|24 — 24| + [us — ug].

The Corresponding bounding constant and functions in Assumption (Al), are given by Ls; = 2 and for
any s € Ry, @s(s) = a5(s) = 5, ps(s) = (1= |ws1])s, 054(5) = |ws2ls, 055(s) = 0, j € [1;6], j # 4,
o5(s) = s. By analogous computations we obtain for all subsystems, including ¥5: L; = 2 for any ¢ € [1; 6]
ond, for any s € RY, Do) = () = o) = (1= eua)os i € [156] 03s00) =0 € 6] i # 5.
(i) ¢ 1(2.1),(2,3),(3,2),(3,5), (4,5), (5,4), (6,5)}, 0i5(5) = Imizals, (1,5) € {(2,3),(3,2),(4,5),(5,4)},
02.1(8) = 035(5) = 065(s) = s, 0i(s) =0, i = 2,4,6, 01(s) = o3(s) = o5(s) = s. Hence, Assumptlon
(A1) is satisfied for any i € [1;6].

Step #2: We only need to apply Theorem [3.3]to strongly connected components Scca and Sces because Scey and
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Scey are composed each of a single control system. To this purpose it is readily seen that Assumption (A2) is
verified for g7(s) = g3(s) = s, s € R§, i € {4,5}, j € {2,3}. Moreover, Ay = diag (1 — |r4.1|,1— |r5.]), As =
diag (1 — |wg,1], 1 — |k3.1]), C2 = [0, |ka,2]; |K5,2],0] and Cz = [0, |#a,2|; K3 2],0]. Condition r(A; *Cy) of Theo-
rem [3.3)is satisfied for k = 2,3, if and only if the small gain inequalities |k4265,2]/((1 — |ka1]) (1 — |r5,1])) < 1
and |ka2k3.2|/((1 — |k2,1]) (1 — |&3,1])) < 1 hold. For instance, the above inequalities are satisfied for ;1 = 0.5,
ki2 = 0.4, i =2,3,4,5. Taking into account of the computations in Step #1, we now compute functions V
and related constants and functions L*, p¥, J;?, oF k€ [1;4], j €[1;4], j # k. For k= 1,4, we have &, = z1,

gi = xllv 54 = Tg, 54,1 = x/67 Vl(glagi) = Vl('rlaxllL V4(§4a€4/1) = ‘/6(1'6733/6) For k = 2,3, we have 527: ('17471:5)7
§y = (v, 25), &3 = (w2,23), §5 = (w5, 23), and Va(82,85) = Ni(1,2)Va(wa, 7)) + Niga,2) Vs(s, 25), V3(€3,83) =
Ai(1,3)Va(w2, 25) 4 Ni(2,3)Va(w3, 75). Thus, we have L? = 2(A\j1,2) + Ni2,2)), L® = 2(Ni1,3) + Niz,3)), a2(s) =
lein{)\i(l,z),)\i(Qg)}Sa a’(s) = (Ni(1,2) + Ai2,2))85 ad(s) = min{\;(1,3), Ai(2,3) } 5 a(s) = (Ni(1,3) + Ai2,3))8s

0i(s) =0, j =1,3,4, o%(s) = Ai(2,2)5, a3(s) = Ai(1,3)5, o3(s) = Ai(2,3)55 a3(s) = Ai(2,3)5, 8 € Ry . Finally

following [8], let us choose A, such that each component of Af(Ak —C%) > 0, k = 2,3, and we can choose
p%(s) = (min{AQT(AQ - Cg)}/max{AQ}> s, p3(s) = (min{gg(Ag - Cs)}/ max{gg}) s, s € Rf. By the above
choice of parameters ;1 = 0.5, k;2 = 0.4, i € [2;5], we can choose A;(12) = 11, A\j22) = 13, Aj1.3) = 1 and
Ai(2,3) = 1, by which we obtain p?(s) = 0.0231s and p3(s) = 0.1s, s € R{.

Step #3: We now apply Algorithm [1fto design the vector of quantization parameters 77 € R . The leaf of the
DAG associated with G is Sccy. Since 7j(4) = oo, condition in line 5 is satisfied and e* is updated in line 7 to
e = 0.01. Parameters 7(4) and nj are chosen as 1.66 - 1073 in line 11. The set SCCfemyp is updated in line 14
to {Scci, Scea, Sces}. The leaf of the resulting SCCemp is now Sceg. Since 7j(3) = oo, condition in line 5 is
satisfied and &3 is updated in line 9 to 7j(4) = 1.66 - 10~3. Parameters 7(3), n; and 7} are chosen as 2.38-1075
in line 11. The set SCCiemp is updated in line 14 to {Sccy, Scea}. The leaves of the resulting SCCiemp are
now Sccy and Scep. Let us start by processing Scey. Since 7(1) = oo, condition in line 5 is satisfied and ! is
updated in line 9 to 7(3) = 2.38 - 1075, Parameter 7(1) is chosen as 3.96 - 107 in line 11. Consider now Scca.
Since 7(2) = oo, condition in line 5 is satisfied and €2 is updated in line 9 to min{7(3),7(4)} = 2.38 - 107°.
Parameter 7)(2) is chosen as 9.91 - 1078 in line 11. Set SCCtemp is updated in line 14 to the empty set and
the algorithm is over. We finally obtain 77 = (3.96-107°,9.91 - 1078,2.38 - 107°,1.66 - 10~3) and consequently,
n=(3.96-1075,2.38-1075,2.38 - 1075,9.91 - 107%,9.91 - 1078,1.66 - 10~3).

We conclude this section by performing a complexity analysis. By a straightforward computation, space
and time complexity in computing the collection of symbolic models S”7(X;) with ¢ € [1;6] are given by
Sieq;6)Scomplex(S7(;)) = 1.68-10% and ;¢ (1,6) Tcomplex(S7(%;)) = 2.02-10%2, respectively. The space and
time complexity in constructing the composition S({S7(3;) }ie[1,6)) are given by Scomplex(S({S"(%;) }ie1:6))) =
5.31-10% and Tcomplex(S({S"(2;)}ief;6))) = 3.04 - 10°¢. We now compare the above computational com-
plexity with the computational complexity arising when applying the discrete-time version of the results
reported in [I7]. To this purpose we consider ¥ as a monolithic control system and apply Proposition
which corresponds to Theorem 5.1 of [I7] in the discrete—time domain. It is possible to show that function
V™ defined by V*((21, 22, ..., 26), (21, %, -, ¥6)) = Djepuiq A" (0|2 — f], with A" = (3,1,1,11,13,1) (note
that A;, ¢ € [2;5] are the same used above for subsystems Scca, Scecs), is a §~ISS Lyapunov function for
Y. Corresponding bounding constant and functions associated with V* are given by L* = 60, a*(s) = s,
a*(s) = 30s, p*(s) = 7.7-107%s, 0*(s) = 17s, s € Ry. By applying Proposition to the entire control
system ¥, the (uniform) quantization parameter n* obtained is upper bounded by 107%; we set n* = 107°.
The corresponding space and time complexity in computing the symbolic model associated with S(3), denoted
S (%), are given by Scomplex(S” (X)) = 2.62 - 1013 and Tcomplex(S” (X)) = 4.11 - 107,

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we proposed networks of symbolic models that approximate networks of discrete—time nonlinear
control systems in the sense of approximate bisimulation for any desired accuracy. In future work we plan to
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extend the results of this paper to continuous—time nonlinear control systems. The extension is not straightfor-
ward because it requires appropriate techniques to find finite approximations of trajectories of continuous—time
control systems; in this regard, spline based approximation schemes proposed in [20] and [5] can be of help.
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6. APPENDIX

6.1. Notation. The symbol card(X) indicates the cardinality of a finite set X. Given a pair of sets X and
Y and a relation R C X x Y, the symbol R~! denotes the inverse relation of R, i.e. R™! = {(y,2) €
Y x X : (z,y) € R}. We denote R(X) = {y € Y|z € X s.t. (z,y) € R} and R7Y(Y) = {z € X|Ty €
Y st. (z,y) € R}. The symbols Ny, Z, R, Rt and R} denote the set of nonnegative integer, integer,
real, positive real, and nonnegative real numbers, respectively. The symbol R denotes the positive orthant
of R". Given n € Ny and n > 0 we denote by [1;n] the set {1,2,....,n}. Given aj,as,...,a, € R, the
symbol diag(ay,as, ..., a,) denotes the diagonal matrix whose entries in the diagonal are a;. For a matrix
A = (aij)i jenin), the inequality A > 0 (resp. A < 0) is meant component-wise, i.e. a;; > 0 (resp. a;; < 0) for
all4,j € [1;n]. The symbol r(A) denotes the spectral radius of a square matrix A, i.e. r(A) = max;=1,2, . n |\il,
where \;, i = 1,2,...,n, are the eigenvalues of A. Given a € R, the symbol |a| denotes the absolute value
of a and [a] the ceiling of a, i.e. [a] = min{n € Z|n > a}. Given a vector z € R™ we denote by z(i) the
i-th element of = and by |lz| the infinity norm of x. Given a € R and 2 C R™ the symbol ¢ denotes
the set {y € R"|F(wi,wa,...,wn) € Qs.t. y = (awy,aws, ...,awy,)}. The identity function is denoted by Id.
A continuous function v : RF — Ry is said to belong to class K if it is strictly increasing and ~(0) = 0;
function + is said to belong to class Ko, if ¥ € K and v(r) — oo as r — oco. Given n € Rt and X C R",
we set [X], = (nZ") N X; if X is convex and with interior there always exists n € RT such that for any
x € X there exists y € [X], such that ||z —y|| < n. Given z = (x1,22,...,2,) € R" and n € RT, define
[z], = (nlz1/0],n[z2/7],....,n[xn/n]) € nZ™; note that ||z — [z],]] < n. A directed graph G is specified by
a pair (V, &) where V is the set of vertices and £ C V x V is the set of edges. A pair (V',£’) is a subgraph
of G=(V,&)ifV CVand & C & Strongly connected components of a directed graph G are its maximal
strongly connected subgraphs.

6.2. Systems, Composition and Approximate Equivalence. We start by introducing the notion of
systems that we use as a unified mathematical paradigm to describe nonlinear control systems and their
symbolic models.

Definition 6.1. [23] A system is a quintuple S = (X, U, — Y, H), consisting of a set of states X, a set of
inputs U, a transition relation —— C X x U x X, a set of outputs Y and an output function H : X — Y.

A transition (z,u,z’) € —— of S is denoted by x —%+ 2/, System S is said to be symbolic if X and U are
finite sets and metric if the output set Y is equipped with a metricd : Y x Y — R;{ . Composition of systems
in formalized hereafter.

Definition 6.2. Given a collection of systems S; = (X;, X1 X ... x X;_1 x X;11 X ... x Xy x Uj, — Y, Hy),
(i € [1; N]), define the system S({S;}icii:ny) = (X, U, —— Y, H) where X = X; x Xo x ... x Xy, U =

(T15ee s @i 1,Tig 1, TN SUG)

Uy X Us X ... x Un, (x1,%2,...,ZN) (zf, 25, . k) if =, x for any

1€[;N], Y =X x Xo x...x Xy and H(z) = z.

%

In the above definition, note that if systems S; are equipped with metric d; then system S({S;}icp;ni) is
equipped with metric d((z1,z2,...,xN), (2], 25, ..., ¥y)) = max;eqi;n) di(2i, 2]). We conclude this section by
recalling the notion of approximate bisimulation.

Definition 6.3. [10] Let S* = (X*,U?, — ,Y' H?) (i = 1,2) be metric systems with the same output sets

Y?! = Y2 and metric d, and let ¢ € R be a given precision. A relation R C X! x X? is an e-approximate
bisimulation relation if for all (2!, 2?) € R the following conditions are satisfied: (i) d(H!(z!), H?(2?)) < ¢;
2 2

1
(ii) For any ! %» zl there exists 2? %» 22 such that (z1,2%) € R; (iii) For any z? Lz’ z% there
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1
exists 2! %» x}r such that (:v}r, mi) € R. Systems S and S? are approximately bisimilar with precision ¢,

denoted by S 22, S2. if there exists an e-approximate bisimulation relation R between S' and S? such that
R(X!') = X? and R™}(X?) = X L.
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