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TORSION DISCRIMINANCE FOR STABILITY OF LINEAR
TIME-INVARIANT SYSTEMS

YUXIN WANG !, HUAFEI SUN *, YUEQI CAO !, AND SHIQIANG ZHANG !

AssTrACT. This paper proposes a new approach to describe the stability of linear time-invariant
systems via the torsion 7(t) of the state trajectory. For a system 7(t) = Ar(t) where A is
invertible, we show that (1) if there exists a measurable set E; with positive Lebesgue measure,
such that 7(0) € E; implies that lim 7(¢) # 0 or lim 7(¢) does not exist, then the zero
t——+o0 t——+o0
solution of the system is stable; (2) if there exists a measurable set E2 with positive Lebesgue
measure, such that r(0) € E> implies that . li$ 7(t) = +o00, then the zero solution of the system
—+00

is asymptotically stable. Furthermore, we establish a relationship between the ith curvature
(i =1,2,---) of the trajectory and the stability of the zero solution when A is similar to a real
diagonal matrix.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that Lyapunov laid the foundation of stability theory. Linear systems are
the most basic and widely used research objects, which have been developed for a long period.
However, the traditional methods rely heavily on linear algebra. There are few results obtained
from geometric aspects.

Curvature and torsion are important concepts in differential geometry. In 7 Wang et al.
gave a description of the stability for two- and three-dimensional linear time-invariant systems
7(t) = Ar(t) by calculating the curvature and torsion of the state trajectory r(¢) in each case.
Furthermore, in |3| the authors use the definition of higher curvatures of curves in R™ given in
to obtain the relationship between the first curvature of the state trajectory and the stability of
the n-dimensional linear system.

In this paper, we will describe the stability of the zero solution of n-dimensional linear time-
invariant system by using the torsion, namely, the second curvature.

Our main results are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that 7(t) = Ar(t) is a linear time-invariant system, where A is similar to
an n x n real diagonal matriz, r(t) € R™, and 7(t) is the derivative of r(t). Denote by k;(t) (i =
1,2,--+) the ith curvature of trajectory of a solution r(t). We have
(1) if there exists a measurable set E C R™ whose Lebesgue measure is greater than 0, such that
r(0) € E implies that lim k;(t) # 0 or lim k;(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of the
t——+oo t——+oo

system is stable;
(2) if A is invertible, then under the assumptions of (1), the zero solution of the system is
asymptotically stable.
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that 7(t) = Ar(t) is a linear time-invariant system, where A is ann X n
invertible real matriz, and r(t) € R™. Denote by 7(t) the torsion of trajectory of a solution r(t).
We have

(1) if there exists a measurable set 1 C R™ whose Lebesque measure is greater than 0, such
that r(0) € Ey implies that lUm 7(t) # 0 or lim 7(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of

t——+oo t——+o0

the system is stable;

(2) if there exists a measurable set Eo C R™ whose Lebesgue measure is greater than 0, such that
r(0) € Es implies that tiigrnooT(t) = +o00, then the zero solution of the system is asymptotically
stable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we review some basic concepts and propositions.
In Section |3} we study the relationship between the ith curvature (i = 1,2,---) of the trajectory
and the stability of the zero solution of the system when the system matrix is similar to a real
diagonal matrix, and we prove Theorem In Section [d] we establish a relationship between the
torsion of the trajectory and the stability of the zero solution of the system, and complete the proof
of Theorem [T.2} Two examples are given in Section[5] Finally, Section [f] concludes the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, all vectors will be written as column vectors, and ||z|| will denote the
Euclidean norm of x = (z1,72, - ,2,)T € R", namely, ||z| = />, 2. The vector r)(¢)
denotes the ith derivative of vector r(¢). We denote by det A the determinant of matrix A. The
eigenvalues of matrix A are denoted by A\;(A4) (i = 1,2, ,n), and the set of eigenvalues of matrix
A is denoted by o(A). The degree of polynomial f(t) is denoted by deg(f(t)).

2.1. Stability of Linear Time-Invariant Systems.

Definition 2.1 (|5]). The system of ordinary differential equations
(2.1) 7(t) = Ar(t)

is called a linear time-invariant system, where A is an n x n real constant matrix, r(t) € R", and
7(t) is the derivative of r(t).

Proposition 2.2 ([5]). The initial value problem

7(t) = Ar(t),
22 { (0) = ro.

has a unique solution given by
(2.3) r(t) = e,

where eth =377 tkk—ﬁ‘k.
The curve r(t) is called the trajectory of the system with the initial value rog € R™.

Definition 2.3 ([6l/7]). The solution r(t) = 0 of differential equations is called the zero
solution of the linear time-invariant system. If for every constant € > 0, there exists a 6 = d(g) > 0,
such that ||r(0)|| < & implies that ||r(¢)|| < & for all ¢ € [0, +00), where r(t) is a solution of (2.1)),
then we say that the zero solution of system is stable. If the zero solution is not stable, then
we say that it is unstable.

Suppose that the zero solution of system is stable, and there exists a & (0 < 6 < d), such
that [|7(0)] < & implies that tl}rﬁwr(t) = 0, then we say that the zero solution of system is

asymptotically stable.
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Proposition 2.4 (|6]). The zero solution of system 1s stable if and only if all eigenvalues of
matriz A have nonpositive real parts and those eigenvalues with zero real parts are simple roots of
the minimal polynomial of A.

The zero solution of system is asymptotically stable if and only if all eigenvalues of matrix
A have negative real parts, namely, Re{\;(A)} <0(i=1,2,--- ,n).

Proposition 2.5 ([6]). Suppose that A and B are two n X n real matrices, and A is similar to B,
namely, there exists an n x n real invertible matriz P, such that A= P~'BP. For system ,
let v(t) = Pr(t). Then the system after the transformation becomes

(2.4) o(t) = Bu(t).

System is said to be equivalent to system , and v(t) = Pr(t) is called an equivalence
transformation.

Proposition 2.6 (|6]). Let A and B be two n x n real matrices, and A is similar to B. Then the
zero solution of the system 7(t) = Ar(t) is (asymptotically) stable if and only if the zero solution
of the system 0(t) = Bv(t) is (asymptotically) stable.

2.2. Curvatures of Curves in R".

Definition 2.7 (|8]). Let r : [0, +00) — R3 be a smooth curve. The functions

[l7:(8) < ()]l
)11

(7(1),#(t), 7'(1))

"= 1#(0) > FO) P

, T(t) =

are called the curvature and torsion of the curve r(¢), respectively.

Gluck [4] gave a definition of higher curvatures of curves in R™, which is a generalization of
curvature and torsion. Here we omit the definition of higher curvatures and review their calculation
formulas directly.

In this paper, V;(t) denotes the i-dimensional volume of the i-dimensional parallelotope with
vectors 7(t), #(t), ---, 7 (t) as edges, and we have a convention that Vy(t) = 1.

Proposition 2.8 ([4]). Let r : [0,400) — R™ be a smooth curve, and 7(t) # 0 for all t €

[0, +00). Suppose that for each t € [0,400), the vectors (t),#(t),--- , 7™ (t) (m < n) are linearly
independent. Then the ith curvature of a curve r(t) is

Vie1(#)Vig1(t)

M0 = o

(i=1,2,-,m—1).

In 4], according to the definition of the curvatures of curves in R", we have «;(s) > 0 for
=12, ,m—1.

If 7(t) is a smooth curve in R?, and #(t),#(¢), 7'(¢t) are linearly independent, then we have
Frenet-Serret formulas (cf. [8]), where k1(s) = k(s), and k2(s) = |7(s)|, which means the first and
second curvature are the generalization of curvature and torsion of curves in R3, respectively. In
the remainder of this paper, we use x(t) instead of k1 (t), and 7(¢) instead of ka(t), for simplicity.

We can give V;(t) by the derivatives of r(¢) with respect to ¢. In fact, we have the following
result.
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‘ . . . T
Proposition 2.9 (|3]). Write r((t) = (r%l)(t)mg)(t), s (t)) . We have

. " k
() Fa(t) - P
. . k
() P - )
V2(t) = 3
1< <io < <ip <N
. . k
Fao(t) o (t) - ()

By Proposition and we obtain the expression of each curvature of curve r(t) in R™ by
the coordinates of derivatives of r(¢). In particular, if 7(¢) and #(¢) are linearly independent, then
the torsion of r(t) satisfies

ri(t) () Tt

Dici<ic<ksn [T () Fi(t) T5(0)

RO UACERLAR
(2.5) 7(t) = ij(t) - ip(t) (1))
Zl<p<q<"
Tq t in.q(t)

On the other hand, if V5(t) = 0, namely 7(¢) and #(¢) are linearly dependent for all ¢, then obviously
we have the convention that 7(¢) = 0. Further, the function V5(t) will be examined in detail in
Subsection

2.3. Relationship Between the Curvatures of Two Equivalent Systems.

Wang et al. 3] establish a relationship between the curvatures of the trajectories of two equiv-
alent systems. In fact, let a curve r(¢) be the trajectory of system , and suppose that for
each t, the vectors 7(t),#(t), - ,r(™)(t) are linearly independent. Then we can define curvatures
Kr1(t), Kr2(t), -+ Krm—1(t) of the curve r(t), and we have the following result.

Proposition 2.10 ([3]). Suppose that a linear time-invariant system 7(t) = Ar(t) is equivalent to
a system 0(t) = Bu(t), where A = P71BP, and v(t) = Pr(t) is the equivalence transformation.
Let k,;(t) and K, ;(t) be the ith (i = 1,2,--- ,m — 1) curvatures of trajectories r(t) and v(t),
respectively. Then we have

lim k,;(t) =0 < lim k,,(t) =0,
t——+oo t—+o0

lm k,;(t) =400 <= lm k,,(t) = +o0,
t——+oo t——+oo

Kri(t) is a bounded function <= K, ;(t) is a bounded function.

2.4. Real Jordan Canonical Form.
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Proposition 2.11 (|7,9]). Let A be an n x n real matriz. Then A is similar to a block diagonal
real matriz

C’nl (Cll, bl)
Ch, (a2, b2) 0

(2.6) Cnp (apa bp) )
an+1 ()‘;D+1)

Jnr (AT)
where

(1) for k € {1,2,---,p}, the numbers A\, = ap + /—1by, and N\, = ap — V/—1b, (ax, by €
R, and by, > 0) are complex eigenvalues of A, and

Ay I
Ak IQ
an(ak,bk) = Ak s

A
k 2np X2ny

where Ay, = (ag Zk) Iy = ((1) (1)) ;
—0p  ag

(2) forje{p+1,p+2,---,r}, the number \; is a real eigenvalue of A, and
A1

1
Aj
The matrix @ is called the real Jordan canonical form of A.

T XM

3. REAL DIAGONAL MATRIX

In this section, we study the case that the system matrix is similar to a real diagonal matrix,
and prove Theorem From Proposition and Proposition we only need to focus on the
case that A is a real diagonal matrix, and prove Proposition (3.1

In what follows, we defind a subset of R™ that

S = {7‘(0)

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that 7(t) = Ar(t) is a linear time-invariant system, where A is annxn
real diagonal matriz, and r(t) € R™. Denote by k;(t) (i = 1,2,---) the ith curvature of trajectory
of a solution r(t). Then for any given initial value r(0) € S, we have
(1) 4f lUm k() #0 or lm k;(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of the system is stable;
t—+o0 t—+o0

’I“(O) = (Tl(O)’r2(0)7 e 7’I“n(O))T € R",s.t. H’I“l(O) #+ O} .

(2) if A is invertible, and lim £;(t) #0 or lim x;(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of
t—+oo t—+oo

the system is asymptotically stable.

Wang et al. |3] has proved the case of ¢ = 1. Now we give a complete proof of this proposition.
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Proof. (1) Suppose that A is an n x n real diagonal matrix, namely,
A =diag{A, A2, , An}e
Then
AP = diag{\F NE ..o AFY et = diag{eMt et Mt
where p = 1,2, ---. Hence we have
r(t) = etr(0) = (e’\ltrl(O) A2t (0), - - 7e)‘”trn(O))T,
F(t) = Ar(t) = (MeMr(0), Aoty (0), -+, Anenlr, (0))

r®)(t) = AFr(t) = (AreMtri(0), Ne 2 ra(0), -+ e ra (0))
namely, the coordinates of derivatives of r(t) are
Fi(t) = AN (0), e , () = MreMtry(0) (i=1,2,-- ,n).
Then by Proposition 2.9, we obtain
. ; DYNE
P (t) () P
. . k
NORENORSEIEER0
VE(t) = Z
1< << <ip<n
. . k
Fat) Pt o )
Ayeritr, (0) A2 eMatr, (0) - Aberutr, (0))
AigeMiatri, (0) A2 eMiafry (0) -+ AEeriafry, (0)
1< <ip < <ip <N
)\ike)\iktrik(o) )‘2 Aigt T (0) )‘k Airt T (0)
1y 2
1N, A2 At
k—1
y k LN, A2 i
-y e
1< << <ip <N q=1
2 k—1
Lo, AL A
. 2
(31) = Z e H T’zq H ()\15 — >‘Za)
16 <t < <ip <N q=1 1<O¢<5<k
We see that if the eigenvalues A;,, Ai,, -+, A;, of A are non-zero and distinct, then a term of the

k
form Ce2(2p=l Xip )t will appear in the expression of V?(¢), where C is a constant depending on
the eigenvalues and initial value, and C' > 0.
By Proposition [2:8] the square of the ith curvature is

(3.2) H?(t):‘W (i=1,2,-,m—1).
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Now, we consider the limit of x;(t) as ¢ — 400 by comparing the exponents of e in the numerator
and denominator of x2(t). Let A; and Ay denote the maximum values of « in the terms of the
form e in V2, (t)VA,(t) and V2(t)V;(t), respectively. We define

Aq) = max {o(A)\ {0}},
A2y = max {a(A)\ {0, 1)} },

Then by (3.1) and (3.2)), we have

i—1 1+1 %
A1=22/\(a)—|—22)\(b), A2=2)\(1)+4Z)\(C).
a=1 b=1 c=1

Thus,
A1 =8 =2 (A1) — Ay — Ay -
It follows that

lim r;i(t) =0 <= A1 <Ay <= Ay + @) > Ai+1),

t—-+4o00

t—lg-noo ki) =C <= A1 =Ay <= )\(1) + )\(i) = )\(i+1)7
(3.3) tligloo Ki(t) = +oo <= A1 > Ay <= A1)+ Au) < A@+1),
where C' is a positive constant depending on the initial value 7(0) = ro (r;(0) # 0 for j =
1,2,--- ,n). Here we notice that for any given real diagonal matrix A, if for a given initial value

r(0) € R™ that satisfies H?:1 r;(0) # 0, we have , li+m ki(t) = 0 (or 400, or a constant C' > 0,
—r+00
respectively), then for an arbitrary r(0) € R™ satisfying H;L:1 r;(0) # 0, we still have . hEl ki(t) =
—+00
0 (or 400, or a constant C' > 0, respectively).
Noting that A is a real diagonal matrix, by Proposition the zero solution of the system (2.1))

is stable if and only if A;(A) < 0(i = 1,2,---,n). If the zero solution of the system is unstable,
then we have A1) > 0, thus A1) + Ay > Ay By 1) we have tl}grnoo ki(t) = 0. In other words,

if lim k;(t) #0o0r lim k;(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of the system is stable.
t——+o0 t—+4o00
(2) Suppose that A is invertible, and lim &;(t) # 0 or lim k;(t) does not exist. Then 0 is
t——+o0 t—+o0

not a eigenvalue of A, and the zero solution of the system is stable. By Proposition [2.4] the zero
solution of the system is asymptotically stable. 0

Now, we proceed to the proof of Theorem [I.1

Proof of Theorem[I.1 Suppose that the linear time-invariant system 7(¢t) = Ar(t) is equivalent to
a system ©(t) = Buv(t), where B is a real diagonal matrix, A = P~1BP, and v(t) = Pr(t) is the
equivalence transformation. They by Proposition [2.10, we have

(3.4) lim k,;(t) =0 < lim kK,,(t) =0.

t—+oo t——+oo

We define

S = {P‘lv(o)

v(0) = (v1(0),v2(0), -+ ,vn(0))" € R™,s.t. J[vi(0) # o} .
i=1
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Note that we can regard any given n X n invertible matrix P as an invertible linear transformation
P :R™ — R"™, and the Lebesgue measure of R™\S satisfies

(3.5) m (R"\S) —0.

If there exists a measurable set E C R™ whose Lebesgue measure is greater than 0, such that
r(0) € E implies that f—li-&-moo Kri(t) # 0 or t£+moo Kr,i(t) does not exist, then by 1) and l ,
there exists a r(0) € S, such that the trajectory v(t) with initial value v(0) = Pr(0) satisfies

lim k,(t) # 0 or , ligl Ky,i(t) does not exist. Notice that when r(0) € S, the vector v(0)
— oo

t—+o00
satisfies [}, v;(0) # 0, thus by Proposition the zero solution of the system ©(t) = Bo(t) is
stable, and then by Proposition the zero solution of the system 7(¢t) = Ar(t) is also stable,
which proves Theorem (1).

Since A is similar to B, the matrix A is invertible if and only if B is invertible. The method of
the proof of (1) works for (2), which completes the proof of Theorem [1.1 O

4. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TORSION AND STABILITY

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [I.2] which establish a relationship between the
torsion of the trajectory and the stability of the zero solution of the system. From Proposition [2.6
Proposition 2:10} and Proposition [2.11] we only need to focus on the case that A is an invertible
matrix in real Jordan canonical form , and prove the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that 7(t) = Ar(t) is a linear time-invariant system, where A is an
n X n invertible matrixz in real Jordan canonical form, and r(t) € R™. Denote by 7(t) the torsion
of trajectory of a solution r(t). Then for any given initial value r(0) € S, we have
(1) if lm 7(t) #0 or lm 7(t) does not exist, then the zero solution of the system is stable;
t—+oo t—+oo

(2) ift liﬂ_n 7(t) = 400, then the zero solution of the system is asymptotically stable.
—+00

4.1. Blocks J,()\) and C,,(a,b).
In order to study the matrices in real Jordan canonical form (2.6]), we first consider the blocks
of the forms

Al A I
Al A I
(4.1) Jp(A) = A and Cp(a,b) = A - ,
1 . IQ
A PXp A xom
where \,a,b € R, b >0, and A = <—ab Z) Part of this subsection goes back to the work as far

as [3].
(1) For a J,(\) block, by direct calculation, we obtain

A3 3N 3N 1

A2 o2x 1
A3 3A% 3
A2 2)\ \ ,
PR S C RN |
(42) J2(\) = A2 SEPSOVNES : ;

A3 T3

2
) 32
A PXp )\3

pXp
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and we have the exponential function

12 43 =1

Lt 5 5 =

t2 +P 2

Lot g (»-2)!

... tp73

(4.3) el TN = M b (p=3)
1 t
1

For the system #(t) = J,(\)r(t), by substituting (4.3)) into r(t) = e*/»*r(0), we obtain the
expressions of the coordinates of r(t)

(44) Tk(t) = eAth;k(t) (k = 17 2a e 7p)a

where the polynomial

p—k
(4.5) Po(t) =Y ri+(0)

]
—~

Substituting 1' and 1) into (%) (t) = Jy(N)r(t) for s = 1,2,3, combined with 1) we see

that the coordinates of the derivatives of r(t) are
(1) = Ari(t) + g1 () = e {ABpe(t) + Poa (1)}

rk(t) = /\zrk(t) + 2/\T’k+1( ) + Tk+2( At {/\2 ) + 2)\Pp k+1( ) + Pp;k+2(t)} ,

Tk( ) = /\ST‘k( ) + 3)\27’k+1(t) + 3)\7’k+2(t) + T’k+3(t)
(4.6) A AN Bk (1) + 3N Pyp1 () + 3APpp2(t) + Prira(t)}

3

where we have a convention that r;(t) = 0 for k& > p.
We see that if k € {1,2,---, p}, then deg(P,x(t)) = p — k; if £ > p, then P, (t) = 0.
(2) For a C,(a,b) block, a direct calculation gives

(4.7)
A3 3A% 3A L
A2 20 I, (
A3 3A? 3A
A% 2A :
A3 3A2 . [2
Cfn(avb) = A2 - I ) Ongm(avb) = .
A3 . 3A
2A
3A2
A2
2mx2m A3

2mx2m
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a2 — b2 2ab a(a2 o 3b2) b(3a2 B b2)
where A% = ,and A = : and we have the expo-
—2ab a? — b? 7b(3a2 . b2) a(a2 - 3b2)
nential function
2 3 m—1
R tR LR LR --- ﬁ R
R tR LR ... AR
2! (m—2)!
R tR ﬁR
(48) thm(a,b) — Cat (m—3)!
R tR
R

cosbt sinbt
where R =
—sinbt cosbt

For the system 7(t) = Cy,(a, b)r(t), write

r(t) = (ri(t),r2(t), -+ Pam—1(t), ram(t)"
= (r1,1(),r12(8), 721 (t), T22 (), T (8), T2 (1) T

Substituting (4.8 into r(t) = e!“m(®b)r(0), we obtain the expressions of the coordinates of (t)

(49) T‘i’l(t) = eatTm;i’l(t), Tiﬁz(t) = eatTm;i’g(t) (Z = 1, 2, s ,m),
where
m—1 tk
Tm;i,l(t) = E(TgiJer,l(O) cos bt + T2i+2k (0) sin bt),
(4.10) h=0
m—1 tk
Tmmg(t) = E (*7’2i+2k—1 (0) sin bt + T2i42k (0) COS bt)
k=0
By (4.10), we have
r2 1 (0) + 12 m—3
(4.11) T2,04() + T p(8) = Tl 20 s Z 1B, (

[(m — 1)!]?

where each B (t ) is a bounded function.
Substituting (4.1)) and (4.7) into r(*)(t) = C%,(a,b)r(t) for s = 1,2,3, combined with (4.9), we
see that the coordlnates of the derlvatlves of r(t) are

Fi1(t) =ar; 1 () + bri(t) + rig11(t) = € {aTmi1 () + 0T 2(t) + Tnsir1 (8}
io(t) = —bria(t) +ario(t) + rig12(t) = €™ {=bTrn;i1(t) + Ty 2(t) + Tiniv1,2(8)}
Fia(t) = (a2 — b2) ri,1(t) + 2abr; 2(t) + 2ar;y1,1(t) 4+ 2briz1,2(t) + rig2,1(2)
e {(a® = b%) Trnyi1 (t) + 2abT 15,2 () + 20T 5411 () + 26T 05551 2(t) + Trnsi21 (1)
Fi2(t) = — 2abr; 1 (t) + (a2 — b2) ri2(t) — 2briy11(t) + 2ariy1,2(t) + Tig2,2(t)
=e™ {—2abT,i1(t) + (a® — b%) Trnii2(t) — 26T 541,10 () + 2aT0mi41,2(t) + Tonina 2 (D)}
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7:.1(t) =a (a2 — 3b2) ri1(t) +b (3a2 - b2) ri2(t) +3 (a2 - b2) Tix1,1(t) + 6abr; i 2(t)
+ 3ar;yo,1(t) + 3briyo2(t) + riys 1 (t)
=e™ {a (a® = 3b) Trn;i1(t) + b (3a® = V) Thyi2(t) + 3 (a® — b%) Trnyigr,1(t) + 6abTinig1,2(t)
+3aT ;42,1 (t) + 30D i42,2(8) + Tinsigs,1(t)},

Ti2(t)=—0 (3a2 — bz) rii(t) +a (a2 — 3b2) ri2(t) — 6abriy11(t) +3 (a2 — 62) rit1,2(t)
— 3brip2,1(t) + 3arita2(t) + ripaa(t)
=e™ {—b (3a® = b%) Trni,1(t) + a (a® — 30%) Ty 2(t) — 6abT i1 (t) + 3 (a® = b%) Trnsig1,2(2)
=3bT msi12,1(t) + 3aTim;it2,2(t) + Tinsiva,2(t)}
(4.12)

where we have a convention that if ¢ > m, then r; ;(t) =0 (j = 1,2).

It should be noted that in the following subsections we will consider the case where A has more
than one block of the form J,(A) or Cy,(a,b), so when Py (t), T 1(t) and Ty, 2(t) appear in the
following, the r44;(0) in should be understood as the coordinate of r(t) which corresponds
to the (k + [)th row of the diagonal block corresponding to the P,.x (), and the ro;4o,—1(0) and
r9i+2,(0) in should be understood as the coordinates of r(¢) which correspond to the (2¢ +
2k — 1)th and (2i 4 2k)th row of the diagonal block corresponding to the T, 1(t) and i 2(%),
respectively.

4.2. Function V;(t).
By Proposition 2.9 we have

ri(t) 7t
(4.13) Vi) =

1<i<j<n |7 () #5(¢)
Considering the form of the expression of torsion 7(t), it is necessary to make a detailed analysis

of the function V().

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that 7(t) = Ar(t) is a linear time-invariant system, where A is an n X n
matriz in real Jordan canonical form, and r(t) € R™. The function Va(t) is given by {{.13). Then
for any given r(0) € S, we have

(1) Va(t) = 0 if and only if

\ J2(0)
(4.14) A= (AeR) or A= ,

OZXZ

where z € {0,1,--+ ,n};
(2) if Va(t) # 0, then there exists a T > 0, such that Va(t) > 0 for all t > T.

Proof. Suppose A is an n X n matrix in real Jordan canonical form.

(a) If A has a diagonal block Cy,(a,b) (without loss of generality, we assume that this Cp,(a,b)
block is the first diagonal block of A), then by , , , and the analysis of Subsection
4.4 of 3], we have

SOOI R
(4.15) Vi) = > = lat <Ct4m—4+ > t‘PB@(t)>7

1<i<j<em |15(t)  75(t) =0
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2( 2, 32\2( 2 2 2
b (a +b )[((;23115(!)])44‘7%,%2(0)) > 0, and Bw(t) (50 =0,1, - ,4m — 5) are

bounded functions. It follows that there exists a T' > 0, such that VZ(t) > 0 for all ¢ > T.

where the constant C =

P=2,
(b) If A has a diagonal block J,(\), where p > 3 or {/\ 40 then by 1l l) and the

analysis of Subsection 4.2 of |3|, we have

> | = e f(t),

1<i<j<p [15(t)  75(t)

where f(t) is a polynomial, and
dp—2), A#
4p—-3), A=
(b2) if p =2 and X # 0, then f(¢) = A\*r3(0) > 0.
we see that for both (bl) and (b2), there exists a T' > 0, such that f(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > T, thus

(bl) if p > 3, then deg(f(¢)) =

b

(4.16) Vi) = ) =M f(t) >0
1<i<i<p |75(t)  75(t)
forallt > T.
(c) If A has Ji (A1) and Ji(A2) as its diagonal blocks, where Ay # Ay and A\ Ag # 0, without loss
of generality we can assume A = diag{J;(\1), Ji(A2), -}, then by (3.1]), we have

VE(t) = XM 1N X (Aa — A1)r1(0)r2(0)} > 0.

(d) If both J3(0) and J1(A) (A # 0) are diagonal blocks of A, without loss of generality we can
assume A = diag{J2(0), J1(A),- -}, then we have
. .. 2 2
71 (t) 1 (t) T2 (t) 0
V2 (t) 2 =
r3(t)  i3(t) Ars(t)  NPrs(t)
r(0) o |

- AeMrs(0)  AZetrs(0) - ()\26/\tr2(0)r3(0))2 > 0.
e 'rs e 'rs

In the case of (a)(b)(c)(d), we have show that there exists a T' > 0, such that V,(¢) > 0 for all
t > T. Note that (a)(b)(c)(d) cover all cases where A is a matrix in real Jordan canonical form
except the two cases in . Nevertheless, by direct calculation, we have V,(t) = 0 for the two
cases in (4.14), which completes the proof. O

From Lemma we know that except for the two trivial cases in ([£.14), we have V5(t) > 0
when ¢ is sufficiently large, that is to say, there exists a T" > 0, such that we have the expression
of torsion 7(t) for all ¢ > T, which avoids a lot of potential trouble when we consider the
limit of 7(t) as t — 400 in the proof of Theorem

4.3. Function Vs(t).
The function V3(t) is given by Proposition In fact, we have
Fi(t) i) ()
(4.17) A O D O R TONN0!

1<i<j<k<n
re(t)  PR(t) TRt
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By (4.6) and (4.12), we see that all coordinates of r(*)(t) (s = 1,2,3) can be expressed in the
form of

Fis(t) = RO f (1),
Fie(t) = ROl (1),
Tl’k(t) _ eRe()\i)thi;k(t)’

where rl(sk) (t) denotes the coordinate of 7(*)(t) corresponding to the kth row of the ith diagonal

block of A. Hence

. .. 2
Tiysky (t) Tiyska (t) T iviks (t)

(4.18) Fina (8) Figia (8) T iy (8)] = 2ReC)FReOu )4 Re(hia ) b ),
i’is;ks (t) ,}:1,3;,63 (t) .’Fis;ks (t)

where G(t) is a linear combination of terms in the form of ¢’ B, (t), where B, (t) is a bounded
function.
In the remainder of this paper, set

M = max{Re(A\)|A € o(4)}.
Then by (4.17) and (4.18)), we obtain
(4.19) Ay < 6M,

where A; denotes the maximum values of « in the terms of the form e’ B, (t) in V().

4.4. Proof of Theorem (1).
In order to give a proof of Theorem (1), we only need to prove Proposition (1). In this
subsection, we will discuss the two cases in which the zero solution of the system is unstable, and

obtain t_13+moo 7(t) = 0. In fact, we will prove Lemma and Lemma

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Propositz'on if M > 0, then for any given r(0) € S,
we have . lir+n 7(t) = 0.
—+00

Proof. Suppose M > 0. Note that

M) F) T
Zl<i<j<k<n 7)) ()
9 V2 (t) f’k (t) Tk (t) Tk (t)
(4.20) () = Vi”4 = 5
5 (1) 2
ip(t)  Tp(t)
Zl<p<q<n
7q(t)  Tq(t)

where the functions V2 (t) and V3!(¢) are both linear combinations of terms in the form of e*'t® B, (¢),
where each B, (t) is a bounded function. We will prove tl}rﬁl 7(t) = 0 for the following cases. For

simplicity, let ¢t > 0.
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(a) If A has a diagonal block C,, (M, b), then by (4.15), (4.18]), and (4.19)), we have
eSMUP(t) + R(t)

{etme (Crm=t 4 S0 0B, (1)) }2

- M) + R(1) 50 (t— +o0)

Mt (C2Em=s 4 3010 By (1))

where the constant C' > 0, all B, (t) and By(t) are bounded functions, the function F(t) is a

linear combination of terms in the form of t?B. (), and R(t) is a linear combination of terms in

the form of e**t? B, (t), where v < 6M, and each B, (t) is a bounded function. Hence we obtain
lim 7(t) = 0.

t—+oo

(b) If A has a diagonal block J,(M) (p > 2), then by (4.16), (4.18), and (4.19), we have

R R A

where f(t) is a polynomial satisfying f(t) > 0 and deg(f(t)) = 4(p — 2), the function F(t) is a
linear combination of terms in the form of t?B. (), and R(t) is a linear combination of terms in
the form of e**t? B, (t), where v < 6M, and each B, (t) is a bounded function. Hence we obtain
lim 7(¢) = 0.
t—+4oo
(c) If in A only those J; (M) blocks are diagonal blocks satisfying Re(A) = M, then we should
consider the eigenvalues whose real part is less than M. In fact, suppose two Ji(M) diagonal

blocks are in the ith and jth row of A, respectively. Then

F) B [eMMr(0)  eMM2r(0)

= =0,
7(t) (1) M Mr;(0) M M?r;(0)

2

which means this term has no contribution to the value of VZ(¢). In addition, note that J;(0)
diagonal blocks in A do not affect the value of 7(¢). We define

N = max{Re(A\)|\ € 5(A)\{M}},

where 6 (A) denotes the set of eigenvalues of A which excluding the zero eigenvalues in J; (0) blocks.

(c1) Suppose that A has a diagonal block C,,(N,b). Let rp(t) denote the coordinate of r(t)
corresponding to the row of a diagonal block J; (M) of A, and rn1(t), rn,2(t) denote the coordinate
of r(t) corresponding to the first and second row of the diagonal block C,,(N,b) of A, respectively.

Then by (4.11) and (4.12)), we have

() i@ F L) i@ |
+
7"N,1(t) ’I'“.N71(t) ’I;N72(t) ’FNQ(Z?)
eMt M7 (0) eMtM2r 3, (0) 2
N N T11 () + BT 2(8) + Tonza () N { (N2 — 82) Ty (£) + 2NOT s o(6) + -+ )

eMtMrar(0) eMEM2r 3 (0)
+

eNt {7bTm;171(t) —+ NTm;Lg(t) —+ Tm;272(t)} eNt {72NbTm;171(t) + (N2 — b2) Tm;172(t) —+ .

}
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2m—3
=2MHENINL23,(0) {(N2 +07) (M = NP+ 5] [T30.0(0) + Toaa(®)] + D tXBx(t)}
x=0

2 2 2m—3
_ 2(M+N)t 2,2 2, 2 CAR2 2 Tm,1(0) +75,2(0) 5
—e MTM(O){(N +0%) [(M — N)? + 7] m =D t + Y 19B,(t)
p=0
2m—3
:eQ(M+N)t Ct2m72+ Z thw(t) 7
=0

(4.21)

1 (0) 472, 5(0)
where the constant C' = M? (N2 + b?) {(M — N)* + b*} TJZW(O)W
B,(t), and By(t) are bounded functions.

(c2) Suppose that A has a diagonal block J,(N). Let ra;(t) denote the coordinate of r(¢) corre-
sponding to the row of a diagonal block J; (M) of A, and rx(t) the coordinate of r(t) corresponding

to the first row of the diagonal block J,(N) of A. Then by (4.5) and (4.6), we have

> 0, and all B, (t),

TM(t) ’I“M(t) ? eMtMrM(O) eMtMQT‘]\/[(O)

T (t)  Pa(t) Chk {NPpa(t) + Pp2(t)} et {szp;l(t) + 2N Py (t) + Pp;3(t)}

2p—3
M+t (Ct2p2 + > t“’Bw(t)> , N #0,
@=0

(4.22) = -

MENIL G244 N " 1¥By(t) |, N=0andp>2,
$h=0

where the constants C,C' > 0, and all B,(t) and By (t) are bounded functions.
By (c1) and (c2), we can give the expression of VZ(¢) in case (c). In fact, we suppose
le (N7 b1)7 sz(Na b2)v e acmk(N7 bk ) Jp1 (N)v Jpz(N)a T JPZ(N)
(mi>mgo>---=my, andpi Zpy > --- =)

are the all diagonal blocks whose eigenvalues satisfy Re(A) = N. Then by (4.13), (4.21)), and (4.22]),
we obtain

v—1
(4.23) V2 () 2 2 (C” +> t“’&o(t)) |

=0

where the constant C > 0,

max{2m; — 2, 2p; — 2}, N #0,
(4.24) v= { ¢ ;

max{2m; — 2, 2p; —4}, N =0,
and each B,(t) is a bounded function.
In what follows, A1 and A denote the maximum values of « in the terms of the form e*'t? B, (t)
in VZ(t) and Vi (t), respectively. Then by (4.23), we have
Ay =4(M + N).
In the determinant of (4.18)), we can see that at most one row corresponds to a diagonal block with

eigenvalue M, and the real parts of eigenvalues of the diagonal blocks corresponding to the other
two rows are not greater than N, otherwise the determinant vanishes in VZ(¢). Hence we have

Ay < 2(M +2N).

2m—3

+ > tBy(b)
x=0

}
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Thus, we have A1 — Ay < —2M < 0. It follows that
V2 (t AR(t) + R(t
o< ra - B M+ RO
Vat)  etat (Cozv 207 0 By(1))

=0 (t— 400),

where the constant C' > 0, each By(t) is a bounded function, the function F(t) is a linear combi-

nation of terms in the form of t# B, (t), and R(t) is a linear combination of terms in the form of

e“'tP B, (t), where o < Ay, and each B, (t) is a bounded function. Hence we obtain , ligl T(t) = 0.
—+oo

Note that (a)(b)(c) cover all cases that satisfy M > 0, which completes the proof. O

Now we give Lemma [4.4]

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition if M =0, and A has a diagonal block
Cn(0,0) (m = 2), then for any given r(0) € S, we have t_l}gl 7(t) = 0.

Proof. Suppose M = 0, and A has a diagonal block C,,(0,b) (m > 2). Then from (4.19), we have

A; < 0. From (4.13) and (4.15), we have Ay = 0.
If Ay < Ay =0, then we have lim 7(t) = 0.

t—+oo
If Ay = Ay =0, in order to obtain the limit of 7(¢) as t — +00, we need to compare the highest

power of ¢ of terms in the form e”¢#B. (t) in the numerator and denominator of 72(¢). Let I'y
and Ty denote the maximum value of 3 in the terms of the form e“t°B. (¢) in VZ(t) and V3 (t),
respectively. Then we have

(4.25) Iy <6(m—1).

In fact, by (4.10) and (4.12)), for a diagonal block C,,(0,b) (m > 2), the functions T),.1 1(¢) and
Ton.1.2(t) can reach the highest power m — 1 of ¢, namely ™1, thus rg‘? (t) and rgs% t) (s=1,2,3)
corresponding the first two rows of Cy,(0,b) (m > 2) can reach the highest power m —1 of t. Hence

by (4.17) and (4.18]), we obtain (4.25)). In addition, by (4.13)) and (4.15)), we have
Iy =2(4m —4) =8(m —1).
Therefore I'y < 6(m — 1) < 8(m — 1) =T'y. It follows that

V2(t UL t?B,(t) + R(t
0<72(t)‘;’4gt; < Zli"‘o Fffl)¢ A (t = +00),
2 Ctl> + 37,2 t¥By(t)

where the constants C > 0, all B,(t) and By(t) are bounded functions, and R(t) is a linear

combination of terms in the form of e*t®B,(t), where a < 0, and each B.(t) is a bounded

function. Hence we obtain , liin 7(t) =0. O
— T 00

Lemma, and Lemma [£.4] show that under the assumptions of Proposition if the zero
solution of the system is unstable, then , liI_El 7(t) = 0. That is to say, Proposition (1) is
—+00

proved. Thus we proved Theorem (1).

4.5. Proof of Theorem (2).
We have proved Proposition (1), and in order to prove Proposition (2), we only need to
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition if M = 0, and in matriz A only those
C1(0,b) blocks are diagonal blocks satisfying Re(\) = 0, then for any given r(0) € S, we have

lim 7(t) =0 or lim 7(t) = C, where the constant C > 0.
t——+oo t——+oo
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Proof. Set

C1(0,b1)
C1(0,b2)

Ol (Oa bs)
A
where all eigenvalues of A have negative real parts.

(1) If s = 1, then by (4.13) and (4.15)), we have Ay = 0. In the determinant of (4.18]), we can see

that at most two rows correspond to the diagonal block C7(0,b;), and the real part of eigenvalue
of the diagonal block corresponding to the other row is negative. Hence A; < 0. It follows that
lim 7(¢t) = 0.
t—+4o00
(2) If s > 1, then A; < 0= A,. By direct calculation, we have

_ Zlgiq‘gs bz‘zbf (b? - b?)z (Tzz;l(o) + 7"1'2;2(0)) (7"32';1(0) + 7"32‘;2(0))

. 2
tlgl-ipooT t) s 2 2 2 2 s 4 2 2
{Zk:l bi (%1(0) + 7‘1@;2(0)>} > by (7'1;1(0) + 7‘1;2@))
0, by =by == b,
lCc>o, else.

O

By Proposition (1) and Lemma we proved Proposition (2), which completes the
proof of Theorem [T.2]

4.6. Remark.
In Theorem and Proposition the condition that A is invertible cannot be removed. In
fact, we have the following two examples.

(1) Let
01 0 O
A 00 0 O
00 -1 1
00 -1 -1
Then by (4.20)), we have
tr3(0)

() = 5
{e*r3(0) +73(0) +r3(0)}

for any given r(0) € S. It follows that

I -
Jdm ) = o

Nevertheless, since det A = 0, we cannot obtain stability from . li£n 7(t) # 0. In fact, noting that
—T 00

A is a matrix in real Jordan canonical form which has a diagonal block J(0), we know that the
zero solution of the system is unstable.

(2) Let
-1 1 0 0
0o -1 1 0
A =
0 0 -1 0
0 0 0 O
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Then by a direct calculation, we have

lim 7(t) = 400

t—+o00
for any given r(0) € S. Nevertheless, since det A = 0, the zero solution of the system is not
asymptotically stable.

5. EXAMPLES

In this section, we give two examples, which correspond to Theorem and Theorem (1.2
respectively.

5.1. Example 1.
Let () = (r1(t), r2(t), r3(t), r4(t))" € R4, and
-25 —8 —39 19
—-14 —-10 —-26 14
9 0 7 -9
-5 -8 =21 -1

A=

Then 7(t) = Ar(t) is a four-dimensional linear time-invariant system, and det A = 1320 # 0. Set

E = {T(O) e R JJwi(0) # 0} ,
where .
v1(0) = —r1(0) — 2r3(0) + 74(0),
UQ(O) = —T (0) + 27‘2(0) + 7“3(0),
v3(0) = —r1(0) + 27r2(0) + 2r3(0) + 74(0),

Uy (0) = (O) + 173 (0) — Ty (0)

Then the Lebesgue measure of E satisfies m(E) = +oco. By direct calculation, the limits of the first
curvature and the torsion of the trajectory r(t) as t — +oo are lim «(¢t) =0 and lim 7(¢t) =0
t—+oo t—+oo

for #(0) € E, respectively. Nevertheless, the third curvature x3(t) of the trajectory r(t) satisfies
t—l)uiloo k3 (t) - +OO

for any r(0) € E. Consequently, from Theorem the zero solution of the system is asymptotically
stable.
The graph of the function x3(t) is shown in Figure where 7(0) = (1,1,1,1)T.

K3

4x 105}
3x 10°}
2x 108}
1x 108}

- - : et
5 10 15 20

FIGURE 5.1. Function x3(t).
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5.2. Example 2.

We consider a popular model in classical mechanics called coupled oscillators (cf. ) Two
masses P and () are attached with springs. Assume that the masses are identical, i.e. mp = mg =
m, but the spring constants are different, as shown in the Figure [5.2}

k k' k
{ { *

rp rQ

F1GUre 5.2. 1D Coupled Oscillators.

Let zp be the displacement of P from its equilibrium and z¢ be the displacement of @) from its
equilibrium. Holding @ fixed and moving P, the force on P is

Fip=—kxp—FKzp.
Holding P fixed and moving @, the force on P is
Fop = k'wQ.
Thus by Newton’s second law we have
mip = Fip+ Fop = —(k+k)zp + Kuzg.
Similarly, for @ we have
miq = —(k+k)xg + K zp.

Introducing two variables vp = &p and vy = 2, the above equations are equivalent to the
following linear system

Tp 0 0 1 0 Tp
zQ 0 0 0 1 zQ
(5-1) vp - — k':nk/ % 0 0 vp
vQ —’”Tk/ 0 0 vQ

k/
m
For simplicity we denote the system by 7(¢) = Ar(¢), where

xp(t) 0 0 1 0

2o (t) 0 0 01
W=, ORE S PR

P m m

vo(t) B kK g g

Set

E= {r(o) cR*

(12(0) — r3(0)) (3(0) — r3(0)) # 0} |

Then the Lebesgue measure of E satisfies m(E) = 4oo. By direct calculation, the torsion 7(¢) of
the trajectory r(¢) is a periodic function and , ligl 7(t) does not exist for any r(0) € E. Hence by
—+00

Theorem the zero solution of the system (5.1)) is stable.
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As an example, we suppose that k/m = 1 and k¥’ /m = 2, and the initial value r(0) = (1,2, 1, 2)T.

Then we have

(1) VB sin (2v/5t) + 2 cos (2v/5t) 4+ 17

T = .
2 {v/5sin (2/5t) + 2cos (2v/5t) — 11}

The graph of the function 72(t) is shown in Figure

2
T

0.15

T

0.10

0.051

FIGURE 5.3. Function 72(2).

6. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

The main contribution of this paper is to give a geometric description of stability of linear time-
invariant systems in arbitrary dimension. Unlike traditional methods based on linear algebra, we
focus on the curvature of curves. Specifically, the main results of this paper, Theorem [I.I] and
Theorem are proved. For the case where A is similar to a real diagonal matrix, Theorem
gives a relationship between the ith curvature (i = 1,2, - - - ) of the trajectory and the stability of the
zero solution of the system 7(¢) = Ar(t). Further, Theorem [1.2| establishes a torsion discriminance
for the stability of the system in the case where A is invertible.

For each theorem, we give an example to illustrate the result. In particular, we use the coupled
oscillators as an example of the torsion discrimination.

In the future, we will continue to use geometric methods to describe the properties of other
kinds of control systems.
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