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Abstract

We consider nonlinear multibody systems and present a suitable set of coordinates for the internal dynamics which
allow to decouple the internal dynamics without the need to compute the Byrnes-Isidori form. Furthermore, we derive

matrix are bounded-input, bounded-output stable.

sufficient conditions for the system parameters such that the internal dynamics of a class of systems with constant mass
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2 1. Introduction

o\ In the last two decades it turned out that for the pur-

(O\J pose of high-gain based output tracking the so called fun-

nel controller developed in [I] and generalized to nonlinear

7 ) 'systems with arbitrary relative degree in [2] is a powerful

tool. However, both necessitate stability of the internal
. dynamics in a certain sense. Although there is progress in

- tracking control of systems with unstable internal dynam-

ics, see e.g. [3, [ 5, [6], most controllers require the inter-

E nal dynamics to be bounded-input, bounded-output stable

— (minimum phase property), c.f. [7, 8,9, 10} 11, 1T 2, 12} [13]

and see also the survey [I4], and for a detailed introduction

to the concept of minimum phase [15], and the references
therein, resp. Therefore, in order to verify applicability of

a certain controller it is necessary to decouple the internal

dynamics, e.g. via the Byrnes-Isidori form as in [I6], and

investigate its stability. However, the computation of the

o. Byrnes-Isidori form of a nonlinear multibody system is of-

O) ten a challenging task. In the present work we combine the

- idea of the Byrnes-Isidori form with a novel approach to

Q decouple the internal dynamics without the need to com-

= = pute the Byrnes-Isidori form explicitly. This results in a

~ representation of the internal dynamics in terms of the in-
ternal variables and the system’s output.

B Moreover, we present sufficient conditions on the system
parameters such that the internal dynamics are bounded-
input, bounded-output stable. These conditions are inde-
pendent of the representation of the internal dynamics and
can be verified without their explicit decoupling. Hence,
applicability of a controller e.g as in [I7, 12, 2] can be
determined without decomposing the system but by in-
vestigation of the system’s equations only.

This paper is organized as follows. We briefly recall the
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concepts of Lie derivatives, relative degree and the rep-
resentation of a dynamical system in Byrnes-Isidori form
in Section 2] In Section [3] we derive the representation
of the internal dynamics in terms of the internal variables
and the system’s output. Furthermore, we give lemmata
of existence and uniqueness, resp., concerning the novel
structural ansatz for the internal dynamics. In Section [4]
we give an abstract stability result exploiting LaSalle’s in-
variance principle presented in [I8]. Furthermore, we con-
sider nonlinear multibody systems without kinematic loop
and provide sufficient conditions on the system parame-
ters such that the internal dynamics are bounded-input,
bounded-output stable. We finish this paper with two il-
lustrative examples in Section [f]

1.1. Nomenclature

Throughout the present paper we will use the following

notation: R>q := [0,00); ||| := V& T2 Euclidean norm of
r € R ||A]| := max), =1 [[Az|| spectral norm of A €

R™*". Gl,(R) the group of invertible matrices in R™*™;
B.(z) == {#z € R" | ||z — z|| < r} open ball of radius
r > 0, centred at z € R™; CK(V — W) the set of k times
continuously differentiable functions f : V. — W, k € N
and V CR™ W C R™; £°(I — R"™) the set of essentially
bounded functions f : I — R"™, I C R an interval; || f|lo :=
sup,es || f(t)]| the supremum norm of f € L>(I — R™).

2. System class, relative degree and Byrnes-Isidori
form

In this section we briefly recall some basic concepts
such as relative degree and the representation of a system
in Byrnes-Isidori form. We consider nonlinear multibody
systems without kinematic loops which are modeled using
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generalized coordinates and are of the form

q(t)
M(q()i(t) = f(a(t), v(t)) + B(a(t))u(t),
y(t) = h(q(t)), (1)

where M € C(R" — GI1,,(R)) is the generalized mass ma-
trix, f € C(R™ x R" — R") are the generalized forces,
B € C(R™ — R™ ™) is the distribution of the input and
h € CY(R® — R™) is the measurement. The functions
u : R>9 — R™ are the inputs that exert an influence to
system , and y : R>g — R™ are the outputs that typi-
cally represent physically meaningful measurements of sys-
tem . Note, that the dimensions of the input and output
coincide but we do not assume collocation, i.e., we do not
assume h'(q) = B(q)". For system we introduce the
state variables r1 = g, T3 = v, setting x := (z{,29)"
and transform into the system of first order ordinary
differential equations

) xo(t
0= (sra,0) Hin0,220))
=:F(z1(t),z2())
0
* [Mul(t))
=:G(z1(t),x2(t))
y(t) = h(z1 (), z2(t)), @)

where 7 : R?® — R™ with A(xy,22) = h(z1). In order
to decouple the internal dynamics we invoke the Byrnes-
Isidori form for . To this end, recall the definition of
the Lie derivative of a function h along a vector field F' at
a point z € U C R?™, U open

(Lph)(2) = I (2)F(2),
where R is the J acobian of iNLN We may successively define
Lih = Lp(L%'h) with L9h = h. We denote with g;(2)
the columns of G(z) for i =1,...,m and define

(Lah)(2) = [(Lg, h)(2), .y (Lg,, ) (2)]-

In accordance with [I6 Sec. 5.1] we recall the concept of
(strict) relative degree for multi-input, multi-output sys-
tems.

)

1B(x1(t))} u(t), x(0)=2"cR™

Definition 2.1. System has relative degree r € N
on U C R2" open, if for all z € U we have

Yk €{0,.em =2} 1 (LgLih)(2) = Omm 3)
and I‘(z) = (Lo L 'h)(2) € GL,(R),
where T': U — G1,,,(R) is the high-gain matrix.

Now, if system has relative degree r on an open
set U C R?", then there exists a (local) diffeomorphism
& :U — W CR?™, W open, such that

() s

v(t), q(0) = ¢° € R,
v(0) = v € R™,

with £(t) € R™, n(t) € R?"~"™ transforms system
nonlinearly into Byrnes-Isidori form
y(t) = &i(t),
&i(t) = &(1),
- (4)
&r—1(t) =& (1),

&(t) = (Lph) (271 (€@, (1)) +T (27!
1(t) = q(€(t), n(t)) + p(E(t), n(t))u(t).
The last equation in represents the internal dynamics

of system . Note, that for r - m < 2n system has
nontrivial interal dynamics.

(&), n(t)))u(t),

With the aid of Lie derivatives the diffeomorphism &
can be represented as

(1371 ()
¢1()

, zelUCR?™ (5)

Q’;2n7rm (33)
where ¢; : U — R, i = 1,...,2n — rm, are such that D' (x)
is invertible for all z € U. We recall x = (z{,24 )" € R?"
and make the following assumption.

(A1) Given some open set Uy C R™ and H(z1) := h'(z1),
we have ['(x1) := H(z1)M(z1) 'B(z1) € Gl,,(R)
for all z; € U;.

Lemma 2.2. Consider system (2) and assume|(Al1). Then
system has relative degree r =2 on U := U; x R™.

Proof. Let x = (z] ,z3)" € U.
H(z) := h/(x), then H(z :[
the Lie derivatives of .

Set H( 1) = h'(z1) and

] . Now, compute

13 961)]

1f 1’1, 3:2))

(LgLrph)(z) = [%H(il)m H(w)] [M(%)lB(xl)}

I

—
—~~

&
[y
~

where T'(z1) = H(x1)M(z1)"!B(x) is invertible by as-
sumption Therefore, according to system
O

has relative degree r =2 on U.



3. Representation of the internal dynamics

In this section we introduce a novel structural ansatz
for the internal dynamics and present a set of feasible coor-
dinates to represent the internal dynamics of without
the need to compute the Byrnes-Isidori form explicitly.
We show the existence and feasibility of functions form-
ing the novel representation of the internal dynamics in
Lemma and provide a particular choice and show its
uniqueness in Lemma At the end of this section we
present a representation of the internal dynamics which is
completely determined by the system parameters.

Via with » = 2 we obtain the following representation
of the diffeomorphism ®

h(z1)
H~($1)$2
(£> =d(x) = ¢1(z) , T = (x1> e,
n . T2
qBQn—Qm(x)
where él :U—=R,1=1,...,2n—2m and, as in Lemma

U; C R"™ is an open set and U = Uy x R"™.
We make the following structural ansatz for the internal
state n = (¢1 (517)7 sy ¢2n—2m(33))T

Ul ¢1(1)
= = 6
n (772) <¢2(x1)x2> ) (6)
where ¢1 S Cl(Ul — Rnim) and (,252 S C(U1 —
We highlight, that

= (&)= (uion,) ®

and @ have similar structure, i.e., the internal dynamics
are in the form of a mechanical system as well. Now,
since @ is a diffeomorphism we require its Jacobian to be
invertible on U

R(nfm) Xn)'

H(l‘l) 0
VeelU: ¥(z) = ¢,1(*x1) H(gl) € Gly,(R) <
| * Pa(x1)
o[ H(z1) H(x)
Va, e Us: & (x1)] € GL,(R) A [¢2(x1)] € G1,(R),

(8)

%[C(Il) -xo], ¢ : Uy — RT*™ with

where * is of the form 5
q € N appropriate, resp.

We aim to investigate the internal dynamics of without
explicit appearance of the input u. To this end, we seek for
functions ¢4 (z), ..., p2n—2m(x) such that p(-) = 0 in equa-

tion (@), i.e., [Ladil(x) = Oforallz € U,i=1,...,2n—2m.

In view of this means to find functions ¢1, ¢ such that
¢y (1) 0 0
V U . = O
PO [ aaen doen)| [M(m) " B(ay)
<— V€U : ¢2($1)M(1‘1)_1B({L‘1) =0. (9)

In the following lemma we show the existence of functions
@1, @2 satisfying the aforesaid.

Lemma 3.1. Consider the ODE and assume .
For any a9 € U; there exist an open neighbourhood UY C
Uy of 2Y and ¢ € CHUY — R"™), ¢o € C(U) —
RM=m)xn) sych that and (9) hold locally on UY.

Proof. We fix 20 € U; and make use of [19, Lem. 4.1.5]
which states the following. Consider W € C(U; — R¥*™)
with tkW(z;) = w for all ; € U;. Then there exist
an open neighbourhood V; C U; of 2 and T € C(V; —
Gl,,(R)) such that

Vo, e Vp: W(l‘l)T(l‘l) = [Iu, O] .

We use this to show the existence of ¢; € C1(U — R*~™).
Since by assumption we have rk H(z1) = m for all
x1 € U; there exist an open neighbourhood V; C Uy of x?

and T = [T1, T3] € C(Vi — Gl1,(R)) such that
H(.’L‘l) [Tl(l‘l) Tg(l‘lﬂ = [Im 0} 5

ie, imTy(z1) = kerH(xl) and rkT5(x1) = n — m for
all z; € Vi. Let B = [e],...,e] |7 € R®=")>" with

11’ ? Tl —m
ei; € R!X™ a unit row-vector for i; € {1,...,n}. Then

Ve, €V

{Hgl)] [Ty(z1) Taz1)] = {I;n ET20($1)] '

Since rk Ty (2)) = n—m it is possible to choose i1, . . .,y _m
such that ETy(29) € Gl,,_,,,(R). As T € C(V; — R**(n=m))
the mapping z1 — det(ET2(x1)) is continuous on Vi,
hence there exists an open neighbourhood Vi C V; of :n(l)
such that det(ET(Z1)) # 0 for all #; € V4. Thus,

Va; € Vh: 1k {H(Exl)} =n

Therefore, with

o1 ‘_/1 — Rn—m) r1 +— Exy

we have ¢, € C'(V; — R®™™) and the first condition in
is satisfied on V; since ¢} (z1) = E.

Now, we show the existence of ¢o € C(UY — R"~™). Ob-
serve that by assumption we have rk B(z1) = m and
tk M(z1) = n for all 1 € Uy. Therefore, again via [19]
Lem. 4.1.5], there exist an open neighbourhood Vi C Uy
of 29 and T = [T}, Ty] € C(Vi — G1,(R)) such that

Vi, € Vl : [M(Cﬂl)ilB(xl)}T [Tl(afl) Tg(ajl)] = [Im 0] R

)" 'B(x1))"
Now, we observe for ¢(x1)

).
onl| M) B oaton)

_ {F(ml) *
0 ¢a(x1)ga(z1)”

1mT2(9c1) = ker(M(x;
Rnx(n m

and T, € C(Vl —
= Tg(l‘l)—r

-

c Ran’ T € V1



which is invertible on V; since by assumption the
high-gain matrix I'(z) is invertible on Uy, and rk Th(z1) =
n —m for all z1 € ‘71. Hence the second condition in
is satisfied on f/l Moreover, equation @D is true on \71 by
construction of ¢o. We set Ul0 := V1 N'V; which completes
the proof. O

The proof of the previous lemma justifies the struc-
tural ansatz for the internal state n in @ Hereinafter
let Uy = UY with U as in Lemma
While ¢, can basically be chosen freely up to , @2 is
uniquely determined up to an invertible left transforma-
tion. To find all possible representations, let P : Uy —
R™™™ and V : Uy — R™*("=m) he such that

Va, e U : [P(Il),V(‘Tl)} [H(l’1)] = I, (10)

Pa(w1)

which exist by . Then P,V have pointwise full column
rank, by which the pseudoinverse of V' is given by VT (z,) =
(V(z1) TV (1)) 'V (21) ", 21 € Uy. For 21 € U; we define

¢2($1) = VT(Il) <In - M(xl)lB(xl)F(:zrl)lH(:zzl)> .
(11)

Lemma 3.2. We use the notation and assumptions from

Lemma . Then the function ¢o : U — R(n—m)xn g

uniquely determined by and @D up to an invertible left
transformation. All possible functions are given by (L1

for feasible choices of V' satisfying .

Proof. Assume that (8]) and @D hold, and hence we have
for some corresponding P and V. We multiply from
the left by V(z1)" and subtract V (z1)P(x1)H (z;) from
both sides, and obtain

$2(21) = VI(21) (I, — P(x1)H (1)),

Invoking @[), we further obtain from that

r € Us.

P(ay) = M(2y) " B(ay) (H(z1)M(21) "' B(x1)) ",

=[(z1)7!

and hence P is uniquely determined by M, H, B. There-
fore, ¢9 is given as in . Furthermore, it follows from
that

el wenven - .0 ]
from which we may deduce ¢o(z1)V(21) = Ih—m and in
addition im V' (z1) = ker H(x1). Hence, the representation
of ¢5 in only depends on the choice of the basis of
ker H(z1). Now, let V(z1) := V(z1)R(z1), 1 € Uy, for
some R : U; — Gl,,_,, and consider

$a(w1) = V(1) (In — M(21) "' B(w1)T(21) " H(z1)).

A short calculation shows ¢o(z1) = R(z1) ' (a;) for all
z € Uy. O

Now, we continue deriving a representation of the in-
ternal dynamics. We choose V' € C(U; — R"™™) with
orthonormal columns such that im V' (z1) = ker H(z) for

all z; € Uy. Then via|(Al){and the inverse of [H(Il)}

o $2(71)
is given by
{Z((Cfcll))} [M(21)"'B(x)T(z1)"" V(x1)], 21 € UL

(12)

Recall @ and @, and choose ¢2 (1) as in . Then
yields

(13)

M (1) BT (1)~ & + V(21)me.

Therefore, using , @ and , and identify & = g, the
dynamics of 7; are given by

i (t) = @ (z1(8)2a(t)
= ¢ (w1 ()M (21()) " Bl (1)) (21(6)) " 9 (t)
+ O (w1 (1) V (1 (8))ma2(t), (14)

where ¢ (z1) is of full row rank for all z; € U; by but
apart from that arbitrary. Again with @ and @, since

§o) _ ( hlz) ) _
(771 A\ ¢i(x)) wlr1)
is continuously differentiable and its Jacobian is regular

on Uy C R™ by , via the inverse function theorem ¢
defines a diffeomorphism on U; and hence we have

= ()

Corollary 3.3. Assume holds true and that there
exists E € ROVm)Xn gych that ¢1(x1) := Exy, 21 € Uy,
satisfies , Further, assume there exists H € R™*™ such
that h is linear with h(z1) = Hx for all x; € Uy, and let
V :U; — R (=m) be such that imV = ker H. Then for
¢ : Uy — R™ defined as in we find that

(15)

(16)

H
QD(Ul) = |:E:| U1 = W1
and for all wy € Wy we have
—1
_ H
o M wy) = {E] w1
= [HT(HHT)*1 ~V(EV)"'EHT(HH")™!

Proof. Clear. O

V(EV)il] w1



To combine with we define the following func-
tions on Wy := ¢(U;) as concatenations

()= (o™ )(),  My()h = (Mog™)()7,
By(-) = (Bow™)(), Hy() = (Hop™')(),
Lo() = (Tow ()7, Vo) = (Vo )().

Therefore, identifying £; = y we obtain a representation
of as the first equation in . Now, we explore the
dynamics of ny. Define @hlzq,x2] = 8%1[41)2(331) -~ xo] €
RO=m)>Xn for o = (z],29)" € Uy x R* = U. Then
from and @ we obtain for x € U

M2(t) = @521 (t), z2(t)]za(t)
+ o (w1 ()M (21 (8)) 1 f (1 (2), 22(1)).

Let ¢2,,(-) == (¢20¢71)(-) on Wy and for w € Wy and
v € R™ we define

%mey=¢%¢4wm[£ﬂﬁﬂ_3+

Then, as the first main result of the present article, the
internal dynamics of are given in .

Remark 3.4. The set of variables presented in this section
to decouple the internal dynamics of (2|) offers an alterna-
tive to the Byrnes-Isidori form as in (4)), whose computa-
tion often requires a lot of effort. The advantage of the
representation of the internal dynamics in is, that it
involves only system parameters. Lemma[3.2]shows, that a
suitable choice of V is given by im V' (x1) = ker H(z1), and
solving for 1 only involves h(z), where the choice
¢1(x1) = Ex; as in the proof of Lemma may simplify
the computation further. We stress, that once ¢, is cho-
sen, e.g. ¢1(x1) = Exq, the computation of the internal
dynamics of a system can be carried out completely
algorithmically without the need to choose further func-
tions.

Remark 3.5. We may obtain further structure for the
internal dynamics . Recall the concept of a conser-
vative vector field. We call a vector field J : U — R”,
U C R™ open, conservative, if there exists a scalar field
j: U — R such that j'(x) = J(x) " for all z € U. Now, if
there exist j; € C1(U; — R) such that j/(21) = ¢a(z1)"

for all x1 € Uy, ¢ = 1,...,n — m, then it is possible to
choose ¢1 = (A1J1,- -, An—min_m)  for some \; € R\{0},
i =1,...,n —m, and thus ¢} (x1) = A¢2(x1) for A =
diag(A1, ..., An—m). Therefore, using @ and Lemma

the dynamics of 7; in reduce to

() = Ana(t).

Note, that the entries of A can be chosen at will. We will
make use of this later in Section .21

4. Stability of the internal dynamics

In this section we derive sufficient conditions on the
system parameters of a certain class of systems with con-
stant mass matrix, such that the internal dynamics are
bounded-input, bounded-output stable. These conditions
can be verified in advance and hence an explicit decou-
pling and stability analysis of the internal dynamics is not
necessary; in particular, it is not necessary to derive (17]).

4.1. Abstract stability result

Before we give conditions on f in (2)) to ensure a bounded-
input, bounded-output stability of the internal dynam-
ics we present an abstract stability result. To this
end, we make the following definitions.

Definition 4.1. Consider a dynamical control system
#(t) = fz(t),ut), (0)=a"€R", (18)

where f € C(X x R™ — R™), X C R” open, and u €
L*®(Rsg — R™). A local solution of is a function
z € CY([0,w) = R™), w € R>q such that it satisfies
n [0,w) with 2(0) = 2° € R". If w = oo we call z €
C'(R>¢ — R™) a global solution.

Definition 4.2. We call a function f : R™ — R radially
unbounded, if f(z) — oo for ||z|| — oo.

Now, following [18, Thm. 4|, we may formulate the
second main result of the present paper as the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let U C R"™™ be open and consider

C(t) = () (1) y2(), C(0)=¢" €U, (19)

where U € C(U x R™ x R™ — R"™™). Assume there exist
r1,72,73 > 0 and a radially unbounded V € CY(U — R)
such that for all y1 € By, (0), y2 € B,,(0) and for all
ce{CeU]||C|l >rs} we have

V'(€) - ¥(C,y1,y2) < 0. (20)

Then for all y1,y2 € L2 R>0 = R™) with ||y1]lec < 71
and |[y2llee < r2 and all global solutions ¢ : Rs>g — U
of there exists € > 0 such that

I¢lloe < max{IC°ll 73} +e.

Proof. The following proof is inspired by the proof made
in [I8, Thm. 4], and some ideas are adopted from the
proof in [I9, Lem. 5.7.8]. Let 7 := max{||¢°|,r3} and
vo := max{V(¢) | ||¢]| = 7}. Since V is radially unbounded
there exists e > 0 such that V(¢) > v for all ¢ € {¢ €
U ||[¢]]| > 7+e}. Seeking a contradiction, we assume there
exists t1 such that [|((¢t1)|| > 7 + . Let tp = max{t €
[0,¢1) | IC(®)]] = 7}. Then we have V({(t)) > vp for all
t € (to,t1]. Since by (20) V is nonincreasing along solu-
tion trajectories of or all y1,72 € L2(R>9 — R™)
with [|11]leec < 71, [|¥2]lec < 72 and ||| > r3 we have
vo < V(C(t1)) < V(¢(to)) < vg. A contradiction. There-
fore, we conclude ||((¢)|| < 7+ € for all ¢ > 0 and hence
Gl < 7+ =



i =t (200 Y (29) ) 220 ) () ) i
#oto( () )ve( () )

= (20) (20) ] (o
rons( () e (05) >1f () (i)

4.2. Sufficient conditions for stability

In this section we consider a special class of nonlinear
multibody systems, namely such systems with constant
mass matrix, constant input distribution and a linear sys-
tem output, and present sufficient conditions on the sys-
tem parameters, i.e., on f in , such that the internal
dynamics are bounded-input, bounded-output stable.

Definition 4.4. Consider a control system with out-
put y(t) = h(z(t)), where h € CL(R" — R™). We call
a system bounded-input, bounded-output stable, if
there exist Cy,Cy > 0 such that

[uflo < Cr = [[Ylloe < Co.

Remark 4.5. In the context of the internal dynamics
of system ([2)) we actually consider bounded-input, bounded-
state stability. As we add the output z(t) = n(t) to sys-
tem we may refer to it as bounded-input, bounded-
output stable, where the output of system (2]), namely
y(+), and its derivative y(-) play the role of the input of

system .

Now, we consider a system with constant mass ma-
trix M € GI,(R) and constant input distribution B €
R™*™_ Since in many applications the output function y(-)
is linear, we assume h to be linear, i.e., h(z1) = H -z for
all x1 € Uy with H € R™*"™. Under these assumptions we
have U; = R" and [(AL)|becomes HM ~'B € Gl,,(R), i.e.,
I' € GL,,,(R). We revisit system to obtain a simpler
representation of the internal dynamics. First, we observe
that since H, M, B are constant matrices we have that

¢o =VT(I, - M~'BI'H) e Rlv=m>xm - (21)
is a constant matrix, where V € R™*(»=") guch that
imV = kerH and I' = HM~'B € Gl,,(R). Thence,
dhlr1, 2] = 0 and U = R?". Furthermore, ¢, defines a
conservative vector field and thus via Remark we may
choose ¢1(z1) = A2 - 21, 1 € R™ and X € R\ {0}. More-
over, since h is linear we have V € R™*("=™) guch that

imV = ker H. Therefore, via and we obtain

-1
1= { v } <§1> =M7'Br '+ AW, (22)

Ao m
1
To = { QI;i ] <§z> = M*lBF”fz + Vno. (23)

We define M := M~'BI''! € R"™™ and © := ¢, M~ L.
Then, combining the aforementioned observations, equa-
tions for the internal dynamics simplify to

() = Ana(t),
1i2(t) = O f (My(t) + X'V (t), My(t) + Vna(t)),

where we identified & = y, & = ¥, and the arguments
of f(z1,z2) have been substituted via and (23]), resp.
Now, we assume f has the structure

f(x1,22) = —K(x1) — Da(22) — C(x1, x2) 22,

where K € C(R™ — R™) may be considered as a nonlinear
restoring force, D € C(R™ — R") for example mimics
a nonlinear damping or friction and C' € C(R™ x R" —
R™*™) may take the role of a nonlinear distribution for
a position dependent damping or mimic a Coriolis force.
With this we revisit system and obtain the following
control system

. _ Z’Q(t)
o) = <M*1 (— K@) - D(ea(t)) — Clar (1), xz(t»xz(t)))

+ [Mf)lB} u(t),

y(t) = Ha1 (1),

We define the vector field F in (2F]). Then the internal
dynamics of are given via

0(t) = F(m (), m2(t), y(t), 5(t)).

Henceforth let V' have orthonormal columns. For i = 1,2
we assume, that there exist zf > 0 such that for all z; €
Zi = {2z € R | |Iz|| > 2} and all v,w € R™ the

(24)

(26)




F- ]R2(nfm) % R2m N R2(n7m)

(25)

)\22
(Zl’ %2, U1 'UQ) = (@ (—K(le + )\_1V211) — D(MUQ + VZQ) — C(le + )\_1V21,MU2 + VZQ)(MUQ + VZQ)))

functions K, D and C' satisfy the following conditions
There ex. a rad. unbounded Vi € C*(Z; — R)

such that Vi (z1) = (OK(Vz))',  (27a)

[K(Vz1) = K(Va +w)| < g1(w), (27b)

2] OK (V1) > k212, (27¢)

[D(Vz2) = D(Vz2 + w)l| < g2(w), (27d)

29 OD(Vz) > 8|22, (27e)

ID(Vz2)ll < dl|z], (271)

(C(Vz,w) — C(Vz +v,w))w| (27g)
< g3(v)as(w),

2] OC(Vzy, w)w > || 21]|*bs(w), (27h)

I(C(v,Vza) — C(v, Vzo+w))(Vze + w)] (271)

< ga(w)as(v)] 22l
25 OC(0, V)V > by(v)||22]|[|V 22|°, (27))
[C (v, Vz2)w| < as(v)lz2|ll|wll,  (27k)

for suitable functions a;,b;,¢9; € C(R® = Rx¢),i=1,...,4,
Jj = 3,4, with a;(x) < b;(z) for all z € R", and k,§,d > 0.

From this it is clear that conditions 7 mean that

the acting forces are assumed to be basically linear in a

certain region, far away from the origin. Hence these are

merely weak assumptions.

We set 7 := ||O]| and for some 71,72 > 0, ¢ > 0 we define

the following constants

K = M ) : M 7
Hli)% )91( Z) ZEBT,2 (0) ( )
C = g MZ I 01: 0 M 7 28
3 -— mi)% ) 3( ) Z€B7‘2( ) ( ) ( )

K 7'2

€1 = (J(x - 7)7
By = qr(K + d|M|r2),

which are all nonnegative with the feasible choice 0 < A <
2r/7% and 0 < ¢ < 20/(d? + 2)). Further, we define

e2 =0 — (L + ),
Ey :=7(K + D),

1= ArC3 > 0, Yo 1= T(C’4 + prg) >0,

E; ‘
Iz|| > max{a,'yi} }, i=1,2.
7

As the third main result we present an explicit Lyapunov
function for system in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Consider system and fix 1,79 > 0,
0<\<2k/7% and 0 < q < 26/(d? + 2)). Assume condi-

tions (27a)-(27k) hold true for all z; € Z;, i = 1,2. Then
for V:R"™™ x R*™™™ — R defined by

Z; = {Z e R

1 _
Vim,m) = 5lmel® + ani 2+ V(A1) (29)

the Lie derivative along the vector field F from 1
nonincreasing for all yy € B,,(0), y2 € B,,(0) and all
1 € Z,L' OZ,-, 1= 1,2, i.@.,

V/(771ﬂ72) "F(nlaWZaylayQ) S 0. (30)

The proof is relegated to

Remark 4.7. The sets Z; in Theorem [£.6] are determined
by the system parameters only and hence conditions (27al)—
(27kl) can be verified without decoupling the internal dy-
namics.

Finally, we combine Theorem [{.3] and Theorem [4.6] to
obtain a stability result for the internal dynamics of

system .

Theorem 4.8. Consider system and use the assump-
tions from Theorem . Then the internal dynamics
of system are bounded-input, bounded-output stable.

Proof. Clear. O

Remark 4.9. Note, that since ; ¢ Z; N Z; means ||n;]| <
max{z;", E;/ei,v; }, it is clear that the choice of A and ¢
in Theorem [£.6] does not effect the stability statement in
Theorem but only determines the region where is
true.

Remark 4.10. Since we require quite restrictive condi-
tions for systems of the form to provide sufficient
condition on the system parameters to ensure bounded-
input, bounded-output stability, we stress that a stabil-
ity analysis of a given system can be performed analysing
equations . In Example we will decouple the inter-
nal dynamics of a nonlinear system, which does not belong
to the class of systems . The resulting equations (34))
are open to stability analysis, cf. [4, Sec. 4.3].

5. Examples

In this section we present two examples to illustrate the
results of the present article. First, we consider a robotic
manipulator arm with non-constant mass matrix and non-
linear equations of motion, in order to demonstrate the
decoupling of the internal dynamics. Second, we consider
an extension of the standard mass on a car system to illus-
trate how to check bounded-input, bounded-output stabil-
ity of the internal dynamics without the need to decouple
the internal dynamics explicitly.



5.1. Example: Robotic manipulator

In order to demonstrate the decoupling of the internal
dynamics using the results from Secion [3} we consider a
robotic manipulator arm as in [I1, Sec. 4.2]. The rota-
tional manipulator arm consists of two links with homo-
geneous mass distribution and mass m with length [. A
passive joint consisting of a linear spring-damper combi-
nation couples the two links to each other. Passive in this
context means, that there is no input force at this point.
We stress, that the linearity of the passive joint does not
result in linear equations of motion, see . As an out-
put we measure the position of point S on the second link.
Using a body fixed coordinate system the point S on the
passive link is described by 0 < s < [. The situation is de-
picted in Figure [f}

Figure 1: Rotational mapilator arm consisting of two links and a
passive joint. The figure is taken from from [IT].

We present the manipulator’s equations of motion. As we
will see in a second, it is reasonable to consider the dynam-

ics of the manipulator for g € B := {ﬁ eR ‘ cos(fB) # ;—i .

Henceforth, we assume 8 € B and perform the computa-
tions. We define U := R x B x R?, and set

M : B — R*?,
5 1.1
To > l2m 13 +1COS(x2) 3 * 2 (1;08@2)} )
3 + 5 cos(z2) 3
fi:Usg—R
(z1, T2, T3,24) " 1Pmaq(22s + 24) sin(z2),
f2 : Ug —-R

1 .
(21,22, $3,.T4)T — —cxy — dxy — §l2mx§ sin(xs),

and obtain the equations of motion

a0 _ L (Fuladt), B, al0), (0)
( ) M(B®) (f2<a<t>,,6<t>,a<t>,@<t>>>

+2r(50) g e (31)
For later use, we compute the inverse of the mass matrix

1 36(1Pm) 2
MO = 2oy |-

Following the considerations in [I1], we take the auxiliary
angle
S
y(t) = h(a(t), B(t)) = a(t) + B(t)
s+1
as output, which approximates the position S on the pas-
sive link for small angles v and 5. In order to represent

system in the form of we set

F:Uz —R*
€3
2= (21,...,24)" — diag(la, M(z2)™}) ff(‘;) ,
f2(x)
G:Ug — R
0
o= (1, wa) o ding(T M(a2) ) | U]
0
h:Us - R
= (z1,...,24)" — 1 s O 0] z
and obtain

@(t) = F(a(t) + G(a(t))u(),
y(t) = h(z(t)).
Now, a short calculation gives the high gain matrix

F:Uﬂ*)R

x> B (21, 22)M(22) ' B = [1 %H] M(xy)~! [(ﬂ

~36(1%m) 2 1 s 1 1

16 — 9 cos(wa)? (3 s+l (3 + 2COS($2)>) ’
which is invertible on Ug. Since I' # 0 for z € Ug, As-
sumption [(Al)| is satisfied and hence Lemma yields
that system (31) has relative degree r = 2 on Ug. Note,
that for 8 € {8 € R| cos(B) = 2} we have I' = 0, from
which it is clear why to consider the dynamics for g € B
only. Now, we decouple the internal dynamics of sys-
tem (31). We start with the computation of ¢, ¢ satisfy-
ing ,@D. First, we calculate V : R x B — R? such that
im V(x1,22) = ker h/(x1,22) and obtain V = [ -3 I]T.
According to Lemma we may choose for ¢; in (6
é1(x1,22) = E(55) =:[0,1] (25 ), and using Corollary&
we obtain the expression as in

(- (E)-k 716
T m 0 1 Uil M '

(32)
Next, we algorithmically compute ¢5 in @ according to
Lemma [3:2] namely

gbg(xl,xg) = ‘N/(J?Q)T (IQ — M(mg)leF(x)flh’(xl,xg))
V) (B = M) | T@ 1 3]

=[5+ 5cos(a2) 3],




where VT denotes the pseudoinverse of V, and we chose
V(ws) = VR(ws) with R(my) = —2E2=2 a5 a left
transformation. We stress, that R : B — R is invertible
on B and we use it only for the sake of better legibility.
Thence, we obtain an expression as in

<ii> = M(z2)"'BI(z) "¢ + VR(z2) 'na. (33)

Now, we substitute the expressions from , into the
respective functions and obtain via the internal dy-
namics of system . The internal dynamics of are
given in .

Remark 5.1. We highlight, that the computation of the
internal dynamics is completely determined by system pa-
rameters and the application of Lemma [3.I] Lemma
and Corollary and equations , and . Once
chosen ¢1, e.g. ¢1(x1) = Ex; as in the proof of Lemma
the decoupling of the internal dynamics can be performed
computationally by an algorithm.

5.2. Example: Mass on car

We illustrate the stability result presented in Section [4]
To this end, we consider the mass on a car system pre-
sented in |20} Sec. 4.2]; this is an extension of the classical
mass on a car system under consideration in [II), Sec. 4.1].
The system consists of two cars with mass m; and mao,
resp. The two cars are coupled via a spring-damper com-
bination with characteristics Ko and Ds, resp. On the
second car a ramp with constant angle 0 < o < 7/2 is
mounted, on which a third mass mg is lying and is cou-
pled to the second car via a spring with characteristic K3,
and a damping with characteristic D3. The first car is
driven by a force u;, and the second car individually is
driven by a force us. We measure the horizontal position
of the first and the second car. The situation is depicted
in Figure [2|

ms

N

i Dy « &
U1 My é % mo ; Us
L@ @ 'K, L@@
51 i 52 ot
s E Yo
e

Figure 2: Extended mass on a car system. The original figure is
taken from [20] and edited for the purpose of the present article.

For convenience we assume the constant force on ms
due to gravity, namely msgsin(«), where g is the gravita-
tional constant, to be compensated via a linear coordinate
transformation, such that K3(0) = 0. Then, according
to [20, Sec. 4.2] with s := (51, 52,53) " € R? the equations
of motion for that system are given by

my +me +ms  mo+ms  mscos(q) 51(t)
me + ms3 me +m3  mgcos(a)| [ S2(¢)
m3 cos(a) ms cos(a) ms 33(t)
=M
0 1 0
_ | —ras)) = Do(se) | + 0 1| (D),
~Kal(s(t) — Ds(()) [0 0 ()
=:B

y(t) =

|
VRS
<
N
——
~ ‘o~
S—
Nl
I
N
V2l
-
—
-
~— W
—
3
wn ~—
)
—
-
S~—
Nl
Il
| — |
—_ =
— O
o O
—_
» W
N
N
~ "~
NN

(35)
In this particular example we have n = 3 and m = 2,
hence we are in the situation of multi-input, multi-output.
Note, that the input and the output are not colocated,
i.e., H# BT. According to the equations given in [20] we
assume Ko (s) = ksg and Do ($2) = d$o, where k,d > 0. In
order to include nonlinear terms, we assume that K3 and
D3 have the following characteristics, where o denotes the
sign function

. \/ <1
K3 . RS N R, g 0(q3) ‘q3| |q3| =
2q3 —o(q3) gzl >1
and
2 <1
Dy RP 5 R, vy 40(08)0 [vs] <
203 —o(v3) |vs| > 1.

Note, that K3 € C(R3> — R) and D3 € C(R® — R). The
schematic shapes of K3(-) and Dj3(-) are depicted in Fig-
ure 3

We set 1 := (81, 89,53) |, 29 := @1, K(-) := (0, K5(-), K3(-)) T,

D(-) := (0,Dz(-), D3(-)) ", whereby K,D € C(R® — R?),
resp. Further, let H := [H,0] and M := diag(I3, M).
Then system reads

~ (ks pieaen) * 7 (3] ()
o(t) = fia(t), (36)

and is of the form (24)). We set p := mq + mg sin(a)?
and calculate

i(t)=M"

1 _ 1
ma mi O
ML _ 1 matp _cos(e)
- mi mip 12 ’
0 _ cos(a) mao+ms

H pnms



(s + 1) ((3cos(m (1)) + 2)y(t) — 69a(t))
21 — 3scos(n1(t))

mt) = —

_ sin(mu(t)) Beos(m(t)) +2)y(t) — 6ma(t) 2(1+ ) (L4 5)y(t) — 3sm2(1))

(34)

2(t) B) 21 — 3scos(ni(t))

25 (8) (L+ 9)3(0) — 35m (1))’
(21 — 3scos(m (t))?

Ds(v)

I I I 9 I I I
-1 0 1 2 -2
a3 v

Figure 3: Schematic shape of K3(-) and D3(-), resp. Solid lines on
Z;, dashed lines on R\ Z;, i = 1,2.

and

1 1 mip
— —1 _|m m -1 _
T =HM B_[Ol il]eGh(R),F _{0 u]'

Therefore, assumption is satisfied and thus, using
Lemma [2.2] system has relative degree r = 2 on RS.
We calculate V such that imV =ker H and V'V = I,_4,
thus V = (0,0,1)T. Then, according to ¢ is given
via

¢o=(0 0 1)(Is— M 'BI''H)

[cos(a) cos(a) 1]
and thus

©:=¢pM ' =[0 0 -]
Obviously, we have Z; = {z € R | |z| > 1}, i = 1,2. Now,
we validate conditions (27a)—(271) step by step. Consider
Vi : Z1 — R defined by

1
Vi1 Z1 = R, 21 — (2% — |21]),
ms3

which is radially unbounded. Note, that Z; = R\ [-1, 1]
and hence Vi € C'(Z; — R). Then for 2y € Z; the
derivative of Vi is given by

Vi(21) = — (221 — o(=1))

ms3

0

0

1

msa

for z; € Z; and thus (27a)) is satisfied. Furthermore,
IK(Vz) = K(Vz1 +w)|

O w1
k2 kz1 + ws
221 — o(21) 221 —o(z1) + ws

= K(Vzl)T@T

(0 0 221 — O'(Zl))

H = [lwll;

2m

10

m(t)

21 — 3scos(n(t)

_d (s+1) (Beos(m (b)) +2)y(t) — 6na(t))
21 — 3scos(n(t))

C 2m

which proves (27b)), and

1
210K (Vz) = zlm—(Zzl —0(z1))
3

1 1
(92 _ > L2
mg( 21 — |z1]) > m321

for z; € Z; shows (27c). Conditions (27d)—(27¢) for D

follow analogously for zo € Zy = Z;. For (271) consider

0
dZQ
229 — 0(22)
d|ZQ| + |222 - 0'(22)‘
(d+2)|z2| +1 < (d+ 3)|2),

[D(Vz2)| =

<
<

for zo € Z5, which shows (271)). Therefore, via Theorem
we may deduce BIBO stability of the internal dynamics of
the extended mass on a car system .

6. Conclusion

In the present article we elaborated two main results.
First, we presented a suitable set of coordinates to repre-
sent the internal dynamics of a nonlinear multibody sys-
tem. This representation is completely determined by the
system parameters and therefore the internal dynamics can
be decoupled algorithmically and are open to e.g. stability
analysis. In particular, it is not necessary to compute the
Byrnes-Isidori form to obtain an explicit representation
of the internal dynamics. Second, we gave an abstract
stability result for control systems and derived sufficient
conditions on the system parameters of a multibody sys-
tem such that its internal dynamics are bounded-input,
bounded-output stable. We highlight that the conditions
can be verified in advance and hence it is not necessary to
derive the internal dynamics in the first place.

Now, further research aims to find similar representa-
tions of the internal dynamics of multibody systems with
vector relative degree and differential algebraic systems.
Moreover, we aim to achieve similar stability results for
nonlinear multibody systems with a more complex func-
tion f, a state dependent mass matrix, such as e.g. the
robotic manipulator arm with a passive joint, and systems
with algebraic constraints such as e.g. systems with a kine-
matic loop.
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Appendix A. Proof of Theorem

Proof. Recall © = ¢po M~ € R®=™)*" and for 7 := || 0|
let 0 < A < 2k/7% and 0 < ¢ < 2§/(d® + 2)\). For i = 1,2
let n; € Z; and y; € B,,(0). We calculate the Lie derivative
of V from along the vector field F from

V' (11,m2) - F(1,m2, 91, Y2)

= K\"'Vin) 0T + gy 2

+n3 O(— KMy +A"'Vin1) — D(Mysa + Vi)

— 3 OC(Myy + X'V, Mya + Via)(Mys + Vi)

+qn! O( — K(My1 + A" 'Vi) — D(Mys + Vip))

—qny OC(Myy + X"V, My + Vi) (Myz + Vi)

=y O(K(A Vi) — K(Myr +A"1Vip))

+aA|lnel* = 02 OD(Myz + Vi)

— 13 OC(Myr + A~ Vi, Myz + Vi) (Myz + Vi)

— qn{ OK (My1 + A"'Vi) — gn ©D(Mysz + Vi)

— qn{ OC(My;s + X" Vi, Mys + Vi) (Myz + V).
(A1)
For purpose of better legibility we set p := |M]| and
estimate the addends in separately for n; € Z,
resp. Note, that since V from Lemma[3:2] has orthonormal
columns we have [|[Vz|| = ||z|| for z € R"~™.
Step 1)

g ©(K(A Vi)
< 7l KA V)
@71)

— K(My; +X"'Vip))
— KMy, + X7V

Tln2llgr (My1) < 7K ||na|
Step ii)

— 13 OD(Mysz + Vi)
=1, O(D(Vn2) — D(Mysa + V) — D(Vp))
< T||772||HD(V772) D(Mysz + V)|l — 13 ©D (Vo)

@7 .
2 el (Myz) — 3 OD (V) =+ Dl = 8l
Step iii)

—qn] OK (My; + X"1V)
< qr|m|IEKA V) — KMy + AV ||
— qm [ OK (A V)

= qT||n1||g1(My1)—q171 OK (A 'Vn)

©
3
el

< 12

arK|m|l — qrA™t|m

11

Step iv)

— qn{ ©D(Mys + Vi) < qr||lm ||| D(Mys + Vi) |

< qlmlld[[Myz + Vnz\l < gqrdpra||ml| + grd|nl|ln2|l

d2
< qrdprs||ml| + q*llmllr“‘ +a el

where we used 2ab < a? + b? for all a,b € R in the last
line. We continue
Step v)

— qny OC(Myy + X'V, Mys + Vi) (Mys + Vi)
=qm @[C( W, Mys + Vng)
— C(Myy + A"V, My + Vi) | (Myz + Vi)
—qm @C(Ailvmy Myz + Vi) (Myz + Vi)
<grllm[II[CA™ Vi, Myz + Vi)
— C(Myy + A7V, Mya + Vi) | (Mys + Vi) ||
—qny OC(A 'V, Myz + Vi) (Myz + Vi)

2 q7||771||93(My1)a3(My2 + Vne)

— qn{ OCA Vi, Mya + Vi) (Mys + Vi)

(27h)

< qrCsmillas(Mys + Vi) = Sl |2 bs(Mya + Vi)

<grCllmlas(Muys + Vi) — I as(Myz + Vie)

q -
=2 (\rCs — llml) llmllas(Myz + Vo)
A
Step vi)

— 13 OC(My1 + X'V, Mys + Vi) (Mya + Vi)
=15 O[C(Mys + A"V, Vi)
— C(Myy + X'V, My + Vi) | (Myz + Vi)
— 19 OC(Myy + X1V, Vi) (Mys + Vi)
<7l [C(Myr + A~ Vi, Vi)
— C(Myr + AV, Myz + Vi) [ (Myz + Vi) |

— M2 GC(MZJl + A"V, Vne)(Mya 4+ Vi)

i)
< 7ln2ll ga(Myz) as(Myy + A7 V) |Im2 |

— 1y OC(Mys + X1V, Vi) (Mysa + Vi)

(273D
<

7|n2|* ga(Mys) as(Mys + X" Vi)
— by (My1 + A7 V) |||V 2|

— 1y OC(Mys + X"V, Viga) My,

< TC4G4(M:U1+)\ W) ||ne|?

= by(Mys + A7 V) [|Ina|?
+ Turs ag(Myr + XV [na|?

< (7(Cu+ pra) = lima) lmall? as(Mys + A7 Vin),



where we used ||V z|| = ||z|| for all z € R®™"™ in the second
last estimation. We summarize the calculations above to
estimate V' (n1,m2) - F(m1,m2,y1,y2) for n; € Z; and y; €
By, (0),i=1,2

V' (1, m2) - F(m,ne, y1, y2)
< gAn2ll® + 7K |[n2ll + 7Dm2l = 8ln2|1? + a7 K[|y |

K 9 72 9 d? 5
—qXIImII +q7durzlln1||+q§||m|| +q§llnzll

q ~
+ 4 (G~ ) I llas(Mys + V)

+ (7(Ca+ ara) = nall) Imel| as(Myy + A~ Vapy).

Sorting these expressions and inserting the constants from

yields

V/(Ulﬂh) - F(1,m2, Y1, Y2)
< —e1|ml? + Erllm| — e2llnzll® + Ealln:|l

q
= 3 Ul =)l llas (Myz + Virz)
= (Imall = 72) 2]l as(Myr + A" V),

where 1,692 > 0 and E7, F5 > 0 via the choice of ¢ and A,
and 71, v2 > 0. Now, we consider the function

W:R2™™ LR (A.3)

(w1, wa) = —e1]jwr||* + ExlJws || — e2llwa||* + Eallws|,

with €; > 0, E; > 0 for i = 1,2 as above. A short calcula-
tion yields that for w; € Z; we have W (w1, w2) < 0, and

—(Jwil =) < 0and —(fJws] —72) < 0. Comparing (A.2)
and (A.3)) yields assertion

V'(m,m2) - F(ni,m2,y1,y2) < W(ni,m2) <0,

for all m; € Z; N Z;, i = 1,2, and y; € B,,(0), y2 € By, (0).
O
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