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OPTIMAL CONTROL OF PORT-HAMILTONIAN DESCRIPTOR
SYSTEMS WITH MINIMAL ENERGY SUPPLY

TIMM FAULWASSER'!, BERNHARD MASCHKE?, FRIEDRICH PHILIPP?, MANUEL
SCHALLER® AND KARL WORTHMANN?

ABSTRACT. We consider the singular optimal control problem of minimizing the energy
supply of linear dissipative port-Hamiltonian descriptor systems subject to control and
terminal state constraints. To this end, after reducing the problem to an ODE with
feed-through term, we derive an input-state turnpike towards a subspace for optimal
control of generalized port-Hamiltonian ordinary differential equations. We study the
reachability properties of the system and prove that optimal states exhibit a turnpike
behavior with respect to the conservative subspace. By means of the port-Hamiltonian
structure, we show that, despite control constraints, this turnpike property is global in
the initial state. Further, we characterize the class of dissipative Hamiltonian matrices
and pencils.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many control systems in application domains as diverse as electrical engineering, me-
chanics, or thermodynamics can be written as port-Hamiltonian systems [5, 9, 22], [39].
In recent years, an implicit description of the energy properties |40} [41] has led to the
following class of linear descriptor systems [2, 26]

(la) %E:c =(J-R)Qz+Bu, FEz(0)=u’cimF,

(1b) y = B'Quz,

where the skew-symmetric structure matriz J describes the interconnection structure of
the systems, along which the energy flows are exchanged between its parts and preserv-
ing the total energy, whereas the symmetric positive semi-definite dissipation matriz R
specifies how the system dissipates energy. The matrix F allows an implicit definition of
the energy and when it is singular models algebraic constraints arising from symmetries
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of the energy. Its product E'Q = QTE > 0 with the matrix @Q corresponds to the
energy stored in the system.

For models of physical systems, £(u) = fOT u(t) Ty(t) dt specifies the energy supplied to
the system over a given time horizon [0, T]. In the case of electrical circuits, for instance,
the pair of input v and output y variables are equal to the pair of voltage and current
at a port of the circuit.

For an overview of further physical examples of u and y for pH systems see [39,
Table B.1, p. 205]. Besides the supply rate u ', also the energy Hamiltonian H(z) =
%JITETQSL' is key in the analysis of port-Hamiltonian systems as the combination of both
gives the energy balance

T T 1
2) H(a(T)) — H(x(0) = /0 u(t) Ty(t) di — /0 |REQu(t)]? .

From the above equality it can be immediately seen that the dynamics are dissipative
with respect to the supply rate u'y—in the sense of Willems [43]—and hence they are
passive. Thus stabilization and control can be approached by passivity-based techniques,
cf. [28] 137].

Despite the widespread interest of pH system for modeling, simulation and control of
dynamic systems, surprisingly little has been done in terms of optimal control. In [32]
we have shown in the ODE case, i.e., E = [ in , that the inherent dissipativity can
be exploited in Optimal Control Problems (OCPs) which require to transfer the system
state from a prescribed initial condition at ¢ = 0 to some target set at t = T, while
minimizing the supplied energy f(;[ u(t)Ty(t)dt. Observe that this bilinear objective
implies that the considered OCP is singular, i.e., the Hessian of the OCP Hamiltonian
with respect to u is 0. Hence the analysis of existence of solutions is more difficult and
Riccati theory cannot be applied directly.

In spite of this unfavorable situation, we have shown in [32] that in the special ODE-
case with £ = I and @) > 0 the OCP is strictly dissipative at least with respect to a
subspace and that optimal controls are completely characterized by the state and its
adjointH First steps towards the infinite-dimensional case are taken in [29]. In the
present paper, it is our main objective to study the OCP in the more general situation
det F = 0 with regard to reachability properties of the dynamics, dissipativity, and
turnpike behavior, cf. Figure Classically, the latter means that for varying initial
conditions and horizons the optimal solutions reside close to the optimal steady state
for the majority of the time. We refer to [13] for comments on the historical origins and
for a recent overview of turnpike results.

The turnpike phenomenon is usually analyzed in two different situations:

(a) supposing that the OCP is regular allows transcribing the first-order optimality
conditions as a system ODEs, cf. [I8, [19, [30} 36];
(b) supposing the underlying system, respectively, the OCP as such is strictly dissi-
pative with respect to a specific steady state, cf. [8, 14} 17, [34].
The present paper refers to neither of these situations. While our approach is strongly
based on dissipativity, we will, however, not have to assume this property of the OCP. In

lSpeciﬁcally, we have proven a sufficient condition for any singular arc to be of order 2.
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contrast, a specific subspace dissipativity property is inherent to any port-Hamiltonian
system. Indeed our main result establishes a generalized turnpike behavior of the optimal
solutions towards the conservative subspace induced by the nullspace of the dissipation
matrix R(Q), see Theorem

Our approach also has a strong relation to non-linear mechanical systems, where the
dynamics and symmetries give rise to a manifold of optimal input-state pairs, cf. [10} [11].

As is well-known, a linear differential algebraic equation is closely related to its corre-
sponding matrix pencil. In [27] the pencils associated to DAEs of the form are called
“dissipative Hamiltonian”. Here, we adopt this notion and characterize this class of pen-
cils (see Theorem [B.7)). We also characterize the regularity of such pencils (Proposition
and when their index is at most one (Corollary . We regard these results as
interesting contributions in their own right. Yet, since they are somewhat tangential to
the main goal of characterizing the optimal solutions for varying initial conditions and
horizon, we outsource them to Appendix

State ... Example
ph-DAE-OCP ------------------------------ g turnpike Section 4.2
DAE ~ -
........................ L 2y
0 DE g Reachability analysis § Example
‘3 of equilibria Section 3.3
A J E ; . . :
¥ :
ph_ODE_OCP : . State/cgntrol Adjoi_nt
with feed-through Sec.3.2.1 turnpike  sec.322  tumpike

FIGURE 1. Summary and outline of the main results in this work.

The paper is arranged as follows. Preliminaries and the problem statement are given
in Section [2| Therein we introduce the considered OCP for port-Hamiltonian descriptor
systems and we show how the algebraic constraints in the DAE can be eliminated via a
structure-preserving state transformation proposed in [2]. Having thus reduced the DAE
system to a port-Hamiltonian ODE system with feed-through term, Section |3| studies
the corresponding ODE-constrained OCP. In Subsection we prove our main result
for the ODE case concerning subspace turnpikes. In addition, we prove that the adjoint
state performs a turnpike towards zero. The section ends with a numerical example of
a modified mass-spring damper system. In Section {4| we transfer the statements from
Section [3] to the original DAE case and illustrate our results by means of a numerical
example from robotics. We summarize the paper in Section [5| and give an outlook
considering future work.

The paper is supplemented with a comparatively extensive appendix containing a de-
tailed treatise of regular dissipative Hamiltonian pencils, including the above-mentioned
characterization.
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Notation. In the sequel, || - || always denotes the Euclidean norm on R™. The notion
LY(0,T;U) stands for the set of all (equivalence classes of) integrable functions on the
interval [0, 7] with values in U C R™. The set of eigenvalues (spectrum) of a real square
matrix A is denoted by o(A). The solution of an initial value problem & = Ax + Bu,

2(0) = 2°, with given control u is denoted by x(-;z% ).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper we consider port-Hamiltonian descriptor systems of the form , where
J,R,Q,E € R"™" BecR"™" and

(3) J=-J'", R=R'">0, Q"E=E"Q>0,
We say that the pair (u,z) € Li_([0,00), R™) x LL ([0,00),R") satisfies (La]), if Ez €

loc loc

W10, 00),R") and holds almost everywhere on (0,00). In this case, we say that

loc

x is a solution of .
We assume throughout the paper that the DAE is regular and has differentiation

index one (for the definition of both notions see Appendix , since this guarantees
unique solvability of (cf. Proposition or |21, Proposition 1]). Whereas it can
be shown that pH-DAEs have a maximal index of two (see Theorem or [26]), many
pH-DAESs appear to be of index one, see, e.g., [38]. The analysis of OCPs constrained
by index two DAESs is subject to future research and can be approached via the index
reduction described in [2, Section 7].

Remark 2.1 (Dissipative Hamiltonian pencils). It is well-known that DAEs of the form
%Eaz = Az +bwith E, A € R"*" are closely related to the matrix pencil P(s) = sE— A.
In Appendix we coin pencils of the form P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q with matrices
J,R,Q, E € R"™" satisfying the conditions dissipative Hamiltonian and characterize
the regular ones among the class of all regular pencils P(s) = sE — A (see Theorem
. We also characterize regularity of these pencils and the property of having index

at most one (see Proposition and Corollary [B.11)).

2.1. Problem statement. As already indicated in the Introduction, the power sup-
plied (or withdrawn) from the port-Hamiltonian system via the ports at time ¢ is
represented by wu(t) "y(t). Hence, the energy supplied over a time horizon [0, T] is given
by fOT u(t) Ty(t) dt. It is therefore natural to consider the following problem: Given an
initial datum w® € im E, a target set ¥ C im E, and a control set U C R™, what is the
minimal energy supply for steering w® into W ?

Hence, the considered OCP reads:

T
win /0 u(t) Ty (t) dt

ueL(0,T;U
(4) s.t. LEx(t) = (J — R)Qz(t) + Bu(t),
y(t) = BT Qu(t)

)
Ex(0)=w" €imE, Ex(T) € ¥ CimE
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We shall assume throughout that the target set ¥ C im E is closed and that the set
U C R™ of control constraints is convex and compact and contains the origin in its
interior int U. The energy Hamiltonian of the pH-DAE system is given by H(x) =
L., TgT

5T Qx.

Lemma 2.2. If (u,z,y) satisfies (1)), then Hox € W10, 00)) and

loc
() SH(@(t)) = u(t) "y(t) — | R2Qa(t)*

Proof. Let P denote the orthogonal projection onto im ET. Since I — P maps onto
(imET)+ = ker E, we have E = EP + E(I — P) = EP. Let ET denote the Moore-
Penrose inverse of E. Then P = ETE and therefore Ex € WI})’CI([O, 00), R™) if and only if

Pz € W,2([0,00),R™). Since H(z) = 2TPETQz = L(P2)TQTE(P2), it follows that

loc

Hoz e VVlicl([O, 00)) with generalized derivative

d d d
a(H ox) = xTQTEEPx = CETQTaEU’C =y'u—2' Q" RQz,

as J is skew-symmetric and y = B' Q. O

If (u,z,y) satisfies the port-Hamiltonian DAE-system (1]}, then Lemma immedi-
ately implies the following energy balance which we rewrite as

T T 1
©) o v e = )~ 160 + [ R Ge) P

Put differently, the minimization of the supplied energy is equivalent to minimizing the
sum of the overall energy H(z(7')) at time 7" and the internal dissipation given by the
last term in @

2.2. Decomposition into differential and algebraic part. The starting point of
our analysis was the OCP with DAE-constraints. In this part, we make use of the
structure preserving index reduction from [2] to reduce it to an pH-ODE-constrained
OCP. However, the price to pay is a feed-through term in the output equation.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that the dynamics of the pH-DAE-constrained OCP pH-DAFE
(4) are regular and have index one. Then there exist invertible matrices U,V € R™*"
with U im E = R™ x {0} C R", ny < n, such that the pH-DAE-OCP s equivalent
to the pH-ODE-OCP with state z € R™, initial datum 29 = UTuw® and terminal set
o =U"Y
4 T
ey f, OO

(7) s.t. z1 = (Ju — Rll)Qllzl + (B — P)u, 21(0) = Z?, Zl(T) € &,

« A\ T N N
Yy = (B+P) Q1121+(S+N>u,

(8) 20 = —Q% L3y (L21Q1121 + Bau)
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and corresponding Hamiltonian H(z1) = 22 Quz satisfying H(z) = H(z) and the
energy balance

. A
(9) %Ef (21(1) = y(t) "u(t) - (ZJ((Z))> <Q%§5§H QEP) (thl(%))'

=W

The transformations U and V' satisfy
U'EYV = (1m0 U—lQV _ (Qu 0 UTJU = Jir Jiz UTRU = Ry1 Ry
- 0o 0/’ - 0 Q22 )7 - 7J1TQ Jog )0 - RL Roao

with Ria = J12, Jas — Roa, Qun invertible, Q1 = Qf, >0, UTB = (g;). Further, ab-
breviating L;j = Jijj — R;j, 1,7 = 1,2, we have B= Bl—%L;1L52TB2, P= —%L;1L52TB2,
and the symmetric resp. skew-symmetric parts of the feed-through operator are given by
§=-1BJ (L;; + L2‘2T) By and N = —1B] <L2_21 - L;QT) Bs.

Proof. The transformations U and V are defined in [2, Section 5]. Here, we add an

additional state transformation z; = Ejix1, where E; and x; are as in [2, Section 5]
and transform the dynamics of () via (1) = V=2 into

d (I, 0 (z1) _ ((Ji1— Ru)Qu 0 21 B;
(10a) dt ( 0 0) <Z2) B ((Jm — R21)Qu (Jo2 — R22)Q22> <22> * <B2> "
(10b) y= (B}, B]) (QOH QO22> <2)

Further, as in [2, Theorem 22], this decomposition and the invertibility of (Jag — Ra2)Q22
yield the control system

~ ~ ~ AN\ T ~ “
(11) 21 =(Ji1 — R11)Quz + (B—Plu, y= (B + P) Q1121 + (5 + N) u,

where 29 is eliminated and uniquely given by . For the energy balance, see [2], Proof
of Theorem 22]. O

Remark 2.4. It follows from Proposition and Lemma that, given a control

T .
u € Li ([0,00),R™), we have z(t) ' QT RQz(t) = (Zl((tt))> W (ZJ((;))) for all solutions x
of the DAE in and the corresponding solutions z; of the ODE in . But in fact,
an easy computation shows that

(12) TTQTRQT = () W (%)

u

holds for Z,Z € R® and @ € R™ whenever 2 = V1'% and Zj, Z», 4 are related via
Zo = —Q2_21L2_21 (L21Q1121 + Bgﬁ). In particular, W is positive semi-definite.

Remark 2.5 (Consequences of ODE-reformulation). (a) Once an OCP is feasible (i.e.,
the admissible set is non-empty), it is advisable to show the existence of optimal so-
lutions. Since the OCPs and are equivalent, it suffices to consider the ODE-
constrained OCP @ And in fact, we prove in Corollary below that an optimal
solution of OCP (7)) exists, whenever the state z{ can be steered to a point in ®; at time
T under the given dynamics.
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(b) In view of the energy balance (6) and H(z) = 3(Ez)' QET(Ez), in the case
RQ = 0 the OCP is equivalent to minimizing the function f(w) = w'QETw on the
set of states w € ¥ that are reachable from w° (inside im ) at time 7. We are not going
to detail this case here. That is, we always assume that R # 0, which means that the
system dissipates energy at certain states. Note that this is equivalent to W % 0 by

(2.
3. OPTIMAL CONTROL OF PH ODE SYSTEMS WITH FEED-THROUGH

Next, we analyze the ODE-constrained OCP with regard to reachability aspects
and the turnpike phenomenon showing that optimal solutions stay close to the con-
servative subspace ker W for the majority of the time. These properties will then be
translated back to the corresponding properties of the original DAE-constrained OCP
in Section

Throughout this section, we consider OCPs with dynamic constraints given by port-
Hamiltonian ODE systems with feed-through

(13a) i=(J-RQz+ (B—-Plu,  z(0) =2

(13b) y=(B+ P)"Qz + Du.

Moreover, J, R,@Q € R™™™ and D € R™*™ are constant matrices satisfying
(14) J=-J', R=R'>0, Q=Q"' >0, S=iD+D")>0
and B, P € R™™ gsuch that

(15) W= (?ﬁg QSP> > 0.

The latter condition is obviously trivially satisfied if P = 0.

In [32] we made first observations concerning the special case with P =0, D = 0, and
@ > 0. Subsequently, we go beyond [32], i.e., we explore reachability properties of
and prove novel results concerning input-state subspace turnpikes as well as an adjoint
turnpike for the ODE-constrained OCP (|7)).

Remark 3.1 (Dissipative Hamiltonian matrices). In Appendix we characterize the
matrices A which can be written in the form A = (J — R)Q (see Theorem [B.2)). It turns
out that this property is purely spectral, i.e., it can be read off the Jordan canonical
form of A.

We say that a linear map 7' : £ — £, mapping a subspace £ C R™ (or C") to itself is Q-
symmetric (Q-skew-symmetric, Q-positive semi-definite), if it has the respective property
with respect to the positive semi-definite inner product [-,:] = (Q-,-), restricted to L.
For example, T is Q-skew-symmetric if [Tz, y] = —[z, Ty] Vz,y € L.

Let A = (J — R)Q, where J,R,Q are as in ({14). By Theorem none of the
eigenvalues of A has a positive real part. It follows from the real Jordan form that there
exists a (spectral) decomposition

(16) R = Ny & N,

such that both subspaces N1 and N are A-invariant, o(A|y,) C iR, and A|y, is Hurwitz.
In particular, we have A = A} @ Ay with respect to the decomposition . The next
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proposition provides some geometrical insight which also explains the behavior of optimal
solutions, see Subsection [3.3]

Proposition 3.2. Let J, R, Q be as in . Then the decomposition is Q-orthogonal,
i.e., R" = Ny @g Na, and ker@Q C Ni C ker(RQ). Moreover, the representation of
(J — R)Q with respect to the decomposition has the form

a7) == (1 5 )

where J1 and Jo are Q-skew-symmetric in N1 and Nao, respectively, Rs is Q-positive
semi-definite, and Jo — Rs is Hurwitz. The eigenvalues of both Ji and Jo are purely
maginary.

Proof. Let A = (J — R)Q. By definition of Ny, we have ker Q C ker A C Nj. Denote
by £(A) the complex algebraic eigenspace of A at A € C, i.e., £(A) = Jj_, ker ((4 —
MF) C €™ For aset A C C we will also use the notation £a(A) = span{Ly(A4) : A €

A} C C™. Denote by [L] the orthogonality relation with respect to [-,-]. We shall now
prove that
(18) £ i Lu(4) CRer(RQ) = Ly(4) [1] £(4).

To see this, let us assume that we have already shown that ker((4 — A\)*)[L] £,,(A) for
some k € Ng. Let (A — \)**1y = 0 and set # = (A — \)y. Then, by assumption, z €
(L, (A))H. Let us furthermore assume that we have already proved that y [ L] ker(A— )
for some j € Np. Let 2z € ker(A — p)’ ™! and set w = (A — p)2z. Then [y, w] = 0 and thus
(as RQz = 0),

A2yl = [z, M) = [z, Ay — 1] = [z, Ay] = (Qz, (J — R)Qy) = —((J + R)Qz,Qy)
= —((J - R)Qz,Qy) = —[Az,y] = —[pz +w,y] = —plz,y],

hence (A + u)[z,9] = 0. Note that A + u = 0 implies that (Re\)(Rep) < 0 (in which
case one of L£)(A) and £,(A) is trivial) or A = p, which we excluded. Hence, [z,y] =0
and is proved.

We set Ni = Lir(A) and Nj = Lc-(A), where C~ = {z € C: Rez < 0}. Obviously,
we have N = N] NR™ and N» = Nj NR"™. Since N| C ker(RQ) (see and ([42)),
Equation shows that N7 [L] N} and thus the Q-orthogonality of Ny and N,. Hence,
A decomposes as in , where J1 = JQ|n,, Jo = P2JQ|nN,, and Ry = PoRQ|n, with Py
denoting the projection onto Ny along Ni. It is easy to see that Ji is Q-skew-symmetric
and that Ps is @Q-symmetric. The latter implies that J is Q-skew-symmetric and Ro is Q-
symmetric and @-non-negative. By construction, we have o(J1) C iR. Finally, it follows
from ker Q@ C Nj that [-,-] is positive definite on Na, and hence also o(J2) C iR. O

Remark 3.3. Note that ker Ry might still be non-trivial. A simple example is given by
Q=1I,J=(%}), and R = (29), in which case Ny = {0} and therefore ker Ry =
ker R # {0}.

3.1. Reachability properties. As already mentioned in Section 2] we consider control
constraints v € U where U is a convex and compact set with 0 € intU. Let ¢ > 0
and x € R”. We say that z € R" is reachable from « at time ¢ under the dynamics in
, if there exists a feasible u € L'(0,¢; U) such that the corresponding state response
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satisfies z(t; x,u) = z. By R¢(x) we denote the set of all states that are reachable from
x at time t. Similarly, we denote by C:(z) the set of states from which x is reachable
(i.e., which can be controlled/steered to z) at time ¢. Clearly, C;(x) equals R¢(x) with
respect to the dynamics in reverse time & = —(J — R)Qz — (B — P)u. Moreover, we set

Ro(z) = Co(z) = {z} and
R(z) = | JRu(z), C)=|JC(x), R(@®) =|]R@), @) =]|]C@).

>0 >0 z€d z€D
Hence, C(®) is the set of states that can be steered into ®. It is well-known that the
sets Ry(z) and Ci(z) are compact and convex for each t > 0 and each z € R", see, e.g.,
[23, Chapter 2, Theorem 1].

3.1.1. Reachability of steady states. Recall the Kalman controllability matrix K (A, B) =
(B,AB,..., A" !B) of a linear time-invariant control system (A, B) in R", ie., & =
Az + Bu. If rank K (A, B) = n, the linear control system (A, B) is controllable.

Lemma 3.4 (Reachable sets of input-constrained pH systems). Consider the pH-system
with conver and compact input constraint set U, 0 € intU. Let X = im K((J —
R)Q, B — P). Then the following hold:
(i) C(0) = X.
(ii) R(0) C X is convex and relatively open in X.
(iii) If 0 < t1 < ta, then Cy, (0) C inty Ct,(0),
where inty denotes the interior with respect to the subspace topology of X.

Proof. Set A = (J — R)Q and B = B — P. From the variation of constants formula
it easily follows that R(0) C X and C(0) C X. Note that X is invariant under A and
that Bu € X for each & € R™. Let A = Alx. We consider the system & = Az + Bu
in X (hence, also with initial values #(0) € X). Then (A, B) is controllable and the
same is true for the time-reversed system (—A, —B). Also note that Re A < 0 for each
cigenvalue A of A (cf. Theorem . The properties (i) and (ii) now follow from [25, p.
45, Theorems 1,2,3,5], and (iii) is a consequence of [20, Corollary 17.1]. O

Let 27 € R™ and 2% € C(xr). Then there exists a minimal time T'(2°; x7) at which
o7 is reachable from z° (se<ﬂ [25, p. 60, Theorem 1]). This defines a minimal time
function T(-;xr) : C(xzr) — [0,00). By B:(S) we denote the open e-neighborhood of a
set S C R*. We also write B.(x) = B.({z}).

Corollary 3.5. The minimal time function T'(-;0):C(0)—[0,00) is continuous.

Proof. We adopt the notation from Lemma and its proof. Recall that (g, E) i
controllable (in X = C(0)). Let 2 € X, ¢ > 0, and set t = T(2%;0). Then x° € 9xC:(0
(see [20, Lemma 13.1]). By Lemma (ili) we have C;—-(0) C intx C+(0) and Ct(0)
inty Ct4-(0). Hence, there exists 61 > 0 such that Bgf(wo) C C412(0), where B (z) =
B,(x) N X. On the other hand, there exists d2 > 0 such that ng(xo) NCi—(0) = @.
Indeed, otherwise we had z° € C;_.(0) and thus 2" € inty C;(0), which contradicts
29 € OxCy(0). Hence, choosing § = min{d, d2}, we have By (2°) C C4.(0)\Ct—(0). For

~ w

- N

2The theorem in [25] is formulated for 7 = 0 but the proof also works for zr # 0.



10 T. FAULWASSER, B. MASCHKE, F. PHILIPP, M. SCHALLER AND K. WORTHMANN

x € Bi* (2°) this implies t — e < T(x;0) < t + ¢, or, equivalently, |T(z;0) — T(z%;0)| <
E. O

A pair (z,u) € R® x U is called a steady state (or controlled equilibrium) of the
dynamics in (13a]) if (J — R)QZ + (B — P)u = 0. In the following, by C}(x) and R}’ (z)
we denote the reachable sets for (13a)) with L!-controls taking on their values in V C R™.
Lemma 3.6. Let (z,u) € R™ x U be a steady state of (13al) and set V.=U —u. Then
for t >0 we have Ci(z) = Z + C(0) and R(Z) = = + R4 (0).
Proof. We have x € C(z) if and only if x = e_tAf—fg e %4 Bu(s) ds with u € L(0,¢; U).
Since Le 47 = e *4(~AZ) = ¢ *ABa, and therefore ¢ 47 — 7 = [ e *ABuds, it
follows that x € Ci(z) if and only if z =z — fg e %4 Buv(s)ds with v € L'(0,¢; V). This
proves the claim for C;(z). The claim for R.(Z) is proved similarly. O

If @ € int U, then also V = U — @ is compact, convex, and contains 0 in its interior.
Hence, the results obtained so far immediately imply the next corollary.
Corollary 3.7. Let (Z,u) € R™ x int U be a steady state of (13al). Then:

(i) C(z) =z+imK((J—-R)Q,B— P).
(ii) The minimal time function T'(-;Z) : C(Z) — [0,00) is continuous.

3.1.2. Reachability in view of the decomposition . With respect to the decomposition
R™ = N1 ®¢g N3 from Proposition the control system ((13a)) takes the form
(19a) &y = Jixy+ Buu,  x1(0) = 1,
(19b) To = (JQ — Rg).%’Q + Bsu, xg(O) = .Z‘g,
where B; = Pj(B — P) with P; denoting the projection onto N; with respect to the
decomposition R" = N1 & No, j =1, 2.

Lemma 3.8 ([33, Cor. 3.6.7]). If (J—R)Q, B—P) is controllable, then we have R(0) =
N1 &g (R(0) N Ng).

The next corollary is a simple consequence of the previous results and shows in par-
ticular that IV is reachable from anywhere.

Corollary 3.9. If ((J — R)Q, B — P) is controllable, then for every x° € R" there is a
bounded set K,o C N such that Ny ®¢ (R(0) N N2) C R(z%) € N1 ®g Kyo.

Proof. If x € R™ can be reached from zero, then it can be reached from any xz° € R"
by Lemma (i). This and Lemma prove the first inclusion. For the second
inclusion, let x € R(2°), 2 = x1 + 2o with x; € Nj, j = 1,2. Then there exist a time
t > 0 and a control u € L'(0,t;U) such that x5 = 4229 + fg e(=9)42 By (s) ds, where
Ao = Jy — Ry. As Ao is Hurwitz, there exist w > 0, M > 1 such that HetAQH < Me™%t,
Let R = | B, || (maXUE[U ||v||) Then

t
lwa]| < Me™"|l3]| +/0 Me==)|| By [||u(s)l|ds < M|l2§] + R,

which proves the second inclusion with Kgy = Byyj,9)4£(0) N Na. O
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3.2. Turnpike properties of minimum energy supply ph-ODE-OCPs. In Section
2] we formulated the OCP corresponding to the minimization of the energy supply of
port-Hamiltonian descriptor systems and reduced this DAE-constrained problem to an
ODE-constrained OCP of the following form:

T
i ) Ty(t) dt
e [T
st. &= (J—R)Qx+ (B—Pu, z(0)=2° =z(T)cd,
y=(B+P)'Qz+ Du

(20)

where B, P € R™™ D € R™™ and J, R,Q € R"™™ are as in . The existence of
solutions of the OCP follows from the compactness of the control constraint set U,
cf. Theorem Next, we analyze the turnpike phenomenon of optimal solutions of this
OCP. Classically, this means that optimal trajectories reside close to certain states for
the majority of the time [I3]. Here, we will show that this phenomenon occurs in a more
general way, i.e., optimal pairs (z*, u*) reside close to a subspace for the majority of the
time. Despite the problem being linear quadratic, the presented approach to show the
turnpike for the primal variables, i.e., the input-state pair (z*,u*), does not utilize the
optimality conditions due to the possible occurrence of singular arcs. However, we prove
in addition that a combination of the first-order optimality conditions and the subspace
turnpike for the primal variables induces a turnpike for the adjoint state towards the
steady state zero.

The Hamiltonian function, representing the energy of the system is given by
H(z) = 3-2"Qx. For a control u € L*(0,T;U) and 2° € R™ the solution = = z(-, 2%, u)
of with x(0) = 2° obviously satisfies

LH@()=2"Qi=2"Q(J — R)Qz + 2 Q(B + P)u— 22" QPu
=—2"QRQr+u'y—u'Du—22"QPu=1u'"y — HVVl/2 () Hz,
where we used z'Jz = 0 for z € R”. Thus, we obtain the well-known energy balance
"o T 2
(21) / uw'ydt = H(x(t1)) — H(x(to)) +/ HW / (=) H dt.
to to

In particular, this shows that we may replace the cost functional in by

T
- 1/2 ( x(t) 2
Ty = 1)+ [ W2 () P ar
The next corollary follows immediately from the existence result Theorem [C.I}

Corollary 3.10. If 2° € C(®), then the OCP has an optimal solution.

As already discussed in Remark in the case W = 0 the OCP is equivalent to
minimizing H(z) = 3 - 2" Qz on ® N Ry (2Y), which is the (compact) set of states z € ®
that are reachable from z° at time 7. This case will not be discussed here. Hence, we
will assume throughout that W # 0.
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3.2.1. Input-state subspace turnpikes. The following definition of an integral turnpike
with respect to a subspace is an extension of an integral turnpike with respect to a steady
state, cf. [16, Definition 2.1] and [14, Section 1.2]. Turnpike properties with respect to
sets was discussed in [34] and with respect to manifolds in mechanical systems in [10].
In the context of unobservable cost functionals, velocity-turnpikes were considered in
[11L [15) B0] which yield a turnpike behavior towards the unobservable subspace.

Definition 3.11 (Integral input-state subspace turnpike property). Let £ € C1(R?T™),
€ CY(R"), and let ® C R™ be closed. We say that a general OCP with linear dynamics
of the form

T
(22) ueL%I,lT;U) p(a(T)) + /0 Uz(t),u(t)) dt
st. & =Az+Bu, (0)=2", x(T)€

has the Integral input-state subspace turnpike property on a set Sy, C C(®) with respect
to a subspace ¥V C R™ x R™, if there exist continuous functions F,T" : S, — [0, 00) such
that for all 2° € Sy, each optimal pair (z*,u*) of the OCP (22)) satisfies

(23) /0 ' dist? ((z*(t), u*(t)), V) dt < F(2°) forall T > T(z°)

Remark 3.12 (Link to measure turnpikes). The main feature of this definition is the
implication that for 7" large enough any optimal input-state pair is close to the subspace
V for the majority of the time. Indeed, if 2° € S, and € > 0, for T' > T'(2°) we have

2

T 0
p({t € 0,7 : dist((a*(t),u*(t)),V) > €}) < 1/0 dist?((2* (1), u* (1)), V) dt < F&)

where 1 denotes the standard Lebesgue measure. This behavior of optimal trajectories is
called measure turnpike, cf. e.g. [I3, Definition 2]. Here, compared to the usual definition
in the literature, the measure turnpike property is with respect to a subspace and the
dependence of the upper bound on € can explicitly be specified.

In this section we shall show as our main result in Theorem [3.16] that under suitable
conditions the input-state subspace turnpike property holds for the OCP with re-
spect to the subspace ker W (see (15)). To this end, we introduce two technical lemmas

that are required in the proof of Theorem A steady state (z*,u*) of is called
optimal if it is a solution of the following problem:

(24) | min @'§ st.0=(J-R)Qz+(B-P)% §=(B+P) QF+Du.
z,u LD

Lemma 3.13. A steady state (T,u) of is optimal if and only if (£) € ker W.

Proof. Let z = (%) be a steady state of and set 4 = (B + P)"Qz + Du. Since
z'QTJQx =0, we obtain

7J'a=2'Q(B—P)ui+2% QPu+1 Si=1 QRQZ+2z' QPu+ua' Su=7z Wz
In particular, on the set of constraints in the target function @'% is non-negative.

And since (0,0) obviously is a steady state, the optimal value of is zero. Hence, a
steady state Z is optimal if and only if 2T Wz =0, i.e., Wz = 0. (]
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Remark 3.14. Lemma shows that the optimal steady states of are exactly
those pairs (Z,u) € R™ x U, for which (Z) lies in the kernel of

< (JQ_IfQ)Q BQ_PP ) € R(Qn-{-m) X (n+m) )
PTQ S

In particular, the vectors in ker @ x {0} are optimal steady states.

Lemma 3.15. Let A € RF** A= AT > 0. Then for all € R* we have
Amin * distQ(x,ker A) < 2 Az < Apax - dist2(a:,ker A),

where Amin (Amax) S the smallest (resp. largest) positive eigenvalue of A.

Proof. We have A = U DU with D = diag(\;)%_; > 0 and U € R*** orthogonal. Note
that max; \; = || A and that P = U diag(dy,~0)*_,U is the orthogonal projection onto
imA. Let z € RF and v = Uz. Then
el A= "Mv7 = > A} <A D 0 = Anax - | Pz,
i

:A; >0 :A; >0
Similarly, " Az > Apin||Pz||?. The claim now follows from dist(z,ker A) = ||Pz|. O

The next theorem is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 3.16 (Integral input-state subspace turnpike). Let (Z,u) € R™ x intU be an
optimal steady state such that & € C(®). Then the OCP has the integral input-state
subspace turnpike property on C(Z) with respect to ker W.

If additionally, ((J — R)Q, B — P) is controllable, the turnpike property is global in the
initial state, i.e., C(z) = R™.

Proof. Set A = (J — R)(@ and B = B — P. First of all, we shall define some constants.
Due to the spectral properties of A (see Theorem, there is M > 0 such that [|e!4|| <
14 Mt for all t > 0. Set umax = max{||u|| : w € U}. The condition = € C(P) means that
there exist a time 77 > 0 and a control u; € L'(0,Ty;U) such that (T}, Z,u;) € .

Now, let 20 € C(z). By Corollary [3.7| the minimal time Ty (z?) = T'(2°; ) at which Z
can be reached from z° depends continuously on 2. Define

T =To(z°) + Ty and  F(2%) = A L - (G1 + Ga + Go(29)),

where Api, denotes the smallest positive eigenvalue of the matrix W and Gy : C(z) —
[0,00) as well as the constants G, G2 > 0 are defined by

Go(a®) = [WITo(@®) - (1 + MTo @) (I2°] + | BIITo(@)tmax)” + has]
Gy = [WITy - [+ MT (2] + 11 Blltuma)” + Tit
. _ > 2
Gz = 3IQI(L + MTL) - (2] + | B Tytimax)”

We will show that 7" and F' are as in Definition To this end, let uy be the time-
optimal control that steers 2° to Z at time Ty = T(2%;Z) and let T > T'(2°) = Ty + 1.
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Define a control u by

wol(t), t [0, Tp]
u(t) =11, te [To,T — Tl]
ul(t—(T—Tl)), t e [T—Tl,T]

and denote the state response trajectory by z, i.e.,

etAz0 + f (t=5)A Buy(s) ds, t € [0, Tp]
I’(t) =47, te [To,T — Tl]
et=I=T)Az 4 [1 1 e=ABuy(s — (T = T1))ds, t€[T—T,T].

The constant value Z on [Tp, T'—T1] is due to the fact that (Z,u) is a steady state of (20).
Hence, z is a trajectory from 2(0) = 2° to a point 2(T) € ® and therefore admissible
for the OCP (20)). The output is given by y = (B + P)"Qx + Du.

Let (xz*,u*) be an optimal solution of with 2*(0) = 2° and denote the corre-
sponding output by y*. By optimality and the energy balance , we obtain

T
* _ z* u* T, %
H(*(T)) — H(z*(0)) / | ( > 12t = /O () Ty (1) dt
T
T =H(z — H(x 2
< [ u®) o)t = G () = H(a(0) / [w ( ) [
Since H(z) = % - 27 Qz > 0 for all z € R" and 2*(0) = 2(0) = 2°, we obtain
r L fx* o1z
(25) /0 e (U*Eg) 17 dt < H(a:(T))+/O i (UE:D I” dt.
For t € [0, Ty] we have ||z(t)|| < (1 + MTp)(||z°| + ||§HT0umaX) which implies
T T
L () P ae < v [ (el + fato)?) at < Gola?)
Similarly, for ¢ € [T — Ty, T], from ||lz(¢)|| < (1 4+ MT)(||z]| + H§||T1umax) we obtain

T 1 (x T
/Tn v (uﬁg) [ at < w| /TT1 ()2 + [lu(t)|?) dt < Gy

and H(z(T)) = 3 - 2(T) " Qz(T) 1QIlllz(T)||* < Ge. Since [z, u] € ker W, cf. Lemma
3.13, we also have fT e HWz ( ) H dt = 0 and therefore

<5
(1)
u(t

T *
H(z(T)) +/0 [ (28) IPdt < Gy + G2 + Go(2°) = Amin - F(2?),

and the first claim follows from Lemma [3I5l The second claim follows from the fact
that the set of initial values Si, = C(Z) in Theorem coincides with the affine
subspace 7 +im K ((J — R)Q, B — P), see Corollary (i) and as, due to controllability
im K((J — R)Q, B — P) = R", O
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Remark 3.17. For # = @ = 0 in the second claim of Theorem [3.16] the assumption
0 € C(®) can be replaced by the (seemingly) weaker condition (N1 (R(0)NN2))NP # &,
where N is the subspace from Proposition [3.2] This follows directly from Lemma [3.8

Remark 3.18. If P = 0 and S = 0, we have ker W = ker(R%Q) x R™ so that the
above-proven turnpike property only provides information about the state. The relation

then reads
T
/ dist® (z*(t), ker(RQ)) dt < F(z°).
0

3.2.2. Classical turnpike for the adjoint state. In this part, we will show that despite
the input-state pair enjoys a subspace turnpike, the adjoint variable exhibits a turnpike
towards the steady state zero whenever control constraints are not active. A central tool
is the dissipativity equation which allows to reformulate the OCP in equivalent
form as follows:

T 1 £\ |12

in  H(x(T w () | a

el O [
it=(J—-R)Qx+ (B—-Plu, z(0)=2° z(T)cd,

where W is as in . In order to conclude a result for the adjoint, we shall utilize

the optimality conditions which we derive for the OCP following [24] Section 4.1.2].
First, we define the (optimal control) Hamiltonian

H(w,u, A Ao) = AT ((J = R)Qz + (B — P)u) + Ao||[W2 (5) ||

Let (z*,u*) € WH1(0,T;R"™) x L*(0,T;U) be an optimal input-state pair for (26). Then
there is a function A\* € WhH1(0,7;R") and a constant A\§ < 0 satisfying (A\§, \*(t)) # 0
for all ¢ € [0, 7] such that

(27a) £ (t) = Ha(z" (1), w(t), A*(£), Ag)
(27b) A*(8) = —Ha (2 (8), u* (1), A*(1), AF)
(27¢) u*(t) € arg max H(x*(t), u, \*(t), Ay)

for a.e. t € [0, 7.
Here, (27b)) and (27d)) read as

(28a) M =—((J-RQ)" X\ -2\ (QRQz* + QPu*)
(28b) u*(t) € arg max M ()T (B = P)u+ M(22*(t) ' QPu + u' Su).

The proof of the following lemma is inspired by [31, Proof of Rem. 2.1]. A similar
argument was also pursued in [I2, Theorem 3.5] in the context of infinite-dimensional
nonlinear systems.

Lemma 3.19. Assume that ((J — R)Q, B — P) is controllable and let (z*,u*, \j, \*)
satisfy the necessary optimality conditions . Then for each t. € (0,T) there exists
a constant C(t.) > 0 such that whenever u*(s) € intU for a.e. s € [t — t,t] for some
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t € [te, T, then

t
z* (s 2
(29 IO <o [ W () I i
t—tc
In particular, if tc < T/4 and u*(t) € int U for a.e. t € [te, T — tc], then
Tt ) Tt M
(30) LR < e [ w(E0) 1P e

Proof. Set A = (J — R)Q and B = B — P. Since (A, B) is controllable, for each ¢ > 0

there is a; > 0 such that fot IBTesA 2|2 ds > ay|z|? for all # € R™, see [7, Thm. 4.1.7).
Let t € [te, T]. After a change of variables, this estimate is equivalent to

t
(31) / IBTe® 94T 212ds > oy [|z]|2 VY € R™
t

—te
Using linearity of the dynamics, we decompose the solution of (28a)) as A\* = A; + Ao,
where
Ni(s) = —AT M\ (s), () = A (1),
Xo(s) = —AT Xa(s) — 205 (QRQx™(t) + QPu*(1)),  Aa(t) =0,

and apply the observability estimate to Ai(s) = elt=9)AT A*(t). Hence,

B <2 [ (BRI + 1B (o)) ds

t—tc

t
ar NI < /

t—tc

Now, since u*(s) € intU for a.e. s € [t — t.,1], it follows from (28D) that BT \*(t) +
2X§ (PTQz*(t) + Su*(t)) = 0. Hence, we obtain

t _ t
/ IBTA*(s)|> ds = 4(A5)? / IPTQa*(t) + Su* (1) ds.
t—tc t—tc

Now, setting F(7) = A\§ (QRQz*(7) + QPu*(7)), we have

t
/ e(T_S)ATF(T) dr

s

< 4| B> </t He(T_S)ATH2dT> (/t \|F(7')||2d7'> .

Due to the spectral properties of A (cf. Theorem [B.2)), we have ||e*| < 14 Mt for some
M > 0 and all t > 0. Hence, also [le!d" || = [|(e")T| = ||e!4|| < 1+ Mt. The middle
term can thus be estimated as

2
1B Ma(s)]2 < 4B \

t t
/ |42 dr < / (1+ M(r—8))2dr < (1+ Mt)*..
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Finally, integrating the last term and using Fubini’s theorem yields

t
/ / | E(T H2d7'ds—/ |F(T )”2/ dsdr
te t—t, t—t,
t

t
- / =t P dr <t / |F(s)]? ds,

t—te

and follows with C(t.) = ( 0) -max {1, | B — P|*(1 + Mt.)*t2}. Now, let u*(t) €
int U for a.e. t € [t., T — t|. Then we again apply Fubini’s theorem to get

T—tc
/th INOI2de < C(t) / /HW (O P asar < 1.0 /HW( 2) |Pas,

which is . O

The following corollary is a consequence of the second claim of Theorem [3.16], and the
estimates for the integral fOT HW% (Z:Eg) H2dt in the proof of Theorem [3.16

Corollary 3.20. Assume that ((J — R)Q,B — P) is controllable, 0 € C(®), and let
T > T(2"), where T(-) is the function from Theorem . Let (z*,u*, \*) satisfy the
necessary optimality conditions for the OCP and assume that t. € (0,T/4) is such
that u*(t) € int U for a.e. t € [te, T —tc]. Then the adjoint state \* exhibits an integral
turnpike with respect to zero, i.e., there is a continuous function G : R" — [0, 00) such
that

T—t.
[ waPa<ee)
2t

Remark 3.21. In Corollary we assumed that the control constraints are inactive
for the majority of the time. Leveraging the subspace turnpike and the decomposition
it can be shown under additional assumptions that the measure of the time instances,
where the control constraints are inactive, grows linearly in the time horizon T'.

3.3. Numerical Example: Modified mass-spring damper system. We briefly
illustrate the findings of this chapter via a numerical example of a mass-spring damper
system, with homogeneous damping given by the dissipation matrix R, cf. [32, Section
V]. Going beyond [32], we also illustrate the adjoint turnpike. We consider

00 1 1 10
J = 00 -1], R=1[(1 10
-1 1 0 0 00

and Q@ =1, P=0, D=5 =0. The input matrix, initial and terminal region are given
by B=(1,0,0)", 2°=(1,1,1)", @ = {ap} = {(~1.2,-0.7,—1) " }. We solve the
corresponding OCP with horizon T" € {10, 15,20} where we discretize the ODE with
a RK4-method and N € {100, 150,200} time discretization points. The corresponding
optimization problem is then solved by the fmincon function in MATLAB. The subspace
turnpike phenomenon proved in Theorem [3.16| can be observed in Figure |2| where the
optimal state approaches the subspace

(32) ker(RQ) = ker R = {x € R®|z1 + x5 = 0}.
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The spiraling state trajectory (see Figure [2]) can be explained as follows: first, the state
quickly approaches ker(R(Q), as predicted by Theorem and Remark Note that
ker(RQ) = Nj in this example, where N; is as in decomposition . Hence, the state
T in approaches zero. In addition, we observe in the top right of Figure |2| that the
optimal control u also approaches zero, which implies that z(t) ~ e’z locally. The
spiraling effect now results from the skew-symmetry of J;. Further, as depicted in the
bottom of Figure 2, we observe the turnpike towards zero of the adjoint state as proven

in Corollary

T3

A1()

FIGURE 2. Optimal state and control (top) and corresponding adjoint
(bottom) of OCP for time horizons T'=10 (—-), T'=15 ( — ), and
T =20 (—).

Remark 3.22. In Figure [2| the optimal trajectory seems to approach a periodic orbit
on the turnpike. However, we note that in our setting, the turnpike can not be obtained
by means of solving a reduced periodic optimal control problem as in, e.g., [35 Section
2.2]. Here, a connection between the reduced problem (i.e., the steady state problem
(24)) and the turnpike subspace is given by Lemma However, contrary to classical
turnpike results, Lemma does not yield a reduced OCP that fully characterizes the
turnpike set as we only proved that the turnpike subspace contains the set of optimal
equilibria, not vice versa. In Figure [3| we show that the seemingly periodic orbit on the
turnpike depends on the choice of initial and terminal datum.
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F1GURE 3. Depiction of two optimal states for different initial and ter-
minal values. The inner trajectory (blue) shows the optimal state of
Figure 2, the outer trajectory (red) the optimal state with the same hori-
zon and with initial and terminal state with each component multiplied
by five.

4. PorT-HAMILTONIAN DAE-OCPs

Subsequently, we leverage the results from Section [3|to analyze the pH-DAE OCP (4)).
To this end, let us first discuss reachability properties of the DAE control system
of index at most one. Let t > 0 and w,w® € im E. We say that w is reachable from w"
at time ¢ under the dynamics in if there exists a control u € L'(0,t;U) such that
the (possibly non-smooth) solution z, of the DAE in with Ex,(0) = w° satisfies
Ex(t) = w. By R¢(w) we denote the set of all vectors in im E' that are reachable from
w € im E at time ¢. Similarly, we denote by C;(w) the set of vectors in im £ from which
w is reachable at time ¢. The sets R(w) and C(w) are defined analogously to their ODE-
counterparts in Subsection and so are R(V) and C(¥) for sets ¥ C im E. Using the
quasi-Weierstraf form (see [3]) it is easy to see that the properties of the reachable sets
for ODEs carry over to the DAE case—with the exception that these sets are contained
in im E and topological properties have to be regarded in the subspace topology of im F.

4.1. Turnpike properties of minimum energy supply ph-DAE-OCPs. We shall
now define the subspace turnpike property for DAE-OCPs with respect to the state
variable, which is the DAE-counterpart to Definition for ODE problems. Due to
the absence of a feed-through term in the ph-DAE-OCP (4]), we obtain a subspace
turnpike purely in the state, as opposed to the input-state turnpike in Definition

Definition 4.1 (Integral state subspace turnpike property). We say that a general
DAE-OCP of the form

T

min z(T)) + £(x(t),u(t))dt

) i pla(D) + [ e, u(t)
s.t. %Em = Az + Bu, FEz(0)=w", FEx(T)c T,

with C'-functions £ : R®* — R, ¢ : R® — R and a closed set ¥ C im F has the integral

state subspace turnpike property on a set Sy, C C(W) with respect to a subspace V C R,
if there are continuous functions F,T : Sy, — [0,00) such that for all w® € Sy, each
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optimal pair (z*,u*) of the OCP (33) satisfies
T
/ dist?(z*(t),V)dt < F(w®) forall T > T(z°).
0

Let us also define the (optimal) steady states for the DAE-constrained OCP (4.

Definition 4.2. A pair of vectors (w,u) € im E x U is called a steady state of if
there exists € R" such that £z = w and (J — R)QZ + Bu = 0. The steady state (w, @)
is called optimal if it is a solution of the following minimization problem:
(34) min  u'y st.0=(J—R)Qxr+Bu, y=B'Qx, w=Exz.
(w,u)€im ExU
A vector £ € R"” with Ex = w and (J — R)QZ + Bu = 0 is unique. This follows
directly from the regularity of the pencil P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q.

Lemma 4.3. (w,u) € im ExU is an (optimal) steady state of if and only if (U w, )
is an (optimal) steady state of , where U is as in Proposition . In particular, a
steady state (w,u) of is optimal if and only if T € ker(RQ).

Proof. We use the notation from Proposition Setting z = V !z, the equation
(J — R)Qx + Bu = 0 is equivalent to

(35) (Ji1 — R11)Qu1z1 + Biu =0 and Zy = —Quy Loy (L21Q1171 + Batt).

Now, if (w,u) is a steady state of and W = EZ, then UTw = UTEVZ = 2 (see
Proposition , so that (U'w, 1) is a steady state of . Conversely, if (U'w,a) is
a steady state of and we set z; = U'w, % as in , and * = Vz, then Fx =
U-T(UTEV)z = U~ "z = w, which shows that (@, ) is a steady state of (@). The
equivalence of optimal steady states follows from the fact that the transformation in
Proposition does not change the input u and the output y. The “in particular”-part
is a consequence of Remark and Lemma [3.13 O

The following theorem is our main result concerning the turnpike behavior of optimal
solutions of the pH-DAE OCP .

Theorem 4.4 (Integral state subspace turnpikes). Let (w,u) € imE x intU be an
optimal steady state of such that w € C(V). Then the OCP has the integral state
subspace turnpike property on C(w) with respect to ker(RQ).

Proof. Let z; = U'w. Then (2, ) is an optimal steady state of OCP (7). It is easily
seen that C(¥) = U~ "Copg(®1), where Ropg denotes the reachable set with respect to
the ODE system in @ Therefore, w € C(V) is equivalent to z; € Copr(®P1). Hence,
by Theorem there exist continuous functions F,T : Copg(z1) — [0,00) such that
for all z{ € Copr(21) each optimal pair (z},u*) of the OCP ([7) with initial datum
25(0) = 2 and T > f(z(f) satisfies fOT dist? ((25(t), u*(t)), ker W) dt < ﬁ(z?) Define
F,T : C(w) — [0,00) by F(w) = [|[W|A;L - F(U w) and T(w) = T(U w), w € C(w),
where Apin is the smallest positive eigenvalue of Q T RQ. Let w® € C(w) and let (z*, u*) be
an optimal pair of (@) with initial datum Ex(0) = w®. Set 27 = U Ez* and 29 = U Tw".
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Then (z7,u*) is an optimal pair of with 27(0) = 2¥ and for T > T(w°) we have
T > T(2Y) and thus (see Lemma and Remark the claim follows with

T T T
[ aistt a0, ker(rQ) at < X, [ RN Qe P ae =gk, [T () P
0 0

0
wi "
)\min 0

<

dist® (27 (), u*(t)), ket W) dt < F(w").
O

Recall that a regular DAE control system %Eaz = Az+ Bu in R” (or simply (E, A, B))
is called R-controllable if rank[]AE — A B] = n for all A € C. This is obviously a
generalization of the Hautus test. We have

rank[\E — (J — R)Q B]=rank \U'E—-U"(J - RUU'Q U'B]
=rank [\U'EV —U"(J - R)UU'QV U'B]

A—Li@Qn 0 By
= k
ren [( —LnQ11 —L2Q22 BQ)]

= rank [)\ — L11Q11 B1] + na,

where ng =n —ny and L;; = J;; — R;j, 1,5 = 1,2. The last equality holds since L22()22
is invertible. Hence, (E, (J — R)Q, B) is R-controllable if and only if the ODE control
system in is controllable and we obtain directly from the global turnpike result of
Theorem B.16

Corollary 4.5. Assume that (E,(J — R)Q, B) is R-controllable. If there exists an
optimal steady state (w,u) € im E x int U of such that w € C(¥), then the OCP ({4))
has the state integral turnpike property on im E with respect to ker(RQ).

Remark 4.6. The notion of R-controllability for DAE control systems introduced above
was first defined in [44]. In [4] the authors show that this property is equivalent to the
so-called controllability in the behavioral sense. However, both [44] and [4] work with
DAE:s of the type Fi = Az + Bu (instead of %Ew = Az + Bu) which are more restrictive
due to the regularity requirement on x.

4.2. Numerical example: Force control of a robot in vertical translation of
the end-effector. Let us consider the force control of a robot manipulator as described
n [42]. The robot is the type CMU DD II and its end-effector is endowed with a force
sensor. We slightly adapt the parameters from [42] and set the mass to my = 1.1,
mp = 0.1, and the stiffness parameters to k; = 0, ko = 5, and k3 = co. The choice
of the stiffness coefficient ks induces clearly a constraint: the elongation of the spring
3 is taken to 0, hence yielding a singular matrix E(see a similar example in [40]). The
damping parameters are set to ¢; = 10, co = 10, and c3 = 17. The structure and
dissipation matrix are given by

0 0ax2 03 T 1 0
R= <02X3 ((c1+c2) —c2 ))), and J = <7FT 02), where T = (_01 _11>

—c2  (c2+4c3
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Let further £ = diag(1, 1, k%,mA,mB), Q = diag(ki, ko, 1, 1,1) (with the convention
1 =0), B=(0,0,0,1,0", v’ = (1,1,0,1,0)7, and ¥ = {wr} = {(1,1,0,2,0)"}. We
eliminate the algebraic constraints and discretize the corresponding three dimensional
ODE for time horizons T' € {5,10, 15} by discretization with a RK4 method with N €
{1000, 2000, 3000} time steps. The resulting OCP is then solved by CasADi [I]. Here we

1M ; : 1 =
N I 14 ,/! i 0 n 1
= N I = iV = i I
~— 0.8 v N ~— Lt I ~ o
Ly 12t 7 A
— v N | N J 2 50 | |
) ‘\l SO ) /0’ | ) . |
\ / |
0.6 \ AY) 16# l -100 ‘
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 5 10 15
2 1
! { 20 d |
— ! ! — ! |
—
ol | 1 | E ) | I
<t - 10 .
8 1 I ) S ==y~
0 ! | 1 20
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15
time ¢ time ¢ time ¢

FiGURE 4. Optimal state and control of the DAE-OCP for time hori-
zons T =5 (—), T=10(—), T =15 (—).

have ker(RQ) = {z € R? | x4 = x5 = 0}. In Figure [4| we observe the subspace turnpike
behavior proven in Theorem for the corresponding DAE-OCP , i.e., the optimal
state is close to ker(RQ) for the majority of the time.

5. CONCLUSION

This paper has investigated a class of optimal control problems for linear port-Hamil-
tonian descriptor systems. We have shown that, considering the supplied energy as the
objective to be minimized, the optimal solutions transferring initial data to prescribed
target sets exhibit the turnpike phenomenon. Specifically, we have presented results on
input-state subspace turnpikes in the ODE-constrained reduction of the original DAE-
constrained problem. We have shown that the input-state subspace ODE turnpike cor-
responds to a state subspace DAE turnpike in the original problem. Importantly, we
generalized the classical notion of steady-state turnpikes to subspace turnpikes. In the
context of pH systems this turnpike subspace, which can be regarded as the attractor of
infinite-horizon optimal solutions, is the nullspace of the dissipation matrix R(Q. Future
work will consider the extension towards infinite-dimensional systems (we refer to [29]
for first steps in this direction) and towards using the global dissipation inequality to
derive global turnpike results for nonlinear port-Hamiltonian dynamics, e.g., irreversible
systems occurring in thermodynamics.
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APPENDIX A. A SHORT SOLUTION THEORY FOR REGULAR DAES

et b:[0,00) — R™ be measurable and E, A € R"*". We consider the initial value

problem (IVP)

(36)

%Em = Az +b, Ez(0)= Ea2°.
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Here, we shall assume that the corresponding pencil P(s) = sE — A is regular, i.e., there
exists p € C\{0}, such that uFE — A is invertible. We shall now present a subspace
version of the quasi-Weierstrafl form (cf. [3]) which simplifies the solution analysis for
. Set T'= (uE — A)~"'E and consider the spacesH

Ve =imT*  and  Wj =kerT".

It is clear that Vi1 C Vi and Wy, C Wi 1. Moreover, it is easy to show that Vi1 =V}
implies V4; = Vj, for all j € N. The smallest k for which this happens is called the
descent of T. We denote it by (7). Similarly, Wi = W}, implies Wy, ; = W}, for all
j € N. The smallest such k is called the ascent of T which we denote by a(T"). The
following lemma is well-known.

Lemma A.1. We have o(T) = 6(T) =: m and

(37) R" =V, & Wi,

Proof. The rank-nullity formula n = dimker 7% + dimim 7% implies o(T) = §(T). If
x € Vi N Wy, then T™2 = 0 and T™y = x for some y, thus 7%™y = 0, which implies

x =T™y = 0. Hence, V;, N W,, = {0} and follows again from the rank-nullity
formula. O

The number m appearing in Lemma[A1]is called the differentiation indez of the DAE
in . At the same time, it is called the index of the pencil sE — A.

Set V.=V, and W = W,,. The spaces V and W are obviously T-invariant. Let
Ty :V — Vand Ty : W — W be the restrictions of T' to V and W, respectively. Note
that Ty is nilpotent with nilpotency index m. Therefore, Ty — Iy is invertible. Since
kerT' C W, also Ty is invertible. Now, define the maps (on W, V| and R™, respectively)

N = Tyw(uTw — Iw)™', C=uly —T,', and S= EPy + APy,

where Py (Py) denotes the projection onto V' (W, resp.) with respect to the decompo-
sition . The map S is invertible. Indeed, if EPyx+ APy x = 0, we apply (uFE—A)~!
and obtain Ty Pyx + (uTw — Iw)Pwx = 0. This implies Pyax = 0 and Py = 0, thus
x = 0. From AT = E(uT — I) it is now easily seen that

(38) SCaly)=A and S(Iy ® N) =E.
Therefore, the IVP transforms into
LIy & N)z = (C & Iw)z+ S, (Iv @ N)x(0) = (Iy @ N)a°.
Setting ¢ = —S~1b, we equivalently get
(39a) iy = Cay — ey, 2y (0) = 2y,
(39b) %wa =rw — cw, Nz (0) = Nab,.

Obviously, (39al) is an ODE IVP and thus has a unique solution. In what follows, we set
Wt = WEh([0, o0)).

3Tt can be shown that Vie1 = AT'EV, (pre-image) and Wiy1 = E~'Wy, where Vo = R™ and
Wo = {0}. These sequences of linear spaces are called Wong sequences.
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Proposition A.2. The following hold:

(i) If m =0, then E is invertible and the IVP has a unique solution.
(ii) If m =1, then N =0 and has the unique solution xw = cy. Hence, the
original IVP has a unique solution.
(iii) If m > 2, then the DAE in has a solution if and only if vi = N™ ley €
Wbl and

UkiNm_kCW—f-?')k_lEWl’l, k=2,....,m—1.

The solution is unique, equals xw = cw + Um—1, and satisfies Nxyw = Up—1.
Hence, the IVP (36) has a (unique) solution if and only if vy, ..., vpm_1 € WhHi
and vy,—1(0) = Ny,

Proof. The assertions (i) and (ii) are immediate. So, let m > 2. Assume vy,...,Vp—1 €
W1l We have Nv; = 0 and thus Nvs = N™ ey + Ny = vy, Also, Nvg = N™ ¢y +
N1y = vy and so on until we arrive at Nv,,_1 = vpy,_o. Therefore, if we set zy =
cw + Um-1,

%N.’EW = %N(CW + i'lm_l) = %(NCW + i)m_z) = Um—-1=TW — CW-

To see that the solution is unique, let u and v be two solutions. Then w = u — v satisfies
%Nw = w. Applying N~ ! to this equation gives N™ 1w = 0. Thus, applying N2
to the equation yields N™ 2w = 0 and so on, so that finally we obtain w = 0.
Conversely, let zy be a solution of the DAE. Again, if we subsequently apply N¥,
k=m—1,...,1, to the DAE, we see that v; = N leyy = N lay, € Wl and
v = N™""Fep 4+ 01 = N oy € WhHi fork=2,...,m—1. U

APPENDIX B. DISSIPATIVE HAMILTONIAN MATRICES AND PENCILS

In this section of the Appendix we analyze and characterize the class of the pencils
P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q which correspond to the DAEs in the port-Hamiltonian systems
we consider in this paper. The section is separated into two parts, where the second
builds upon the first in which we restrict the analysis to the subclass where £ = 1.

B.1. Dissipative Hamiltonian matrices. In what follows we analyze and characterize
the class of matrices of the form A = (J — R)Q with J, R, Q € R"*"™ s.t.

(40) J=-J', R=R">0, Q=Q" >0.
Definition B.1. We say that a matrix A € R"*" is dissipative Hamiltonian if it admits
a representation 4 = (J — R)Q, where J,R,Q € R™ ™ are as in (40). If there exists

such a representation of A in which @ is positive definite, we say that the dissipative
Hamiltonian matrix A is non-degenerate.

Our first observation is that the set of dissipative Hamiltonian matrices is invariant
under similarity transforms. Indeed, for any invertible S € R™*" we have

S[(J-R)Q]S™ = (SJST - SRST)(S™TQS™).

The next result shows that being dissipative Hamiltonian is a pure spectral property.
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Theorem B.2. A matriz A € R™*"™ is dissipative Hamiltonian if and only if all of the
following conditions are satisfied:
(i) o(A) c{ e C:ReA <0}.
(ii) ker ((A —ia)?) = ker(A — ia) for o € R\{0}.
(iii) ker A% = ker A2.
If A= (J— R)Q, then for o € R\{0} we have

(41) ker ((A —ia)?) = ker(A — ia) = ker(JQ — i) N ker(RQ).
Moreover, ker A = ker(JQ) Nker(RQ) and
(42) ker A% = ker A% = ker(QJQ) Nker(RQ).

Proof. The necessity of (i)—(iii) is shown in the proof of the more general Theorem [B.7]
below. Let us prove the formulas for ker(A—ia) and ker A if A = (J— R)Q. To this end,
let @ € R and = € C" such that Az = iax. Then (RQz,Qx) = —Re((J—R)Qzx,Qz) =0
implies RQx = 0 and thus also JQx = iax. This establishes and ker A = ker(JQ)N
ker(RQ). To prove , let A%y = 0 for some y € R™ and set © = Ay. Then z € ker A
and thus (Qz,z) = (Qzx, (J — R)Qy) = —((J+ R)Qzx,Qy) = 0, so Qz = 0. In particular,
Q(J — R)Qy = Qx = 0. Again, —(RQy, Qy) = Re((J — R)Qy, Qy) = 0, which implies
RQy = 0 and hence also QJQy = 0.

For the sufficiency part, assume that (i)—(iii) hold. Assume first that ker A? = ker A.
Then [6, Corollary III.1] implies the existence of a Hermitian positive definite matrix
H € C™*" such that —AH — HAT > 0. Note that the complex conjugate of a positive
(semi-)definite matrix remains positive (semi-)definite. Hence, —AH — HA"T > 0, and
thus R = —%(AP + PAT) > 0, where P = H + H € R™ ™" is positive definite. Thus,
setting J = (AP — PA") and Q = P! gives

A= (AP - PAT)+ 3(AP+ PAT)) P! = (J - R)Q.

In the case ker A2 # ker A, there exists a non-singular matrix S € R™ ™ such that
SAS~L =A@ A, (real Jordan form), where A; is of the form

k
01
A1=@<0 0>

and Aj is real and enjoys the properties (i)-(ii) of A and ker A2 = ker Ay. By the above
reasoning, As is dissipative Hamiltonian. Now, as

63-[C 6916

is dissipative Hamiltonian, the same follows for A; ® As = SAS™! and hence for A. O

Remark B.3. The proof of Theorem shows that in the non-degenerate case the
matrix () can be derived as the inverse of a positive definite solution of the linear matrix
inequality AX + XAT <0.

The following corollaries directly follow from Theorem [B:2] and its proof.
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Corollary B.4. A matriz A € R™™"™ is non-degenerate dissipative Hamiltonian if and
only if it satisfies (i) and (ii) in Theorem and ker A% = ker A.

Corollary B.5. If A is dissipative Hamiltonian, then so is AT. If, in addition, A is
invertible, then also A~' is dissipative Hamiltonian.

B.2. Dissipative Hamiltonian pencils. Next, we extend our analysis of dissipative
Hamiltonian matrices in Appendix to matrix pencils.

Definition B.6. We say that a matrix pencil P(s) = sE — A with E, A € R™" is
dissipative Hamiltonian if A = (J — R)Q with matrices J, R, Q € R™™"™ satisfying

(43) J=-J', R=R">0, Q"E=FE"Q>0.
A dissipative Hamiltonian pencil is called non-degenerate if () can be chosen invertible.

Obviously, a real square matrix A is dissipative Hamiltonian if and only if the pencil
sI— A is dissipative Hamiltonian. The class of dissipative Hamiltonian pencils is invariant
under multiplication with invertible matrices from the left or from the right. Indeed, if
U,V € R"™" are invertible, then

U[sE—(J - R)Q|V =\NUEV)— (UJU" —URU")(U~TQV)

and (UEV)T(UTQV)=VTETQV >0.

A number ) € C is called an eigenvalue of the pencil P(s) = sE — A if there exists a
vector (eigenvector) x # 0 such that P(A\)x = 0. The point A = oo is an eigenvalue of
P if there exists x # 0 such that Fx = 0. If A € CU {oo} is an eigenvalue of P, then a
tuple (zo,z1,...,zx) € (C\{0})*+D is called a chain of P at X of length k + 1 if

AeC: (A=AE)xg=0, (A—AE)x1=Fx, ... ,(A—-AE)xy = Exp_q,
A=o0: FEzxg=0, FExi=Ax, ...,Ezr,=Ax;_1.

An eigenvalue of P is called semi-simple, if there are no chains of length greater than
one associated to it. The indez of the pencil P is defined as the maximal length of chains
associated to A = co. The next theorem is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem B.7. Let E, A € R"*", P(s) = sE — A, and P'(s) = sA — E. Assume that
P is regular. Then P is dissipative Hamiltonian if and only if it has all of the following
spectral properties:

(i) Re A <0 for each eigenvalue X € C of P.

(ii) Non-zero imaginary eigenvalues of P are semi-simple.
(iii) The index of P is at most two.

(iv) The index of P’ is at most two.

Proof. The necessity of (i)—(iii) has already been proved in [26] (independently of whether
P is regular or not). The fact that also (iv) is necessary follows from [26, Theorem 6.1]
and the proof of [26, Corollary 6.2]. For the sufficiency part, let (i)—(iv) be satisfied. By
[3] there exist invertible matrices U,V € R™*" such that

sl — A’ 0
UP(s)V = < . SN_I>,
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where A" and N are square matrices with N being nilpotent. By (i), (ii), and (iv),
the matrix A’ enjoys the properties (i)—(iii) in Theorem and is therefore dissipative
Hamiltonian. Hence, the pencil sI — A’ is dissipative Hamiltonian. Furthermore, (iii)
implies that the nilpotency index of N is at most 2, that is, N> = 0. Therefore, N is

similar to 0 @ Ny, where
(01
Ny = @ (0 0) :

i=1
Obviously, s -0 —I = s-0— (0 — I)(—I) is dissipative Hamiltonian. Furthermore, we
may write

< 0 1)y (1 0)_ < 0 1\ | /0 =1} (0 O 0 1
0 0 0 1/ “\0 0 1 0 0 0 -1 0)’
N—— —— S N———
E; Ji R; Qi
where EZ—r Q; = QZTEi > 0. This proves that sEZ — A is dissipative Hamiltonian. O

Corollary B.8. If the reqular pencil P is dissipative Hamiltonian, then so is P’.

Our next goal is to find a characterization for the regularity of dissipative Hamiltonian
pencils P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q. For this, let us first study the connection between E and
Q. Note that ETQ = Q" E implies

(44) EkerQ C kerQ' and QkerE Cker E.
Hence, for every s € C we have
(45) P(s)kerQ C kerQ" and P(s)ker E C (J — R)ker E'.

Lemma B.9. Ifker E Nker @ = {0}, then the following statements hold:
(i) ker(ETQ) = ker E @ ker Q.
(ii) Both E and P(s) map ker Q bijectively onto ker QT, s # 0.
(iii) We have ker QT = Eker@Q = imENkerQ' and in particular, ker Q" C im E.

Proof. Clearly, ker E C ker(Q E) and ker Q C ker(E'TQ) = ker(Q"E). Hence, ker E @
kerQ C ker(Q'E). Now, consider the linear map T : ker(Q'E) — kerQ' NimE,
defined by Tz = Ez, x € ker(QE). It is easily seen that ker T = ker E and imT =
ker Q" Nim E. Hence, (i) follows from

dimker(Q"E) = dimker T + dimim T = dimker E + dim (ker Q' Nim E)
< dimker E 4+ dimker Q" = dimker E + dim ker Q.

From and we see that F and P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q indeed map ker Q)
into ker Q. Moreover, if Ex = 0 or P(s)z = 0, € kerQ, then sEx = 0, hence
x € ker ENker @ = {0}. So, Elkerg and P(s)|ker are injective and the claim follows
from dimker Q = dimker Q. Finally, (iii) follows immediately from (ii). O

Proposition B.10. The following are equivalent:

(a) The dissipative Hamiltonian pencil P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q is regular.
(b) ker(QTJQ) N ker(RQ) N ker(E) = {0}.

(c) ker(QTJQ) N ker(RQ) N ker(ET Q) = ker Q and ker E Nker Q = {0}.
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Proof. (a)=(b). Let P be regular. Then there is s > 0 such that P(s) is invertible. In
particular, ker E Nker @ = {0}. If z € ker(QTJQ) Nker(RQ) Nker(E), then P(s)r =
—JQz € kerQ'. By Lemma [B.9| (ii), we find v € ker Q such that P(s)v = P(s)x, which
implies z = v € ker Q. But then P(s)x = —JQz = 0, hence x = 0.

(b)=(c). Let QTJQx = RQx = E'Qx = 0. By Lemma (i), we may write
z=u+v with u € ker E and v € ker Q. From Qz = Qu we conclude that QT JQu =
RQu = Eu = 0. Hence, u = 0 by (b) and thus Qz = 0.

(c)=(a). Let € C" such that Fx = (J — R)Qz. Then 0 < (Q ' Exz,z) = (Ex,Qz) =
—(RQz,Qx) <0 implies Q" Exz = RQxz = 0 and thus also Q" JQz = 0. Hence, Qz = 0
and therefore also Fx = 0. It follows that x = 0. O

Corollary B.11. A regular pencil P is non-degenerate dissipative Hamiltonian if and
only if (i)-(iii) hold in Theorem B.7 and P' has index at most one.

Proof. Assume that the index of P’ is at most one. Then the matrix A’ in the proof
of Theorem satisfies ker A’ = ker(A’)? and is therefore a non-degenerate dissipative
Hamiltonian matrix by Corollary [B.4] Furthermore, since the matrices —I and @; in the
proof of Theorem [B.7] are invertible, it follows that the pencil sV — I is non-degenerate.
Hence, so is P. Conversely, assume that P(s) = sE — (J — R)Q with @ invertible and
consider a chain of length two at A = 0, i.e., (J — R)Qxo = 0 and (J — R)Qx1 = Ex.
Then RQzo = JQxo = 0 and also ETQxo = 0 since (Qzo, Exo) = (Qzo, (J — R)Qx1) =
—((J + R)Qzo,Qx1) = 0. Hence, Qzo = 0 by Proposition (c) and thus z¢ = 0,
which shows that the index of P’ is at most one. (]

Proposition B.12. The dissipative Hamiltonian pencil P(s) = sE—(J— R)Q is regular
with index at most one if and only if

(46) ker E N ker(RQ) N (JQ) 'im E = {0}~

Proof. Note that the vector z( of a chain (xg,x1) at A = 0o of a pencil sE — A belongs

to ker ENA~!im E. Conversely, if zg € ker ENA~!im E, then there exists x; such that

Ex1 = Axg. Hence, the pencil’s index is at most one if and only if ker ENA~!im E = {0}.
First of all we shall show that (in any case)

ker E N [(J—-R)Q] 'imE =ker E N ker(RQ) N (JQ) 'im E.
Indeed, if Ex = 0 and (J — R)Qx = Ewv for some v € R", then —(RQz,Qz) = ((J —
R)Qz,Qz) = (Ev,Qz) = (v, ETQz) = (v,Q"Ex) = 0 and thus RQx = 0, so that x is
contained in the set on the right-hand side. The converse inclusion is trivial.

Hence, if the pencil is regular with index 1, then holds. Conversely, assume that
holds. Then ker E Nker @ = {0} and due to Lemma we have

ker(Q'JQ) = (JQ) kerQ" C (JQ)'imE,

and thus Proposition [B:I0] implies that P is regular. O
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APPENDIX C. EXISTENCE OF OPTIMAL SOLUTIONS

Let A € R™" B e R™™ and W € R¥*% where k = n + m. Moreover, let U C R™,
® Cc R, T=10,T)], 2° € R", and consider the optimal control problem

i, e+ [ ()

s.t. & = Az + Bu,
z(0) =2°,  x(T) € ®.

(47)

The next theorem shows that under suitable conditions on the problem data, the OCP
is well-posed if only ® is reachable from 2" at time 7.

Theorem C.1. Assume the following:

o U is convex and compact
o & is closed.
e M :R"™ — R is convex (and hence continuous).

If 20 € Cp(®), then there exists an optimal control for the OCP .

In the proof we will twice make use of the following simple consequence of the Hahn-
Banach separation theorem.

Lemma C.2. A closed and convex subset C of a normed space X is weakly sequentially
closed. That is, if (xn,) C C and z, — x € X (weak convergence), then x € C.

Proof of Theorem[C.1]. Denote by U the set of admissible controls for (47). That is,

T
U= {u e L*(Z,U) : e"420 +/ eT=D4Bu(t) dt e c1>} :
0
With the linear and bounded finite rank operator ¢ : L?(Z,R™) — R”, defined by

o(u) = fOT e(T=DABy(t) dt, we can write this as
U= ' ({& -T2 N L3(Z,0).

The set U is closed. Indeed, o1 ({® — eT42°}) is closed since ® is closed and ¢ is
continuous, and if (u,) C L%*(Z,U) converges in L*(Z,R™) to some u € L*(Z,R™), then
by a theorem of Riesz there exists a subsequence (uy, ) such that u,, (t) — u(t) for a.e.
t € Z and thus u € L?(Z,U). Since L?*(Z,U) is bounded, the same holds for U.

Define the (non-linear) functionals Jy, J2 : L*(Z,R™) — R by

Ji(u) = M (7420 + o(u)),  Jo(u) = /OT HW (“ijf;“’ ) H2 dt, ue L3I,R™).

Due to the assumptions on M, the functional J; is convex and continuous. Since
z(-,2%u) depends affine-linearly on u, we may write Jo as Ja(u) = fOT |(Cu)(s)||? ds
with a continuous affine-linear operator C' : L?(Z,R™) — L?(Z,R¥). From this repre-
sentation and the convexity of the function z + ||z[|> on R* we see that Jo is convex.
Furthermore, Jo is continuous, even Lipschitz on bounded subsets. Overall, this shows
that the cost functional J = J; + J» is convex and continuous.
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Let a = inf{J(u) : w € U}. Then there exists a sequence (u,) C U such that
J(up) = a as n — co. As U is bounded, we may assume that (u,) converges weakly to
some u* € L?(Z,R™). By Lemmawe have u* € L?(Z,U). Moreover, since ¢ is linear
and finite-rank, from ¢(u,) € ® —e’ 2" we conclude that also ¢(u*) = lim,, 00 @ (uy) €
® — 7420, Hence, u* € U.

For e > 0 set L. = {u € L*(Z,R™) : J(u) < a + ¢}. Convexity and continuity of .J
imply that each L. is convex and closed. Since u, € L. for infinitely many n € N, it
is another consequence of Lemma that u* € L. and thus J(u*) < a+e. Ase >0
was arbitrary, this implies J(u*) < a. On the other hand, u* is admissible and hence
J(u*) > a by definition of a. Thus, J(u*) = a. O



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Problem statement
	2.2. Decomposition into differential and algebraic part

	3. Optimal control of pH ODE systems with feed-through
	3.1. Reachability properties
	3.2. Turnpike properties of minimum energy supply ph-ODE-OCPs
	3.3. Numerical Example: Modified mass-spring damper system

	4. Port-Hamiltonian DAE-OCPs
	4.1. Turnpike properties of minimum energy supply ph-DAE-OCPs
	4.2. Numerical example: Force control of a robot in vertical translation of the end-effector

	5. Conclusion
	References
	Appendix A. A short solution theory for regular DAEs
	Appendix B. Dissipative Hamiltonian matrices and pencils
	B.1. Dissipative Hamiltonian matrices
	B.2. Dissipative Hamiltonian pencils

	Appendix C. Existence of optimal solutions

