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Abstract

We show that the integral-constraint-based robust feedback stability theorem for certain Lurye systems exhibits the property
that the endogenous input-output signals enjoy an exponential convergence rate for all initial conditions of the linear time-
invariant subsystem. More generally, we provide conditions under which a feedback interconnection of possibly open-loop
unbounded subsystems to admit such an exponential convergence property, using perturbation analysis and a combination of
tools including integral quadratic constraints, directed gap measure, and exponential weightings. As an application, we apply
the result to first-order convex optimisation methods. In particular, by making use of the Zames-Falb multipliers, we state
conditions for these methods to converge exponentially when applied to strongly convex functions with Lipschitz gradients.

Key words: Exponential convergence, robust stability, integral quadratic constraints, convex optimisation, linear matrix
inequalities

1 Introduction

Two main approaches to nonlinear systems stability
analysis are the state-space and input-output meth-
ods. The former is dominated by Lyapunov-type the-
ory [13,29]. An appealing advantage of the Lyapunov
theory is that both asymptotic and exponential stability
are readily accommodated by it. Asymptotic conver-
gence to an equilibrium (or, more generally, a set) often
leaves much to be desired, because the convergence may
be arbitrarily slow. On the other hand, exponential
convergence is always a more befitting property than
asymptotic convergence if it can be established, inas-
much as in this case the user gets a handle on the rate
at which the convergence takes place. In an input-state-
output feedback framework, the notion of exponential
dissipativity [8] is valuable when it comes to exploit-
ing Lyapunov theory to establish exponential stability.
In numerical analysis [23], exponential convergence
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is known as linear convergence, and Lyapunov-type
methods have been successfully deployed to show also
sub-linear and super-linear convergence.

The input-output approach to nonlinear systems sta-
bility analysis, on the other hand, involves showing
that the input to the system belonging to some Banach
space implies that the output too belongs to a Banach
space [36,5,27,28], typically taken to be a Lebesgue Lp
or `p space. As such, the input-output approach appears
lacking in that it can at most guarantee asymptotic
convergence in the output. Under some conditions, it is
possible to show that global exponential stability im-
plies input-output stability [30, Section 6.3][8, Section
7.6], which in some sense demonstrates that exponential
stability in the state-space framework is a stronger prop-
erty than input-output stability. On the other hand, the
result [20, Proposition 1] establishes exponential con-
vergence to the origin from the input-output stability of
a Lurye system, under an additional boundedness con-
dition on the static nonlinearity and the requirement
that the linear time-invariant (LTI) component is expo-
nentially stable. This renders it inapplicable to certain
static monotone nonlinear functions or convex optimi-
sation algorithms that are marginally/critically stable.
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Interestingly, [24, Section 5] shows that when both the
open-loop systems have fading memory, the closed-loop
system’s input-output stability implies exponential sta-
bility. Nonetheless, in the context of robust exponential
stability, i.e. exponential convergence in feedback sys-
tems in the presence of uncertainty, it supplies no a
priori bound on the exponential convergence rate over
the set of uncertainty and the convergence rate may be
arbitrarily slow.

When the input-output space is taken to be the Hilbert
space `2 (or L2), a main objective of this paper is to
provide conditions that give rise to exponential conver-
gence of the endogenous input-output signals in feedback
interconnections of possibly open-loop unbounded sub-
systems within the powerful and unifying systems anal-
ysis framework based on integral quadratic constraints
(IQCs) [20,24,14], and the proof makes use of pertur-
bation analysis with respect to a directed gap measure
introduced in [7] as well as the exponential weighting
methods in [16,10]. This is subsequently specialised to
Lurye systems involving static and time-invariant non-
linearity. A uniform bound on the convergence rate over
the uncertainty set may also be obtained from our result
in the form of a linear matrix inequality (LMI) condi-
tion. It is shown that when applied to convergence anal-
ysis of first-order optimisation algorithms, we recover a
main result in [22].

It is noteworthy that [16,10] employ IQCs in the hard
(a.k.a. unconditional) form [19], wherein the integrals
are taken over all finite times for signals in extended
spaces, much in the spirit of [25] and the classical small-
gain and passivity theorems [36,5,29]. One major short-
coming in doing so is that it excludes the utility of sev-
eral highly useful soft (a.k.a. conditional) IQCs, where
the integrals are taken from 0 to∞ for square-integrable
signals, such as those involving general forms of Zames-
Falb [37,2,4] and Willems-Brockett multipliers [35], as
well as the Popov multipliers [20,11]. On the contrary,
the use of hard IQCs provides the advantage of bound-
ing the transient behaviour of the signals, in addition
to establishing the exponential convergence, which con-
cerns the tail behaviour. This sets [16,10] apart from
the results in this paper, and the related work [22] that
employs soft IQCs in conjunction with loop transforma-
tions. Nevertheless, as far as analysing robust closed-
loop stability is concerned, the fusion of soft IQCs and
gap measure has been shown to be more powerful than
using hard IQCs alone [14].

One of the motivations for considering open-loop un-
bounded systems in a feedback interconnection is its ap-
plication to first-order optimisation methods, which are
unbounded but marginally stable. A gap measure has
been used as a mathematical tool throughout the paper
to accommodate open-loop unbounded systems in the
spirit of [24,1,14]. An alternative would involve employ-
ing loop transformations to encapsulate the unbounded

component in an artificial feedback loop that defines a
bounded operator and deriving novel IQCs for the lat-
ter, as is done in [12,18]. It is worth noting that the ap-
proach taken in this paper is more direct and general,
since the aforementioned loop transformation method
has been shown to work only in specific instances, and
may destroy the inherent structure — such as sparsity
— in the open-loop systems.

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows. The
next section introduces the notation and certain defi-
nitions used throughout the paper. The main result on
exponential input-output convergence is derived in Sec-
tion 3 for feedback interconnections of possibly open-
loop-unbounded systems. The result is subsequently spe-
cialised to Lurye systems in Section 4, where the nonlin-
earity is restricted to being time-invariant, static (a.k.a.
memoryless), and bounded. Finally, some concluding re-
marks are provided in Section 5.

2 Notation and preliminaries

LetR,C,Z,Z+
0 ,Z− denote the sets of real numbers, com-

plex numbers, integers, non-negative integers, and nega-
tive integers respectively. Let λ1, . . . , λn be the eigenval-
ues of a matrix A ∈ Rn×n, and the spectral radius of A
is denoted by r(A) = max{|λ1|, . . . , |λn|}. If r(A) < 1,
A is said to be Schur stable. Denote by σ̄(B) = σ1(B) ≥
· · · ≥ σn(B) = σ(B) the singular values of B ∈ Rp×q
with n = min{p, q}.

Define `2 as the set of (two-sided) discrete-time sig-
nals u : Z → Rn satisfying

∑
k∈Z u

T
k uk < ∞.

This forms an Hilbert space with the inner product
〈u,w〉 :=

∑
k∈Z u

T
kwk and the corresponding norm

‖u‖ := 〈u, u〉1/2. We will also use the one-sided signal
space `0+

2 := {f ∈ `2 : fi = 0,∀i < 0}. For any discrete-
time signal u and τ ∈ Z+

0 , we define the truncation
operator Pτ via (Pτu)k := uk for 0 ≤ k ≤ τ and
(Pτu)k := 0 for k > τ . The one-sided extended space is
defined as `0+

2e :=
{
f : Z→ Rn : Pτf ∈ `0+

2 ,∀τ ∈ Z+
0

}
.

A system Γ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e is said to be causal if PτΓPτ =
PτΓ for all τ ∈ Z+

0 . A causal system Γ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e is
said to be bounded (or stable) if

‖Γ‖ := sup
τ∈Z+

0 ;06=Pτu∈`0+
2e

‖PτΓu‖
‖Pτu‖

= sup
06=u∈`0+

2

‖Γu‖
‖u‖

<∞,

where the second equality follows from [33, Theorem
2.1]. Given a causal system Γ : `0+

2e → `0+
2e , define

the graph of Γ as G (Γ) :=
{

[ xy ] ∈ `0+
2 : y = Γx

}
, and

the inverse graph as G ′(Γ) :=
{

[ xy ] ∈ `0+
2 : x = Γy

}
.

Similarly, define the extended graph of Γ as Ge(Γ) :={
[ xy ] ∈ `0+

2e : y = Γx
}

, and the inverse extended graph
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of Γ as G ′e(Γ) :=
{

[ xy ] ∈ `0+
2e : x = Γy

}
. Let ~δ(·, ·) de-

note the directed gap [7] between two (nonlinear) causal
systems Γ1 and Γ2, which is defined as

~δ(Γ1,Γ2) := lim sup
τ→∞

sup
v∈Ge(Γ2)

inf
u∈Ge(Γ1),
‖Pτu‖6=0

‖Pτ (u− v)‖
‖Pτu‖

.

(1)

Given a bounded interval Λ ⊂ R, we say a mapping
λ ∈ Λ 7→ Γλ is continuous in (the directed) gap if for
any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that for all ν, µ ∈ Λ

with |ν − µ| < δ it holds ~δ(Γν ,Γµ) < ε. We say that a
set of nonlinear systems Γ is path-connected in gap from
∆ if ∆ ∈ Γ and for any Γ̄ ∈ Γ there exists a mapping
λ ∈ [a, b] 7→ Γλ, a < b, that is continuous in gap with
(Γa,Γb) = (∆, Γ̄) or (Γb,Γa) = (∆, Γ̄).

A causal system Γ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e is said to be locally
Lipschitz continuous if

sup
x,y∈`0+

2e ,

Pτ (x−y)6=0

‖Pτ (Γx− Γy)‖
‖Pτ (x− y)‖

<∞, ∀ τ ∈ Z+
0 .

For Γ being locally Lipschitz continuous, its uniform in-
stantaneous gain [33, Section 4.3.3] is defined as

γ(Γ) := sup
x,y∈`0+

2e ,τ∈Z
+
0 ,

Pτ (x−y)=0,Pτ+1(x−y) 6=0

‖Pτ+1(Γx− Γy)‖
‖Pτ+1(x− y)‖

.

Let L∞ denote the set of complex functions M̂ : C →
Cn×n (a.e.) that are even symmetric and essentially

bounded on the unit circle, i.e., M̂(e−jω) = M̂(ejω),
ω ∈ [0, 2π] and

‖M̂‖∞ := ess sup
ω∈[0,2π]

σ̄(M̂(ejω)) <∞.

Every bounded linear time-invariant (LTI) system map-
ping `2 to `2 is associated with an element in L∞. Specif-
ically, M : `2 → `2 is bounded and LTI if and only
if it admits a transfer function M̂ ∈ L∞ such that
y = Mu is equivalent via the discrete-time Fourier trans-
form to multiplication by M̂ in the frequency domain:
ŷ(ω) = M̂(ejω)û(ω), where û(ω) :=

∑
n∈Z une

−jωn and

ŷ(ω) :=
∑
n∈Z yne

−jωn. Let R denote the set of proper
real-rational transfer functions,RL∞ := R∩L∞ denote
the space of proper real-rational transfer functions with
no poles on the unit circle, and RH∞ denote the space
of proper real-rational transfer functions with all poles
inside the open unit disk. Every G ∈ RH∞ is associ-
ated with a causal bounded LTI system G : `0+

2e → `0+
2e

satisfying ‖G‖ = ‖G‖∞. We do not differentiate be-
tween the abovementioned frequency-domain and time-
domain representation for notational convenience. Given

Figure 1. Feedback system

Π ∈ L∞, the adjoint of Π is defined as the operator Π∗ ∈
L∞ such that 〈u,Π∗y〉 = 〈Πu, y〉 for all u, y ∈ `2. An
operator in L∞ is said to be self-adjoint if Π = Π∗. For
any transfer function G ∈ R, we use G ∼ (A,B,C,D)
to denote that G admits the realisation (A,B,C,D),
i.e. G(z) = C(zI − A)−1B + D. A pair (N,M) is said
to be a right coprime factorisation (RCF) of G ∈ R if
N,M ∈ RH∞, G = NM−1 and (N,M) are coprime
over RH∞, i.e. there exist X,Y ∈ RH∞ such that
XN + YM = I; see, for instance, [31, Section 1.2.1].
Note that an RCF always exists for any G ∈ R.

3 Exponential convergence in feedback systems

Consider G,∆ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e and throughout this section,
we assume both G and ∆ are causal, locally Lipschitz
continuous, and map 0 to 0.

Definition 1 The feedback system [G,∆] illustrated
in Figure 1 is said to be well-posed if for any (exoge-

nous) signals d1, d2 ∈ `0+
2e there exist endogenous signals

u, y, v, w ∈ `0+
2e that satisfy

y = Gu; w = ∆v; v = y + d1; u = w + d2, (2)

and depend causally on d1, d2.

The following lemma tailored from [33, Theorem 4.1]
gives a sufficient condition for [G,∆] to be well-posed.

Lemma 2 For locally Lipschitz continuous G,∆ :
`0+
2e → `0+

2e , [G,∆] is well-posed if γ(G)γ(∆) < 1.

Let ∆ be a class of causal nonlinearites.

Definition 3 [G,∆] is said to be robustly stable over ∆
if [G,∆] is well-posed for all ∆ ∈∆ and for every ∆ ∈∆
there exists κ > 0 such that

τ∑
k=0

‖uk‖2 + ‖yk‖2 + ‖vk‖2 + ‖wk‖2 ≤

κ

τ∑
k=0

(
‖d1k‖2 + ‖d2k‖2

)
for all τ ∈ Z+

0 and d1, d2 ∈ `0+
2e .
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The following IQC-based result, adapted from Theorem
IV.2 in [14], plays a crucial role in this work; see also [24].

Proposition 4 Suppose that

(i) the mappings λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ Gλ and λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ ∆λ

are continuous in ~δ(·, ·);
(ii) [Gλ,∆λ] or [Gλ̄,∆λ̄] is stable;

(iii) [Gλ,∆λ] is well-posed for all λ ∈ [λ, λ̄];
(iv) there exists a multiplier Π = Π∗ ∈ L∞ and ε > 0

such that for every λ ∈ [λ, λ̄],〈[
v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (∆λ) (3)

and〈[
y

u

]
,Π

[
y

u

]〉
≤ −ε

∥∥∥∥∥
[
y

u

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

,∀

[
y

u

]
∈ G ′(Gλ).

Then, [Gλ,∆λ] is stable for all λ ∈ [λ, λ̄].

Define the following exponentially scaling operators
ρ+, ρ− : `0+

2e → `0+
2e , for ρ ∈ (0, 1], via (ρ+(y))k =

ρkyk, k ∈ Z+
0 and (ρ−(y))k = ρ−kyk, k ∈ Z+

0 , respec-
tively. Evidently, ρ+, ρ− are the inverse of each other.
Note that if ρ−y ∈ `0+

2 , then limk→∞ ρ−kyk = 0, i.e.
y ∈ `0+

2 decays exponentially at a rate at least as fast as
ρ. That is, for every ρ−y ∈ `0+

2 , there exists η > 0 such
that ‖yk‖ ≤ ηρ̂k for all ρ̂ ∈ [ρ, 1) and k ∈ Z+

0 . With
the above understanding, we define the notion of robust
exponential stability in what follows.

Definition 5 [G,∆] is said to be robustly exponentially
stable over ∆ if [G,∆] is robustly stable over ∆, and for
some ρ ∈ (0, 1) and every ∆ ∈ ∆, d1, d2 ∈ ρ+`

0+
2 , there

exists η > 0 such that

‖yk‖ ≤ ηρk and ‖wk‖ ≤ ηρk, ∀k ∈ Z+
0 .

The ρ in the definition above is called the exponential
decay rate, and a smaller ρ corresponds to a faster decay.

Remark 6 The η in Definition 5 may vary with ∆, d1,
and d2. As a consequence, it may vary with different y
and w. This contrasts with [16,10], where hard IQCs are
used and the ‘η’ therein is uniform in all uncertainties
and initial conditions. The difference arises due to the
fact that hard IQCs are stronger conditions (involving
integrals taken over all finite time intervals starting from
0 for `0+

2e signals) than their soft counterparts (where the
integrals are taken from 0 to∞ for `0+

2 signals), and hence
give rise to an improved convergence with uniformity of

η. The downside, nevertheless, is that there exist power-
ful soft IQCs that do not hold in the hard form [20,37]
— one may deduce that [37, Lemma 8] does not hold of
the integrals are taken over finite ranges. A condition
that allows transitioning from a soft IQC to a hard one
is the existence of a canonical factorisation for the mul-
tiplier [25,3], wherein it is shown that positive-negative
multipliers admit canonical factorisations. The Zames-
Falb multipliers for slope-restricted nonlinearity in [37],
however, are not positive-negative multipliers in general.

For a possibly nonlinear operator ∆ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e , define
its exponentially weighted operator via ∆ρ = ρ−∆ρ+.
Given ∆ ∈∆, let ∆ρ = {∆ρ : ∆ ∈∆}.

The main result on feedback interconnections of possibly
open-loop unbounded systems is presented as follows.

Theorem 7 Consider the system in Figure 1 withG,∆ :
`0+
2e → `0+

2e and let ρ ∈ (0, 1). Suppose that G ∈ R and
∆ ∈∆. The feedback system [G,∆] is robustly exponen-
tially stable over ∆ ∈∆ if the following conditions hold:

(i) γ(G)γ(∆) < 1 for all ∆ ∈∆;
(ii) [G,H] is stable for some H ∈ R;
(iii) for any ρ ∈ [ρ, 1], ∆ρ is path-connected in directed

gap from H;
(iv) there exists Π = Π∗ ∈ L∞ such that for any ρ ∈

[ρ, 1] and ∆ ∈∆ρ,

〈[
v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (∆) (4)

and[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π]

(5)

where (N,M) is an RCF of G. Moreover, for (Nρ,Mρ)
being an RCF of Gρ, if

[
Nρ(e

jω)

Mρ(e
jω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
Nρ(e

jω)

Mρ(e
jω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π] (6)

holds with some ρ ∈ [ρ, 1), then [G,∆] is robustly expo-
nentially stable over ∆ ∈∆ with rate ρ.

To prove the Theorem 7, we first present in the following
a few supporting lemmas.

Let (N,M) be an RCF ofG. The following lemma estab-
lishes the equivalence between an IQC and a frequency-
domain inequality (FDI).
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Lemma 8 Given Π = Π∗ ∈ L∞ and G ∈ R, the follow-
ing are equivalent:

(i) there exists ε > 0 such that

〈x,Πx〉 ≤ −ε ‖x‖2 ,∀x ∈ G ′(G);

(ii) it holds that[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π].

PROOF. Firstly, note from Proposition 1.33 in [31]
that the set G ′(G) is

{
[ NM ] q ∈ `0+

2 : q ∈ `0+
2

}
. Hence,

the condition in (i) can be rewritten into that there ex-
ists ε > 0 such that〈[

N

M

]
q, (Π + εI)

[
N

M

]
q

〉
≤ 0,∀q ∈ `0+

2 .

This is then equivalent to, following the argument in
Theorem 3.1 of [21], that〈[

N

M

]
q, (Π + εI)

[
N

M

]
q

〉
≤ 0,∀q ∈ `2.

Since M,N,Π ∈ L∞, the above condition is equivalent
to the FDI[
N(eiω)

M(ejω)

]∗
(Π(ejω) + εI)

[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]
≤ 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π].

This is equivalent to (ii) sinceN,M ∈ RH∞ are coprime
over RH∞. 2

Similarly to ρ+, ρ−, define λ+, λ− : `0+
2e → `0+

2e as
(λ+(y))k = λkyk, k ∈ Z+

0 and (λ−(y))k = λ−kyk, k ∈
Z+

0 , respectively. For 0 < λ < 1 < λ̄, define Gλ :=
λ−Gλ+, λ ∈ [λ, λ̄]. The following lemma shows the gap
continuity of λ 7→ Gλ.

Lemma 9 Given G ∈ R and 0 < λ < 1 < λ̄, the map-

ping λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ Gλ is continuous in ~δ(·, ·).

PROOF. Let (AG, BG, CG, DG) be a realisation of G.
One can verify that the mapping λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ Gλ can
be equivalently represented as

λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ (λ−1AG, λ
−1BG, CG, DG). (7)

Figure 2. ρ-scaled feedback system

Note that the realisation matrices of Gλ are continuous
in λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] with respect to matrix norms. Hence, it
follows from [38, Section 5.4] that there exists an RCF

of Gλ = NλM
−1
λ such that

[
Mλ

Nλ

]
∈ RH∞ is continuous

in λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] and

c := inf
λ∈[λ,λ̄]

inf
ω∈[0,2π]

σ

([
Mλ(ejω)

Nλ(ejω)

])
> 0.

Let ∅ 6= (λ, η) ⊂ [λ, λ̄]. By state-space realisation (7), we

obtain that
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
is causally extendable to a bounded

linear operator on `0+
2e and Ge(Gλ) =

[
Mλ

Nλ

]
`0+
2e , whereby

~δ(Gλ, Gη) := lim sup
τ→∞

sup
v∈Ge(Gη)

inf
u∈Ge(Gλ),
‖Pτu‖6=0

‖Pτ (u− v)‖
‖Pτu‖

= lim sup
τ→∞

sup
y∈`0+

2e

inf
x∈`0+

2e

∥∥∥∥∥Pτ
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
x− Pτ

[
Mη

Nη

]
y

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥Pτ
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
x

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ lim sup
τ→∞

sup
y∈`0+

2e

∥∥∥∥∥Pτ
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
y − Pτ

[
Mη

Nη

]
y

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥Pτ
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
y

∥∥∥∥∥

≤

∥∥∥∥∥
[
Mλ

Nλ

]
−

[
Mη

Nη

]∥∥∥∥∥
c

.

Consequently, that λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→ Gλ is continuous in
~δ(·, ·) is implied by that λ ∈ [λ, λ̄] 7→

[
Mλ

Nλ

]
is continuous

in the operator norm. 2

Consider the exponentially weighted feedback system in
Figure 2 with Gρ = ρ−Gρ+ and ∆ρ = ρ−∆ρ+. The two
feedback systems [Gρ,∆ρ] and [G,∆] are linked by the
following lemma, which is obtained via a similar routine
to [10, Theorem 2].
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Lemma 10 Let G ∈ R and suppose [G,∆] in Figure 1
is well-posed, then for ρ ∈ (0, 1], [Gρ,∆ρ] in Figure 2
is well-posed. Additionally, [G,∆] is exponentially stable
with rate ρ if [Gρ,∆ρ] is stable.

With the above lemmas, now we are ready to provide
the proof of Theorem 7.

PROOF. [of Theorem 7] Let (N,M) be an RCF of G,
whereby there exist X,Y ∈ RH∞ so that XN + YM =
I. In the same spirit as (7), we have

Mρ := ρ−Mρ+ ∼ (ρ−1AM , ρ
−1BM , CM , DM ),

Nρ := ρ−Nρ+ ∼ (ρ−1AN , ρ
−1BN , CN , DN ).

Moreover, since M,N,X, Y ∈ RH∞, there exists
ρ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that Mρ, Nρ, Xρ := ρ−Xρ+ and
Yρ := ρ−Y ρ+ belong to RH∞ for any ρ ∈ [ρ0, 1].

It then follows from the fact of ρ+ = ρ−1
− that

XρNρ + YρMρ = I, whereby (Nρ,Mρ) is an RCF of
Gρ = ρ−Gρ+. Clearly, it holds for each ω ∈ [0, 2π]
that ρ ∈ [ρ0, 1] 7→ (Nρ(e

jω),Mρ(e
jω)) is continuous in

the matrix norm. As a result, one can verify that the
transfer matrix[

Mλ(ejω)

Nλ(ejω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
Mλ(ejω)

Nλ(ejω)

]

is continuous in λ ∈ [ρ0, 1]. Therefore, according to (5),
there exists ρ̄ that is sufficiently close to one satisfying
max{ρ, ρ0} ≤ ρ̄ < 1 so that for all λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1], it holds

[
Mλ(ejω)

Nλ(ejω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
Mλ(ejω)

Nλ(ejω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π]. (8)

Let ∆ be any element in ∆ and note the following facts:

(a) An application of Lemma 9 yields that λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1] 7→
Gλ is continuous in the directed gap in (1). By (iii),
there exists a mapping λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1] 7→ Γλ ∈∆ρ̄ that is
continuous in the directed gap and satisfies Γ1 = H
and Γρ̄ = ∆ρ̄.

(b) It follows by (ii) that the nominal feedback system
[G,H] is stable.

(c) It follows by (i) and Lemma 2 that [G,∆] is well-
posed. Furthermore by Lemma 10 and Γλ ∈ ∆ρ̄,
we know [Gρ̄,Γλ] is well-posed for λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1]. It then
follows by [33, Chapter 4] that the well-posedness of
[Gρ̄,Γλ] is robust against norm-bounded paramet-
ric perturbation. Note that ρ̄ is a sufficiently small
perturbation from 1, which satisfies ρ̄ ≤ λ ≤ 1. Re-
garding Gλ as a parametric variation from Gρ̄ in
the parameter λ, one can then conclude by the ro-
bustness property that [Gλ,Γλ] is well-posed.

(d) It follows from (4) that Γλ ∈ ∆ρ̄ satisfies for each
λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1] that〈[

v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (Γλ).

On the other hand, it follows by (8) and Lemma 8
that Gλ satisfies for each λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1] that〈[

y

u

]
,Π

[
y

u

]〉
≤ −ε

∥∥∥∥∥
[
y

u

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

,∀

[
y

u

]
∈ G ′(Gλ).

Matching the facts (a)-(d) with the conditions (i)-(iv)
in Proposition 4, we obtain that [Gλ,Γλ] is stable for
all λ ∈ [ρ̄, 1]. Consequently, [Gρ̄,∆ρ̄] is stable for all ∆ρ̄

with ∆ ∈∆. It then follows from Lemma 10 that [G,∆]
in Figure 1 is exponentially robustly stable with rate ρ̄
for all ∆ ∈∆.

Moreover, given the additional condition in (6), in order
to show that [G,∆] is exponentially robustly stable with
rate ρ, it suffices to repeat the above arguments by re-
placing ρ̄ with ρ and using the fact that if (5) holds for
some ρ1 ∈ (0, 1), it holds for any ρ2 ∈ [ρ1, 1). 2

When the multiplier Π is chosen inRL∞, we show in the
following that the FDI in (6) is equivalent to an LMI.
To this end, first recall from [9, Lemma 1], that every
self-adjoint Π ∈ RL∞ can be factorised into

Π =

[
(ejωIn −AΠ)−1BΠ

I

]∗
MΠ

[
(ejωIn −AΠ)−1BΠ

I

]

with AΠ being Schur stable.

Proposition 11 Let G ∼ (AG, BG, CG, 0), ρ ∈ (0, 1),
and Π = Π∗ ∈ RL∞ with factorisation given above.
Then (6) holds if and only if there exists P = PT such
that[

CT

DT

]
MΠ

[
C D

]
+

[
ATPA− P ATPB

BTPA BTPB

]
< 0, (9)

where

A :=

AΠ BΠ

[
CG

F

]
0 ρ−1(AG +BGF )

 , B :=

BΠ

[
0

I

]
ρ−1BG



C :=


In 0

0

[
CG

F

] , D :=

[
0

I

]
,
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with F being any constant matrix such that ρ−1(AG +
BGF ) is Schur stable.

PROOF. It follows from [38, Theorem 5.6] that an
RCF (Nρ,Mρ) of Gρ ∼ (ρ−1AG, ρ

−1BG, CG, 0) is[
Nρ

Mρ

]
=

[
CG

F

]
[zI − ρ−1(AG +BGF )]−1(ρ−1BG) +

[
0

I

]
=: C̄(zI − Ā)−1B̄ + D̄,

where F is any constant matrix such that ρ−1(AG +
BGF ) is stable and Ā := ρ−1(AG+BGF ), B̄ := ρ−1BG,
C̄ :=

[
CG
F

]
, D̄ := [ 0

I ].

The left-hand side of the FDI in (6) is equal to

[
C̄(ejωI − Ā)−1B̄ + D̄

]∗ [(ejωIn −AΠ)−1BΠ

I

]∗
MΠ×[

(ejωIn −AΠ)−1BΠ

I

] [
C̄(ejωI − Ā)−1B̄ + D̄

]
.

Note that[
(ejωIn −AΠ)−1BΠ

I

] [
C̄(ejωI − Ā)−1B̄ + D̄

]
=
[
C D

] [(ejωI −A)−1B

I

]
.

Therefore, the left-hand side of the FDI in (6) is given by

[
(ejωI −A)−1B

I

]∗ [
CT

DT

]
MΠ

[
C D

] [(ejωI −A)−1B

I

]
.

Application of the discrete-time Kalman-Yakubovich-
Popov (KYP) lemma [34] yields the equivalence between
(6) and the existence of P = PT satisfying (9). 2

The following result is important for establishing the gap
homotopy for stability analysis throughout this study.

Proposition 12 Let Ω,Γ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e be stable nonlin-
ear systems and K ∈ R. Then the mapping β ∈ [0, 1] 7→
F β := K + (1− β)Ω + βΓ is continuous in gap ~δ(·, ·).

PROOF. When ‖Ω − Γ‖ = 0, the result is trivial. In
what follows, we deal with the case where ‖Ω− Γ‖ 6= 0.

Similarly to the derivation of Lemma 9, we have that for
d 6= 0 such that β + d ∈ [0, 1],

~δ(F β , F β+d) = lim sup
τ→∞

sup
v∈Ge(Fβ+d)

inf
u∈Ge(F

β),
‖Pτu‖6=0

‖Pτ (u− v)‖
‖Pτu‖

≤ lim sup
τ→∞

sup
y∈`0+

2e ,

‖Pτy‖6=0

|d|‖Pτ (Ω− Γ)y‖
‖Pτy‖

≤ |d| ‖Ω− Γ‖ .

Based on the above inequality and the premise that ‖Ω−
Γ‖ 6= 0, we have for any ε > 0, there exists δ = ε/‖Ω −
Γ‖ > 0 so that for all β1, β2 ∈ [0, 1] satisfying |β1−β2| <
δ, it holds ~δ(F β1 , F β2) < ε. As a result, β ∈ [0, 1] 7→ F β

is continuous in the directed gap. 2

Example 13 Consider the following single-input-
single-output dynamical nonlinear system ∆ : u ∈
`0+
2e 7→ x ∈ `0+

2e satisfying

xk+1 =
1

2

x3
k

1 + x2
k

+ uk, k ∈ Z+
0 . (10)

The state-space representation of ∆ρ = ρ−∆ρ+ : ũ ∈
`0+
2e 7→ x̃ ∈ `0+

2e is then given by

x̃k+1 =
ρ−1

2

x̃3
k

ρ−2k + x̃2
k

+ ρ−1ũk, k ∈ Z+
0 . (11)

Setting x0 = 0, we obtain from (10) that for k ∈ Z+
0 ,

|xk+1| ≤ |12xk|+|uk|, whereby |xk+1|2 ≤ 2| 12xk|
2+2|uk|2.

Summing over k ∈ Z+
0 on both sides of the inequality

yields that ‖x‖ ≤ 2‖u‖, whereby ∆ is stable with gain
‖∆‖ ≤ 2. Similarly to (10), one can verify for (11) that

‖x̃‖ ≤ 2√
2ρ2−1

‖ũ‖ for ρ ∈ (
√

2
2 , 1], whereby ∆ρ is bounded

with gain ‖∆ρ‖ ≤ 2√
2ρ2−1

.

As ∆ρ is bounded, let {(1 − β)∆ρ + βH : β ∈ [0, 1]} ⊂
∆ρ, which is path-connected in the directed gap from H
that can be any stable LTI system based on Proposition 12.
For example, consider unstable G(z) = 1

5+z2 with L∞
norm ‖G‖∞ = 1

4 . Noting that [G,H] is stable for H = 9
2 ,

we obtain from Theorem 7 with Π =
[

3 0
0 −1

]
that [G,∆]

is exponentially stable. Clearly, Gρ satisfies the FDI (5)
for any ρ ∈ (0, 1). In addition, it is known that ∆ρ is
stable and satisfies the IQC with multiplier Π as long
as ‖∆ρ‖ ≤ 2√

2ρ2−1
< 3. In this case, a bound on the

exponential decay rate for [G,∆] is approximately given
by 0.850.

The following is an example demonstrating how Theo-
rem 7 shows feedback stability in the case where both G
and ∆ are open-loop unstable.
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Example 14 Consider unstable LTI systems G(z) =
H(z) = 3Fap(z), where Fap(z) = 1−2z

z−2 is an unstable

all-pass system, i.e., |Fap(ejω)| = 1, ∀ ω ∈ [0, 2π]. Note
that their feedback interconnection [G,H] is stable. Let
S : u ∈ `0+

2e 7→ y ∈ `0+
2e be any static sector bounded

nonlinearity in [−1, 1], which satisfies ‖S‖ ≤ 1. Then the
nonlinear system ∆ = H + S : `0+

2e → `0+
2e is unstable.

In what follows, we will adopt Theorem 7 to obtain the
feedback stability of [G,∆].

Let the IQC multiplier be Π =
[−1 0

0 1

]
, corresponding to

system P with gains uniformly larger than 1, i.e.,

τ(P ) := inf
06=u∈`0+

2e

‖Pu‖
‖u‖

≥ 1.

It follows from |G(ejω)| = |H(ejω)| = 3, ∀ ω ∈ [0, 2π]
that τ(G) = τ(H) = 3 > 1. Moreover, forHρ := ρ−Hρ+

and Sρ := ρ−Sρ+ with ρ ∈ (0.99, 1], it holds by continu-
ity that τ(Hρ) > 2 as Hρ(z) = H(ρz) and that ‖Sρ‖ ≤ 1
as S is a static nonlinearity satisfying ‖S‖ ≤ 1, whereby
τ(∆ρ) ≥ τ(Hρ) − ‖Sρ‖ > 2 − 1 = 1. Using these in-
equalities, we obtain that (4) holds with ρ = 0.99 and
that (5) holds for (N,M) being an RCF of G. Moreover,
one can verify that the union of {H1−λ : λ ∈ [0, 1− ρ]}
and {Hρ + αSρ : α ∈ [0, 1]} forms a continuous path in
terms of the directed gap from H to ∆ρ. To be precise,
the continuity of the former path can be established by
Lemma 9, while the later follows by Proposition 12 with
(K,Ω,Γ) = (Hρ, 0, Sρ). An application of Theorem 7
yields that the feedback system [G,∆] is stable, where G
is LTI unstable and ∆ is nonlinear unstable. As for the
exponential decay rate, a brute-force search for smallest
ρ̄ ∈ (0, 1) such that |Gρ(ejω)| > 1 and |Hρ(e

jω)| > 2 for
any ρ ∈ [ρ̄, 1) and ω ∈ [0, 2π] gives that ρ̄ ≈ 0.715.

In the rest of this section, we recast the previous results
on external (input-output) stability with zero initial con-
ditions into state-space results on internal stability with
arbitrary initial conditions. To this end, we express G in
terms of a minimal state-space realisation:

G :

{
ξk+1 = AGξk +BGuk, ξ0 ∈ Rq

yk = CGξk
. (12)

Corollary 15 Consider the system in Figure 1 with G
defined above and ∆ : `0+

2e → `0+
2e belonging to ∆. Let

(N,M) be an RCF of G and ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Then the closed-
loop system composed of (12) and u = ∆y satisfies that

lim
k→∞

ρ−kyk = 0 (13)

for all ξ0 ∈ Rq and ∆ ∈∆ if the conditions in Theorem 7
with (5) replaced by (6) hold.

PROOF. By Theorem 7 we have that [G,∆] is ro-
bustly exponentially stable for all ∆ ∈ ∆ with decay
rate ρ. Given any ξ∗0 ∈ Rq, let τ > 0 and {uk}k=0,1,··· ,τ
be such that when fed to (12) with zero initial condi-
tion ξ0 = 0 it results in ξτ = ξ∗0 . Note that such a se-
quence {uk}k=0,1,··· ,τ exists since (AG, BG) is control-
lable. Let d2k := uk and d1k = −yk for k = 0, 1, . . . , τ ,
and d2k := 0 and d1k = 0 for all τ < k ∈ Z+

0 . Obviously,
d1, d2 ∈ `0+

2 . It follows from the robust exponential sta-
bility of [G,∆] that ρ−y, ρ−w ∈ `0+

2 , and hence we have
limk→∞ ‖ρ−kyk‖ = 0,∀ξ0 ∈ Rq. 2

4 Lurye systems with static nonlinearity

In this section, we focus on Lurye systems [G,∆], where
G ∈ R is possibly unstable and has a minimal realisation
(AG, BG, CG, 0), and ∆ belongs to a nonlinearity class
that is static and bounded.

A system ∆ : `0+
2e → `0+

2e is said to be static (a.k.a.
memoryless) if there exists φ : Rp → Rp such that
(∆(v))k = φ(vk) for all v ∈ `0+

2e and k ∈ Z+
0 . The static

nonlinearity ∆ is said to be Lipschitz if ‖φ(x)−φ(y)‖
‖x−y‖ <∞

for all x, y ∈ Rp. Evidently, a static and Lipschitz ∆ is
bounded if φ(0) = 0. For the rest of this work, ∆ is as-
sumed to be static, bounded and Lipschitz.

A version of Theorem 7 for Lurye systems is warranted.

Theorem 16 Consider the system in Figure 1 with
G,∆ : `0+

2e → `0+
2e . Suppose that G ∼ (AG, BG, CG, 0)

and ∆ ∈ ∆ is static, Lipschitz, and bounded. The feed-
back system [G,∆] is robustly exponentially stable over
∆ ∈∆ if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) There exists cI ∈∆ such that (1− β)∆ + βcI ∈∆
for all ∆ ∈∆, β ∈ [0, 1];

(ii) [G, cI] is stable;
(iii) there exist ρ ∈ (0, 1) and Π = Π∗ ∈ L∞ such that

for any ρ ∈ [ρ, 1],〈[
v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (∆),∆ ∈∆ρ,

and[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
N(ejω)

M(ejω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π],

where (N,M) is an RCF of G.

PROOF. Note that G ∼ (AG, BG, CG, 0) is strictly
causal, whereby its uniform instantaneous gain is zero,
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i.e., γ(G) = 0. Moreover, as ∆ ∈∆ is Lipschitz, it satis-
fies γ(∆) < ∞. It then follows from γ(G)γ(∆) < 1 and
Lemma 2 that [G,∆] is well-posed.

Recall that ∆ρ = {∆ρ : ∆ ∈ ∆}, ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Since
∆ ∈∆ is static, Lipschitz, and bounded, it follows from
Appendix A.2 of [22] that ∆ρ is bounded. By (i), we have
for every ∆ρ ∈∆ρ and β ∈ [0, 1] that (1−β)∆ρ+βcI ∈
∆ρ. Construct the mapping β ∈ [0, 1] 7→ ∆β

ρ = (1 −
β)∆ρ + βcI ∈ ∆ρ, which is continuous in the directed
gap by Proposition 12 with (Ω,Γ) = (∆ρ, cI). Therefore,
∆ρ is path-connected from cI in the directed gap for
each ρ ∈ (ρ, 1].

As a result, combining the above analysis with (ii) and
(iii), we obtain from Theorem 7 with H = cI that the
feedback system [G,∆] is robustly exponentially stable
over ∆ ∈∆. 2

Remark 17 It is worth mentioning that by a similar
reasoning line the results in Theorem 16 are reduced to
establish robust stability only when fixing ρ = 1 in (iii).

Case study: slope-restricted nonlinearity

For 0 ≤ m ≤ L <∞, the static nonlinearity ∆ is said to
be (m,L)-slope-restricted if φ(0) = 0 and for all v, w ∈
Rp, m‖v − w‖2 ≤ (φ(v)− φ(w))T (v − w) ≤ L‖v − w‖2.
We denote the class of (m,L)-slope-restricted nonlin-
earities as ∆m,L. We start by deriving a useful prop-
erty on ∆m,L. Given c ∈ [m,L], define the mapping
β ∈ [0, 1] 7→ ∆β(c) := (1− β)∆ + βcI.

Lemma 18 For every ∆ ∈ ∆m,L, β ∈ [0, 1] and c ∈
[m,L], it holds that ∆β(c) ∈∆m,L.

PROOF. In what follows we will abuse the notation
by using ∆ as the point-wise mapping φ : Rp → Rp and
∆ : `0+

2e → `0+
2e interchangeably. Suppose ∆ ∈∆m,L. By

definition ∆ : Rp → Rp satisfies that for all v, w ∈ Rp,
m‖v − w‖2 ≤ (∆v −∆w)T (v − w) ≤ L‖v − w‖2. Given
any β ∈ [0, 1] and c ∈ [m,L], we have that ∆β(c)v −
∆β(c)w = (1−β)(∆v−∆w) +βc(v−w)I for all v, w ∈
Rp. It follows that ((1 − β)m + βc)‖v − w‖2 ≤ (∆βv −
∆βw)T (v−w) ≤ ((1−β)L+βc)‖v−w‖2 for all v, w ∈ Rp.
Since c ∈ [m,L], it is clear that m ≤ (1 − β)m + βc ≤
(1− β)L+ βc ≤ L, whereby ∆β(c) ∈∆m,L. 2

Let {mk}k∈Z denote the impulse response of the LTI
system M ∈ L∞.

Definition 19 (The ClassMTI) The class of discrete-
time Zames-Falb multipliers MTI ⊂ L∞ is given by
the set of linear time-invariant bounded operators M
whose impulse response coefficients satisfy mi ≤ 0 for
all 0 6= i ∈ Z and

∑
i∈Zmi ≥ 0.

A class of multipliers that is directly related toMTI is

ΠTI :=

{[
0 M∗ ⊗ Ip

M ⊗ Ip 0

]
∈ L∞ : M ∈MTI

}
.

Given 0 < m ≤ L, let E :=
[

1 −L−1

−m 1

]
⊗ Ip, define

Πm,L
TI :=

{
ETΠE ∈ L∞ : Π ∈ ΠTI

}
. (14)

Given ρ ∈ (0, 1], define another set of LTI multipliers

Πm,L
ρ :=

{
ET

[
0 M∗ ⊗ Ip

M ⊗ Ip 0

]
E : M ∈ L∞,

K∑
i=−K

miρ
i

≥ 0,

K∑
i=−K

miρ
−i ≥ 0,∀K ∈ Z+

0 and mi ≤ 0,∀i 6= 0

}
.

Next, recall that ∆ρ := ρ−∆ρ+. The following lemma
states that every ∆ρ with ∆ ∈ ∆m,L satisfies the IQC
induced by any multiplier in Πm,L

ρ .

Lemma 20 For every ∆ in ∆m,L, ρ ∈ (0, 1], it holds
for Π ∈ Πm,L

ρ that〈[
v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (∆ρ). (15)

PROOF. Given any ∆ ∈∆m,L and ρ ∈ (0, 1], let [ vw ] ∈
G (∆ρ), whereby w = ∆ρv = ρ−∆ρ+v. Note that ρ−1

− =
ρ+, and hence ρ+w = ∆ρ+v, yielding that ρ+ [ vw ] ∈
G (∆). Hence, the inner product in (15) can be rewritten
as 〈[

v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
=

〈[
v̄

w̄

]
, (ρ−Πρ−)

[
v̄

w̄

]〉
(16)

with [ v̄w̄ ] = ρ+ [ vw ] ∈ G (∆) and Π ∈ Πm,L
ρ .

Now define MTV as the class of multipliers that are
given by the set of linear operators whose matrix rep-
resentation M = [m]ij is a doubly hyperdominant ma-
trix, i.e., mij ≤ 0,∀i 6= j and for every K ∈ Z+

0 ,∑
|i|≤K mij ≥ 0,∀j ∈ Z,

∑
|j|≤K mij ≥ 0,∀i ∈ Z. Let

Πm,L
TV :=

{
ET

[
0 M∗ ⊗ Ip

M ⊗ Ip 0

]
E : M ∈MTV

}
.
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Next, we show that for every Π ∈ Πm,L
ρ , it holds

ρ−Πρ− ∈ Πm,L
TV . To this end, let Π ∈ Πm,L

ρ . Then,

ρ−Πρ− = ET

[
0 (ρ−Mρ−)∗ ⊗ Ip

(ρ−Mρ−)⊗ Ip 0

]
E.

Observe that the system ρ−Mρ− can be represented by
the matrix whose ij-entry is (ρ−Mρ−)ij = ρ−i−jmi−j .

Since M ∈ L∞ and
∑K
i=−K miρ

i ≥ 0,
∑K
i=−K miρ

−i ≥
0 for everyK ∈ Z+

0 andmi ≤ 0,∀i 6= 0, by the definition

of Πm,L
TV it follows that ρ−Πρ− ∈ Πm,L

TV .

By using [17, Lemma 5] and the standard transformation
used in [37, Section 5], one has that〈

PT

[
v̄

w̄

]
, (ρ−Πρ−)PT

[
v̄

w̄

]〉
≥ 0.

Noting that the limit of the above inner product as
T →∞ exists due to (16). That (15) holds then follows
from (16). 2

The following proposition gives a sufficient condition for
the feedback system to be robustly exponentially stable
with a prescribed decay rate.

Proposition 21 Consider the Lurye system in Fig-
ure 1 with G,∆ : `0+

2e → `0+
2e . Suppose that G ∼

(AG, BG, CG, 0), and ∆ ∈ ∆m,L with 0 ≤ m ≤ L < ∞.
Given ρ̄ ∈ (0, 1), the feedback system [G,∆] is robustly
exponentially stable with rate ρ̄ for all ∆ ∈∆m,L if there
exists c ∈ [m,L] such that

r(AG + cBGCG) < ρ̄, (17)

and there exists Π ∈ Πm,L
ρ̄ such that[

Nρ̄(e
jω)

Mρ̄(e
jω)

]∗
Π(ejω)

[
Nρ̄(e

jω)

Mρ̄(e
jω)

]
< 0,∀ω ∈ [0, 2π], (18)

where (Nρ̄,Mρ̄) is an RCF of Gρ̄.

PROOF. The stability of [Gρ̄, cI] is implied by (17).

Let ∆m,L
ρ̄ := {∆ρ̄ : ∆ ∈ ∆m,L}, and note that cI ∈

∆m,L
ρ̄ . For all ∆ρ̄ ∈ ∆m,L

ρ̄ and β ∈ [0, 1], it holds by

Lemma 18 that (1−β)∆ρ̄+βcI ∈∆m,L
ρ̄ . It follows from

Lemma 20 that for all ∆ρ̄ ∈∆m,L
ρ̄ ,〈[

v

w

]
,Π

[
v

w

]〉
≥ 0,∀

[
v

w

]
∈ G (∆ρ̄), Π ∈ Πm,L

ρ̄ .

Together with (18), we obtain by combining Theorem
16 and Remark 17 that [Gρ̄,∆ρ̄] is robustly stable over

∆m,L
ρ̄ . Therefore, by Lemma 10, [G,∆] is robustly ex-

ponentially stable with rate ρ̄ over ∆m,L. 2

Remark 22 Proposition 21 may be shown to re-
cover [22, Theorem 4.2]. To see that, observe that
[22, Section 4.3] first performs a loop transforma-
tion to turn ∆m,L into ∆0,L−m. This gives rise to
a
[

1 0
−m 1

]
term in the multiplier and noting that[

Nρ̄(ejω)

Mρ̄(ejω)

]∗ [
1 0
−m 1

]∗
Π
[

1 0
−m 1

] [ Nρ̄(ejω)

Mρ̄(ejω)

]
< 0 if and only

if
[

Gρ̄(jω)

1−mGρ̄(jω)

I

]∗
Π
[

Gρ̄(jω)

1−mGρ̄(jω)

I

]
< 0 then yields the claim.

Remark 23 The conditions proposed in Proposition 21
would also turn out to be necessary if the Carrasco’s con-
jecture [32,15,26] that the existence of a Zames-Falb mul-
tiplier is necessary for robust stability against monotone
static nonlinearity could be proven true. Similar classes of
noncausal scaled Zames–Falb multipliers have been em-
ployed in [6,22]. As discussed in [22], the class of mul-
tipliers in [6] is more restricted than that in [22], which
leads to a more restricted condition for establishing the
exponential stability. Note that the class of multipliers in
[22, Equation (41)] is limited to having finite-impulse re-

sponse while in Proposition 21 the set Πm,L
ρ̄ is allowed

to have infinite-impulse responses. In fact, the set Πm,L
ρ̄

can be reduced to the multiplier set in [22] by truncating
its elements.

When Πm,L
ρ̄ in Proposition 21 is restricted to be inRL∞,

the FDI condition in (18) can be solved equivalently by
an LMI test by exploiting Proposition 11. It is also note-
worthy Proposition 21 can be recast into state-space re-
sults with arbitrary initial condition based on Corollary
15. This can be directly applied to convergence analysis
of a wide class of first-order algorithms for convex opti-
misation problems.

5 Conclusion

We derived conditions under which a feedback inter-
connection of possibly open-loop unbounded systems
achieves both robust closed-loop stability and exponen-
tial convergence in the endogenous signals. The con-
ditions are expressed in terms of a homotopy in a di-
rected gap measure for exponentially weighted systems
and integral quadratic constraints along the homotopy.
When specialised to Lurye systems, where the nonlin-
earity is static and bounded, the conditions are shown
to be considerably easier to satisfy and verify, partly by
solving a linear matrix inequality. Future research direc-
tions of interest include the consideration of linear time-
varying dynamics and alternative weightings for estab-
lishing sub-exponential and super-exponential conver-
gence rates.
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