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Duality between initial and terminal function problems
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ABSTRACT: This paper successfully investigated the topological duality between initial and terminal function
problems with respect to single-delay autonomous linear control systems using the expressions for the solution
matrices and indices of control systems developed and proved in Ukwu and Garba [2014a, c] for single — delay
autonomous linear systems, as well as the general variation of constants formula for the relevant systems. The
paper obtained independent proofs that the solution matrices and the indices of control systems are analytic
almost everywhere and differentiable except at a single point. The proofs were achieved using an algorithm
involving key transformations from one problem to the other, effectively establishing that the results from one
problem can be realized from the other.
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l. INTRODUCTION
The qualitative approach to the controllability of functional differential control systems have been areas
of active research for the past fifty years among control theorists and applied mathematicians in general. This
circumvents the severe difficulties associated with the search for and computations of solutions of such systems.

Unfortunately computations of solutions cannot be wished away in the tracking of trajectories and
many practical applications. Literature on state space approach to control studies is replete with variation of
constants formulas, which incorporate the solution matrices of the free part of the systems. See Chukwu (1992),
Gabsov and Kirillova (1976), Hale (1977), Manitius (1978), Tadmore (1984), Ukwu (1987, 1992, 1996) and
Ukwu and Garba [2014a]. Furthermore the importance of indices of control systems matrices stems from the
fact that they not only pave the way for the derivation of determining matrices for the determination of
Euclidean controllability and compactness of cores of Euclidean targets but can be used independently for such
determination, Ukwu and Garba [2014c]. Regrettably no author had made any noteworthy attempt to obtain
general expressions for such solution matrices and indices of control systems matrices involving the delay h until
Ukwu and Garba [2014a,c].

This article makes further contribution to knowledge in controllability studies by establishing that
initial and terminal function problems are duals of each other, using Ukwu and Garba [2014a,c] as key
components in the ensuing analyses and much more.

1. PRELIMINARIES
Consider the initial function problem:

X Ax®) Ax h) @

x® (®.t [ h0Q] (2)
and the terminal function problem:

y()  yOA yO hA 3)

y() () [t ht] (4)

where A and A, aren n constant matrices; x(.) and y(.) are column and row n-vector functions respect

ively.
Let Y(t, )and X( ,t) be solution matrices of systems (1) and (3) respectively. Then X( ,t) and Y(t, )
satisfy respectively the following matrix differential equations:
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I, t
_tY t, AY t, AY t, h ,where Y(t, ) Ont (5)
—X t X ,tA X hit A, (6)
for O t, t kh,k 0,1,.. where
ln; t
X ,t Or;] t @)

See Chukwu (1992), Hale (1977) and Tadmore (1984) for properties of X t, . of particular
importance is the fact that ,t is analytic on the
intervals t j 1ht jh,j 01..;t j 1h 0.Anysuch t i 1ht jh iscalleda

1

regular point of t,

The first result we will establish is that Y (t, ) and X ( ,t) are topological duals of each other. This

result will rely on and exploit the following Ukwu-Garba’s theorems on global expressions for the
matrices Y (t, ) and X ( ,t). See Ukwu and Garba [2014 a,c].

Let 3, [(k Dh(k 1 Dhlk {0L-}i {0Ilet K, [t, (i Dht, jh]
j 0:t, (j Dh o

I11.  THEOREM: UKWU-GARBA’S SOLUTION MATRIX FORMULA FOR
AUTONOMOUS, SINGLE - DELAY LINEAR SYSTEMS

eM t I, (8)
t
e M IAeMCENEs t J; 9)
h
t
Y(t) ert e%(t S)Ale'%(s h)ds
h
t s; h j
eA"(t sj) A&er(Si h siy) Aler(Sl h) ds t ‘]k’k 2 (10)
i 2jh i 0142 (i Dh 1
V. THEOREM: UKWU-GARBA’S CONTROL INDEX THEOREM FOR
AUTONOMOUS LINEAR DELAY CONTROL SYSTEMS:
et K, 11)
er ty eAO(tl h Sl)Aie'%(% )dSl, Kl; (12)
t, h
X( 1 ) Aot1 1 h 1 1
b, ghlt 19 p (e g 13)
t, h
j ) sh ki1 k
1 J e%(H h sy) AieAU(sq h sq1) Ale'%(sk ) ds K J
1 jl

k 2 t; kh i kk1--2 G1ph g1 1
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Our current result is captured in the following theorem.

V. THEOREM: UKWU’S TOPOLOGICAL DUAL ALGORITHM FOR AUTONOMOUS
LINEAR DELAY SYSTEMS
Y(t, )and X( ,t)are topological duals of each other subject to the transformations below. To obtain

X( ,t) from Y(t, ) ) perform the following operations;
(i) t t  inthe formula for Y (t).
(i) ()t (.)inthe lower integral limits, as well as in the leading integral limits in (10) with the preceding

sign convention (1, forl j K,followed by the notational changes
k i
ok 3 Kiv () ()
j2 k 2
(iiiy s; h s, h in the upper integral limitsin Y (t, ).

(iv) The leading exponential function gt ght =) j {2,3,---k},in the integrals

in Y (t, ) and the trailing exponential function gl M et ),

To obtain Y (t, ) from X( ,t) perform the following operations:

v) () t (.) inthe leading integral limits, as well as in the lower integral limits. Omit the sign convention
) i k
(D', forl j Kk, and effect the notational changes K;  J, @) @)
Kk 2 i2

sj)

(vi) Replace the leading exponential function ghott s by gl ) L2,k in X (1)
and the trailing exponential function ghli ) by gl M
(vii) Replace the upper integral limits S, h in X( ,t) by s, h.

(viii) Given the initial function problem (1) and (2) the equivalent terminal function problem is given by:

y() yO)A y( hA (14)
y() () [t ht] 15)
where
() TC t), [t htl];()" denotes the transpose of (.). @16)
Proof

We need to prove that the continuity and analytic dispositions of X ( ,t,), KJ- can be inferred
from those of Y (t, ),t Jy and vice-versa. In particular, we prove that the continuity and non-analytic
behavior of X( ,t,),for t
Y(t, ) fort kh:t t,.

, Jhet, (j Dh O correspond to those of

We start from the expression for Y(t, ). NotethatY(t, ) Y(t )since the systems (1) and (5) are

autonomous. So we may replace t by t in Ukwu and Garba’s solution matrix theorem to secure Y (t, ).
This justifies (i). With t  t,, in Ukwu and Garba’s Control Index theorem, the transformation (.) t (), in
(i)ensuresthat t t, , jh t Jht (0 Dh t, ( Dh.

These, together with the sign convention and the notational changes in (ii) guarantee that (8) and (9)
with treplaced by t transform to (11) and (12) respectively. We need to prove that the multiple integral in
(10) transforms to the multiple integral in (13). To achieve the proof, combine the foregoing with j Kk and

the transformations in (iii) and (iv) to deduce immediately that the multiple integral in (10) transforms to the
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multiple integral in (13), proving that X ( ,t,)has been obtained from Y (t, ). The proof that X( ,t,)
transforms to Y (t, ) is similar.

Finally we investigate the continuity and analytic dispositions of Y (t, )and X( ,t,). Being sums of
integrals of products of constant matrices and exponential functions we deduce that
Y(t, )and X( ,t,)are analytic in the interiors of J, and K respectively, since e is C .

Finally we must examine Y (t, )and X ( ,t,) on the boundaries of J,  and K respectively.

Y ) O t limY(, ) O limY(, ) O;
t t
Yt ) e™ t [, hl limY(@ ) I, limY( ) A.
t t
Therefore Y (t)is not continuous at t and certainly not differentiable there. It follows that Y (t)is not
analytic at t

lim Y(t, e lim Y(t, lim Y(t, lim Y h) AY(h) AY(@0) Ae* A,
Jlim V() A dim Y@ ) A lim Y@ ) A lim YR AY() AY(0) AeY A
by the continuity of Y (t) for t O and the appropriate evaluations using the interval J, for the left limit

and J, for the right limit. Alternatively, we apply Leibniz’s rule for differentiating an integral to

h
I(imh) Y(t, ) toobtain Agh® M AP 0 AehIAH Ids At A,
t
h
Therefore Y (t, ) is not differentiable at t hand hence not analytic there. Equivalently using the fact

that (1) and (5) are autonomous, Y (t) is not differentiable at t hand hence not analytic there.

t
Y (t) g/t e/l S)Ale%(s Mds
h
t s; h i
et si) Aier(S. h si1) Aler(Sl N " ds toJ ok 2
i 2ijh i JJ L2 (G ph 1
kh
lim Y(t) e el IpehC s

t (kh) "
kh s; h i
er(kh 5) Aler(Si hsy) AieAJ(sl M ds k 2
i2ijh i JJ L2 (i 1h 1
kh
lim Y(t) e el Ipeh s
t (kh) "
k 1kh s h i
eAO(kh 5) Aler(Si h siy) Aie*%(% h) ds 1k 1 2
i 2jh i JJ 142 (i Dh 1

since the integral contributionat j kh is zero.

t
ond, ,Y(@) e ehtIaeht Ngs
h
1t s; h i
et sp) Aie/'\)(si hosiy) Aler(Sl M ds k102
i2ijh i J 442 (i 1h 1
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kh
lim Y(t) e  ehth9peht Nyg
t (kh) A
Kk 1kh S h J
RGN AleAO(si h sy AieAO(s1 M gs k1 2
i2h i 5. 12 (D 1

This completes the proof of the continuity of Y (t),fort 0, and hence that of Y (t, ),t

t

h
K s h j
Aler(Si h s 1)Aler(51 h) ds
P20 142 (G nh 1
t s h j
Aoe/\)(t $j) Aler(Si h s ) Aler(% h) ds 't ‘Jk’k 2
i 2ijh i 3,0 L2 (i 1h 1
kh
tli(rkll?) Y(t) AeM" Aeht I Aehlh 9N Nys
h
k s h i
AieA"(S' h s 1)Aier(sl h) ds
J20 jj12 (i nh 1
Kk 1kh s h j
Aoe/'\o(t sj) Aler(Si h siq) AleAY)(Sl h) ds 1k 3
i2ijh i 00 L2 (i h 1

since the integral contribution att kh is zero.

kh
t J,, tli(g]]) Y(t) AeM" AehHN A ehl Iaeht Mg
h
kK 1 s; h i
Aler(si h s 1)A1e*%(51 h) ds
P21 152 (i ph 1
k1t s h i
Aoer(kh 5j) AleAO(Si h sy) Ale%(sl N s k1 2
i 2ijh i JJ L2 (i nh 1

We proceed to take the second derivative of Y(t).
t

V(t) AZM AAENED A AeMTD  AZghl 9 pehG Ny

h
k s; h j
AO AieAO(sl h s 1)AeAO(51 h) ds
2 0 0Lle2 G oph 1
t s; h i
AéeA"(t $j) Aler(si hsiq) Aie/-\-,(sl h) ds .t ‘Jk'k 2
i 2jn i 0 L2 (i ph 1
kh
lim Y(t 20 Aokh polk 1 g/olk 1h 264 (K0 5) A 0A (S M) ge
t (kh) ® A Ak AA i A A
k s; h j
Ao Aieﬁn(si hs 1)A18A°(51 h) ds
2 0 012 (i ph 1
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k kh s h j
A?eAO(kh SJ) AieAO(Sl h Si 1) AieAO(Sl h) ds , k 2
i 2ijh i J,0 L2 (i 1h 1
kh

lim Y(t) A2 AAehlk I A pghlk b AZe" (0 9 p gl g

t (kh) "
k 1 s h j
AO AeAO(Sl h Si 1)AeA0(31 h) ds
20§ L2 (i ph 1
k 1kh h s h i
2e'%( Si) A&eAﬂ(Sl h siy) A&eAO(Sl h) ds , k 2
i 2jh i JJ L2 (G ph 1
S; h k
Clearly, lim Y(t) Ilim Y(t) A, AehG M sI AN M (g
t (kh) t  (kh) : )
i kk 1,--,2 (i h 1

Clearly, limY(t) AZe™",
t h
t

V() AZeM AAENEN A AN A2l s)p ek gy

h

limy(@t) A AA AA  lImY(@M) limY(R) AA AA

Therefore, Y (t) is differentiable except at 0, but not twice differentiable at kh, for any nonnegative
integer k. This completes the proof that Y (t) is non-analytic at kh , for k nonnegative.
Additional information revealed is the differentiability of Y (t),fort 0.

We conclude the following:
()Y (t, )is analytic except at t kh,k {0,1--} Y(t, )isanalyticfort R\{ kh:k 0,1,--}

(if) Y (t, )is differentiable at t kh,k 0.
X(,t) el ), for K, limX(,t) I;1limX(,t) O X(,t)is not continuous at

0

t, and hence not analytic there. I(itmh) X(,t) ™",
1

(ty ) . . oh
K, X(.t) et eMh WAt s lim X (LY) e

t, h

Therefore X ( ,t,) is continuous at t, h. By Leibniz’s rule of integral differentiation,

Kl X( 1t1) AbeAU(tl ) er(tl h )A1 0 eAO(t1 h Sl)AlAOeAt)(Si )dsl
t; h

lim X(,t) AeM™ A; lim X( ) A",

(ty h)
Therefore X ( ,t,) is not differentiable at t,  h, and hence not analytic there.

www.ijmsi.org 69|Page



Duality between initial and terminal function problem...

_X( 'tl) A\)eAO ty er(tl h 51)A1 er(tl h 51)A1Aber(51 )dsl

t, h
i ) s h k1 K
1 Jer(tl hs;) A_e%(sq h sq1) Aj_ ds
k 2 i kk 12 G 1nh gl 1
J j1 (t; h s;) AL (s; h ) K
S S .
1 gl e AP TR A AN ) ds K2
k 2 t; kh i kk 12 Gph gl 1
t; jh
. i i h jh
||m — X( ’tl) Aberjh er[J 1]hA1 epﬁ(tl Sl)AIAbeAJ(Sl ] tl)dsl
t; jh t, h
i ) s h k1 K
1 J eA()(tl h 51) A&eAO(Sq h Sq 1) Ai dS
k 2 i kk 1.2 Gnh gl 1
il _ 1t1 in sh k1 K
h h jh .
1 I} er(H s1) Ale'%(sq Sq 1) A_'%eAO(Sk i ty) ds L 1 2
k 2 t; kh i kk1-2G1nh gl 1
since the integral contribution from K | is zero.
t, jh
. i i h jh
Kj . lim _X( ’tl) Abe/"th e/vli l]hA1 er(tl 51)A1Abepn(51 J tl)dsl
t, jh t, h
1
i ) s h k1 K
1 J eAO(tl h 51) A&eAO(sq h Sq 1) A. dS
k 2 i kk 12 @G1nh gl 1
i1 . in s ok k
h h jh .
1 J er(H s1) Aiepn(sq Sq 1) AiA)eAO(Sk ih ty) ds L 1 2
k 2 t; kh i kk1-2Gnh gl 1

Therefore X (,t,)is differentiable except at t,. We proceed to take the second derivative:

2

t h h
. X( |t1) Zer 1 er(H )Aj_Ab er(t1 51)A1A€e/'\0(51 )dsl
t, h
j i1 A sy Bk (5 N Sq1) “ “
S S, S
1) et A M) AN ds s
k 2 i kk 12 (G Dh a1l ! !
j i 2 (t, h sy L (5 h Sq1) “
S S, S, .
1 A APt TR AN s K, 2
k 2 t; kh i kk 142G 2Dh g1 1
2 t, jh

i 2,Ajh Alj 1]h A(ty hosy) 2, (sy jh ty)

I|m_ =X(.,t) Ae e AA e AAe ds,

t; jh t; h

j1 (t; h s;) L (sq h sq1) K X
1! et A =) AN ds ds
k 2 i kk1-2Gnh gl 1 1
il ot h s h k1 ) k
1 jz2 er(tl hs;) A&er(Sq h sqq) AIAbZeAU(Sk jh ty) ds , J 1 2

k 2 t; kh i kk 12 Gnh g1l 1
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because the integral contribution from K j is zero.

2 t; jh
R i i h jh
Kj . ||m- . X( 1t1) AbZeAth eAO[J l]hAi'Ab er(M 31)A1A026A0(51 i tl)dsl
t; jh t; h
i j1 (t; h sy) Sk (54 h sq1) K K
1) Mt e A =) AN ds ds
k 2 i kk 12 (G Dh a1 ! !
i1 St h ssh 1 ' ‘
1 i2 er(tl h sy) Aie'%(sq h sq1) A1 ZeAO(Sk ih 1) ds,j 1 2
k 2 t, kh i Kk L2 (i Dh a1l 1
Hence lim X(,t) lim X(.t).j 2:t [j L O.
t; jh t; jh

Therefore, X( ,t,) is differentiable except at t,, but not twice differentiable at t, jh,for

any nonnegative integer j. This completes the proof that X( ,t,)is not analytic at t, jh, forany
nonnegative integer j.

Additional information revealed is the differentiability of X ( ,t,),for  t,.

We conclude the following:
(i) X( ,t,) isanalyticexceptat  t, jh,j {0,1--}:t, [j 1] O

X( ,t) isanalyticfor ~ R\{t, jh:j 01--}
(i) X( ,t,)is differentiable at t, jh,j 0.

Proof of (viii)
Given (14), (15) and (16), observe that

(t,) "(0and (t, h) T( h);t, isthe terminal point for ,while O is the initial point for ;t, h is

1

the initial point for ,while h is the initial point for

The variation of constants formula for the initial function problem (1) and (2) is:
0
x(t) Y() (0) Y@ h s)A (s)ds,t O 17)
h
Cf. Chukwu ( 1992, pp. 125-126, 345) and Manitius (1978, pp. 6, 12) , while the variation of constants formula
for the terminal function problem (14) and (15) is:

y() (©OX(Et, ) (t; h s)AX(s h )Hd, O 8

ty

This completes the proof that the stated initial and terminal function problems are duals of each other.

VI.  CONCLUSION

This article has established the duality between the solution matrices in Ukwu and Garba [2014a] and
the corresponding indices of control systems in Ukwu and Garba [2014c], as well as the duality between their
variation of constants formulas, culminating in the conclusion that the associated initial and terminal function
problems are duals of each other. The proofs were achieved using an algorithm involving deft application of
rules of integral differentiation and key transformations from one problem to the other, leading to the assertion
that the results from one problem can be realized from the other. The ideas exposed in this paper can be
exploited to extend the results to double-delay and neutral systems if the structures of the associated solution
and control index matrices can be determined.
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