arXiv:2104.07099v5 [eess.SY] 25 Nov 2021

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 1

Synchronization of Identical Boundary-Actuated Semilinear Infinite-Dimensional Systems (Extended Version)

Francesco Ferrante, Giacomo Casadei, and Christophe Prieur

Abstract—This paper deals with synchronization of a class of infinite-dimensional systems. The considered network is described by a collection of semilinear Lipschitz boundaryactuated infinite-dimensional dynamics. For undirected connected graphs, sufficient conditions for asymptotic synchronization are established. We show that the proposed conditions when applied to systems of hyperbolic semilinear conservation laws can be recast into a set of matrix inequalities. For this class of systems, sufficient conditions in the form of linear matrix inequalities for the design of synchronizing policies are provided.

Index Terms—Synchronization, Infinite-dimensional systems, networks of PDEs, LMIs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The analysis of collective behaviors has attracted a remarkable attention of the control community due to many applications involving multiple agents interacting over communication networks, e.g, robotic swarms [1], power networks [2], sensors networks [3], just to mention a few. In particular, the analysis of consensus and synchronization has seen an increasing interest in the community. Theoretical results on synchronization stem from the seminal work [4] where the case of linear systems was first considered. Nowadays the case of nonlinear agents has been widely studied and a variety of approaches have been proposed to tackle the problem of networks synchronization; see [5], [6], [7].

In the last decade, authors have considered the problem of synchronization when the nodes dynamics are described by partial differential equations (PDEs) PDEs. One of the first works to consider such a framework is [8] where the author considers the problem of a sensor network observing a process described by a PDE. In [9], the same author considers the problem of controlling a network of parabolic PDEs and defines a control architecture based on observers to achieve synchronization. For the same class of PDEs, the more challenging case of boundary control has been first considered in [10], [11] for first-order parabolic PDEs

F. Ferrante & C. Prieur are with Univ. Grenoble Alpes, CNRS, Grenoble INP, GIPSA-lab 38000 Grenoble, France.

G. Casadei is with Laboratoire Ampere Dpt. EEA of the École Centrale de Lyon, Université de Lyon, 69134 Ecully, France.

Research by F. Ferrante and C. Prieur is partially funded by MIAI @Grenoble Alpes (ANR-19-P3IA-0003).

This files contains fixes to some typos in the published version of the paper. Corrections with respect to the published version are colored in blue and explained in footnotes.

and recently generalized in [12] to the case of second-order parabolic PDEs. In [13], the author provides constructive conditions for the design of control, both at the boundary and in the domain, in networks of linear infinite dimensional dynamical systems. In this letter, we formulate the problem of synchronization for a family of semilinear identical boundary actuated systems and provide conditions under which output synchronization is achieved. The proposed conditions are specialized to a class of hyperbolic semilinear PDEs. Within this setting, we provide constructive conditions for the design of the coupling gain based on the solution to some linear matrix inequalities (LMI). The contribution with respect to the existing literature on the subject is twofold: i) we consider semilinear infinite dimensional boundary actuated systems; ii) we provide general sufficient conditions and design oriented conditions based on LMIs for the case of semilinear hyperbolic systems. The results obtained are promising and can be extended to other classes of infinite dimensional systems.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce some preliminary results that are exploited throughout the paper. Section III establishes sufficient conditions for synchronization for a general class of Lipschitz nonlinear infinite-dimensional systems with boundary sensing and actuation. In Section IV, the results illustrated in Section III are specialized to the case of semilinear hyperbolic PDE. A numerical example is presented in Section V.

II. BASIC NOTIONS AND PRELIMINARIES 1) Notation: R denotes the set of real numbers, R_{>0} := (0, ∞), R^n is the n-dimensional Euclidean space, R^{n×m} is the set of n × m real matrices, D^n_+ stands for the set of n × n positive definite real diagonal matrices, and 1_n ∈ R^n is the all-ones vector. Let X be a normed linear space, x ∈ X, and S ⊂ X be nonempty, d(x, S) denotes the distance of x to S and |x| is the norm of x. For a symmetric matrix M negative definiteness and negative semidefiniteness are denoted, respectively as, M ≺ 0 and M ⪯ 0. Given a symmetric matrix M ∈ R^{n×n} , λ_m(M) and λ_M (M), denote, respectively, the smallest and the largest eigenvalue of M. The symbol • stands for symmetric blocks in symmetric matrices. Let X and Y be normed linear vector spaces, V : X → Y , and x ∈ X, DV (x) is the Fréchet derivative of V at x, the symbol L (X, Y ) denotes the set of bounded linear operators from X to Y , and L (X) := L (X, X), and I_X (I_n) is the identity operator in X (matrix in R^{n×n} ).

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 2

Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces and T ∈ L (X, Y ), T^⋆ denotes the adjoint of T . Let U ⊂ R be an open interval and V ⊂ R^n , L_2(U ; V ) denotes the collection of equivalence classes of Lebesgue measurable square integrable functions f : U → V and H_1(U ; V ) is the set of f ∈ L_2(U ; V ) such that f^′ ∈ L_2(U ; V ); where f^′ stands for the weak derivative of f. Let X be a real Hilbert space and A: dom A ⊂ X → X be a linear operator. The notation A ⪯ 0 indicates that for all x ∈ dom A, ⟨x, Ax⟩ ≤ 0. A selfadjoint operator P on X is called coercive if there exists ε > 0 such that for all x ∈ X, ⟨Ax, x⟩ ≥ ε. The symbol ⊕ stands for the direct sum. Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces, X ⊕ Y stands for the Hilbert space (X ⊕ Y, ⟨·, ·⟩), where ⟨·, ·⟩ is the “standard” inner product on X ⊕Y , the equivalent notation (x, y) = [^x_y ] is used for vectors in X ⊕ Y , and given a positive integer n, X^n := ⨁_n i=1 X. The notation co Ω indicates the convex hull of the set Ω.

2) Graph theory: A communication graph is described by a triplet G = {V, E, A} in which V is a set of n nodes V = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n}, E ⊂ V × V is a set of edges e_{jk} that models the interconnection between two nodes with the flow of information from node j to node k weighted by the (k, j)-th entry a_{kj} ≥ 0 of the adjacency matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} . We denote by L ∈ R^{n×n} the Laplacian matrix of the graph, with its elements defined as ℓ_{kj} = −a_{kj} for k ≠ j, ℓ_{kj} = ∑_n i=1 a_{ki} for k = j. A graph is said to be connected if and only if L has only one trivial eigenvalue λ_1(L) = 0 and all other eigenvalues λ_2(L), . . . , λ_n(L) have strictly positive real part; see [14]. We assume the following.

Assumption 1 Given the graph G, we assume that the associated Laplacian matrix L is connected and diagonalizable. Namely, there exists an orthogonal matrix T ∈ R^{n×n} such that

L̃ = T^⊤LT = Ţ 0 0_{1×(n−1)} 0_{(n−1)×1} Λ Ÿ

where Λ = diag(λ_2(L), . . . , λ_n(L)). In particular, T can be selected as follows:

T :=

Ť_{1√} n 1_n, M Ů , M^⊤M = I_{n−1}, MM^⊤ = I_n − 1 n 1_n1^⊤_n (1) ∘ 3) Abstract Dynamical Systems: In this paper, we consider semilinear abstract dynamical systems of the form:

ẋ = Ax + f(x) (2)

where x ∈ X is the system state, X is the state space that we assume to be a separable real Hilbert space, A is a linear operator on X , and f : X → X is globally Lipschitz continuous. In particular, similarly as in [15], we consider the following notion of solution to^1 (2).

1In this paper, integrals of Hilbert-space-valued functions are intended in the sense of Bochner.

Definition 1 A continuous function φ: dom φ → X is a solution to (2) if dom φ is an interval of R_{≥0} including zero and for all t ∈ dom φ ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds ∈ dom A φ(t) = φ(0) + A ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds + ∫_t 0 f(φ(s))ds Moreover, we say that φ is maximal if its domain cannot be extended and it is complete if sup dom φ = ∞. ∘

Definition 2 We say that (2) is well-posed if A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X . ∘

The following result, whose proof is reported in the Appendix, holds.

Proposition 1 Let (2) be well-posed. Then, for any x_0 ∈ X , there exists a unique maximal solution φ to (2) such that φ(0) = x_0. Moreover, such a solution is complete and it satisfies:

φ(t) = T (t)x_0 + ∫_t 0 T (t − s)f(φ(s))ds ∀t ≥ 0 (3) where T (t) is the strongly continuous semigroup generated by A on X . In addition, if x_0 ∈ dom A, φ is a strong solution to (2). Namely, φ is differentiable almost everywhere, φ̇ is locally integrable on R_{≥0} , and φ̇(t) = Aφ(t) + f(φ(t)) almost everywhere. ∘

Definition 3 Let S ⊂ X be closed. We say that S is globally exponentially stable for (2) if any maximal solution φ to (2) is complete and it satisfies: d(φ(t), S) ≤ κe^{−λt}d(φ(0), S) ∀t ≥ 0 for some (solution independent) λ, κ > 0. ∘

The result given next, whose proof is reported in the Appendix, provides sufficient conditions for stability of a closed set.

Theorem 1 Let (2) be well-posed and S ⊂ X be closed. Assume that there exists a Fréchet differentiable functional V : X → R and positive scalars α_1, α_2, α_3, and p such that the following items hold:

(i) For all x ∈ X , α_1d(x, S) ≤ V (x) ≤ α_2d(x, S) (ii) For all x ∈ dom A, DV (x)(Ax + f(x)) ≤ −α_3d(x, S) Then, S is globally exponentially stable for (2). ∘

4) Kronecker product for linear operators and properties: In this paper, we make use of the following extension of the Kronecker product^2.

2The extension of the Kronecker product in Definition 4 is nothing but the tensor product of the operators S and Π if one identifies R^θ ⊗ V ∼= V^θ , with V^θ := ⨁_θ i=1 V .

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 3

Definition 4 Let S ∈ R^{θ×θ} , U, V be linear spaces, and Π: U → V be a linear operator. We define:

S ⊗ Π: θ⨁ i=1 U → θ⨁ i=1 V, S ⊗ Π := s_{1,1}Π . . . s_{1,θ}Π s_{2,1}Π . . . s_{2,θ}Π . . . . . s_{θ,θ}Π ∘ In the following we use the symbol ⊗ to indifferently represent the Kronecker product in the classical or in the operator sense.

III. SYNCHRONIZATION OF ABSTRACT DYNAMICAL

SYSTEMS WITH BOUNDARY INPUTS

We consider a network of n identical boundary-actuated systems formally written as:

ẋ_i = Ax_i + Ef(q_i) Bx_i = Bu_i q_i = Qx_i y_i = Cx_i i = 1, 2, . . . , n (4)

where x_i ∈ X is the plant state, u_i ∈ R^{nu} the plant input, and y_i ∈ R^{ny} is the plant output. The state space X is a real separable Hilbert space. The system is defined by the following operators: A: dom A → X , B: dom B → U, C: dom C → R^{ny} , Q ∈ L (X , Q), E ∈ L (E, X ), and B : R^{nu} → U where U is a real vector space, Q and E are real Hilbert spaces, dom A ⊂ dom C ∩ dom B, and f : Q → E. The following assumption is considered throughout the paper.

Assumption 2 The function f : Q → E satisfies the following conditions:

• f is globally Lipschitz continuous on Q.

• there exists K ∈ L (Q ⊕ E) selfadjoint such that for all

ζ_1, ζ_2 ∈ Q: š Ţ ζ_1 − ζ_2 f(ζ_1) − f(ζ_2) Ÿ , Ţ K_{11} K_{12} K^⋆_{12} K_{22} Ÿ

K

Ţ ζ_1 − ζ_2 f(ζ_1) − f(ζ_2) Ÿ ĳ ≥ 0 (5) ∘ Remark 1 Assumption 2 is a natural extension to the infinite dimensional case of well known incremental properties; see, e.g, [16] and [17] just to mention a few notable examples.

Systems (4) exchange their outputs according to a graph G and the input is designed as a diffusive coupling of the form

u_i = K n∑ j=1 ℓ_{ij} Cx_j (6)

where ℓ_{ij} are elements of the Laplacian matrix L associated to G. The choice of (6) is ubiquitous in the finite dimensional case when agents are, as in our case, identical.

By defining x := (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n), the network of (4) interconnected through (6) can be written as the following abstract dynamical system:

ẋ = Ax + (I_n ⊗ E)F ((I_n ⊗ Q)x) (7a)

where:

A := I_n ⊗ A

dom A := (_n ⨁ i=1 dom A ) ∩ ker ((I_n ⊗ B) − (L ⊗ BKC))

(7b) and^3 x → F (x) := (f(q_1), f(q_2), . . . , f(q_n)), where for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, q_i is defined in (4).

The following assumption is considered in the paper.

Assumption 3 System (7) is well posed. ∘

Proposition 2 Let Assumption 1, Assumption 2, and Assumption 3 hold. Suppose that there exist α, τ > 0, and P ∈ L (X , X ) selfadjoint and coercive such that for all i ∈ {2, 3, . . . , n} Υ_i := [ P A_i +^τ_2 Q^⋆K_{11}Q +^α_2 P P E +^τ_2 Q^⋆K_{12} τ 2 K^⋆_{12}Q^τ_2 K_{22} ] ⪯ 0 dom Υ_i := dom A_i ⊕ E (8) A_i := A dom A_i := dom A ∩ ker (B − λ_iBKC) (9)

where K_{ij} ’s are defined in (5) and λ_i are the nonzero eigenvalues of the Laplacian L, according to Assumption 1. Then, the closed set

S := {x ∈ X^n : x_1 = x_2 = · · · = x_n} (10)

is globally exponentially stable for (7).

Proof: Let us define the following change of variables:

x → w = (w_1, w_2, . . . , w_n) := (T^⊤ ⊗ I_X )x (11)

where T is selected as in (1). By construction of T , it follows that x ∈ S if and only if for all i = 2, . . . , n, w_i = 0. In particular, d(w, S) = |e|, with e := (w_2, . . . , w_n) ∈ X^{n−1}. Focusing on the synchronization error dynamics e, one gets:

ė = A_ee + (M^⊤ ⊗ E)F ((T ⊗ Q)w) (12)

where A_e := ⨁_n i=2 A_i, dom A_e := ⨁_n i=1 dom A_i. Bearing in mind (12), now we analyze the dynamics of w via the following Lyapunov candidate:

V (w) := ⟨Pe, e⟩ ∀w ∈ X^n (13)

with P := I_{n−1} ⊗ P . Notice that since P is a bounded coercive operator, there exist α_1, α_2 > 0 such that for all w ∈ X^n, α_1d(w, S)^2 = α_1|e|^2 ≤ V (w) ≤ α_2|e|^2 = α_2d(w, S)^2. Thus item (i) of Theorem 1 holds for V . We now show that item (ii) of Theorem 1 holds. From direct

3The definition of F is missing.

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 4

computation of DV , with a slight abuse of notation, one has that for all w ∈ O := (dom A ∩ ker B) ⊕ dom A_e:

V̇ (w) := DV (e) (A_ee + (M^⊤ ⊗ E)F ((T ⊗ Q)w))

= 2⟨Pe, A_ee + (M^⊤ ⊗ E)F ((T ⊗ Q)w)⟩.

By defining^4 ΔF := (M^⊤ ⊗ I_E )F ((T ⊗ Q)w) and ξ := (e, ΔF ), one has Γ(w) := V̇ (w) + αV (w) = 2⟨ξ, Θξ⟩, with

Θ := [ (I_{n−1} ⊗ P )(A_e +^α_2 I_X n−1 ) I_{n−1} ⊗ (P E) 0 0 ] . Note that, by rewriting ξ as ξ = Ţ (M^⊤ ⊗ I_X ) 0

0 (M^⊤ ⊗ I_E ) Ÿ Ţ x F ((I_n ⊗ Q))x) Ÿ

and by setting

K := [ I_{n−1} ⊗ Q^⋆K_{11}Q I_{n−1} ⊗ Q^⋆K_{12}

I_{n−1} ⊗ K^⋆_{12}Q I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{22} ] (14)

in view of Lemma 1, we have that ⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ = 1 n ∑ 1≤i≤j≤n ŋŢ Qx_i − Qx_j f(Qx_i) − f(Qx_j ) Ÿ , K Ţ Qx_i − Qx_j f(Qx_i) − f(Qx_j ) Ÿů

Hence, using (5), for all ξ ∈ X^{n−1} ⊕ E^{n−1}, ⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ ≥ 0. Then, it is readily seen that for all w ∈ O Γ(w) ≤ 2⟨ξ, Θξ⟩ + τ⟨ξ, Kξ⟩ = 2 ⟨ ξ, ( Θ + τ 2 K ) ξ ⟩ (15) At this stage, observe that^5: Θ + τ 2 K = [ (I_{n−1} ⊗ P )(A_e +^α_2 I_X n−1 ) (I_{n−1} ⊗ P E) 0 0 ]

+ τ 2 [ (I_{n−1} ⊗ (Q^⋆K_{11}Q)) (I_{n−1} ⊗ (Q^⋆K_{12})

(I_{n−1} ⊗ K^⋆_{12}Q) (I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{22}) ]

which, due to the block diagonal structure of each subpartition of the operator, by opportunely reordering of the blocks can be seen as a block diagonal operator with blocks Υ_i as defined in (8). Therefore, combining (8) and (15), it follows that for all w ∈ O, Γ(w) = V̇ (w) + αV (w) ≤ 0. Thus, by invoking Theorem 1 the result is established.

Remark 2 It is worth pointing out that, similarly to the finite-dimensional case, the topology, and in particular the eigenvalues λ_i, of the Laplacian L play a structural role in ensuring convergence towards synchronization, this is highlighted by (9).

4E should be E. Same below.

5Missing Q’s in the equation below (15).

IV. APPLICATION TO HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS WITH

INCREMENTALLY CONE-BOUNDED NONLINEARITIES

We now illustrate the applicability of our results in the specific case of a semilinear system of hyperbolic PDEs. In particular, we consider a collection of n identical systems formally represented as: ∂ ∂t x_i(t, χ) + S ∂ ∂χ x_i(t, χ) + Eh(z_i(t, χ)) = 0 z_i(t, χ) = Qx_i(t, χ) x_i(t, 0) = Hx_i(t, 1) + Bu_i(t) ∀i = 1, 2, . . . , n (16) where χ ∈ (0, 1), t > 0 are, respectively, the spatial and temporal variables, x_i ∈ R^{np} , z_i ∈ R^{nz} , H ∈ R^{np ×np} , B ∈ R^{np ×nu} , S ∈ D^{np}_+ , E ∈ R^{np ×ne} , Q ∈ R^{nz ×np} , and h ∈ R^{nz} → R^{ne} is incrementally cone-bounded, i.e., for all q_1, q_2 ∈ R^{nz} Ţ q_1 − q_2 h(q_1) − h(q_2)

Ÿ_⊤ Ţ 0 G_{12} G^⊤_{12} G_{22} Ÿ Ţ q_1 − q_2 h(q_1) − h(q_2) Ÿ ≥ 0 (17)

where G_{12} and G_{22} ≺ 0 are some given matrices. Notice that the satisfaction of (17) implies that h is globally Lipschitz continuous^6.

Remark 3 It is worth to mention that incremental sector bounded nonlinearities as in [16] can be transformed into incremental cone bounded nonlinearities as in (17) via a simple change of variables.

In terms of available information, we assume that only the state at the boundary χ = 1 is available for communication. In this setting, by taking as a state space X := L_2((0, 1); R^{np} ) (endowed with the standard inner product), system i can be represented as (4) with:

dom A = H_1((0, 1); R^{np} ) A := −S d dχ dom B = H_1((0, 1); R^{np} ) Br := r(0) − Hr(1) dom C = H_1((0, 1); R^{np} ) Cr := r(1) dom Q = L_2((0, 1); R^{nz} ) (Qr)(χ) := Qr(χ) dom E = L_2((0, 1); R^{ne} ) (Eg)(χ) := −Eg(χ)

(18)

and f : L_2((0, 1); R^{nz} ) → L_2((0, 1); R^{ne} ) defined as (f(s))(χ) = h(s(χ)), which turns out to be globally Lip-

6Lipschitz continuity of h can be shown by observing that (17) implies:

2(q_1 − q_2)^⊤G_{12}(h(q_1) − h(q_2))+

(h(q_1) − h(q_2))^⊤G_{22}(h(q_1) − h(q_2)) ≥ 0

which, combined to Young’s inequality, yields

0 ≤ 2(q_1 − q_2)^⊤G_{12}(h(q_1) − h(q_2))+

(h(q_1) − h(q_2))^⊤G_{22}(h(q_1) − h(q_2)) ≤ 1 ϖ (q_1 − q_2)^⊤G_{12}G^⊤_{12}(q_1 − q_2)+

(h(q_1) − h(q_2))^⊤(ϖI + G_{22})(h(q_1) − h(q_2))

By taking ϖ small enough so that ϖI + G_{22} ≺ 0, the above inequality implies that h is globally Lipschitz.

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 5

schitz continuous due to h being so. In particular, by taking dom K = L_2((0, 1); R^{ne +nz} ) and (Kg)(χ) = Ţ 0 G_{12} G^⊤_{12} G_{22} Ÿ g(χ) from (17), it turns out that for all ζ_1, ζ_2 ∈ L_2((0, 1); R^{nz} ) ŋŢ ζ_1 − ζ_2 f(ζ_1) − f(ζ_2) Ÿ , K Ţ ζ_1 − ζ_2 f(ζ_1) − f(ζ_2) Ÿů ≥ 0 The latter, together with the Lipschitzness of f, ensures that Assumption 2 holds. The family of systems (18) is interconnected over a graph G through the inputs u_i, for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, defined in (6). It is worth to remark that the interconnected system is a system of n 1-D semilinear balance laws and for this specific case Assumption 3 holds; see, e.g., [18]. In the following section, we provide sufficient conditions under which this network achieves synchronization. As a second step, we give constructive conditions for the design of the coupling gain K ensuring synchronization.

A. Sufficient conditions for synchronization

The result given next provides sufficient conditions to ensure synchronization of the network of (16). In the remainder of the paper, we use the following notation λ := min{λ_2(L), λ_3(L), . . . , λ_n(L)} and λ := max{λ_2(L), λ_3(L), . . . , λ_n(L)}. Proposition 3 Let K ∈ R^{nu ×np} be given. If there exist R ∈ D^{np}_+ , and positive scalars μ, α, and τ such that Ţ −e^{−μ}R (H + ϱBK)^⊤R • −R Ÿ ⪯ 0 ϱ ∈ {λ, λ} (19)

Φ(χ) ≺ 0 ∀χ ∈ {0, 1} (20)

where for all χ ∈ [0, 1]

Φ(χ) := Ţ −μe^{−μχ}R −e^{−μχ}S^{−1}RE + τQ^⊤G_{12} • τG_{22} Ÿ (21)

Then, the set S in (10) is globally exponentially stable for the family of systems (16) interconnected via (6).

Proof: The proof is organized in two steps. Step 1: We show that (19) is equivalent to: T (λ) := (H + λBK)^⊤R(H + λBK) − e^{−μ}R ⪯ 0 (22) for λ ∈ [λ, λ]. To this end, observe that thanks to Schur complement and a simple congruence transformation, T (λ) ⪯ 0 if and only if

Ω(λ) := Ţ −e^{−μ}R (H + λBK)^⊤R • −R Ÿ ⪯ 0 (23)

Now observe that there exist γ_1, γ_2 : [λ, λ] → [0, 1] such that λ = λγ_1(λ) + λγ_2(λ) and γ_1(λ) + γ_2(λ) = 1. Hence, due to the affine dependence of Ω on λ, one has Ω([λ, λ]) = co{Ω(λ), Ω(λ)}. This shows that (22) is equivalent to (19).

Step 2: Let P ∈ L (L_2((0, 1); R^{np} )) defined as: (P h)(χ) := e^{−μχ}S^{−1}Rh(χ) ∀χ ∈ (0, 1) which, due to R, S ∈ D^{np}_+ , is a coercive operator. Then, for all h ∈ dom A one has: (P Ah)(χ) = −e^{−μχ}R d dχ h(χ) ∀χ ∈ (0, 1) Pick i ∈ {2, . . . , n} and let Υ_i be defined as in (8) with α > 0 to be selected later. Observe that, due to the above selection of P and (18), one has that, for all ζ := (ζ_1, ζ_2) ∈ dom Υ_i ⟨ζ, Υ_iζ⟩ = − ∫_1 0 e^{−μχ}ζ^⊤_1 (χ)R Ą d dχ − α 2 I Ń ζ_1(χ)dχ + ∫_1 0 ζ^⊤_1 (χ)(−e^{−μz} S^{−1}RE + τG_{12}Q)ζ_2(χ)dχ + τ 2 ∫_1 0 ζ^⊤_2 (χ)G_{22}ζ_2(χ)dχ

By integrating by parts the first term in the above expression and using the fact that ζ ∈ dom Υ_i, one has: ⟨ζ, Υ_iζ⟩ = 1 2 ζ_1(1)^⊤T (λ_i)ζ_1(1) + 1 2 ∫_1 0 ζ(χ)^⊤Φ^′(χ)ζ(χ)dχ (24) where Φ^′(χ) := Φ(χ) + αe^{−μχ}R and T (λ_i) and Φ(χ) are defined, respectively, in (22) and (21). To conclude, notice that due to the affine dependence of Φ on e^{−μχ}, one has Φ([0, 1]) = co{Φ(0), Φ(1)}. Hence, by using (20), for all χ ∈ [0, 1], Φ(χ) ≺ 0, which by taking α small enough gives, for all χ ∈ [0, 1], Φ^′(χ) ≺ 0. Combining this with (22), (24) yields ⟨ζ, Υ_iζ⟩ ≤ 0. To summarize, the above analysis shows that there exists α > 0 such that for all i ∈ {2, . . . , n} and ζ ∈ dom Υ_i, ⟨ζ, Υ_iζ⟩ ≤ 0. Invoking Proposition 2 establishes the result.

Remark 4 Compared to Proposition 2, condition (19) is to be checked only for the Laplacian’s eigenvalues λ and λ. This is reminiscent of the results on synchronization of linear discrete-time finite-dimensional systems (see, e.g., [19]), where necessary and sufficient conditions for synchronization depend λ and λ. In contrast with this, condition (20) is only sufficient and allows us to design a common K as detailed in the next section.

B. Sufficient conditions for the design of the coupling gain Proposition 3 establishes sufficient conditions in the form of matrix inequalities to check if a given coupling gain K ensures asymptotic synchronization. However, such a result is difficult to exploit directly for design purposes. To overcome this problem, next we provide a result particularly suited for design.

Corollary 1 If there exists W ∈ D^{np}_+ , Y ∈ R^{nu ×np} , and σ > 0 such that Ţ −e^{−μ}W W H^⊤ + ϱY^⊤B^⊤ • −W Ÿ ⪯ 0 ϱ ∈ {λ, λ} (25)

Φ_s(χ) ≺ 0 ∀χ ∈ {0, 1} (26)

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 6

where for all χ ∈ [0, 1]

Φ_s(χ) := Ţ −μe^{−μχ}W −σe^{−μχ}S^{−1}E + W Q^⊤G_{12} • σG_{22} Ÿ

Then, K = Y W^{−1} ensures that the set (10) is globally exponentially stable for the family of systems (16) interconnected via (6).

Proof: The proof hinges upon Proposition 3. In particular, we show that the satisfaction of (25) and (26) is equivalent to (19) and (20) with W = R^{−1}, σ^{−1} = τ, and K = Y W^{−1}. By pre-and-post multiplying the matrix in the lefthand side of (25) by W^{−1} ⊕W^{−1}, one gets the matrix in the lefthand side of (19) with R = W^{−1}. This shows that (25) is equivalent to (19). To conclude, bearing in mind that S and W are diagonal, by pre-and-post multiplying Φ_s(χ) by W^{−1} ⊕σ^{−1}I one gets Φ(χ) as in (21). This ends the proof.

V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

In this example, we illustrate the effectiveness of the methodology illustrated in Section IV. For this purpose, we consider a family of n = 4, 2 × 2 semilinear hyperbolic

systems as in (16) with: S = Ţ 2 0 0 √ 2 Ÿ , E = Ţ −0.1 0 Ÿ , B = Ţ 2 0 Ÿ , H = Ţ 0 1 −1 0 Ÿ , Q = [ 1 0 ] , h(z) = tanh(z). Since

the slope of h belongs to [0, 1], it is easy to show that h satisfies (17) with G_{12} = 1 and G_{22} = −2. The agents are connected according to (6) with the Laplacian matrix L = Ţ_{0 0 0 0}

−1 2 −1 0 0 −1 1 0 −1 0 0 1 Ÿ . To design K, we solve the conditions

in Corollary 1 by performing a linear search on the scalar μ, this leads to^7 μ = 0.1474, W = [^{11.799 0}_{0 16.273} ] , K = [ 0 −0.309 ] , σ = 79.6164. Fig. 1 shows the evolution of the spatial average synchronization error, i.e., χ → e_s(χ) := 1 3 (_4 ∑ i=2 x_1(t, χ) − x_i(t, χ) ) , (27)

for several values of t from the initial condition: x_1(0, χ) = (cos(2πχ) − 1, 1 − cos(2πχ)) , x_2(0, χ) = (0, 0) , x_3(0, χ) = (2 sin(2πχ), 0) , x_4(0, χ) = (0, −2 sin(4πχ)). The picture clearly shows that the average synchronization error approaches zero, thereby ensuring asymptotic synchronization of the network. To further emphasize the effectiveness of the proposed methodology to enforce synchronization even in the presence of nontrivial regimes, in Fig. 2 we report the time evolution of the boundary values x_i(t, 1)’s. The figure suggests that the considered network converges towards a nonvanishing trajectory.

7Numerical solutions to SDP problems are obtained in Matlab^® via SDPT3 [20] thanks to YALMIP [21]. Numerical integration of hyperbolic PDEs is performed via the use of the Lax-Friedrichs (Shampine’s twostep variant) scheme implemented in Matlab^® by Shampine [22]. Code at

https://github.com/f-ferrante/FerranteCasadeiPrieurLCSS2021.

PSfrag replacements

PSfrag replacements

Fig. 1. First (top) and second (bottom) components of e_s (defined in (27)) for t = 0 (solid blue), t = 2 (dotted orange), t = 5 (dash-dotted yellow), t = 20 (dashed purple).

PSfrag replacements

PSfrag replacements

Fig. 2. Time evolution of the first (top) and second (bottom) component of the boundary value x_i(t, 1): i = 1 (blue), i = 2 (orange), i = 3 (yellow), i = 4 (purple).

VI. CONCLUSION The problem of synchronizing a family of infinitedimensional semilinear boundary actuated systems has been considered. Sufficient conditions in terms of operator inequalities have been proposed to ensure asymptotic synchronization. When specialized to the case of semilinear hyperbolic PDEs, these conditions can be recast into a collection of matrix inequalities that can be easily checked. Thus, sufficient conditions for the design of the coupling gain are given in terms of linear matrix inequalities. The extension of the proposed results to different classes of infinite-dimensional systems as well as to heterogeneous networks are currently part of our ongoing research.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Olfati-Saber and R. M. Murray, “Consensus problems in networks of agents with switching topology and time-delays,” IEEE Transactions on automatic control, vol. 49, no. 9, pp. 1520–1533, 2004.

[2] F. Dörfler, M. Chertkov, and F. Bullo, “Synchronization in complex oscillator networks and smart grids,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 110, no. 6, pp. 2005–2010, 2013.

[3] F. Ferrante and Y. Wang, “A hybrid systems approach to splay state stabilization of pulse coupled oscillators,” in Proceedings of the IEEE 55th Conference on Decision and Control, 2016, pp. 1763–1768.

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 7

[4] L. Scardovi and R. Sepulchre, “Synchronization in networks of identical linear systems,” in Proceedings of the 47th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2008, pp. 546–551.

[5] M. Arcak, “Passivity as a design tool for group coordination,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 52, no. 8, pp. 1380–1390, 2007.

[6] G.-B. Stan and R. Sepulchre, “Analysis of interconnected oscillators by dissipativity theory,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 256–270, 2007.

[7] G. Casadei, A. Isidori, and L. Marconi, “About disconnected topologies and synchronization of homogeneous nonlinear agents over switching networks,” International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control, vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 901–917, 2018.

[8] M. A. Demetriou, “Design of consensus and adaptive consensus filters for distributed parameter systems,” Automatica, vol. 46, no. 2, pp. 300– 311, 2010.

[9] ——, “Synchronization and consensus controllers for a class of parabolic distributed parameter systems,” Systems & Control Letters, vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 70–76, 2013.

[10] A. Pilloni, A. Pisano, Y. Orlov, and E. Usai, “Consensus-based control

for a network of diffusion PDEs with boundary local interaction,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 61, no. 9, pp. 2708–2713, 2015.

[11] T. Li and B. Rao, “Exact boundary controllability for a coupled system

of wave equations with neumann boundary controls,” Chinese Annals of Mathematics, Series B, vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 473–488, 2017.

[12] T. Xia and L. Scardovi, “Synchronization analysis of networks of linear

parabolic partial differential equations,” IEEE Control Systems Letters, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 475–480, 2020.

[13] M. A. Demetriou, “Design of adaptive output feedback synchronizing

controllers for networked PDEs with boundary and in-domain structured perturbations and disturbances,” Automatica, vol. 90, pp. 220– 229, 2018.

[14] C. Godsil and G. Royle, Algebraic graph theory. Springer, 2001. [15] P. Magal and S. Ruan, Theory and applications of abstract semilinear

Cauchy problems. Springer, 2018.

[16] F. Zhang, H. L. Trentelman, and J. M. A. Scherpen, “Fully distributed

robust synchronization of networked Lur’e systems with incremental nonlinearities,” Automatica, vol. 50, no. 10, pp. 2515–2526, 2014.

[17] L. Scardovi, M. Arcak, and E. Sontag, “Synchronization of interconnected systems with applications to biochemical networks: An inputoutput approach,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 6, no. 55, pp. 1367–1379, 2010.

[18] G. Bastin and J.-M. Coron, Stability and boundary stabilization of 1-D

hyperbolic systems. Springer, 2016, vol. 88.

[19] K. You and L. Xie, “Network topology and communication data

rate for consensusability of discrete-time multi-agent systems,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 10, no. 56, pp. 2262–2275, 2011.

[20] R. H. Tütüncü, K.-C. Toh, and M. J. Todd, “Solving semidefinitequadratic-linear programs using SDPT3,” Mathematical programming, vol. 95, no. 2, pp. 189–217, 2003.

[21] J. Lofberg, “YALMIP: A toolbox for modeling and optimization in

MATLAB,” in IEEE International Symposium on Computer Aided Control Systems Design, 2004, pp. 284–289.

[22] L. F. Shampine, “Solving hyperbolic PDEs in MATLAB,” Applied

Numerical Analysis & Computational Mathematics, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 346–358, 2005.

[23] A. Pazy, Semigroups of linear operators and applications to partial

differential equations. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012, vol. 44.

[24] R. F. Curtain and H. Zwart, An introduction to infinite-dimensional

linear systems theory. Springer, 1995.

[25] E. Hille and R. S. Phillips, Functional analysis and semi-groups.

American Mathematical Soc., 1996, vol. 31.

[26] W. Arendt, C. J. Batty, M. Hieber, and F. Neubrander, Vector-valued

Laplace transforms and Cauchy problems. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011, vol. 96.

APPENDIX

In this section, we deal with Hilbert space-valued functions for which the following notations are used. Let U ⊂ R be an interval and V be a separable real Hilbert space, L_1(U ; V ) denotes the collection of equivalence classes of (strongly) measurable functions f : U → V such that ∫ U |f(x)|_V dx is finite. Similarly, we say that f ∈ L^{loc}_1 (U ; V ) if for any compact set Ω ⊂ U , f|_Ω ∈ L_1(Ω; V ). Moreover, in the remainder of the paper, the symbol N denotes the set of positive integers.

Proof of Proposition 1: As a first step, we show that under the considered assumptions, “integrated solutions” as in Definition 1 and solutions to the integral equation (3) coincide. From [15, page 218], since dom A is dense in X (A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X ) it follows that any “integrated solution” as in Definition 1 satisfies (3). Now we show the other implication. Let φ be a solution to (3) with x_0 ∈ X . Notice that since A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X and f is globally Lipschitz continuous, from [23, Theorem 1.2., page 185] it follows that for all x_0 ∈ X , there exists unique solution to (3). For the sake of exposition, let us rewrite φ as follows:

φ(t) = T (t)x_0 + Ψ(t) ∀t ≥ 0 (28)

where:

Ψ(t) := ∫_t 0 T (t − θ)f(φ(θ))dθ Observe that φ is continuous. Moreover, since A is the infinitesimal generator of the strongly continuous semigroup {T (t)}_{t∈R≥0}, from [24, Theorem 2.1.10, page 21] it follows that for all t ∈ R_{≥0} ∫_t 0 T (s)x_0ds ∈ dom A, A ∫_t 0 T (s)x_0ds = T (t)x_0 − x_0

(29) Pick any t ∈ R_{≥0} , then one has: ∫_t 0 Ψ(s)ds = ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 T (s − θ)f(φ(θ))dθds Hence, due to continuity of s → T (s − ·)f(φ(·)) and θ → T (· − θ)f(φ(θ)), thanks to Fubini’s theorem and by performing a simple change of variables, one gets: ∫_t 0 Ψ(s)ds = ∫_t 0 Ć∫_{t−θ} 0 T (ρ)f(φ(θ))dρ Ň

g_t (θ)

dθ (30)

At this stage notice that since A is the infinitesimal generator of the strongly continuous semigroup {T (t)}_{t∈R≥0}, from [24, Theorem 2.1.10, page 21] it follows that for all θ ∈ [0, t], g_t(θ) ∈ dom A and in particular Ag_t(θ) = T (t − θ)f(φ(θ)) − f(φ(θ)) ∀θ ∈ [0, t] (31) Moreover, by observing that, due to continuity of f, for all θ ∈ [0, t], g_t ∈ L_1((0, θ); X ) and, thanks to (31), Ag_t ∈ L_1((0, θ); X ). Thus, since A is closed (A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup;

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 8

see [24, Theorem 2.1.10, page 21]) by applying [25, Theorem 3.7.12] it follows that ∫_t 0 Ψ(s)ds ∈ dom A, A ∫_t 0 Ψ(s)ds = ∫_t 0 AΨ(s)ds = ∫_t 0 Ag_t(θ)dθ (32) where the second equality comes from (30). Therefore, from (29) and (32) it follows that for all t ≥ 0 ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds ∈ dom A Now we show that φ satisfies the identify in Definition 1. Let t ≥ 0, from (32), by using (31) one gets A ∫_t 0 Ψ(s)ds = ∫_t 0 (T (t − θ)f(φ(θ)) − f(φ(θ)))dθ Hence, by recalling (28) and combining the above expression with (29) one has: A ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds = T (t)x_0−x_0+ ∫_t 0 (T (t−θ)f(φ(θ))−f(φ(θ)))dθ Therefore using the expression of φ in (3), one has φ(t) − A ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds = x_0 + ∫_t 0 f(φ(θ))dθ which, recalling that φ(0) = x_0, corresponds to the identity in Definition 1. The steps carried out so far enable to fully replace the notion of solution in Definition 1 with (3). In particular, due to the above mentioned uniqueness of solutions to (3), existence, uniqueness, and completeness of maximal solutions to (2) is established.

To conclude the proof, notice that since X is a Hilbert space (an so it is reflexive) and f is Lipschitz continuous, if x_0 ∈ dom A, from [23, Theorem 1.6., page 189] the unique maximal solution to (2) from x_0 is a strong solution.

Proof of Theorem 1: First we prove global exponential stability of A for strong solutions to (2); see Proposition 1. In particular, pick x_0 ∈ dom A and let φ be the unique maximal solution to (2) with φ(0) = x_0. From Proposition 1, it follows that φ is differentiable for almost all t ≥ 0, φ̇ ∈ L^{loc}_1 (R_{≥0} ; X ), and

φ̇(t) = Aφ(t) + f(φ(t)) for almost all t ∈ R_{≥0}

In particular, notice that since strong solutions are solutions in the sense of Definition 1, it turns out that for all t ≥ 0:

φ(t) =φ(0) + A ∫_t 0 φ(s)ds + ∫_t 0 f(φ(s))ds = φ(0) + ∫_t 0 Aφ(s)ds + ∫_t 0 f(φ(s))ds = φ(0) + ∫_t 0 φ̇(s)ds (33)

where the first identify follows from [25, Theorem 3.7.12] due to A being closed, φ(t) ∈ dom A for almost all t ≥ 0, and Aφ ∈ L^{loc}_1 (R_{≥0} ; X ). Namely, (33) shows that φ is locally absolutely continuous on R_{≥0} . Define for all t ≥ 0, W (t) := V (φ(t)). Observe that since V is Fréchet differentiable everywhere and φ is differentiable almost everywhere, it follows that for almost all t ≥ 0.

Ẇ (t) := d dt W (φ(t)) = DV (φ(t))φ̇(t) In particular, since V is Fréchet differentiable (and so locally Lipschitz), ϕ is continuous, and φ̇ ∈ L^{loc}_1 (R_{≥0} ; X ), if follows that W = V ∘ φ is locally absolutely continuous on R_{≥0} . Then, since φ is a strong solution to (2), for all almost all t ≥ 0 one has:

Ẇ (t) = DV (φ(t))(Aφ(t) + f(φ(t)))

Hence, using items (i) and (ii), for almost all t ≥ 0 one has: Ẇ (t) ≤ − α^3 α_2 W (t) which, using the fact that W is locally absolutely continuous on R_{≥0} , Therefore, a direct application of the comparison lemma gives: W (t) ≤ W (0)e^{− α3α}2^t ∀t ∈ R_{≥0} which thanks to item (i) gives: d(φ(t), S) ≤ Ą α_2 α_1

Ń 1_p e^{− α3pα}2^td(φ(0), S) ∀t ∈ R_{≥0} thereby showing global exponential stability of A for strong solutions. We now extend the proof to all solutions to (2). Let φ be a maximal solution to (2). Since, dom A by assumption A is the infinitesimal generator of a C_0 semigroup {T (t)}_{t∈R≥0} on X , from [26] it follows that dom A is dense in X . Thus, there exists a sequence {x^k_0 }_k ⊂ dom A such that x^k_0 → φ(0). Now, let for all k ∈ N

φ_k(t) = T (t)x^k_0 + ∫_t 0 T (t − s)f(φ_k(s)) ∀t ≥ 0 Observe that for all k ∈ N, thanks to Proposition 1, φ_k is a strong solution to (2). Thus for all k, as shown earlier: d(φ_k (t), S) ≤ Ą α_2 α_1

Ń 1_p e^{− α3pα2 t}d(φ_k (0), S) ∀t ∈ R_{≥0} (34) Moreover, observe that thanks to (3), for all t ∈ R_{≥0}

lim_{k→∞} |φ_k(t) − φ(t)|_X = 0 (35)

which, by using the following elementary inequality^8 |d(φ(t), S)−d(φ_k (t), S)| ≤ |φ(t)−φ_k (t)|_X , ∀t ≥ 0, k ∈ N yields for all t ≥ 0 lim_{k→∞} d(φ_k (t), S) = d(φ(t), S) 8We use the following property: Let X be a normed linear vector space and A ⊂ X be nonempty. Then, for all x, y ∈ X one has d(x, A) ≤ ‖x − y‖_X + d(y, A)

THIS IS A PREPRINT VERSION. IF YOU FOUND THIS READING USEFUL FOR YOUR RESEARCH PLEASE CITE THE PUBLISHED VERSION DOI: https://doi.org/10.1109/LCSYS.2021.3081481 9

Therefore, taking the limit on k in (34) and using the above relationship establish the result.

Lemma 1 Consider the matrix M defined in (1) and let K ∈ L (Q ⊕ E) be selfadjoint such that (5) is satisfied. Define:

M := Ţ (M^⊤ ⊗ I_X ) 0 0 (M^⊤ ⊗ I_E) Ÿ (36)

K := [ I_{n−1} ⊗ Q^⋆K_{11}Q I_{n−1} ⊗ Q^⋆K_{12}

I_{n−1} ⊗ K^⋆_{12}Q I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{22} ] . (37)

Then, for all ϑ ∈ X^{n−1} ŋ M Ţ ϑ F ((I_n ⊗ Q)ϑ) Ÿ , KM Ţ ϑ F ((I_n ⊗ Q)ϑ) Ÿů = 1 n ∑ 1≤i≤j≤n ŋŢ Qϑ_i − Qϑ_j f(Qϑ_i) − f(Qϑ_j ) Ÿ , K Ţ Qϑ_i − Qϑ_j f(Qϑ_i) − f(Qϑ_j ) Ÿů

(38)

Proof: Using the Kronecker product introduced in Definition 4, one has MK = KM

This in turn, by relying on Lemma 2, gives ŋ M Ţ ϑ F ((I_n ⊗ Q)ϑ) Ÿ , KM Ţ ϑ F ((I_n ⊗ Q)ϑ) Ÿů = ŋ M Ţ ζ F (ζ) Ÿ , K Ţ ζ F (ζ) Ÿů

where ζ := (I_n ⊗ Q)ϑ,

K := Ţ I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{11} I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{12} I_{n−1} ⊗ K^⋆_{12} I_{n−1} ⊗ K_{22} Ÿ (39)

M := Ţ (MM^⊤ ⊗ I_X ) 0

0 (MM^⊤ ⊗ I_E) Ÿ (40)

The latter, similarly as in [16, Lemma 1], gives ŋ M Ţ ζ F (ζ) Ÿ , K Ţ ζ F (ζ) Ÿů = 1 n ∑ 1≤i≤j≤n ŋŢ Qϑ_i − Qϑ_j f(Qϑ_i) − f(Qϑ_j ) Ÿ , K Ţ Qϑ_i − Qϑ_j f(Qϑ_i) − f(Qϑ_j ) Ÿů

which, by using (39), yields (38).

Lemma 2 Let S ∈ R^{θ×θ} , (V, ⟨·, ·⟩_V ) and (U, ⟨·, ·⟩_U ) be real Hilbert spaces, and Π ∈ L (U, V ). Define (V^θ, ⟨·, ·⟩_V θ ), (U^θ, ⟨·, ·⟩_U θ ) and let (S ⊗ Π) ∈ L (U^θ, V^θ). Then, the following identity holds:

(S ⊗ Π)^⋆ = S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆ (41)

Proof: For the sake of notation, we assume that U = V , the extension of the proof to the general case is trivial. Let H_1 := (R^θ ⊗V, ⟨·, ·⟩_{H1} ) where R^θ ⊗V is the tensor product of R^θ and V and: ⟨x⊗y, z⊗w⟩_{H1} := ⟨x, z⟩_Rθ ⟨y, w⟩_V ∀x⊗y, z⊗w ∈ H_1

In particular, we identify R^θ ⊗V with V^θ with the following tensor product:

x⊗y := x_1y x_2y . . x_θy ∀(x, y) ∈ R^θ × V

With that, for all x⊗y ∈ H_1 (S⊗Π)(x⊗y) := (Sx)⊗(Πy) = (S ⊗ Π)(x⊗y) that is, S⊗Π is identified with S ⊗ Π on H_1. At this stage, notice that for all x_1⊗y_1, x_2⊗y_2 ∈ H_1:

⟨(S⊗Π)(x_1⊗y_1), x_2⊗y_2⟩_{H1} = ⟨Sx_1, x_2⟩_Rθ ⟨Πy_1, y_2⟩_V = ⟨x_1, S^⊤x_2⟩_Rθ ⟨y_1, Π^⋆y_2⟩_V = ⟨x_1⊗y_1, (S^⊤⊗Π^⋆)(x_2⊗y_2)⟩_{H1} (42) This shows the desired identity on H_1. To end the proof, we show that H_1 and H_2 := (V^θ, ⟨·, ·⟩_V θ ) are isometrically isomorphic through the inclusion mapping ι: H_1 → H_2. In particular, for all h = x⊗v ∈ H_1 ⟨ιh, ιh⟩_{H2} = θ∑ i=1 ⟨x_iv, x_iv⟩_V = ‖v‖^2_V θ∑ i=1 x^2_i

On the other hand ⟨h, h⟩_{H1} = ⟨x, x⟩_Rθ ⟨v, v⟩_V = ⟨ιh, ιh⟩_{H2} this shows that H_1 and H_2 are isometrically isomorphic, namely ι is unitary, i.e., ι^{−1} = ι^⋆. For all h_1, h_2 ∈ H_2

⟨(S ⊗ Π)ι^⋆h_1, ι^⋆h_2⟩_{H1} = ⟨ι(S ⊗ Π)ι^⋆h_1, h_2⟩_{H2} ⟨ ι^⋆h_1, (S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆)ι^⋆h_2 ⟩ H_1 = ⟨ h_1, ι(S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆)ι^⋆h_2 ⟩ H_2

which from (42) yields:

⟨ι(S ⊗ Π)ι^⋆h_1, h_2⟩_{H2} = ⟨ h_1, ι(S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆)ι^⋆h_2 ⟩ H_2

where ι(S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆)ι^⋆ = (S^⊤ ⊗ Π^⋆) ∈ L (H_2), that is (41).