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ABSTRACT

Event-triggered Control (ETC) presents a promising paradigm for efficient resource usage in networked and
embedded control systems by reducing communication instances compared to traditional time-triggered strate-
gies. This paper introduces a novel approach to ETC for discrete-time nonlinear systems using a data-driven
framework. By leveraging Koopman operator theory, the nonlinear system dynamics are globally linearized
(approximately in practical settings) in a higher-dimensional space. We design a state-feedback controller and
an event-triggering policy directly from data, ensuring exponential stability in Lyapunov sense. The proposed
method is validated through extensive simulation experiments, demonstrating significant resource savings.

Keywords Event-triggered control, data-driven control, Koopman operator, discrete-time, Lyapunov stability

1 INTRODUCTION

ETC is an implementation strategy in which the plant and
its controller only exchange data when certain output- or state-
related conditions are met. Event-triggered control seeks to
reduce communication instances by concentrating on the real
needs of the system. This contrasts with traditional, conserva-
tive time-triggered strategies that depend on fixed communica-
tion intervals. In situations where efficient use of resources is
essential, such as networked and embedded control systems,
this paradigm has gained increasing attention. ETC strategies,
which offer improved system performance and resource sav-
ings in a variety of setups and control problems, have been
developed in the literature thanks to the early results in Refs.
[1,2,3,4].

Parametric state-space models are the foundation of tradi-
tional control engineering literature, where the plant to be con-
trolled must be identified modeled or identified firstly. These
models use system data and are often derived from first princi-
ples or architecturally constrained system identification tech-
niques. But in cases when first-principles models are intricate
or hard to derive, they can only be considered as approximate
representations of real systems, which inevitably leads to mod-
eling errors. These errors impede accurate control design. They
propagate through the analysis and implementation phases,
ultimately degrading overall system performance.

By excluding the demand for explicit system identification
and instead of leveraging data gathered from open-loop simula-
tions/experiments for any system control analysis and design,
data-driven control techniques serve as a promising alternative.
Several data-driven techniques for creating state feedback con-
trollers and illustrating system dynamics have been shown in
recent works, such as those by da Silva et al. [5], and De Persis
and Tesi [6]. These techniques greatly streamline the control
design process and do not require constantly exciting input data.
There are also numerous applications of data-driven control in
fields such as robotics [7], aerospace [8], and power systems

[9]. Other methods, when the model is completely unknown,
such as SINDy [10] can be utilized to firstly get a nonlinear
representation of the dynamics of the system. For example, this
approach is applied to model the dynamics of: i) quadrotors’
[11], ii) disease [12], iii) optics communication systems [13],
iv) chemical processes [14], v) and robotics applications [15].

Alternatively, when first-principles or system identification
methods fail, the controller can be constructed directly using
the input, state/output data that are accessible. This approach,
referred to as direct data-driven control, [16, 17, 18] constructs
controllers directly from data. Although the literature is full of
data-driven techniques for control, only a limited number of
techniques exist in the current literature [19, 20, 21] for data-
driven event-based control, particularly for nonlinear systems.
Hence, there is a strong demand for comprehensive data-driven
event-based control methods tailored for general nonlinear sys-
tems, particularly applicable to discrete-time systems in our
case. In many cases, it is appropriate and feasible to formulate
the control and triggering conditions as data-dependent Lin-
ear Matrix Inequality (LMI). Given that most of the existing
literature on ETC is well developed for Linear Time Invariant
(LTT) systems, we aim to globally linearize nonlinear systems
by increasing the dimensional space in which they reside.

This is not entirely a new idea. In the 1930s, Koopman
and von Neumann [22, 23] introduced a trade-off between
the nonlinear nature of dynamical systems and their infinite-
dimensional representations, which appear linear in the lifted
space. Another resurgence of attention in mid 2000s in the work
of Mezi¢ and Banaszuk [24, 25] has led to new applications and
studies using the idea in many fields including, robotics, fluid
dynamics, epidemiology, [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34]
and many other fields due to the intersection between data
science and the easy-to-access computational domain.

We consequently propose Koopman Operator-Based
Event-Triggered Control (KOETC), a technique inspired by
Koopman Operator (KO) to acquire (approximately) global
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linear systems but in a higher dimensional space. Afterwards,
we design the controller and the triggering policy for ETC for
discrete-time linear systems directly from controlled system
data, all together ensuring performance metrics (i.e. Lyapunov
exponential stability).

1.1 Contributions

By combining Koopman operator theory with event-
triggered control (ETC), this paper makes a contribution by in-
troducing a Koopman-based approach to ETC for discrete-time
nonlinear systems. Through the approximate global lineariza-
tion of nonlinear dynamics made possible by this integration,
the following direct, data-driven designs are made possible:

i) An event-triggering policy minimizes resource con-
sumption by updating control actions only when re-
quired, reducing communication instances; and

ii) A state-feedback controller, which effectively stabi-
lizes the system by utilizing the Koopman-lifted linear
dynamics.

In comparison to time-triggered approaches, the KOETC frame-
work reduces communication events in simulations while
achieving stability in the Lyapunov sense.

The rest of this paper is structured to methodically con-
struct and validate the suggested KOETC framework after the
motivation and goals have been established. The preliminary
information and notations that are necessary to comprehend
our methodology are outlined in Section 2. In Section 3, the
KOETC framework’s design is examined in detail, including
the triggering policy and data-driven controller. We provide
simulation results in Section 4, which show how effective the
approach is. Section 5 provide additional discussions on prac-
tical guidelines for the proposed method. Finally, Section 6
concludes the paper and outlines potential directions for future
research.

2 PRELIMINARIES

2.1 Notations and Basic Definitions

Let Zso :={0,1,2,...} denote the set of nonnegative inte-
gers, and let Z.( := Zs( \ {0} denote the set of positive integers.
We denote by R the set of real numbers and use a similar no-
tation as for Z. The ¢, norm of a vector (a finite sequence)
is denoted by || - ||. The symbols I and 0 denote the identity
matrix and the zero matrix, respectively. Given a symmetric
matrix A, the notation A > 0 indicates that A is positive definite,
while A > 0 means that A is positive semi-definite. Similarly,
A < 0 indicates that A is negative definite and A < 0 means
that A is negative semi-definite. For any matrix A, AT denotes
the transpose of A. The symbol N (u, 0%) represents a normal
distribution with mean u and variance 0. Also, the symbol
U(a, b) represents a normal distribution from the interval [a, b].
The symbol A; denotes an eigenvalue of a matrix.

2.2 Problem Overview
Consider the discrete time dynamical system

X+l = f(xk’ l/tk), (1)

2

where the state is x; € R” and u; € R™ is the control input, each
at time instant k € Zyo with n,m € Z.¢, and f is a transition
map such that f : R” X R” — R”", which is generally nonlinear,
unknown, and assumed to be stabilizable.

We consider a scenario in which the system in (1) is con-
nected to a controller via a networked medium. Especially,
the state readings are provided to the controller through a dig-
ital channel, and the controller has direct access to the ac-
tuators. The goal is to design a data-driven event-triggered
state-feedback controller with gain K € R™" to stabilize the
plant in (1) while abiding by a triggering policy that defines
the instances {k;};cz at which a transmission happens, with
Z C Zsp. At time instant k = 0, assume a transmission occurs,
so that kp = 0. In our settings, the controller is updated only
upon the violation of some well-defined triggering policy in
contrast to the nominal Time-triggered Control (TTC). The
sequence {k;},cz leads to aperiodic updates of the controller.
The controller then follows a zero-order hold implementation
that takes the form of!

up = Kxy,, k€ [ki, kis1). )

The state error takes into account the provided controller’s
zero-order hold mechanism.

er = xk,, — Xk, (3)

which can be seen as the deviation between the current state
and the last time event (i) is triggered. We consider an event is
triggered whenever the following inequality is violated

llexll < yllxll, “

where y > 0 is a threshold parameter for the triggering policy.
The policy in (4) is evaluated at every time instant k, and the
control is updated only when the policy is violated. Fig. 1
provides an overview of the ETC framework. Here the plant £
represents (1), the controller C represents the control law (2),
and the event-triggering policy corresponds to (4).

2.3 Persistence of Excitation
Consider a carried out experiment for the system in (1) and
its states and input data are recorded in the following way

D :={xp,u; : k€ [0,(T - 1] NZso},

where T is the final time of the experiment. Assume that 9 the
dataset exists. Then, we define

U() = [Ll() up ... I/lT_l] € RmXT, (53.)
XO = [X() X1 ... xT_1] € RHXT, (Sb)
X = [xl Xy ... xr] e R™T, (5¢)

Assumption 1. Assume T > n + m, the matrix [ffo] has full
row rank. m}

To be more precise, the control law should be u; = Ké(xy,), k€
[ki, kiv1),, Where £(xy,) is the lifted state. Since we are introducing the
vanilla event-triggered mechanism, we use the original state of the
system for completeness. In our problem formulation, we adhere to
ur = Ké(xy,), unless otherwise stated. The concept of lifting will be
discussed in Section 3.1.
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Triggering
Policy

Figure 1: Block diagram visually providing representation
that illustrates the core concept underlying ETC. It showcases
various components and their interconnections, highlighting
the essential principles and operational dynamics of the ETC
framework.

Assumption 1 can be verified numerically for a given set
D. The results of Willems et al. [35] ensures, for discrete-
time systems, the validity of assumption 1 as long as u is a
persistently exciting signal.

3 FRAMEWORK

3.1 Koopman operator theory
Definition 1 (Koopman Operator (KO)). Consider the system
given in (1). The KO K, is an infinite-dimensional operator

Kig(x) = & o f(x), (6)

which acts on & € H, where H is the space of observable
functions ¢ : R" — R over the state space, where o is the
function composition. m|

The KO acts on the Hilbert space H of all scalar measure-
ment functions & and is, by definition, a linear operator, that is
for any &1,&, € H and B1, B, € R, we have

Ki(B1€1,8262) = Bré1o f +Bréro f
= 1K€ + B Kilr,

An infinite-dimensional space H of observable functions is
used to represent a nonlinear system linearly using KO method
[36]. This means that the dynamics are transformed from non-
linear and finite-dimensional to linear and infinite-dimensional
when transitioning from the state-space model to the Koop-
man representation (see Fig. 2). However, we are interested
in a finite-dimensional approximation of KO from a practical
perspective. Several approximation methods are addressed in
[37, 38].

To extend this analysis to controlled systems, there exist
several methods including [39, 40]. In [39], the authors treated
the controlled system as uncontrolled while treating the input
as a system parameter. On the other hand, Korda and Mezié
[40] dealt with the controlled system in an extended state-space
to account for control.

Here, we briefly revisit the approach of [40]. In particular,
consider the system in (1). Let £(20) be the space of all infinite
vectors u° = {u};2, with the symbol u, € U and U being
an input space. We denote the left shift operator by G* (e.g.,

)

State space Lifted linear space

Non-linear Linear
& /z'z -9
s Ko
247 7
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é‘ Zi e "zx
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1 = f(@k, uk) e =[4 B [iﬂ

Figure 2: Tllustration of the Koopman Operator: The red panel

represents the generic nonlinear state-space. Conversely, the
panel represents the linear space.

g*u; =up,,)- Also, define X to be an extended state such that,

X = [xk uZ]T So, the system in (1) can be reformulated as,

_ Ay _ S )
Xk+1 - f(X) - [ g*u;: . (8)
If £ € H : R" Xx R™ — R be a new version of the predefined
observable function, the Koopman operator K; : H — H for
the controlled system turns out to be,

KEX) = Eo f(X). )

This was a demonstration of the extension from the uncon-
trolled systems to the controlled systems. From now on, we
will use f, and ¢ interchangeably between controlled and un-
controlled systems unless otherwise stated.

Also, KO provides (approximately, in a practical settings)
global linear representation for nonlinear dynamics if the right
set of observable functions is chosen in as shown in the fol-
lowing. Generally speaking, the observable functions are hard
to identify. They can be found by many method including,
but not limited to, brute-force trial and error in a specific ba-
sis for the Hilbert space (e.g., trying numerous polynomial
functions or Fourier basis functions) or by prior knowledge
about the system. Several efforts have been made on this matter
[41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 27] — among others. Our work relies
heavily on the choice of the observable functions. Existing
literature on how to choose such dictionary of function can be
utilized in order to make best use of the presented paradigm.
We discuss the effect of choosing the bad lifting dictionary in
illustrative example 2 in section 4.2

Motivated by the preceding analysis, we employ the idea
of lifting the nonlinear dynamics from its state-space to look
linear in a higher-dimensional state-space.

Remark 1. Since our method rely on the good choice of the
observable functions, a blurry prior physical knowledge of the
underlying plant, not necessarily a complete knowledge, but at
least a knowledge that can describe the domain shape in which
the system operates to design the observable functions could
be of great benefit. O

Remark 2. At this stage of the work, we design the controller
directly from the data. This step requires a set of observable
functions that are satisfactory to approximate KO as discussed
in remark 1. In the sense that we do not focus on the identifi-
cation of the KO itself, we did not include discussion on such
a topic. However, in more general scenarios, one may need
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to identify the operator for any purpose. Readers can refer to
[47, 48]. O

Now, the collected set 9 should be revised. Instead
of having the system’s states only, we must consider the
additional observable functions taking the form of Z(x) =

[fl x) &) fp(x)]T. The observable functions = €

RP(p > n). Note that we only lift the state not the control. So
the set D becomes

Uy := [uo up ... I/tT_l] € RmXT, (10a)
Zo := E(X,) € RPT, (10b)
7y := B(X;) € R, (10c)

Remark 3. In response to this change, a slight modification of
assumption 1, replacing the previous condition T > n + m with
T>p+m m|

In response to this, the condition in (4) becomes,

legll < YECxI, (1)

where ei = &(x) — &(xy,). Hence, after choosing the set of
observable functions, the system in (1) can be now formulated
as

(12a)

(12b)

Zk+1 = Azi + Buy,
Xk = CZk-

3.2 Event-triggered Control for the Lifted Representation of
the Non-linear Dynamics
Consider the system given in (12), the globally linear ver-
sion of the system in (1), subject to the controller (2) that results
in

Zk+1 = Az + BKz, (13a)
= Azk + BKZk + BKZk,- - BKZk (13b)
= (A + BK)Zk + BKek’ Yk € [ki’ ki+1)9 (]30)

which can be understood as a closed-loop representation of the
system in (12) with the state error.

An alternative representation of the event-triggered closed
loop system should be derived to account for the data-driven na-
ture of this work. In ref. [49] the authors derived a data-driven
representation of the closed loop system without considering
the matrix BK. On the other hand, Digge and Pasumarthy [20]
developed a closed loop representation that allows dealing with
the event-triggered formulation. The representation in [5] is
modified to account for the lifted linear representation of the
nonlinear dynamics.

Lemma 1 (Data-driven representation [20, 6]). The equivalent
data-driven closed loop representation of the system (13) under
satisfaction of assumption 1 and where

Il % 0l (2
- fefemlgfile o
holds, takes the following form
Zk+1 = Z1Lzg + Z1 Ney, (15)

where L and N are T X p matrices. O

4
Proof. Let assumption 1 be satisfied. Hence, by the Rouché-

Capelli theorem, there exist matrices L and N that satisfy (14).
So, another representation of (15) can be written as

s =la 8¢ 2

i + [A B] I_(] €.
Using (14), the closed-loop system is given by

zk+1:[A B][gz sz+[A B] >5(Z)]Nek.
VA Z 7
1 1

Therefore, the data-driven representation of the closed-loop
system (13) obtained as stated in (14).

This formulation can be considered as a reparametrization
of the system in (13) in terms of data. In other words, no need
for the prior explicit system identification step. Having estab-
lished this formulation, we now proceed to derive the condition
for system (15) to be exponentially stable in Lyapunov sense. A
linear system described by z;.; = Azx, where A € R”, is consid-
ered exponentially stable if there exists a function V : R — R
defined by V(z;) = zZS 7 with § > 0 and symmetric, such that
V(zk+1) < @V(z) along the system’s trajectories for all k > 0
and for some a € A :=(0,1] C R.

Remark 4. For unstable systems, the choice of « is critical as
it impacts the values of the controller gain K(a) which must
satisfy the necessary conditions and thresholds to stabilize the
system. This condition can be formalized as,

a* = in;f{ {a: K@) = |4 <1, YA},
QE.

where the K(a) is the gains corresponding to one value of a on
A O

Consider the classical Lyapunov candidate function de-
scribed below, the exponential Lyaponuv stability criteria® is
given by

al |LZ[SziL-aS L'ZISZIN|[x| 16)
e NTZITSZ1L NTZIrsle er| —

In this work, the design of the ETC strategy should not
violate the Lyapunov stability condition in (16) to ensure expo-
nential stability.

3.3 Learning Controller From Data

Firstly, we design the controller gains to stabilize the glob-
ally linearized system. We consider the data-driven closed loop
representation in (15) neglecting the error at this stage

vt = Zy Lz, (17)

the controller gains can be designed directly from data, as
discussed in [6, Section IV. A]. Further, the following theorem
ensures the Lyaponuyv stability condition.

Theorem 1 (Direct Controller Design). Let condition 1 hold.
And by exploiting the results of lemma 1. Then any matrix G,

The full analysis is given in the appendix.



PREPRINT — KOOPMAN-BASED EVENT-TRIGGERED CONTROL FROM DATA

that satisfy the following LMI,

ToT
E?gi %CZ;'I } >0 (18)
results in
K = UgGi(ZoGD)™! (19)
which stabilizes the system (12). |

Proof. To check the stability in exponential decay of the system
(17) with a rate @, implies

L"Z\SZ\L—-aS$ <0, (20)

with L satisfying (14). Let G; := LS~!, and pre- and post-
multiply (20) by S !, the stability of the system can be guaran-
teed if there exists two matrices G| and S such that

GlTZiTSZIGl —aS' <0
KS™ =UyG,
Sl = ZoGy

Moreover, we use S ~' = Z,G and obtain

GITZIT(ZoGl)ZlGl —aZyGy <0
ZoG1 >0
K = UyG1(ZoG1)™

Using Schur’s complement lemma on the first inequality, we
reach to (18) which results in gains given from (19) that expo-
nentially stabilize the system.

3.4 Learning the Triggering Policy from Data

In the interval [k;, k1), it is essential that inequality (16),
which ensures exponential convergence, is also satisfied. The
following theorem derives a window for the parameter y that
ensures the stability of system (15).

Theorem 2 (Optimal Threshold). Assume that the condition
1 is satisfied. So, the relative threshold parameter vy for the
event-triggered implementation (4) with the controller (19) can
be calculated by solving for y such that

max

4.G> Y

A A
a’Z()Gl Q GITZIT ‘)/Z()Gl 21

o g Gz; o |_, @V

721Gy Z1Gy  ZyG, 0 -
YZ2oG1 0 0 ql

q>0, ZoG, =0, UGQ—C]KZO,

which will result in stability of the system (15) in exponential
behaviour. O

Proof. For exponential stability during event-triggered control,
whenever the triggering condition (4) is met, the condition (16),
which guarantees stability, must hold as well. This relationship
can be encoded using the S-procedure [50]. According to the
S-procedure, (4) implies (16) if there exists a constant > 0

such that:

-’ 0 L'Z]SZ\L-aS L'Z[SZL

0 I|7| LZIsziL  L'Z[SZL|
Using Schur’s complement, and post- and pre-multiplying by
the diag(S ', 1,1), we derive:

-ny?S2 +aS™! 0 S’ILTZlT
0 nl NTZT |=o0.
ZLS"! ZINg' s

By changing the variables G, = LS, G, = 57'N, ¢ = 7!,
and S~! = Z,G,, we arrive at the LMI:

(1ZOG1 (_) G-IFZIF )/ZQGl
o om0
2:G1 Z1Gy ZyG, 0 =
YZ2Gy 0 0 ql

The result of theorem 2 allows to maximize y over the variables
G, and ¢. The result also implies that any y € [0, y*) stabilizes
the system, where y* is the solution for (21).

Now, we have all the components put together. A detailed
algorithm for the entire process is given in algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Koopman Operator-Based Event-Triggered Con-
trol
Require: «, Xy, X;, and U

1: Lift Xj, and X; via (10 b, and ¢)
Solve for G in the LMI given in (18)
Solve for the controller gain K in (19)
Maximize the threshold parameter y to get y* in (21)
Choose any y € [0,y*], (typically the max. value gives
wider inter-event time window)
return y*, and K

)

4 JLLUSTRATIVE SIMULATIONS AND RESULTS

In this section, three numerical examples are selected to
illuminate distinct aspects of the proposed algorithm. Example
1 in Sec. 4.1 admits exact linearisation through a suitably cho-
sen observable, making it an effective test bed for parameter
studies. In this setting, we investigate how the decay rate «
influences performance by tracking the peak discrete deriva-
tive of the Lyapunov function, and we assess the algorithm’s
ability to stabilise the system from a range of initial conditions.
Additionally, example 2 in Sec. 4.2 addresses a system for
which, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, no observable
yields a closed-form exact linearisation. This case isolates the
consequences of observable selection and highlights how the
proposed method behaves when exact linearisation is unavail-
able. Finally, example 3 in Sec. 4.3 demonstrates the method’s
generality for linear systems, as formalised in the correspond-
ing section.

Following this section, we provide additional notes regard-
ing some critical aspects of the proposed method.
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4.1 Illustrative Example 1: Proof of Concept

We consider a case of nonlinear system with slow manifold
used in relative works [51, 52, 53]:

MR

In this scenario, there exists a polynomial stable manifold
defined as x, = x%. Within the Koopman-inspired framework, if
the correct observable functions were chosen such that Z(x) =

pPX1
KXy + (,02 - K)X% +ul’ (22)

>
[xl X2 xﬂ , the nonlinear system in (22) can be expressed
inearly as

2 p 0 0 21 0
(&) =10 « @ -0||z| +|1|u (23)
23 kel 0 0 p2 23 k 0

Considering the parameters for the system, p = 0.6, and x = 1.2,
the corresponding eigenvalues are 4; = 0.6, 4, = 1.2, and
A3 = 0.36. Since A, > 1, the system exhibits instability and
the goal is to stabilize the trajectory around the origin. We
collected the data for T = 45 which is enough for assumption
1 to hold — on a theoretical note, T > m + p samples should
be enough (i.e. in this example 7" > 4) to obey assumption 1.
Therefore, T = 4 should work. The input signal is drawn from
a normal distribution following u ~ N(0, 1).

Then, after deploying the steps in algorithm 1, we obtain
K = [0.0206 -1.1109 —0.1530], which in turn gives y* =
0.7664. We simulated the system for both ETC, and TTC and
illustrated the behavior in Fig. 3. All the results depicted in Fig.
3, are acquired after pulling the states back from the higher-
dimensional space, in this case from R? to R?, by applying
(12b) with C = ‘[lg o)

Fig. 3(a), illustrates the state evolution x; and x, against
time under both ETC and TTC techniques. The trajectories
for ETC demonstrate excellent tracking performance in com-
parison with the nominal TTC. This highlights the efficacy of
the developed event-triggered approach in maintaining system
stability while minimizing unnecessary updates.

Also, in Fig. 3(b), the graph shows that ||e;|| remains con-
sistently below y||x;||, satisfying the triggering condition. As
shown in Fig. 3(c), the substantial reduction in communica-
tion instances (40%) addresses potential concerns regarding
communication overhead in practical implementations.

Finally, as noted from the numerical results, ETC not only
achieves comparable performance to TTC but does so with
fewer communication instances (about 40 compared to 100)
and lower control cost (approximately 0.203 vs. 0.210), which
supports our hypotheses. Another note in our experiment, both
Koopman based linearization ETC and TTC have control cost
much lower than the traditional Taylor linearization technique,
consistent with the results of Brunton et al. [51].

For this example, we want to thoroughly examine ammd
understand the influence of various parameters on the system’s
behavior and stability. This includes analysis of how differ-
ent initial conditions and the parameter @ impact the system
dynamics. We explore these effects through a series of exten-
sive simulations, designed to provide a comprehensive view of

6

the system’s response under a range of scenarios to enrich our
theoretical insights and understanding.

Initially, we assessed the robustness of the algorithm by
simulating ten different random initial conditions drawn from a
uniform distribution ~ U(-5,5). Fig. 4 shows the behavior of
both x; and x, while starting with those random initial condi-
tions. The figures show that while the initial conditions varies
significantly, the behaviour of the system states stabilizes in
a finite amount of time. An interesting observation from the
same figure is that the error decay rate between the state and
the reference in the log scale is nearly linear, supporting the
paper’s earlier demonstration of the exponential error decaying
property.

Subsequently, the initial conditions were fixed at xp =
[0.5 —0.4] simulations were conducted across a fine grid of
different « values ranging from 0.4 to 1. The choice of 0.4
as the starting value is informed by empirical observations,
which indicate that this value represents the minimum threshold
necessary to achieve an adequate gain for system stabilization,
as detailed in remark 4. Fig. 5 demonstrates that for each value
of a, there is no violation in the rate of Lyapunov function
decay. The values on the x-axis in this figure must not exceed
their corresponding values on the y-axis (i.e. they cannot cross
the line max (V(k+ 1)/V(k)) = @). In other words, no deviation
from the expected decaying behavior is observed.

In terms of time analysis, using a persistently excited signal
sequence of length 45, the controller learning process took 0.4
seconds on an M2 MacBook Air, demonstrating the algorithm’s
practical efficiency. Similarly, learning the triggering policy
under the same setup was achieved in 0.49 seconds.

4.2 Illustrative Example 2: Polynomial System

In this example, we consider a discrete-time nonlinear
polynomial system defined as:

MR

with parameters a = 1.05, b = 0.1, ¢ = 0.5, d = 0.25, and
e = 0.08. For this system, data were collected for 7 = 150
which is sufficient for assumption 1 to hold. In this example,
we gather the data in a closed-loop manner inspired by Ref.
[54] practical guidelines. In their work, they gather the
identification data using a controller architecture similar to the
one intended for design. For example, in the current example,
we wish to design a stabilizing controller in the form of u = Kz.
Therefore, we adopt a closed loop controller of a similar
structure, u = Kz, where the over all signal is perturbed by a
random signal to ensure excitation. Perturbed trajectories are
generated starting from a nonzero initial condition. The choice
of the observable functions are motivated by the nonlinear
terms in the system plus higher order polynomials as follows:
Ex) = [1 X1 X xf X1X7 x% x? xg x? xg]T.
The addition of the higher polynomials in the dictionary of
the observable functions helped to reduce the steady state
error as shown in Fig. 7. With the previous parameters and
the choosing observables, in addition to choosing @ = 0.7,
we proceed to apply Algorithm 1. As a result, we got K =

ax; + bx% + cxp

dxix; + ex% +ul’ (24)
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Figure 4: A simulation of ten random initial conditions drawn
from a uniform distribution X ~ U(-5,5). The figure shows
the behaviour of x; (left), and x, (right).

-0.8742 -0.3989 -0.3779 -0.5845 -0.1581...

...0.0301 0.0463 -0.0157 0.0084 -0.0071 [
and y = 0.2237. The corresponding results and the behavior of
the system are shown in Fig. 6. Although the interpretations of
these results are quiet similar to that of Section 4.1, we still
need to asses the choice of the observable functions; since
the system does not obey a choice of observables that exactly
linearize the nonlinear system in a closed from as done in
Section 4.1. This is known as the closure problem.

To asses the effect of observable functions, we tested mul-
tiple cases under different observables. We adhere to monomial
lifting functions with increasing order. Firstly, one can see
the weak representation of a first-order polynomial for observ-

0.42r— T T T T T T

g 0.40 -

ol || _

0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
(0%

T

Figure 5: The relationship between « and the Lyapunov func-
tion decay rate. Simulations confirm no violations in the decay
rate, as all points lie below the boundary max (V(k+1)/V(k)) =
a, ensuring system stability across the tested a range.

able functions. This means that we implicitly assume that the
nonlinear system in (24) can be well represented using linear
observables, which is not evident from the most left bar of
Fig. 7 following our understanding. Furthermore, a clear de-
creasing pattern appears for the steady state error as the degree
number increases from 2 to 5. Surprisingly, the steady state
error starts to increase at degree 6 which is a sign of overfitting.
Consequently, increasing the number of observables does not
guarantee a good representation. Further discussion on this will
be provided in Section 5.1.

4.3 Illustrative Example 3: Linear Case Note
In this example, we consider the discrete-time linear sys-
tem (originally presented in [20])

Xps1 = Axg + Bug,

with x; € R? and u; generated from a random control signal
within the interval [-3,3]. The system matrices are given
by A = [8;8% 06’_335], B = [7%_%4], and the simulation is
performed over 20 data points to learn a controller gain K
with @ = 0.9 as well as the triggering threshold y. Under the
choice of the observable functions as identity, the gain K and

an event-triggering threshold y are computed according to the
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Figure 7: Steady-state error versus polynomial degree of the
lifting function used for controller synthesis.

framework in 1 and resulted in K = [0.3820 0.8179] and
v = 0.4653.

Notably, if the observable functions are chosen as the iden-
tity, then the algorithm directly addresses the linear dynamics
without any additional lifting. In this case, our approach re-
duces to the classical linear control and event-triggered control
framework as presented in [20]. The results of this example are
depicted in Fig. 8 which matches with excellent agreement the
results in Digge and Pasumarthy [20] work.

5 DISCUSSIONS

5.1 On the choice of the observable functions

We devote this section to discussing some notes towards
practical discussion of the selection of observable functions.
As mentioned earlier in the paper, the choice of the lifting
functions is critical part in designing the direct data driven con-
troller that abides to an additional event-triggering role. This is
also noted in the literature covering the Koopman operator [55].
The authors noted that the rate of convergence of the Koopman
based identification method depends on the dictionary of the
observable functions which they refer to as trials or basis func-
tions. In their work they assume the basis functions spans the
subspace of the observables. One can motivate the choice of the
observables in our methods using similar approach. Possible
choices of the observables are: polynomials, and Radial Basis

Functions (RBFs). As advised by the authors, polynomials are
a good option to be used for the system defined on RV, and
the RBFs are a good candidate for systems defined on irregular
domains.

Recently, considerable research effort has been devoted to
the idea of finding a good set of observables. Namely:

i) employing deep learning autoencoders [43, 56],

ii) local higher-order derivatives of the nonlinear system
[46] (though it requires a symbolic expression of the
nonlinear system),

iii) motivating the choice of observables by analytical
constructions in [44] and [57]. In [57] the method
is specifically tailored to certain robotic systems by
exploiting the topological spaces of these systems to
guide the construction of Hermite polynomial-based
observables,

iv) avoiding explicit basis selection by defining observ-
ables implicitly in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space
[58, 59] using kernel functions (e.g. Gaussian kernel
k(x,y) = ellx—yIIZ/thz)_

Building on the above discussion, how to choose an ap-
propriate set of observables remains an important, yet open,
question. Nonetheless, many of the methods discussed above
have shown practical effectiveness.

5.2 On the Controller Synthesis

In this section we refer back to the examples in Section
4.1, and Section 4.2. Although the feedback control law looks
linear on the observable space z, it could be looked to it as a
nonlinear controller on the original state x. For example, the
illustrative example 1 in Section 4.1, the designed controller in
terms of the original states can be interpreted as,

X1

+ K3x%
X2

u=[K K

(25)
=0.0206 x; — 1.1109 x; — 0.1540 x7
where the third term indicates the nonlinearity imposed by the

choice of the nonlinear observable function x%. Similar analysis
could be done for example 2 by examining the effect of the
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observables on the control law. On the other hand, in example
3 in Section 4.3, the control law remains linear as it originally
introduced.

We recommend that the future research should look into
how to optimally design the controller gain and also a policy
that respects the system stability.

6 CONCLUSION

To sum up, this study proposes an event-triggered control
approach based on data-driven methods for discrete-time non-
linear systems. By lifting the nonlinear dynamics into a higher-
dimensional linear representation inspired by the KO theory, the
method makes it possible to create an event-triggered controller
driven by data. Through the development of a closed-loop
system and the implementation of a triggering strategy, the
proposed method stabilizes the plant with less frequent control
updates.

The event-triggered closed-loop system’s exponential sta-
bility is guaranteed by the stability analysis, which is based on
the Lyapunov criterion. Numerical simulations and theoretical
analysis are used to show how effective the suggested strategy
is. This work creates opportunities for real-world applications
in networked control systems and advances event-triggered
control techniques for nonlinear systems.

The foundations provided by this work shall allow dealing
with many other scenarios including, when the plant (discrete
or continuous) include time varying parameters, when the full
state measurements are not available, or when policies other
than the zero-order hold is used. Additionally, examining the
various lifting techniques available in the literature is important,
as well as, testing the scalability of the solution.

A LyAPUNOV STABILITY ANALYSIS

This subsection of the appendix presents the exponential

stability of the system given by
%1 = Z1Lze + Z1Ney (26)

in a Lyapunov sense with the candidate V(k) = z; S z.

First, V(zx+1) can be computed as follows
V(zk1) = (ZiLzg + ZiNey)™ S (Z Lz + Zi Ney)
=z, L'Z[SZ\Lzx + 2] L"Z[ SZ|Ney + . ...
.t N"Z]SZ\Lzy + ¢/ N"Z[ SZ | Ney

27)

Lyapunov exponential stability condition with convergence rate
a can be reached by defining V(zx4+1) < aV(z). This leads
to the following identity based on the candidate Lyapunov
function

G L' ZSZ Loy + 2 L' Z[ SZ|Ney + . ..

28
ey NTZ[SZ Lz + ¢/ N"Z] SZ|Ney < az] Sz 28)

By defining v = [} ], Eqn. (28) can be written in the form of
vTWy < 0, where
. [LTZITSZIL - as

(29)

NTZ]SZiL

L"Z]SZiN
NTZ[SZ\N

Therefore, the Lyapunov stability condition for the system can
be written as

a| [L7ZTSZ\L-aS LTZISZIN
el | N'ZISZIL  NTZISZIN

Tk

e <0 (30)

If condition (30) is satisfied, it then guarantees exponential
stability of the system with convergence rate a.
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