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WELL-POSEDNESS AND STABILITY OF BOUNDARY DELAY EQUATIONS

YASSINE EL GANTOUH AND YANG LIU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce the notion of boundary delay equations, establishing a unified
framework for analyzing linear time-invariant systems with pure time-delayed boundary conditions. We
establish mild sufficient conditions for the existence, uniqueness, and positivity of solutions. Further-
more, we derive spectral criteria for exponential stability. The conditions on the perturbation generalize
well-known criteria for the generation of domain perturbations of positive semigroup generators. As
an application, we present necessary and sufficient conditions for the exponential stability of positive
hyperbolic systems with time-delayed boundary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Time-delay systems arise naturally in engineering and applied sciences due to transmission delays in
information, signals, or material flows. These systems are mathematically modeled using delay differential
equations, a class of functional differential equations that account for the system’s dependence on its
past states [27]. The standard analytical approach maps the finite-dimensional dynamics into infinite-
dimensional function spaces, such as the space of square-integrable Lebesgue functions or continuous
functions. This framework allows for a unified treatment of time-delay systems [15, 22, 27].

Over the past few decades, partial differential equations (PDEs) with state delays (SDs) have attracted
considerable attention. These systems are valuable for modeling realistic and complex behaviors [44].
Significant progress has been made in understanding their mathematical properties, including stability
analysis, bifurcation phenomena, and long-term dynamics (see, e.g., [11, 12, 8, 16, 21, 29, 31, 39, 44, 45]
and references therein). Much of this research has focused on PDEs with internal SDs, where semigroup
methods have been effective. However, boundary SDs pose greater challenges. The key difficulty arises
because boundary SDs introduce unbounded operators into the abstract system formulation (see, e.g.,
Remark 2.3 below). This complicates the direct application of semigroup methods and other standard
analytical techniques (see, e.g., [1, 9, 14, 17, 26]).

In this work, we introduce and analyze a novel class of delay differential equations called boundary
delay equations. This system provides an effective framework for modeling linear time-invariant (LTT)
systems with time delays appearing either in boundary conditions or in feedback laws used for boundary
stabilization of PDEs. We refer to [1, 13, 28, 46] for concrete applications that can potentially be studied
in light of the approach we develop in our work.

In particular, our study exploits the theory of delay equations. More precisely, we use product spaces
and operator matrices to reformulate the boundary delay equation as a Cauchy problem. The resulting
problem is governed by an operator matrix with a perturbed domain in the sense of [23] (see also [26]).
By applying a version of the Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem developed for positive systems, we
prove that the underlying differential operator generates a positive Cy-semigroup. Moreover, we establish
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necessary and sufficient conditions for exponential stability and derive explicit spectral criteria for two
important classes of boundary delay equations.
The main novelties of this work are:

(1) We present a version of the Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem for positive systems. The
characteristic feature of this modified theorem is that it relaxes the regularity requirements for
the open-loop system while preserving its positivity under static feedback via a linear bounded
positive operator.

(2) We prove the well-posedness and positivity of solutions of boundary delay equations under rather
weak regularity assumptions on the system operators.

(3) We provide spectral criteria for the exponential stability of boundary delay equations.

An important motivation for this work is to provide spectral criteria for exponential stability of linear
positive hyperbolic systems subjected to time-delayed proportional boundary feedback laws [46]. While
such feedback mechanisms are well-established for stabilizing hyperbolic systems [7], our contribution
extends these results by incorporating time delays into proportional boundary feedback laws. We note
that [14] investigated the exponential stability of linear positive hyperbolic systems with time-delayed
boundary conditions bounded with respect to the state variable [14, Sect. 5]. Consequently, their proposed
boundary coupling corresponds to a full-state feedback control, which requires measuring the state over
the entire spatial domain. This requirement can be impractical in real-world applications (see, e.g., [46]).

This article is organized as follows. First, relevant notation and the problem statement are given in
Section 2. In Section 3, we present a version of the Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem for positive
systems. This section begins with preliminary results on positive admissible control and observation
operators in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2. We then state and prove the Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem
in Subsection 3.3. Section 4 contains the main results of this work; Theorem 4.1 establishes sufficient
conditions for the well-posedness and positivity of boundary delay equations, while Theorem 4.2 and
Corollaries 4.3 and 4.4 provide spectral criteria for exponential stability. In Section 5, we apply our
theoretical results to derive necessary and sufficient conditions for the exponential stability of positive
hyperbolic systems with time-delayed boundary conditions. Finally, in Appendix A, we present generation
and stability theorems for domain perturbations of positive semigroup generators.

2. NOTATION AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

2.1. Notation and Terminology. Let C,R, R, N denote the sets of complex numbers, real numbers,
positive real numbers, and natural numbers, respectively. Let £ and F' be Banach spaces. We denote
by L(E, F) the space of bounded linear operators from E to F, and we write L(F) := L(E, E). For an
operator P € L(E, F) and a subspace Z of E, we denote by P|z the restriction of P on Z. The range
of the operator P is denoted by Range(P). For a real p > 1, we denote by LP(R,; E) the space of all
measurable p-integrable functions f : Ry — E. For a,b € R such that b > a, we denote by C(a,b; E)
the space of all continuous functions from [a,b] to E, while by WP (a, b; E) we denote the Sobolev space
of absolutely continuous functions f : [a,b] — E such that the derivative 9, f is a p-integrable function.
The shorthand notations 9; := % and 9y := % are utilized for the partial derivatives.

A Banach lattice E := (E, <) is a partially ordered Banach space in which every pair of elements z, y
of E have a supremum z V y, and for all z,y,z € E and a > O:

{xﬁy = (z+2<y+zand axr < ay),
lz[ <[yl = l=ll < llyll,

where |z| = z V (—x) for all z € E. An element x € F is called positive if > 0, and the set of all

positive elements forms the positive cone F; (a notation also used for general ordered Banach spaces).

An operator P € L(E, F) is called positive if it maps the positive cone E into F, where F' is a Banach
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lattice. The set of all such positive operators is denoted by £, (FE, F'). This notation is also used when
E and F are order Banach spaces. For further details, see [2] or [35].

2.2. Positive Cy-semigroups and Extrapolation Spaces. Let A be the generator of a Cy-semigroup
T := (T(t))+>0 on the Banach space E, with growth bound wy(A) and spectral bound s(A). Define E4,
as the completion of E under the norm ||z||4; := || R()\, A)z||, where X € p(A) (the resolvent set of A) is
fixed and R(\, A) := (Mg —A)~'. The space E*, is independent of )\, as different choices yield equivalent
norms; see, e.g., [21, Sect. IL5]. The semigroup T extends to a Cy-semigroup T_q := (T_1(¢))¢>0 on
EA|, with generator A_;, an extension of A with domain E.

Now, let E be a Banach lattice. The semigroup T is called positive if T'(¢)x > 0 for all z € F; and
t > 0. The operator A is called resolvent positive if there exists w € R such that (w,00) C p(A) and
R(N,A) > 0 for all A > w. While every generator of a positive Cy-semigroup is resolvent positive, the
converse is not true in general. Counterexamples and further discussion can be found in, e.g., [3, Sect.
3]. For an overview of the theory of positive Cy-semigroups, we refer to the monographs [8, 33].

We note that in our setting, E is a Banach lattice with a natural positive cone E,. However, it is
not immediately clear how to extend this concept of positivity to the extrapolation space E4,. Since A
generates a positive Co-semigroup on E, we follow [10, Def. 2.1] and define the positive cone in E4,,
denoted by (E%,), as the closure of E in the norm || - |4;. This definition ensures that E, C (E4,).
Furthermore, if F is a real Banach lattice, then by [10, Prop. 2.3] we have

Ep=EN(BY),.
Further details can be found in [4, Sect. 2.2] and [5].

2.3. Problem Statement. In this subsection, we introduce the concept of boundary delay equations
that can be used to describe the behavior of a wide class of dynamical systems. Let X and V be Banach
spaces equipped with norms || - ||x and || - [|y. For r € Ry and 1 < p < oo, let Y}, be defined by
Y, := LP(—r,0; V) and be endowed with the norm

0
lolly, == / lo(0)1,do.

—-r
On this space we introduce the operator L : WP (—r 0; V) — V, called delay operator, by

0
L(p):= [ dn(0)p(0), (1)

-T

where o € W1P(—r 0; V) and n : [-r,0] — L(V) is an operator-valued function that satisfies the following
assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. (i) n is of bounded variation, i.e.,

Var(n; —r,0) := sup {Z m(Ok) = nOk—1)|lcvy,bh = —r<...<0n=0,me N} < 4o0;
k=1

(ii) n is continuous from the left, i.e.,
lim 7(0) =n(0y ).
0—0,
Remark 2.1. In the above, (i) implies that the Stieltjes integral f?r dn(0)p(0) exists for every ¢ €
C(—r,0; V) and is defined as the limit of Riemann-Stieltjes sums:

m

(n(0r) = 1(0r—1)) plax) as max |0y — O] — 0,
k=1
3



where ay € [0x—1,0;]. While (ii) yields that
lim Var(n; —a, 0) = 0.
a—0
Additionally, L(y) is well-defined for all ¢ € WP (—r,0;V), since by the Sobolev embedding theorem

we know that WP(—r, 0; V) is densely and continuously embedded in C(—r,0; V); see, e.g., [31] for more
information.

Let Ay, : D(An) € X — X be a closed, densely defined linear operator, and let G, P : D(A,,) =V
be continuous linear boundary operators. With this notation, a boundary delay problem is described by
the following LTT system

Oz(t) = Apz(t), t>0,
Gz(t) = L(z), t>0, (2)
(t) = Pz(t), t>0,

with initial states z(0) = f € X and z9 = ¢ € Y,. Here, z(¢) is the state and z; is the so-called history
segment defined as

[—7,0] 20— x(0) =x(t+0) € V.

Remark 2.2. We note that the function z; : [—r,0] — V describes the history segment of the value of the
state z(t) at the boundary. When P is a bounded operator, we recover the delay systems studied in [26,
Ex. 5.2] and [14, Sect. 5]. Thus, the delay differential equation (2) generalizes boundary delay equations
by incorporating modifications of the history function through an unbounded boundary operator. This
framework is particularly relevant for the stability analysis of LTI systems with pure time delays, whether
in boundary conditions or in the feedback laws employed for boundary stabilization of PDEs.

In the sequel, we make the following standard assumptions.

Assumption 2.2. (i) The restriction A := (A, )|ker(c) generates a Co-semigroup T := (T'(t))¢>0 on

X

(ii) G is onto.
Under these assumptions, the domain of A,, can be decomposed and related to A as follows
D(A,,) = ker(G) @ ker(AM x — Ap), A€ p(A).
Furthermore, for any A € p(A), the Dirichlet operator associated with the pair (4,,, G), defined by
Dy = (Glrerrarx—a,y) 2V = ker(\x — A4,,) € X
exists and is bounded (see [23, 34] for more details). One can then verify that the operator
= (Mx — A_1)Dy € L(V, X)),
is independent of A, Range(B) N X = {0}, and that
(Am — A_1)|p(a,,) = BG. (3)

Remark 2.3. Using (3), the boundary delay equation (2) can be reformulated as

{@z(t) = A_12(t) + BL(z,), t>0,

x(t) = Pz(t), t>0. )

For the case P = Ix and B = Ix, the well-posedness and asymptotic behavior of (4) were established in

[11, 12] using the Miyadera-Voigt perturbation theorem. When B is unbounded on X and A generates an

analytic Cp-semigroup, [12, Sect. 3.4] proved well-posedness via the same perturbation technique. This

result was extended in [29] for discrete delay operators L without requiring the semigroup to be analytic.
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More recently, [9] addressed well-posedness and positivity properties of solutions for the boundary delay
equation (2) with P = Ix and G = G — N, where G satisfies Assumption 2.2 and N is unbounded
operator that is not necessarily closed or closable. In their analysis, the authors combined perturbation
theory of semigroups with feedback theory of linear infinite-dimensional systems (see [26]) to establish
the well-posedness and positivity of solutions.

The typical approach to the study of delay differential equations is to embed the underlying dynamical
process into certain product space. To this end, we define

Xp:=XxY,  [(f,0)7] = Ifllx + el
and the new state
Ct) = (z(t),z)", t>0.
We point out here that the function z; is the solution of the transport equation

{&xt = ngt, t> 0, (5)

z(0) = z(t), t>0.
With this notation, the abstract delay equation (2) can be rewritten as the following Cauchy problem
9((t) = AC(t), >0,
{d@(ﬁ@i
where 2 : D(A,;,) x WHP(—r,0; V) — X, is the operator matrix defined by
A= diag(Am, %), D(A) = {f € D(Am),p € WHP(=r,0;V) : Gf = L(p), 9(0) = Pf}. (T)

(6)

Our goal is then to show that the operator (A, D(2)) generates a Cy-semigroup on X, and that there
exists a > 0 such that

G020 I, < Trpe ™ [(0) Iy,

for all (f,¢)" € D(A), t >0, and a constant Ts, > 0.

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS ON LINEAR TIME-INVARIANT INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL POSITIVE SYSTEMS

Our proof of the main results is based on the feedback theory of linear infinite-dimensional positive
systems. In the following subsections, we present auxiliary results essential to our analysis. Throughout
this section, X and U are Banach lattices (we use the same notation || - || to specify the corresponding
norms), and A is the generator of a positive Co-semigroup T := (T(¢));>0 on X.

3.1. Admissible positive observation operators. Consider the observed linear system

{atz(t) =Az(t), t>0, 2(0)=u=,

y(t) = C2(t), t>0, (8)

where C € L(D(A),U). For x € D(A), the solution z(t) = T(¢)x and the observation function y(t) =
CT(t)x are well-defined for all ¢ > 0, since D(A) is invariant under T. However, defining y(-,z) for
arbitrary = € X is not straightforward. The system (8) is called well-posed if the output y can be
P (R4, U) satisfying

loc

extended to a function y € L
Hy("x)HLI’(O,Oé;U) < ’YHQTHa Vz e X, a>0,

where v := y(«) > 0 is a constant.
We select the following definition; see, e.g., [38, Sect. 4.3].
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Definition 3.1. For a real number p > 1, we say that C is an LP-admissible observation operator for A (or
(C,A) is LP-admissible for short) if for some (hence for all) o > 0, there exists a constant v := vy(«) > 0
such that

/|\CT<t>x||pdtmp||x||p, Vi € D(A). (9)
0

Remark 3.1. We note that if (C, A) is LP-admissible, then the operator

U D(A) > LF

loc

(R4, V), z+— Uz :=CT()z,

called the output-map of (C,A), is well defined and has a bounded extension to ¥ : X — L?(0, o; U) for
each o > 0. We associate with C the following operator
D(Cp):={z e X: lim CAR(\ A)x exists},
A—+o0

Caz:= lim CAR(NA)z, z € D(Cy),

A——+o00

(10)

called the Yosida extension of C w.r.t A. The operator introduced above makes possible to give a simple
pointwise interpretation of the extended output function y in terms of C. More precisely, we have

y(t, x) = CpT(t)z,
for all z € X and a.e. ¢ > 0. For further details; see, e.g., [37, Sect. 4.4].

The following result demonstrates that the admissibility of a positive observation operator for positive
semigroups is entirely characterized by its behavior on D (A) [18, Lem. 3.1] (see also [4]).

Proposition 3.1. Let C € L, (D(A),U) and p > 1 be a real number. If the estimate (9) holds for all
x € D1 (A) and for some a > 0, then (C,A) is LP-admissible.

Remark 3.2. With respect to the above result one can reduce the definition of admissibility of positive
observation operators (more generally, the difference of two positive operators) for positive semigroups
to

/ ICT(@)ePdt < A7lle|?,  Ya € Dy (A),
0

for some o > 0 and a constant y := vy(«) > 0. In this case, we say that (C,A) is positive LP-admissible.

We note that if C is positive, then, by the closedness of U, the Yosida extension Cy of C w.r.t A is also
positive. Thus, for (C,A) positive LP-admissible, one obtains that 0 < y(¢t,z) = CAT(¢)z for all z € X,
and a.e. t > 0.

3.2. Admissible positive control operators. Consider the controlled equation

{5‘tz(t) =A_12(t) + Bu(t), t>0, (11)

z(0) =z,

where A_; : X — XA, is the extension of A to X and B € £(U,X",). A mild solution of (11) is given by
¢

2(t,z,v) = T(t)x + / T_1(t — s)Bu(s)ds, (12)
0

forall t >0, z € X, and v € L} (R;;U). The integral in (12) is calculated in XA ;. However for practice
purpose, we typically seek continuous X-valued functions z. This requires identifying a class of control

operators B for which the state of (11) remains in X. In particular, we select the following definition (see,
e.g., [41]).



Definition 3.2. For a real number p > 1, we say that B € L(U, XA ) is an LP-admissible control operator
for A (or (A,B) is LP-admissible for short) if for some (and hence for all) t > 0 and all v € LP(R4; U)

¢
D0 = / T_1(t — s)Bu(s)ds € X.
0
We note that by the closed graph theorem if (A, B) is LP-admissible, then for every t > 0 there exists
a constant k := k(t) > 0 such that
@0 < Kllv|lLro,rv), Vv € LP(R4;U). (13)

As a matter of fact, the solutions of (11) are continuous X-valued functions of ¢ for any « € X and any
ve P (Ry,U) with p € [1,+00), cf. [41, Prop. 2.3]. Moreover, by [18, Prop. 2.1], the following holds.

loc

Proposition 3.2. Let B € £, (U,XA,) and p € [1,+0c0). If for somet >0
(I)t?) € X+, Yv € Lg_(R+, U),

then (A, B) is called positive LP-admissible. If this is the case, then the state z of (11) satisfy z € C(Ry, X)
and

Xy 3 z(t) = T(t)x + Py, YVt > 0,2 € Xy, v e L (Ry; V).

3.3. A Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem for positive systems. Consider the following input-
output system

{&z(t) =A_12(t) + Bu(t), t>0, 2(0)=u, 14)
y(t) =Tz(t), t >0,
where B € £(U,XA,) and T' € £(Z,U) with
Z=D(A)+ R(A\,A_1)BU, A€ p(A).
It is not difficult to check that Z endowed with the norm
|27 = inf {||z]|* + ||[v]|* : 2 € D(A),v € U, 2 =2+ R(A\,A_1)Bv},

is a Banach space such that D(A) C Z C X with continuous embeddings. We note that Z is independent
of the choice of A, since different choices of X lead to equivalent norms on Z due to the resolvent equation.
In what follows, we assume that (A, B) is positive LP-admissible. By Proposition 3.2, we have z(t, x,v) €
Xforallt >0, z € X, and v € LP(Ry;U). However, the observation function y(-) is not a priori well-
defined, since I' € £(Z,U) and z may not belong to Z. To address this issue, we introduce the space

Wy (0,75 U) := {v € WH(0,7;U) : v(0) = 0},

for a fixed 7 > 0. Assuming without loss of generality that 0 € p(A) and using integration by parts, it
follows that ®,v € Z for all v € Wol’p(O7 7;U) and ¢ € [0, 7]. This allows us to define the following operator
for such v:

(Fv)(t) := I'dyo, te0,7].
Using this framework, we obtain the output representation
y(-,z,v) = Uz +Fo, Vo e D(A), ve WP (0,7;U), (15)

where W is the output-map of (C,A) with C:=T'|p(a).

Based on this construction, we define the well-posedness of system (14) as follows.
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Definition 3.3. The input-output system (14) is called LP-well-posed (for 1 < p < o0) if, for every
7 > 0, initial state x € D(A), and input v € Wol’p((),T; U), there exists a constant c; > 0 (independent of
x and v) such that the following estimate holds for all solutions (z,y) of (14):

V2O + 1910 ) < e (I101% + 101000 ) - (16)

The well-posedness of system (14) involves establishing conditions on the operators A, B, and I that
ensure continuous dependence of both the output signal and final state on the initial state and input
signal. This continuity enables the extension of the solution to arbitrary initial states in X and input
P (Ry;U); with the corresponding output signals then belonging to LY (R ;U).

signals in L) loc
The following result yields a characterization of the well-poseness of (14) when the operators involved

are positive.

Proposition 3.3. Let B € £, (U,X_1a) and T' € L£,(Z,U). Then, the input-output system (14) is
LP-well-posed (with 1 < p < o0) if and only if
(i) (A,B) is positive LP-admissible;
(i) (C,A) is positive LP-admissible;
(i) For T > 0, there exists p:= (1) > 0 such that

IFv]| e 0,750y < Bllvllzr0,r0), Yo € Wol,’f(O,T; U).

Proof. Necessity. This follows directly from Definition 3.3.

Sufficiency. To establish sufficiency, we need to verify that the state z and the output y of (14) satisfy
the estimate (16). In fact, let M > 1 and w > wo(A) such that || T(t)|| < Me®! for all ¢t > 0. Using item
(4), it follows from Proposition 3.2 that

=l < s (e + 1ol

for all 7 > 0 and (z,v) € X x LP(0,7;U), where My := M;(7) > 0 depends on k, M,w. On the other
hand, we know from Proposition 3.1 that item (7) implies that the output map ¥ is extendable to
U € L(X,LP(0,7;U)) for each 7 > 0. Moreover, item (iii) combined with the density of Wol”f(O, 7;U) in
L¥ (0,7;U) ensures that F extends uniquely to a bounded operator (still denoted by F) from L?(0,7;U)
to itself for each 7 > 0. Thus, by (15), one obtains

19117 0y < Me (Il + 10030 )

for all (z,v) € X x LP(0,7;U), where the constant My := M>(7) > 0 depends on v and 3. This completes
the proof. 0

Definition 3.4. Consider the setting of Proposition 3.5. We say that (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed
triple on (U, X,U) if the conditions (1)-(iii) in Proposition 3.3 are satisfied.

If (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed triple, then the operator F extends to F € L(L?(0,7;U)) for any
7 > 0, and the corresponding output function y of the system (14) satisfies

y(,z,v) =Pz +Fo, VeeX, vell (Ry;U).

loc

Furthermore, there exists a unique analytic £(U)-valued function H, called the transfer function of
(A, B, C), which satisfies (cf. [36, Cor. 3.5])

H(\) =TR(\A_1)B, V¥ Rel > wy(A).

Note that I' is an extension of C, which is generally not unique. Consequently, we do not distinguish
notationally between two transfer functions for (A, B, C) that differ only by a fixed operator, and both
are analytic. For further details; see [36] or [37, Sect. 4.6].

In order to give a complete representation of the extended output function y, we introduce the following

subclass of LP-well-posed linear systems [43] (see also [37, Sect. 5.6]).
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Definition 3.5. Let (A, B, C) be a positive LP-well-posed triple with 1 < p < co.
o We say that (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed weakly regular triple with zero feedthrough if

lim (HM\)v,u*) =0, YveU, u* el
RoIA—=+00

where U’ is the topological dual of U.
o We say that (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed strongly reqular triple with zero feedthrough if

lim [[H(A)v| =0, Yov e U.
RoIA—+o0

o We say that (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed uniformly reqular triple with zero feedthrough if

]Ra)l\lin+oo HN)| £y = 0.

If, for instance, (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple with zero feedthrough, then
y(t, z,v) = Cpz(t, z,v),
for all x € X, v € LF (R,;U), and a.e. t > 0. Furthermore H is given by the following familiar looking

loc
formula

H(\) = CAR(NA_1)B, ¥V ReA > wp(A), (17)
and the extended operator [ is given by
(Fo)(t) = CADyv,
for all v € LY (0,7;U) and a.e. t > 0. In this context, F is called the extended input-output map of

loc

(A, B, C). For further details; see, e.g., [43].
The following result demonstrates a key property of LP-well-posed positive systems.

Proposition 3.4. Let (A,B,C) be a positive LP-well-posed triple with 1 < p < co. Then, the following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) (A,B,C) is a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple with zero feedthrough.

(i) (A,B,C) is a positive LP-well-posed weakly reqular triple with zero feedthrough.

Proof. The proof of this result follows from [18, Thm. 4.1]; for completeness, we provide the details here.
The implication (i) = (i) is straightforward. Conversely, assume that item (i) holds, and let Cx
be the Yosida extension of C w.r.t. A. Then, according to [37, Thm. 5.6.5], we have

(HM\)v,y*) = (CAR\,A_1)Bu,y*), Yo e U, y* € U".
On the other hand, for s(A) < A; < A3, we have
R(A1,A) — R(A3,A) = (A2 — M )R(A1, A)R(A2, A) > 0,
since A is resolvent positive. Multiplying this inequality by Ca from the left and by B from the right,
using the positivity of Co and B, one obtains
0 < CaR(M,A_1)B < CpAR(A,A_1)B. (18)

Now, let v € Uy and (A,)nen be an increasing sequence in (s(A), +00) tending to +oo. It follows from
(18) and (%) that the sequence (CpR(An, A_1)Bv)pen decreases monotonically and weakly converges to
0. Thus, using Dini’s theorem in Banach lattices (see, e.g., [8, Prop. 10.9]),

lim CpAR(A,,A_1)Bv =0, Yv e U.

n—-+oo

Hence, the triple (A, B, C) is strongly regular. The proof is complete. 0

Remark 3.3. The above result reveals a key feature of positive LP-well-posed linear systems: weak and
strong regularity are equivalent. This property is especially valuable for studying control properties in
linear infinite-dimensional systems, including feedback stabilization and optimal control problems.

9



Consequently, we obtain the following results.
Corollary 3.1. Every positive L' -well-posed triple on Banach lattices is strongly regular.
Proof. The proof follows from [37, Thm. 5.6.6] and Proposition 3.4. O

Corollary 3.2. The dual of a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple (A,B,C) (with 1 < p < 00)
on reflexive Banach lattices is also a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple.

Proof. We know that the dual of a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple (A, B, C) is a positive
LP-well-posed weakly regular triple. Now, Proposition 3.4 yields the claim. O

We conclude this subsection with a generation result, which is a variant of the Weiss-Staffans pertur-
bation theorem [42, Thm. 6.1, Thm. 7.2 and Prop. 7.10] and [37, Thm. 7.1.2 and Thm. 7.5.3]. To this
end, we first recall the notion of admissible positive feedback operators [18].

Definition 3.6. Let (A, B, C) be a positive LP-well-posed triple with 1 < p < co. We say that the identity
1y is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A, B, C) if Iy—F has a positive inverse in L(LP(0,9; U))
for some 19 > 0.

We state the following characterizations of admissible positive feedback operators.

Lemma 3.1. Let (A,B,C) be a positive LP-well-posed triple (on U;X,U) with 1 < p < oco. For a € R,
we define

F, =e_,Feq,,

where the operator eq on LY (R, U) is defined by (eqv)(t) = e**v(t) for allt > 0. Then, the following

loc
conditions are equivalent:

(i) Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A,B,C).
(i) r(F) < 1.
(i) r(Fo,) <1 for some ag > wo(A).

Proof. Since F is a positive operator, then Iy — F has a positive inverse in L(LP(0,7;U)) if and only if
r(F) < 1. This proves (i) <= (ii). Similarly, using the positivity of F and e,, it follows from [37, Thm.
7.1.8-(v)] that Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A, B, C) if and only if r(F,,) < 1 for
some ag > wo(A). This establishes (i) <= (). This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.4. Note that when X and U are Hilbert lattices, the positivity of H implies (by [42, Prop. 3.6])
that Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A,B,C) if and only if r(H(X\g)) < 1 for some
Ao > wo (A)

We now state and prove a version of the Weiss-Staffans perturbation theorem for positive systems.

Theorem 3.1. Let (A, B, C) be a positive LP-well-posed weakly regular triple with zero feedthrough and
Iy as an admissible positive feedback operator. Define

W_; := (A x —A_1)D(Cy), X € p(A),
where A_y is the restriction of A_y to D(Cp). Then, the operator
A :=A_, +BCy, D(AY):= {x € D(Ca): (AL +BCy) € x} ,

generates a positive Cy-semigroup T := (T (t));>0 on X given by
t
T4t =Tt)x+ [ T_1(t —s)BCAT(s)ads,
0
10



for all t >0 and x € X. Moreover, (A, B¢, Cfxl) s a positive LP-well-posed strongly regular triple with
C¢ = Cp € L(D(Cy), V), B! =B e L(U,W_,). (19)

In addition, we have s(A°) > s(A).

Proof. By Proposition 3.4, the triple (A,B,C) is strongly regular. Therefore, according to [37, Thm.

7.5.3-(iii)], (A%, B, Cf\l) is an LP-well-posed strongly regular triple. To complete the proof, we only need

to verify that (A, B, C{) is positive. In fact, let A € p(A) N p(A%) (since p(A) N p(A) # (). By [37,
Thm. 7.4.7-(viii)], the operator Iy — H(\g) is invertible, and

R(Xo, A) = (zx + R(Mo,A_)B(Iy — H()\o))‘lc) R(Xo, A).

Using the definition of the spectral radius, the monotonicity of the operator norm, and the positivity and
monotonic decrease of the family (H(A))xsw,(a), We obtain

r(H) <r(H(X)) <1, YA > Ao > wo(A).
Thus, for all A > Ag,
R(AA™) = R(A\A) + Y R(\A_1)BHF(A)CR(A,A) > R(A,A) >0, (20)
k>0

which implies that A is a resolvent positive operator. Hence, the semigroup T¢ is positive. Furthermore,
form (19), it follows that the operators B¢ and C§ are positive. Thus, (A%, B!, C¢) is a positive triple.

Now, assume that s(A“), s(A) > —oo (otherwise, there is nothing to prove). On the one hand, by (20),
we have

IR AD) = [R(A A,
for all A > max{s(A), s(A%)}. On the other hand, by [8, Cor. 12.9], s(A) € o(A), and thus

li R(M\A)|| = 0.
JJim ROLA)| = oc

Therefore, s(A°) > s(A). This completes the proof. O
Remark 3.5. Theorem 3.1 provides mild sufficient conditions under which the positivity of the triple
(A,B,C) is preserved under static feedback represented by a linear bounded positive operator. For
instance, Theorem 3.1 can significantly simplify the positivity analysis of the semigroup conducted in [9,
Sect. 4]. More precisely, assumption (4.2) in [9, Thm. 4.2] can be dropped. In fact, as shown in the
proof of Theorem 3.1, the LP-well-posedness of both the open-loop and closed-loop systems ensures that
p(A) N p(A) # (), cf. [37, Thm. 7.4.7]. Moreover, using the positivity of the transfer function H, it
follows from [37, Thm. 7.4.7-(viii)] that there exists A\g > wo(A) such that r»(H(Xg)) < 1.

4. MAIN RESULTS
In this section, we present and prove the main results of the paper. We start with the well-posedness

of (2).

4.1. Well-posedness. To state our results rigorously, we need to introduce some notations and concepts.
We consider the operator @ : D(Q) — Y, defined by

Qo = dg, ¢ € D(Q) := ker(dp),

where &g : WHP(—r,0; V) — V is the Dirac mass at 0, defined by o := ¢(0). It is well-known (see, e.g.,
[8]) that the operator @ generates the nilpotent left shift semigroup S := (S(¢))¢>0 on Y, given by
0, —t<0<0,
(S(t)e)(0) =
(P(t + 9), —r<6< —t,

11



forall t > 0, ¢ € Y,, and a.e. 6 € [-r,0]. We also introduce the operator €5 : V' — Y, defined by
(eav)(0) := v for v € V, A € C, and 0 € [-7,0].

We state the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumption 2.1 be satisfied and the delay operator L, defined by (1), be positive. We
select the operators

©:=(—Q_1)e0 € L(V,(Y)®))  L:=L|pw. (21)
Then, (Q,©,L) is a positive LP-well-posed uniformly regular triple with zero feedthrough and input-maps
@?’6 given by
0, —r <6< —t,
forallt >0, ¢ € LP(RT,V), and a.e. 6 € [-7,0].

(@7 %9)(0) = { (22)

Proof. The proof of this lemma can be deduced from the abstract result of [25, Thm. 3]. However, since
we are particularly interested in the positivity and uniform regularity of the triple (Q, ©,1L), we give here
the proof. Indeed, using Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, one obtains that

| ILselrdr < Vit 07l

for any 0 < o < r and any ¢ € D (Q). Therefore, (L, Q) is positive LP-admissible. In addition, using the
injectivity of the Laplace transform, we obtain that the input-map d9° is given by (22). The positivity
of @?’@, for every t > 0, further confirms that (Q,©) is positive LP-admissible.
Now, for 0 < o < r, we define the input-output map associated with (Q,©,L):
(FOOLp)(t) == LOPp, te0,0], (23)

for any ¢ € W&’_’i (0, ; V). By the Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

ISPt < Vsl = 0P

for any ¢ € Wol”i(O,a; V). Thus, the triple (Q,©,L) satisfies the conditions (i)-(iii) in Proposition 3.3
and therefore (@, ©,L) is a positive LP-well-posed triple on V,Y,, V. Furthermore, one has

[F9OE (Lry - )] oo oy < @ Var(is —a, 0)[o]lv,

for all v € V, where Var(n; —a,0) — 0 as @ | 0 (cf. Remark 2.1). By [37, (ii)-Thm 5.6.7], we conclude
that (Q,©,L) is a positive LP-well-posed uniformly regular triple with zero feedthrough. The proof is
complete. 0]

We can now state and prove the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 be satisfied. Suppose that T is positive, P is positive, and
Dy is positive for all sufficiently large A € R. Assume the following:
(a) L is positive;
(b) (A,B,P) is a positive LP-well-posed weakly regular triple with zero feedthrough, where P := P|p(a);
(c) r(FQOLRABPY < 1 where FLOL and FABP are the input-output maps of (Q,0,1L) and
(A,B,P), respectively.
Then, the operator 2, defined by (7), generates a positive Cy-semigroup (Z(t))i>0 on Xp,. Moreover, the
boundary delay equation (2) has a unique positive mild solution z(-) € C(Ry, X) given by

2t f0) = [T 0]

Jor allt >0 and (f,¢)" € X, where [T(t)(f, tp)T]l denotes the first component of T(t)(f, )" .
12



Proof. First, we consider the operator A,, : D(A,,) = X,, defined by
An 0 1
Ay = , D(Anm):=D(An) x WHP(=r,0; V).
0 Oy
In addition, we select the operators matrices G, P : D(A;,) = V x V :=V defined by

G 0 0 L
9:<0 50>’ TZ(P 0)'

With these notations, the domain of 2 can be rewritten as
D) = {(f,#)" € D(Am): S(f,0)" =P(f.0)"}.
To prove our claim, we shall use Theorem A.1. In fact, we set
A=A, D(A) := ker(9) = ker(G) x ker(dp).
By Assumption 2.2-(i), the operator
A = diag(4, Q), D(A) = ker(G) x ker(do),
generates a positive Co-semigroup T := (T(t));>0 on X, given by T := diag(T,S). Moreover, Assumption
2.2-(ii) implies that the operator G is onto. Then, one can readily show that the Dirichlet operator
associated with (A,,, G) is given by
Dy = diag(Dy,ex) € LV, X,), A > s(A),
where Dy and ¢, are the Dirichlet operators associated with (A,,,G) and (dg, do), respectively. We then
define

Bi=(Mx, —A_1)Dy € L(V,(X)A), A >s(A).

Thus, B = diag(B,©). Since (4,B) and (Q,©O) are both positive LP-admissible, then (A,B) is also
positive LP-admissible. On the other hand, we have

0 L
e::T|D(A):(P 0)

Using assumption (b) and according to Lemma 4.1, we obtain that (C,A) is positive LP-admissible. Its
Yosida extension is given by

0 L

Cr = A) . D(€n) = D(Py) x D(Ly),
Py O

where Py and Ly are the Yosida extensions of P and IL with respect to A and @, respectively.

Now, for @ > r, we define the input-output map associated with (A, B, C):

Q.e,
(F(u,0)7)(t) = POy (u,0) T = (fjf;“) . teloal

for all (u,v)" € W&,’_’;(O, a;V), where @tQ’e and @24,155 are the input-maps of (Q, ©) and (A, B), respectively.
Using the assumption (b) and Lemma 4.1, it follows that F € £(L (0,«;V)) and

0 F@.O.L
F= (FA,B,]P’ 0 ) ’ (29)

where F@OL and FABF are the input-output maps of the triples (Q,©,1L) and (A,B,P), respectively.
Thus, (A, B, €) is a positive LP-well-posed triple on V,X,, V. Taking the Laplace transform in (24), we
obtain
0 HQOL())
H()\) = (HA’B’P(/\) 0 ) , YA > max{wo(A),wo(Q)},
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where H?®L and HABF are the transfer functions of the triples (Q,0,1L) and (A,B,P), respectively.
Therefore,

. *\ * /
polim (H(A)g,h") =0,  VYgeV,h* eV,

since (@, 9,L) and (A, B, P) are weakly regular triples with zero feedthrough. We conclude that (A, B, C)
is a positive LP-well-posed weakly regular triple with zero feedthrough.
Next, we prove that the identity Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A, B, €). In fact,

we have
Iy —F@-O.L
Iy -F = <IFA,IB§,]P’ Iy

B IV _ FQ,@,]LFA,]B,IP’ _FQ,G),]L IV 0
o 0 Iy —FABP 1)

Thus, according to Lemma 3.1, Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator if and only if
r(FQ-OLFABP) < 1 which holds by assumption (c) . Hence, by Theorem A.1, 2 generates a positive
Co-smeigroup T on X, given by

TW(f0) =T (f9)T + / T_1(t — s)BCAT(s)(fr ) ds,

for all t > 0 and (f, )" € X,. Moreover, the abstract boundary delay equation (2) has a unique positive
mild solution z(-) : [0, +00) — X given by

2t f,0) = [TO(f0) '],
for all t > 0 and (f,¢)" € X,,. Thus,

z(t, fo0) =T@) f + /0 T_1(t — s)BLAS(s)pds + /0 T_1(t — s)BLy /08 S_1(s — 0)OPxz(0o, f,p)dods, (25)

for all t > 0 and (f,¢)" € Xp, where Ly and Py are the Yosida extensions of L and P w.r.t @ and A,
respectively. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 be satisfied, whereby (c) is replaced by the following:
(¢’) For every a > 0, there exists vy > 0 independent of a such that |UFA’IB’PHL(LP(0,Q;V)) <.

Then, the abstract delay equation (2) has a unique positive mild solution z(-) € C(Ry, X) for allt > 0,

feX, and p €Y, given by (25).

Proof. According to Theorem 4.1, it suffices to show that r(F@®LFABF) < 1. Indeed, using (c’) and
Lemma 4.1, we obtain

| IEOEEEAR ) 0) e < Var s~ OISl

< Var(n; —a, 0)"v5 191170 (0. 01y

for all g € L% (0,; V) and o € (0,7). Since Var(n; —a,0) — 0 as o | 0, then there exists g > 0 small
enough such that

||FQ’@’L]FA’B’PHz:(Li(o,ao;V)) <1,
as vy is independent of a. O

Remark 4.1. Almost all results in this section remain valid, with minor and straightforward modifications,
when Banach lattices are replaced by Banach spaces. The exceptions are the following: the positivity
assumptions on T, P,Dy and L can be dropped. The weak regularity assumption on (A,B,P) must be
strengthened to strong regularity. This is because the converse part of Proposition 3.4 is a consequence

of Dini theorem, which has no counterpart for Banach spaces. The assumption (c¢) in Theorem 4.1 has
14



to be replaced by 1 € p(F@OLFABF)  With these modifications, we apply [26, Thm. 4.1] in the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

4.2. Stability. In this subsection, we derive necessary and sufficient conditions for the exponential sta-
bility of (2). Building on the reformulation presented in Sections 2.3 and 4.1, and according to Definition
A.1, the abstract delay boundary problem (2) is strongly exponentially stable if there exists o > 0 such
that

SO 0) [l < Troe  [[(F0) |, -

for all (f,¢)T € D(2A), t >0, and a constant Ty, > 0.

Our second main result, stated in the following theorem, provides a spectral condition for the expo-
nential stability of (2).

Theorem 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 be satisfied. Define
p(A) > A= H(N) := PDyL(ey) € L(V).
Then, ¥ is strongly exponential stable if and only if
s(A) <0 and r(H(0)) < 1. (26)
If the above condition holds true, then there exists a > 0 such that
H<Z(t)733t)Tpr <Tre e H(f? ‘p)THx,, J
for all (f,¢)" € D(A), t >0, and a constant Yy, > 0.

Proof. For A € p(A), we have

== (L, ) (58

Then, for such A, one obtains that r(PD,) < 1 if and only if »(H(A)) < 1. Thus, according to Theorem
A.2, we obtain

s(A) <0 <= s(A) <0 and r(PDy) <1
< s(A) <0 and r(H(0)) <1,

where we used the fact that s(Q) = —oo to obtain the second equivalence. Thus, ¥ is strongly exponential
stable if and only if the spectral condition (26) holds. This ends the proof. O

Using the spectral properties of positive semigroups, this result can be improved for LP-spaces.

Corollary 4.2. Consider the setting of Theorem 4.2, let X := LP(Qq,X1, 1) and V := LP(Qg, 3o, p2),
where p € [1,00) and (Q;,%;, u;) are o-finite measure spaces for i = 1,2. If the spectral condition (26)
holds, then there exist T, > 0 such that

G20 e, < T (50l
for allt >0 and (f,9)" € X,, where Y > 0 is independent of f and ¢.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 4.2, since in this case we have s() = wo(2) (see [40]). O

In the following, we establish necessary and sufficient conditions for the exponential stability of two

fundamental classes of boundary delay equations.
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Corollary 4.3. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.1 be satisfied, and suppose conditions (b)-(c) of Theorem 4.1
hold. Let n be an operator-valued increasing function, i.e.,

0=n(=r) <n() <n(02), —r<b <0 <0.
Then, the boundary delay equation (2) is strongly exponentially stable if and only if
s(A) <0 and r(PDgn(0)) < 1. (27)

Proof. Since 7 is an operator-valued increasing function, it follows from the closedness of V. that the
delay operator L is positive. Thus, according to Theorem 4.1, system (2) is well-posed. Furthermore,
since n(—r) = 0, we have L(eg) = n(0), which implies that H(0) = PDyn(0). Therefore, by Theorem 4.2,
the boundary delay equation (2) is strongly exponentially stable if and only if condition (27) holds. This
completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.4. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.1 be satisfied. Assume that the assumptions (b)-(c) in The-
orem 4.1 hold. If we take A € L1 (V) and consider

A, if 6= —r
n(0) = .
0, ifée (-0,

then the boundary delay equation (2) is strongly exponentially stable if and only if
s(A) <0 and r(PDoA) < 1. (28)

Proof. Notice that in this case, we have Var(n; —r,0) < ||Al|z(v), and therefore 7 satisfies Assumption 2.1.
Moreover, we have L(p) = @(—r), which implies that the delay operator L is positive. Thus, according
to Theorem 4.1, system (2) is well-posed. Furthermore, by Theorem 4.2, the boundary delay equation
(2) is strongly exponentially stable if and only if condition (28) holds. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.2. By Corollary 4.2, the results of Corollaries 4.3 and 4.4 characterize the uniform exponential
stability of system (2) when X and V are LP-spaces (1 < p < 00).

5. APPLICATION

In this section, we are concerned with the exponential stability of a one-dimensional hyperbolic system
of the form

Oz(t,x) + V()0 2(t,x) = K(x)z(t, z), t > 0,2 € (0,4), (29)

subject to the following time-delayed proportional boundary feedback law

2(t,0) = /0 ()=t +6,0), t>0, (30)

—-Tr

and initial conditions
2(0,2) = f(x), 2(0,£) =¢p0), =z¢€(0,£),0¢€[-r0].

Here,
(a) z:Ry x[0,£] = R™ (¢ >0 and n € N*) describes the system dynamics;
(b) The matrices V := diag(v;(+))1<i<n and K := diag(k;(-))1<i<n are real, diagonal, and bounded,
ie., v;(+),ki() € L>®(0,£) for all i € {1,...,n};
(c¢) There exists v > 0 such that v;(x) > v for all i € {1,...,n} and a.e. z € (0,¢);
(d) The matrix function 7 : [—r,0] — R™*™ is real-valued and satisfies Assumption 2.1;

(e) The Riemann-Stieltjes integral fET dn(0) define a positive operator.
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In what follows, we denote system (29) with the boundary conditions (30) by (2Xnyp). To investigate the
well-posedness and stability of (£pyp), we first recast the system within an abstract operator framework
on suitable function spaces. To this end, we consider the following Banach space

X, == LP(0,4;R™), 1<p< o0
On this space we introduce the operator

Moreover, we consider the boundary operators G, P : D(A,,) — R™ defined as
Gf=f(0), Pf=f), VfeD(An) (32)
We now consider the Banach space
Yy = L(-r OiR"),
and select the delay operator
L(p) = /0 dn(0)p(0), @ € WHP(=r,0;R").

With these notations, the hyperbolic system (Xny,) can be written in the preliminary abstract form

Oz(t) = Apz(t), t>0,
Gz(t) = L(%), t>0,
= Pz(t), t>0,
2(0) = [, 20 =,

where Z; is the history segment of the state value z(t) at the endpoint £. Before proceeding, we make the
following remark.

Remark 5.1. We note that [46] showed that for the (uniform) delay-free case (i.e., K = 0 and V,n are
positive constant matrices), (Xnyp) is uniformly exponentially stable if and only if 7(n) < 1, provided
the condition that the inverse velocities v; are commensurate. [14] extended this, proving that the same
stability criterion holds without the commensurate velocity assumptions. Their work also examines a class
of linear hyperbolic systems with time-delayed boundary conditions bounded with respect to the state
variable; see [14, Syst. 5.1]. As a consequence, the proposed boundary coupling can be impractical in
real-world applications. For example, in freeway traffic control, this would require impractical continuous
sensing and actuation throughout the freeway network. In contrast, proportional boundary feedback
control offers a more feasible alternative using naturally occurring control points such as on-ramp metering
and variable message signs [46].

Under the hypothesis (b) and (c), the following functions are well-defined for all z € [0,¢] and i €

(1,....n}:
Ti(x) == Az vjl(z)a &i(x) = /0”” ﬁ:g;dz

Moreover, the hypothesis (c¢) ensures that each 7;(-) is strictly increasing and continuous, and therefore
invertible. Let Ti_l(') denote its inverse function. For any initial position zg € [0,/], we define the
characteristic trajectory

mi(t) = 7,7 H7i(wo) — 1), t €[0,7:(0)],
which satisfies the initial value problem

aﬂri(t) = —vi(m(t))7 7T1(0) = Xp.
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An argument similar to that in [32] shows that the operator

A=A, D(A) = {f e WHP(0,,R™) = f(0) =0},
generates a Co-semigroup T := (T'(¢))+>0 on X, given by
eSimi) fi(my(t)), if t < 7i(x),
0, if not,

(T@)f)i(x) = {

forallie {1,...,n},t >0, f € X,, and a.e. z € [0,¢]. Clearly, T is positive and p(A) = C. Moreover,
the operator G defined in (32) is clearlry onto, which ensures the existence of the Dirichlet operator Dy
associated with (4,,,G). A direct computation then yields that

(Dad)(z) = diag (efi@)ﬂﬂ(@) d, (33)

1=1,...,n

for all d € R*, A € C, and a.e. x € [0,¢]. We define
B:=—-A_1Dg:R" - (X,)2,.
Using Laplace transform argument, one obtains that the input-maps of (A, B) are given by
AB i@ gi(t — y(x)), if t > (),
(21%) (2) = .
i 0, if not,

foralli € {1,...,n},t >0, g € LP(R,R"), and a.e. = € [0,¢]. By (c) and the change of variables
o =t — 7;(z), we obtain

AB
P, 9‘

min{f,7; 1 (t)}
» i
< pEi(2) P (¢ _ i d
Xp;‘/o e gv( T(x))x
pehe p
< 0”9l o (0,40 )

for all t > 0 and g € L} (Ry,R"), where k. := sup;<;<,, [Killco and v, := sup;<;<,, [[Villoo. Thus, (A,B)
is positive LP-admissible. Moreover, we set C' := P|p(4). Then, for max;—;,. ,, 7i(f) < a and f € D, (A),
we have

| er@sira - Z / " (e ) a

1 ks
- pt P
< A1,

where we used the change of variables x = 7;(¢) and the hypothesis (b) to obtain the above estimation.
Thus, (C, A) is positive LP-admissible.

Now, for a > max;—1, . 7;(¢), we define the operator:
(FAECg)(t) == PD;"Pg, te[0,a],g € Wy ([0,a];R™).
Then, for any i € {1,...,n} and any g € WO{’ﬁ([O,a];R”),

eSiOgi(t —7i(0), ift>7i(0),
0, if not.

(FA5Cg)(t) = {
Using the Hoélder inequality, we obtain

| IEEeq@pa =3 [ a0g - e
0 i=1 7 (€)

pfk** p
< e gl
18
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for all g € Wy?([0,a];R™). Thus,
A,B,C ok
IE5 N 2zr,arny)) <€ v
Therefore, (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed triple on R™, X,,, R™.
Next, let s, A € C such that s # A. Using (33) and the resolvent equation, we obtain
lim ACR()\, A)Dyd = PDgd, Vd € R™.
A—~+o0
Thus, Range(Ds) C D(Ca) and (Cy)|p(a,,) = P. Therefore, H(X) = CxID\ = PD,. Using (32) and (33),
one obtains that

li PD ny =0
AJTm“ Alz@ny =0,

and hence (A, B, C) is a positive LP-well-posed uniformly regular triple with zero feedthrough.

All assumptions of Corollary 4.1 hold for the triple (A, B, C), and by its claim, the time-delayed linear
hyperbolic system (Xyp) is well-posed. Furthermore, according to Corollary 4.2, (Zyp) is uniformly
exponentially stable if and only if 7(EL(gg)) < 1, where = := diag (efi“))i:lw’”.

Let us now illustrate our results by two specific examples of 7:

Ezxample 5.1. Consider the case where 7 is given by:

A, if0=—r
n(®) = .
0, if6e (-0,

where A € R}’". By Corollary 4.4 and Remark 4.2, system (¥nyp) is uniformly exponentially stable if
and only if r(EA) < 1. Furthermore,
(1) If kiy(x) <O foralli e {1,...,n} and a.e. = € [0,¢], then r(EA) < r(A). Therefore, for r(A) < 1,
we obtain that (Xyp) is uniformly exponentially stable.

(2) If k; = 0 for all 4 € {1,...,n}, then (Zpyp) is uniformly exponentially stable if and only if
r(A) < 1.

Example 5.2. Consider the case where 7 is given by:

n:=A®E.
Here, A € R}"™ and £(0) = f_9
an increasing function and A is a real positive matrix, then 7 is also an increasing operator-valued
function. Moreover, we have Var(n; —r,0) < [|A]|£(0). By Corollary 4.3 and Remark 4.2, the time-
delayed hyperbolic system (Xhyp) is uniformly exponentially stable if and only if r(Z2n(0)) < 1. If all
entries of the matrix K are negative, then the spectral radius r(2n(0)) can be estimated as follows

7neﬁsals for all 8 € [—r,0], where ¢ € R is a parameter. Since £ is

r(En(0) <1, if 9<0 and 1—e" > HK;H’
r(En(0)) <1, if ¥>0 and 1-e" < H%H’

(1]

r(En(0)) <1, if ¥=0 and [A] <2

Remark 5.2. For the case p = 2, Corollary A.1 can significantly simplify the well-posedness analysis of
system (Xpyp). This is because both (4,B,C) and (Q, ©,LL) are positive L2-well-posed uniformly regular
triples with zero feedthrough. Corollary A.1 can also simplify the proof of positive semigroup generation
in [14, Prop. 5.3 and Thm. 5.4].
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6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the well-posedness and stability of a novel class of LTI delay differential
equations called boundary delay equations. In general, the stability of an abstract delay system cannot
be determined by its spectral bound. To tackle this problem, we took advantage of the properties of
positive Cg-semigroups on Banach lattices. In particular, we showed that the positivity assumption
allows us to determine the exponential stability of the boundary delay equations by checking whether the
spectral bound is negative. This assumption also enables a relaxation of the conditions for the delay-free
initial/boundary-value problem, thereby generalizing well-known criteria for the generation of domain
perturbations of semigroup generators [6, 14, 26, 20, 18, 19, 24]. Furthermore, these findings enable us
to extend and refine existing exponential stability results for positive hyperbolic systems presented in
[14, 46].

APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we present generation and stability theorems for abstract domain perturbations of
positive semigroup generators. To explain the general setup, we consider the operator A : D(A) C X — X
defined by

A=A, D(A) :={x € D(A): Gx = Px}, (34)
where
e A, :D(A;,) C X — X is a closed and densely defined “differential” operator;
e G,Pe L(D(A,),V) are boundary operators;
e X and V are Banach spaces, referred to as the state and boundary spaces, respectively.

Below, we establish sufficient conditions on A,,, G, and P that guarantee A generates an exponential
stable, positive Cy-semigroup on X. Throughout, X and V' are Banach lattices. We recall the following
result (see [10, Rem. 2.2] and [4, Prop. 4.3]).

Lemma A.1. Suppose Assumption 2.2 holds with T positive. Then, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

(i) B is positive.

(i) Dy is positive for all X > s(A).

(ii) Dy is positive for all sufficiently large A € R.

We state the following perturbation theorem, which provides mild sufficient conditions under which A
generates a positive semigroup.

Theorem A.1l. Let Assumption 2.2 be satisfied. Suppose that T is positive, P is positive, and Dy is
positive for all sufficiently large A € R. Assume that
(i) (A,B,P) is a positive LP-well-posed weakly regular triple with zero feedthrough, where P := P|p(ay;
(ii) Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator for (A,B,P).
Then, the operator A, defined by (34), generates a positive Co-semigroup T := (T (t))i>0 on X given by
T (t) = T(t) for allt > 0.

Proof. The proof follows from [26, Thm. 4.1] and Theorem 3.1. O

Remark A.1. Theorem A.l is a slight generalization of [14, Thm. 3.2]. The positivity of the triple
(A,B,P) allows us to weaken its regularity. In addition, the assumption that r(PD,,) < 1 for some
Ao > s(A) is no longer needed to prove the positivity of the semigroup 7.

Corollary A.1. Consider the setting of Theorem A.1 with X and V are Hilbert lattices. If (A, B,P) is
a positive L%-well-posed uniformly regular triple with zero feedthrough, then the operator A generates a
positive Cy-semigroup T = (T (t))i>0 on X.
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Proof. According to Definition 3.5, we have
Jm [[PDxleevy =0,

since H(A\) = PD), for all A > wy(A). Thus, there exists A\g € R sufficiently large such that r(PD,,) < 1.
From Remark 3.4, we conclude that the identity operator Iy is an admissible positive feedback operator
for (A,B,P). The claim then follows from Theorem A.1. O

We now recall important stability properties of semigroups (see, e.g., [30, Sect. 3]).

Definition A.1. A semigroup T is strongly exponential stable if there exists o > 0 such that
IT(t)z]|x < Moe™"||2]|x,

forallz € D(A), t > 0, and a constant M, > 0. If M, can be chosen independently of x, then T is called
uniformly exponentially stable.

We note that uniform exponential stability of T is equivalent to wg(A) < 0. Moreover, when T is
positive, strong exponential stability holds if s(A) < 0; see, e.g., [30, Thm. A].

The following theorem provides a spectral characterization of the exponential stability for the semigroup
generated by A.
Theorem A.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem A.1, the following equivalence holds

s(A) <0 < s(A) <0 and r(PDgy) <1.

In particular, if either of these equivalent conditions is satisfied, the semigroup T is strongly exponentially

stable.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorems 3.1 and A.1 that

s(A) > s(A). (35)
If s(A) < 0, then by (35) one obtains that s(A) < 0, and therefore the results follows from [14, Thm.
3.4]. O
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