GLOBAL STABILIZATION BY MEANS OF
DISCRETE-DELAY OUTPUT FEEDBACK

Iasson Karafyllis

Department of Environmental Engineering, Technical University of Crete,
73100, Chania, Greece
email: ikarafyl@enveng.tuc.gr

Abstract
In the present work, sufficient conditions for global stabilization of nonlinear
uncertain systems by means of discrete-delay static output feedback are
presented. Illustrating examples show the efficiency of the proposed control
strategy.
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1. Introduction

Feedback laws with delayed terms have been considered recently for the solution of various control problems.
Particularly, the following works have showed that feedback laws, which involve delays, present features that cannot
be induced by means of ordinary feedback (i.e., feedback with no delays):

e in [1], it is shown that the use of discrete-delays can allow the design of observers that provide state
estimates for linear systems which converge to the actual state values in a pre-specified finite settling time,

e in [6], it is shown that the use of distributed delay feedback can allow the design of smooth feedback laws
which achieve finite-time stabilization of nonlinear systems in a pre-specified finite settling time,

e in[3,8,9,10,11], it is shown that the use of discrete delay static output feedback can achieve stabilization for
linear systems, which cannot be stabilized by ordinary (i.e., with no delays) static output feedback

Specifically, in [3] it was shown that autonomous, minimum phase, linear systems x = Ax+Bu,xeR" . ueR",
y(t) =cx(t) with relative degree 1 or 2 can be stabilized by static output feedback with delays of the form

(—y@—h)
u(t) =~k y(0) —hy o

y(¢) in an ordinary stabilizing feedback u(¢) =—k,y(¢)—k,»(¢) by the numerical approximation of the derivative of

| YO =y=h)
h

, where 7 >0. The form of the feedback is obtained by replacing the derivative

the output signa ~ y(t) . The same idea was used in [11] for the stabilization of a chain of integrators

using multiple delays.
In the present work, we generalize the idea proposed in [3] and we show that for uncertain systems of the form:

() =% (v, (1) 5 i=lon—1
X, =V, (0)+a(d(®), x()u(r) (1.1)
x(®) = (1 (@) x, @) €R" ,d () € D, V(1) = (v (), v, (1)) €R" Ju(t) e R

where Dc R’ is compact, d =d(-),v=v(-) are time-varying uncertainties/disturbances (modelling errors), and

a:DxR" — R is alocally Lipschitz function that satisfies the following inequality for certain constants «, 3> 0 :
a<a(d,x)< B, forall (d,x)e DxR" (1.2)

there exists a vector k£ € R” such that for sufficiently small 4 > 0, the linear feedback law with discrete delays:
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xp (1) +e(?)

x,(t=h)+e(t—h)

u(t)=k' (1.3)

X (t=(n=Dh)+e(t—(n—1)h)

where e:R — R represents the measurement error, achieves robust global stabilization of the equilibrium point
0eR” of (1.1) in the sense that the solution of (1.1) with (1.3) and arbitrary continuous initial condition

xg :[-(n=1)h,0] > R" corresponding to arbitrary measurable and locally essentially bounded inputs v:R* — R”",

d:R" > D, e:R—> N, satisfies the following estimate for all >0

(D) < Qg exp(~p1) e O|x(9>|+ZQ,- sup expl—plt =)}y (0] +Q, S exp(-u(t=D)Je(r)]  (1.4)
—(n-1)h<O< i=1 <t<f —(n-1)h<zr<t

for appropriate constants Q,,Q,,...,0,,0, >0 (Proposition 2.3). Inequality (1.4) is a “fading memory estimate” that

guarantees the Input-to-State Stability (ISS) property for the closed-loop system (1.1) with (1.3) (see [13] for the
definition of the ISS property for finite-dimensional systems, [4,12] for the extension of the ISS property to time-
delay systems and [5] for a discussion of “fading memory estimates” to a wide class of systems). The feedback law
(1.3) is constructed using a backward difference numerical differentiator of the output signal y(¢) = x,(¢)+e(?),

which is corrupted by measurement noise. Moreover, we obtain explicit estimates of the maximum allowable time
step >0 that can be used for robust stabilization as well as of the gains Q,,...,0,,,0, >0 involved in (1.4). The

obtained results are applied to minimum phase nonlinear systems of the form:

2(6) = [(d(0), 2(0), X(1)) , 2(1) € R*

;@) =g;d@®),z(t), x@)+x;,, @O)+v; (1) , i=1..,n-1
X, (1) = g, (d(0), 2(1), x(1)) + a(d (1), (1), x())u(t) + v, (£)
y(#) = x, () +e(?)

x(#) = (%) (@)seer x, (1)) €R" ,d() € D,u(t) e R

V() = (W (0)sees v, (1) €R” Je(t) e R

(1.5)

and we present sufficient conditions for robust global asymptotic stabilization by means of the discrete delay output
feedback (1.3) (see hypotheses (A1-3) in the statement of Theorem 2.6). Robustness of the closed-loop system (1.5)
with (1.3) is guaranteed by showing an inequality similar to (1.4) (Theorem 2.6). Therefore, the Bounded-Input-
Bounded-State property and the Converging-Input-Converging-State property hold for the nonlinear closed-loop
system (1.5) with (1.3). Moreover, the states x(f) converge exponentially to the origin for the unforced case
v=0,e=0. It should be noted that systems of the form (1.1) or (1.5) under the hypotheses imposed in the present
work (see hypotheses (A1-3) in the statement of Theorem 2.6) can be stabilized by dynamic (observer-based) output
feedback (see [14]). Consequently, it is clear that static output discrete-delay feedback is an alternative to dynamic

output feedback and further studies need to be performed, in order to show the advantages and disadvantages of each
type of feedback.

Consequently, the contribution of the paper is:

e the main result in [3] is generalized to uncertain minimum phase nonlinear systems of the form (1.5) with
arbitrary relative degree (Theorem 2.6),

e the main result in [11] is generalized to uncertain systems of the form (1.1) and a completely different proof
is provided (Proposition 2.3),

e robustness of the closed-loop system with respect to measurement and modelling errors is guaranteed by
“fading memory estimates” of the form (1.4),

e explicit estimates of the maximum allowable time step % >0 that can be used in (1.3) as well as of the gains
of the inputs are provided.

The structure of the paper is as follows: in Section 2 the main results are presented and proved. Section 3 contains

illustrating examples, which show the efficiency of the discrete-delay static output feedback for the stabilization of
linear and nonlinear uncertain systems. Finally, in Section 4 we present the concluding remarks of the present work.
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Notations Throughout this paper we adopt the following notations:

* By Z* we denote the set of non-negative integers and by R* we denote the set of non-negative real numbers.
* Let ] cR" :=[0,4) be an interval. By L*(I;U) (L},.(I;U)) we denote the space of measurable and (locally)
essentially bounded functions u(-) defined on 7 and taking values in U < R™. The sup operator used for a

measurable and (locally) essentially bounded operator used in the text is actually the essential supremum of this
function.

* By C 0 (4;Q), we denote the class of continuous functions on A , which take values in Q.

* Let x:[a—r,b) >R" with b>a>-o and r>0.By T, (¢#)x we denote the ““r -history” of x at time ¢ €[a,b),
ie, T.()x=x(t+6);0 [-r,0].

* For a vector xe@R"” we denote by |x| its usual Euclidean norm, by x' its transpose and by
|A| = sup{|Ax| ;xeR” ,|x| =1 } the induced norm of a matrix 4eR™". For xe C°([-r,0;R") we define
||x|| ‘= max |x(6’)| .

T 6e-r,0]
* For the definitions of the classes K and K, see [7].

* By A=diag(l,l,,...,I,) we mean that the matrix 4={a,;;i=1..,n,j=1..,n} is diagonal with a; =/;, for

ij
i=1..,n.
* We say that a function V' € C°(R";R) is radially unbounded if the following property holds: “¥ (x) is bounded if

and only if |x| is bounded”.

2. Main Results

We start by presenting a preliminary result on the numerical differentiation of the output signal of an uncertain linear
system. The following lemma shows that there is a family of backward difference operators (parameterized by the
time step /) that provides state estimates for a linear uncertain observable system.

Lemma 2.1 Consider the following system:

X; =X; +u; ,i=1..,n-1
X, =u, 2.1

x=(x]5x,) €R" Ju=(uy,eou,) eR”

with n>2. There exist constants K,,K,,.,K,>0 and a family of Ilinear continuous operators

A L ((—(n=1)h,0];R) > R" (parameterized by h e (0,1]), defined by
ny=0r P [0) y(=h) y(=2h) ... y(~(n-Dh)], ¥y elp (-(n-Dh0LR) (2.2)
1 0 0o .. 0
P o 11 | G
where Q) =diag|1,——, '2 s (n— )i eR™ and P=|1 2 2?2 20 e R™M | such
) w2y o : :
1 n-1 (n-D* ... (n-D""]

that for every he (0], u; el (R";R) (i=1,..,n), x, €R" the solution x(t) of (2.1) with initial condition

loc

x(ty) = x, corresponding to inputs u; € Lj,.(R";R) (i=1,...,n), satisfies the following inequality:

u j(r)|, Vit +(n—1h 2.3)

t—(n—-1)h<r<t

n
x() = N, Ty (t)xl‘ < ZK‘/hf”*" sup
=



Moreover, for every h e (0,1] it holds that:

-1
h" ‘A'Zy

<K, sup |y()|.Vyelp, ((n=Dh0]:R) (2.4)
—(n-1)h<7<0

Proof: First notice that P is a Vandermonde matrix and is invertible. Clearly, definition (2.2) guarantees that
inequality (2.4) holds for appropriate K, >0 (e.g., K, =n ‘P’l‘(n—l)!). In order to show inequality (2.3), let

he(0,],
condition x(to) = x, corresponding to inputs u; € L. (R";R) (i=1,..,n). Forall ¢>1t,+(n—1)h, it holds that:

RYN) (i=1,...,n), xo € R" (arbitrary) and consider the solution x(¢) of (2.1) with initial

loc

t

x(¢) = exp(A(n—Dh)x(t — (n—1)h) + J' exp(A(t —7) Ju(r)dr (2.5)
t—(n—1)h
t—kh
x, (¢ —kh) = ¢"exp(A(n —1=k)h)x(t — (n—1)h) + Jc' exp(A(t —kh—)u(r)d7 , k=0,...,n—1 (2.6)
t~(n—-1)h
0 1 0 ... 0]
001 ... 0
where A=|: : i and ¢'= [1 0 0 .. 0] . Eliminating x(z —(n—1)k) from the above equations, we
0 0 0
000 ... 0]
obtain:
x1 (1)
x(t—h) t
x()=Q/ P | x,(t=2h) |-QpP' B(t,u)+ J'exp(A(t —O)u(z)dr , Vt>t+(n—1h (2.7)
: t—(n-1)h
| X (1= (n—=1)h) |
where
¢ t—h t~(n=2)h
B'(t,u) = J.c’exp(A(t—r))u(r)dr J.c’exp(A(t—h—z'))u(f)dT jc'exp(A(t—(n—2)h—z'))u(r)dz' 0

t—(n-1)h t—(n-1)h t—(n-1)h

h2 hn—l
Since ¢'exp(4h)={1 h — ... , we have
2 (n=1)!
t—kh
jc exp(A(t —kh—1)u(r)d7| < ZMW sup <(z')|
(—(n=1)h =] ] t—(n-1)h<r<t
(n— 1)
Consequently, |B(t u)| <(n- l)z sup |u j(r)| and
! t—(n—-1)h<r<t
‘Q,;’P‘IB(t u)‘ <(n- 1)f‘P‘1‘(n 1)!2(" D’ yeion sup |u; (2], Vet + (=1 2.8)

t—(n—-1)h<r<t

Moreover, we have:



t

I exp(A(t —7)u(r)dz| < (n—l)h0 ?Il(a)fl)h|exp(As)| sup  [u(?)

t—(n=1)h t—(n-1)h<r<t

<(n-1) Oglgil|exp(z4s)|z R sup

= t—(n-1)h<r<t

u, (@)

The above inequality, in conjunction with (2.7), (2.8) and definition (2 2) guarantees that inequality (2.3) holds for

)

appropriate constants K,..,K, >0(e.g, K; =(n— l)x/_‘P ‘ 1)' +(n— 1) max |exp(As)| j=L.,n).

The proof is complete. <

The following lemma is concerned with the stabilization properties of system (1.1) by means of state ordinary
linear feedback. Its proof is trivial and is omitted.

Lemma 2.2 Consider system (1.1), where D C R’ s compact and a:DxR" — R is a locally Lipschitz mapping
that satisfies (1.2). There exists a vector ke R" and constants My, M,,...,M, >0, u>0 such that for every

el;,, R5RM"), dely,.(R";D), (ty,x0)€R" xR" the solution x(t) of the closed-loop system (1.1) with

u=k'’x corresponding to inputs vel],, (R";R"), del,,.(R";D), with initial condition x(ty)=x,€R"

satisfies:

le(0)| < My exp(— g (1~ 1) x0|+ZM sup {exp pt-o)v(@) }, v (2.9)

i=1 fo=<

We are now in a position to state the main results of the present work. The following proposition shows that the
state estimate provided by the backward difference operator of Lemma 2.1 can be used for the robust exponential
stabilization of system (1.1) for sufficiently small values of the time step /. The result of the following proposition
provides explicit formulae that allow the designer to select appropriate values for the time step %, in contrast with
Proposition 2 in [11]. Its proof is provided at the Appendix.

Proposition 2.3 Consider system (1.1), where DcR' s compact and a:DxR" >R is a locally Lipschitz
mapping that satisfies (1.2). Let ke R" and My, M,,...M, >0, u>0, be the vector and the constants for which

(2.9) holds. Moreover, let K,K,,...K, >0, A}, :L,.([—(n—1)h,0];R) - R", be the constants and the family of
linear operators (parameterized by h € (0,1]), for which (2.3), (2.4) hold. Then for every h € (0,1] that satisfies

KM, 2| explu (n—1)h)
" (1= Bk, K| exp(u (n - k)

BhK ,|k|exp(u (n—1)h)<1 (2.10)

there exist constants Qy,Q,....0,,0, >0 such that for every vel].(R";R"), eel,.(RN) and
Xg € CO([~(n=Dh,0];R™), the solution x(t) of the closed-loop system (1.1) with
u(t) =k'N T, ()(x; +e) (2.11)

corresponding to inputs vel] (R";R"), ee

x(0) =x,(0);0 €[—(n—1)h,0] satisfies (1.4) forall t 20.

© (RR), de

loc

(R*; D), with initial ~ condition

loc

Remark 2.4: Notice that formula (2.2) for the backward difference operator A’ : L. ([-(n —1)A,0];R) —> R" implies

. loc

that the feedback law (2.11) can be equivalently expressed as



X1 (0) +e(?)

u(t) = k'0! P! x (t=h)+e(t—h)
- h :

x,(t=(n=Dh)+e(t— (n=1)h)

1 0 0 0 |
' ” o 11 IS L
where O} = diag| 1,—,——,..., (”_)i eR™ and P=|1 2 22 0 2mh Jewme,
(=h) (=h) (=" C : :
1 n-1 (n=-D* ... (n-1""]

Remark 2.5: The proof of Proposition 2.3 (see Appendix) allows an estimation of the magnitude of the constants
0,05--,0,,0, >0 involved in (1.4):
M o Blk|+nL

0, <My +M,plk
e ||1—cM,,,6’2|k|2

ok, h K, B, )+ LK,
1-cvr, 52k,

0, <M, +Mnﬂ|k|

,i=1,..,n

o, Blk|explu (n=1)h)+1)+ L exp(u (n—1)h)
1-eM, B2K

0, <M, h'"" K, plk|| exp(u (n—1)h)+ Bli|

hK , exp(u (n—1)h)
2 b
(1= 1k, Al explue (n-1)h)
examples in the following section show that the above estimates are conservative for the linear case a(d,x)=1.

where c¢:= L= (1 +Koh'™" )exp(2(n + ,b’|k|h1’” Ko+p)(n— 1)h). However, numerical

Moreover, it should be noted that when 42 — 0 then Q, — +oo: this is the well-known phenomenon of sensitivity of

high-gain feedback laws to measurement errors. Indeed, when 4 — 0 then the linear feedback law (1.3) becomes a
high-gain feedback (see the formula in the above remark).

Our next main result deals with the stabilization problem for system (1.5).

Theorem 2.6 Consider system (1.5), where DcR! s compact, the mappings f:D><91k><91"—>‘Rk,

g; :DxRFxR" 5> R (i=1,..,n)and a:DxRExR" SR are locally Lipschitz with f(d,0,0)=0 forall deD .
Suppose the following:

(A1) There exist constants y >0, c¢>0 and functions ac K, V e CO (R, R which is positive definite and
radially unbounded with V(0)=0, such that for every xelj,,(R";R"), del,,(R";D), z, € R* the solution

loc loc
z(t) of the system z(t) = f(d(t),z(t),x(t)) corresponding to inputs x € Lj,,(R";R"), d e, (R"; D), with initial

loc
condition z(0)=z, € RE satisfies:
V(z(t)) < exp(— c t)a(]zo |)+ ¥ sup exp(— c(t— z’)]x(z')| (2.12)

0<zr<t

(A2) There exists a constant L >0, such that the following inequalities hold for all (d, z,x) € D x RExR" -

|g;(d,z,0)| < L|(x),.ox;)

Ji=ln-1 (2.13a)
g, (d.z.0)| < L(V(2)+]x]) (2.13b)
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(A3) There exist constants o, >0, such that the following inequalities hold for all (d,z,x) e Dx RE xR
a<a(d,z,x)<p (2.13¢)

Let Ky,K,,...K,>0, A} :L,.((-(n=Dh,0];R) > R", be the constants and the family of linear operators
(parameterized by he(0,1]), for which (2.3), (2.4) hold and let ke R" and M,,M,,...,M, >0, u>0, be the
vector and the constants for which (2.9) holds. Then for every b € (0,1] that satisfies

bK M, |k exp(u (n-1)b)
(1-6K , Ak exp(s (1~ 1B))

<1; bK, Blk|exp(p (n—1)b) <1 (2.14)

there exists R(b)>1 and constants M,K,Q >0 such that for every r > R(b), d el;..(R";D), vel;.(R";R"),

loc loc
o0

ecli (R;R), z, eRY and x, e CO([-(n—-1)h,0;R"), where h:==b/r, the solution (z(t),x(t)) of the closed-
loop system (1.5) with

u(t) =
1 0 0 o 17
1 1 12 171 x (D) +e(?)
r"k'diag[l I 2 ("_1)!J1 2 52 -1 xl(t—h)+e(t—h) (2.15)
T(=b) (=p)2 T (=) )] : :

x,(t = (n=1)h)+e(t - (n—1)h)

1 n-1 (n-1> ... (n-1)""]
with initial condition z(0)=z, € RE x(0) = x0(0);0 €[-(n—-1)h,0], corresponding to inputs d el (R*;D),
velp. (R";R"), eely, (R;R), satisfies forall t>0:

()| + 7 (z(0)) < exp(-7 )0 [p(r)x o+ al|z))

+7r7' p(rK sup exp(— i r(t— z’)]v(r)| +p(M  sup  exp(—EZr(t— r)]e(r)|

0<z<t —(n-1)h<z<t

(2.16)

~ c r"
where 1 :=min| —; and p(r)y=————.
" (r “) PO = TR
Remark 2.7: Hypothesis (A1) is automatically satisfied if there exist constants K,c, p >0 and a positive definite,
radially unbounded and continuously differentiable function W : RY 5>RT  such that for every
(d,z,x) e Dx R  xR" the differential inequality VW(z) f(d,z,x) < -2cpW(z)+ K |x|p holds. Particularly, in this
1

| 1
case inequality (2.12) holds with V(z):= (W(z));, Y= (ﬁjp and ae€K, any function that satisfies
cp

1
(W(z)); < a(|z|) for all zeR*. Particularly, if the z-—subsystem is linear z= Az+ Bx, where Be R" and

Ae R is Hurwitz, then hypothesis (A1) holds for the function W(z)=z'Pz, where PeR** is a symmetric
positive definite matrix which satisfies the property that the matrix Q = —(A4'P+ PA) is positive definite.

Proof of Theorem 2.6: Notice that, by virtue of Remark 2.4, for every delj,, (R";D), vel,.(R";R"),

loc

eeli. (R;R), z, eRF and x, € CO([—~(n-1)h,0];]R"), the solution (z(t),x(¢)) of the closed-loop system (1.5)



with (2.15) with initial condition z(0)=z, e RE, x(0)=x,(0);0 €[-(n—1)h,0], corresponding to inputs
R5D), vel,(RT;R"), eell. (R;N), is related with the solution of

loc lac

%(r) =7 f(d(v), E(r), diag(r,....r" Yw(1))

% (1) ="V g (d (1), &(z), diag(r.... " YWD) + w,, (0)+r V5. (0) , i=1..,n-1 (2.17)
T
Bl (0) = g, @0, 60 i (e " YA + (0, 0, g s D) T, ()

T

with
u(r) = k'A’LT(n_l)b (r)(wy +€) (2.18)

initial condition £(0) =z, € R*, w(0) =diag(r ", r>....r ")xy(0/r);60 €[-(n—1)b,0], corresponding to inputs
el;.(R";D), vel, (R";R"), e el.(R;N), where d(r) =d(t/r), vV(t)=v(t/r), e(zr)=r" e(z’/r) by
the followmg formulae:

2(t) = E(rt) 3 x(t) = diag(r,r>,...,r")w(rt) , as long as the solutions exist (2.19)

By virtue of Proposition 2.3 and since (2.13c), (2.14) hold, there exist constants Q,,0,,...,0,,,0, >0 such that for
(RN, (R;R) and  w, e CO([- (n—l)b,O];‘R”), the solution w(z) of the closed-loop
system (2.17) with (2.18) corresponding to inputs v el . (R";R"),

every v ey, loc

(R; M), with initial condition
w(0) =wy(0);0 €[—(n—-1)b,0] satisfies the following inequality as long as the solution exists:

loc

w(@)| < Qg exp(~pDwo |, +ZQ1 O sup expl-p(r-9)JF )

<s<tr
(2.20)
v Z 0 sup expl- 1 (7= 5))g, (A (), £(5), diag (s " W)+ O, sup  expl- 1 (z=9))e(s)
0<s<r —(n-1)b<s<r
By virtue of (2.13a) we obtain for all (d,&,w) e Dx R xR"
r e (d, & diag(r,.., r" )W)‘ < £|W| ,i=L.,n-1 2:21)
r
Moreover, it follows from (2.13b) that the following inequality holds for all (c? ,E,w)e Dx RExR":
r g (&, diag(ro....r )w)‘ —|w| n-1 (2.22)

It follows from (2.20), (2.21), (2.22) and the fact z = min(s; ,u} < p that the following estimate holds as long as the
r

solution of (2.17) with (2.18) exists:

exp(# D)w(@)| < Qolwoll ), + D Q™ sup exp(iz ) () +% 0, sup exp(fi sV (£(s))
i=1 <s<t r

0<s<t

(2.23)
+—[ZQ j sup exp ,us)w(s)|+Q sup exp(ﬁ sl?(s)|

0<s<r —(n-1)b<s<t

On the other hand, hypothesis (A1) in conjunction with (2.19) guarantees that the following estimate holds as long as
the solution of (2.17) with (2.18) exists:



V(E(r)) < exp[——rj all)))+7 " sup exp(——(r s)j|w(s)| (2.24)

0<s<t

It follows from (2.24) and the fact g := min[s; ,uJ << that the following estimate holds as long as the solution of
r r

(2.17) with (2.18) exists:

sup exp(ﬁ s)V(g‘(s)) < a(]f(0)|)+ yr” sup exp(ﬁ slw(s)| (2.25)

0<s<t 0<s<r

Combining (2.23) with (2.25), we conclude that the following estimate holds as long as the solution of (2.17) with
(2.18) exists:

_ n » o L
Ossl;lgr exp(,u slw(s)| <0 ”WO "(n—l)b + Z:: O;r b Oi‘jspr exp(,u 51",‘ (S)| + r"T 0, a(]f(O)D

(2.26)
[Qny - Z 0, ] sup exp(iis Jw(s)| + 0, s exp(Z7 s )& (s)|
Define:
R=R(b) :1+L[Qn7/+iQi] (2.27)
i=1

Estimates (2.25), (2.26) and definition (2.27) in conjunction with the fact » > R(b) give the following estimates holds
as long as the solution of (2.17) with (2.18) exists:

sup expl(@ ()| <0y, ZQ S s expliis e 9]+ — = 0,a0)

0<s<t +1-R (I’+1—R) (2 28)
+0, —+; R o sll)llisqexp(ﬁslg(sﬂ

sup expl7is W (&) <[ 1422 |a(z0))+ 7 Oulwo Z7Q sup explis ), (5)

0<str U r+1-R 1= g 20N ole-ns —R 0<s<r (229

n+l

TR exp(ii sJe(s)

+0.7
Estimates (2.28) and (2.29) in conjunction with the fact that imply that the function V € C Q(RERTY s radially

unbounded, imply that the phenomenon of finite escape time cannot happen. Thus the solution of (2.17) with (2.18)
exists for all >0 and satisfies (2.28), (2.29) for all 7> 0. By virtue of (2.19), it follows that the solution of the

closed-loop system (1.5) with (2.15) exists for all #>0. Exploiting (2.19) and definitions v(z):=v(z/r),
e(r):=r"'e(r/r) in conjunction with estimates (2.28), (2.29) and the facts r>R(b)>1, h:=b/r, gives for all
t20:

~ ~ 1 LO,
exp(,u rtXx(t)| + exp(,u rt)V(z(t)) <(+y) r :1 =z Qo ||x0 ||(,H)h + (1 + %Ja(]zo |)
. i o (2.30)
+(1+ }/)IZ:;‘ 0, — r Os<1?<)t exp(,u r s)v (s)| +0,.(0+ 7/) 1R _(n_Sll;.}[l)Sgt exp(ﬁ rs)e(s)|



n
Estimate (2.30) implies estimate (2.16) with Q :=(1+y)Q, +1+(1+»)LQ,, K =(1+ )/)Z Q;, and M =0,(1+y).
i=1

Notice that the constants M, K,Q > 0 are all independent of » (but depend on b ). The proof is complete. <

3. lustrating Examples
The following example illustrates the use of Proposition 2.3 for stabilization of linear systems.
Example 3.1: Consider the system (chain of three integrators)

X| =X,
Xy =X3+V, 3.0

).63 :M+V3

x=(x,%y,%3) €R ,ueR v, eR,v; eR

The qualitative result in [11] guarantees that there exist k,k,,k; and sufficiently small />0 such that the

equilibrium point 0eCO([-2h,0];R%) is globally asymptotically stable for the closed-loop system (3.1) with

vy =v3 =0 and

3x,(t)—4x;(t—h)+x,(t—2h)
2h

X, ()= 2x,(t = h) +x,(t - 2h)
h2

u(t) =—kyx, (1) -k, ks (3.2)

The use of Proposition 2.3 allows us to estimate the maximum allowable time step % >0 that guarantees inequality
(1.4) for the closed-loop system (3.1) with (3.2). Indeed, inequalities (2.3) and (2.4) hold for the operator

| 2h% y(0)
A}y =—| hBr(0)=4y(=h)+ y(~=2h)) (3.3)
2(1(0) = 2y(~h) + y(~2h))

with K, < 4\/5 and K, <4136 . Clearly, inequality (1.2) holds with a=/g=1. Moreover, the vector
k =(=k,,~k,,—ks) =(-3,-5,-3)" guarantees that inequality (2.9) holds for the solution of the closed-loop system

(1.1) with n=3 and u =k'x. Particularly, inequality (2.9) holds with u=1/4, M, <190 and M; < Zx/g. The
estimation of the constants ux, M, and M, is performed by making use of the quadratic Lyapunov function

V(x)= %xf Jr%(x2 +x, ) +%(x3 +2x, +2x, )7 It follows that inequalities (2.10) hold for /< 4.1-107*. However,

(as noted above in Remark 2.5) it should be emphasized that this is a conservative estimate of the maximum
allowable time step. Numerical simulations have shown that the maximum allowable time step is approximately
h=0.21. Of course, as & — 0.21, the rate of convergence becomes slower (z — 0 in (1.4)). In Figure 1 it is shown

the evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with (3.2), #=0.1 and v, =v5 =0 (initial condition
X%, (0)=x;(0)=1, x,(0)=0 for 8[-0.2,-0.1] and x,(0) =100 +1 for 8 €[-0.1,0]). Clearly, the states converge

to zero exponentially, despite the fact that the estimates provided by the backward difference operator (3.3) are not
good approximations of the state vector during the interval [0,0.2]. The initial transient period, where the estimates

provided by the backward difference operator (3.3) are not good approximations of the state vector, deteriorates the
performance (compare with Figure 2, which shows the evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with
u=k’x, v, =v; =0 and initial condition x,(0)=x,(0)=x5(0)=1; as expected state feedback guarantees better

performance compared to output feedback with x; as output).
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Figure 1: The evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with (3.2), #=0.1 and v, =v; =0
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Figure 2: The evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with u =k'x, v, =v; =0

In Figure 3 it is shown the evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with (3.2), #=0.1 and
vy(t)=cos(t), v;(t)=1.5sin(f) (initial condition x,(0)=x;(0)=1, x,(@)=0 for 6€[-0.2,-0.1] and
x,(0)=100+1 for € €[-0.1,0]). Clearly, the states converge to a periodic solution exponentially and estimate (1.4)
holds.
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Figure 3: The evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.1) with (3.2), £#=0.1 and v, (¢) =cos(?),
v4(t) =1.5sin(¢)

Example 3.2: Consider the following nonlinear system:

Z.:_Z_Z3 +d1X2
X=Xy 3 Xy=x3 ;3 Xy=dyz’ 4u (3.4)

ze‘)?,xz(xl,xz,x3)'eiﬁ3 ,awueR,d=(d,,d,)e[-LI]x[-L1]

By virtue of Remark 2.7 and using the function W (z) = %24, it follows that hypothesis (A1) of Theorem 2.6 holds

with V(z) :=%zz, 7::% and a(s) :=%s4. Hypotheses (A2), (A3) of Theorem 2.6 hold as well with L:=2,

a = [ =1. Consequently, Theorem 2.6 guarantees that there exist k,,k,,k; and sufficiently small /4 >0 such that

the equilibrium point 0 e C°([-2A,0];R*) is robustly globally asymptotically stable for the closed-loop system (3.4)
with (3.2). In Figures 4 and 5, it is shown the evolution of the states of the closed-loop system (3.4) with (3.2),
h=0.1, k=(-ky,~k,,—k3) =(-3,-5-3)", d,(t)=sgn(x,(¢)), d,()=1 (initial condition z(0)=2,
X, (0)=x3(0)=1, x,(6)=0 for 8 €[-0.2,-0.1] and x,(6) =106+1 for & €[-0.1,0]).

3 x1(t)
7

x3(t)

-12

17 -

Figure 4: The evolution of the state x(¢) of the closed-loop system (3.4) with (3.2), 7=0.1
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0 T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 t 10

Figure 5: The evolution of the state z(¢) of the closed-loop system (3.4) with (3.2), 7=0.1

4. Concluding Remarks

In this work, sufficient conditions for robust global asymptotic stabilization of nonlinear uncertain systems by means
of discrete-delay static output feedback are presented. The efficiency of the proposed control strategy is demonstrated
with illustrating examples. It is clear that static output discrete-delay feedback is an alternative to dynamic output
(observer-based) feedback and further studies need to be performed, in order to show the advantages and
disadvantages of each type of feedback.
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Appendix

Proof of Proposition 2.3: For notational convenience we set » = (n—1)% . Following the proof of Theorem 1.1 (page
168) in [2] and using (2.4), we notice that the solution x(¢) of the closed-loop system (1.1) with (2.11) corresponding
to arbitrary inputs vel;,.(R";R"), eely, . (R;R), with initial condition x(0)=x,(8);0 €[-r,0] exists for all
t >0 and satisfies the estimate:

sup |x(z')| <exp Mt n||x0|| +Z sup |v (r)|+,8|k|hl "K, sup |e(r)| V>0 (A1)

t—r< =1 0<r<t

where (by virtue of (1.2), (2.4)) M =n+ Blk|h'™"K . Furthermore, by virtue of (1.2), (2.3), (2.4), we have for all
t>2r:

‘x(t) ~ AT (0)x, ‘

<ZK R sup (T)|+K h sup

Jj=1 t—r<t<t t—r<t<t

v, (2)+ a(d(2), x(2) (ke(2) — K (x(0) = AT, (), )+ KNS T, (T)e)‘ (A2)

ZK Bt sup | (r)|+,[3hKn|k|( sup |x(r)|+ sup |x(7)—A,T, (z’)xl‘+h1_"K0 sup |e(r)|j
j=1 1—r<r<t (—r<r<t

It follows from (A2) that the following estimate holds for all # > 2r :

sup exp(,urjx(r) AT, (r)xl‘ ZK N At "exp(,ur) sup exp(,url (z')|

t—r<r<t =1 t—-2r<r<t

+pBhK, |k| exp(,u r)[ sup exp(,u r]x(z')| + sup exp(,u z’Xx(z') - AT, (7)x, ‘ +h'"K,  sup exp(,u 716(1)0

t—2r<r<t t=2r<r<t t=2r<r<t

By distinguishing the cases sup exp(u rXx(r) =N, T.(7)x, ‘ = sup exp(u r]x(r) —AT.(7)x, ‘ and

t—-2r<r<t t=2r<r<t-r

sup exp(,urXx(r)—A’}qT,(z')xl‘z sup exp(yr]x(r)—A’},Tr(r)xl‘, it follows from (2.10) and the above

t—-2r<r<t t—r<r<t

inequality that the following estimate holds for all # > 27 :

n K hTT exp(ur)
~ AT, < 4
R L DY o R T

BhK, |k| exp y7, r) [
l BhK, |k| exp ,ur)
+pBhK, |k| exp ,u r) sup exp(,u z’jx(r) - AT, (7)x, ‘

t=2r<r<t-r

sup exp(,ur]x(r)|+h1_"K0 sup exp(,ur)e(z')ﬂ (A3)

t-2r<r<t t-2r<r<t

Using estimate (A3) and induction, it may be shown that the following inequality holds for all me Z*, &> 2r:

K;h" " explur)

sup explu TXX(T) —AN\T.(7)x, ‘ < i iw hK |k| explu ,,))m—l sup  explu ijj (r)|

E+(m-)r<e<&+mr 1- ﬂ hK |k| exp(,u r EH(I-2)r<r<EHr
BhK |k| exI{,u r - .
hK_ |k h
' 1-fhK, |k| exp(,u r ZQB & | | exdﬂ ’ ) §+(l—zs)lrlsprs§+1r exp(,u TXX(T)' ’ %o §+(l—2s)lrl£§§+lr exp(,u TXe(T)'

+ (,[3 hK, |k| explur) ) i sup exp(,u TX)C(T) -N,T, (z’)xl‘

E2r<r<é—r

(A4)
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Let arbitrary T >2r. Using inequality (A4) with m = {T — 2r} , E=t— r{T — 2”} (where [T —
r r

2
r} denotes the
-

. . T-2 . S .
integer part of the non-negative real number ! ), in conjunction with the fact that
r
“ 1 .
z (BhK, |k| exp(ur)™ < forall me Z*, we obtain:

1-phK, |k| exp(,u r)

L KT explur)
— sup exp(u fj (r)|
j:l -phK, |k| exp ))

0<z<T

sup exp(u TXX(T) AT, (7)x, ‘

T—r<r<T
BhK, |k| exp(,u r) (

(1- B K k| exp(u r))
+exp(-a(T'—2r)) sup exp(u z’jx(r) -A, T, (7)x, ‘

0<7<L2r

sup exp(u r]x(r)| +h"™"K, sup exp(u r]e(z’)g
0<7<T 0<7<T

where o = —llog(ﬂ hK, |k|) —u>0. Clearly,
r

sup exp(y z’jx(r) -A,T, (z’)xl‘ < sup ( sup exp(y ‘[Xx(r) =N, T, (7)x, U ,forall t>2r
r<r<t 2r<T<t\T-r<r<T

Hence, the two above inequalities give for all ¢ > 27 :

K‘/-h-/”*" exp(ur)

e explu TXX(T) T (T)xl‘ - ,Z_;‘ (1= B 1K |k explu r))’ eres el )

B hK || exp(ur) [
(1 -phK, |k| exp(y r))z
+ sup exp(u rXx(z') - AT, (t)x, ‘

0<7<2r

sup exp ,urjx(z')|+h K, sup exp(,u T]e(r)o (AS)

0<zr<t

On the other hand, it follows from (1.2), (2.9) and (2.4), that the solution x(z) of the closed-loop system (1.1) with
(2.11)  corresponding to  inputs vel) (RT;R"), eel].(R;N), with  initial  condition
{x(0);0 €[-r,0]} =x, € c’ ([-7,0];R"), satisfies the following estimate for all >0 :

exp(u (0] < Mo (0) + M, sup {exp(un)}y ()] |
P = (A6)

+/M, |k| sup {exp(u Z'XX(T) = AT (7)x, ‘ }+ M, |k|hl_”KO exp(ur) sup exp(u T}e(r)|
0<r<t —r<r<t
Combining estimates (A5) and (A6), we obtain for all > 27 :

. n hexp(,ur)(thj_” +BK, kM )

-ALT, <

rssligz exp(,u TXx(z') T ‘ ; (1 -phK, |k| exp(y r))2 0<TI<)t exp(,u Tj (T)|
BhK, |k| exp(y r)

(1~ p 1K, K] explu )]

2—n
+ sup exp(,u rXx(r) = AT, (7)x, ‘ + ph K, |k| exp(,u r)2 K, (,b’ M, |k| exp(y r)+ l) sup exp(,u T]e(z')|
0<7<2r (] — ﬂ hKn |k| exp()u r)) —r<r<t

BhK, |k| exp(,u r)
(1- g K, K| exp(ur))’

M, |x(0)| + M, |k| Osup {exp(,u rXx(z') -N T, (7)x, ‘ } (A7)
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By using (2.10) and distinguishing the cases sup {exp(,u rXx(r) -AT, (z’)xl‘ }: sup {exp(,u rXx(r) - AT, (7)x, ‘ }

0<7<t 0<z<r

and sup {exp(,u rXx(r) - AT, (7)x, ‘ }: sup {exp(,u rXx(r) -AT, (z’)xl‘ }, inequality (A7) implies for all ¢ > 2r :
r<r<t

0<z<t

sup exp(u rXx(z-) ~ALT, (T)xl‘ < Z”: C(thf—” +BK, |k|Mj)

sup exp(u rjvj (r)|

r<r<t = (1 — cMnﬁ2|k|2 )[(n 0<r<t
cMoﬂ|£€| )+ 4 cK o Alk|(0 , AlK] :xpgﬂ r)+1) wup el Je) )
1—cM , 5 |k| 1—cM , B |k| —r<rse
1

+————— sup exp(u z’jx(z’) = AT (7)x, ‘
1— CMnﬁ |k| 0<7<2r

hK, exp(,u r)
(1=K, | explia 1)

where ¢ = - Notice that by virtue of (2.4) and (A1), we have for all 1 <2r:

sup exp(u TXX(T) = AT (7)x, ‘
0<7r<t

n (A9)
<(1+ ko )exp(z(n + Blk|n' " K + p1) r{n"xo l+>] sup v (@) + Blk|' " K sup |e(7)]
i=] 07t —r<r<t

Finally, combining estimates (A8) and (A9) we obtain for all >0 :

n co\K h/T"+ BK KM )+ LK,

sup exp(,u rXx(r) -AT, (z’)xl‘ < z C( / F 2| |2 / ) sup exp(,u z’jvj (r)|

0<r<t = (1 —cM B |k| )[(n 0<r<t
cMO,b’|k|+nL c(Mn,b’|k| exp(,u r)+1)+Lexp(,u r)

T e B sup exp(,u z’)e(z')|

1-eM, 52K 1-eM, B2JK —rsesi

(A10)

[ol, +4"" £ Kol

where L := (1 +K Ohl_” )exp(2(n + ,b’|k|h1_" Ko+ r). Estimate (A10) in conjunction with estimate (A6) gives for all
t20:

M, Blk|+nL
exp(ut)IX(t)IS[Mo+Mnﬂ|k|mJ||xo||r

1-eM, B2k

sup explur)y (o)

0<r<t

+Zn:[Mi +Mn,8|k|

ek n =+ K, plIM, )+ LK, ]
i=1

b-ct,7 e,
c(Mnﬂ|k| explur)+ 1)+ Lexp(ur)
1-eM, B2K)

sup exp(u r)e(r)|

—-r<r<t

+Mnhl_”KO,b’|k| {exp(y )+ ,B|k|

The above estimate implies (1.4). The proof is complete. <
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