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Lyapunov–Krasovskii functionals for some classes of

nonlinear time delay systems

Gerson Portilla1, Irina V. Alexandrova2 and Sabine Mondié1

Abstract— In this contribution, we study an homogeneous
class of nonlinear time delay systems with time-varying pertur-
bations. Using the Lyapunov-Krasovskii approach, we introduce
a functional that leads to perturbation conditions matching
those obtained previously in the Razumikhin framework. The
functionals are applied to the estimation of the domain of
attraction and of the system solutions. An illustrative example
is given.

I. INTRODUCTION

The homogeneous approximation is the top choice for

the stability analysis for nonlinear systems when the first

approximation is zero. This strategy along with the Lyapunov

framework have produced several results on stability [1], [2],

[3], robustness [4] and controller design [5]. The Lyapunov-

Razumikhin approach has had a key role in the development

of the main results on homogeneous approximations of time-

delay systems: delay-independent stability [1], [2], [3] and

applications such as estimates of the solutions [1], [6] and

of the region of attraction [2]. The Lyapunov-Razumikhin

framework allowed establishing an outstanding result: if the

delay-free system is asymptotically stable, then the trivial

solution of the homogeneous delay system is asymptotically

stable for all delays when the homogeneity degree is strictly

greater than one [1].

A common practice is to use the Lyapunov function of the

delay-free system to determine the stability of the system in

presence of delays, as proposed in the Lyapunov-Razumikhin

approach. The asymptotic stability of delay free systems

with time-varying perturbations has been addressed in [7]

in the framework of the Lyapunov direct method. There, a

method for constructing a Lyapunov functions was given, and

conditions insuring the system subject to such time varying

perturbations remains asymptotically stable was presented. In

[1], the above Lyapunov function for a delay free system was

used in the Lyapunov-Razumikhin framework to determine

conditions for the asymptotic stability of time-delay systems

with perturbations.

In recent years, the study, in the Lyapunov-Krasovskii frame-

work, of homogeneous systems with delays has received

some attention thanks to the Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional

*The work of the first and third authors was supported by project
CONACYT A1-S-24796, Mexico. The work of the second author was
supported by the Russian Science Foundation, Project 19-71-00061.

1Gerson Portilla and Sabine Mondié are with Department of
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for systems of homogeneity degree strictly greater than one

introduced in [8], [9]. Its construction, whose starting point

is the homogeneous delay free system Lyapunov function, is

inspired by the so-called complete type functionals approach

[10].

In [1], [6], the following class of nonlinear systems with

time-varying perturbations

ẋ(t) = f(x(t), x(t − h)) +B(t)Q(x(t), x(t − h)) (1)

is studied. Here, x(t) ∈ R
n, h > 0 is a constant delay,

f(x1, x2) is a homogeneous vector function of degree µ > 1,
that is

f(cx1, cx2) = cµf(x1, x2) ∀c > 0, x1, x2 ∈ R
n,

satisfies the Lipschitz condition and is continuously differ-

entiable with respect to x2, B(t) is a matrix with continuous

and bounded elements, ‖B(t)‖ ≤ b̂, and the vector function

Q(x1, x2) is continuously differentiable and satisfies

‖Q(x1, x2)‖ ≤ p1‖x1‖σ + p2‖x2‖σ, p1, p2 ≥ 0, (2)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∂Q(x1, x2)

∂xj

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ qj1‖x1‖σ−1 + qj2‖x2‖σ−1,

qjk ≥ 0, j, k = 1, 2. The following result is known.

Theorem 1. [1], [6] If the delay free system

ẋ = f(x(t), x(t)) (3)

is asymptotically stable, then the asymptotic stability is pre-

served for the trivial solution of system (1) with perturbations

of the following classes:

(a) the integral

I(t) =

∫ t

0

B(s)ds (4)

is bounded and σ >
µ+ 1

2
;

(b) integral (4) is unbounded but

1

T

∫ t+T

t

B(s)ds −−−−−→
T→+∞

0 (5)

uniformly with respect to t ≥ 0, and σ ≥ µ.

In case (a), the elements of B(t) may describe periodic

oscillations with zero mean values, without any restriction on

their amplitudes, whereas assumption (b) holds, in particular,

when the elements of B(t) are almost periodic functions with

zero mean values. It is also known [2] that if system (3) is

asymptotically stable, then the trivial solution of system (1)

with B(t) ≡ 0 is asymptotically stable for all values of the
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delay. The aim of this paper is to construct the Lyapunov-

Krasovskii functionals for system (1), which on the one hand,

allow to verify the results of [1], [6], and on the other hand,

are useful in practical applications such as the construction of

estimates for the solutions, etc. The functionals are based on

the Lyapunov functions for delay free systems constructed

by the method introduced in [7]. It is worth mentioning

that they are not directly derived from an application of the

construction [9] with the Lyapunov function [7].

The contribution is organised as follows. In Section II, the

main properties of homogeneous systems are introduced. The

construction of the functional is presented in Section III.

In Section IV, estimates of the attraction region and of the

solutions achieved by using this functional are presented.

Section V is devoted to an illustrative example. The paper

ends with conclusions.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we assume that the initial functions belong

to the space of R
n-valued continuous functions on [−h, 0],

which is denoted by C[−h,0]. This space is endowed with

the norm ‖ϕ‖h = maxθ∈[−h,0] ‖ϕ(θ)‖, where ‖·‖ stands for

the Euclidean norm. Function x(t, ϕ) denotes the solution of

system (1) with an initial function ϕ, whereas xt is the state

of system (1):

xt : θ → x(t+ θ), θ ∈ [−h, 0].
Assume that the vector function f(x1, x2) is continuously

differentiable with respect to x1. Due to the homogeneity,

there exist m1,m2, η11, η12 ≥ 0 such that

‖f(x1, x2)‖ ≤ m1‖x1‖µ +m2‖x2‖µ, (6)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∂f(x1, x2)

∂x1

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ η11‖x1‖µ−1 + η12‖x2‖µ−1.

We emphasize that, for the development of the Lyapunov–

Krasovskii approach, differentiability of f with respect to

x1, instead of that with respect to x2 in the Lyapunov–

Razumikhin approach [1], [6], is required.

Throughout the paper, we assume that the delay free

system (3) is asymptotically stable. It is known [11], [4] that

there exists a positive definite and twice continuously differ-

entiable Lyapunov function V (x), which is homogeneous of

degree γ ≥ 2 and satisfies together with its derivatives the

following inequalities

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T

f(x, x) ≤ −w‖x‖γ+µ−1, w > 0,

α0‖x‖γ ≤ V (x) ≤ α1‖x‖γ , (7)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∂V (x)

∂x

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ β‖x‖γ−1,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂2V (x)

∂x2

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ψ‖x‖γ−2,

where α0, α1, β, ψ > 0. Given α > 1, introduce the set

Sα =
{

ϕ ∈ C[−h,0]






‖ϕ(θ)‖ ≤ α‖ϕ(0)‖, θ ∈ [−h, 0]

}

.

It was shown in [12] that to analyse the stability it is enough

to compute a lower bound for the Lyapunov–Krasovskii

functional on the set Sα, and to ensure the negativity of

the time derivative along the solutions of system (1). The set

Sα also plays an important role in the construction of the

estimates for solutions in Section IV.

The following constants will be used in the sequel:

m = m1 +m2, η = η11 + η12, p = p1 + p2,

q = q11 + q12, κ1 = ψm2 + βη12, κ2 = ψp2 + βq12,

L1 = ψm+ βη, L2 = ψp+ βq,

L3 = L2 + β(q21 + q22).

III. CONSTRUCTION OF THE FUNCTIONAL

In this section, we construct a Lyapunov–Krasovskii func-

tional for system (1) with perturbations either of class (a) or

(b). Following [1], we introduce the integral

L(t, ε) =

∫ t+h

0

e−ε(t+h−s)B(s)ds, (8)

where ε = 0 in case (a), and ε > 0 in case (b). It is

known [13] that in case (b) integral (8) satisfies the following

property: there exists a function ω(ε) such that ω(ε) → 0 as

ε→ 0, and

ε‖L(t, ε)‖ ≤ ω(ε)

for all t ≥ 0. In case (a), there is l0 > 0 such that

‖L(t, 0)‖ ≤ l0, thus we set ω(ε) = l0ε.
Inspired by the Lyapunov function for system (1) presented

in [1] and using the construction of Lyapunov-Krasovskii

functionals for homogeneous systems introduced in [8], [9],

we propose the following functional for system (1):

v(t, ϕ) = V (ϕ(0)) +

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=ϕ(0)

(9)

×
(

∫ 0

−h

(

f(ϕ(0), ϕ(θ)) +B(t+ θ + h)Q(ϕ(0), ϕ(θ))
)

dθ

− L(t, ε)Q(ϕ(0), ϕ(0))

)

+

∫ 0

−h

(w1 + (h+ θ)w2)‖ϕ(θ)‖γ+µ−1dθ.

Here, w1,w2 > 0 are such that w0 = w− w1 − hw2 > 0.

Notice that functional (9) does not coincide with the con-

struction from [9] applied with the Lyapunov function of

[1]. We prove that the Lyapunov–Krasovskii functional (9)

is suitable for the stability analysis of system (1) below.

Lemma 1. There exist δ > 0 and c0, c1, c2 > 0 such that

the time derivative of functional (9) along the solutions of

system (1), admits a bound of the form

dv(t, xt)

dt
≤ −c0‖x(t)‖γ+µ−1 − c1‖x(t− h)‖γ+µ−1 (10)

−c2
∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+µ−1dθ,

in the neighbourhood ‖xt‖h ≤ δ.

Proof. Differentiating each of the three summands of (9)

along the solutions of (1), we obtain



dv(t, xt)

dt
= −w0‖x(t)‖γ+µ−1 − w1‖x(t− h)‖γ+µ−1

−w2

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+µ−1dθ +

5
∑

j=1

Λj,

where

Λ1 =

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T

εL(t, ε)Q(x, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=x(t)

,

Λ2 =

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T

×
∫ t

t−h

[

∂f(x, x(s))

∂x
+B(s+ h)

∂Q(x, x(s))

∂x

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=x(t)

×
(

f(x(t), x(t − h)) +B(t)Q(x(t), x(t − h))
)

,

Λ3 = −
(

∂V (x1)

∂x1

)T

L(t, ε)

2
∑

j=1

∂Q(x1, x2)

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x1=x2=x(t)

×
(

f(x(t), x(t − h)) +B(t)Q(x(t), x(t − h))
)

,

Λ4 =
(

f(x(t), x(t − h)) +B(t)Q(x(t), x(t − h))
)T

×
(

∂2V (x)

∂x2

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

x=x(t)

∫ 0

−h

(

f(x(t), x(t + θ))

+B(t+ θ + h)Q(x(t), x(t + θ))
)

dθ,

Λ5 = −
(

f(x(t), x(t − h)) +B(t)Q(x(t), x(t − h))
)T

×
(

∂2V (x)

∂x2

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

x=x(t)

L(t, ε)Q(x(t), x(t)).

Next, in concordance with (2), (6), (7) and using the inequal-

ity

γl11 γ
l2
2 γ

l3
3 ≤ γl1+l2+l3

1 + γl1+l2+l3
2 + γl1+l2+l3

3 ,

γ1, γ2, γ3 ≥ 0, l1, l2, l3 > 0,

we estimate the terms Λj separately:

|Λ1| ≤ βpω(ε)‖x(t)‖γ+σ−1,

|Λ2| ≤ βmηh‖x(t)‖γ+2µ−2 + βm2ηh‖x(t− h)‖γ+2µ−2

+ βmη12

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+2µ−2dθ

+ βb̂h(qm+ pη)‖x(t)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ βb̂h(qm2 + p2η)‖x(t− h)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ βb̂(q12m+ pη12)

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+µ+σ−2dθ

+ βb̂2pqh‖x(t)‖γ+2σ−2 + βb̂2p2qh‖x(t− h)‖γ+2σ−2

+ βb̂2pq12

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+2σ−2dθ,

|Λ4| ≤ ψm2h‖x(t)‖γ+2µ−2 + ψmm2h‖x(t− h)‖γ+2µ−2

+ ψmm2

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+2µ−2dθ

+ 2b̂ψmph‖x(t)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ b̂ψ(mp2 +m2p)h‖x(t− h)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ b̂ψ(mp2 +m2p)

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+µ+σ−2dθ

+ ψb̂2p2h‖x(t)‖γ+2σ−2 + ψb̂2pp2h‖x(t− h)‖γ+2σ−2

+ ψb̂2pp2

∫ 0

−h

‖x(t+ θ)‖γ+2σ−2dθ,

|Λ3 + Λ5| ≤ L3
ω(ε)

ε

(

m‖x(t)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ b̂p‖x(t)‖γ+2σ−2 +m2‖x(t− h)‖γ+µ+σ−2

+ b̂p2‖x(t− h)‖γ+2σ−2
)

.

Notice that γ+2µ− 2 > γ+µ− 1 due to µ > 1. Moreover,

σ > 1 leads to

γ + µ+ σ − 2 > γ + µ− 1,

γ + 2σ − 2 > γ + µ− 1

both in cases (a) and (b). The term Λ1 is absent in case (a)
when ε = 0. In case (b), the degree γ + σ − 1 ≥ γ + µ− 1
whilst the coefficient ω(ε) can be done arbitrarily small by

the choice of ε. Hence, bound (10) holds in a neighbourhood

‖xt‖h ≤ δ with

c0 = w0 − βpω(ε)δσ−µ −mhL1δ
µ−1

−
(

b̂h(pL1 +mL2) +mL3
ω(ε)

ε

)

δσ−1

− pb̂

(

b̂hL2 + L3
ω(ε)

ε

)

δ2σ−µ−1,

c1 = w1 −m2hL1δ
µ−1

−
(

b̂h(p2L1 +m2L2) +m2L3
ω(ε)

ε

)

δσ−1

− p2b̂

(

b̂hL2 + L3
ω(ε)

ε

)

δ2σ−µ−1,

c2 = w2 −mκ1δ
µ−1 − b̂(pκ1 +mκ2)δ

σ−1

− pb̂2κ2δ
2σ−µ−1.

Here, δ > 0 is chosen in such a way that the constants

c0, c1, c2 are positive. Notice that if we replace ω(ε) with

zero and ω(ε)/ε with l0 in the above expressions, we recover

case (a).

Lemma 2. There exist δ > 0 and a1(α) > 0 such that

functional (9) admits on the set Sα a lower bound of the

form

v(t, ϕ) ≥ a1(α)‖ϕ(0)‖γ +w1

∫ 0

−h

‖ϕ(θ)‖γ+µ−1dθ, (11)

where ‖ϕ‖h ≤ δ.



Proof. Using bounds (2), (6) and (7), we estimate the second

summand of functional (9). First,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T ∣
∣

∣

∣

x=ϕ(0)

L(t, ε)Q(ϕ(0), ϕ(0))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ βp
ω(ε)

ε
‖ϕ(0)‖γ+σ−1.

Second, the remaining term is estimated on the set Sα :
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∂V (x)

∂x

)T ∣
∣

∣

∣

x=ϕ(0)

∫ 0

−h

(

f(ϕ(0), ϕ(θ)) +B(t+ θ + h)

×Q(ϕ(0), ϕ(θ))
)

dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ βh(m1 +m2α
µ)‖ϕ(0)‖γ+µ−1

+ βb̂h(p1 + p2α
σ)‖ϕ(0)‖γ+σ−1, ϕ ∈ Sα.

Hence, the required bound (11) holds with

a1(α) = α0 − βh(m1 +m2α
µ)δµ−1

−
(

βb̂h(p1 + p2α
σ) + βp

ω(ε)

ε

)

δσ−1,

where δ > 0 is chosen in such a way that a1(α) > 0.

Lemma 3. Functional (9) admits the upper bound of the

form

v(t, ϕ) ≤ b0‖ϕ(0)‖γ + b1

∫ 0

−h

‖ϕ(θ)‖γdθ, b0, b1 > 0,

(12)

in the neighbourhood ‖ϕ‖h ≤ δ. Moreover, there exist

b2, b3 > 0 such that

v(t, ϕ) ≤ α1‖ϕ(0)‖γ + b2‖ϕ‖γ+µ−1
h + b3‖ϕ‖γ+σ−1

h . (13)

Proof. Making the estimations in the same way as in

Lemma 2, we arrive at the required bounds with

b0 = α1 + βmhδµ−1 + βp

(

b̂h+
ω(ε)

ε

)

δσ−1,

b1 = (βm2 + w1 + hw2)δ
µ−1 + βp2b̂δ

σ−1,

b2 = (βm+ w1 + hw2)h, b3 = βp

(

b̂h+
ω(ε)

ε

)

.

Lemmas 1–3 imply that functional (9) allows verifying

Theorem 1 [12], with slightly different assumptions on the

right-hand sides.

IV. ESTIMATES

A. Estimates for the attraction region

Based on the classical ideas [14], [15] and the bounds

presented in Lemmas 1–3, we obtain the following estimate

for the attraction region of the trivial solution of system (1),

see [9] for the use of the set Sα in this context.

Theorem 2. Let system (3) be asymptotically stable and ∆
be a positive root of equation

α1∆
γ + b2∆

γ+µ−1 + b3∆
γ+σ−1 = a1(α)δ

γ , (14)

where δ is defined in Lemmas 1–2. Then, the set of initial

functions ‖ϕ‖h < ∆ is the estimate of the attraction region

of the trivial solution of (1).

Remark 1. It follows from the proof of Theorem 2 that

‖ϕ‖h < ∆ implies ‖xt‖h ≤ δ for all t ≥ 0.

B. Estimates for the solutions

In [16], a novel approach for the calculation of the

estimates of the solutions is presented, which combines

the use of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals with ideas of

the Razumikhin framework. In this section, we apply this

approach to system (1) using functional (9). First, as in [16],

[17], we connect functional v(t, ϕ) with its time derivative

based on Lemmas 1 and 3:

dv(t, xt)

dt
≤ −ρv(t, xt)

γ+µ−1

γ , t ≥ 0, (15)

where

ρ =
c

b
γ+µ−1

γ

(

2max{1, h}
)

µ−1

γ

,

b = max{b0, b1} and c = min{c0, c2}. Second, following

the idea of [16], we consider a comparison equation of the

form

du(t)

dt
= −ρ̃u

γ+µ−1

γ (t),

u(0) = u0 = (α1 + b2∆
µ−1 + b3∆

σ−1)‖ϕ‖γh,

where ρ̃ < ρ, and

1 + ρ̃h

(

µ− 1

γ

)

× (α1 + b2∆
µ−1 + b3∆

σ−1)
µ−1

γ ∆µ−1 ≤ αµ−1.

The latter condition is necessary, since the lower bound in

Lemma 2 holds on the set of functions Sα only. The solution

for the comparison equation is

u(t) = u0

[

1 + ρ̃

(

µ− 1

γ

)

u
µ−1

γ

0 t

]−
γ

µ−1

.

Finally, we arrive at the following result.

Theorem 3. Let the trivial solution of system (1) be homo-

geneous and asymptotically stable. The solutions of system

(1) with initial functions satisfying ‖ϕ‖h < ∆, where ∆ is

defined in Theorem 2, admit an estimate of the form

‖x(t, ϕ)‖ ≤ ĉ1‖ϕ‖h
[

1 + ĉ2‖ϕ‖µ−1
h t

]−
1

µ−1

,

where

ĉ1 =

(

α1 + b2∆
µ−1 + b3∆

σ−1

a1(α)

)
1
γ

=
δ

∆
,

ĉ2 = ρ̃

(

µ− 1

γ

)

(

α1 + b2∆
µ−1 + b3∆

σ−1
)

µ−1

γ .



V. EXAMPLE

Consider the system
(

ẋ1(t)
ẋ2(t)

)

=

(

xµ2 (t)
−xµ1 (t)− xµ2 (t− h)

)

(16)

+

(

cos t+ sin(
√
2t) 0

0 cos t+ cos(
√
2t)

)(

xσ1 (t− h)
xσ2 (t)

)

,

where x1(t), x2(t) ∈ R, h ∈ R
+, and µ > 1 is a number

with odd numerator and denominator. In [18], the following

Lyapunov function for the unperturbed and delay free part

of system (16) was introduced:

V (x) =
1

µ+ 1

(

xµ+1
1 + xµ+1

2

)

+ ζxµ1x2, ζ > 0. (17)

It was shown that if

ζ < min

{

1

µ+ 1
,

4

(µ+ 1)2

}

,

then the Lyapunov function (17) allows to prove the asymp-

totic stability of the unperturbed system (16) with h = 0.
Furthermore, the time-derivative of function (17) along the

trajectories of system (16), when h = 0, admits an upper

bound of the form

dV (x(t))

dt
≤ −w‖x(t)‖2µ,

where w =
κ

2µ−1
, and

κ = min

{

1− ζ(µ + 1), ζ,
ζ

1 + ζ

(

1− ζ(1 + µ)2

4

)}

.

We take the system parameters σ = µ = 5, h = 10, and set

ζ = 0.0001, α = 1.1. Compute w = 6.2·10−6. The constants

characterising the Lyapunov function and its derivatives are

the following:

α0 = (1/2)
µ−1

2

(

1

µ+ 1
− ζ

)

,

α1 =
1

µ+ 1
+ ζ,

β =
√

(1 + ζµ)2 + (1 + ζ)2, ψ = 2(µ+ µ2ζ).

The constants from bounds (2) and (6) are

m1 = m2 =
√
2, η11 = µ, η12 = 0, p1 = p2 = 1,

q11 = q22 = σ, q12 = q21 = 0.

Now, we calculate integral (8) and compute the function

ω(ε) = ε

(

2ε+ 1

ε2 + 1
+

max{ε+ 2
√
2, 2ε+

√
2}

ε2 + 2

)

−−−→
ε→0

0.

Choosing the initial function ϕ(θ) = [4.9·10−4, 4.9·10−4]T ,

θ ∈ [−10, 0], we compute the estimate for the solutions

of (16) from Theorem 3. The constants characterising the

estimate are shown in Table I. The system response and the

computed bound are depicted in Fig. 1 as continuous and

dashed lines, respectively.

TABLE I

CONSTANTS FOR THE ESTIMATES OF SOLUTIONS

δ ∆ ĉ1 ĉ2 ε ρ̃

1 · 10−3 7 · 10−4 1.41 6.7 · 10−8 10−14 3.3 · 10−7

100 105 1010 1015 1020 1025

Time t

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

10-3

||x(t)||
||x

e
(t)||

Fig. 1. Estimation of the solution of system (16) in log scale

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional allowing the analysis

of the solutions of homogeneous time-delay systems subject

to time varying perturbations allows presenting estimates

of the system solutions and of the domain of attraction.

The classes of periodic and almost periodic perturbations

with zero mean values are studied. An illustrative example

validates the results.
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[11] V. I. Zubov, Methods of A.M. Lyapunov and their application. P.

Noordhoff, 1964.
[12] I. V. Alexandrova and A. P. Zhabko, “At the junction of Lyapunov-

Krasovskii and Razumikhin approaches,” IFAC-PapersOnLine, vol. 51,
no. 14, pp. 147–152, 2018.

[13] A. M. Fink, Almost periodic differential equations. Springer, 1974.
[14] N. N. Krasovskii, Certain Problems of Stability Theory of Motion.

Moscow: Fizmatgiz, 1959. In Russian.
[15] D. Melchor-Aguilar and S.-I. Niculescu, “Estimates of the attraction

region for a class of nonlinear time-delay systems,” IMA J. Math.

Control Information, vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 523–550, 2007.
[16] G. Portilla, I. V. Alexandrova, and S. Mondié, “Estimates for weighted
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