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Consistent discretization of finite/fixed-time
controllers

Andrey Polyakov! Denis Efimov*, Xubin Ping'

Abstract

The paper proposes an algorithm for a discretization (sampled-time
implementation) of a homogeneous control preserving the finite-time and
nearly fixed-time stability property of the original (sampling-free) system.
The sampling period is assumed to be constant. Both single-input and
multiple-input cases are considered. The robustness (Input-to-State Sta-
bility) of the obtained sampled-time control system is studied as well.
Theoretical results are supported by numerical simulations.

1 Introduction

By definition, the homogeneity is a dilation symmetry introduced by Leonhard
Euler in 18th century as follows: f(Az) = A f(x),VA > 0, where the coordinate
transformation = — Az is know today as a standard (or Euler) dilation. A
weighted (generalized) dilation is studied since 1950s. An introduction to sta-
bility theory of weighted homogeneous Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs)
can be found in [57]. Extensions of the homogeneity theory to various finite-
dimensional and infinite-dimensional dynamical models are proposed in [25],
[24], [13], [42]. Homogeneous differential equations/inclusions form an impor-
tant class of control system models [48], [40], [3], [10], [45]. They appear as local
approximations [I7] or set-valued extensions [29] of nonlinear systems and in-
clude models of process control [54], mechanical systems with frictions [39], fluid
dynamics [42], ete. Stability and stabilization problems were studied for both
standard [56], [2] and weighted homogeneous [9], [18], [47], [50], [14], [37] sys-
tems which are the most popular today [39], [29], [40], [3], [45]. A homogeneous
model predictive control is introduced in [§].

An asymptotically stable homogeneous system is finite-time stable in the case
of negative homogeneity degree and nearly fixed-time stable in the case of the
positive homogeneity degree (see, e.g. [36], [4], [3]). However, the finite/fixed-
time stability is a fragile property, since an arbitrary small measurement delay
or an improper discretization of a finite-time or a fixed-time stable ODE may
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result in a chattering [I], [30] or even in a finite-time blow up [31]. Moreover,
the explicit discretization (sampled-time implementation) of a finite-time control
yields a chattering even if this control law is a continuous function of state [12],
[23]. That is why the discretization issues are very important for practical
implementation of finite/fixed-time control/estimation algorithms [I], [26], [32],
27, [211, [5], [34], [16].

The concept of consistent discertization introduced in [43] postulates that
stability properties of a continuous-time system must be preserved in its discrete-
time counterpart (approximation). Consistent discretizations for stable gener-
alized homogeneous ODEs were developed in [43], [49] based on Lyapunov func-
tion theory. Some schemes with state dependent discretization step were given
in [II]. Being efficient for numerical simulations, the mentioned schemes do
not allow a consistent discretization (sampled-time implementation) of finite-
time controllers in the general case. To the best of authors’ knowledge, such
implementations are developed only for first order ([I], [20]) and second or-
der systems ([21], [6], [46]). This paper presents a consistent discretization
for a homogeneous controller designed in [44], [55] for multidimensional linear
plants. It is shown that the sampled-time implementation of the controller
according to the developed scheme preserves the finite-time and nearly fixed-
time stability property of the original closed-loop continuous-time system in the
disturbance-free case. We also prove an Input-to-State Stability (ISS) of the ob-
tained sampled-time control system with respect to bounded additive perturba-
tions and measurement noises. Algorithms are developed for both single-input
and multiple-input models. Numerical simulations show an efficiency of this
scheme for complete rejection of the so-called numerical chattering [I] caused
by a sampled-time implementation of a continuous-time control algorithm.

Notation: N is the set of natural numbers including 0; R is the field of real
numbers; Ry = {a € R : a > 0}; C is the field of complex numbers; 0 is the
zero of a vector space (e.g., the zero vector in R™); I,, € R™*" is the identity
matrix; e; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0)7 € R" is the i-th element of the canonical
Euclidean basis; W > 0 denotes positive definiteness of a symmetric matrix
W =WT € R™™: Apax(W) is a maximal eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix
W; ||z|| = VaT Pz denotes the weighted Euclidean norm in R™ with a positive
definite matrix P > 0 specified below in each case when P is not arbitrary; the
matrix norm is defined as [|A|| = sup,_, ”‘m”; S ={zeR": || =1} is the
unit sphere; U denotes a class of strictly increasing positive definite continuous
functions [0, +00) — [0, +00); a function o € K is of the class K if o(s) = +00
as s — 4o00; a function o : [0, +00) x [0,4+00) > [0, +00) belongs to the class
KL if the function s — o(s,7) belongs to the class K for any fixed 7 € [0, +00)
and the function 7 — o(s,7) is monotonically decreasing to zero for any fixed
s € [0,400); L>*(R,R™) is the space of the essentially bounded measurable
function R — R™; ||q| Loc ((a,b),rn) = €888UPe () la(B)[| for ¢ € L>(R,R™); £
is a space uniformly bounded sequences in R"; diag{a,...,a,} € R™*" is a
diagonal matrix.




2 Problem Statement

Let us consider a linear control system
z(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t), teRy, x(0)=uz9€R", (1)

where z(t) € R™ is the system state, u(t) € R™ is the control input, A € R"*"
BeR™ ™ are known matrices.

Definition 1 Let the system with a feedback u € C(R™\{0},R™) be globally
uniformly ﬁnite—tz’mtﬂ (resp. mnearly fized-time) stable. A family of functions
up : R™ +— R™ parameterized by a scalar h > 0 is said to be a consistent
discretization of u if

e Consistency of Stability: the system (1) with
u(t):dh(x(ti))7 te[ti,ti+1), ti:ih,iEN (2)

is globally uniformly finite-time (resp., nearly fized-time) stable for any
h > 0;

e Control Approximation: Vri>0,Vro>r,dw,. € :

sup  [[an(x) — u(z)|| < wr(h). (3)
ri<|lz||<r:
If the above properties are fulfilled for all h € (0, hAmax) with 0 < hpax + 00 then
the discretization is called conditionally consistent.

The first condition of Definition 1| asks that the sampled-time control system
preserves the stability property of the original system for any fixed sampling
period A > 0. The second condition guarantees that the control 4y, is, indeed,
an approximation of u, i.e., ip(z) — u(x) as h — 0% uniformly on compacts
from R™\{0}. The origin is excluded since a finite-time stabilizing feedback is
always non-smooth or even discontinuous at zero.

The aim of the paper is to develop a consistent discretization of a generalized
homogeneous controllers introduced in [44], [45], [55]. First, we design a univer-
sal control discretization being a mixture of feedforward/feedback algorithms,
which guarantees an exact tracking of the states of the original continuous-time
closed-loop system at time instances t,;,k € N. Next, we present a consis-
tent (in the sense of the above definition) discretization scheme and study its
robustness under the condition:

LA system ¢ = f(t,x),2(0) = x¢ is globally uniformly

e Lyapunov stable if 3o €Koo: ||z(t, z0)|| <o (||zol]), Yt >0, Vzo €ER™ and for any solution
z(t, z0) of the system;

e finite-time stable if it is globally uniformly Lyapunov stable and there exists a locally
bounded function T : R™ +— [0, +00) such that any trajectory of the system vanishes
to zero in a finite time: ||z(t,z0)||=0,Vt>T(xg), Vxo €R"™;

e nearly fized-time stable if it is globally uniformly Lyapunov stable and Vr >0, 37T, >0:
lz(t, zo)|| <7, Vt>Tr, Voo €R™



Assumption 1 The pair {A, B} is controllable, the matriz A is nilpotent and
m=1.

Recall [55] that a linear system is generalized homogeneous of non-zero degree
if and only if A is nilpotent.

Finally, we generalize both schemes to the multiple-input case assuming that
the system can be decomposed into single-input subsystems satisfying Assump-
tion 1.

Assumption 2 Let us assume that

Ay % L * * By 0 . (0] 0
0 As ... * * 0 Bo 0 0
. B=| > b} (4)
0 o0 LA ok 0 0 ...Bnp1 O
0 0... 0 A, 0 0 .. O B,

where A; € R"*™ B, € R" n; > 1:n1+n9+ .... + n,y = n and x denotes
(possibly) nonzero blocks. The pairs {A;, B;} are controllable and the matrices
A; are nilpotent, i =1,...,m.

If the pair {A, B} is controllable and rank(B) = m then there exists a coordinate
transformation [33] of {A, B} to a canonical form similar to (4) ). Assumption 2]
asks that the pair { A, B} is controllable, the matrix A is nilpotent, rank(B) = m
and the system admits a transformation to the block form .

3 Preliminaries: Homogeneous systems

3.1 Linear dilation and homogeneous norm

The so-called linear (geometric) dilation [42, Chapter 6] in R™ is given by

o0
d(S) — esGd — (SC;!d)Z’ sc ]R’ (5)
i=0
where Ggq € R™*"™ is an anti-Hurwitz matrixﬂ known as the generator of linear
dilation. The latter guarantees that d satisfies the limit property, ||[d(s)z| — 0
as s —» —oo and [|d(s)z|]| = +o0 as s — 400, required for a group d to be
a dilation in R™ (see, e.g., [24]). The linear dilation introduces an alternative
norm topology in R™ by means the so-called canonical homogeneous norm.

Definition 2 [{2] The function || - |la : R™ — Ry given by ||z|la =0 forx =0

d
a lzlla=e’, wheres, €R:||d(—sz)z||=1, x#0 (6)
1s called the canonical homogeneous norm in R™, where d is a linear monotone
dilatiorP]

Notice that ||z|| = 1 (resp. |lz|| < 1) is equivalent to ||z|q
|lz|]la < 1). For the uniform dilation d(s) = e®l,,s € R we have || - ||

1 (resp.
- lla-

2A matrix Gq € R"X" is aniti-Hurwitz if —Gq is Hurwitz.
3A dilation in R™ is monotone if for any € R™\{0} the function s — ||d(s)z||,s € R is
strictly increasing.



Theorem 1 [/1] If d is a monotone dilation and ||z|| = VaT Px with a sym-
metric matriz P € R™ ™ satisfying PGq + GJ P = 0, P = 0 then the canonical

homogeneous norm || - ||q s continuous on R™ and smooth on R™\{0}:
lzlla _ llzllaz"d (= 1In ||z|la) Pd(=In ||z]a) .
9z = 2TaT(~Infalla) PCad(-Tnfzlla)s® "7 05 (7)

Moreover, a(||z|]) < ||z|la < 7(||z]), Ve € R™, with

1/a - 1/8

r if r>1, — r if r>1,
a\r) = - ag\r) = -
( ) {rl/ﬁ if r<l1, ( ) {rl/" if r<1,

where & =0.5\max (PV2GaP~Y/2+ P~12G P/?) >0 and
B =0.5\min (PY/2Ga P~/ 4+ P=12G] P1/?) > 0.

Below the canonical homogeneous norm is utilized as a Lyapunov function
for analysis and control design.

Remark 1 (On computation of || - ||lq) Since the canonical homogeneous norm
is defined implicitly, a computational algorithm is required for its practical im-
plementation. Issues of numerical estimation of || - ||la are studied in [{4)], [45]
based on a bisection method. In [{2, Chapter 8] a scheme for an approximation
of | - la by an explicit homogeneous function is presented.

3.2 Homogeneous continuous-time systems

Definition 3 [Z]] A vector field f : R™ — R™ (resp. a function h : R™ — R)
is said to be d-homogeneous of degree p € R if f(d(s)x) = e**d(s)f(z) (resp.
h(d(s)x) = e**h(x)), for allx € R, s € R.

If f is d-homogeneous of degree i then solutions of &= f(z) are symmetric [24]:
x(e #t, d(s)xo)=d(s)x(t, o), where z(t, z) denotes a solution with z(0)=z.

Example 1 [53] The linear vector field x — Az, A € R™*" is d-homogeneous
of the degree p 0 <& A is nilpotent < AGq = (ul, + Ga)A.

The homogeneity degree specifies the convergence rate.

Theorem 2 [J|], [35] Let f : R™ — R™ be d-homogeneous of a degree p € R. If
the system & = f(x)is asymptotically stable then it is globally uniformly finite-
time (nearly fixed-time) stable for p <0 (u>0).

The homogeneous control systems are robust (ISS) with respect to a rather

large class of perturbations [19], [3].

3.3 Homogeneous stabilization of linear plant

The following theorem merges results of [44], [55], [3§].
Theorem 3 Let a pair {A, B} be controllable. Then



1) any solution Yy € R™*™, Gy € R™™ of the linear algebraic equation
AGO - GoA + B}/O = A7 GoB =0 (8)
is such that the matriz Go — I, is invertible, the matriz Gq = I, + uGyq is
anti-Hurwitz for any p € [—1,1/7], where i is a minimal natural number
such that rank[B, AB, ..., A""'B] = n, the matriz Ag = A + BYy(Go —
I,,)~! satisfies the identity
AgGq = (Gd + ufn)Ao, GaB = B; (9)

2) the linear algebraic system
Ao X+XAJ+BY+Y B +p(GaX+XG))=0,

GaX+XGi~0, X=X"»0 (10)

has a solution X € R™*"™ 'Y € R™" for any p € Ry ;
3) the canonical homogeneous norm || - ||a induced by the weighted Euclidean
norm ||z|| = Vo' Px with P = X~ is a Lyapunov function of the system

1) with
u(z) = Koz + ||1:Hé+‘uKd(f In ||z||a)z, (11)
KO = YO(GO - In)717 K= YX717 (12)
where d is a dilation generated by Gq; moreover,
1

glzlla=—plzlg™, = #0; (13)
4) the feedback law u given by is continuously differentiable on R™\{0},
u 1s continuous at zero if p > —1 and u is discontinuous at zero if p = —1;

5) the system , 1s d-homogeneous of degree .

Obviously, the closed-loop system , is uniformly finite-time stable if
@ < 0 and it is nearly fixed-time stable if g > 0. For u = 0 the control
becomes v = Kox + Kz. Such a control law (under some variations and/or
simplifications) has been presented in the literature as a solution to a finite-
time stabilization problem for linear plants [28], [47], [44].

Remark 2 Under Assumption (1], the equation has a unique solution such
that Yo = 0 (i.e., Ag = A) and 3J € R™*" : J71GoJ = —diag{n — 1,...,1,0}.
This follows from the fact then the system , in this case, is equivalent to a
controlled integrator chain.

A topological equivalence of any stable d-homogeneous system to a standard
homogeneous one [41] allows an explicit representation of solution for ,
to be derived.

Corollary 1 (Explicit representation of solutions) Under conditions of
Theorem@ with p # 0, a solution of the closed-loop system , 18 unique

and
ot +7) = Qr([lz(t)lla)x(t), (14)
where T,t > 0, Q-(0) = 0 and for r > 0 one has
_ JeGam "Q(71"(”“’”'"”))(%‘“ T if G >—ppT,
@r(r)= { e if Fr <—ppr, (15)
Q(8) = rCaseATBRoTHOTGAS = g > (16)



The proof of this corollary, as well as the proofs of other main and auxiliary
results, are given in the Appendix. The matrix-valued function Q,p(-) can
be easily computed, since elements of a matrix exponential e*™ can always
be represented as polynomial functions of s, e, cos(w;s) and sin(w;s), where
p; + iw; are eigenvalues of the matrix M € R"*™. Moreover, if Ag = A +
BKy, B, K,Ggq satisfy then the matrix X1/2(A0 + BK + de)X_l/2 is
skew-symmetric and

e(Ao-i-BK-ﬁ-de)qﬁ — X_1/2R(¢)X1/2, (1
where R(¢) is a rotation matrix for any ¢ € R, i.e., R(¢)R" (¢) = R (¢)R(¢)
I,.

[

Corollary 2 (On cascade homogeneous control) Let Assumption@ be ful-
filled. Let Gq, € R*"i K; € RYX"i P, € R%*" and the control u;(x;) with
x; € R™ be defined by Theorem@for the pairs {A;, B;} and some p; € R, p; >0
, respectively. Then the system with the control u = (uq, ..., Uy) is globally
uniformly finite-time stable if p; < 0 (resp., nearly fized-time stable if p; >0)
foralli=1,2,...m

4 Discretization of Homogeneous Control

4.1 Single-input case

Let us represent the system (1) with the sampled-time control u(t) = u(ty) for
t = [tg, tx+1) in the form:

Tp+1 = Apzr + Bru(ty), k€N, (18)
where xj, = z(ty,), tp = kh, A, =e" and By, = foheSABds. The system can
be rewritten as follows:

Thtn = Bhu(tk+n,1) + ...+ AzilBhu(tk) + AZ(E}C (19)
The controllability of the pair {A, B} implies the controllability of the pair
{Ap, By} and the invertability of
Wi, = [Bh, ApBh, ..., A7 By (20)
(see the formulas ([45]), and Lemma [5]in Appendix).

Let the parameters of a stabilizing homogeneous controller be designed
according to Theorem [3| for some p # 0. The case p = 0 is omitted since the
control is a well-known/studied linear feedback in this case. By Corollary
to track the trajectory of the continuous-time (sampling-free) closed-loop
homogeneous system , , the sampled-time control just has to fulfill the
following identity

th(”xk”d)xk :Bhu(tk+n_1)+...+Anlehu(tk)+A2xk.

Indeed, if a sampled-time control is implemented as

UW(tktn—1) _

[ ] = Wt @uallanlla) — AR (21)
u(tk)

then the discrete-time system , tracks any trajectory of the continuous-

time system (), at time instances ty,, where k € N.



Theorem 4 The system with the sampled-time control is globally uni-
formly finite-time stable if p < 0 (nearly fized-time stable if p > 0).

Since u(txyi—1) depends on zp = x(tx) but not on z(tg4;—1), then the dis-
cretization of the control could be useful, for example, if the control
sampling is n times faster than a measurement sampling. In other cases, the
control is a certain mixture of feedforward and feedback algorithms, where
the state measurements x(tg4;—1) for ¢ = 2,...,n — 1 are simply omitted during
the control implementation. This could badly impact to a robustness and to a
precision of the sampled-time controller. To avoid this drawback, let us consider
the static feedback law ~

N tn (k) = Kn([|zklla)zr, (22)

En(llzxlla) = e, Wi (Qua(llzrlla) — A7) (23)

which is obtained from selecting only u(t).

Proposition 1 (Approximation property) Let u be a homogeneous control
designed by Theorem [3 under Assumption[1l Then tp(z) — u(z) as h —
0" wuniformly on compacts from R™\{0}.

This proposition, in particular, implies that for a sufficiently small A > 0 the

system , behaves similarly to the continuous-time system , at
least on small intervals of time. Let us denote

Lh = Bhezwh_l, Fh = Ah — LhAZ', h > O7 (24)
Mp([zlla)z = (Fn + LpQnr(llz]la))z, = €R", (25)

and rewrite the discrete-time system , as follows
Tr+1 = zn(2k) = Mp(||zklla) T (26)

Lemma 1 (Homogeneity of discretization) The system , is d-
homogeneous as follows :
zn(d(s)z) = d(s)zensn (), (27)
n(d(s)2) = T iguep (), (28)
for all s € R, for all h > 0 and for all x € R"

The dilation symmetry established by Lemma [l guarantees that a global
asymptotic stability of the discrete-time system , for some h = h >0
is equivalent to the global asymptotic stability of this system for any A > 0. For
simplicity, we select a _

hi= (|plpn) . (29)

As shown below, the key feature of the proposed control discretization is the
nilpotence of the matrix F,. Together with the properties of Qnn(||zk||a)xk, this
allows the controller to preserve stability properties of the original system.

Lemma 2 Let u be a homogeneous control designed by Theorem@ under
Assumption . Then the closed-loop discrete-time system , 18



1) locally uniformly finite-time stable for p<0 and
Vao €R™ : ||zoll g <r~(h/R)Y* = x,=0, Vk>n,
where ||z||la is the canonical homogeneous norm induced by the weighted
Euclidean norm ||z| = V& T Pz with P = X~ and

r>0: max |[Fld(lnr)|<1;
- ie{l,...,n}H h (Inz )]

2) globally pmcticallzﬁ finite-time stable for p < 0 and the set
0 = {x e R : ||z]lq < ?‘(ﬁ/h)l/“}

is invariant and finite-time stable for some T~ > 1~ ;

3) globally practically fized-time stable for u > 0:
|zklla < TH(R/R)VE, VE>n

n =+ n i—ly .
for all xg € R™, where 7+ > H{fﬁmiil Hzizl Er Ljv; 4

4) locally asymptotically stable for ;1 > 0 and the set
0 = {weRr e <o (/)

is an invariant attraction domain for some r™ € (0,77].

The latter lemma proves that the discretization of the controller ,
indeed preserves a stability property of the original system at least locally. The
discrete-time system with h = h behaves similarly to the continuous-time system
for |zglla < r* and ||zg[la > 7. If the set QF = {z : r* < ||z[la < 7T} does
not contain an invariant set of the discrete-time system then the discretization
is globally consistent.

Let us consider a family of mappings Oy, : (0,400) x S +— R"*™ defined
recursively as follows: ©¢(d,v)=1I, and

Ok+1(8,v) =My, ([|©k(6,v)v[la)Or(6,v), kEN, (30)

where § € R,v € S, the parameter h > 0 is defined by and S = {x € R":
|lz|| = 1} is the unit sphere.
Lemma 3 Any solution of the discrete-time system , with h="h and
xo#0 admits the representation

zx = d(In [|lzolla) Ok (l2ollg, vo) vo, (31)
where vy = d(—1n||zg|la)xo € S.

The following theorem presents a necessary and sufficient condition of the con-
sistency of the discretization for the controller .

4 Practical finite-time and fixed-time stability is introduced using the same definitions by
replacing a norm (distance to 0) with a distance to a set being a neighborhood of zero.
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Figure 1: The minimal eigenvalue of the matrix A(d) for p=—-1/2,p=2

Theorem 5 (Consistent discretization) Letu be a homogeneous control (|11)
designed by Theorem @ under Assumption (1| for u # 0. Then ty, given by
s a consistent discretization of the control u if an only if there exists k* > 1
such that

1Ok (6, v)v]la < 1,¥6 € (0,r*], Vv eES, (32)

where r* = (r= )" if u <0 and r* = (F7)* if u > 0.
Therefore, the discrete-time system , is uniformly finite-time(or nearly
fixed-time) stable if and only if the canonical homogeneous norm || - ||q is a kind

of a homogeneous Lyapunov function. Indeed, and simply means that
[z la<llzolla, Yao: [|zollg € (0,7%).

Remark 3 (On feasibility of condition (32)) Fork* =1 the condition
1s equivalent to the nonlinearly parameterized matriz inequality

M (1)" X' Mg; (1) <X, Ve (0,7, (33)

which can be checked numerically on a sufficiently dense grid in (0,7*] be-
cause of a continuous dependence of Mg; (1) on the parameter 6. Denoting
A(6) =Xt~ M;L(l)X_lMéﬁ(l)) we conclude that the condition is ful-
filled if Amin(A(8)) > 0 for all 6 € (0,7*]. For example, forn = 2, y =
-1,p=2A=1[8}],B=1Y] Theorem@ gives Gq = diag{2,1}, K = YX !

; _ v vo_ 1 —p(L—p) _ 2
with X = x11 X, r11 > 0, X = [—p(l—p) (2w u)/B} , Y = p?(2 — p)(1 —
p)xyy [B=TEm 7@l ] I this case, we have r* =1 and Figure [1] depicts the
evolution of the function 6 — Amin(A(9)), which confirms that (33) is fulfilled.

For k* > 1 a similar (but a bit more complicated) numerical procedure can be
developed.

4.2 Robustness analysis

It is well known [19], [3] that homogeneous systems are Input-to-State Stable
(ISS) with respect to sufficiently large class of perturbations. Recall [51] that a

system i=f(tx,q), t>t (34)

10



is practically ISS with respect to ¢ € L>(R,R') if there exist, ¢ > 0, £ € KL
and v € I such that

=) < ¢+ &llzoll, £ — to) + y(llallLoe ((to,0),r1))- (35)
If ¢ = 0 then the system is ISS. Local ISS restricts additionally the set of initial

conditions ||zg|| < r, and/or the maximal magnitude of the input ||¢|| < r,.
Let us consider the system

&(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t) + q(t), t>0,

u(t) = u(ty), t € [trtrs1), (36)

where u(ty) is given by and g € L (R,R™) is an exogenous input.

Theorem 6 The system is 1) locally ISS; 2) practically fixed-time stable
if w>0; 8) ISS if u > —3, where B > 0 is defined in Theorem .

The ISS can be established for consistent discretization of homogeneous con-
troller. Let us consider the system

&(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t) + gp(t), t>0,

u(t) = un(@(te) + gm(te)), T € [t thsn)

where 1y, given by (22) is a discretization of a control designed by Theorem
under Assumption (1] and the exogenous input ¢ = (g, g )T € L®(R,R?™) is
such that {gn,(tx)} € £°°. Here g, models an external perturbation and g, is a
measurement noise.

(37)

Theorem 7 The system is 1) locally ISS; 2) practically fized-time stable
if p > 0; 3) practically ISS if uw > —p; 4) ISS if © > —fB and the unperturbed
system (q=0) is globally asymptotically stable.

Notice that ¢ may contain an output of another system. In this case, a
stability analysis of a cascade system can be based on ISS [51], [1].

4.3 Multiple-input case

Let the control u be designed using Corollary 2l under Assumption[2} Since 4, is
nilpotent then, as before, Ko = 0 in Theorem and in Corollary Let Qn,n(*)
be defined by the formula for A;, B;, K;,Ga,, Pi, i, © = 1,...,m. Let us
denote Wi = [Bhis AniBhis oy AL T B, (38)
Ap; = eh'Ai,Bhﬂ' = foh e™AidrB, and introduce the following discretization of
the controllers u;:

|: wi(thtn-1)

ui(t)

[= Wit (@uan(li(te) la)— AR )it (39)

Corollary 3 Under Assumption @, the system with the control 1
globally uniformly finite-time stable if p1; < 0 (nearly fized-time stable if p; > 0),
Vi=1,..,m.
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Similarly to the single input case, a consistent discretization of the multiple-
input control system is designed as

a.) = en, Wi ! (Quni([|r.ql

di)xk‘,iv (40)

Ki([|wk.q] a.)—An,).

Corollary 4 Let a control law u be designed by Corollary[3 under Assumption
. Then is a consistent discretization of u provided that conditions of
Theorem[3] are fulfilled for p1; <0, Yi=1,...,m or u;>0, Vi =1, ...,m.

5 Numerical Examples

5.1 Single-input system
Let n =3, A= [9%] u = -025 p =1 By Theorem we derive a finite-

. . 1.5 0
time homogeneous control (|11)) with parameters Ky = 0, Gq = [ 0 1.025(1)}

1.0000 —1.5000 0.6063 . .
and X = [—1.5000 3.5187 74.3984}, Y = [2.8828 —39.4523 —49.3488]. Simulation
0.6063 —4.3984 49.3488

results of the system with the consistently discretized control , for
z(0) =[1 -1 0], h = 0.05 are presented on Fig. [2| (right). The system states
converges to zero in a finite time: xz(¢) = 0,u(t) = O for ¢ > 4.65. The results
for the explicit discretization

u(t) = a(x(te)), t € [tr,trtr) (41)
of the control are depicted on Fig. [2| (left) for comparison reasons. The
system with the explicitly discretized homogeneous controller is not asymp-

totically stable and suffers of a chattering. For p = 0.25, p = 1 we similarly

derive a nearly fixed-time homogeneous control (11)) with parameters Ky = 0,
0.5 0 1.0000 —0.5000 —0.8854

Gq = { 0 0.75 1} and X = [70.5000 1.5104 71.1328}7 Y = [2.4609 —6.5883 —8.5707].
0 0 1 —0.8854 —1.1328 8.5707

The simulation results for the explicitly discretized controller with xz(0) =
[110 —110]T are depicted in Fig. 3| (left). With this discretization, the system
simply blows up for larger initial conditions. Simulations of the consistently dis-
cretized control were made for initial conditions with various magnitudes up to
|zo|| = 101°. They show that the nearly fixed-time stability of the closed-loop
system is preserved as in Fig. [3| (right). ISS of both controllers (for y = —0.25
and p = 0.25) with respect to additive perturbations and measurement noises
was also confirmed by simulations.

5.2 Multi-input system

For the multi-input case we consider the above single-input system (n; = 3)
with the finite-time control (u; = —0.25) in the cascade with the second order
system (ng = 2) with the finite-time control (e = —1) considered in Remark

12



Figure 2: The simulation results for the system (1) with explicitly (left) and
consistently (right) discretized finite-time control (L1)) for n = 3,m = 1,u =
—0.25,p = 1,h = 0.05.
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Figure 3: The simulation results for the system (1)) with explicitly (left) and
consistently (right) discretized fixed-time control (L1f) for n = 3,m = 1,u =
0.25,p=1,h = 0.2.

: A A 10
Blie,a= [ 42) B =% 80 A= [0%]. 40 = [33] A= [88). 51 =
‘%] , Ba = [{]. The simulation results for the cascade system are shown on Fig.
4

for 21(0) = [1 —1 0]7,22(0) = [1 0]T. They confirm finite-time stability
of the closed-loop system with the consistently discretized control: z;(t) =
0,u1(t)=0,Vt>7.35 and z5(t) =0, us(t) =0,V >4.2.
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Figure 4: The simulation results for the cascade system with consistently
discretized finite-time controllers with ny =3,n0 =2, 1 = —0.25,p1 = 1, us =
—1,p2=—1,h=0.05.

6 Conclusions

In the paper, two types of discretization (sampled-time implementation) schemes
for a homogeneous control law are developed. Both preserves the finite/fixed-
time stability properties of the original continuous-time closed-loop system. The
first scheme gives a mixture of a feedforward and a feedback algorithms. It can
be utilized if the control sampling is much faster than the sampling of mea-
surements, or in the model-predictive framework. The second scheme (called
consistent) provides a static feedback law, which always preserves the stability
properties, at least, locally (close to zero and close to infinity). A necessary
and sufficient condition of global consistency is presented. A particular suffi-
cient condition is formalized in terms of a parametric LMI, which, by numerical
simulations, is shown to be feasible in some cases. A development of numerical
algorithms for control parameters tuning based on the obtained conditions of
the consistency is an interesting problem for the future research.

7 Appendix

7.1 Auxiliary results

Lemma 4 [15, page 136] If Z1Zs — Z2Z1 = qZ5 with ¢ € R and Z1, Zy € R™*™
Z1pZ2 — ezl+1_§—q Z"’_

then e

Lemma 5 If Assumption |1] is fulfilled and d is a linear dilation defined in
Theorem [3 then

1) for all s € R the following identities hold:

Ad(s)=e"°d(s)A, d(s)B=e’B, d(s)eTA:eei“STAd(s), (42)
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d(s) foh eTAdr =eh® foeiush eTAdrd(s); (43)

2) the matriz Wy, given by satisfies

Wp=d.(Inh) fol eTAdT[B e4B ... e("fl)AB], (44)
Wh_ld* (In k) fon e™drB = |:1] , (45)
where d,. corresponds to d with p = —1;

o the parameter B defined in Theorem 1] satisfy 5 =1 for any p < 0.

Proof. 1) Under Assumption [l Theorem [3| the dilation d(s) = e*%d is
uniquely defined such that Gq satisfies (9) with A4g = A. We derive Ad(s)=

i i i i +00 ;i i +oo
iGh (I, 4+Gqa)' A ey i
Ao sl stoo st Gal'd _ s (s) A, d(s)B = Zo sfap — 2‘6 s B,
i= =

=0 i

2
n—

Vs € R. Hence, for all s € R we have d(s)e™ =d(s)

1 . . n—1 P
hiA® —wispi gig
= : il o
i=0 i=0
ef ""TAd(s) and d(s) foh eTAdr = foh e¢ ""7Ad(s)dr. and changing of the inte-
gration variable we derive . 2) On the one hand, since e*4 and foh emAdr
commute for any s € R then taking into account A}L = " we derive W), =

(B, AyB A2B), .. AV'B,] = (foh eSAds) [B; ¢hAB e2MAB .. (DA,
On the other hand, the homogeneity identities imply hB = d.(Inh)B and

e"4d, (Inh) = d.(Inh)e*, Vi € N,Vh > 0. Hence, we have

W, = (%foheSAds) d.(Inh)[B,e*B,e?4 B, ...,e""VAB]. Using the identity

we derive

d.(~Inh) (% foheSAds) = [lesAds d.(—Inh),
so the formula holds. Finally, since [le™4dr = 3272 [itle ™ dr =/ e ™4 dr

n
0 2 b

ilem
=0
then W, 'd.(Inh). - [Fe™™AdrB=[Be?B...e" VAR Iy Lt 4B =3 "e,.

3) For m = 1, under conditions of Theorem [3 we have G4 = U~ ldiag{l —
pu(n —1),..,1}U for some non-singular matrix U € R™*™. The latter means

that g =1

Lemma 6 The function V : R" — [0,+00) defined as V(z) =7 *(||z|4),z €
R™ is positive definite radially unbounded and globally Lipschitz continuous with
the Lipschitz constant 1, where & € Ko is as in Theorem[1]

Proof. The Lipschitz continuity for ||z|| > 1 follows from [4I, Proposition 1].
For ||z|| < 1 this fact can be proven similarly (just replacing S with «). All
other properties of V' are obvious.

Lemma 7 For any C. >0 and any € € (0,1) there exist C >0 and r >0 such

that N . -

u(z) — w;,(#)]| < Cmin{]lz]| g7, 2], (46)
for allz, % satisfying (1-¢)||Z|la < ||z]la < (1+e)||Z]la, [|2[§ <7, [d(—1n|z]la)(z—
)| < Cllzf|*.
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Proof. Using approximation of @;, (see, the proof of Proposition [I)) we conclude
3ho € (0,1),3Cy > 0 such that sup,cg |u(y) — a;(y)| < Coh, Yh < hg. Since u
is locally Lipschitz continuous on R™\{0} then for any § € (0,1) there exists Cy
such that |u(y) — u(z)| < Cilly — z||, Vy € S and Vz : ||y — z|| < §. Using the
Lipschitz condition and the dilation symmetry of v and @, (see ) we derive
[u(x)—iig (2)| < |u(x) —u(@)|+|u(@) —d () |=
el g™ Ju(d(=In [|z]la)z) —u(d(~ In[lz]la)Z)|+
12116 [(d(= 10 | 2l]a) @) =z, (A= 1 1] a)E)| <
Cillelg™ld(-1n ||zlla)z—d(-In [[z]la)[+]1E] 5 Coll &) s A=
Cillell g™ ld(-1n |zlla)e—d (- In[le]la)Z|+Cz | #] 5"

provided that ||d(—In|z[a)z — d(—In||lz]|a)Z| < & and ||E]|% < ho/h, where

Cy = Coh. Taking r < (%—jr:)mlmin{c%, h—;} and C' = (C,C, + Cs) (ifi)lﬂw

we complete the proof.

7.2 The proof of Corollary

Denoting y = [lz[|d(=[lz]la)z, we derive [[y|| = [lz[lal|d(=In|lz]la)z] = [lz]a
and conclude that the closed-loop system , is topologically equivalent
(homeomorphic on R" and diffeomorphic on R™\{0}, see [41I]) to the standard
homogeneous system:
y = [lyll"(Ao + BK + p(Ga — In))y,
where the identities d(s)Ag = e #*Apd(s) and d(s)B = e*B, Vs € R are utilized
on the last step. In this case, using we conclude
aly@®l=—ply@®*

and |ly(t + 7)|7* = |ly(O)[I7" + ppr, for [ly()|~" + ppm = 0. Obviously,
lly(t + 7)|| = 0 if [|y(t)||* + uwpt < 0. The latter corresponds to the nega-
tive homogeneity degree pu < 0 and the finite-time stability of the closed-loop
system. Hence, denoting A = Ay + BK + pG4q we obtain

y(t+71) = e(A=pL) 7 ly(t+o)l*doy (1)
— oA=L (uprlyOI*) g 1),
Since ||y(t)|| = ||z(¢)||la then returning to the original coordinates we derive
2t +7) = d(n y(t + 71)7EED0 = Qe (le®lla)o ()
forallt >0 and all 7 > 0.

7.3 The proof of Corollary

Under Assumption [2, the model is a system of interconnected systems with
state vectors x; € R™ and control inputs u; €R. By the formula , we derive
1414

d — il
gillzilla, = —pillzallq, ™ +

H$| x;rd:r(_ In ||lzilla,) Pidi (= In[|zilla,) ;'n:i+1 Aija;

ildi T AT (= [[zi]la, ) PiGa, di (— In [[zifla, )z
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where A;; are over diagonal blocks of the matrix A. By Theorem [3| the norm
in R™ is defined as ||z|| = v/ 2T P;z, z € R™ and ||d;(—||z:||a,)z:|| = 1. Taking
into account P;Gq, + Gl, P; = 0 we derive

! df (~In|lz;a,)PiGa,di(—n|zilla,)z: > B; > 0,
where 3; = 0.5)\min(Pi1/2GdiP’1/2 + Pi_l/QGlPI/Q). Applying the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality we obtain

el d] (= In|zilla,) Pidi (= In||lz;lla,) 370, Aijz;
al d] (= Inllzilla,) PiGa,di(—In [z lla;)z: =

1 Z i1 Aijx
i D o, S Ay | < Lt

1
where 0; = ! and 7 is given in Theoremwith a=0;=0.5Anax (P} GdiP_% +
Pfl/zGlPl/Q) and 3 = B;. The estimate obtained for < ||z;|a,, the stability
of the m-subsystem and the cascade structure imply the forward completeness
of the whole system.

If Vi(z;) = 0’1'( ) then for

B
Vi: dt |$1Hd 1+[37i m
=Bi llz:lla < —BipiV; + Zj:i+1 Aija;

For 0 < ||szd < 1 we derive

av, Vi il e m
at =0 S Ve T G || i Au
Since V; locally Lipschitz continuous on R™\{0} then using the Clarke’s gradi-

ent for ||z;||q, = 1 we have

22 Hi
+ 5 1+5

14 L ]
Di <= Ni(m)aipV; " = (L= X)) BipiV; 7
+ (Az(!ﬂz)% +1- )\z(%)) HET:z‘HAijxjH

with some A(z;) € [0,1]. The latter means that x; — V;(z;) is an ISS Lyapunov
function [53] of the i-th subsystem with respect to the input Z;n:z 41 AijTj pro-
vided that p; > —0;. Since the m-th subsystem is globally uniformly asymp-
totically stable then using the cascade structure and the ISS property of each
sysbsystem we conclude that the whole system is globally uniformly asymp-
totically stable as well. Moreover, the obtained estimate of %\ d, implies
that the finite-time, exponential and nearly fixed-time convergence rates are
preserved as well dependently of the sign of u; for all i =1,....m. If u; < —4;,
then the each subsystem with the zero input is finite-time stable. Taking into
account forward completeness and the cascade structure we conclude that the
whole system is finite-time stable too.

7.4 The proof of Theorem

On the one hand, since 2gy, = Qni(||zk]|a)xr then, in the view of Corollary
the states of the discrete-time system with the control coincides with
the states of the original continuous-time system , at time instances
tin, k= 0,1, ..... In this case, if the discrete-time system is globally Lyapunov
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stable then the finite-time or nearly fixed-time stability property of the original
continuous-time system is preserved.

On the one hand, in the view of Theorem [J] and Corollary [ we have
1Q-(zlla)zllg" = llzllg" + per for all z € R™ : ||z||g" + ppr > 0 and V7 > 0,
and Q- (||x]la)xz = 0 otherwise. Hence, we conclude

1Q-(zlla)zlla = (|=llg" + ppr)H* < ||zlla < T(|l2]),

where @ € K is defined in Theorem In this case, there exists £ € Ky
such that |u(te+;)| < &(llzk+;l)), § = 0,1,...,n — 1 and there exists o1 €
Ko such that [|zp4j11lla < o1(|zk+jilla), 7 = 0,1,...,n — 1. Consequently,
there exists 0, € Koo such that ||2gtnlla < on(]|zk]la), VE € N. On the other
hand, by construction, we have zy1, = Qunr(||zk|la)zr, so, taking into account
[Qnr(llzklla)zrlla < [lzklla, we derive [|zxinlla < min{|[zk|la, on(]lzk]la)} and
|2x]la < min {||zola, 0% (||zolla} , V& > 0. Using Theorem [1] we substantiated the
global Lyapunov stability of the system (as well as the system ) with
the sampled-time control .

7.5 The proof of Proposition

First of all, notice that under Assumption [1| we have Ky = 0 and Ag = A (see
Theorem . Let us denote s, = In(1 + ppnhrt)V/ (1) with r = ||z||q and show
Ki(r) = r't#Kd(—Inr) as h — 0.

On the one hand, if d.(s) is defined by Lemma [5| then

5 tdu(~Inh)(A+BK+pGqa)*
d.(-Inh)eA+BE+pGa)sn =3~ 5 (=In )(i|+ +pGa)’ _
1=0 :
ioj st (A+BKd,(In h)+phGa)id.(—Inh)
Rl =

=0 i
PR, (< Inh) + Y05 S AT BE +O(h).

€ i=1 Rl

Indeed, for i = 2 we have
(A+BKd.(Inh) + phGq)*d.(—Inh) = (A+ phGq)*d.(—Inh) + ABK +O(h),
for i = 3 we derive

(A4 BKd.(Inh) 4 phGq)*d.(—Inh) =

(A+ BKd.(Inh) 4+ phGaq) {(A + phGq)*d.(—Inh) + ABK + O(h)} =
(A+ phGq)*d.(—Inh) + A2BK + O(h)

and, by induction, we conclude (A + BKd.(Inh) + phGq)id(—Inh) = (A +
phGq)id,(—Inh) + A" BK + O(h). Since A is nilpotent then for i > n + 1 we
have A"~1 = 0 and (A+BKd.(Inh)+phGq)'d(—Inh) = (A+phGq)'d.(—Inh)+
O(h).

On the other hand, since d(fs)Ad(s)A = e A then d(—s)e™d(s) = AeeS"TA

forall 5,7 € R and Quu(1)— A} = d(In7)Q(sp)d(— In7)—e™™ = d(In7)(Q(sp)—
e AYd(—Inr) where Q(sp,) is given by (16). Since d*(s) commutes with d(7),
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Vs, T € R then using the identities and the estimate of d,(—In h)e(A+BE+rGa)sn

we derive
d.(—Inh) (eATBE+pGa)sn _ gpsnGagnhrtA

d. (— In h)e(A+BE+pGa)sn _ epsnGaent”Aq, (—Inh) =

Z SATBE (eM eps;LGdenr“A)d( Inh)+O(h).

hid!
If 7y = pspGa, Zo = nrtA, q = —pupsy then the condition 71729 — ZoZ1 =
qZs of Lemmals fulfilled, so e?1e%2 = e tize=a 22 or, equivalently, ePshGagnm A —

s hrk 2
ePsnGat A Therefore, since s, = In(1+ppnhr?) ppnhirtt — 2T +O () —
’ ’ PH PR P
2 A+BK+pGq)s snGa nhrt Ay _ x~n—18,A""'BK
hnr#+O(h?) then d..(—In h) (e pGa)sn — gpsnGag )= Sony AP

O(h) = Z?;Olw +O(h) = Om e dr BK + O(h). Since d(s) = e*“4
then
A (= h)(Qun(r) — A7) =
d(lnr)e psnGa fnr e™drBKd(—Inr) 4 O(h) =
fom d(Inr — psp)e™drBKd(—Inr) + O(h) =
f"rueewum #WrAdrd(Inr — psp) BKd(—Inr) + O(h) =

nrt 1+ nhr“’T r
e “f AdTWBKd( hl’l") + O(h) =

fnr e ™A drBrKd(—Inr) + O(h) =
Jo e tdrBrtrKd(—1Inr) + O(h).
Therefore, using Lemma [f] and Remark [2] we conclude
Kn(r) = eq W (Qua(sn) — Af) =
e W td,(Inh) ([ye™drBritKd(—Inr) + O(h)) =
ritrKd(—Inr) + O(h?),

and K, (r) — r'#Kd(—Inr) as h — 0 uniformly on 7 from compacts belonging
o (0, 400).

0

7.6 The proof of Lemma

Let us show that holds. Indeed, on the one hand, since ||d(s)z|la = €®||z||a
then

A ((In(14+ppnhe™ *2||d(s)z||k A ((In(1+4 1A
Q( (I+pp epu Id(s) ”d)>=Q< ( W;Z Il Hd))

and Vs € R,Vx € R we have

Qnhe-r=(lld(s)z][a) = d(s)Qnn([|z]la)d(=s)-

On the other hand, using Lemma [f] we derive

Weo—psp, = du(—p18)Wh,  Be—psp = e #°7°d(s) By,
Le—ushd(s) = d(S) Lh7 d(S) Fh = Fe—ushd (S) y

for all s € R and for all h > 0, where the identities d.(7) = e™/»*7% and
d(s) = e*fn=s1Go are utilized for the analysis L; in order to conclude that
e *7#sd, (us)d(s) = I, where Gy is defined in Theorem [3| Hence, we derive
(27). The identity can be obtained in the same way.

19



7.7 The proof of Lemma

1) Local Finite-Time Stability for p < 0. Let us show that the matrix Fj,
is nilpotent. Notice that F} can be rewritten as follows
Fp=(I,—[0 0 ... 0 B,JW, '47"") Ay =
(A7"W, W AP — [0 0 . 0 BW, AT Ay =
AT"(Wh—[0 0 .. 0 AP IB )W, TAY =
A, "B ApBy ... A}T2By, O)W, AR
Since W{l[AhBh Azleh 0] =[e2 ... e, O] then
F2=A"(By, ApBy, ... A} 2By 0][ez €3 ... €, 0]W;,*AT =
A ARBy, .. ATT2By, 0 0]W AR,
Continuing the same considerations we derive F]' = 0. On the one hand,
since for u < 0 we have Q(||z]la) = 0 if ||zla < (—ppnh)~Y/* then the
closed-loop system becomes linear xj41 = Fyxy for ||zglla < (—ppnh)~ Y+ =

(h/h)lht

lent to Hd (i ln%) FﬁmoH = HF}ZLd (% In %) xOH < 1, and the inequality [|zo|la <

) “ /n
. On the other hand, the inequality ||F}xo|la < (h/ h) is equiva-

N /p
r (h/h) is equivalent to Hd(—lnz)d (%L In %) a:OH < 1. Therefore, the in-
equality ||Fid(lnf)|| <1 yields HFid (i In %)zOH < Hd(—ln[’)d (i In %)on
) - 1/p
Hence, we derive ||z;]la = ||[Fizolla < (h/h) for i = 1,...,n — 1 provided

- 1/p
that ||zolla < r~ (h/h) . Taking into account the nilpotence of F},, the latter

implies local Lyapunov stability of the closed-loop system and the finite-time
convergence of solutions to zero.

2) Practical Finite-time Stability for p < 0. The proof repeats the
proof of Theorem |7} the case 1) for ¢ = 0 and gives % < 70.5p||:c\|é+“ for
all z : ||z||4" > 7. Using Lemmawe derive Q for h # h with 7~ =7~ /K,
where 7 is defined in the proof of Theorem

3) Practical Fixed-time Stability for p > 0 Let us prove, now, the prac-
tical fixed-time stability. On the one hand, since, by Theorem [3| the canonical
homogeneous norm is a Lyapunov function of the system satisfying

d 1

—le®la = —pllz®lla™,
then ||lz(t + nh)||3" = [|lz(t)|lg" + ppnh, and for g > 0 we have ||z(t + nh)|ja <

2\ 1/p
(upnh)_l/“ = (%) independently of z:(t). On the other hand, by Corollary ,
s\ Lk
we have a(t +nh) = Qua(le(®)la)a(t), s0 |Qun(Zla)zla < (}) V& € R™.
Since the right-hand side of the system can be represented as follows
zn(x) = Fpa + LpQur(||zlla)z, Lp:= BheIW{l,

then, for any xy € R™ the solution xy,k = 0,1,2, ... of the discrete-time system

([13), satisfies
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1 = Frao + Lpy,
x9 = Ffxo + FrLyyr + Liye,

Tn = Floo+ FP 'Lpys + FP 7 2Lpys + o + Lyyn,

where y; = Qnn(||Ti—1|la)xi-1, ¢ = 1,2,.... Since the matrix F}, is nilpotent
then F}' = 0 and

T =F "Lpye—nt1 + F °Lyyk—nt2 + .. + Lpyg, VE>n.

S\ L
Since |lyilla < (%) PN ||d (iln %)y (Ste Hd (iln %)y <1 then

1, h 1, h\ni-1 1, h)
Hd</" In B):L’k ’Z?:1d<lt In fz)Fh Lhd(*u In ﬁ>vl
h

wherev; = d (i In %) Ykt+n—i- Laking into account F}; =d (i In %) Fd (—i In ﬁ) ,

=d(Limt _1lpk . i it 7t
ih_d(ulnh)l’hd( Mlnﬁ)and ||v1||§1weder1veHd (MlniL)kad<r ,VE>

s

d d

4) Local Asymptotic Stability for p > 0. Since L”ﬂld < 70.5/,”:5”?# for
all z |zl < 7~ ! then for y > 0 the closed-loop system is locally asymptotically
stable. Using Lemma |1| we derive QF with r+ = 71/~

7.8 The proof of Lemma
The symmetry proven by Lemma [1| yields

My (||lzlla)r = d(s) Mewsp([[d(—s)z][a)d(—s)z

for all x € R”, for all s € R and VA > 0. Hence, for any zo € R™\{0}
we have z1 = My (||zolla)zo = d(In||zo]la)©1(||zolsh, vo)vo. Since |z1]la =
lzolla [|©1([lzollg, vo)vollq then A

2y = My ([[z1|a)zr=Mna([|21]la)d(In [lzolla)O: ([lz1]lah, vo)vo

= d(In [|zolla) M), u7, ([z1]la/[[zolla) ©1 ([zollg, vo) vo

= d(In ||zo|la)©O2 (||z0|5, vo) vo. Repeating the above considerations we derive

B1).

7.9 The proof of Theorem

The approximation property is proven by Proposition [I} Let us prove the con-
sistency of stability properties. If the discrete-time system is globally uni-
formly finite-time stable for some h > 0 then due to dilation symmetry (see
Lemmal|l)) it is globally uniformly finite-time stable for any kA > 0, in particular,
for h = h.

Necessity. Let us consider the case p < 0. The uniformity of the finite-
time stability and Lemma [2| guarantee that there exists k* > 1 such that
for any zo : ||zolla > r~ we have ||zp«|la < ||zo|la- The latter means that

[zollall®k= (llzoll*, vo) volla < [lzolla and
1Ok (r*,vo) volla < 1,¥r > r~,Vuy € S.
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Denoting 6 = r# for p < 0 we derive the inequality . The case p > 0 can
be treated similarly.

Sufficiency. Let us denote r, = (F~)* for p < 0 and r, = (r™)* for p > 0.
Let us consider the candidate Lyapunov function V : R™ +— [0, +00) defined as
follows Vie) = { ld(—p )l iz <

ld(—p mry” il >
where p = 8 if u < 0 and p = v if u > 0, where «, 3 are given by Theorem|[I] By
construction, V is positive definite, radially unbounded and globally Lipschitz
continuous with the Lipschtiz constant L = ||d(—p ! In7*)|| and Lemma@

a) Let us show that V is a Lyapunov function for ||zo|§ € [r«,r*]. Since
(6,v) = ||Ok+(d,v)v||a is a continuous function on the compact [ry,r*] x S
then using we derive v = maxsey, ,] [|O+ (0, v)v[la < 1 and for |z €
[re,7*] we have [zk«[la < 7||lzolla- Since [[zk-[la < vl|zolla ¢ [|d(s)zp=[la <
ylld(s)zolla, Vs € R then V(xp+) < APV (x0) for ||zol|fy € [rs, r*].

b) Let us show that V is a Lyapunov function for ||zo|j < r.. Since
% < —0.5p||z| T for all = : ||z||4 < 7. (see the proof of Lemma
case 2), then ||z1]la < v(lzoll5)llzolla,Vzo : |lzoll§ < 74, or equivalently,
V(w1) < A2 (lzoll)V (20), Yo : [[zoll} < 7o, where qa(s) = (1 + 0.5pus) /%
with s > 0.

c) Let us show that V' is a Lyapunov function for ||zo[/fy > r*. If |jao]|§ > r*
then for all k > n we have ||zx|| = 0if p < 0 and ||d(—p P Inr*)x| < 1if p >0
(see the proof of Lemma [2). This means that there exist v* € (0,1) such that
V(zr) <~v*V(zo), |l@o||* > r*. Without loss of generality we may assume that
k* > n (otherwise we just take nk* instead of £* in all above considerations).

d) Therefore, for any 7. € (0,r) and for any finite 7* > 7, there exists
4 € (0,1) such that

Viwr) <AV(wo), Vo : 7w < [zl <77

Taking into account local finite-time (resp., asymptotic) stability and practical
finite-time (resp., fixed-time) stability proven by Lemma [2| for u < 0 (resp.,
i > 0) we complete the proof.

(47)

7.10 The proof of Theorem [6]
In a discrete time, the system can be rewritten as

n—1
o = Qualllztlla)zd + D AL G

i=0
where ¢, = foh eAh=) g, (tx+7)dr is the sampled-time realization of the external
perturbation, so {gx} € ¢ for any h > 0. Let V be defined as in Lemma @
Since ||Qur(|lzlla)z|lg" = |zl g" + ppnh for all x € R™ : ||z|| 4" +ppnh > 0 then
HxZJrn—q’kH;u =|lz{llg" + ppnh, where g, = 2?1_01 AP"Gy, 1. Moreover, since
Gx is uniformly bounded, then for p > 0 it guarantees a practical fixed-time
stability. In this case, we derive
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Vi(@h )=V @)=V (27 )=V (k=06 +V (25— ak) =V (@)
<laxll+V (@, —ax) =V @D)=laxll+7 (lzf—axlla) -V (=})
=llaxll+W (V (z})),
where W(V)=7"1(@(V)~*+upnh)~/*—V. For > —f we have W € K, and
V is an ISS Lyapunov function [22].

7.11 The proof of Theorem [7]
In a discrete time, the system can be rewritten as

w1 = An] + BuKn(l|zf + Gl (@ + @) + d, (48)

where {Gx}, {Gr} € £*° for any h > 0, G = gm (L) is the sampled-time realization
of the measurement noise and ¢, = foh eA(th)qp(tk + 7)dr is the sampled-time
realization of the external perturbation. Denote g = (g ,q; ). Due to the
dilation symmetry proven by Lemma 1] it is sufficient to analyze ISS of for
h=h.

1) Let us prove local ISS and practical ISS of . If x = eAhfo +
Bhtﬂﬁ(xz + §x) + Gn,, he =t —t, and @, = foht eA(ht*T)qp(tk + 7)d7r then

x corresponds to a solution of the system for t € [tx, tx + ﬁ) Let us denote
q q

1_ A2 ~

T _a)dﬁgtl?lg léTl|(|)(%V)qtkHa%k H_ac(gﬁg 11Is1 ||c:f(])€s”ed%gh1|'x||d for a sufficiently large ||z{|/4"
and sufficiently small ¢¢, i = 1,2. Using dilation symmetry (see (28))) we derive
z=d(In ||zi||d)(eAh”HmZHgUk-‘rBhthZHgﬁm‘mzuu(vk—i—qi)-‘rqi), with vy = d(—In ||z}|la)z} €
S, Since e — I,, as s — 0 and By,s — 0 as s — 0 then for any ¢ € (0,1)
there exist r. > 0 and . > 0 such that

Ah a|- ~ 1 2
(e U4 By g s (o + ) + | —1| <

for ||z |3 >7- and ||q}|| < dc,i = 1,2. Hence, we have (1 — )|z} |la <||z|la <
(1+ )llaflla and 3Co,C1 >0 : [|d(-In alla)arll = | (-1n ) ot | < Collab
and ||d(—In z[|a)af ]| < Cy for [laf|l4" > 7. and |gi]| < d..

b) Let us show that wy(z{ 4+ gx) is close to u(x) for a sufficiently large
lzf]l4" and sufficiently small ||g}||. Using Lemma |5 and the identity zf =
e Mg —e= A By, G (2 + Gi) — e~ NGy, we derive

d(—In|lzlla)z—d(= In[lz]la)(z}+dr)=
d(—Inlzlla)(In—e™ " )z+d(—In ||z]la)e™ " By, @y, (¢ +dx)
+d(=1In|zlla)e” A" Gn, +d(—In|[z]a)dr=
—d(=1n [lz]la) fy AeAT drate” A 1T ldd(— In |z]la) Ba, a5 (2] +")
e MM IEldd (= n loa)gh, +d(— 1n [l2lla)de=
— 1e1E geAT grd(— n alla)e
ye—Antliell "B,k .aMgﬂ(d(f In(||zlla/llzf]la))(ve+ar))

+E—Aht|lw\\gd(7ln(Ha:Hd/szHd))qi+d(flnH:E”d)th
Since 3Cy > 0 : ‘fohthI\ZAeATdT‘ < Co|z|4y and 3C5 > 0 : HBEHIHZ

Hfoht\lr\lﬁ BATdTBH < Cs)|z|4 then for any Cy > 0 there exist C3 > 0 such that
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ld(=In|z[la)z — d(-Inz]la) (=] + G| < Csllz]l§ for z]lg" > 7o = (3£2)¥re,
gk || <6- and ||[d(—In ||z|la)dx|| < Callz|%. In this case, by Lemmathere exists
C > 0 and r > 0 such that [|a; (=] + gr) — u(z)|| < C|lz||* T2+, for |z| " >
max{Fe, 71}, all ¢ € [ti, ;1) and [|gi|| < 0 and [|d(=In|z]|a)dx]l < Callz[5-
¢) Adding and subtracting u(x) we derive
dlzlla _llzllaz"d"(-In|lz]la) PA(-In [|z[|a) (Az+ B (xx+dr)+ap)
dt 2 TdT (— Inflzla) PGad(—In[[zfla)= -
Jdd'(-In|jz||a) P(B(ay(zr+dr) —u(@) +lelad(Inllelag) Pl
2 TdT (= Infzla)PGad(—In[z[la)z
<BIIB(a, (zr+ide)—u(@)) | +B]zllalld(= In|lzlla)gp | —pllel g™
<llzlg™ BIBICllzllg—p)+Blzlalld(—In|lz]la)gpll

that for [|z|| 3" > r' = max{7., 7'}, t € [t;,tit1), [|¢L]] < 6 and ||d(—In||z|lq)dx| <
Callzllg-

d) Let us show that || - ||q is an ISS Lyapunov function (close to zero for
p > 0 and close to infinity for —8 < pu < 0). Let o(s) = s*G *(s), where
T € K is given in Theorem and s > 0. For ||g,| < 0.2587 po(||z|la) we
derive Bz]alld(—In [l2].a)gpll < 0.25p] 25 Notice that [lgn]| < 6.5 (|lz]a)

o : o1 1o\
mples g < e anl < oIl vithdo = G (452)" implies Cylq | <

(};5) |22/ and [[d(—In|[z]la)de ]| < [l2]4 for 2] # > /. For a sufficiently

small ¢’ > 0 the inequalities [z{[|" > ro (or, equivalently, [lz[ ;" > 7.) and
lapll < 0o (|lz]la) imply [lg; | < o

Selecting 7 = max{r’,0.5p(8||B||C) "1} we derive % < —0.25p|z|| " for
lzllg" =7, llapll < do(llzlla); llgmll < doo(l|zlla) and [lgm || < 6-7([|lz]la), where
§ = min{0.25571p,8’}. The function o belongs to the class K, if u > —p3.
Therefore, the system is practically ISS if —8 < p < 0 and locally ISS if
i > 0 even when the conditions of Theorem [5[ do not hold.

e) Let us show that the system is practically fixed-time stable and
practically ISS for > 0. Since F: = 0 (see the proof of Lemma [2)) then

xl—F $0+L Y1+ qu, G1=qo— Ly An‘]()v
3 =Fal+FLyyi+Liya+a, G2=F;q +q1—L ARy,
z} :F;_lLﬁyl+~~~+Lflyn+qn) an fF 5 Gn-1tdn-1—LAT Gn,

where yi11=Q,; (|27 +Gilla) (] +d), i=0,...,n — 1. Since for u > 0 we have
llyg+ill < 1 (see the proof of Lemma [2] case 3) and |3 || < C j_fnax llg;|| for

some C' > 0, then the system (37 . ) with © > 0 is practically ﬁxed time stable
and practically ISS.

f) Let us show that the system is locally ISS for p > —1. For ||z{ +
Grlla < r~ we have zf, | = Fyol + g — Lj A%y, where F}, is a Schur sta-
ble nilpotent matrix. Since an asymptotically stable linear system is ISS with
respect to additive perturbations then the system is locally ISS.

2) Let us show that the system is ISS for u > —f provided that the
unperturbed system is globally asymptotically stable. Our goal is to show a
discrete-time system:
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x‘(lpﬂ)k*:E(xgk* S pk s Ap1)ko—1), P=0,1, ... (49)

which describes evolution of with the discrete step k*, is ISS. The lat-
ter would imply ISS of . Notice that the local and practical ISS of .
guarantees the local and practical ISS of the system (49). Let k* > 1, V, 7,
7,9 € (0,1), L = |[|[d(—p "' Inr*)|| be defined as in the proof of Theoreml Let
zr € R™ denote a solutlon of the non-perturbed system with zy = 370
a) Let us show there exists wy- € Koo

< wk*(maX{H(JoHv- o llgw—1l13)
for 7, < |lzo|lj < 7. Since the system (37) is practlcally ISS then for any

& € Ko there exists a compact set (0 ¢ R" Such that z] € Qforallieo,.. k*
provided that 7, < [lzollj < 7 and _nax llg; H < (||lzolla)- Denot—

lad. — xpe

yeeny

ing go = 0 and @x = Fr@e—1 + Gx + Ln(Q,j,(|zk—1 + Ge—1 + Grlla) (xr—1 +
Te—1+ar) — Qi (lxe—1lla)zr—1) for k > 1 we derive x{ = x), + . Since
the function = — Q. (||z||q)x is continuous on R™ then by Heine-Cantor The-
orem it is uniformly continuous on © and there exists wp € K such that
1Q+(llz1lla)z1 — Q- ([|22]la)z2ll < wo([lz1 — 22]]) for all 21,2, € 2 and

@1l < 1ol + I Enllwo([lgol)-

Repeating the above consideration, on k*-th step, we derive that Jwg- € Koo
lge-]| < wk*(j_ornax llg;l]) for 7. < |lzolly < 7 and j_omax llg;ll <

||I§?|B*2qce V(zi.)=V(z}.) —V(xk)+V(xk) < L|| Gk +'71((x0) < %“V(xg)
< L2V (20) then V(zf.) < THV (af) for 7, <
g;|l < min {&(||zolla),w. (52 V (20))}. Taking

for 7, < |lzo|lfy <7 and ||~

lzolly < 7 and _max |

into account the local and practical ISS proven above, the latter guarantees
global ISS of in the view of [22]. The proof is complete.

7.12 The proof of Corollaries [3| and

Denote §;(t) = Z;"_Z 1 A”asz( ), where ¢ = 1,...,m is a number of subsystem
in the system (| , ., (39) and the matrices A;; are defined in the proof of
Corollary I 2l By Theorem l each subsystem with §; = 0 is finite-time (for p; <
0) or nearly fixed-time (for u; > 0) stable. Moreover, it is forward completeﬂ if
d; is uniformly bounded. The case p; < 0. Since the m-th subsystem is finite-
time stable then 37, > 0 such that §,,—_1(t) = 0 for all ¢t > T,,. Considering
subsequently the systems m—1, m—2,...,1 we conclude that the system ,
is finite-time stable. The case p; > 0. Since the m-th subsystem is fixed-time
stable then d,,_; is uniformly bounded and (m — 1)-th subsystem practically
fixed-time stable (see Theorem @, but the ISS property guarantees its global
uniform asymptotic stability [52]. Using the cascade structure of the system we
complete the proof of Corollary[3] The proof of Corollary [4]is literally the same
but it uses Theorems [5] and [7] instead of Theorem 4 and 6, respectively.

5A system is forward complete if all its solutions are defined globally in the forward time.

25



References

[1]

[10]

[11]

V. Acary and B. Brogliato. Implicit euler numerical scheme and chattering-
free implementation of sliding mode systems. Systems & Control Letters,
59(5):284-293, 2010.

A. Andreini, A. Bacciotti, and G. Stefani. Global stabilizability of homoge-
nenous vector fields of odd degree. Systems & Control Letters, 10:251-256,
1988.

V. Andrieu, L. Praly, and A. Astolfi. Homogeneous Approximation, Re-
cursive Observer Design, and Output Feedback. SIAM Journal of Control
and Optimization, 47(4):1814-1850, 2008.

S. P. Bhat and D. S. Bernstein. Geometric homogeneity with applications to
finite-time stability. Mathematics of Control, Signals and Systems, 17:101—
127, 2005.

B. Brogliato and A. Polyakov. Digital implementation of sliding-mode
control via the implicit method: A tutorial. International Journal of Robust
and Nonlinear Control, 31:3528-3586, 2021.

B. Brogliato, A. Polyakov, and D. Efimov. The implicit discretization of
the super-twisting sliding-mode control algorithm. IEEE Transactions on
Automatic Control, 65(8):3707-3713, 2020.

A. Chaillet, D. Angeli, and H. Ito. Combining iiss and iss with respect to
small inputs: the strong iiss property. IEEE Transactions on Automatic
Control, 59(9):2518-2524, 2014.

J.-M. Coron, L. Griine, and K. Worthmann. Model predictive control, cost
controllability, and homogeneity. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimiza-
tion, 58(5):2979-2996, 2020.

J.-M. Coron and L. Praly. Adding an integrator for the stabilization prob-
lem. Systems € Control Letters, 17(2):89-104, 1991.

D. Efimov and W. Perruquetti. Oscillations conditions in homogenous
systems. In Proc. IFAC NOLCOS Symp., pages 1379-1384, 2010.

D. Efimov, A. Polyakov, and A. Aleksandrov. Discretization of homoge-
neous systems using euler method with a state-dependent step. Automatica,
109(11):108546, 2019.

D. Efimov, A. Polyakov, A. Levant, and W. Perruquetti. Realization and
discretization of asymptotically stable homogeneous systems. IEEE Trans-
actions on Automatic Control, 62(11):5962-5969, 2017.

G. Folland. Subelliptic estimates and function spaces on nilpotent Lie
groups. Arkiv for Matematik, 13(1-2):161-207, 1975.

26



[14]

[15]
[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

L. Griine. Homogeneous state feedback stabilization of homogeneous sys-
tems. SIAM Journal of Control and Optimization, 38(4):1288-1308, 2000.

B.C. Hall. Lie Groups, Lie Algebras, and Representations. Springer, 2015.

A. Hanan, A. Jbara, and A. Levant. Low-chattering discretization of sliding
mode control. In the 60th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2021.

H. Hermes. Nilpotent approximations of control systems and distributions.
SIAM Journal of Control and Optimization, 24(4):731, 1986.

H. Hermes. Homogeneous feedback controls for homogeneous systems. Sys-
tems € Control Letters, 24:7-11, 1995.

Y. Hong. H., control, stabilization, and input-output stability of nonlinear
systems with homogeneous properties. Automatica, 37(7):819-829, 2001.

O. Huber, V. Acary, and B. Brogliato. Lyapunov stability and performance
analysis of the implicit discrete sliding mode control. IEEFE Transactions
on Automatic Control, 61(10):3016-3030, 2016.

O. Huber, V. Acary, and B. Brogliato. Lyapunov stability analysis of the
implicit discrete-time twisting control algorithm. IEEFE Transactions on
Automatic Control, 65(6):2619-2626, 2020.

Z.-P. Jiang and Y. Wang. Input-to-state stability for discrete-time nonlinear
systems. Automatica, 37(6):856-869, 2001.

F. Josse, E. Bernuau, E. Moulay, and P. Coirault. Robustness of sampled-
data homogeneous systems. Automatica, 123:109345, 2021.

M. Kawski. Families of dilations and asymptotic stability. Analysis of
Controlled Dynamical Systems, pages 285-294, 1991.

V. V. Khomenuk. On systems of ordinary differential equations with gener-
alized homogenous right-hand sides. Izvestia vuzov. Mathematica (in Rus-
sian), 3(22):157-164, 1961.

R. Kikuuwe, S. Yasukouchi, H. Fujimoto, and M. Yamamoto. Proxy-based
sliding mode control: A safer extension of pid position control. I[EEE
Transactions on Robotics, 26(4):670-683, 2010.

S. Koch, M. Reichhartinger, M. Horn, and L. Fridman. Discrete-time im-
plementation of homogeneous differentiators. IEEE Transactions on Auto-
matic Control, 65(2):757-762, 2019.

V.I. Korobov. A solution of the synthesis problem using controlability
function. Doklady Academii Nauk SSSR, 248:1051-1063, 1979.

A. Levant. Homogeneity approach to high-order sliding mode design. Au-
tomatica, 41(5):823-830, 2005.

27



[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

A. Levant. Chattering analysis. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control,
55(6):1380-1389, 2010.

A. Levant. On fixed and finite time stability in sliding mode control. In
IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pages 4260-4265, 2013.

M. Livne and A. Levant. Proper discretization of homogeneous differentia-
tors. Automatica, 50(8):2007-2014, 2014.

D. Luenberger. Canonical forms for linear multivariable systems. IEEE
Transactions on Automatic Control, 12(3):290-293, 1967.

L. Michel, M. Chanes, F. Plestan, J. Aoustin, and J.-P. Barbot. A noise
less-sensing semi-implicit discretization of a homogeneous differentiator :
principle and application. In European Control Conference (ECC), 2021.

H. Nakamura. Positive definiteness of generalized homogeneous functions.
In 9th Symposium on Nonlinear Control Systems, Toulouse, France,, pages
552-557, 4-6 September 2013.

H. Nakamura, Y. Yamashita, and H. Nishitani. Smooth Lyapunov functions
for homogeneous differential inclusions. In Proceedings of the 41st SICE
Annual Conference, pages 1974-1979, 2002.

N. Nakamura, H. Nakamura, and Y. Yamashita. Homogeneous stabiliza-
tion for input-affine homogeneous systems. In Conference on Decision and
Control, pages 80-85, 2007.

A. Nekhoroshikh, D. Efimov, A. Polyakov, W. Perruquetti, and I. Furtat.
Finite-time stabilization under state constraints. In Conference on Decision
and Control, 2021.

Y. Orlov. Finite time stability and robust control synthesis of uncertain
switched systems. SIAM Journal of Control and Optimization, 43(4):1253—
1271, 2005.

W. Perruquetti, T. Floquet, and E. Moulay. Finite-time observers: applica-
tion to secure communication. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control,
53(1):356-360, 2008.

A. Polyakov. Sliding mode control design using canonical homogeneous
norm. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control, 29(3):682—
701, 2018.

A. Polyakov. Generalized Homogeneity in Systems and Control. Springer,
2020.

A. Polyakov, D. Efimov, and B. Brogliato. Consistent discretization of
finite-time and fixed-time stable systems. SIAM Journal of Control and
Optimization, 57(1):78-103, 2019.

28



[44]

[45]

[46]

[55]

[56]

A. Polyakov, D. Efimov, and W. Perruquetti. Finite-time and fixed-
time stabilization: Implicit Lyapunov function approach. Automatica,
51(1):332-340, 2015.

A. Polyakov, D. Efimov, and W. Perruquetti. Robust stabilization of MIMO
systems in finite/fixed time. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear
Control, 26(1):69-90, 2016.

A. Polyakov, D. Efimov, and X. Ping. Consistent discretization of a homo-
geneous finite-time control for a double integrator. In IEEE Conference on
Decision and Control, 2022 (submitted).

L. Praly. Generalized weighted homogeneity and state dependent time scale
for linear controllable systems. In Proc. IEEE Conference on Decision and
Control, pages 43424347, San Diego, USA, 1997.

L. Rosier. Homogeneous Lyapunov function for homogeneous continuous
vector field. Systems & Control Letters, 19:467-473, 1992.

T. Sanchez, A. Polyakov, and D. Efimov. Lyapunov-based consistent dis-
cretisation of stable homogeneous systems. International Journal of Robust
and Nonlinear Control, 31(9):3587-3605, 2021.

R. Sepulchre and D. Aeyels. Homogeneous Lyapunov Functions and Nec-
essary Conditions for Stabilization. Mathematics of Control, Signals and
Systems, 9:34-58, 1996.

E.D. Sontag. Smooth stabilization implies coprime factorization. IFEFE
Transactions on Automatic Control, 34:435-443, 1989.

E.D. Sontag and A. Teel. Changing supply functions in inputistate stable
systems. IEEE Transaction on Automatic Control, 40(8):1476-1478, 1995.

E.D. Sontag and Y. Wang. On characterizations of the input-to-state sta-
bility property. Systems € Control Letters, 24(5):351-359, 1996.

K. Zimenko, D. Efimov, A. Polyakov, and W. Perruquetti. A note on delay
robustness for homogeneous systems with negative degree. Automatica,
79(5):178-184, 2017.

K. Zimenko, A. Polyakov, D. Efimov, and W. Perruquetti. Robust feed-
back stabilization of linear mimo systems using generalized homogenization.
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 2020.

V. 1. Zubov. Methods of A.M. Lyapunov and Their Applications. Noord-
hoff, Leiden (Translated from Russian: V.I. Zubov, Metody Lyapunova i
ih primenenie, Leningrad: LGU, 1957), 1964.

V.I. Zubov. On systems of ordinary differential equations with generalized
homogenous right-hand sides. Izvestia vuzov. Mathematica (in Russian),
1:80-88, 1958.

29



	1 Introduction
	2 Problem Statement
	3 Preliminaries: Homogeneous systems
	3.1 Linear dilation and homogeneous norm
	3.2 Homogeneous continuous-time systems
	3.3 Homogeneous stabilization of linear plant

	4 Discretization of Homogeneous Control 
	4.1 Single-input case
	4.2 Robustness analysis
	4.3 Multiple-input case

	5 Numerical Examples
	5.1 Single-input system
	5.2 Multi-input system

	6 Conclusions
	7 Appendix
	7.1 Auxiliary results
	7.2 The proof of Corollary 1
	7.3 The proof of Corollary 2
	7.4 The proof of Theorem 4
	7.5 The proof of Proposition 1
	7.6 The proof of Lemma 1
	7.7 The proof of Lemma 2
	7.8 The proof of Lemma 3
	7.9 The proof of Theorem 5
	7.10 The proof of Theorem 6
	7.11 The proof of Theorem 7
	7.12 The proof of Corollaries 3 and 4


