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Virtual Contraction Approach to Decentralized Adaptive
Stabilization of Nonlinear Time-Delayed Networks

Yu Kawano and Zhiyong Sun

Abstract—In this paper, we utilize a diagonally dominant structure
for the decentralized stabilization of unknown nonlinear time-delayed
networks. Generalizing the idea of virtual contraction analysis to time-
delayed systems, we demonstrate that nonlinear time-delayed networks
can be stabilized by diagonal high-gains if the input matrices possess cer-
tain generalized (column/row) diagonally dominant properties. To achieve
stabilization of unknown networks, we further propose a distributed
adaptive tuning rule for each individual gain function, ensuring that
all closed-loop trajectories converge to the origin. The effectiveness of
the proposed decentralized adaptive control is verified in a case study on
epidemic spreading control in SIS networks with transmission delays.

Index Terms—Nonlinear uncertain systems, time-delayed networks,
diagonal dominance, decentralized stabilization, adaptive high-gain sta-
bilization, contraction

I. INTRODUCTION

In stabilizing an unknown plant, one approach is to incrementally
increase a feedback gain until the closed-loop system becomes
stable. This process, known as the high-gain adaptive stabilization
problem, involves the challenge of identifying a suitable gain. While
a substantial body of research exists on this topic, these studies
primarily focus on single plants. Recently, the paper [1] has studied
decentralized high-gain adaptive stabilization for linear networks and
demonstrated that a diagonally dominant structure is crucial when
each local plant tunes its local gain based on its state information
only. Following this line of research, we investigate decentralized
high-gain adaptive stabilization for nonlinear time-delayed networks.

Literature Review: For adaptive stabilization, there are plenty of
researches in the literature including studies on adaptive control of
nonlinear systems with a scalar high-gain function [2]; adaptive
stabilization of linearizable systems [3]; adaptive stabilization of
nonlinear systems with a scalar adaptive gain function [4]; adaptive
tracking of nonlinear systems [5]; global adaptive stabilization with
cascaded nonlinear systems [6]; adaptive nonlinear regulation [7];
and adaptive designated-time stabilization of triangular nonlinear
systems [8]. Also, adaptive (high-gain) stabilization of nonlinear
systems is closely related to passivity properties, as investigated
by [9], and explored in works on feedback passive systems [10] and
passivity-based adaptive stabilization [11]. We emphasize that these
all mentioned papers focus on adaptive stabilization with scalar gain
functions (i.e., a centralized adaptive scheme).

As aforementioned, the paper [1] has studied decentralized adaptive
stabilization of linear networks, identifying that a key structural
property is diagonal dominance. This aligns with the well-known
fact that diagonal dominance properties enable scalable stability
analysis of positive linear or monotone nonlinear systems [12]–[21].
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In the linear case, even with time delays, such results have been
generalized to general linear systems (including positive systems)
by taking component-wise absolute values of system matrices [22],
[23]. Recent work on delay adaptive control has focused mostly
on linear systems, as studied in the monograph [24] by Zhu and
Krstic. This diagonal dominance-based idea has been exploited in our
preliminary version [25] to stability analysis of nonlinear delay-free
systems, aiming at decentralized adaptive stabilization of nonlinear
delay-free networks, based on virtual contraction techniques [18],
[26]–[28]. However, adaptive stabilization of nonlinear time-delayed
systems utilizing diagonal dominance properties is still missing,
and its application on decentralized stabilization of nonlinear time-
delayed networks still remains an open problem.

Contribution: In this paper, we study decentralized high-gain
adaptive stabilization of nonlinear time-delayed networks from the
viewpoint of diagonal dominance. To this end, we first generalize
virtual contraction analysis to time-delayed systems and establish
sufficient conditions for global uniform asymptotic stability of a
nonlinear time-delayed system, which employs the diagonal dom-
inance property by taking the component-wise absolute values of
some Jacobian matrix. These conditions can be viewed as natural
extensions of those previously derived conditions for linear time-
delayed systems in the classical work [22] by Lewis and Anderson.
Utilizing one of them, we show that a nonlinear time-delayed network
with a diagonally dominant input matrix can be stabilized by selecting
a gain of each node sufficiently large. In situations where system
parameters are unknown, determining an appropriate gain amplitude
for stabilization is very challenging, if not impossible. Therefore,
we propose an automatic tuning rule for each gain, ensuring that
all closed-loop trajectories converge to the origin without knowing
system parameters. This constitutes a major contribution on the de-
centralized adaptive stabilization of nonlinear time-delayed networks.
Additionally, we address the related dual problem arising in the
context of decentralized output feedback control.

The contribution of this paper is summarized as follows:
• By generalizing virtual contraction analysis to time-delayed

systems, we provide novel stability conditions for nonlinear
time-delayed systems in terms of diagonal dominance;

• For a nonlinear time-delayed network with a diagonally dom-
inant input matrix, we propose a distributed automatic tuning
rule for each local gain that ensures that all closed-loop tra-
jectories converge to the origin, thus advancing the theory of
decentralized adaptive stabilization for time-delayed uncertain
systems.

Organization: The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Section II, we mention the studied problem of decentralized high-
gain stabilization. In Section III, as a preliminary step, we study
stability of nonlinear time-delayed systems in terms of diagonal
dominance. In Section IV, as the main result, we provide an adaptive
tuning rule for decentralized high-gain stabilization of a nonlinear
time-delayed network with a diagonally dominant input matrix.

Notation: Let R denote the filed of real numbers. For a vector,
its Euclidean norm is denoted by | · |. Let C := C([−Td, 0],Rn)
denote the Banach space of continuous functions mapping the interval
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[−Td, 0] into Rn with the topology of uniform convergence. For ϕ ∈
C, define its norm by ∥ϕ∥C := supθ∈[−Td,0]

|ϕ(θ)|. For any T > 0
and x ∈ C([−Td, T ],Rn), let xt ∈ C, t ∈ [0, T ] denote a segment
of the function x defined by xt(θ) = x(t + θ), θ ∈ [−Td, 0]. The
n × n identity matrix is denoted by In. For vectors v, u ∈ Rn, we
write v ≤ u (resp. v < u) if and only if vi ≤ ui (resp. ui < vi) for
all i = 1, . . . , n.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we are interested in generalizing results [1] on
decentralized adaptive stabilization for linear network systems to
nonlinear time-delayed networks, described by

ẋ(t) = f(t, x(t), x(t− Td)) +B(t, x(t), x(t− Td))u(t), t ≥ σ

x(t+ σ) = ϕ(t), t ∈ [−Td, 0],

where σ, Td > 0, and ∥ϕ∥C is bounded; f : R × Rn × Rn →
Rn is continuous and continuously differentiable in the second and
third arguments and satisfies f(t, 0, 0) = 0 for all t ∈ R; B : R ×
Rn ×Rn → Rn×n is continuous and locally Lipschitz in the second
and third arguments. The matrix B represents the coupling term and
decentralized control in network systems.

By abuse of notation, each xi ∈ R denotes the state of node i.
As a control problem, we consider the scenario where each node
designs its control input ui : R → R only based on its local
information xi by ui = ki(t)xi, i = 1, . . . , n for decentralized
stabilization, whereas f and B are unknown. Utilizing diagonal gain
matrix K(t) := diag{k1(t), . . . , kn(t)}, the closed-loop system can
be represented as

ẋ(t) = f(t, x(t), x(t− Td))

+B(t, x(t), x(t− Td))K(t)x(t), (1)

where K : R → Rn×n is continuous w.r.t. time. Our main objective
is as follows.

Problem 2.1: For the time-delayed network (1) with unknown f
and B, design a diagonal gain matrix K such that all closed-loop
trajectories converge to the origin. ◁

In the linear delay-free case, it has been shown by [1, Theorem 4]
that Problem 2.1 has a solution if the coupling matrix B possesses a
kind of diagonally dominant properties. We investigate its extension
to nonlinear time-delayed networks.

III. AUXILIARY STABILITY ANALYSIS

To generalize results of the linear delay-free case [1, Theorem 4],
we in this section study stability of nonlinear time-delayed systems
in terms of diagonal dominance. Diagonal dominance properties have
been utilized for stability analysis in a variety of systems, particularly
for positive and monotone systems, e.g., [12], [13], [15]–[20], which
has the root in system contraction theory [29]. A similar approach
has been investigated for general linear time-delayed systems [22],
[23] by taking the component-wise absolute value of the system
matrix. Inspired by this, we derive two stability conditions based
on diagonally dominant types properties for nonlinear time-delayed
networks.

In this section, we proceed with stability analysis of a closed
system, described by

ẋ = f(t, x(t), x(t− Td)), t ≥ σ (2)

x(t+ σ) = ϕ(t), t ∈ [−Td, 0],

where we recall that f(t, 0, 0) = 0 for all t ∈ R.
We consider the following standard stability properties [30, Defi-

nition 1.1].

Definition 3.1: The solution x = 0 of the system (2) is said to be
• uniformly stable if for any σ ∈ R and ε > 0, there exists

δ = δ(ε) > 0 such that

∥ϕ∥C ≤ δ =⇒ ∥xt∥C ≤ ε, ∀t ≥ σ;

• uniformly asymptotically stable (UAS) if it is uniformly stable,
and there exists δ0 > 0 such that for every η > 0, there exists
t0 = t0(δ0, η) such that

∥ϕ∥C ≤ δ0 =⇒ ∥xt∥C ≤ η, ∀t ≥ σ + t0

for every σ ∈ R;
• globally uniformly asymptotically stable (GUAS) if it is uni-

formly stable, and δ0 can be made arbitrary large. ◁
To analyze GUAS, we generalize a technique of virtual contraction

analysis [18], [26]–[28] to time-delayed systems. Let us introduce g :
R× Rn × Rn × Rn × Rn → Rn such that

g(t, x, y, x, y) = f(t, x, y) (3a)

g(t, x, y, 0, 0) = 0 (3b)

for all (t, x, y) ∈ R×Rn ×Rn, where g(t, x, y, ξ, η) is continuous,
locally Lipshitz in x and y, and continuously differentiable in ξ and
η. Then, f can be represented by

f(t, x, y) = g(t, x, y, x, y)

=

∫ 1

0

dg(t, x, y, sx, sy)

ds
ds

=

∫ 1

0

∂g(t, x, y, ξ, η)

∂ξ

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx,sy)

xds

+

∫ 1

0

∂g(t, x, y, ξ, η)

∂η

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx,sy)

yds. (4)

Utilizing g, we derive diagonally dominant types of stability
conditions as follows.

Theorem 3.2: For a system (2), suppose that there exist a ≥ 0 and
g : R× Rn × Rn × Rn × Rn → Rn satisfying (3) and∣∣∣∣∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)∂ηj

∣∣∣∣ ≤ a, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , n (5)

for all (t, x, y, ξ, η) ∈ R×Rn×Rn×Rn×Rn. The solution x = 0 to
the system is GUAS if either of the following two conditions holds:

I) there exist c > 0 and 0 < v ∈ Rn such that

vj

(
a+

∂gj(t, x, y, ξ, η)

∂ξj

)
+
∑
i̸=j

vi

(
a+

∣∣∣∣∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣) ≤ −cvj (6)

for all j = 1, . . . , n and (t, x, y, ξ, η) ∈ R×Rn ×Rn ×Rn ×
Rn;

II) there exist c > 0 and 0 < w ∈ Rn such that(
a+

∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)

∂ξi

)
wi

+
∑
j ̸=i

(
a+

∣∣∣∣∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣)wj ≤ −cwi (7)

for all i = 1, . . . , n and (t, x, y, ξ, η) ∈ R×Rn×Rn×Rn×Rn.
Proof: The proof is in Appendix A.

In Theorem 3.2, the conditions in items I) and II) can be understood
as generalized diagonally-dominant type conditions of the Jacobian
matrix ∂g(t, x, y, ξ, η)/∂ξ. The difference is that items I) and II)
are with respect to the column and row sums, respectively, which
correspond to the 1-norm and infinity-norm of relevant Lyapunov
vector functions in virtual contraction analysis.
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IV. DECENTRALIZED ADAPTIVE STABILIZATION

In this section, we apply item I) of Theorem 3.2 to solve Prob-
lem 2.1. We first show that if B possesses a kind of diagonally dom-
inant properties then there exist sufficiently large ki, i = 1, . . . , n,
rendering the closed-loop system (1) to be GUAS. Then, we provide
an automatic tuning rule of each local gain ki for solving Problem 2.1,
only utilizing its local information xi. After that, we address the dual
problem of Problem 2.1 based on item II) of Theorem 3.2.

A. Main Results

We first characterize a class of the matrix B for which the
system (1) can be made GUAS by selecting ki, i = 1, . . . , n
sufficiently large, stated below in the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1: Suppose that the nonlinear time-delayed network
system (1) satisfies the following two conditions:

I) ∂f(t, x, y)/∂x, ∂f(t, x, y)/∂y, and B(t, x, y) are bounded on
(t, x, y) ∈ R× Rn × Rn;

II) there exist c > 0 and 0 < v ∈ Rn such that

vjBj,j(t, x, y) +
∑
i ̸=j

vi|Bi,j(t, x, y)| ≤ −cvj

for all j = 1, . . . , n and (t, x, y) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.
Then, there exist ki > 0, i = 1, . . . , n such that the solution x = 0
to the system is GUAS.

Proof: The proof is in Appendix B.
Theorem 4.1 shows that nonlinear delayed networks can be stabi-

lized by selecting each local gain ki, i = 1, . . . , n sufficiently large.
However, their lower bounds are difficult or impossible to estimate if
f and B are unknown. To resolve this issue, we provide an adaptive
tuning rule of each decentralized gain ki, stated as the second main
result of this paper.

Theorem 4.2: Suppose that the uncertain time-delayed system (1)
satisfies items I) and II) of Theorem 4.1. We implement the following
update rule for each local gain ki(t), i = 1, . . . , n:

k̇i = min{ai, bi|xi|}, t ≥ σ, (8)

where ai, bi > 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then, the following statements
hold for all initial conditions σ ∈ R, ϕ ∈ C, and ki(σ) ≥ 0 and for
all i = 1, . . . , n:

I) xi(t) and ki(t) uniquely exist for all σ ≤ t ∈ R;
II) limt→∞ |xi(t)| = 0;

III) there exists k∞
i > 0 such that limt→∞ ki(t) = k∞

i .
Proof: The proof is in Appendix C.

Remark 4.3: The statement of Theorem 4.2 holds also for a time-
dependent delay τ(t) for which there exists T̂d < 1 such that τ(t) ∈
[0, Td] and τ̇(t) ∈ [0, T̂d] for all t ≥ σ. Moreover, Theorem 4.2 can
be generalized to the case where the nonlinear uncertain system (1)
contains multiple time-dependent delays by a minor modification. ◁

B. Dual Problems

In the linear case [1], decentralized adaptive stabilization has
been also studied in the context of output feedback. Its nonlinear
generalization is

ẋ(t) = f(t, x(t), x(t− Td)) +K(t)H(t, x(t), x(t− Td)), t ≥ σ

x(t+ σ) = ϕ(t), t ∈ [−Td, 0], (9)

where H : R × Rn × Rn → Rn is continuous w.r.t. time and
continuously differentiable in the second and third arguments such
that H(t, 0, 0) = 0 for all t ∈ R. Then, the origin is an equilibrium
point.

Applying item II) of Theorem 3.2, we obtain the counterpart of
Theorem 4.1 for high-gain decentralized stabilization.

Theorem 4.4: Suppose that the nonlinear uncertain network sys-
tem (9) satisfies the following two conditions:

I) ∂f(t, x, y)/∂x, ∂f(t, x, y)/∂y, ∂H(t, x, y)/∂x, and
∂H(t, x, y)/∂y are bounded on (t, x, y) ∈ R× Rn × Rn;

II) there exist c > 0 and 0 < w ∈ Rn such that

∂Hi(t, x, y)

∂xi
wi +

∑
j ̸=i

∣∣∣∣∂Hi(t, x, y)

∂xj

∣∣∣∣wj ≤ −cwi

for all i = 1, . . . , n and (t, x, y) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.
Then, there exist local gains ki > 0, i = 1, . . . , n such that the
solution x = 0 to the closed-loop system is GUAS.

Proof: The proof is in Appendix D.
We also obtain the counterpart of Theorem 4.2 for high-gain

decentralized adaptive stabilization as follows.
Theorem 4.5: Suppose that the nonlinear uncertain network sys-

tem (9) satisfies items I) and II) of Theorem 4.4. We implement
the update rule (8) for ki(t), i = 1, . . . , n. Then, items I) – III)
of Theorem 4.2 hold for all initial conditions σ ∈ R, ϕ ∈ C, and
ki(σ) ≥ 0 and for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.2, and thus is
omitted.

Remark 4.6: The statement of Theorem 4.5 holds also for time-
dependent delay τ(t) such that τ : R → R is continuous and
limt→∞ t−τ(t) = ∞, by following the condition in [15]. Moreover,
Theorem 4.5 can be generalized to the case where the nonlinear
uncertain system (9) contains multiple time-dependent delays by a
minor modification. ◁

V. EXAMPLE ON DECENTRALIZED CONTROL OF ELIMINATING

EPIDEMIC SPREADING IN NETWORKS

Recent years have witnessed increasing attention on the decen-
tralized control of eliminating epidemic spreading in networks [31].
In this study, we will apply the developed decentralized adaptive
approach for stabilization control of time-delayed epidemic network
systems. Consider a network of the Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible
(SIS) model [32] with delays, given by

ẋi(t) = (1− xi(t))

n∑
j=1

ci,jxj(t− Td)− kixi(t), t ≥ 0

xi(t) = ϕi(t), t ∈ [−Td, 0], (10)

where xi(t) ∈ [0, 1] denotes the fraction of infected individuals in
population i at time t ≥ 0, and Td ≥ 0 represents the epidemic
transmission delays. Also, ci,j ≥ 0, i, j = 1, . . . , n denotes the rate
at which the infected individuals in population j can transmit the
disease to the susceptibles in population i.

In the recent work [31], decentralised adaptive-gain control is
developed for delay-free epidemic networks. In this section, we apply
Theorem 4.2 for adaptive stabilization to tune the recovery parameter
ki, i = 1, . . . , n in each population i such that the epidemic
disappears in network SIS systems with transmission delays. Note
that the trajectory x(t) stays in [0, 1]n for any t ≥ 0 and initial
condition ϕ(t) ∈ [0, 1]n, t ∈ [−Td, 0]. On the bounded set [0, 1]n,
item I) of Theorem 4.1 automatically holds. Moreover, item II) holds
because B in the representation (1) is B := −In in this case.
Therefore, by implementing decentralized adaptive tuning rule (8),
the state trajectories converge to the origin. Moreover, each gain
converges to the finite value.

To conduct numerical simulation, we select the time delay as
Td = 50. For the network topology, we consider a scale-free network
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Fig. 1. Network topology with 200 nodes in an SIS network model
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Fig. 2. Time response of the SIS network with decentralized adaptive control
law, where all trajectories converge to zero.

with n = 200 nodes and 5 edges per each node. Figure 1 shows the
network topology, where ci,j = 1 if there is a path from node j
to node i; otherwise ci,j = 0. Regarding the controller parameters,
we select ai = bi = 1 and ki(0) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n.
As confirmed by Figs. 2 and 3, we achieve decentralized adaptive
stabilization, and each gain converges to a finite value. To illustrate
the utility of the proposed tuning rule, Figure 4 shows the system
trajectory when constant local gains ki(t) = 20 for all t ≥ 0 and
i = 1, . . . , n are applied. In this case, some trajectories do not
converge to zero, indicating that the epidemic spreading in networks
cannot be eliminated by the conventional decentralized control.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied decentralized adaptive stabilization
for unknown nonlinear time-delayed networks with diagonally domi-
nant input matrices. First, we have generalized diagonally dominant-
type stability conditions from positive linear systems to nonlinear
time-delayed systems which are not required to be positive or
monotone. In this way, we have contributed to the development of
virtual contraction analysis to time-delayed systems. Based on the
column diagonally dominant condition, we have clarified the structure
of diagonally dominant input matrices, enabling the stabilization
of nonlinear time-delayed networks using decentralized high-gain
control. Additionally, we have provided an automatic tuning rule for

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0

20

40

60

80

Fig. 3. Time response of the decentralized adaptive gains
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Fig. 4. Time response of the SIS network when ki = 20, where certain
trajectories do not converge to zero.

each gain in a decentralized manner, without the need for any system
parameter knowledge. Furthermore, we have investigated the dual of
decentralized adaptive stabilization by utilizing the row diagonally
dominant condition. The proposed decentralized adaptive control
method has been applied for eliminating epidemic spreading in SIS
networks with transmission delays.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2

(item I) Consider the following Lyapunov function candidate

Vs(x(t)) :=

n∑
i=1

vi

(
|xi(t)|+ a

∫ t

t−h

n∑
j=1

|xj(θ)|dθ

)
. (11)

From (4), the upper right Dini derivative of Vs(x) along the trajectory
of the time-delayed nonlinear system (1), denoted by D+Vs, satisfies

D+Vs(x(t))

=

n∑
i=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
fi(t, x(t), x(t− h))

+ a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi(|xj(t)| − |xj(t− h)|)

=

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|

×
∫ 1

0

(
∂gi
∂ξj

xj(t) +
∂gi
∂ηj

xj(t− h)

) ∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

ds
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+ a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi(|xj(t)| − |xj(t− h)|)

=

∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ξj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t)ds

+

∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ηj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t− h)ds

+ a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi(|xj(t)| − |xj(t− h)|),

where the arguments (t, x(t), x(t − h), ξ, η) of gi are dropped
for the notational simplicity. Also, it follows from avi|xj(t)| =∫ 1

0
avi|xj(t)|ds that

D+Vs(x(t))

=

∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

(
vi

xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ξj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t)

+ avi|xj(t)|
)
ds

+

∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ηj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t− h)ds

− a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|.

Define

Aj :=

n∑
i=1

vi

(
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ξj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t)

+ a|xj(t)|
)

and

B :=

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
xi(t)

|xi(t)|
∂gi
∂ηj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

xj(t− h).

Then, we have

D+Vs(x(t)) =

∫ 1

0

n∑
j=1

Ajds+

∫ 1

0

Bds

− a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|. (12)

From (6), we have

Aj =

vj

(
a+

∂gj
∂ξj

)
|xj |+

∑
i̸=j

vi

(
a|xj |+

∂gi
∂ξj

xixj

|xi|

)
≤

vj

(
a+

∂gj
∂ξj

)
+
∑
i ̸=j

vi

(
a+

∣∣∣∣∂gi∂ξj

∣∣∣∣)
 |xj |

≤ −cvj |xj |.

Also, from (5), we obtain

B ≤
n∑

i=1

n∑
j=1

vi
|xi(t)|
|xi(t)|

∣∣∣∣ ∂gi∂ηj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

|xj(t− h)|

≤ a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|.

Substituting them into (12) leads to

D+Vs(x(t))

≤ −
∫ 1

0

n∑
j=1

cvj |xj |ds+
∫ 1

0

a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|ds

− a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|

= −
n∑

j=1

cvj |xj |

+ a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)| − a

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

vi|xj(t− h)|

= −
n∑

i=1

cvi|xi|.

By Lyapunov-Krasovskii Theorem, e.g. [33, Theorem 1], the solution
x = 0 is GUAS.

(item II) Define

Vm(x) := max
i=1,...,n

{
|xi|
wi

}
. (13)

For this function, we define the following set of the indexes:

I(x) :=

{
i = 1, . . . , n :

|xi|
wi

= Vm(x)

}
.

From its definition, we have

|xj |
wj

≤ |xi|
wi

⇐⇒ |xj | ≤
wj

wi
|xi| (14)

for all j = 1, . . . , n and i ∈ I(x).
It follows from (4) that

D+Vm(x(t))

= max
i∈I(x(t))

xi(t)

wi|xi(t)|
fi(t, x(t), x(t− h))

= max
i∈I(x(t))

xi(t)

wi|xi(t)|

∫ 1

0

n∑
j=1

(
∂gi
∂ξj

xj(t)

+
∂gi
∂ηj

xj(t− h)

)∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

ds,

where the arguments (t, x(t), x(t−h), ξ, η) of gi is dropped for the
notational simplicity. For the most right-hand side, it follows from (7)
and (14) that

max
i∈I(x)

xi

wi|xi|

n∑
j=1

∂gi
∂ξj

xj

= max
i∈I(x)

xi

wi|xi|

∂gi
∂ξi

xi +
∑
j ̸=i

∂gi
∂ξj

xj


= max

i∈I(x)

1

wi

∂gi
∂ξi

|xi|+
∑
j ̸=i

∂gi
∂ξj

xjxi

|xi|


≤ max

i∈I(x)

1

wi

∂gi
∂ξi

|xi|+
∑
j ̸=i

∣∣∣∣∂gi∂ξj

∣∣∣∣ |xj |


≤ max

i∈I(x)

|xi|
w2

i

∂gi
∂ξi

wi +
∑
j ̸=i

∣∣∣∣∂gi∂ξj

∣∣∣∣wj


≤ −cVm(x)− max

i∈I(x)

n∑
j=1

awj

wi
Vm(x).

Also, from (5), we obtain

max
i∈I(x(t))

xi(t)

wi|xi(t)|

n∑
j=1

∂gi
∂ηj

xj(t− h)
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≤ max
i∈I(x(t))

|xi(t)|
wi|xi(t)|

n∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣ ∂gi∂ηj

∣∣∣∣ |xj(t− h)|

≤ max
i∈I(x(t))

a

wi

n∑
j=1

|xj(t− h)|

≤ max
i∈I(x(t))

n∑
j=1

awj

wi
Vm(x(t− h)).

In summary, we have

D+Vm(x(t))

≤ −cVm(x(t))

+ max
i∈I(x)

n∑
j=1

awj

wi
(Vm(x(t− h))− Vm(x(t))).

To apply Lyapunov-Razumikhin Theorem, e.g. [33, Theorem 2],
suppose that Vm(x(t − h)) ≤ (1 + ε)Vm(x(t)) for some ε > 0.
Then, it follows that

D+Vm(x(t)) ≤ −cVm(x(t)) + ε max
i∈I(x)

n∑
j=1

awj

wi
Vm(x(t))

=

(
−c+ ε max

i∈I(x)

n∑
j=1

awj

wi

)
Vm(x(t)).

For ε > 0 satisfying ε < c/(maxi∈I(x)

∑n
j=1 awj/wi), we have

c̄ := c− εmaxi∈I(x)

∑n
j=1 awj/wi > 0. Therefore, we obtain

D+Vm(x(t)) ≤ −c̄Vm(x(t)).

By Lyapunov-Razumikhin Theorem, the solution x = 0 is GUAS.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1

For the system, we choose g as

g(t, x, y, ξ, η) = f(t, ξ, η) +B(t, x, y)Kξ, (15)

which satisfies (3). For sufficiently large ki > 0, i = 1, . . . , n, we
show that g satisfies (6). Then, the statement of this theorem follows
from item I) of Theorem 3.2.

First, from item I) of this theorem, there exists a ≥ 0 such that
the condition of (5) and the following inequality hold

vj
∂fj(t, ξ, η)

∂ξj
+
∑
i ̸=j

vi

∣∣∣∣∂fi(t, ξ, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣ ≤ avj

∀j = 1, . . . , n, (t, ξ, η) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.

Next, item II) of this theorem implies

vjBj,j(t, x, y)kj +
∑
i ̸=j

vi|Bi,j(t, x, y)|kj

≤ −cvjkj ≤ −c min
j=1,...,n

{kj}vj

∀j = 1, . . . , n, (t, x, y) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.

Thus, it follows from the selection (15) of g that

vj

(
a+

∂gj(t, x, ξ, y, η)

∂ξj

)
+
∑
i̸=j

vi

(
a+

∣∣∣∣∂gi(t, x, ξ, y, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣)

≤

(
a

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

vi
vj

)
− c min

j=1,...,n
{kj}

)
vj (16)

∀j = 1, . . . , n, (t, x, ξ, y, η) ∈ R× Rn × Rn × Rn × Rn.

There exist sufficiently large kj > 0, j = 1, . . . , n such that

a

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

vi
vj

)
− c min

j=1,...,n
{kj} < 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , n.

That completes the proof.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 4.2

(Proof of item I)) It follows that

B(t, x, y)Kx−B(t, x′, y′)K′x′

= B(t, x, y)Kx−B(t, x, y)Kx′

+B(t, x, y)Kx′ −B(t, x, y)K′x′

+B(t, x, y)K′x′ −B(t, x′, y′)K′x′,

and consequently

|f(t, x, y) +B(t, x, y)Kx− f(t, x′, y′)−B(t, x′, y′)K′x′|
≤ |f(t, x, y)− f(t, x′, y′)|+ |B(t, x, y)K||x− x′|
+ |B(t, x, y)||K −K′||x′|
+ |B(t, x, y)−B(t, x′, y′)||K′x′|.

Recall that f is continuous and continuously differentiable in (x, y),
and B is continuous and locally Lipschitz in (x, y). Thus, f +BKx
is continuous and locally Lipschitz in (x, y,K). Moreover, |xi| is
locally Lipschitz in xi. Therefore, xi(t) and ki(t), i = 1, . . . , n
exist in some time interval. Also, they are unique as long as they
exist; see e.g. [30, Theorem 2.3].

From (16), Vs(x) in (11) satisfies

D+Vs(x(t)) ≤
(
â− c min

i=1,...,n
{ki(t)}

) n∑
i=1

vi|xi(t)|

â := a

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

vi
minj=1,...,n{vj}

)
.

By (8), each ki(t) > 0, i = 1, . . . , n is an increasing function of
time, and thus

D+Vs(x(t)) ≤
(
â− c min

j=1,...,n
{kj(σ)}

) n∑
i=1

vi|xi(t)|.

There exists b̂(σ) > 0 such that

D+Vs(x(t)) ≤ b̂(σ)

n∑
i=1

vi|xi(t)| ≤ b̂(σ)Vs(x(t)).

The comparison principle [34, Lemma 3.4] leads to

vi|xi(t)| ≤ Vs(x(t)) ≤ Vs(x(σ))e
b̂(σ)(t−σ) (17)

for all i = 1, . . . , n. Thus, xi(t), i = 1, . . . , n stay in R for all
σ ≤ t ∈ R, ϕ ∈ C, and ki(σ) ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n.

Also, it follows from (8) and (17) that

ki(t)

= ki(σ) +

∫ t

σ

min{ai, bi|xi(τ)|}dτ

≤ ki(σ) +

∫ t

σ

min

{
ai,

biVs(x(σ))

vi
eb̂(σ)(τ−σ)

}
dτ

= ki(σ) + min

{
ai(t− σ),

biVs(x(σ))

vib̂(σ)

(
eb̂(σ)(t−σ) − 1

)}
for all t ≥ σ. Thus, ki(t), i = 1, . . . , n stay in R for all σ ≤ t ∈ R,
ϕ ∈ C, and ki(σ) ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , n.
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(Proofs of items II) and III)) We divide i = 1, . . . , n into two
subsets I,J ⊂ {1, . . . , n}. First, I is the set of i for which there
exists σ ≤ ti ∈ R such that

â− ĉki(ti) < 0. (18)

Second, J is the set of j for which such tj does not exists. In other
words, all j ∈ J satisfy

kj(t) = kj(σ) +

∫ t

σ

min{aj , bj |xj(τ)|}dτ ≤ â

ĉ
(19)

∀t ≥ σ.

From their definitions, it holds that I ∩ J = ∅ and I ∪ J =
{1, . . . , n}.

We first consider j ∈ J . Since the integral in (19) is an upper
bounded increasing sequence of t ≥ σ, this converges to a finite
value, i.e., item III) holds for all j ∈ J . In addition, there exists a
sufficiently large σ ≤ tj ∈ R such that bj |xj(t)| ≤ aj for all t ≥ tj .
That is, |xj(t)|, t ≥ tj is uniformly continuous. From Barbalat’s
Lemma, e.g., [34, Lemma 8.2], we have limt→∞ |xj(t)| = 0, i.e.,
item II) holds for all j ∈ J .

We next consider i ∈ I. Define

V̄s(x(t)) :=
∑
i∈I

vi

(
|xi(t)|+ a

∫ t

t−h

n∑
j=1

|xj(θ)|dθ

)
. (20)

Similar calculations as the proofs of Theorems 3.2 and 4.1 lead to

D+V̄s(x(t))

≤
(
â− ĉmin

i∈I
{ki(t)}

)∑
i∈I

vi|xi(t)|

+
∑
i∈I

∑
j∈J

vi

(∫ 1

0

∂fi(t, ξ, η)

∂ξj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

ds

+ a+ kj(t)|Bi,j(t, x(t), x(t− h))|

)
|xj(t)|.

Recall that ∂f(t, ξ, η)/∂ξ and B(t, x, y) are bounded, and all kj(t),
j ∈ J are monotonically increasing and satisfy item III). Thus, there
exists 0 < d̂ ∈ R such that∑

i∈I

∑
j∈J

vi

(∫ 1

0

∂fi(t, ξ, η)

∂ξj

∣∣∣∣
(ξ,η)=(sx(t),sx(t−h))

ds

+ a+ kj(t)|Bi,j(t, x(t), x(t− h))|

)
|xj(t)|

≤ d̂
∑
j∈J

|xj(t)|.

In summary, we have

D+V̄s(x(t)) ≤
(
â− ĉmin

i∈I
{ki(t)}

)∑
i∈I

vi|xi(t)|

+ d̂
∑
j∈J

|xj(t)|.

From the definition of I (recall (18)), there exist λI > 0 and tI ≥ σ
such that

D+V̄s(x(t)) ≤ −λI
∑
i∈I

vi|xi(t)|+ d̂
∑
j∈J

|xj(t)|, ∀t ≥ tI .

Taking the time integration in the interval [tI , t] yields

V̄s(x(t)) + λI

∫ t

tI

∑
i∈I

vi|xi(τ)|dτ

≤ V̄s(x(tI)) + d̂
∑
j∈I

∫ t

tI

|xj(τ)|dτ, ∀t ≥ tI .

From (19) with limt→∞ xj(t) = 0 for all j ∈ J and (20), there
exists d̄(tI , x(tI)) > 0 such that

|xi(t)|+ λI

∫ t

tI

|xi(τ)|dτ ≤ d̄(tI , x(tI)), ∀t ≥ tI

for all i ∈ I. Thus, |xi(t)| is uniformly continuous, and by Barbalat’s
Lemma, item II) holds for all i ∈ I. This further implies that there
exists ti > t0 such that bi|xi(t)| ≤ ai for all t ≥ ti. Finally, since∫ t

tI
|xi(τ)|dτ is a bounded function of tI ≤ t ∈ R, ki in (20)

satisfies item III) for all i ∈ I.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 4.4

For the system (9), we choose g as

g(t, x, y, ξ, η) = f(t, ξ, η) +KH(t, ξ, η). (21)

which satisfies (3).
First, from item I), there exists a ≥ 0 such that (5) and

∂fi(t, ξ, η)

∂ξi
wi +

∑
j ̸=i

∣∣∣∣∂fi(t, ξ, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣wj ≤ awi

∀j = 1, . . . , n, (t, ξ, η) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.

Next, it follows from item II) that

ki
∂Hi(t, ξ, η)

∂ξi
wi + ki

∑
j ̸=i

∣∣∣∣∂Hi(t, ξ, η)

∂ξj

∣∣∣∣wj

≤ −ckiwi ≤ −c min
i=1,...,n

{ki}wi

∀i = 1, . . . , n, (t, ξ, η) ∈ R× Rn × Rn.

Therefore, from the definition (15) of g, we have(
a+

∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)

∂ξi

)
wi

+
∑
j ̸=i

(
a+

∣∣∣∣∂gi(t, x, y, ξ, η)∂ξj

∣∣∣∣)wj

≤

(
a

(
1 +

n∑
j=1

wj

wi

)
− c min

i=1,...,n
{ki}

)
wi

∀i = 1, . . . , n, (t, x, ξ, y, η) ∈ R× Rn × Rn × Rn × Rn.

There exist sufficiently large ki > 0, i = 1, . . . , n such that

a

(
1 +

n∑
j=1

wj

wi

)
− c min

i=1,...,n
{ki} < 0, ∀i = 1, . . . , n.

That completes the proof.
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