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Abstract

This paper studies integral input-to-state stability (iISS) of nonlinear impulsive systems with time-
delay in both the continuous dynamics and the impulses. Several iISS results are established by
using the method of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals. For impulsive systems with iISS continuous
dynamics and destabilizing impulses, we derive two iISS criteria that guarantee the uniform iISS
of the whole system provided that the time period between two successive impulse moments
is appropriately bounded from below. Then we provide an iISS result for systems with unstable
continuous dynamics and stabilizing impulses. For this scenario, it is shown that the iISS properties
are guaranteed if the impulses occur frequently enough. Last but not least, sufficient conditions
are also obtained to guarantee the uniform iISS of the entire system over arbitrary impulse time
sequences. As applications, iISS properties of a class of bilinear systems are studied in details with
simulations to demonstrate the presented results.

Keywords: TImpulsive systems, time-delay, integral input-to-state stability, delay-dependent

impulses, Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional.

1. Introduction

Impulsive system is a hybrid dynamical system that exhibits both continuous dynamics (mod-
eled by differential equations) and discrete dynamics (or impulses which are state jumps or resets
at a sequence of discrete moments). Due to the ubiquitous of time-delay, stability of time-delay
systems with impulses has been studied extensively in the literature (see, e.g., [1, 2, B, 4]). It is
natural to consider the time-delay effects in the impulses of a dynamical system when the state
abrupt changes depend on the state at a history moment. For instance, it takes time to sam-

ple, process and transmit the impulse information in the impulsive controller which utilizes the
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impulses to control a dynamical system. Discrete and distributed delays are considered in the
impulsive protocols in [5] and [6], respectively, to guarantee the consensus of multi-agent systems.
Such time-delay arises from the postponement of communications among the agents. Sampling
and transmission delays are also inevitable in impulsive synchronization based secure communi-
cations (see [7] for example). In the past decade, great progress has been made in the study of
stability properties of nonlinear systems with delay-dependent impulse effects and related control
problems (see, e.g., [5 6] [7, 8, [l [10] 11]).

The notion of input-to-state stability (ISS), introduced by Sontag in [12], characterizes the
impact of external inputs to the control system. The ISS notion roughly states that ”the state must
be bounded if the external inputs are uniformly bounded”. Applications of ISS are now extensive,
e.g., event-triggered control [13], distributed source seeking [14], robustification of observers [15],
formation maneuver [16], predictive control [I7]. However, the boundedness of the states cannot
be reflected through the ISS property when the inputs are unbounded but have finite total energy
(e.g., impulse inputs). Another drawback of the ISS property is that it cannot provide an ideal
bound if the external inputs have an extremely large bound but finite total energy. To take into
account of such inputs, an integral variant of ISS, called integral input-to-state stability (ilSS), was
introduced in [I§]. Applications of iISS can be found in small-gain theorem [19], tracking problems
[20], disturbance attenuation [2I], and so on. The concepts of ISS and iISS were subsequently
extended to impulsive systems in [22 23] and to hybrid impulsive and switching systems with
time-delay in [24]. The ISS and iISS results were further improved in [25] for switching time-delay
systems with impulses. Up to now, numerous researchers have investigated the ISS properties
of impulsive systems (see, e.g., [20, 27, 28]). However, no delay effects have been considered in
these impulses. In [29], the effects of delay-dependent impulses were studied for the ISS properties
of nonlinear delay-free systems for the first time. Recently, we investigated the ISS properties
of nonlinear time-delay systems with delay-dependent impulses in [30]. Nevertheless, the iISS
properties of such impulsive systems have not been studied yet.

Motivated by the above discussion, we study the integral input-to-state stability of nonlinear
time-delay systems with delay-dependent impulses. The stability analysis is conducted by using
the method of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals. In general, the Lyapunov candidate is broken into
a function part and a functional part in order to follow the spirit of Lyapunov and Krasovskii and

characterize the impulse effects simultaneously. To be more specific, the instantaneous state jumps



can be captured through the function part of the Lyapunov candidate, while the functional part is
indifferent to impulses. To our best knowledge, the time-delay effects have been only considered
in either the continuous dynamics (see, [23], 24, 25, 26], 27]) or the impulses (see, e.g., [29]) in the
existing iISS results for impulsive systems, and none of the existing iISS results is applicable to
impulsive systems with time-delay in both the continuous dynamics and the impulses (namely,
time-delay systems with delay-dependent impulses). It is the first time that the ilISS results
are derived for nonlinear time-delay systems with delay-dependent impulse effects in this study.
Additionally, compared with the results in [24], 25], one of our iISS criteria is less conservative
when applied to time-delay systems with delay-free impulses (See Remark [2 for details). When
the obtained results are applied to analyze the iISS properties of a type of bilinear systems, our
sufficient iISS conditions generalize the results in [32] for time-delay systems without impulses and
the ones in [24] for time-delay systems with delay-free impulse effects, and can be used to systems
with delay-dependent impulses.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2] introduces some preliminaries. In
section [3, we present our main results for iISS of nonlinear impulsive systems with time-delay in
both the continuous and discrete dynamics. The ilSS properties of a type of bilinear systems are
investigated in section 4] and two illustrative examples are then provided in section[5]to demonstrate

the obtained iISS criteria. Section [6] concludes the paper.

2. Preliminaries

This section introduces our notation and states the iISS problem of impulsive systems with

time-delay.

2.1. Notation

Let N denote the set of positive integers, Z* the set of nonnegative integers, R the set of real
numbers, R* the set of nonnegative reals, and R"™ the n-dimensional real space equipped with the
Euclidean norm denoted by || - ||. Let I denote the identity matrix. Given an n x n matrix A, we
denote || Al the spectral norm of A. For a positive definite matrix P, let A0 (P) and A (P)
represent the largest and smallest eigenvalues of P, respectively.

The following function classes are essential to our study of the iISS property. A continuous
function a : R™ — R is said to be of class L and we write o € I, if «v is strictly increasing and

a(0) = 0. If « is also unbounded, we say that « is of class K, and we write o € K. A continuous
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function f: RT™ x RT — R™ is said to be of class KL and we write 5 € KL, if 5(-,t) € K for each
t € Rt and f(s,t) decreases to 0 as t — oo for each s € R*.

For a,b € R with b > a, denote PC([a, b],R™) the set of piecewise right continuous functions
¢ ¢ [a,b] = R™, and PC([a,00),R") the set of functions ¢ : [a,00) — R" satisfying @[5 €
PC([a,b],R") for all b > a, where ¢|y is a restriction of ¢ on interval [a,b]. Given r > 0,
the linear space PC([—r,0],R") is equipped with a norm defined by [[¢|l, := sup,i_,.q [[#(s)]l
for ¢ € PC([—r,0],R™). For simplicity, we use PC to represent PC([—r,0],R™). Given x €
PC([—r,00),R™) and for each t € RT, we define z; € PC as x,(s) := z(t + s) for s € [—r,0].

2.2. Problem Formulation

Consider the following nonlinear time-delay impulsive system:

x(t) = f(t, 2, w(t)), t#t,, keN
Ax(t) = I(t,x—,w(t™)), t=tg, k€N (1)
Tty = &,

where z(t) € R™ is the system state; w € PC([ty,00), R™) is the input function; ¢ € PC is the
initial function; f, I, : RT x PC x R™ — R™ satisfy f(¢,0,0) = I(t,0,0) = 0 for all k£ € N;
{t1,ta,13,...} is a strictly increasing sequence such that t, — oo as t — o0; Ax(t) == z(tT) —z(t™)
where z(t%) = limg 4+ x(s) and z(t7) = lim, - 2(s) (similarly, w(t™) = lim, - w(s)); x4~ is
defined as x;-(s) = x(t + s) if s € [—r,0) and z;-(0) = x(¢7); r represents the maximum time-
delay in system (I)). Given w € PC([to,00), R™), define g(t,¢) = f(t, ¢, w(t)) and assume g
satisfies all the necessary conditions in [31] so that, for any initial condition ¢ € PC, system
has a unique solution z(t, ¢y, ¢) that exists in a maximal interval [to —r,to+1"), where 0 < I' < 0.

Now we state the iISS definition for system which was originally introduced for hybrid

impulsive and switching systems with time-delay in [24].

Definition 1. System is said to be uniformly integral input-to-state stable (iISS) over a certain
class ¢ of admissible impulse time sequences, if there exist functions f € KL and o,y € Ky,
independent of the choice of the sequences in £, such that, for each initial condition ¢ € PC and
input function w € PC([ty,00), R™), the corresponding solution to (1)) exists globally and satisfies
a(llz(@)]]) < Blellr t —to) + / y(llw(s)Dds + > A(llw(E)])
to<t <t

for all t > t,.



To study the iISS properties of system , we apply the method of Lyapunov-Krasovskii
functionals and require that the Lyapunov functional candidate contains a pure function portion
which can be used to characterize the impulse effects on the whole Lyapunov candidate. Next
we introduce two function classes related to such function part and the Lyapunov functional

candidate, respectively.

Definition 2. A function v : Rt x R" — R" is said to be of class vy and we write v € vy, if,
for each x € PC(RT,R™), the composite function t — v(t,z(t)) is also in PC(RT,R™) and can be

discontinuous at some t' € RT only when t' is a discontinuity point of x.

Definition 3. A functional v : RT x PC — R™ is said to be of class v§ and we write v € V3, if,
for each function x € PC([—r,00),R™), the composite function t — v(t,x;) is continuous in t for

allt > 0.

To analyze the continuous dynamics of system , we introduce the upper right-hand derivative

of the Lyapunov functional candidate V (¢, x;) with respect to system (|1)):

DV (t,0) = limsup 1 [V (¢ + b, zesn(t,6)) = V(6]

h—0t+
where x(t, ¢) is a solution to satisfying z; = ¢.
3. Sufficient Conditions for iISS

In this section, we establish several iISS results for system over three types of impulse
time sequences. We first introduce two results for iISS of system with stable continuous

dynamics and destabilizing impulses on f,¢(0), the class of impulse time sequences satisfying

infren{ty — ti—1} > 9.

Theorem 1. Assume that there exist Vi € vy, Vo € 1, functions aq, as, a3, x € K and constants

1> 0 and py, py > 0, such that, for all t € R*, z € R", y € R™ and ¢ € PC,

(i) en(llz]) < Vi(t, z) < az(||zll) and 0 < Va(t, ¢) < as(||gll.);

(it) DYV (t,¢) < (x(lw®)) — WV (t, ¢) + x([w(@)]), where V (¢, ¢) = Vi(t, $(0)) + Valt, ¢);
(iii) Vi(t,$(0) + Iu(t, ¢,)) < prVa(t™, $(0)) + p2supyer g {Vit™ +5,6(s)} + x(llyl);

Moreover, if one of the following conditions holds:
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(a) pr > 1 and Inp < pd where p := p1 + peet” > 1;

(b) p1 <1 and there exists a positive constant r such that Va(t, ¢) < ksupye_,gq{Vi(t+s,¢(s))}

and In p < pud where p == p1 + [p2 + (1 — p1)K]e!” with py + p2 > 1,
then system is uniformly iISS over i(6).

Proof. Let’s first prove this result under condition (a). There exists a small enough constant
A > 0 so that g > X and pe~*~M? < 1. Let = be a solution of (I)), and set vi(t) := Vi(¢, (1)),

vo(t) := Va(t, xy), and v(t) := v1(t) + v2(t). By mathematical induction, we shall prove that

v < E(tt) (alllpl,) + petr / xlw()ds + 35 A Ox(ui)). @)

to<tp<t

where a([|¢||,) = az(||e(0)]]) + Oég(HQDHT) and E(t,s) = exp(fstx(Hw(T)H)dT). For convenience,
denote the right-hand side of | . as u(t
By multiplying both sides of the 1nequa11ty in condition (ii) with exp(ut — ft ([[w(s)|)ds)

and then integrating from ¢ to ¢, we obtain

t

oft) < £t ( o) + [ x(luts)has). (3)

t
for t € [ty,ty41) and k € Z*. In (3)), we used the fact that exp(—pu(t — s) ftk (Jw(r)|Hdr) < 1
for all s € [ty,t]. For t € [tg, 1), multiplying both sides of (3 with e**~*) and using condition (i)
and the fact that 4 > A and p > 1, we conclude that holds for ¢ € [tg, t1).

Now suppose that holds for t € [tg,t,,) where m > 1. We shall prove is true on



[tm, tme1). To do this, we firstly conduct the following estimation:

pultn)e 1 < E(t 1) (pe Ve Dag]

tm—1
gttt ) [ u(s) s

to

_i_pe_(ﬂ‘_)‘)(tm_tmfl) Z ek(tk—to)X(Hw(t;)H))

to<tp<tm-1

tm

8t t o [ (fu(s) s
tm—1
< Eltmsto) (pe™ " a([ell)

tm
o0 [ (ut)las

to

pe NN Ay (e ) )

to<tp<tm—1

< uf(t,). (4)

We used with ¢ = ¢, and then with t = t,,_1 in the first inequality of . For the second
inequality of , we used the facts that t,, — t,,_1 > 6, pe™ < 1 and E(tm, tm-1) < E(tm, to).
Next, we will show that is true for t = t,,. We start with making the claim that

pu(t, + s)ertmts=to) < o=Nry (13 for all s € [—r,0]. (5)

Without loss of generality, we assume t,, + s > to for all s € [—r,0], then, for a fixed s € [—r,0],
there exists an integer j (0 < j < m —1) such that ¢,,+s € [t;,t;+1). By using (3)) with ¢t =¢, +s
and then (2)) with ¢ = ¢;, we obtain:

pulty, + 5)eHn st

t.
<t + 5. {0450 (et o) (alllell) + 02 [ () s

to

b3 )]+ [ s ds)

to<ty<t; J

tj
<t + 5,8 { et 10) [pe N pl) + e N0 [T (ul)l)ds

to

ti+1
T pe N 3 eA(tk—th(Hw(t,;)H)} +pe“tﬂ'+l‘t°)/ x(llw(s)ll)dS}
t

t0<tk§tj J
Y _
<elk )ru(thrl)

<=yt ), (6)



which implies (9]) is true for all s € [—r, 0]. In the second inequality, we used the facts ¢;,1—t,,—s <
r and eX#mts=to) — o(r=Ntt1-tn=5)cA-m)ti+1-4)  The last inequality is from the fact that u
is a monotone increasing function. Combining and with condition (iii) and the fact that

p1 > 1, we conclude that

()0 < proy(t5) + pa sup {ui(t, + 8)} + x(w(t;)]) + va(t,)] Nt

—r<s<0
< [pnolt) +pe_sup {olt + )} + () Pl
< pro(t)eX 0 4 pae sup {ulty,+ )Xy (e e
< 2P o) e x(ot) e
= i) ™

which implies (|2 @ holds for t = t,,,. In the first inequality, we used the fact that v, is continuous
at t = t,,. We now prove that (2] is true on (t,,,t,,11). For t € (t, tmi1), we have

tm
w(B) ) < E(tto) (6(””(”m>a<ugour> pe ) | Fxute s

to
Fe) 3 ) )

to<tp<tm

T E(t, ) / y(lw(s)ll)ds
se<t,to>(a<ns@ur>+pek<t-t0> / ") s+ S0 e“tk-t@x(uw(t,;)m)

to to<tn<tm
t
T E(t ty)e ) / x(lw(s))ds
tm

<u(t). (8)

Here, we used and then (2) with ¢ = ¢,, for the first inequality in . For the second inequality,
we used the facts that 4 > A and E(¢,t9) > E(t, tm). The last inequality in (8)) holds because p > 1.

By induction, we conclude that is true for all ¢ > t;. The iISS estimation can be conducted
from by standard arguments. The details are essentially the same as that in Theorem 3.3 of
[24] and thus omitted. Boundedness of the solution to follows from this estimate, which then
implies the solution’s global existence (see the continuation theorem in [31]).

With condition (b), the proof is identical to the above discussion. The main difference is to



replaced the following estimate of v(¢,,) in (7)):
Vltm) Spror(t) +p2_sup {onty + )} + x(wltn)l) + (o1 = pr)vs(tn)

<prv(ty) +lp2+ (L= po)al sup {o(t, + )} + x([lw(t)l),

—r<s<

where we used the condition vy(t) < ksup,e_,.q{v1(t + s)}. The rest of the proof is omitted. [

Remark 1. Compared with the existing results in [24), (25, (26, [27, (28], the main contribution of
Theorem |1| is that it can be used to analyze the 1ISS properties of nonlinear systems with delay-
dependent impulses. Condition (1ii) describes the impulse effects on the function portion of the
Lyapunov functional candidate. Parameters p; and ps quantify these effects related to the non-
delayed and delayed states, respectively. If po = 0, then Theorem [1] reduces to a special case of
Theorem 3.3 in [24)] for switching-free system . In condition (a), py > 1 means the non-delayed
states at each tmpulse moment play the key role in the destabilizing impulse effects. On the other
hand, p; < 1 in condition (b) implies that not the non-delayed states but the delayed states (or
together with the non-delayed ones) lead to the destabilizing impulse effects. Intuitively, conditions
(a) and (b) say that increasing p1 or py corresponds to enlarging the destabilizing influence of the
impulses which leads to a bigger 6, and then the impulses cannot occur too frequently so that the

entire system is 11SS.

When the impulses are stabilizing but the continuous dynamics is unstable, we introduce an
iISS criterion for system (1) over £s,,(9), the class of impulse time sequences satisfying supyen{ti —

th_1} <6.

Theorem 2. Assume that there exist Vi € vy, Vo € 1, functions aq, as, a3, X € K and constants

w>0,x>0,1>p; >0 and py >0, such that, for allt € RT, x € R", y € R™, and ¢ € PC,
(i) ax(llzl]) < Vi(t, ) < as([l]]) and 0 < Va(t, ¢) < as([|9l]:);
(i) DTV (¢, 6) < (X(lw@)]]) + )V (¢, 0) + x([w(®)]), where V(E, ¢) = Vi(t, $(0)) + Va(t, ¢);
(i) Vi(t, 9(0) + Lx(t, ¢, y)) < prVi(t™, ¢(0)) + pasupserp g {Vi(t™ + 5, 0(s))} + x([ly]]);
(i) Va(t, @) < ksupeipo{Vi(t + s, 0(s))};

(v) In[p1 + p2 + (1 = p1)K| < —pd,



then system is uniformly iISS over Lg,,(9).

Proof. We conclude from condition (v) that there exists a positive constant A close to zero so that
In(p; + [p2 + (1 — p1)K]e*) < —(u + N)d. Denote p := p; + [pa + (1 — p1)k]e, then we have

pe(“+’\)5 < 1. Let M = et and ¢ = e, then we shall show that

o) < (o) (Mallielh) + e [ (s + 31 A (lul)

to to<tp<t
(9)
where a and &€ are the same as those in the proof of Theorem |1} Let u(t) represent the right-hand
side of (9). Similar to the estimate of (3], we can conclude from condition (ii) that
t
oft) < &6t (ot + [ x(luts)as). (10)
tg

for t € [ty,tyy1) and k € ZT. Then, using on [tg,t1), we have

t

w(llw(s)])ds)

v(t)eMt) < E(t,t) <e)‘(t’t°)e“(t’t°)v(to) + ceMtto) /

to

< £(0,10) (0(t) + 00 [ x(u(s))s)

to

— u(t), (11)

which means (9 holds on [to,¢;). Now suppose (9) is true for ¢ € [to, ) with m > 1. We shall
prove that @[} holds on [t,,,tms1). To do this, we start with proving that @D is true for t = t,,:
o(ta)e ™ < (proaltn) + pa sup {a(t + 5} + x((E)]) + vt ) e
s€[—r,0]

(potta) + et (= pnl s {9 x(fa)))e

<pru(ty) + [p2 + (1= p1)rle’ sup {o(t, + )Xt 0} 4 Am=t)y(Jl(t,)|))
s€[—r,0]

<pul(t,,) + e Ox(|hw(t;, )1

<u(tp,). (12)

Here, we used conditions (iii) and (iv) in the first inequality of (12)), and then (9) with the fact that
u(t, +s) < wu(t,) for all s € [-r,0] in the estimate of the fourth inequality. For ¢t € (¢, tmi1),
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we conclude from and the fourth inequality of that
v()N T <E(t ) <P€(”“)(t_t’”)U(t;) + Ut A=ty ([l (8, ) 1)
t
e [y () ds)
tm

<e(t,to) (Ma(lloll) + e [ x(u)lds+ M3 X))

+ £t t) (M) ) + X [ (o) )as)
<u(t) (13)

ie., @D hold on (¢, tmy1). We used the facts that pe+tV9 < 1 and &(t,t,) < £(t,ty) in the
second inequality of . By the method of induction, we conclude that @ is true for all ¢ > .
The iISS estimate from @D is similar to that in the proof of Theorem , and global existence of
the solution to follows from this estimate. O

Remark 2. Compared with the iISS results in [2]), (23], Theorem @ 15 applicable to systems with
delay-dependent impulses. Furthermore, when py = 0 in condition (iii), Theorem @ provides a
less conservative iISS result for system with delay-free impulses. Because the upper bound of

§, —RET PR ln(pltl(l*pl)“), is bigger than ——2"% 1n(51+n)

required in both Theorem 3.4 in [2]|] and Theorem 2 in
[25], that is, our result can be applied to iISS analysis of system over a wider class of impulse

sequences.

Remark 3. [t can be derived from condition (v) that py + p2 + (1 — p1)k < 1 and then k <

1—p1—p2

R <L Hence, condition (v) implies that decreasing p1 or ps (enhancing the stabilizing

impulse impact) causes a larger upper bound of 6. This means the impulses should occur frequently
enough to overcome the destabilizing effects of the continuous dynamics of system in order to

guarantee the overall system’s 11SS property.

The last result provides sufficient conditions to guarantee the uniform iISS of system over

L1, the class of arbitrary impulse sequences.

Theorem 3. Assume that there exist Vi € vy, Vo € 1, functions aq, as, a3, x € K and constants
1w>0,1>p; >0 and py > 0, such that, for allt € RT, z € R", y € R™ and ¢ € PC, conditions
(i), (it) and (iii) of Theorem[]] are satisfied. Moreover, if one of the following conditions holds:

(a) >0 and py + ps < 1 (or py =1 with po =0);
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(b) = 0 and there exist a constant k > 0 such that condition (iv) of Theorem [d holds and

pr+p2+(1—p)k <1,
then system 1s uniformly iISS over £ y,.

Proof. Let us first suppose condition (a) holds, then there exists a small enough constant A\ > 0
such that g > X and p; 4+ pee’ < 1. Similar to the proof of Theorem , we use mathematical
induction to show is true with p = 1. The main difference lies in the estimate of :
(tn)eX 0 < pro(t, )X - pee® sup {u(t, + s)e MO} ([t |
—r<s<0

= pru(ty) +poe™ sup {u(ty, + )} + x(lw(t,) e

—r<s<

IN

(p1 + p2eult,) + x([lw(t, )| e~

< u(ty)-

The rest of the proof is identical to that of Theorem [I| and thus omitted.
If condition (b) holds, the result can be derived by letting p go to zero in Theorem [2] O

Remark 4. It can be derived from condition (iii) of the above mentioned results that
Vi(t, 0(0) + Ix(t, 6, 9)) <piVi(t™, 6(0)) + pa sup {Vi(t™ +s,6(s))} + x(llyll)

s€[—r,0]

<p es[tjpo]{%(t‘ +5,0(5))} + x(llyl) (14)

with p = p1 + p2. Therefore, letting p1 = 0 s equivalent to replacing the inequality in condition
(7ii), p1 and ps with inequality , 0 and p, respectively, in our obtained results. However,
condition (b) of both Theorems [1] and [4 and condition (v) of Theorem [5 are more conservative
with such replacement. If po = 0 in condition (iii) of Theorem |1, it can be seen that p; >
1 implies the impulses can destabilize the overall system while p;y < 1 means the impulses are
potentially stabilizing. However, the interpretations of parameter py are quite different. If po > 1,
then we can derive from condition (iii) of Theorem |1| that vi(ty) can be larger than v, (t; ) since
SUDse(—roiV1(ty + 8)} > vi(t,), and then the impulses can destroy the stability of the entire
system. On the other hand, if po < 1, it is still possible for vi(tx) to be bigger than v(t,) according
to condition (iii) of Theorem . To be more specific, pasupsei_.q{v1(t; + s)} can be larger than
v(t,,) due to the existence of time-delay in the impulses. Therefore, the impulses can be destabilizing

even py < 1 (see Example[]] for a demonstration with numerical simulations). Based on the above
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discussion, we can see that condition (a) of Theorem@ allows the continuous dynamics of system
1s 1ISS with the external input w and exponentially stable without w, and the impulses either
contribute to the iISS of system or are destabilizing but not destroy the iISS of the overall
system. Condition (b) of Theorem@ requires the continuous dynamics is marginally stable and the

impulses mainly contribute to the iISS of the entire system.

Remark 5. Although the iISS properties of system have been investigated in [23, (24, 23], the
obtained condition Vi (tg, x(t, )+ Ix(ts, xt;,w(t,;))) < pVi(t,,x(ty)) at each impulse time normally
can not be verified for time-delay systems with delay-dependent impulses. Therefore, the results in
[23, (2], (2] are only applicable to time-delay systems with delay-free impulses. Our conditions on
Vi have taken into account of the time-delay effects in each impulse, so that the iISS properties
can be studied for systems with delay-dependent impulses. It is worthwhile to mention that the ISS
properties have been studied in [33] for a type of time-delay systems with delayed impulses which
requires an explicit relation between x; and x,— at each impulse time so that the difference between
v(ty) and v(t,) can be quantified. However, the results obtained in [33] are not applicable to
system, , and the corresponding analysis cannot be generalized to investigate the iISS properties
of system mainly because such an explicit relation between x,, and Ty cannot be derived from

the impulses of system .

4. iISS of a Class of Bilinear Systems

In this section, we use the obtained results to investigate the iISS properties of the following
bilinear system:

@(t) = Ax(t) + Y0 wi(t)(Aix(t) + Biz(t — r)) + Cw(t), t#tg, k€N

Ax(t) = Dz(t™) + Ex(t — d) + Fw(t™), t=1tr, k€N

(15)

where A, A;, B; (i = 1,...,q), D, E are n X n matrices, C, F' are n X ¢ matrices, and r,d are the
delays in the continuous dynamics and the impulses, respectively. The external input w is in R¢?
and its components are w; (i = 1,...,q), that is, w = (wy, wa, ..., w,)T.

First, if A is Hurwitz, we construct the following iISS criterion for system from Theorem

[ and Theorem [l

Theorem 4. Suppose A is Hurwitz and P is the positive matriz such that ATP 4+ PA = —1I. Let

Amaz((I + D)'P(I + D)) Amaz(E" PE) . 11
)\m’m(P) , Amzn(P) and o i { )\max(P)’ 27’}

13



(i) If Ja+ Vb >1 (or \Ja+vVb=1 withb#0) and
2In(v/a + Vberor) < g, (16)
then system is uniformly iISS over Ly (6).
(i) If vVa+~vb <1 (ora=1 withb=0), then system is uniformly iISS over € .
Proof. We first prove (i). By (6], we can find a small enough £ > 0 so that

21In(va + /(1 + &)beror) < pyd,

and then there exists a positive € close to zero such that ¢ < 1/3 and

n([v/a + v/(1+ b2 + ket < i, (17)
where
1—-3¢ 1 3re
=min —, — drk = ———.
K mm{AmM(P)’ 27»} = S X min (P)
Let
(@ FEberr
— . ,

then denote

pr=>0+6a, pr=1+e )1+

We conclude from that

e if p; <1, then
In(p1 + [p2 + (1 — p1)K]e’") < ud; (18)

o if py > 1, then
In(py + paet™) < ud. (19)

Consider the Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional V (t) = Vi (t) 4+ Va(t) with

s—t

Vi(t) = 2" Px, Vi(t) = S/t_ (2+ Yo (s)x(s)ds,

r

then we can see that condition (i) of Theorem [1]is satisfied with a (||z]|) = Amin(P)||2]|%, c2(]|2]) =
Amaz (P)||z]|* and as([|¢]l) = 2er(¢]7.

14



Let

---------

From the continuous dynamics of system , we obtain

q
Vi(t) = 22T P Az + Z w; (207 PA;x + 227 PBjx(t — 1)) + 227 PCw

i=1

< aT(ATP+ PA)z-+ 2 ol + 20wl o (e = )] + 24 PCu
<aT(ATP 1 PA+el)r + Qap ] + = g3 ]l + <latt )
+ POl
Vitt) = 2elelf — <l =l = = [ T s)ate)a
then

t
V(t) < xT(ATP + PA +3el)x + (2qp1||wl| + e ¢ p3||w||?) || =||* — ;/ :L'T(s)x(s)ds
t—r

+e PO lwl?

< (i) = 5—cpy) Vi) = 3 Y8(0) + xa( )
< Galllwl) = VD) + (), (20)

where

2qpr|Jwl| + e g*p3lw]]® -
xa([[wll) = o (P) : and xa(|[wl)) = e [ PC|*[lw]*

From the impulse effects of system ([15]), we have

Vilty) < (1+e)a"(t;)(I + D) P(I + D)x(t;)
+ (1 +e DA+ (ty — d)ETPEx(ty — d) + (1 + & ' (1, ) FTPFw(t;)]
< pVa(ty) + p2Vilte — d) + xs([lw(t,)) (21)
where
Xs([lwE)) = 1+ DA+ E ) Anae (FTPF)Jw(t) |1
Furthermore, we have

—1
i ds

Va(t) < e sup {xT(t+s)x(t+s)}/tj 2+

s€[—r,0] r

re sup {z’(t+s)x(t+s)}
s€[—r,0]

<k sup {Vi(t+s)}. (22)

s€[—r,0]

<

NN V]
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We conclude from (20)),(21),(19) that conditions (ii),(iii),(a) of Theorem [1] hold with x =
max{x1, X2, X3} and the maximum time-delay 7 = max{r, d}, while implies condition (b) of
Theorem |[1|is true. Therefore, system ({15)) is uniformly iISS over ¢;,¢(6).

To prove (ii), we can conclude directly from Theorem ]

Next, we derive the following result from Theorem [2l when A is not a Hurwitz matrix.
Theorem 5. If A is not Hurwitz and
2In(||1 + D|| + |E|]) < —Amaz(A + A7)0, (23)
then system is uniformly iISS over Lg,,(9).
Proof. 1t can be seen from that there exists a small enough & > 0 so that

2In(|[1 + D|| + /1 +&[|E]]) < —Amae(A+ AT)S.

Let € = ”liffgﬁ”, then we can find a positive ¢ close to zero such that
In(p1 + p2 + (1 = p1)K) < —pd, (24)
where

pr=0+)|I+D|? po= 1+ A +O|E|?* x=cr, and g = Apas(A + AT) + 2¢.

Consider the following Lyapunov candidate V(t) = Vi (t) + Va(t) with

Vilt) = aTa, Valt)y =< [ (1 4 s)alt + s)ds (25)

then we can see that condition (i) of Theorem [2|is satisfied with ay(||z]]) = ao(||z]|) = [|z|* and

as(l|¢llr) = erll¢]7-
Considering the continuous dynamics of systems , it follows

q
Vi(t) = 2T (A4 ATz + Z w; (20" Ajx 4 207 Bz (t — 1)) + 227 Cw

i=1

<z (A+ ANz + gpifwllllzl® + 2gpallwllllz ||zt — r)l| + e’z + e[| O Jw]]?
<a'(A+ A" +eDa + (qpil|wl| + e @ pallwl*) |z + ella(t — r)|* + IO lw]®

Va(t) = ella]|* — ella(t — )|,

16



where
P = max {Anar(Ai + A7)} and p; = max {[| B[},

then

V(1) < 2" (A+ A"+ 2eD)z + (gpi Jw]| + e Bllw]?) |z + e ClP
< (a(llwll) + )V (E) + xa([lwl]]) (26)
where
xi(llwll) = gpllwll + e~ ¢*Ballwl* and xo(lw]) = e HIC|*|lw]]*.
For t = t;, we obtain from the impulses of system that
Vilt) = (Da(ty) + Balty — d) + Fu(t)) (Da(ty) + Bx(t, — d) + Pu(t;))

< pValty) + p2Valte — d) + xa([[w ()1, (27)

where
xs([lw)I) = (1+ A+ EHNFIPlwolt)I.

Moreover, we can verify

Valt) < 5 sup {Vi(t+ 5)}. (28)
s€[—r,0]

We conclude from (26),([27),(28) and that conditions (ii),(iii),(iv) and (v) of Theorem [2] hold.

Therefore, system ((15]) is uniformly iISS over (., (9). O

Remark 6. The iISS properties of system without the impulse effects were initially studied
in [32]. Then the 1ISS results were extended to system with switchings in [24)]. But no time-
delay was considered in the impulses. Theorem 3.10 in [32] can be obtained from Theorem[{] when
matrices D, E and F' are zeros, and Theorem and Theorem@ reduce to Proposition 4.1 in [2]|]
for system without switchings when E = 0. Our results are more general in the sense that we
have generalized the iISS results in [24, [32] to impulsive system in which time-delay effects

are considered in the impulses.

5. Illustrative Examples

In this section, two numerical examples of system are presented to illustrate the previous

iISS results.

17



Example 1. To demonstrate Theorem |4, we consider scalar bilinear system with x € R,
w € R? with wy(t) =t72 and wy(t) = e, A= —-1/2, Ay =1/2, Ay =1/4, By =1/3, By =1/5,
C=1[1/21/2], F=1[1/31/3], and r =d = 2/5.

Next, we consider three types of impulses in system .

e D=1/4and £ =1/5.
Then P =1 so that AP + PA = —1 and

P’ 2r

a= = —, [o = min

P 16’ P 25 -

(1+D)P(1+D) 25 ~ EPE _ 1 {1 1}

Hence, v/a + Vb = 1.45 > 1 and Theorem [ implies that system is uniformly iISS over
ling(0) with 0 satisfying

- 21In(y/a + v/ betor)
Ho

As a numerical example, we take tx,1 —tpy = § = 1 for all £ € N. Simulation results for

system with the above given parameters are shown in Fig. and

) = 0.8033.

e D=—1and F =3/5.
With P = 1, we have a = (1 + D)? = 0, b = E? = 9/25 and ug = 1, which imply
Va++vb=3 /5 < 1. We then can conclude from Theorem (4| that system is uniformly
ilSS over £,;. Simulation results with #,,; — ¢, =0 = 1 for all kK € N are given in Fig.
and . It can be seen that the delay-dependent impulses play a positive role in stabilizing

the entire system.

e D=—1and F =4/5.
Similarly, let P =1 and then a = 0, b = 16/25 and po = 1. Therefore, v/a + Vb = 4/5 < 1
implies p; + p2 < 1 in Theorem |3 and Theorem (| tells that system is uniformly iISS
over £,1. See Fig. and for numerical simulations with 5,1 — ¢, = 0 = 0.39 for all
k € N. Fig. shows that some impulses are stabilizing while the others are destabilizing
due to the existence of time-delay in the impulses. But all the impulses are destabilizing in

Fig. [L(f)} This verified our discussion on the role of p, in Remark [4]

The following example is provided to show the effectiveness of Theorem [5|
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«10%8
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0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
t t

(a) System response with D =1/4 and E = 1/5. (b) System response with w =0, D =1/4 and E = 1/5.

5 x10%

! ! s ! ! h L !
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
t t

(¢) System response with D = —1 and E = 3/5. (d) System response with w =0, D = —1 and E = 3/5.

28
1
2510

(e) System response with D = —1 and E = 4/5. (f) System response with w =0, D = —1 and E = 4/5.

Figure 1: Simulation results for Example [I| with initial condition z4,(s) = 2 for s € [—r,0]. System responses with

the external inputs are shown in Fig. [L(a)lil(c)lfl(e)l State trajectories of system without the external inputs
are given in Fig. [L(b)I1(d)I1(f)

Example 2. Consider bilinear system with x,w € R?, A; = 0.5, Ay = 0.25I, B, = I/3,
By, =02I,C=1050.5], D=-0.65], E=02I, F=[1/31/3],r=d=0.4, and

1.5 1
0.5 2

It can be seen that A is not Hurwitz. We conclude from Theorem [5| that system ((15) with
these parameters is uniformly iISS over fg,,(d) with

2In(|[1 + D[ + [ £]))
—Amaz (A + AT)

o< = 0.2011.

In the simulations, we take ;.1 —t;, = d = 0.2 for all £ € N and the external input w the same as
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(a) System response with the external input (b) System response without the external input

Figure 2: Simulation results for Example [2| with x4, (s) = [0.6 — 1.4]T for s € [-r,0].

that in Example [T} Simulation results for Example [2] are shown in Fig. [2]

6. Conclusions

The method of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals has been used to study the iISS properties
of impulsive systems with time-delay. The main contribution of this paper is that iISS criteria
have been obtained for general nonlinear impulsive systems with time-delay in both the continuous
dynamics and the impulses. The iISS properties of a class of bilinear systems have been investigated
in great details to demonstrate the effectiveness of our iISS results. Numerical simulations of two
illustrative examples have been provided accordingly. An interesting topic of the current research

is to study the event-triggered control applications of the obtained iISS results (see, e.g. [34]).
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