Dissipative Stabilization of Linear Systems with Time-Varying General
Distributed Delays (Complete Version)*

Qian Feng®*, Sing Kiong Nguang®, Wilfrid Perruquetti?

Ecole Centrale de Lille, CRIStAL, UMR CNRS 9189 Cite Scientifique, 59651, Villneuve d’ascq Cedex, France
YDepartment of Electrical and Computer Engineering, The University of Auckland, Auckland 1010, New Zealand

Abstract

New methods are developed for the stabilization of a linear system with general time-varying distributed
delays existing at the system’s states, inputs and outputs. In contrast to most existing literature where the
function of time-varying delay is continuous and bounded, we assume it to be bounded and measurable.
Furthermore, the distributed delay kernels can be any square-integrable function over a bounded interval,
where the kernels are handled directly by using a decomposition scenario without using approximations. By
constructing a Krasovski functional via the application of a novel integral inequality, sufficient conditions
for the existence of a dissipative state feedback controller are derived in terms of matrix inequalities
without utilizing the existing reciprocally convex combination lemmas. The proposed synthesis (stability)
conditions, which take dissipativity into account, can be either solved directly by a standard numerical
solver of semidefinite programming if they are convex, or reshaped into linear matrix inequalities, or solved
via a proposed iterative algorithm. To the best of our knowledge, no existing methods can handle the
synthesis problem investigated in this paper. Finally, numerical examples are presented to demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed methodologies.
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1. Introduction

Time delays exist in systems affected by transportation and aftereffects Richard (2003). For certain
real-time application such as the models in Anthonis et al. (2007); Molnar & Insperger (2015), delays can
be time-varying. It is of great research interest to investigate a system with bounded time-varying delays
since it can be applied in modeling sampled-data Fridman et al. (2004) or networked control systems (NCSs)
Hespanha et al. (2007). One can find many existing results in the literature pertaining to the stability analysis
Jiang (2006); Seuret et al. (2013); Kwon et al. (2016); Qian et al. (2018) and stabilization Jiang (2005); Fridman
(2006); Mohajerpoor et al. (2018) of linear time-varying delay systems with a bounded continuous time-
varying delay. The methods in the aforementioned references are based on the construction of Krasovski
functionals (KF) Briat (2014), where the time-varying delay is embedded only in (¢ — r(¢)). It has been
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shown in Gao et al. (2008, 2010) that the KF method for linear systems with x (¢t —r(t)) can be utilized to solve
synthesis problems of NCSs. It is worthy mention that unlike systems with constant delays, frequency-
domain-based approaches Breda et al. (2005); Michiels & Niculescu (2014); Gehring et al. (2014); Vyhlidal
& Zitek (2014) may not be usable to analyze the spectrum of a system if the exact expression of r(t) is
unknown.

It has been pointed out in Goebel et al. (2011) that the digital communication channel of NCSs with
stochastic packet delays and loss can be modeled by distributed delays. Moreover, the results in Yan et al.
(2019) have shown that a networked control system with a network channel delay stabilized by an event-
triggered H>° controller can be modeled as a distributed delay system, where the delay is of constant values.
To the best of our knowledge however, no existing methods can handle the stabilization problem of systems
with general distributed delays where the delay function is time-varying and unknown. In Theorem 2 of
Zhou et al. (2012), a method of stabilizing systems in the form of #(t) = Ax(t) + f_or(t) B(T)u(t + 7)d7 is
proposed. Nevertheless, all the poles of A in Zhou et al. (2012) are assumed to be located on the imaginary
axis, and the lower bound of r(t) is restricted to 0 < r(¢) < ro. The stability of positive linear systems with
distributed time-varying delays is investigated in Ngoc (2013); Cui et al. (2018). Although the method in
Ngoc (2013) does include criteria to determine the stability of non-positive linear systems, the structure of
the delay functionr(-) € C (R>¢ § (0, r2]) therein is still restrictive. On the other hand, the synthesis (stability
analysis) methods proposed in Miinz et al. (2009); Goebel et al. (2011); Gouaisbaut et al. (2015); Seuret et al.
(2015); Feng & Nguang (2016), which are developed to handle linear distributed delay systems with constant
delay values, may not be easily extended to cope with systems with an unknown time-varying delay. This
is especially true for the approximation approaches in Miinz et al. (2009); Goebel et al. (2011); Gouaisbaut
et al. (2015); Seuret et al. (2015), since the approximation coefficients can become nonlinear with respect
to r(t) if the distributed delay kernels are approximated over [—r(t),0]. Consequently, it is obvious that
new methods should be developed for the stabilization (stability analysis) of linear systems with general
distributed time-varying delays.

In this paper, new methods for the stabilization of a linear system with general distributed time-varying
delays are developed based on the construction of a general Krasovski functional, where the time-varying
delay function r(-) is unknown but measurable and bounded by given values 0 < r; < 73, 79 > 0. Our
system contains distributed delays at the system’s states, inputs and outputs, where the delay kernels can
be any IL? function over a given interval. To ensure that the proposed methods are denoted by linear matrix
inequalities (LMIs) with finite-dimensions, a novel integral inequality is proposed where the symmetric
matrix of the inequality’s lower bound is not a function of r(t) but r; and r,. By using this inequality
in constructing a general KF, sufficient conditions for the existence of a state feedback controller, which
ensure that the system is stable and dissipative with a supply function, are derived in terms of matrix
inequalities summarized in the first theorem of this paper. The synthesis condition of the first theorem has
a bilinear matrix inequality (BMI) if a stabilization problem is considered, whereas it becomes convex if
non-stabilization scenarios are concerned. To circumvent the difficulties of solving non-convex conditions, a
second theorem denoted by LMISs is proposed via the application of Projection Lemma Gahinet & Apkarian
(1994). Next, an iterative algorithm, based on the inner convex approximation scheme developed in Dinh
et al. (2012), is proposed for solving the BMI in the first theorem, where the algorithm can be initiated

by a feasible solution of the second theorem. To the best of our knowledge, no existing methods in the



peer-reviewed literature can handle the synthesis problem in this paper. Finally, two numerical examples
are presented to demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed methodologies.
The major contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

e We believe the dissipative synthesis problem investigated in this paper cannot be dealt with by any
existing method. Our model is sufficiently general with respect to generality of r(t) and distributed
delay kernels. A bounded and measurable delay function can be particularly useful to model dis-
continuous time-varying delays. Finally, the proposed methods only require the use of standard

algorithms for semidefinite programming (SDP) without asking for nonlinear solvers.

e The handling of distributed delay kernels in this paper, which is based on the application of a
decomposition approach, allows one to consider any IL? function over an interval, even the interval
is related to r(t). This avoids the use of any form of approximations so that no nonlinear terms of r(t)

will be introduced into the proposed synthesis conditions.

e The proposed integral inequality allows one to construct Krasovski functionals without utilizing the
reciprocally-convex-combination type of lemmas Park et al. (2011); Seuret & Gouaisbaut (2017); Zhang
et al. (2017a,b); Seuret et al. (2018) which may not be capable of providing tractable solutions to the
problem considered in this paper.

The rest of the paper is outlined as follows. The synthesis problem investigated in this paper is first
formulated in Section 2 where we explain the principle of the decomposition approach. Next, the main
results on dissipative stabilization are presented in Section 3, which are summarized in Theorem 1 and 2
and Algorithm 1. Finally, numerical examples and their simulation results are presented in Section 4 prior

to the final conclusion.

Notation

Let Y* = {f() : f(:) isafunctionfromXontoY} and R>, = {z € R : 2 > a} and S"
{X e R . X = X7} C(X§R") = {f() e (R")™ : £(-) is continuous on X} and C*([a,b] § R") :=
{ () € C([a,b] g R™) : dl;’; @) ¢ C([a,b] sR")} where the derivatives at a and b are one-sided. Moreover,
Mcvysr) (X sR) = {f(-) € XR: VY € B(R), f~1(Y) € L(X)} denotes the space of all £ (X)/B(R)
measurable functions from X onto R, where £ (X) contains all the subsets of X’ which are Lebesgue mea-

surable, and B(R) is the Borel o-algebra on R. Note that we frequently abbreviate Mz x)/s(r) (X §R) as
M (X §R) when the context is clear. In addition, we define IL? (X s R") = {f(-) € Mg(x)/Bx") (X $R") :
£, < +oo} with the semi-norm || f(-)|, == ([ || f(z |pdx)% where X C R". Moreover, we use Yz € X
to denote the meaning of for almost all = 6 X with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Sy(X) := X + X '
stands for the sum of a matrix with its transpose. We use Coll_, z; :== [Row]_, =/ | = [#] -a] x)] ’
to denote a column vector containing a sequence of mathematical objects (scalars, vectors, matrices etc.).
The symbol * is used to indicate [+]Y X = XTYX or X "V[«] = XY X or [4 E] = [ /% Z]. Op,m denotes
a n x m zero matrix which can be abbreviated by O,, if n = m, while 0,, represents a n x 1 column vector.
We frequently use X @Y = [¥ 2] to denote the diagonal sum of two matrices. ® stands for the Kronecker
product. The order of matrix operations is matrix (scalars) multiplications > ® > @ > + throughout the

paper. Finally, empty matrices [ ]o.m, [ ]m,0 [ Jo,0 (Stoer & Witzgall, 1970, See 1.7) with m € N, which follow
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the same definition and programming rules in Matlab©, are applied in this paper to render our synthesis
conditions capable of handling the case of r; = 0; ro > 0 or 71 = 5. Note that we define Col;_, z; = []o,m
if n < 1, where []o,,, is an empty matrix with an appropriate column dimension m € N based on specific

contexts.

2. Problem formulation

Consider a linear distributed delay system

0 0

Ay(r)a(t + 7)dT + Buuf(t) + / Ba(T)u(t 4+ 7)dr + Dyw(t), Vi >t

T = A1212
(6 = Avz(e) + | »

—r(t)

0 0

Co(r)a(t + 7)d7 + Bau(t) + /_ . Bs(m)u(t + 7)d7 + Dow(t), 1)

z(t) = Crz(t) + /_ "

VO € [—r2,0], x(to+0) =¢(r), r(-) e M(R¢[r,732])

to be stabilized, where ¢y € R and ¢(-) € C([—72,0] ¢ R™), and r, > 0, 7, > r; > 0 are given constants.
Furthermore,  : [ty — 72, 00) — R" satisfies (1), u(t) € R? denotes input signals, w(t) € L? ([to, +00) § RY)
represents disturbance, and z(¢) € R™ is the regulated output. The size of the given state space parameters
in (1) is determined by the values of n € Nand m; p; ¢ € Ny := N U {0}. Finally, the matrix-valued distributed
delays in (1) satisfy

sz() I~ ]142([—7‘270} anXn)7 6‘2() c LQ([—T27O] ngXn) (2)
Ez(.) € ]L?([_r%o] s R™XP), §5(,) e 12([_7“270} s R™*P),

Remark 1. Systems with distributed delays and a time-varying delay function can be found among the
models of neural networks Ge et al. (2019); Dong et al. (2019).

The distributed delays in (2) are infinite-dimensional. In order to construct synthesis constraints with

finite dimensions for (1), we propose a decomposition scenario as follows.

Proposition 1. The conditions in (2) holds if and only if there exist f1(-) € C'([—r2,0]3R™), fo(-) € C*([—7r2,0]3
Rd2), 901() S ]];2([77’2,0} gRal), (,02() S ]Lz([ng,O} 3R52), M, € Rdlxm, M, € RdQX'{Q, Ay € RXxmn
As € RM%R2n B @ RMXRID) By € RMXA2D (1 € R™MXMin (g @ RMXF2n Bo @ RMXFP gnd B € R™*A2P sych
that

vre om0l () = Az (A @), Bar) =B (filnel), 3)
Vr € [=ra,—nl, Ao(r) = A3 (B(D@ L), Ba(r) = Bs (far) 2 1), 4)
vre om0l Go(r) = (A @ L), Ba(r) = Bs (AN @1,), (5)
vr e ore, -], Go(r) =G (R(n) @ L), Ba(r)=Bs (B @l,), (6)
vre om0, B0 g, O g 7)
G1=[Joxo or G1 =0, Gp:= ilﬁ(T)ﬁ(T)dT (8)
G = [Joxo or Go =0, Goim [ Fa(r)f (r)dr ©)



where k1 = di + 61, kg = da + 02 with dy; da; 01; 62 € N satisfying dy + dg > 0, and
=20 mo= |50 (10)

Finally, the derivatives in (7) at 7 = 0 and T = —ry are one-sided derivatives. Note that if matrix multiplications in
(3)-(10) involve any empty matrix, then it follows the definition and properties of empty matrices in Matlab.

Proof. First of all, it is straightforward to see that (2) is implied by (3)-(10) since ¢1 () € IL?([—rg,0] § R),
() € L2([=r2,0] 3 R%), f1() € Cl([—rz,0] 3 RY) C L2([—r5,0] 3 RY) and fo(") € C([=r,0] 3 Rez) C
]LQ([—’I“Q, 0] H RdQ).

Now we start to prove (2) implies the existence of the parameters in Proposition 1 satisfying (3)—
9). Given any fi(-) € C'([—r2,0] § R™), fo(-) € C([—72,0] 3 R%2), one can always find appropriate
w1(-) € L2([~r2,0] §R%), o(+) € L2([—rq,0] 3 R%2) with M; € R¥*#1 and M, € R92**2 such that (7)-(9)
are satisfied with (10), where G; > 0 and Gy > 0 in (8) infers that the functions in fl() and fg() in (10)
are linearly independent! in a Lebesgue sense over [—r3, 0] and [—72, —71], respectively. This is true since
4N () e L2([—ry,0]5RM) and 22T () € L2([—ry, —r)3R%), and the dimensions of 1 (1) and s (7) can
be arbitrarily enlarged with more linearly independent functions. Note that if any vector-valued function
F1(7), f2(7), p1(7) and ¢2(7) is [Jox1, then it can be handled by the application of empty matrices as
reflected in (8) and (9).

Given any fi(-) € CY([~72,0] § R%), fo(-) € C([~72,0] 3 R%), we have shown that one can always
construct appropriate ¢1(-) € L2([—r2,0] § R%), pa(-) € L2([—ra,0] $ R%) with M; and M, such that the
conditions in (7)—(9) are satisfied with (10). As a result, based on the definition of matrix-valued functions
and the fact that the dimensions of ¢1(7) and 2 (7) can be arbitrarily increased, one can always construct
appropriate constant matrices As ;, As i, Co, Cs4, B2, B3, Bsi, Bs; and f1(7), f2(7), ¢1(7) and ¢2(7)
such that

V7 € [—r1,0], Ay(r) = _NzllAg,igi(T), Co(r) = iCQ,igi(T), (11)

V7 € [~r1,0], By(r) = iBQ,igi(T), Bs(1) = 2 Bs,igi(T) (12)

V7 € [—ro, —11], Aa(T) = iAg,ihm), Co(r) = i_; Cs.ihi(T), (13)

V7 € [~r9, —71], Ba(7) = 2 By ihi(7), Bs(r) = 2 B ihi(T) (14)
9" =F () =[el () £ <;>_]T . k()= £ (7) =Zfso; (n FH@) (15)

with k1; k2 € No, where f1(7), f2(7), p1(7) and ¢2o(7) satisty (7)—(9) for some M; and Ms. Now (11)—(14)
can be further rewritten as

V7 € [-11,0], Ay(7) = {R'EWAQ,Z} (ﬁ(f)@[n), Ca(r) = R?i\lu 02,1}

K1 ~ ~ K1 (16)
VT S [*ThO], EQ(T) = |:|3 \1AIB27»L‘:| (fl(T) ®Ip> , B5(7’) = ROWB571‘

= i=1

(

Vr € [—ra, —11], Aa(r) = _QEYVA&Z-- (R eL), )= -R;)Q\{v cg,z} (et
(
(

e
s s |

V1 € [—re, —11], EQ(T) = ROz\lN Bs; (f/;(T) ®Ip) , Bs(r)= R0\1/v Bg ;
1=

1See Theorem 7.2.10 in Horn & Johnson (2012) for more information
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which are in line with the forms in (3)-(6). Given all the aforementioned statements we have presented,
then Proposition 1 is proved. u

Remark 2. Proposition 1 provides an effective way to handle the distributed delays in (1). It uses a
group of basis functions to decompose the distributed delays without appealing to the application
of approximations. The potential choices of the functions in (3)-(6) will be further discussed in the
next section in light of the construction of a KF related to f(-) and fa(-).

2.1. The formulation of the closed-loop system

In this paper, we want to construct a state feedback controller u(t) = Kx(t) with K € RP*™ to stabilize

the open-loop system in (1). Then the corresponding closed-loop system is denoted as

0 o

&(t) = Ajz(t) +/

—r1

Ay (fl(r) ® In> x(t+7)dr + /r(t)

Bs(I, ® K) (f;(T) ® In) &(t + 7)d7 + Dyw(t)

As (j?z(r) ® In) x(t + 7)dT + B1 Kx(t)

. 0 Byl © K) (ﬁ(’]’)@fn) m(t+7)d7+/

—r1 —r(t)

—7r1

0 —r

z(t) = Crx(t) +/

—ry

AICENS w(t+7-)d7-+/ 0y (Rr) @ L) alt + 1)dr + Buka(t) (17
—r(t)
0

+ | Bolly, @ K) (fi(n) @ L) wlt + )dr + /

—ry —r(t)

VO € [-r2,0], x(to+0) =¢(r), r(-) e M(R¢[r,72])

—r1

Bs(I, ® K) (fz(r) ® In) &(t + 7)d7 + Daw(1),

by Lemma 2 and Proposition 1, where the decomposition of the distributed delays are constructed via
(fnen)k=(fnen)tek) = (LA KL) =1, oK) (fiineoh)., i=12 8

by (A.2). Note that (17) has different forms for the following three cases 7, > r; > 0, and r; = 0; 75 > 0,
and r; = 72 > 0.2 This implies that each case of these three may require a distinct formulation for the
corresponding synthesis conditions for (17). To avoid deriving three separated synthesis conditions, we
rewrite (17) as

&(t) = (A + By [(Iz,, ® K) ®0,] )x(t), Vt>to
z(t) = (C+ Bz [(I,, ® K) ® O4]) x(t), (19)
VO € [—r2,0], z(to +0) = ¢(0)

with tg and ¢(+) in (1), where k = k1 + 2k5 and

A=[0, 4 4G &L) 4 (V& ®L) Ouun Di (20)
Blz[én,p By By(VGi®1L) Bs(vG2®1,) Opmp on,q] 1)
Cz[ﬁm,n ¢ Co(VGi @) C3(vVG®@I,) Oman DQ} (22)
B,= [0, Bi Bs(VGi®L) Bs(VG®L) Omusy Oma) (23)

2Since (17) becomes a delay-free system with 1 = r2 = 0, hence such a case is not considered here.
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Ta(t —r)
]lw(t — 7'2) R On,2p for ro >1r1 >0
:E(t) Omp = On,p for rE="T9 > 0
0 -1f 0, for r{y =0;79 >0
f,r < Gy film)® In> x(t+7)dr n,p 1 )
x(t) = ' , (24)
) ( Gy fa(7) ®In) x(t + 7)dr 3 for ro >7r1 >0
_r ~ 3=42 for iy =7r93>0
Lr;” ( Gy 2(7)®1n> x(t + 7)d7
2 for riy =0;72 >0
| w() |
. I, for ro >r1 >0 T _ I, for ro >1ry >0 5)
[Joxn for ri =7y >0, [loxn for ri =0;7r2 > 0.

Note that v/ X stands for the unique square root of X > 0 and the terms in (20)—(23) are obtained by the
following relations for i € {1,2}:

(Fmen) =veys Fnen=(Vaon) (Ve fmern), )
oK) (Fn o) = (Ve o k) (fnen) = (Vaen) t.e k) (Ve fnen) @)

which themselves can be obtained via (A.1) with the fact that G; and G, in (8) are invertible>. Now the
expressions of the closed-loop system in (17) at 7y = 75 > 0 and 71 = 0; r2 > 0 can be obtained by (19) with
ri=ry>0,do =30 =0,andr; =0;72 > 0, d; =01 = 01in (20)-(24), respectively.

By introducing the terms 6, 3,1and1in (24)—(25), the closed-loop system in (17) can be equivalently
denoted by the form in (19) which can characterize all the cases of r; > r; > 0, ro > 0 without
introducing redundant terms into the parameters in (20)—(24). This is critical in deriving well-posed
synthesis conditions in this paper.

-1
3Note that vV X—1 = (\/Y ) for any X > 0, based on the application of the eigendecomposition of X > 0



Remark 3. The existence and uniqueness of the solution of the closed-loop system (19) are guaran-
teed by Theorem 1.1 in Chapter 6 of Hale & Lunel (1993) which is developed for a general linear

TDS. Specifically, consider fi(t) G(t)p(r)dr with  7(-) € M(R 3§ [r1,72]), 72 > 0,72 > 7 > 0 and
G(-) € L%([-r2,0] s R™*™) and ¢(-) € C([-7r2,0] 3R™). By using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality
with the fact that G(-) € IL2([—r2,0] § R™*") and ¢(-) € C([-r2,0] §R") C L2 ([-r2,0] 3R"), we

have
0 0 m 2
G(r)o(r)dr| = Col o(7)dT
H/T(t) a(ryr| H/m) ol g () ; )b(r) )

<¢i</_”|gz e [ jaclga ><Ji(/_mngz |2d7/_1||¢<7>||§d7)

=1 =1

i=1

m 0
gJZ(a [ 180N ér) = o1, = Vi 160 @)

for some o > 0, where G(7) = Col!”; g, (7). Now this shows that all the integrals in (19) satisfy the
inequality below eq.(1.5) in Chapter 6 of Hale & Lunel (1993). This is because f vy G(T)@(T)dT =

fi)rz u(r(t) + 7)G(1)¢(7)dr that the function u(r(t) + 7)G(7) is integrable in 7 for all ¢ € R and
measurable in ¢ € R for all 7 € [—r3,0].

3. Main results

Since the differential equation in (17) holds for almost all ¢ > t, even in the case of w(t) = 0,,, thus the
standard Lyapunov Krasovski stability theorem* cannot be applied to (17). A Lyapunov-Krasovski stability
criterion is presented as follows which can analyze the stability of (17). See Lemma 4 in Appendix A for
the general Lyapunov-Krasovski stability criterion which is derived for analyzing the stability of general
functional differential equations subject to the Caratheodory conditions in section 2.6 of Hale & Lunel
(1993).

Corollary 1. Let w(t) = 04 in (19) and ro > r1 > 0, ro > 0 be given, then the trivial solution x(t) = 0, of

(19) is uniformly asymptotzcally stable in C([—72, 0] § R™) if there exist €1; €2; €3 > 0 and a differentiable functional
v : C([—7r2,0] s R™) — Rwith v(0,(-)) = 0 such that

() € C([=r2, 015 R"), €1 [¢(0)]]3 < v(8()) < e2l|$()]% - (29)

V2t € B, Sulal) < —s Ja(t) ©0)

where x¢(-) in (30) is defined by the equality ¥t > to, V0 € [—rq,0], x,(0) = x(t + 0) in which x=(-) €
C (R>¢o—r, § R™) satisfies &(t) = (A + By (I3, ® K) ® Og] )x(t) in (19) with w(t) = 0,.

Proof. Since (19) with w(t) = 0, is a linear system and 7(-) € M (R ¢ [r1,72]), thus (19) with w(t) = 0, is
a special case of the general time-varying system in (A.5). Then (29) and (30) can be obtained by letting
a1(s) = €152, as(s) = €252, az(s) = €35 with €1 €5 €3 > 0. [ ]

4See Theorem 2.1 of Section 5.1 in Hale & Lunel (1993), and Theorem 1.3 in Gu et al. (2003)

8



Definition 1. Given 0 # ro > r; > 0, the closed-loop system in (19) with a supply rate function s(z(t), w(t))
is said to be dissipative if there exists a differentiable functional v : C([—r2, 0] § R™) — R such that

Vt > to, v(xi(-)) —s(z(t), w(t)) <0 (31)

where ¢, z(t) and w(t) are given in (19) together with Vt > ¢, V8 € [—7r2,0], x,(0) = (¢t + ) where x(¢) is
the solution of the system in (19).

Note that (31) implies the origin integral-based definition of dissipativity via the properties of Lebesgue
integrals. To characterize dissipativity, a quadratic supply function

Tr~ ~

| [ JTINT t - =

s(z(t),w(t)) = =(1) ! 2| | =) . ST Ut =0, SPa Ut <0, JeR™™ (32)
w(t) * J3| |w(t

is applied in this paper where the structure of (32) is based the general quadratic constraints investigated

in Scherer et al. (1997) together with the idea of factorizing the matrix U; in Scherer et al. (1997). Note that

the supply rate function in (32) can characterize numerous performance criteria such as

o 2 gain performance: J; = —vI,,, J= I, J2 =04, J3=7I, wherey > 0.
e Passivity: J, € S, J =0, Jo =1, Js=0,, withm =gq.

Two integral inequalities, which are presented in Lemma 5 and 6 in 5, are required to derive the main
results in this paper. The second inequality in Lemma 6 is specifically proposed as an important contribution
in this paper to ensure that the dimensions of the resulting synthesis conditions are finite.

The main results of this paper are summarized in two theorems and an algorithm in the rest of this
section.

Theorem 1. Let ro > ry > 0 and all the parameters in Proposition 1 be given, then the closed-loop system (19)
with the supply rate function in (32) is dissipative and the trivial solution x(t) = 0,, of (19) with w(t) = 0, is
uniformly asymptotically stable in C([—r,0] § R™) if there exist K € RP*"™ and P, € S, P, € R"*¢, Py € S with
0= (di +do)nand Q1;Qa; R1; Re € S* and Y € R™ ™ such that

[}:1 ﬁj + (0 & [Ia, ® Q1] & [Ia, ® Q2]) > 0, (33)
Q= 0, Qo= 0, By =0, [lff ]on, (34)
[‘I’ ETJ‘] T} Sy [PTII] + & < 0 (35)

* 1

where ¥ = C + By [(I3,,, ® K) & O, with C and By, in (22) and (23), and

671—,71 A;)r,n 6T
U — Sy In On,g |:P1 P2:| A + Bl [(Ingn ® K) b Oq] O( m’n) 5 - (36)
— = n+kn),m =
o |1 Bl i o ;
q,0

[E1 e Jr Oud, .5 Iy Od1,6. Odyds Odys, Odyd
— F 1,01 1 1,02 1,d2 1,02 1,d2 \/a \/a \/a I, 37
< ) [Od2 51 Od2 dy Od2752 I, Od2762 Iy, :| ( 1B 2D 2) ® ( )



E= [[Q1 — Q2 — 3R] © [1Q2] ® [i(_Ql - 7‘131)} @ (s, @ R1)

(38)
K(lm,n) ON2’I’L RQ Y K(n,ng) Oﬁzn
@({ o ([ g e [ O ) e
P *\/Ff1f1(*7'1) 04, VI A(0) —/FTT MGy (OF RN Oud, ks (39)
Fylfa(—r1)  —y/Fy' fa(—r2) 04, Ody —\/F3 ' M2/Gy  —/F3 ' M2/Gy

with A, By in (20)~(21) and 1, 1 in (25) and G1, Go in (8)—(9). Moreover, F1 = f?rl Fi(7)f (7)dT and
Fy = f__: F2(7) f5 (7)d7 and the rest of the parameters in (35) is defined as

P=[0,, P BT 0,y Ouu|, T=[A+Bi[(l5, ©K)©0,] Ol (40)
and ~
6;71 O;)r@,n
_ P2 Ea O(n—&-nn),m —_
1'P; 7{2
O(g+m).c J

Furthermore, with 1 = 1y, dy = 02 = 0and Q2 = Ry =Y = O,,, then the inequalities in (33)—(35) are a dissipative
synthesis condition for the closed-loop system in (19) with ry = ro > 0. Finally, withro > 0; 71 =0,d; =61 =0
and Q)1 = Ry = Oy, then the inequalities in (33)—(35) are a dissipative synthesis condition for the closed-loop system
in (19)7,01”17“2 >0;,r =0.

Proof. See Appendix C. |

=

Remark 4. Without using 1, 1 and 0, the synthesis condition derived for the case of 7, > r; > 0
may not be directly applied to the cases of r; = r, or r; = 0; 72 > 0. This is due to the changes of the
mathematical structures of the closed-loop system in (19) and the functional (C.1) corresponding to
ri=mr90rry =0;ry > 0.

Remark 5. Note that f;(-) and f2(-) in (C.2) can be any differentiable function since the decompo-
sitions in (3)—(6) are always constructible via some proper choices of ¢1(-) and ¢5(-). This provides
great flexibility to the structure of the Liapunov-Krasovski functional in (C.1). On the other hand,
the functions inside of f;(-) and f2(-) can be chosen in view of the functions inside of the distributed
delays in (1).

3.1. A comment on (B.5)

The significance of the proposed inequality in (B.5) can be understood considering the procedures in the
proof of Theorem 1. Indeed, assume that (B.2) is directly applied to the integrals | __Tr(lt) x' (t+7)Qox(t+7)dT

and f__:;(t) x " (t + 7)Qox(t + 7)dT without using (B.5) at the step in (C.9), which gives the inequalities

-7

/_Tl 2T (t+7)Qoz(t + 7)dr > [+ (FT (r(t) @ Q2) V (fQ(T)@In) 2t + 7)dr

—r(t) —r(t)
—r(t)

(42)
(.)?2(7) ® In> x(t+7)dr

—7g —ry

—r(t) R
/ z' (t+7)Qax(t + 7)dT > [+](F3 ' (r(t) ® Qo) [/

10



where Fy(r(t)) = f:rr(lt) F2(7)f (7)dr and Fy(r(t)) = f:;(t) F2(7) 5 (r)dr. Now combine the inequalities

in (42), we have

T

:I:T(t + 7)Q2x(t + 7)dT >

—ry f::;t) (.//"\2(7') ® In) x(t+7)dr *

/. 10 (o) 1, e+

Bﬁ% (ff(T) ©1) wlt + r)ir (43)
f—rz (fZ(T) ®In) x(t + 7)d7

Frllr)© Q2 Oudpndan
OdQn,dm Fz_l(r(t)) ® Q2

which also furnishes a lower bound for | __7,7'21 x " (t+7)Q2x(t +7)dr. Conventionally, the reciprocally convex

combination lemma Park et al. (2011) or its derivatives Seuret & Gouaisbaut (2017); Zhang et al. (2017a,b)
_1

can be applied to a matrix in the form of [ ! E)C‘X S;

1 “

dimensions. However, the structure of { 18‘X f;(

} to construct a tractable lower bound with finite

] may not be always guaranteed by the matrix

F(T(t)) ®Q>  Ouanam )

Od2n,d1n F;l(’l‘(t)) ® QQ

in (43), since F{!(r(t)) and F; '(r(t)) are nonlinear with respect to r(t) in general.> On the other hand,
if (43) is applied directly to replace the step at (C.8) without the use of any kind of reciprocally convex
combination lemmas, then the matrix in (44) will appear in the corresponding (35), where (35) becomes
infinite-dimensional and also generally nonlinear with respect to r(¢). In contrast, the symmetric matrix in
the lower bound in (C.9) is of finite-dimensional, which is constructed via the application of (B.5). This
shows the contribution of the integral inequality in (B.5) by which a dissipative synthesis condition with
finite dimensions can be derived via the Krasovski functional method.

3.2. A convex dissipative synthesis condition

Sy [P'II| + @ < 0 in (35) is bilinear with respect to the variables in P and IT if a synthesis problem
is concerned, which cannot be solved directly via standard SDP solvers. To tackle this problem, a convex
dissipative synthesis condition is constructed in the following theorem via the application of Projection
Lemma Gahinet & Apkarian (1994) to (35).

Lemma 1 (Projection Lemma). Gahinet & Apkarian (1994) Given n;p;q € N, Il € S*, P € R?*" () € RP*™,
there exists © € RP*9 such that the following two propositions are equivalent :

n+P'0'Q+Q'eP <0, (45)
P[P, <0 and Q[IIQ, <0, (46)

where the columns of P, and @), contain bases of null space of matrix P and @), respectively, which means that
PP, =0and QQ, = O.

Proof. Refer to the proof of Lemma 3.1 of Gahinet & Apkarian (1994) and Lemma C.12.1 of Briat (2014). W

SIf Fo(r) only contains Legendre polynomials with appropriate structures, then the reciprocally convex combination lemma or its
derivatives can be applied to (44). Nevertheless, this is a very special case of f2(-) € IL? ([—r2, 0] § R%2+92) considered in this paper.

11



Theorem 2. Given {a1}3+ C Rand ro > ry > 0 and the functions and parameters in Proposition 1, then the
closed-loop system in (19) with the supply rate function in (32) is dissipative and the trivial solution x(t) = 0, of (19)
with w(t) = 0, is uniformly asymptotically stable in C([—r, 0] 3 R™) if there exists P, € S, P, € R"*¢, Py € S¢
and Ql; QQ; Ry; Rg; X eS"andY € R™ " and V € RP*"™ such that

pl PQ
o H e oas @sz
G120, Os = 0. Foy = 0, [Iff (48)
I,
sy | |col®r o, <0 (49)
O(g4m)m

whereIl = [A [(Iz,, ® X) @ 1,] + By [(I3,, ® V) ©0,] Onm)andP = [(A),w Py BT Oy (gim) ] with
Tin (37) and

o] o]
o,n m,n

b=sy|| B |[Fen 0pgm|+ | 00" £ 0.
j\rP3 ’ _{2
O(q+m),9 J

([Ql G —ras) @102 [1(~G1 )] & [, ® Bi]

® <[*] (Eﬁ }};2] ®IK2) [K(v;,m) K?:z;)]) @ J; B (J1)> (50)

with 3 = C (I3, ®@X) &1, +By (L5, ®V) &0,] and A, By, By, C are given in (20)~(23). The controller
gain is calculated via K = VX ~. Furthermore, with ry = ra, do = 62 = 0 and QQ =R=Y = 0.,,, then the
inequalities in (47)—(49) are a dissipative synthesis condition for the closed-loop system with r1 = ro > 0. Finally,
withre > 0; 711 =0,dy = 61 = 0and Ql =R = O,,, then the inequalities in (47)—(49) are a dissipative synthesis
condition for the closed-loop system with ro > 0; r1 = 0.

Proof. Consider the case of ro > ry > 0. First of all, note that the inequality Sy (P "IT) + ® < 0 in (35) can
be reformulated into

T
II o, P II
Sy(P'II) + ® = " < 0. 51

y ( ) * |:I3n+nn+q+m:| |: * q’:| |:I3n+f€7l+q+m:| ( )

where the structure of (51) is similar to one of the inequalities in (46) as part of the statements of Lemma
1. Given the fact that there are two matrix inequalities in (46), thus a new matrix inequality must be
constructed accordingly to use Lemma 1 in order to decouple the product between P and IT in (51). Now
consider

T R P} T <0 (52)
with YT := O(g+m),(4n+rn) Iq+m} . The inequality in (52) can be further simplified as

[0, Pl [~-J3—Sy(DJJ,) DJJ
T [* Q}T_{ > 27 =0 (53)

12



where the left-hand side of the inequality in (53) is the 2 x 2 block matrix at the right bottom of Sy (P " IT) + ®
or ®. As aresult, it is clear that (53) is automatically satisfied if (51) or (35) holds. Hence (53) and (35) hold
if and only if (35) holds. On the other hand, the following identities

-1, 1|

II

II
= On n-+rn m)» -1, 1II =
I3n+r€n+q+m:| (Bntrndtgtm) [ }L [ :|

I3n+nn+q+m

0 n+kn m
|:I4n+mn O(4n+ﬁn)7(q+m)] |: (4 §q+?’ny(q+ )

:| = [I4n+nn O(4n+nn),(q+m)] T= O(4n+r€n),(q+m) (54)

O(4n+nn),(q+m):| -7

[I4n+;<m O(4n+fin)7(q+m)h_ - [ Ijvm

where rank ([—1, II]) = nand rank ([J4ntsn  Ontrn),(¢+m)]) = 4n + kn, imply that Lemma 1 can be
used with the terms in (54) given the rank nullity theorem.
Applying Lemma 1 to (51) and (53) with (54) yields the conclusion that (51) holds if and only if

o I4n+r€n :| ) |:On P:|
dIW e R°: S W[-1, ||+ -0 55
y (|:O(q+m),(4n+nn) [ ] x @ (55)

Now the inequality in (55) is still bilinear due to the product between W and II. To convexify (55), consider
W := Col [W, c°|§:+f aiW} (56)

with W € §" and {«; ?if C R. With (56), the inequality in (55) becomes

W
©® =Sy ([Cdfjf aiW] [—In H]) + [Cln g] <0 (57)

O(g+m)n

which infers (51). Note that using the structured in (56) infers that (57) is no longer an equivalent but only a
sufficient condition implying (51) which is equivalent to (35). It is also important to stress that an invertible
W is automatically inferred by (57) since the expression —2W is the only element at the first top left diagonal
block of ©.

Let X' = W~!, we now apply congruence transformations (Caverly & Forbes, 2019, page 12) to the
matrix inequalities in (33),(34) and (57) with the fact that an invertible W is inferred by (57). Then one can
conclude that

T T T T ’ <
X' 1 X -0, X @QX>0, X X >0, [* XT}L RJ[* X}>O7

[(14-&-/1 X XT) b Iq+m} © [(I4+I£ & X) S Iq+nl] < 07 (58)

[*] <[P1 ﬁ;] +(0n @ [Ia, ® Q1] ® [Is, ® Qz])) (Itdyva, @ X) =0

*

hold if and only if (33),(34) and (57) hold. Moreover, considering (A.1) and the definitions Y := XTYX and

pl -é? :[*] Pl P2
* P3 ) * P3

}(Il+d1+d2 ®X), [Q1 Q2 R Ro] :=XT[Q1X QX RiX R:X], (59

then the inequalities in (58) can be rewritten into (47) and (48) and

I'n. z
(] © [(1y3x @ X) B Iyirn] = © =Sy ( |:C0|§’jf oziln] [-X H}) + [2" g} <0 (60)

O(q+m),n
13



where P = XP [(I3+H ® X) ® Iq+m] = [6n,n Pl PZf On,q On,m and
=10 [(I3+m ®X)® Iq+m] = [A (1341 ® X) @ Iq] +B1 [([s4x ® KX) @ Oq} On,m]
= [A (T34 ® X) @ Ig] + B1 [(I34x @ V) & Og] On,m} (61)

with V = KX and & in (50). Note that (60)-(61) is equivalent to the statements in Theorem 2 given the
definition of 3 and O in (24). Note that also the form of & in (50) is derived via the relations I (I, ® X) =
(14,44, ® X) I and

|:]/-:\‘ ® I OQ,(q+7rz):| [(I3+N ® X) & Iq+?ﬂ] = |:Id1+d2]/-:\‘ ® X1, Og,(q+’rn):|

_ ~ (62)
- [(Id1+d2 ® X) (F ® In) OQ,(Q-&-m)} = (Ldy+d, ® X) [F ® I Og,(q+m)} ;
I:K(n,;w) Ongn :| |:L£2 & X Omgn :| _ |:X & IKQ Ofign :| |:K(n,/-;2) Ongn :|
* K(mm) * I, ® X * X ® I, * (nk2) (63)

_ X On K(n,n2) O/ign
N Q* X} ®I’”> [ * K

which are derived from the properties of matrices with (A.1),(A.2) and (A.3). Furthermore, since —2X is
the only element at the first top left diagonal block of © in (49), thus X is invertible if (49) holds. This is
consistent with the fact that an invertible W is implied by the matrix inequality in (57).

As a result, we have shown the equivalence between (33)—(34) and (47)—(48) for the case of ro > 1 > 0.
Meanwhile, it has been shown that (49) is equivalent to (57) which infers (35). Consequently, (33)-(35) are
satisfied if (47)-(49) hold with some W € S" and {«; f: ¥ C R. Thus it demonstrates that the existence of
the feasible solutions of (47)—(49) ensures that the trivial solution x(t) = 0,, of the closed-loop system in
(19) with w(t) = 0, is uniformly asymptotically stable in C([—r, 0] $ R™) and (19) with (32) is dissipative.

Now for the case of r; = ry, it is not difficult to show that a synthesis condition can be obtained by
letting dy = J2 = 0 in (47)—(49) with Qs =Ry=Y =0, and r =1, given the definition of 3and O in (24).
The proof of such a synthesis condition for r; = 7, follows the same procedures we have presented above
with the substitutions 3 + 3and 4+ 3+1 and dy = 65 = 0in (51)—(63). Similarly, a synthesis condition
for the case of 7y = 0; r2 > 0 can be obtained by letting d; = d; = 0 in (47)—(49) with the substitutions the
substitutions 3 + 3and 4 «+ 3+ 1 and Ql =R = O,and r; =0;ry > 0. [ |

Remark 6. Note that Theorem 2 is specifically derived to solve a synthesis problem for (19). If an
open-loop system is considered with B; = EQ(T) = 0, and By = Bs(7) = Oy, , then Theorem 1
should be applied instead of Theorem 2. This is because Theorem 2 is more conservative compared
to Theorem 1 for a specific problem of stability analysis.

Remark 7. For {a1}§if C R in (49), some values of a; can have more significant impact on the
feasibility of (49). For example, the value of oz may have a significant impact on the feasibility of

(49) since it may determine the feasibility of the very diagonal block related to A; in (49). A simple

assignment for {a; ?If C Rcanbe a; = 0 fori = 1---3 4 s with i # 3 which allows one to only

adjust the value of a3 to use Theorem 2.

3.3. An inner convex approximation solution of Theorem 1

For a dissipative synthesis problem, Theorem 2 provides a convex solution. Nevertheless, the simpli-
fication in (56) can render Theorem 2 more conservative than Theorem 1, while the BMI in Theorem 1
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cannot be solved by standard SDP solvers. To tackle these problems, an iterative algorithm is derived in this
subsection based on the method proposed in Dinh et al. (2012). The algorithm provides an inner convex
approximation solution for the BMlI in (35), which can be initiated by a feasible solution of Theorem 2. Thus
the advantage of both Theorem 1 and 2 are combined together in the proposed algorithm without the need
to solve nonlinear optimization constraints.

First of all, note that (33) and (34) remain convex even when a synthesis problem is considered. Now it
is obvious that (35) can be rewritten into

WH,K):=Sy [P'H] +® =Sy (P'B[(L,, ®K)®O0pn])+& <0 (64)

with B := {Bl Omm} and ® := Sy (PT [A O”””D + @, where P is given in (40), and A and B; are

given in (20)—(21), and H := { P P2} with P; and P, in Theorem 1. It is important to stress here that ® is
convex with respect to all the decision variables it contains. Considering the conclusions of Example 3 in
Dinh et al. (2012), one can conclude that the function A (-7 (~}7 ., f‘) , which is defined as

G-G

A(G,é,r,f) = [GT_GT rT_fT} ZoU, -2 |12

+Sy(G'T+G'T-G'T)+T (65)
with Z & (I, — Z) > 0 satisfying
¥G;G e R VI T e R, T+Sy(G'T) <A (G, é,r,f) , T+Sy(G'T) =A(G,G,T,T), (66)

is a psd-convex overestimate of A(G,T) = T + Sy [G ' T'| with respect to the parameterization

vec(G) | vec(G) (67)
vec(f‘) - vec(') |
Let -
T = @, G == P = |:On,n Pl PQI On,q On,m,:| 9
é - ﬁ - |:6n,n ﬁ1 ﬁQT On,q On,m:| ’
(68)

H=|P B, Hi=|P B Pes', Ber>

r=BK, K= [(l;,,8K)®0pin], T=BK, K=|(I5,2K)®0,.]

in (65) with I = 3n+ kn + ¢+ mand Z @ (I, —Z) = 0and &’, H and K in line with the definition in (64),
one can conclude that

~

U(H,K) = & + Sy [PTB [(I5,,, © K) ® Oy ] =8 (H,H, K, K)
=&+ Sy (P'BK + P'BK - P'BK) + [PT ~PT K'BT - RTBT} Z® (I — 2)] [+] (69)
by (66), where S(o,ﬁ,-, K) in (69) is a psd-convex overestimate of U(H, K) in (64) with respect to the
parameterization
Vec(IzI) _ vec(H) ' 70)
vec(K) vec(K)
15



From (69), itis obvious that 8§ (H, ItL K, K ) < Oinfers (64). Moreover, it is also true that 8 (H, fI, K, K ) <0
in (69) holds if and only if

$+Sy(PTBK+P'BK-P'BK) PT -PT K'BT -K'B'
* -7 On <0 (71)
* * Z -1,

holds based on the application of the Schur complement given Z @ (I, — Z) > 0. Now (64) is inferred by
(71) which can be solved by standard numerical solvers of SDPs provided that the values of H and K are
known.

By compiling all the aforementioned procedures according to the expositions in Dinh et al. (2012), an
iterative algorithm is constructed in Algorithm 1 where x consists of all the variables in P3, Q1, Q2 Ri, Ra,
Y in Theorem 1 and Z in (71). Furthermore, H, H, K and K in Algorithm 1 are defined in (68) and p1, p2
and ¢ are given constants for regularizations and setting up error tolerance, respectively.

Based on the results in Dinh et al. (2012), one has to obtain certain initial data for H and K to initialize
Algorithm 1, which can be part of a feasible solution of (33)-(35) in Theorem 1. As a result, 151 +— P,
P, + P, and K + K is used for the initial data of H and K in Algorithm 1 if P;, P, and K are a feasible
solutions of (33)-(35). Generally speaking, acquiring a feasible solution of Theorem 1 may not be an easy
task. Nevertheless, as what has been proposed in Theorem 2, initial values of ]31, 132 and K can be supplied

by solving the constraints in (47)—(49) with given values® of {a; ?i T

Algorithm 1: An inner convex approximation solution for Theorem 1 with r, > r; > 0

begin
solve Theorem 2 with given «; to obtain a feasible K, and then solve Theorem 1 with the
previous K toobtain H= [P, P,].

updatef{ +«— H, K« K,
solve min_tr {pl [+] (H — ﬁ)} +tr |:p2 [+] (K — f()} subject to (33)-(34) and (71) to obtain H and K

[vec(H)] - [vec(ﬁ)

vec (K) vec([})
while — x > e do
vec(H)
~ 1
‘ [vec(K) +

update H+— H, K +— K;
solve min tr [pl [+ (H — ﬁ)} ttr [pg[*} (K — f()} subject to (33)~(34) and (71) to obtain H
and K;

end
end

®Note that as we have elaborated in Remark 7 that one may apply Theorem 2 with c;; = 0 for i = 1---3 4 k,i # 3 which allow
users to only adjust the value of a3 to solve the conditions in Theorem 2
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Remark 8. If a convex objective function is considered in Theorem 1, for instance L2 gain v > 0
minimization, a termination criterion Dinh et al. (2012) can be added to Algorithm 1 in order to
characterize the progress of the objective function between each adjacent iteration. Nonetheless,
such a condition has not been concerned by the tests of our numerical examples in this paper.

Remark 9. For the delay values ro > 0; r; = 0 or ro = 1, > 0, Algorithm 1 can be utilized via
the corresponding synthesis conditions with appropriate parameter assignments as stated in the
statements of Theorem 1 and 2.

Since we have proposed many technical results in this paper, a summary concerning their relations is
presented as follows:

o The first important technical result is the decomposition scenario in Proposition 1. This enables us to
denote general distributed delays in terms of the products between constants and some appropriate
functions.

e By using Proposition 1, one can derive the synthesis results in Theorem 1 where the synthesis
condition is characterized by optimization constraints of finite dimensions thanks to the application
of the integral inequality proposed in (B.5).

e Theorem 2 has been proposed as a convexification of the BMI in Theorem 1 via the application of the

Projection Lemma.

e Algorithm 1 has been further proposed to solve the BMI in Theorem 1 based on the inner convex
approximation algorithm. The initial value of Algorithm 1 can be provided by solving the synthesis
condition in Theorem 2.

4. Numerical examples

In this section, two numerical examples are presented to demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed
methodologies. The numerical tests are conducted in Matlab environment using Yalmip Lofberg (2004) as
the optimization interface. Moreover, we use SDPT3 Toh et al. (2012) for solving SDPs numerically.

4.1. Stability and dissipative analysis of a linear system with a time-varying distributed delay

Consider a system of the form (1) with any r(-) € M(R 5 [r1,72]) and the state space matrices

) 01 0] =~ - 0.3e0557) _ (.1e5(7) — 0.4 0.01e567) — (.1e5(7) 41
1= , A2(T) = )
0 -1 In(2—7)—1 0.4 — 0.3e°s(7)
~ ~ 0 0.1 —-0.1 0.2
By = By(1) = By = Bs(1) = ,Dy = ,Ch = , (72)
1= By(r) = Bu = Bs(r) M ! [0.2] ! [ 0 0.1]
~ 0.2e5m7) — (.11 0.1-0.5In(2—71) 0.12
02(7—) = sin(5 (5 sin(5 ) 2 = .
0.1e8i0(57) 0.14e8(57) _ (. 2¢sin(57) 0.1
Moreover, let
Ji= 771"?7,; j: Ima Jo = Om,(p J3 = 'YIq (73)
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for the supply rate function in (32) where the objective is to calculate the minimum value of IL? gain ~. Note
that all the controller gains in (72) are of zero values, and the distributed delays in (72) contain different
types of functions.

To the best of our knowledge, no existing approaches, neither time nor frequency-domain based methods,
can analyze the stability of (1) with the parameters in (72). Note that since r(¢) is time-varying and its
expression is unknown, hence the distributed delay kernels in (72) may not be approximated over [—r(t), 0]
via the approaches in Miinz et al. (2009); Seuret et al. (2015). For the same reason, the distributed delays
may not be easily analyzed in frequency domain analytically via the existing methods in Kharitonov et al.
(2009); Breda et al. (2015); Vyhlidal & Zitek (2014). Finally, no existing methods may calculate the IL? gain
of the system considered in this subsection.

By observing the functions inside of Ay(+), Cy() in (72), we choose

! cos(57)esn(57)
eSin(ST) .3 cos(57)
fl <T) = f2(T> = eCOS(ST) ) CPl(T) = (102(7—) = bln(57-)1e 3
In(2 —7) T—2
T (74)

0O 0 0 0 0 0 O
Mg, |7 0 00000
0O -5 0 0 0 0 O
_0 0O 1 0 0 0 O

for the functions f1(-), f2(-) and ¢1(+), o2(-) in Proposition 1, which corresponds to dy = dy =4, 61 = d2 = 3,

n=m=2,¢q=1,and

o o0 o0oo0o0O0O -04 1 -01 -01 03 001 0 O
Ay = A3 = , By = Bg = Ogx7
00 0 000 -1 04 0 0 0 —-03 1 0
: (75)
00 0 0 0 0 -0.11 0.1 0.2 0 0 0 0 -0.5
Cy =05 = , Bs = Bg = Oa2x7.
00 0 0 0 O 0 0O 01 -02 0 014 O 0

Now apply Theorem 1 to (19) with the parameters in (72)—(75), where the conditions in Theorem 1 are
all convex in this case. It produces the results in Tables 1-2, where several detectable delay boundaries are

presented with the corresponding min .

[ri,re] | [0.98,1.25] | [1,1.23] | [1.02,1.21] | [1.04,1.19]
[ 0.27 0.23 0.19 0.15
min 0.5511 | 0.51356 | 0.48277 | 0.45692

Table 1: miny produced with decreasing values of r3

[ri,re] | [0.8,1.07] | [1,1.27] | [1.2,1.47] | [1.32,1.59]
rs=r9—11 | 027 0.27 0.27 0.27
min y 0.35556 | 0.59179 | 1.7935 25.9774

Table 2: min v produced with a fixed value for r3
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The results of min~ in Table 1 indicate that smaller 3 can lead to smaller min~ values. Indeed, it is
more difficult to make the system to be dissipative for all 7(-) € M (R § [r1, 72]) with a large value of r3 than
forall () € M (R [f1,72]) with a smaller value of 75 = 7o — 74 if [, 73] C [r1,72]. On the other hand, the
values of min v in table 2 show that the values of r; and r, can significantly affect the resulting min~y even
with a fixed r3 = ro — .

In order to partially verify the results in Tables 1 and 2, we utilize the frequency domain method in
Breda et al. (2015) to (72) assuming that 7(-) € M (R § [r1, 72]) is an unknown function with a constant value.
(Note that an unknown r(-) with a constant value is an option for r(-) € M (R § [r1,72])) The result shows
that the system with a constant value of r is stable over [0.61, 1.64], which is consistent with the results in
Tables 1 and 2. This is because the results in Tables 1 and 2 infer that the system with a constant delay value
is stable over the intervals therein. which are all the subsets of [0.61, 1.64].

Remark 10. Note that the values of min+ in Tables 1-2 are valid for any r(-) € M (R § [r1,72]) with
given r and ry since the proposed methods in this paper guarantee that the system with (73) is
dissipative for any 7(-) € M (R § [r1, r2]) . This is also true for other options for dissipative constraints.

4.2. Dissipative stabilization of a linear system with a time-varying distributed delay

Consider a system of the form (1) with any (-) € M (R [0.5, 1]) and the state space parameters

-1 —-19| ~ 0.2cos(e™) +0.1sin(e™) 0.01cos(e™) — 0.1sin(e™)
A1: s 2(7’): s TE[—T’l,O]

0 01 0 —0.4 cos(e")
~ 0.2cos(e™) +0.1sin(e™) —0.2 0.01cos(e”) — 0.1sin(e”) +1
Ag(7) = , TE[=r(t), =]

In(2 — cos(7)) — 1.2 1 —0.4cos(e™)
~ .1sin(e”) — 0.1 .01 1 1

B, — 0  Ba(r) = 0.1sin(e™) — 0 Dy = 0.0 )= 0.1 0.15 7 (76)

1 0.12 cos(e”) + 0.1 0.02 0 —02

—0.2sin(e7) 0.3sin(e™) — 0.1 cos(e™)

- 0 0.1
Bs(r) = [0.1 —0.1 sin(eT)] D= [0.2] '

Moreover, let

Bolr) [O.QSin(eT) +0.1 0.1 ] B [0?11

Ji= =L, J=1In, Jo=0pm, Js=nrI, (77)

for the supply rate function in (32) to calculate the minimum value of IL? gain .

According to our best knowledge, no existing methods can find a controller for (1) with the parameters
in (76).

By observing the functions inside of Ay(-), Ba(-), Ca(-), Bs(-), we choose f1(-), f2(-) and @1 (-), p2(-) in
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Proposition 1 to be

1 1 e’ cos(e)
sin(e” e’ cos(e” T i (T
A = [sinen [ @ =] T g = [T gy = |emsine)
cos(e”) e” sin(e”) sin
cos(e) —_—
In(2 — cos ) 2—cosT
(78)
0 0 00 00O
00 000 1 00 0 0 O
Mi=1]1 0 0 0 0|, My=
0 -1 0 0 0 0O
0 -1 0 0 O
0 0 1 0 0 0O
withd1:3,d2:4,§1:2,63:3,n:m:2,q:1,and
4, — [00000001-010200 ~ [000000-0.210.1-0.10.20.01 00
27[0000000 0 0—0.4}’ 37[000000—1.210 0 0—0.410}
0 0 =01 01 O 0 00 -01 01 0 O
BQ = ) Bd =
_0 0 0.1 0 0.12 0 0 0 01 0 012 0 (79)
00000101 02 00 0 0000000101 02 00 0 00
o] 00 -] oo o0
00000 0 —0.20.30—0.1 000000 0 0 —0.20.30—-0.100
0 0 O 0 0 00 0 O 0 0 0
B5 = ) 6 = .
o0 01 -01 0 00 0 01 =01 0 O

Now apply Algorithm 1 to (19) with the parameters in (76)—(79) and with o; = e = «; = 0,9 =4---12
and o3 = 0.5 for the initialization of Algorithm 1 via Theorem 2. It produces the controller gains and the
corresponding min v in Tables 3, where Nols stands for the number of iterations in the while loop inside of
Algorithm 1.

T T T T
Controller gain K { 0.4182 ] { 0.5011 ] [ 0.5787 } { 0.6505 }

—2.7551 —2.7108 —2.6595 —2.6021
min y 0.36657 0.3607 0.3551 0.3498
Nols 10 20 30 40

Table 3: Controller gains with min v produced with different iterations with a = 1

Since () in this paper is time-varying and its expression is unknown, hence existing frequency-domain-
based approaches may not be directly applied to analyze the stability of the resulting closed-loop systems
obtained by our methods. To partially verify our synthesis results in Tables 3, we confine r(t) to be an
unknown constant 7 € [ry, ro]. This allows one to apply the spectral method in Breda et al. (2015) to calculate
the spectral abscissa of the spectrum of the resulting closed-loop systems with a constant delay. Since our
synthesis results indicate that any resulting closed-loop system is stable for all 7(-) € M (R § [r1,72]) , thus
the same closed-loop systems with a constant delay 7 are stable for 7 € [rq,72] as the case of r(t) = 7is
included by M (R § [r1,72]) . The numerical results produced by Breda et al. (2015) show that all the resulting
closed-loop systems are stable for 7 € [r, o] with the assumption that r(t) = 7 is a constant delay.
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For numerical simulation, consider the closed-loop systems stabilized by the controller K = |0.6505 —2.6021]

in Table 3. Specifically, assume to = 0, z(t) = 02,t < 0, and ¢(7) = [50 30} ! ,7 € [-1,0] as the initial
condition, and w(t) = 50sin 10¢(u(t) — u(t — 5)) as the disturbance where u(t) is the Heaviside step function.
Moreover, we consider a time-varying delay r(¢) = 0.75 + 0.25 cos(100¢) which” exhibits strong oscillation.
Numerical simulation is performed in Simulink with the aforementioned data via the ODE solver ode8
with 0.0001 as the fundamental sampling time. The result of our simulation is presented in Figures 1-3
concerning the trajectories of the states, outputs and the controller compensation of the closed-loop systems.
Note that the update method of the Matlab function block in Simulink is set as ‘discrete” for our simulation.
Note that also the modeling of the distributed delays for simulation is attained by discretizing the integrals
with the trapezoidal rule

0
/ F(t,m)x(t+ 7)dr ~

ro [ F(t,—r)@(t —r3) = krs krs F(t,0)x(t)

where

Fltr) = {F(T) V1 € [—r(t),0] 81)

0 V71 € [—ro,r(t))

and F (1) is piecewise continuous on [—7(t), 0].

Remark 11. Note that (81) enables one to discretize f?
dealing with f?r(t) F(r)x(t 4+ 7)dr directly.

)ﬁ(T)m(t + 7)d7 via (80) which avoids

r(t

Remark 12. Due to the absence of proper numerical solvers in Simulink for delay systems, we can
only use an ODE solver (ode8) in Simulink to conduct our simulation. Since we cannot predict the
potential problems of using an ODE solver to a delay system, thus the numerical results in Figures
1-3 only give an estimation of the actual behavior of the system trajectories and output, and the
numerical accuracy in this case may not be guaranteed.

Remark 13. The results in Figures 1-3 can clearly demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
stabilization method considering a time-varying delay r(t) = 0.75 + 0.25 cos(100t). Note that the
abrupt change around ¢t = 5 in Figures 3 is due to the form of the disturbance signal w(t) =
50sin 10¢(u(t) — u(t — 5)) which satisfies V¢ > 5, w(t) = 0.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, new methods on the dissipative state feedback stabilization of a linear system with
distributed delays (1) have been proposed, where the distributed delay kernels can be any L? function

"Note that this function satisfies V¢ > tg, 71 = 0.5 < r(t) < 1 =1
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Figure 1: The close-loop system’s trajectory @(t) with K = [0.6505 —2.6021] in Table 3

and the time-varying delay function is bounded and measurable. The key step of deriving the synthesis
condition in Theorem 1 is the application of the novel inequality proposed in Lemma 6 together with the
decomposition scenario in Proposition 1, which results in LMIs with finite dimensions as explained in
subsection 3.1. Though (35) in Theorem 1 is bilinear, it has been shown in Theorem 2 that convex conditions
(47)-(49) can be constructed via the application of Projection Lemma to (35). Moreover, an iterative algorithm
has been proposed in Algorithm 1 as an inner approximation solution to (35) in Theorem 1, which can be
initiated through a feasible solution of Theorem 2. On the other hand, it is worthy of mentioning that our

synthesis conditions can also handle the cases of ry = rg or r; = 0; r2 > 0, based on the application of
empty matrices. Finally, the proposed methodologies can handle any real-time application if they can be

modeled by the general distributed delay system considered in this paper. This includes the cases where
r(t) is a stochastic and bounded function.

Acknowledgements

Qian Feng would like to pay tribute to Prof. Sing Kiong Nguang (the second author of this paper), who
recently passed away. As the Ph.D. supervisor of Qian Feng, Prof. Nguang contributed great inspiration
and guidance to him. Finally, though our proof for Theorem 4 did not ultimately employ the approach
suggested by Prof. Keqin Gu, Qian Feng still would like to sincerely thank him for the fruitful discussion
on how to prove a Krasovskil stability theorem considering the Caratheodory conditions.

Appendix A. Important Lemmas

The following properties of the Kronecker product will be used throughout this paper, which are derived
from the definition of the Kronecker product and the property (A ® B)(C ® D) = AC ® BD.
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Figure 2: The trajectory of the controller effort u(t) = Ka(t) with K = [0.6505 —2.6021] in Table 3

Lemma 2. VX € R™™ VY € R"*P, V7 € RI*",

X[)YRZ)=XY)[;2)=(XY)®Z=(XY)® (Z],) = (X® Z)(Y ®I,). (A1)
Moreover, VX € R™"*"™ we have
A B A X BX
[C D}®X:[C®X D®X} A2

forany A, B, C, D with appropriate dimensions.
The following property of the commutation matrix Magnus & Neudecker (1979) are utilized throughout
this paper.
Lemma 3.
VX € R VY € R™™ Ky (X @Y)Kigmy =Y ® X A3
vmn €N, Kl = Konn) = Kiym (A-3)
where K, q) is the commutation matrix defined by the identity
VA e R™¥4 Kn,a) vec (A) = vec (AT)

which follows the definition in Magnus & Neudecker (1979), where vec(-) stands for the vectorization of a matrix.
See Section 4.2 of Dhrymes (2013) for the definition and more details of vec(-).

Remark 14. Note that for K, 4), we have K,, 1) = K(1,,,) = I, ¥n € N which gives the identity
Kn,ay (F(7) ® ) = Knay (F(7) ® 1) K(1,n) = In ® F(7) (A4)

with f(7) € RY. The commutation matrix K(n,d) can be numerically implemented by K, 4y =
vecperm(d,n) in Matlab where vecperm is a function in The Matrix Computation Toolbox for MAT-

LAB Higham (2002).
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Figure 3: The output of the closed-loop system z(t) with K = [0.6505 —2.6021] in Table 3

Lemma 4. Consider the functional differential equation

gt > to, -’B(t) = f(taxt('))a
W0 € [-10], @(ty+0) = x4, (6) = (0), >0 (A.5)
Vt € R, On = f(ta On())

wherety € Rand f : R x C ([—r,0] § R™) — R™ satisfies the Caratheodory conditions in section 2.6 of Hale & Lunel
(1993) and

3e(-) € REZ®, V6 > 0, Vop(-) € Cs ([, 0] s R™), VE € R, [|f (£, d())], < c(6). (A.6)

Then the trivial solution x(t) = 0, of (A.5) is uniformly asymptotically stable in C([—r,0] 3 R™) if there exist
a1(4);a2(+); as(+) € Koo, and a continuous functional v : R x C([—r,0] s R™) — R with ¥Vt € R, v(t,0,(-)) =0
such that

Ve € R, Y9() € €=z, 0] 3R, o (19(0)]) < v(t. () < a2 (1)), (A7)
W2 to €R, vltx()) < —as (Jz(0)]) (A8

where || (-)||1%, = max_,,<,<o [|@(T)||5, and x:(-), ®(-) in (A.8) satisfy @(t) = f(t,x;(-)) in (A.5) for almost all
t > to. Moreover, K, follows the standard definition in Khalil (2002). Note that the notation ¥V means for almost all
with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. The proof here is based on the procedure in Theorem 2.1 of Section 5.1 in Hale & Lunel (1993), and
Theorem 1.3 in Gu et al. (2003). To prove the uniform stability of the trivial solution, let

R 2 e 6(e) = 1/2min (e, a5 ' (a1 (€))) (A9)

where o *(-) is well defined since a(-) € K. It is obvious that §(-) € K, and satisfies Ve > 0,0 < d(¢) < ¢
and §(¢) < a;* (a1 (€)) which further implies that

Ve >0, ag(d(€)) < ay(e) (A.10)
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since az(-) € Koo. By (A8), it is true that V& > to € R, ¥(t,x;(-)) < 0. Now applying the fundamental
theorem of calculus for the Lebesgue integrals to the previous proposition, we have

Vto € R,Vt > to, V() € C([-r,0] 5 R"), /t\'/(tyxt('))dT
= v (t,x:(-)) = v(to, xe, () = v (£, %e()) = v(to, @() <0 (A1D)
which further implies that Vg € R, Vt > to,Ve > 0,V(-) € Cs(¢)([—r,0] s R™):
ar(z®)lly) < vt x:(-)) < vlto, d(-) < a2 ([9()llo) < a2((€)) < a(e) (A12)
by (A.7) and (A.10), where Cs(c)([-7,0] §R™) := {o(-) € C([-7,0] s R") : [|§(-)||oc < (€)} . Therefore,
Ve >0, Vo(-) € Cso([—7,0] s R™), Vg € R, Vt > tg, [|2(t)]], <€ (A.13)

where §(e) = 1/2min (e, ;" (a1(€))) is independent of ¢y € R and lim,_,;, §(¢) = 400 since §(-) € Koo
Now (A.13) further infers that

Ve>0, 30> 0, Vo() € Cs([=r, 05 R"), Vto € R, V¢ > to, [Ixe(")l|, < max|ja(r)]| < e (A.14)
TZ1lo

which shows uniform stability.

For the proof of global uniform asymptotic stability, we seek to prove it by using proof by contradiction.
Note that the origin is globally uniform asymptotic stable if it is uniform stable as we have proved above
and

Vi >0,¥0 >0, 30 >0, V¢(-) € C5([—r, 0 sR™), Vtg € R, VEt > to + 0, [[x:(-)| o < - (A.15)
Assume that
Je >0, 36 >0, Ip(-) € Cs([—7,0] s R™), 3ty € R, V¢ > to, [[x:(-)]|o, > e (A.16)
Considering the definition |x;(-)||, = max ¢[_ o [|[Z(t + 7)||, with (A.16), it implies
Je >0, 30 >0, 3p() € C5([—r,0] §R™), 3ty € R, Vt > tg, INE [t — 7, 1], [|£(N)], > €. (A.17)

Lete > 0,0 > 0, ¢(-) € Cs([—7,0] §R™) and ¢, € R in (A.17) be given, then there exists a sequence
N> k — tr € R>y, such that

VkeN, 2k —1)r <t —to <2kr & |z(ty)], >e. (A.18)

On the other hand,

t t
le@®)l, = |t + /tka'cmdr zznw(mnz— /fkacm = (el — H / Firxa()

t
> et - / £ 07| = It - / Fim xe (D)dr| > et — / i(rxe () dr
= le(te)l, - ‘/ZlfmxT Dldr| > 2], - \/ 1£ (e (D dr| - (A19)

kz 1

istrueforallt > ¢y and k € Nbased on the properties of Lebesgue integrals and norms. Since V¢ > t,,Vk € N,
‘ftk | f(r, % ()l dT‘ “/‘tk ‘ c(9)|t — t| by (A.6) with a given § > 0 and ¢(-) € Cs([—r,0] § R™),
therefore we have
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VkEN, VteT = [tk— 2@)’5”2@} le(t)ll, >l (o)l - \/ 1£(rxe ()l o7

> latwl - || c(3)dr

= (il — (@)t — ti] > e — e(d)5 = = = (A20)
Consequently,

vt € Rsy, N | T, %v(xt@) < —as(e/2). & VteRsy,, %v(xt(-)) <0. (A.21)
keN

Since ¢(6) > 0in Iy, = [t — €/2¢(9), tx + €/2¢(0)] can be made arbitrarily large for any § > 0, thus we can
assume that (), _[tx — €/2c(0), tx + €/2c(0)] = @ and t; — €/2¢(d) > to. As a result, we have

d
U=l dr

k ti+e/2c(6)
< - as (€ 2)d7’—|—/ 0dr = — / as (€/2 dT:—ageQ— —-1)
Lk 1I / [tkvtO]\Uk 117 Z t,;—e/2c(5) ) ( / ( )(

" d d
e € N Wk ()it 60) = [ Celar = [ S [ e ())dr

i=1
(A.22)
by (A.21). This further infers that
Vk €N, v(tr,x, (1)) < v(to, @(-)) — a3 (€/2) ﬁ(k —1) <oz ([[o()lls) — s (€/2) T )( -1

< a2(6) —Qasg (6/2) ( )( - 1) (A23)

by (A.7) and the fact that ||¢(-)|| ., < d and aa(-) € K. Note that
as(8) — a3 (e/2) ﬂ(k -1)<0 = ajz(ié/)Q) @ +1<k. (A.24)
Let k(¢,0) = [ a2(9) (:(6)} + 1. Hence we have Vk > k(e,d), v(tr, x4, (1)) < 0 by (A.23) which is a

as (€/2) €

contradiction considering (29). As a result, (A.16) cannot be true for ¢, with any k > «(e, §), which implies
that 3k < k(e, ), ||x¢, (-)|| < € This further infers that

Ve >0, V6 >0, V() € Cs([—r,0] §R™), Yt € R, 30 € [to, to + 2rk(€,0)], [[xo(-)]lo < € (A.25)

considering (A.18).
Let e > 0in (A.25) to be

e(n) =1/3min (n,a3" (1 (n))) (A.26)

with a given 1 > 0, and assume ¢(-), to, 6 in (A.25) are also given. Note that (A.26) guarantees ¢(-) € Koo
and a2 (e(n)) < ai(n) for any n > 0 similar to the property in (A.10).

Now let (¢, o, ¢())(-) € C([-r,0] s R™) denotes the unique solution of (A.5) with explicit dependence
of tg and ¢(-). Note that V¢ > to, W (¢, to, ¢(- ))( ) = x4(-). By using the cocyclic property® of (¢, to, d(-))(-),
we have Vn > 0,Vd > 0, V() € Cs([—7,0] s R™), Vtg € R, Vt € [0, +00) D [to + 2rk(e(n),d)), +00)

W (,0,%(-) (-) = ¥ (t,t0, d()) () = x:(-)- (A27)

8For the cocyclic property of dynamical systems, see eq.(6) in Chapter 2 of Hinrichsen & Pritchard (2005)
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By (A.27) and (A.7), we have ¥n > 0, Vd > 0, Yty € R, Vop(-) € Cs([—r,0] § R™), Vt € [0,400) D [to +
2rt(e(n), d), +00)

ar(fl@(®)ly) < vixi() = v ([t 0.%0()] ()) < v (x0()) < azle(m) < ar(n) (A.28)

which further implies that ||z (¢)|l, < 1 since a1(-) € K. Because 2r«(e(n), ) is independent of ¢, hence
one can coonclude that

Vn >0, V6 > 0, 31 = 2rk(e(n),d) > 0, Vo(-) € Cs5([—r,0] §R™), Vto € R, Vt > to+ 7, [|z(t)|l, <n. (A29)

This shows the global uniform asymptotic stability in defined in (A.12) since the uniform stability has
been proved with the 6(-) € K in (A.9) satisfying lim._, ., d(¢) = +oo. This finishes the proof of this
theorem. u

Appendix B. Two integral inequalities

Lemma 5. Given w(-) € Mg (x)/8w®)(K$R>o) and assume wo(-) has only countably infinite or finite number of zero
values, where K € L (R) and its Lebesgue measure is non-zero. Suppose U € S and f(-) € ILZ (K 3 R?) satisfying

/ w( (t)dr = 0, (B.1)
then we have
/ w(t)x (1) Uz(r)dr > /w (r)F T (r)dr (F '@ U) / w(T)F(7)x(r)dT (B.2)
forall x(-) € L2, (K s R™), where n;d € Nand F(t) = f(1) ® I, and F = [ w(7)f(7)f(7)d7 and
LZ (K5RY) = {@(-) € Mg(xy /e (K5RY) : [[@()] < oo} (B.3)
with |¢()|5 = [ @ T)¢(T)dT.
Proof. See Theorem 1 in Feng & Nguang (2018). Note that F in (B.2) is defined differently compared to the
definition of F in Feng & Nguang (2018). |

Lemma 6. Given K = [a,b] with 0 < a < band . Assume U € SL, with n € Nand f(1) := Coll, fi(7) €
ILZ ([a, b] § RY) satisfying

/b W(T)f(T)fT(T)dT = 0, (B.4)

then we have

wtr)e (e = 1 ([ 1] ) [fé’ (3 (7)

oy QK(CL”) Oun ] ({U Y] ®F1> {K(n,d) Oun D [fj (f(7)®In)zEr)w(T;dj (E5)

b

* K(d,n) * U * K(n,d)

*

forallz(-) € L (K 3R"), o € [a,b] and forany Y € R™*" satisfying [V ¥;] = 0, where F = f; w(7)f(T)fT (1)dT.
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Proof. The proof is based on the insights illustrated in Section 4.1 of Seuret ef al. (2016). Consider the

equality
/a w(r)aT (e () = / () [wé:)r {U g] [wﬂ &
Y= Lroll oo oo

which holds for any Y € R"*™ with

R?" 5 y(7) := 0 € [a,b]. (B.7)

[m()(:)] . vr€fa,d,

> 0, then one can apply (B.2) with (A.3)-(A.4) to the rightmost integral in

Let Y € R™™" satisfying [V ¥ |
€ L (K 3 RY) satisfying (B.4). Then we have

(B.6) with K = [a, b] and f(-)

[ I G N P

>p(Fe|) 7)) ( JEGILCEY S y(r)dr>

- <F1 ® [2{ };D ( / (1)K (I ®f(7’))y(7’)d7‘>

_ / ()T () (Ian @ 7 (7)) dr (E g] @ Fl) / () (o © () y(r)dr (BS)

where F = f; @ (7)f(7)fT (7)d7. Furthermore, it follows that

[ s yimtnar = [ 5 5 On TTE] wrr

“[I,®f(r)  Oun 0n ] gr — | Jo T @ f(D)] @(r)w(r)dr
+/a { Odn In®f(7—):| [:c(T)} (r)dr = lfag [[n®f(7-)}m(7_)w(7_)d7_‘| (B.9)

by the definition of the Kronecker product. Substituting (B.9) into (B.8) and using (A.4) yield (B.5). |

Remark 15. Note that the value of F in (B.5) is related to the values of a and b, and not related to
the value of p. Thus it means that o can be a function of any kind as long as its value is bounded
by [a, b]. This property enables us to deal with time-varying delays, and derive tractable dissipative
conditions in the next section.

Appendix C. Proof of Theorem 1

The proof of Theorem 1 is via the construction of

P P

0
. P n(t) +/ x' (t+7) (Q1+ (7 +7r1)Ry|a(t 4 7)d7

» i (C.1)
+/ ' (t+7)[Q2 + (7 4+ r2)Ro] @(t + 7)dT

v(x:()) =n"(t)
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where x;(-) follows the same definition in (31), and P, € S*, P, € R"*¢, P3 € S¢ with ¢ = (d; + d2)n, and
Q1;Q2; R1; Ry € S™ and

()—Col[ /_T1<\/>.f1 ®I> (t + 7)dr, /“<\/>f2 ®1> t—i—T)dT] (C.2)

—7ro

with F; = f_om Fi(n)f (T)dr and Fy = [Z fa(7) £y (7)d7. Note that given the conditions in (8)~(9), both

\/F!and y/F; ! are well defined.

We will first prove this theorem for the case of r3 > r; > 0. Then the synthesis conditions for the cases
of ry =73 > 0and r; = 0; ro > 0 can be easily obtained based on the synthesis condition for o > r; > 0,
respectively.

Now given t; € R in (19) with r; > r; > 0, differentiating v(x;(-)) along the trajectory of (19) and

consider (32) produces

Vt > to, v(xe()) — s(z(t), w(t))

OQn,n OQn,Q
_ XT (t) Sy In O”;Q Pl P2 A+ Bl/\[([§+li ® K) ® O‘]] _ O(3n+i{n),m » X(t)
Onn,n j\l' * P3 |:F ® In OQ’Qi| JQT

Ogn  Ogue (C.3)
+ :IZT(t) (Q1+r1Ry)x(t) — wT(t —712)Qox(t —rg) — mT(t —71)(Q1 — Q2 —r3Ra) x(t — r1)

0
—w ' (t)Jsw(t) — [

—x"(OE"TTI N TExX(1)

x' (t+7)Riz(t + 7)dr — / @' (t + 7)Rox(t + 7)d7

—7rg

where x(¢) is given in (24) and X, T and F are defined in the statements of Theorem 1. Note that the
expression of F in (39) is obtained by the relations

/_Or1 ( Frifi(r) ®In> &(t+ 7)dr = ( FIL£1(0) ®In) 2(t)
_ (\/Efl(—m)cwn) (t—r1) (\/7M1\F®I )/0 (\/Eﬁ(f)mn) x(t+7)dr  (C.4)

/ _”( F, fol7) ®1n) it + 7)dr = ( F3 ' fa(=n1) ®In) (t—r1) - ( Fo' fa(=r2) ®In) @t —12)

N —(\/EMQ\/EQ®IR> /_h <\/>f2 ®I) (t+ 7)dr

—r(t)
_<\/§M2@®In>/m (\ﬁfg ®1) (t +7)dr  (C5)

which are derived via (7)-(10) and (A.1)-(A.2). On the other hand, the structure of T in (C.3) is obtained
based on the identities

fi(r) = [Od1,51 Idl] 1?1(7)» fa(r) = [Od,,,&Q Idg} fA2(T) (C.6)
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-1 fgrl \/;.]?17' QI | z(t+71)dr
fi)'rl (\/?fl(T)@)In) x(t+ 7)dr _; f_r(t (<\/7f2 o, )) . o

r(t) (\/ f2 ®I) (t+7)dT

in light of the form of n(t) in (C.2) and x/(¢) in (24) and the property of the Kronecker product in (A.2). Note
that also the parameters A, B, C and B, in (C.3) are given in (20)—(23).
Let By = Oand [ ) ] = 0 with Y € R"*". Now apply (B.2) and (B.5) with w(7) = 1 and f(7) =

/G F1(7), £(7) = /G5 fa(7) to the integral terms f_orl @' (t+7)Riz(t+7)drand [J" T (t47)Rom(t+

7)d7 in (C.3), respectively. Then we have
(\/ GRS ) (t+7)dr ] (C.8)

I ( Folfa(r) ® In> @(t + 7)dr

/O ' (t+ 7)Riz(t + 7)dT > [¥] (I, ® Ry) [/

—T1 —r1

T Ry Y J=rie (In ® \/Efz(f)) @(t + 7)dr
/ o (t+7)Rox(t + 7)d7 = [4] © 1, ;
e ¥ Ry Jo (In ® /65 f2(7)> ot + 7)dr
(C.9)
= [*] (|:K(ii2,n) Onzn ( Ry Y ® [H2> |:K(",,€2) O,QZ,L ) (\/7]‘:2 ) €T t+ T)d

Given the definition of 1 and 1 in (25) and Oin (24) for the case of 75 > 1 > 0, applying (C.8)—(C.9) to (C.3)
with (34) produces

Vt > to, v(x() —s(z(t), w(t)) < x(t) (\1: =TT J;ljz) x(t) (C.10)

where W is given in (36) and x(t) is given in (24). Now it is obvious to conclude that if (34) and ¥ —
®TJTJ7JS < 0 are true, then

Jez > 0: V> t, V(xi(-) —s(z(t), w(t)) < —e3 |2, - (C.11)
Moreover, assuming w(t) = 0,, one can also obtain
Jez > 0, Vt > to, v(x:(-)) < —es [|&(t)]|, (C.12)

by the structure of ¥ with the fact that ¥ < 0 and the elements in x(t) considering the properties of
quadratic forms. Note that x;(-) in (C.12) is in line with the definition of x;(-) in (30). As a result, there
exists a functional in (C.1) satisfying (31) and (30) if (34) and ¥ — =TJT Jr 1J3 < 0 are feasible for some
matrices. Finally, applying the Schur complement to ¥ — X777 J;71J% < 0 with (34) and J; ' < 0 gives
the equivalent condition in (35). Therefore we have proved that the existence of the feasible solutions of
(34) and (35) infer the existence of a functional (C.1) and €3 > 0 satisfying (31) and (30).

Now we start to show that if (33) and (34) are feasible for some matrices, then there exist ¢; > 0 and
€2 > 0 such that (C.1) satisfies (29). Let ||¢()||c2>o = SUP_,,< <0 ||¢(T>||§ and consider the structure of (C.1)
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with ¢ = ¢, it follows that there exists A > 0 such that

0
V(xt, (1) = v(@() < '(to)An(to) + [ ¢ (H)AB(T)dT < Al|p(0)]15 + Arz [l ()15

—7rg

Y R <\/F?f1(7)®1n)TdT)\/0 (ﬁfl(ﬂ@u) b(r)dr

e " (C.13)

[ et (ﬁh(r) ® In)T d7 / (\/;ﬁ(f) ® fn) Hr)dr

-T2 -T2

0
<A+ A) [@O)2 +A [ T (Dd(r)dr < (A+ 22r2) (|61,

-7y

for any ¢(-) € C([—7r2,0] §R™) in (19), where (C.13) is derived via the property of quadratic forms: VX €
S, 3X > 0:Vx € R"\ {0},x" (AL, — X)x > 0 together with the application of (B.2) with w(7) = 1 and
appropriate f(7). Consequently, the result in (C.13) shows that one can construct an upper bound of (C.1)
which satisfies (29) with a e5 > 0.

Now applying (B.2) to (C.1) twice with @ () = 1 and f(7) = /F; ' f1(7), f(7) = \/F5 ' fo(r) produces

/0 x ' (t+7)Qua(t + 7)dT > [¥] (Is, ® Q1) /0 (\/F1>1f1(7) ® In> x(t+ 7)dr

—T1 —T1

/#1 x ' (t+7)Qox(t + 7)d7T > [¥] (I3, ® Q2) /7T1 <\/§f2(7’) ® In> x(t + 7)dr

-T2 -T2

(C.14)

provided that (34) holds. Moreover, by utilizing (C.14) to (C.1) with (34) and (C.13), it is clear to see that the
existence of the feasible solutions of (33) and (34) infer that (C.1) satisfies (29) with some €;; e > 0.

In conclusion, we have shown that there exists a functional (C.1) and €;; €2 > 0 satisfying the dissipative
condition in (31), and the stability criteria in (29)-(30) if the conditions in (33)—(35) are feasible for some
matrices. As a result, it shows that the existence of the feasible solutions of (33)—(35) infers that the trivial
solution of the closed-loop system in (19) with w(t) = 0, is uniformly asymptotically stable in C([—r, 0]sR™),
and the system in (19) with (32) is dissipative.

Now consider the situation of r; = r, where the delay of the system in (19) is of constant values. It
is not difficult to show that the corresponding synthesis condition constructed via the functional in (C.1),
following the procedures (C.1)—(C.14) with r; = 73, can be obtained by choosing dy = d2 = 0 in (33)—(35)
with Q2 = Ry = Y = O,. Similarly, the corresponding synthesis condition for , = 0; 72 > 0 can be
obtained by choosing d; = J; = 0 in (33)—(35) with @ = R; = O,,. Note that the use of 1, 1in (25) and (38),
and O in (24) allows (33)—(35) to cover the corresponding synthesis conditions for the cases of r; = 3 and
r1 = 0; r2 > 0, without introducing redundant matrices or matrices with ill-posed dimensions.

References

Anthonis, J., Seuret, A., Richard, J. P., & Ramon, H. 2007. Design of a Pressure Control System With Dead Band and Time Delay. IEEE
Transactions on Control Systems Technology, 15(6), 1103-1111.

Breda, D., Maset, S., & Vermiglio, R. 2005. Pseudospectral Differencing Methods for Characteristic Roots of Delay Differential
Equations. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 27(2), 482-495.

Breda, D., Maset, S., & Vermiglio, R. 2015. Stability of linear delay differential equations: A numerical approach with MATLAB.
SpringerBriefs in Control, Automation and Robotics, 1-155.

Briat, Corentin. 2014. Linear Parameter Varying and Time-Delay Systems. Springer.

Caverly, Ryan James, & Forbes, James Richard. 2019. LMI Properties and Applications in Systems, Stability, and Control Theory. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1903.08599.

31



Cui, Yukang, Shen, Jun, & Chen, Yong. 2018. Stability analysis for positive singular systems with distributed delays. Automatica, 94,
170-177.

Dhrymes, Phoebus J. 2013. Mathematics for Econometrics. Springer Science & Business Media.

Dinh, Q. Tran, Michiels, W., Gros, S., & Diehl, M. 2012 (Dec). An inner convex approximation algorithm for BMI optimization and
applications in control. Pages 3576-3581 of: 2012 IEEE 51st IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC).

Dong, Yali, Chen, Laijun, & Mei, Shengwei. 2019. Observer design for neutral-type neural networks with discrete and distributed
time-varying delays. International Journal of Adaptive Control and Signal Processing, 33(3), 527-544.

Feng, Qian, & Nguang, Sing Kiong. 2016. Stabilization of uncertain linear distributed delay systems with dissipativity constraints.
Systems & Control Letters, 96, 60 — 71.

Feng, Qian, & Nguang, Sing Kiong. 2018. General Integral Inequalities Including Weight Functions. arXiv preprint arXiv:1806.01514.

Fridman, E. 2006. A new Lyapunov technique for robust control of systems with uncertain non-small delays. IMA Journal of Mathematical
Control and Information, 23(2), 165-179.

Fridman, E., Seuret, A., & Richard, J.-P. 2004. Robust sampled-data stabilization of linear systems: An input delay approach. Automatica,
40(8), 1441-1446.

Gahinet, P, & Apkarian, P. 1994. A linear matrix inequality approach to > control. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear
Control, 4(4), 421-448.

Gao, H., Chen, T, & Lam, J. 2008. A new delay system approach to network-based control. Automatica, 44(1), 39-52.

Gao, H., Meng, X., Chen, T., & Lam, J. 2010. Stabilization of Networked Control Systems via Dynamic Output-Feedback Controllers.
SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 48(5), 3643-3658.

Ge, Chao, Park, Ju H., Hua, Changchun, & Shi, Caijuan. 2019. Robust passivity analysis for uncertain neural networks with discrete
and distributed time-varying delays. Neurocomputing, 364, 330 — 337.

Gehring, Nicole, Rudolph, Joachim, & Woittennek, Frank. 2014. Control of Linear Delay Systems: An Approach without Explicit Predictions.
Springer International Publishing. Pages 17-30.

Goebel, G., Miinz, U., & Allgéwer, F. 2011. £2-gain-based controller design for linear systems with distributed input delay. IMA
Journal of Mathematical Control and Information, 28(2), 225-237.

Gouaisbaut, Frédéric, Ariba, Yassine, & Seuret, Alexandre. 2015. Stability of Distributed Delay Systems Via a Robust Approach. In:
European Control Conference (ECC).

Gu, Keqin, Chen, Jie, & Kharitonov, V. 2003. Stability of Time-Delay Systems.

Hale, Jack K, & Lunel, Sjoerd M Verduyn. 1993. Introduction to Functional Differential Equations. Vol. 99. Springer Science & Business
Media.

Hespanha, Joao P, Naghshtabrizi, Payam, & Xu, Yonggang. 2007. A survey of recent results in networked control systems. Proceedings-
IEEE, 95(1), 138.

Higham, Nicholas J. 2002. The Matrix Computation Toolbox for MATLAB (Version 1.0).

Hinrichsen, Diederich, & Pritchard, Anthony J. 2005. Mathematical systems theory I: modelling, state space analysis, stability and robustness.
Vol. 1. Springer Science & Business Media.

Horn, Roger A., & Johnson, Charles R. 2012. Matrix Analysis. 2 edn. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Jiang, X., Han Q.-L. 2005. On #°° control for linear systems with interval time-varying delay. Automatica, 41(12), 2099-2106.

Jiang, X., Han Q.-L. 2006. Delay-dependent robust stability for uncertain linear systems with interval time-varying delay. Automatica,
42(6), 1059-1065.

Khalil, Hassan K. 2002. Nonlinear systems, 3rd. New Jewsey, Prentice Hall, 9.

Kharitonov, Vladimir L, Mondié, Sabine, & Ochoa, Gilberto. 2009. Frequency stability analysis of linear systems with general distributed
delays. Pages 25-36 of: Topics in Time Delay Systems. Springer.

Kwon, O.M.,, Park, M ]., Park, ].H., & Lee, S.M. 2016. Improvement on the feasible region of > performance and stability for systems
with interval time-varying delays via augmented LyapunovKrasivskii functional. Journal of the Franklin Institute, 353(18), 4979-5000.

Lofberg, Johan. 2004. YALMIP: A toolbox for modeling and optimization in MATLAB. Pages 284-289 of: Computer Aided Control Systems
Design, 2004 IEEE International Symposium on. IEEE.

Magnus, Jan R., & Neudecker, H. 1979. The Commutation Matrix: Some Properties and Applications. The Annals of Statistics, 7(2),
381-394.

Michiels, Wim, & Niculescu, Silviu-Iulian. 2014. Stability, Control, and Computation for Time-Delay Systems: An Eigenvalue-Based Approach.
Vol. 27. STAM.

Mohajerpoor, R., Shanmugam, L., Abdi, H., Rakkiyappan, R., Nahavandi, S., & Shi, P. 2018. New delay rangedependent stability
criteria for interval time-varying delay systems via Wirtinger-based inequalities. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control,
28(2), 661-677.

Molnér, T.G., & Insperger, T. 2015. On the effect of distributed regenerative delay on the stability lobe diagrams of milling processes.
Periodica Polytechnica Mechanical Engineering, 59(3), 126-136.

Miinz, U., Rieber, ]. M., & Allgéwer, F. 2009. Robust stabilization and 7{>° control of uncertain distributed delay systems. Lecture Notes
in Control and Information Sciences, 388, 221-231.

Ngoc, PH.A. 2013. Stability of positive differential systems with delay. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 58(1), 203-209.

Park, P,, Ko, J.W., & Jeong, C. 2011. Reciprocally convex approach to stability of systems with time-varying delays. Automatica, 47(1),
235-238.

Qian, Wei, Yuan, Manman, Wang, Lei, Chen, Yonggang, & Yang, Junqi. 2018. Robust stability criteria for uncertain systems with
interval time-varying delay based on multi-integral functional approach. Journal of the Franklin Institute, —.

Richard, Jean-Pierre. 2003. Time-delay systems: an overview of some recent advances and open problems. Automatica, 39(10),
1667-1694.

Scherer, Carsten, Gahinet, Pascal, & Chilali, Mahmoud. 1997. Multiobjective output-feedback control via LMI optimization. Aufomatic

32



Control, IEEE Transactions on, 42(7), 896-911.

Seuret, A., Gouaisbaut, F., & Fridman, E. 2013 (Dec). Stability of systems with fast-varying delay using improved Wirtinger’s inequality.
Pages 946-951 of: 52nd IEEE Conference on Decision and Control.

Seuret, Alexandre, & Gouaisbaut, Frédéric. 2017. Allowable delay sets for the stability analysis of linear time-varying delay systems
using a delay-dependent reciprocally convex lemma. IFAC-PapersOnLine, 50(1), 1275 — 1280.

Seuret, Alexandre, Gouaisbaut, Frédéric, & Ariba, Yassine. 2015. Complete quadratic Lyapunov functionals for distributed delay
systems. Automatica, 62, 168-176.

Seuret, Alexandre, Gouaisbaut, Frédéric, & Liu, Kun. 2016. Discretized Jensens inequality : an alternative vision of the reciprocally
convex combination lemma. IFAC-PapersOnLine, 49(10), 136 — 140. 13th IFAC Workshop on Time Delay Systems TDS 2016.

Seuret, Alexandre, Liu, Kun, & Gouaisbaut, Frédéric. 2018. Generalized reciprocally convex combination lemmas and its application
to time-delay systems. Automatica, 95, 488 —493.

Stoer, Josef, & Witzgall, Christoph. 1970. Convexity and optimization in finite dimensions I. Vol. 163. Springer.

Toh, Kim-Chuan, Todd, Michael ], & Tiittincii, Reha H. 2012. On the implementation and usage of SDPT3-a Matlab software package for
semidefinite-quadratic-linear programming, version 4.0. Pages 715-754 of: Handbook on semidefinite, conic and polynomial optimization.
Springer.

Vyhlidal, Tomas, & Zitek, Pavel. 2014. QPmR - Quasi-Polynomial Root-Finder: Algorithm Update and Examples. Cham: Springer
International Publishing. Pages 299-312.

Yan, S., Nguang, S. K., Shen, M., & Zhang, G. 2019. Event-triggered H control of networked control systems with distributed
transmission delay. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 1-1.

Zhang, Chuan-Ke, He, Yong, Jiang, Lin, Wu, Min, & Wang, Qing-Guo. 2017a. An extended reciprocally convex matrix inequality for
stability analysis of systems with time-varying delay. Automatica, 85(Supplement C), 481 — 485.

Zhang, Xian-Ming, Han, Qing-Long, Seuret, Alexandre, & Gouaisbaut, Frédéric. 2017b. An improved reciprocally convex inequality
and an augmented LyapunovKrasovskii functional for stability of linear systems with time-varying delay. Automatica, 84, 221 — 226.

Zhou, Bin, Gao, Huijun, Lin, Zongli, & Duan, Guang-Ren. 2012. Stabilization of linear systems with distributed input delay and input
saturation. Automatica, 48(5), 712 — 724.

33



	Introduction
	Problem formulation
	The formulation of the closed-loop system

	Main results
	A comment on (B.5)
	A convex dissipative synthesis condition
	An inner convex approximation solution of Theorem 1

	Numerical examples
	Stability and dissipative analysis of a linear system with a time-varying distributed delay
	Dissipative stabilization of a linear system with a time-varying distributed delay

	Conclusion
	Important Lemmas
	Two integral inequalities
	Proof of Theorem 1

