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Stability analysis and stabilization for time-delay systems:

a unified viewpoint of Finsler’s lemma
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Abstract: This paper investigates the delay-dependent stability and stabilization of time-delay systems from the view-
point of Finsler’s lemma. The free-weighting matrices method is a special case of the proposed unified framework. It is
necessary to introduce multiplier matrices for the stability analysis of the time-varying delay systems. The construction of
the multiplier matrices affecting the conservatism of the results is discussed. Improved stability criteria and design algo-
rithms for the stabilizing controller are developed in terms of linear matrix inequalities. Numerical examples illustrate the

effectiveness of the proposed methods.
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1 5| (Introduction)

I AR T AR TR R g, T 4H
Sk R G0 A L 22 AN RS e, LA e T 43 B R0 4 Al
BT EARWF T 2 — PO R, SRR [11]
ALMIFR F BEXT B i 28 20 A 1k 20 B 1) s o7 22F e i3
AT TA A, AT TV KRR 53 A S5 vk
IR . H AU VA AL BRI AR I, o ) e
Tl 2 e T R PR PR, I U v BT 2 O VR R
B v, 1 HAF S R . 805 ¥ O] 4
JJLyapunov-Krasovskii(L-K)iZ B 77 7% FlLyapunov-
Razumikhin(L-R)e& £ J7 7%, L-Ref 20055 BT AR
BONRSE, BT Ca B, X T2t IRy RS )
Fae Pk, GuaEe i — 3L T 58 3 (complete) L-KiZ PR
1) 78 73 Wb A A, (H 1 3005 K CBR 4P Ak ) 7
ML B KA. b, BF 9038 i = sk T ADL i vk
1% 0] LI 3R A2, A G B U (discretization) Jy LRI
77 Fl(sum-of-squares) /7 3£, {H X P9 Fl 5 72468 B
THEEE s BRI BRI TN L AT

Wk H 3H: 2010—06—05; W ok H 3H: 2011—01-09.

SEHEL-KIZ BA 1, WIFFUE X ] SAL-KIZ bR 7 vETTEE
TR R, ] FRL-KYZ B8 7 V5 B s 70 T B AS
B 78 53 4 A, XA 9D PR S A A R B I
T8 H xR, 3K T T ST RS A SCER (1R A
RO RO, P SR T AR R A e
VEWRETE, T — BT 2R A i R S R TR AR i
g v =1 AN I V) B S S G TR S 2 S
RGN, KIS 4R PR 732 B8 T Park AN 55
AU (EMoonAs 25 214 i 458 74 AR 46 7 Al Fridman)
SO YA e 7 1RSI Ky T — I O F oY £ B2
Jii K, AT 55 SR WIT 9T R B PR BR O 1R A SR AN T 51
A2 f0 S [ A R R, a2 B R4
AT DAHE S IR P Fh 5 v, o] REEAS OR ST 4 BE /N
gh L IERR 2 K B H B FE(free-weighting matrices,
FWM)VESO (b2 J5, W50 Wi G FWMIZ T 5T
SR, S T RE TR

R dple, R AR SCHR (16, 17 UER] T & 3C
MR 22 P I Y R SRR MR R 2 1) i S 1,

FEETHH : H R ARBFE AR IIH (61174140); WIFT4 BE TR R 2 W0 H (07C264).



1578 E R L 7S B VA | 28 &
FI R LS| E R M M SF T AT 2 RS ()WHE R
SR AE B S, BT LA AN T ool
FIFFEHE LI 33 Hg J T A SCF 9 1 e A 1 % 2, B (57) =81 <0, @
Ji JUIZEAN R, = T T
NS T Finslers 31 4 5 6K A Srak ARyl ®
PRI B HEAE, I EILAE A F AR LR WML £ (85) =85+ XS+ S X0 <0 @)
AR 9T TR 1) P AR TS 2R, TSI — 2 T T AL (S5) 2S5+ XSs+ 54 X" <0, (5)
AT AR T LA g kg 5. 52 B SCHR (18] 1Y 5 T = —uStSs, <0, (©6)
Q’Jﬂi%f RGN )3 Kk, A5 30 56K T Finslers| (S;')T:SL uSTS, <0, 7
B4 A 7 5 TNV R G N A I 9 R SR PR (S5TESE — ST, < 0. ©
S AN S ARG, H BT LB S A R 5 Hoe 26
B S T B, R R s i A g
VA = — ding #R Pl R
K, M TR ANB, A > (2)BERE U p | T
A — BIERCETER); diag {-} 2675t #1481, B o [1-a a0l [ -4 -a, 0]
1— P 2 )
diog{ Xy, X} — [)gl)? ; 0 I I I 0 I I I
2 Ss=[0 -1 I I],S,=1[1 —A —A,],
€ =col{&, LIRME= [ B e RO g 1 A4 —A, 0], Se=[-1 I I].

HEEFEB € R™ A4 IEAZ b, Hrank(B) = r; 5
B v IR R IR T FR TG 3R 0, F1L, 20 0 R 7vn x n4E
(1) 2 B RN B R B, HL— M 137 5 N O 0,0, 3
e x myYEI EEE; e;(i = 1,2,- -+, p) N HICH
B4 (block entry matrices), UWles = [0 I Opx(p—2ynl:
TERA SIEIEFE R OLT, B (t), x(s)Mh(t)5E
SRS N, o Hh, 5
2 FaxE 43T (Stability analysis)
2.1 EH B R S (Constant delay systems)

Finsler5 | B L AE19374E il D242 th, (H EZ A T
S M R AFEWF ST UL B 219974F, SkeltonE A 5T
TG FH Finsler s | BRHEAT#  R e /0 pr0). AR
HFinsler5 | P40 T

5132 1(Finsler| 2) Xf T 1) &z, $FEE < OM
B, QI N4 AH L A A

i) 2722 <0, VBx =0, x # 0;

ii) (BY)TZB* < 0;

iii) fAfEbR R, 155 — uB™B < 0;

iv) fAEHIFEX, 132 + XB + BTXT < 0.

2 L8N I R4

(t) = Ax(t) + Aqx(t — d), Vt > 0,
{xw>:qu,vee[—¢0L

b 2(t) € RORE I, d > 0478 F I, A,
Aq € R"AEFFRE, o WHIIRIRA.

NI, HE T Finsler5 | BE4G tH R GE(D) 1) LR 13
& PEFIA.

EE 1 WG YRR > 0,Q >
0, R > 0, X bR &, fE1F 41 454 2 — 13 236 L,

ey

WE SRRz AL T L-KIZ 2R (9):
_..T

V(z)=xz Px+ L_d I Qr,ds +

0 t
df—d L+9
Hrp: P>0,Q >0, R > 0. iHRO MMy, 113

V(z,i) = 22T Pt + 27 Qx + d*i" Ri: —
2T (t — d)Qx(t — d) —
dft T R ds. (10)
t—d

T Ri,dsdf, ©)

i FJensen NG5O0 H(10) ) 85— TE Ft
—d :_d:'uSTRa':Sds < —w'Rw, (11)
Hrfw = jid tods =z — x(t — d). #f
Ve, i) < ¢ 56, (12)
Hrp ¢y = col{z, x, z(t — d), w}.

X PR A Lyapunov-Krasovskiifa 2 YRS, 40 5
0" (SH) =Sy <0, n#0, (13)
MR G DEE, by = col{z,z (t — d)}. FEEF
Co = Sin, FrEAR3)5E M T
¢ 5¢o <0, VS1¢ = 5151 =0, ¢ #0.

IX ) N FFinsler5 | 2 1#) 45 £Fi). 3110 B Finsler | # 1
A, PT1R3(Q2). AL, SR = col{z, x, x(t —
d), —w } MFinslers | H {1 5 £Fiv), 1] 1H0(3).

W R LRV S3¢ = 0, AR P&Finslers|
B, ) or, MRS (DH e e

CF(SH) 285G <0, VS4G =0, G #0, (14)
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XM &5 I R GuAe e M AT AN e . —Fh 2% T Finslers |3 48— W55 1579

HA¢y =col{z,z, x(t — d)}. FxFz(14)F] FHFinsler
BB 4Py, AT R ().

AU, 01 5 3 55 5% PR 49 Y SsCo = O, Wl
(ST, RG(DHDL R,

C(SH) T ESEC, <0, ¥Sels =0, G £0, (15)

HA1¢; = col{x, z(t — d), w}. fFF]HFinslers| # [
S5 AFiv), PIFREAE(S).

A (6)~(8), 1t 4 i) 15 2. IEEE.

E 1 JETFinslerd| F1, 52 FAL A 8 0 I A R B¢
ARG E M HIFE, 23 % B T Finslerd | B (K] 4 2Fi1), iii) Fiv),
DA K 240 SR B RN 3 7 B TR R R R XA, o B Lt 1t
T AR N RETR T W TR, RECEH
AR AR X —HEBL, R4S 5540 (0 (B S5 It A e 1 )
P, bt F AR R 2 R PO B Tensen N 25 2, T 1545
RGEHE1EN H— LB A R (b r AR e T
B A H AR R G (1), W AR BI A e R4t 5 I R4 5%
Prcan ) SRR AR ), ) BT 19 45 SR 55 e BLEE AN, & A
S (U ST AR ) GBI ST FERY 5N SERAE R A

I TR B AARSR B O SRk g5 R R EE
R, T B bR e 45 (6) ~(8) 7 AT ik
HE AR I

bR ERA ()P ST IE A

A A,

I 0

o I |’

I —I
Tt Schur kb BRI 45 20 SCHER (7170 42 A8 e 1P 040,
FR 40 7 BRI 1RT L, AN SR FH ] ol 249 SRRE 9 1 ofe
THRE, AN A A TR S BR A 7 AN B
AF ), MFinslers| B2 (1) B2, BT 43 45 R 405 4 1RQ2)
A, Hol TR G NAT AR 36 7% 5 1 fe A 1
F, NTRRRE T SCHR 1710 4518

HEEAEQ@), REFEX = [N M], WREG)%%
T EC < O b %55 XA6)FI(17)H) M
1

20N [& — Az — Agz (t — d)] =0, (16)
2T Mz — x(t — d) — Lt_d duds] = 0. (17)

SER b, FEFWMIE T, J5REN, MAEHR A B AU FE,
KA16)(17) 53 W% N T R G5 J7 #2E(1) FILeibniz-Newton
N kR

T5 Nj 0700
T, N; R 0017IO0
X =
T, N, » B I 00O
0 O 0001
AT A A AR e, RO AT #3 SCHR (6111145 1. /£ —LEFWM

SR T, U 2 (16), KRBV (2, £)
(IR DR B o T AR A R 48y R (1) B 4k, 38T
B RR4AR(4). A SR U T 45 0 (17), X
XENEE BRI AR (S). SEbe b, 7 e

A A; 0 N
|1 00 X:N1
5 0107 027
0O 0 I

1 2X(5) I 75 SCk (9170 25 3. i B B4 #ral L, FWM
V2 BRLRRHE, T B EE AU B A 5T 5k J& Finsler
5| H ) e 1 R

2.2 WARI i R 45 (Time-varying delay systems)
AT 19 LS, K& T Finsler | 2, BT
LR N AR IS R G AR E PR R
{:’c(t) = Ax(t) + Agz(t — hy), Yt > 0,
xz(0) = p(0), VO € [—h,0],
o by RN AR IS, HAW 2
0<h<h, h>0, h <p. (19)
EE 2 WRAAEE YRS > 0,Q) >
0. Q2 > 0, R > ORLX, #A35XQ20) @)X Thy =
ORIAI AT, MRS (18) Wi A e .
(54)" Z1(he) S5 +X Ss(he) + ST (he) XT <0, (20)
Z1(hy) + X So(hy) + Sg (h)XT <0, Q1)
Hrfr:
Z1(hy) = el hRe; + ey Pe; + e] Pey +
€3 (Q1 + Qa)ex — (1 — p)es Qres —
e:nge4 - hte5TRe5 - ﬁtegRef;,
S;=[-I A 4, 0 0 0],

I I 0 hI O
0 —I I 0 hd|’

(18)

Ss(hy) = [
S Sy
hy = h — hy, So(h;) = .
! " 9( t) [02n><n SS (ht)]
i FRERHL-KiZ #6(22):
t t
V(.’E):xTPLB—I—J‘t_htIL’;FQl"ESdS-f-L_E$EQ2$SdS+

0 t
[ [, @TRi.dsdo, (22)
—h Jt+6
Hrp: P>0,Q, >0,Qy > 0RIR > 0. i157:0(22)
L5y, IS
V = 2:"Pi + 25(Q1 + Qo) + hi*Ri: —
(1 — ht)$T(t — ht)le(t — ht) —
2T (t — B)Qux(t — h) — f:_h T Riyds. (23)



1580 E o R 7= B VAR B | 28 &
tiJensen &5, Ly Flwg Xt B I4T B B 42 Z2AT. 2E4 17K i il B e vt
(" $TRiuds < —hew" Rus — o Ruy, 4y SPOVORTABEL A R .
t—h S ST ’
EYEIP RS, GBS FErT LLg| N SR 25 5
Hh- — _ _ — _
“$ﬁg/éx%§ﬂg%%@£%agﬁX%z oK, DR SOk 12310 BB th 9 — A
— x(t = h))/hy. Zhy = MRIRFHOE Iy e s R B B, S AN A

MW (hy = 0) = @(t), wo(hy = h) = &(t — h). H
SEBR E, BLRE B Frw MlwafEh, = 0BLRAL K 5E X
IEA S WL I i
XRE, W R (25) 8k 26) AT, W £ ZE(18)#iiT
V<Er (s

—_

1(he)S7 &1, VSs(h)€1 =0, & 70,
(25)
V <& E1(he)&o, VSs(h)ée =0, & #0, (26)
Hrr: & = col{z,x(t — hy), z(t — h),wy,ws}, &
col{z, & }. 5 HiFinslery| BE, B AT #5(20)F1(21).
=

FE 2 AEH2ALUE N AR I RS N R
GRNA A FIFE T2 I AR IR g 2 A W] 30 S 1 HA I AE —
ANEEXEL (he) LR FEFESg (he) 8BSy (he) ™, IXAH 45 201 R
ANGINT AL 5, PR A R DUAEZe MR A . 1
W TAEAE AR LR A8 S H A A 2, oA R0
FnrAT k. Jh— 2y, ISR TA2 & vl DU BR A &, Al 753
A5 S Kby 2k M L (20) T2 1) . TR B R
TP SZLMI AT P S 1 SCAE AN 5 Mk 2 5500 T A5 4k
(AT AT Ve, AT B3 23R4 1T DA 0K 56 FRILMIDER: o 1 4 4
DRI, 5 B2 SO T 2k T SRAS AT LA 280k 56 (1 ] AR I iy R 48
T M A, 51N T4 o A BN, TR 8 N R A
FaE VEar i, BT RO S5 ORI £ R B v AN A7 AR I AR 2
5, FEEABEGIATTERE. N R I, AR
ARG AR E BT R, B AR B he SR B R AR —A
Z A E S, X 5144 7715 (convex combination
method) P2 ZEAS iR 5g A AH A

E 3 EER RN, R Q3) R S —TUE S
QA 2 — S8 FH I, W] L2 BRAE RN 4 R 4 T B
W R, IR BIA G I TRT A B IR P A 4. AR IX b Ak
R E AR :(23) 58 S5 — T BSR4l o, S K
A3 25 S B DR ~F V. SCHBR [STRN SCRR (210 23 0] 208 T AN R 1)
BT Frol AR SE R BT, L g5 3 L.

E 4 W4EFinslerd| F, fn Fokt I 10 1 5B b Al
Rk G M, il e gl NORSFE. BT RL, % SRR IR T
T AR X1 ) 3 B ) S, T AT SO T ) AR D 9
oo VhE H2HP 4544200 A 191, G HR FH 4> S 4l i), Bl 3
THFEX RIS x 2ndE () 024 WA FE, 14 15 X 20)H H
LR A T3, T Z X 6 R N RAT T R AR N F 1)1
/ﬁﬂ TR 3 B0 E I SO o S e T R IE SRR T

T G IX R 000 AR, E A R VRS e AR PR X

—
—

I R G A e MR,

it 1 WG YR REP > 0, Q) >
0,Qs > 0,Q5 >0, R > 0f1X, #5275k (28)%f
Thy = OMRI AT, TR SE(18) WL FaE.

S 2y (he) S+ X Ss(he)+ 5T (he) XT <0, (27)

Zy(he) + X So(hy) + Sy (h)XT <0, (28)
;H:EPZ Eg(ht) = :1(ht) =+ €1 anel + e?ﬂ@g,((?g —

) (62 - 64) ﬁQSel - (62 - 64)TQ3<62 — 64),
—(c® = r?)h?, 3 = ch, c = 0.251, r = 0.749.

UE - SCHER 23] 42

T
T ol GBI T
BN | Y

Horfws = o — o(t — h). XA HS-i /L,
szaﬁcT DA G HIER 451, FEE.

Bl 1 S —ANE SR ) R A AR N
RE(18), ZHUIT:
|2 0 ]732[—1 0]‘
0 —0.9 1 -1

R O AN, AN R 535 B O AR ORAIE
% F G0 AT AR 1) B K I B S Ry, TR 1H]
LA H, S #H2(FRa)Ad) P 1 Do) LK SCHR (5141 3C
MR (2070 LLICAS 50K Aoy SCHR [S1FSCHK (2]
A 3@23) i Ja — T E SR T REAT TBOK, i
THEBME BT I IUAS R, B LN B S5 4 AN T,
SE B2 T G T AT I, AT LG SRR (5115
R 2RI DR sy . S5 R4S T e B2 Hh ) 3fe
TR X - L8 i R 2R I ik R 45 2R,
T Xnxin R RN X InHERITCLIAFERE. % 5X(20):

a) Xn><2n] ’ b) [X2n><2n] ’

04n><2n 03n><2n

Xnxan
C) XSnXZn] ’ d) 0n><2n :

02n><2n Xn><2n

02n><2n

XAR(Q21):

e) [XQnX3n] ’ f) [XSnXSn] )

04n><3n 03n><3n

HIZR AT LU, 4 XCR T S 8 i fa) fd)i, 2
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i+ A BB, M BT EROR. B A
A DL PR < 1, R a1 24 XOR H 2 20 4l by Ale) It
AE DR RN OR VR RN, 3 S d D IR SR A AR

A1 AT RE ot R KA E R
Table 1 Maximum delay upper bound Ryas fOT

different p
n 0 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.8
SR 5] 4472 3.605 3.039 2.043 1.492
SCHR[2] 4.472 3.606 3.043 2.072 1.590
SEH230a), d) 4.358 3.462 2.864 1.741 0.928

FEH2Db), ¢),e), f) 4472 3.658 3.163 2.337 1.934
SRR [24] 4568 3.673 3.085 2.043 1.492
it 1:e) 5.002 4.000 3.349 2337 1.934

HI & 1R UL, R 0] 3fe 1~ [ R H A 7] 2 H gt
(40, HER TS T L B2 T K1 P CRS I E
PN, IXAAIL T HHS-iE R G I AANEE LT (29) 1)
YERL. AR XS B, SCHR (24128 T 0ok BE A il 7
AN AR (29), fH H 3 1R HLAES LX) SCHR [24] 1% 45
RAA € 1.

3 A s vh ) B 3L (Direct algorithm for
controller design)

AT LLSE T I 2R G A9, B H T St A I
FRSGHE 2R W E S, B AR 4¢

&(t) = Az(t) + Agx(t — d) + Bu(t), (30)
WA R BHESlu(t) = Ko ()45 A3 KRG HHT
HAk = A+ BERARX@)T A, HI

10 0
01 0
St =
3 00 I|’
01 —1I
CIES:
U+ XTA+ATX <0, (31)
Horp:
A=1[I —Ax —Ay],
d*R P 0
U = x Q—R R
* * —-Q—R

ST FHBEX NN N 0], % R@DI A
W Hdiag{ N~!, N=1 N"U & R AR 4, IV =
N-L.P=VPV,Q=VQV,R=VRV,U =KV,

v+ XTA+ATX <0, (32)

XM &5 I R GuAe e M AT AN e . —Fh 2% T Finslers |3 48— W55 1581
Horpr:
d?’R P 0
V=| x Q—R R ,
* x —Q-R

X=[10,A=[V —AV —BU —A,V].
TXAE, PN F —FhoE f kA R 1 s A
TR

Bkl HEERES A

Step 1 ¥d > 048 /NUHI G I LS

Step 2 XF T IE X FRHIFEP, Q, RRAFEV, U,
A a(32). Wik G322 AN KoL, B H &k

Step3 WHRERGIMGEK = UV 21
TEEK, Wdpay = d, K* = K, ¥Kd, 2 [FStep 2; 77
), & HE

E S Bl g AR S Bk,
IR I BN 25, AT 4 T 36T R (FL R, H5 X 5
BAL AN N 0] T — & 1 H BB, T3 KR &
P it LA R RS B2 0, SR IR AR,

B2 ZERZQG0), ZHN

00 9 —0.5]’3_[0]'
01 0 -1 1
T AT B, RS o s 1 2 R R KR ORI
AT ASF PR, BERRE | ki) < 0,0 > 0, Hok o8
HREKICE. M T AE o, BEE143 21 5K i
b SRR N () o) 25 KR B (L2 2). R2rh, «— 3R
NG AT

A= 7Ad:

K2 Fik1aER
Table 2 Results for Algorithm 1

o dmax K*
5 0.8 [—4.1530 —3.8543]
10 1.0 [—9.1537 —5.6192]
50 2.3 [—46.7779 —15.1364]
100 2.8 [—98.9933 —29.1903]
1000 5.0 [—986.0011 —257.4562]
10000 8.6 [—9844.5 —2497.0]
100000 15.6 [—99893 —25074]

HI2 AT UL, JFECRAGS F  9 2 P PR PR, mT LA
AR KK s, TEIEAF BRI B 2 AR R, X
S W T 505 1K 3R 1 A B A e TR 45 A i 5 DS 1
TRy

4 458 (Conclusion)

AR SCHEAL T AN T-Finsler | #1 IR I 5 R G0 A
FEVE P THESE. IXANPEZRHES TFWMIE, W] LU
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REL W5 NS AR X T I AR I i AR e AR e P23 #
(R BV, FEIXANGE MRS R, P — LB Rese 1k
AR s v vt Sk, BB T TP s
TRIAT R
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