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1 | INTRODUCTION

In the last years, many efforts have been devoted to the development of methodologies for the design of observers and
static state/dynamic output feedback stabilizers for nonlinear time-delay systems.!"® As far as tracking control systems
are concerned, it is well-known that, in the literature, tracking control problems are commonly addressed by considering
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the equivalent problem concerning the stabilization of the origin for a nonlinear time-varying system.”® Methodologies
for the design of observer-based tracking controllers are very few in the literature of systems with state delays. Recently, a
procedure for the design of dynamic output feedback tracking controllers has been provided for a class of continuous-time
periodic linear systems affected by time-varying state delay, uncertainties and external disturbances.’ On the other hand,
in the case of nonlinear systems with state delays, to our best knowledge, methodologies for the design of continuous-time
observer-based tracking controllers have never been provided in the literature.

The first contribution of this article is to fill this gap by providing sufficient conditions for the existence of
continuous-time observer-based tracking controllers for an important class of nonlinear systems in control affine form
and affected by state delays. In particular, the methodology proposed by Germani et al. for the design of continuous-time
observer-based stabilizers' is here extended to the case of tracking control. A geometric approach and the notion of
input-to-state stability (ISS) are here suitably revised in order to deal with the tracking control problem and used as tools
to provide asymptotic stability results for the related closed-loop tracking error system.

Nowadays, it is well-known that, in engineering applications, the use of digital devices for the practical implemen-
tation of proposed control strategies is more and more growing leading to an increasing attention on the study of digital
control systems.'%!8 In this context, an important aspect to take into account is the unavoidable presence of sampling
and quantization in the devices implementing the proposed control scheme. As far as tracking control problems are con-
cerned, few results are available for nonlinear systems with state delays concerning the digital implementation of tracking
controllers. Recently, a methodology for the design of sampled-data dynamic output feedback tracking controllers has
been proposed for a class of control affine nonlinear systems with state delays and practical stability results are provided
for the related closed-loop system.!® On the other hand, the presence of quantization in the input/output channels as well
as the digital implementation of the dynamical part of the proposed controller have not been addressed and theoretical
results are provided by considering that the designed observer evolves on a continuous-time basis.!® To our best knowl-
edge, results concerning quantized sampled-data observer-based tracking controllers, fully described by discrete-time
equations, are not available in the literature of nonlinear systems with state delays.

As a second contribution of this article, we provide sufficient Lyapunov-Krasovskii like conditions for the existence
of a suitably fast sampling and of an accurate quantization of the input/output channels such that the digital imple-
mentation of the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking controller ensures the semi-global practical stability
property of the related quantized sampled-data closed-loop tracking error system with arbitrarily small final target ball of
the origin. The stabilization in the sample-and-hold sense theory?°-2* and the notion of dynamic output steepest descent
feedbacks (DOSDFs)?22* are used as a tool to prove the results. Time-varying sampling periods as well as the nonuniform
quantization of the input/output channels are taken into account. Furthermore, the stable inter-sampling system behav-
ior is proved. In the theory here developed, the special case of delay-free system is included. In particular, in such case,
by exploiting the converse Lyapunov theorems,? it is shown that the sufficient conditions provided for the digital imple-
mentation of the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking controller can be strongly relaxed. We highlight here
that, to our best knowledge, it is the first time in the literature of nonlinear systems with state delays that a methodology
for the design of quantized sampled-data observer-based tracking controllers, fully described by discrete-time equations,
is provided. The proposed methodology is validated through applications concerning a class of neural networks systems?®
and a class of time-delay systems including, as a special case, a delay-free actuated inverted pendulum.?’

Notation R denotes the set of real numbers, R* denotes the extended real line [—oco0, +o0], R* denotes the set of
nonnegative reals [0, +o00). The symbol | - | stands for the Euclidean norm of a real vector, or the induced Euclidean
norm of a matrix. For a given positive integer n and for a symmetric, positive definite matrix P € R™", Anax(P) and
Amin(P) denote the maximum and the minimum eigenvalue of P, respectively. For a given positive integer n and a given
positive real H, the symbol B}, denotes the subset {x € R" : |x| < H}. The essential supremum norm of an essentially
bounded function is indicated with the symbol || - ||. For a positive integer n, for a positive real A (maximum involved
time-delay): C" and W,i’°° denote the space of the continuous functions mapping [—A, 0] into R" and the space of the
absolutely continuous functions, with essentially bounded derivative, mapping [—A, 0] into R", respectively. Notice that,
when A = 0, the spaces C" and R" are isomorphic and, for any ¢ € C", ||¢|| = |¢(0)|. For a positive real H, for ¢ € C",
Ch(@)={w € C" ! |ly — ¢llo < H}. The symbol Cj; denotes C;;(0). For a continuous function x : [-A,¢) — R", with
0 < ¢ < 400, foranyreal t € [0, c), x; is the function in C" defined as x;(r) = x(t + 7), = € [—A, 0]. For a positive integer n,
for S = R” (or R*): CI(S; R*) denotes the space of the continuous functions from S to R*, admitting continuous (partial)
derivatives; Ci(S; R*) denotes the subset of the functions in C!(S; R*) admitting locally Lipschitz (partial) derivatives. A
continuous function y : R* — R* is of class P, if y(0) = 0; of class A if it is of class Py and increasing (not necessarily
strictly increasing); of class P if it is of class Py and y(s) > 0, s > 0; of class K if it is of class P and strictly increasing; of
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class K, if it is of class £ and unbounded; of class £ if it monotonically decreases to zero as its argument tends to +co. A
continuous function g : Rt x Rt — R* is of class KL if, for each fixed t > 0, the function s — f(s, t) is of class K and, for
each fixed s > 0, the function ¢t — f(s, t) is of class L. For positive integers n, I, m, for a function f : C" X clx cm - Rn,
and for alocally Lipschitz functional V : C" — R*, the derivative (upper right-hand Dini directional derivative in the case
A = 0, and derivative in Driver’s form in the case A > 02829) DtV : C" x C! x C™ — R*, of the functional V, is defined,
forp € C", ¢, € C!, pg € C™, as

D*V(¢, by, da) = lim sup V(d’h@r@;l) ~ V()
h—0*

; (€]

where, in the case A > 0,for 0 < h < A, ¢p g 4, € C" is defined, for s € [-A, 0], as

(s +h), s € [-A,-h)
Brg o (5) = @
s {qs(O) + s+ W brba) € [h0],

and,for A=0andh € [0,1), as

Ph.i,.4,(0) = (0) + hf (¢, Pr. da).

For given triple (f, g, h) of smooth functions, where f : R" - R",g : R" - R", h : R" - R, the symbols L}h(x), LgL}h(x),

x€R",i=0,1, ..., denote the repeated Lie derivatives, defined as*
. , oL h(x)
th(x) = h(x), th(x) = Tf(x), i=1,2, ...,
} aLj;h(x)
Lgth(x) =— gx), j=0,1,.... 3)

A triple (f, g, h) has full relative degree in an open set S C R" if, for any x € S,
LLih(x) =0, i=0,1, ... ,n—=2, L 'h(x) #0. 4)

If S = R", then the triple is said to have full uniform relative degree. For positive integers n, m, the symbols 0,x,,, and I,
denote the zero matrix in R and the identity matrix in R"*", respectively. For a positive integer n, A, € R™", B, € R"
and Cg € R" denote the Brunovskii triple matrices, that is,

0, I._ 0,—
Ab _ n—1x1 n—1 , Bb — n—1x1 , Cb — [1 len—l]' (5)
0 O1xn-1 1

2 | PRELIMINARIES

In the following, some useful notions and results very helpful for the presentation of the proposed control methodology
are introduced. In particular, the notion of ISS and some useful results related to such a notion?2%31:32 are properly revised
in order to deal with tracking control problems.

Let us consider a nonlinear time-delay system described by the following RFDE

x(t) =f(xz7 Iy, dl), t>0a.e.
x(1) = xo(7), T € [-A,0], (6)

where: x(t) € R"; xo,x; € C"; r; € C! is a continuously differentiable reference signal satisfying ||r/||le < 75, V£ > 0,7, > 0
and admitting bounded continuous derivatives up to the order n; A > 0 is the maximum involved time delay, assumed to
be known; d; € C™ is the input signal; f : C" x C! x C™ — R" is a function Lipschitz on bounded sets of C" x C! x C™. It

85UB017 SUOWIWIOD 3A(Fe81D) 3|qedljdde ay) Aq peueAob a2 Sojo1ke VO ‘35N 4O S3|NJ 104 AReiq I 8UIIUO AB|IM UO (SUOIPUOD-PUR-SLURY WD A8 | 1M ARe1q 1 U1 |UO//:SONY) SUORIPUOD PURe SWB L 8U388S *[7202/2T/e2] U0 ARIqIT8UIUO A8|IM BIf}BLRIY00D AQ Z8T/ DUI/Z00T OT/I0P/L0D A8 |Im" AReiq 1 BUI|UO// SRy WOI) papeojumoq ‘0T %202 ‘6E2T660T



DI FERDINANDO ET AL. 6585
WILE Y—I—

is assumed that f(0, r;, 0) = 0, Vt > 0. Furthermore, in the case A > 0, it is assumed that the initial state xy € W,f’°°. In the
following, the notion of ISS,?82%31:32 guitably modified in order to take into account the reference signal involved in the
system dynamics (6), is recalled.

Definition 1. The system described by (6) is said to be ISS if there exist a function g of class £L£ and a
function y of class K such that, for any initial state x, € C", for any measurable, locally essentially bounded
input d; € C™, t > 0, and for any continuously differentiable reference signal r; satisfying ||#:|| < 7», ¥Vt > 0,

yr 2 0, and admitting bounded continuous derivatives up to the order n, the solution exists for all ¢ > 0 and,
furthermore, it satisfies

IX()] < BlIXolloo, 1) + ¥ (esssupl|d- || o). (7
7€[0,t)

Theorem 1. Ifthere exist a Lipschitz on bounded sets functional V : C" — R*, functions a1, a; of class K, and
functions as, p of class K such that:

a1 (1p0)) < V() < ax(llplla), Vo € C",
D*V(¢, br, da) < —as(lldlla), VP EC", ¢ €C, ¢a€C™ : [1Blla 2 plldallo)s ®)

where y, is a positive real denoting the bound of the reference signal (see (6)) and the symbol ||¢p||, denotes any
semi-norm in C" such that, for some positive reals y,, v, the following inequalities hold,

YalpO)| < l|9lla < 7ollllo, Vo € C, ©)

then, system (6) is ISS with y = a; " oaz0p.

Proof of Theorem 1. The same reasoning used in the work by Pepe et al.?® for proving Theorem 3.1 can be here

repeated in order to prove Theorem 1. On the other hand, suitable reformulations and considerations are here

required in order to deal with continuously differentiable reference signal r; and infinite dimensional inputs

d, introduced to address tracking control problems and which, in the work by Pepe et al.,?® are not considered.

Let the input d; € C™ be such that esssup||d;||. = v, for a suitable v € R*. Let ¢ = a,(p(v)) and introduce the
£20

setS={yeC":V(y)<c} [

Claim 1. If the solution x(f) is such that, for a certain time f, > 0, x,, € S, then x; € Sfor > f,.

Proof of Claim 1. First, taking into account the Lipschitz on bounded sets property of the functional V, we
notice that for any (component-wise) locally absolutely continuous solution x(¢) of system (6) over a maximal
interval [0, b), 0 < b < +oo the following facts hold for the function w : [0, b) — R*, given by w(t) = V(x;) (we
recall that x, € W,™®):

1. the function w is locally absolutely continuous in [0, b)*°;
2. the upper right-hand derivative of the function w,

D+W(t) = lim Supw,
ho O h

is such that, for almost all ¢ € [0, b),?*

D*w(t) = DYV (x;, 11, dy). (10)

It follows that the locally absolutely continuous function w(t) is non-increasing when D™V (x;, r;,d;) is
non-positive almost everywhere. Thanks to such a property, the same reasoning used in the work by Sontag*?
for the case of delay-free systems can be applied here to prove that Claim 1 holds. For details, the reader can
refer to the proof of the claim reported after (37) in the work by Sontag.3? [
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Taking into account the first two inequalities in (8), it follows that when x; € S, |x(¢)| < y(v) with

y = a] 'oazop. 11

Claim 2. There exists a XL function g such that, for each initial state x,, with V(xy) > ¢, and each bounded
input d;, there exists a time instant T > 0 (possibly T = +o0) such that

[x(®)] < BI%ollo, 1), VE<T,
x €S, Vt>T, (12)

with (s, t) = a7 (B(@x(7aS), 1))

Proof of Claim 2. Taking into account (9) and (10), for almost all ¢ in some interval [0, T) (where V(x;) > c),
by (8), the following inequalities hold, for w(t) = V(x;),

D*w(t) = D*V(x;, 1y, dp) < —a3(||xella) < —a3(a; (V) = —as(a; W), a.e. in [0, T). (13)

Then, from Lemma 4.4 in the work by Lin et al.,?> there exists a KL function B such that for all ¢ in the interval
[0, T) the following inequality holds

w(t) < f(w(0), 1). (14)

From (14) and taking into account (8), it follows that for all ¢ in the interval [0, T) the following inequalities
hold

V) < B(V(x0), D) < Blaa(lI%olla), £) < Blas@allXolleo)s - (15)

Then, taking into account (8) and (15), we obtain

()] < a7 (B(@xTglxolleo)s ) = BlIX0]l o D). (16)

The inequality (13) guarantees that the locally absolutely continuous function w(t) = V(x;) is non-increasing
in [0, T) and this, together with Claim 1, guarantees that the solution x(¢) is defined for all ¢ > 0. Finally, (11)
and (16) yield the result. n

In the following, a crucial result which will be very helpful in the article from a technical point of view is provided.
In particular, Lemma 1 in the work by Germani et al.! is extended to the case of nonlinear time-delay systems affected by
exogenous bounded signals.

Lemma 1. Let us consider the nonlinear time-delay system described by

2(t) = f(z¢, 11, €0), t>0a.e.,
e(t) = feler, 11, 21), t>0ae.,
Z(T) = ZO(T)’ e(T) = eO(T)’ TE [_A’ 0]7 (17)

where: z;, e; € C" are the state variables; r, € C' is a continuously differentiable reference signal satisfying
I7elloo < 77, VE > 0, 7, > 0 and admitting bounded continuous derivatives up to the order n; f, : C" X C' x C" —
R" andf, : C" x C! x C" — R" are smooth functions such that
1. the following conditions hold for any ¢, € C" and ¢, € Cir
fz(Ov ¢r.0) =0, fe(Ov ¢r.0) =0, fz(d’Zv ¢r, 0) = Acpz(0), (18)

with A. a Hurwitz matrix;
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2. the following condition holds for any ¢,, ¢, € C" and ¢, € Ciy

[fe(Pz, br, he) = [z, br, O < vy, Il dell o (19)
with some ys > 0.
Assume that system (17) is such that there exists a function f of class KL such that
et) < f(lleollw, ), t20. (20)
Then, system (17) is globally asymptotically stable.

Proof of Lemma 1. Taking into account (18) and the reasoning exploited in the work by Yeganefar et al.! to
prove Theorem 3.2, from the converse Lyapunov-Krasovskii theorem,3! it follows that for the unperturbed
system,

2(t) = fo(z,11,0), t>0ae., (21)

there exist a functional V : C"* — R*, positive reals C;, i = 1, 2, 3,4, such that the following conditions hold
(with respect to the system (21))

Cilldzlleo < V() < Calldzlleor Vb € C,
D*V(dz 1, 0) < ~Cslldelles Voo €C", Vep, €CL,
|V(¢z1) - V(¢z2)| < C4||¢zl - ¢z2“oo’ Vd’zl’ ¢z2 ec". (22)

Notice that, from a technical point of view, the converse Lyapunov-Krasovskii theorem has been here applied
to a delay-free system dealt with as a delayed one (see (18) and (21)). By computing the upper right-hand Dini
derivative of the functional V (see (1)) with respect to the perturbed system

2(t) = fo(zi, 1,00, t>0ae, (23)
we obtain, for ¢;, ¢, € C" and ¢, € C..

V(@na.s) = V(do) _ pV(d’h,q&,,dze) = V(bng,0) + V(dng,o0) = Vige)

D+V(¢z7 ¢, pe) = lim sup lim su
h—0* h h—0* h
|4 )=V |4 -V
< DV (s b, 0) + lim sup oot ZVOhond) 6y i supt Letet) = Hhat)
h—0" h h—0* h
Taking into account (19), the following inequalities hold
|V (Png,4.) = V(dng,. ol < Calldng,.s, — Png,oll = Ca S[u£0]|¢h,¢,,¢e(5) = Png,.008)|
se[—A,
= Cy4 sup |[s+ h||fz(¢z. dr. Pe) — [o(Pz, 7, 0)] < C4|h|}’fz”¢e”oo' (25)

s€[—h,0]

. ' c .
Let w : RT - R* be the function of class K, defined as w(s) = 8s, where 0 < 6 < C 3 Then, if |pzllco >
7t

®71(]|¢ell), the following inequalities hold:

D™V(¢z, ¢r, o) < —Cslldzlleo + Car,0lpellco < —6llpzll oo (26)

where 6 = C3 — Cqyy,0 > 0. Let us choose 6 = 253

aYf,
(see (8)) are satisfied with functions a;(s) = C;s, ax(s) = Css, az(s) = s and p(s) = w~1(s). Thus, it follows that

so that 6 = C3/2. Hence, the conditions in Theorem 1
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the perturbed system

z2(t) = fy(zi, 1ner), t>0ae.,
2(7) = 2o(7), T € [-A,0], (27)

is ISS (see Definition 1). From the same reasoning used in the work by Chaillet et al.?° for the case of nonlin-
ear time-delay systems without exogenous disturbances, taking into account (20), the following implication
holds

lim Jle/l =0 = lim [|z;]|cc = O. (28)
t—>+oco t—>+oco

Then, from (20), (28) and the ISS property of the perturbed system (27), it follows that system (17) is
globally asymptotically stable. [

3 | PROBLEM STATEMENT

Let us consider a nonlinear time-delay system described by

X(t) = f(x(8)) + ge(®)(p1(x)u(®) + p2(x)), t>0a.e.
(1) = h(x(7)),
x(t) = xo(7), T € [-A,0], (29)

where: x(t) € R"; xo,%; € C"*; A > 0 is the maximum involved time delay; u(t) € R is the input signal, y; € C is the output
signal; f : R" - R", g : R" > R"and h : R” — R are smooth functions admitting continuous partial derivatives of any
order; p; : C" - R, i = 1,2, are continuously Frechet differentiable functionals. Furthermore, in the case A > 0, it is
assumed that the initial state x, € W2 Let us introduce the following assumption for the system (29).!

Assumption 1.

(H1) The triple (f, g, h) has full uniform relative degree.
(H;) The function @ : R" —» R", defined, for x € R", by

h(x)

oo =| }f(x)

; (30)
Lz h(x)

is a diffeomorphism in R", and there exist positive reals yo and yg-1 such that, for any z;, z, € R", the
following inequalities hold

|@(z1) — P(z2)| < yol21 — 22l |07 (z1) = P (22)| < Yo |21 — 22l (31)
(H3) There exist positive reals y;, VL, such that

L@ (20) = LIR(@T @) S 71,121 = 22l Vazi, 22 € R,
|LeL{ ™ (@™ (@1(0))P2(¥ ™ (é1) = LeL{ ™ h(@ ™ (@2(0)p2(¥ ™ (@2)] < 11,11 — b2llos
Vi, ¢, € C", (32)

where ¥ : C" — C" is the function defined, for any ¢p € C", as ¥(¢)(7) = ®(¢(7)), T € [—A, 0]
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(H,;) There exists a function G : C - R, such that, for any ¢ € C"

LyL™ ($(0)p1(¢) = G(H(4)), (33)

where H : C" — C is the function defined as H(¢)(7) = h(¢(7)), T € [—A, 0].
(Hs) There exists a real p > 0 such that |p1(¢)| > p, V¢ € C".

In the following, the problems addressed in this article are introduced.

Problem 1. Under Assumption 1, for a given bounded continuously differentiable reference signal y;; € C,
t € R*, admitting bounded continuous derivatives up to the order n, the problems addressed in this article
are the following ones:

(i) design an observer-based dynamic output feedback tracking controller for system (29) such that, for any
Xp € C", the solution x(¢) of the corresponding continuous-time closed-loop system is bounded and the
following condition holds

tlgg [y:(0) = ¥4,(0)| = 0; (34)

(ii) provide sufficient conditions for the existence of a suitably fast sampling and of an accurate quantiza-
tion of the input/output channels such that the digital implementation of the dynamic output feedback
tracking controller designed in point (i) ensures the condition (34) in a semi-global practical sense with
arbitrarily small steady state tracking error.

Let us introduce the function Q : R" — R™" defined for any x € R" as follows

(35)

Notice that H, in Assumption 1 implies that Q(x) is nonsingular in all R".

4 | DESIGN OF THE CONTINUOUS-TIME OBSERVER-BASED TRACKING
CONTROLLER

In order to address Problem 1, let us introduce the following extended tracking output error variable

o | r
. yu(6)
dya(6)
do ¥$©)
2
20) = 0GO) = r0), ) =| DL || D) | 0 el-A ) (36)

d"ya@ | |y o)
dgn-1 - N

From (29), taking into account Assumption 1 and (36), we obtain the following tracking error system

2(1) = Apz(t) + By(F (2. 1) + GUH (), roju() — Y1), t> 0 ace.

Y21(7) = He(2)(7) = Cpzu(7), 7 € [-A,0], (37)
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where: the function H, : C" - Cisdefined, for ¢ € C" as, Hy(¢p)(r) = Cpp(7), T € [-A,0];2: € C"; ¥, € Cy1r € C1i(7) =
r(t+ 1), T € [-A,0]; the function G : C X C" — R is defined as (see (Hy) in Assumption 1)

G(H, (@), 1) = LeLl ™ h(¥ ™ (& + r)(0)p1 (¥~ @ + 1)) = GHY ™ @ + 1)) (38)
the function F : C" X C" — R is defined for any ¢,, ¢, € C" as

F(¢z. ¢r) = LIR(@™(h2(0) + r(0)) + LeLi ™" h(® 7 (¢2(0) + $rO)P2(¥ (e + 1)) (39)

We highlight here that, in the following, point (i) in Problem 1 will be addressed by considering the problem of design-
ing a continuous-time global asymptotic observer-based stabilizer for the system described by (37). Indeed, point (i) in
Problem 1 follows from the global asymptotic stability (GAS) property of the system (37).

Remark 1. Notice that, system (37) is in a lower triangular form with trivial zero dynamics. Many method-
ologies have been provided in the literature for the design of continuous-time stabilizers for class of systems
in lower triangular form with trivial/non-trivial zero dynamics.** For instance, in the work by Lin and
Zhang,® a methodology for the design of continuous-time dynamic output feedback stabilizers is provided
for a class of lower triangular systems with discrete-time delays and non-trivial zero dynamics. The method-
ologies provided in the work by Lin and Zhang® and in the work by Zhao and Lin3® cannot be directly
applied here due to the presence: (i) of known exogenous disturbances mimicking the chosen reference
signal as common in the tracking control framework; (ii) of possible distributed time-delays in the func-
tions describing the system at hand (see (37)). In particular, we highlight that, to our best knowledge,
methodologies for the design of dynamic output feedback stabilizers for the class of systems reported in (37)
have never been provided in the literature. Here, for the first time in the literature, a methodology for the
design of dynamic output feedback stabilizers and results concerning their quantized sampled-data imple-
mentation are provided for the class of systems described by (37) in order to solve the tracking control
problem considered in Problem 1. On the other hand, the study of a methodology for the design of track-
ing controllers taking into account the presence of possible non-trivial zero dynamics in the corresponding
tracking error system (see (37)) is beyond the aims of this article and is left for future investigations. Such
an interesting topic could be addressed, for instance, by exploiting the techniques provided in the work by
Lin and Zhang.5

Remark 2. Notice that, in (29), the functions p;(-) and p,(-) are affected by state-delays. On the other hand,
the triple (f, g, h) is required to be delay-free. Such requirement together with the conditions (H;) and (H,)
in Assumption 1 ensure the existence of a suitable change of coordinates (see (30) and (36)) transform-
ing the nonlinear system (29) in the new structural form (37) where the top n — 1 equations are linear
delay-free dynamics and the time-delay nonlinearities together with the control input only appear in the
last equation. In the literature of nonlinear systems, such a configuration (see (37)) is commonly called
matching condition,**3> which is both general and practical for control synthesis and, moreover, includes
a large class of systems as, for instance, vehicle systems and delay-free actuated inverted pendulum sys-
tems.*® We highlight also that, the conditions (H,) and (H;) concern the globally Lipschitz property of
the diffeomorphic transformation ®(-), of its inverse ®'(-) and of the functions L;h(-), LgL;‘lh(-)pz(-).
Even though such conditions could appear demanding, they are satisfied by many classes of practical sys-
tems as, for instance, the ones cited above. Moreover, the results in the forthcoming Theorem 3 provide a
solution to relax the condition (H3) allowing the application of the proposed observer-based tracking con-
troller also to particular classes of locally Lipschitz nonlinear time-delay systems as the one studied in
Section 6.

Notice that, from (H3) in Assumption 1, there exists a positive real yr such that, for any ¢z» @r, €C"1=1,2, the
following inequality holds

[F (g, br) = Fdbz,. 1)l < vE(lldz, — ¢z, lleo + lldbr, = b1, Ml 0)- (40)

In the following, the continuous-time observer-based stabilizer provided in the work by Germani et al.! is suitably revised
in order to deal with point (i) in Problem 1. In particular, the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking controller
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for the system (29), solving point (i) in Problem 1, is here described by

2(t) = Ap2(t) + Bo(F 1. 1) + G(H (o), rou(t) — ¥ (1)) — KCp(&() — 2(1)),
—F(&, 1) + Y (0) + T2(0)
G(H,(zy), 1t)

2(1) = 20(7'-)9 TE [_A’ 0]9 (41)

u(t) =

)

where: 2(t) = ®(X(t)) — r(t) € R" with X(t) € R" denoting the estimation of the system state described by (29) (i.e., the
estimation of x(¢) in (29)); Z;, 2o € C"; F and G are the functions in (37); y;")(t) is given in (37); K, I'T € R" are suitable
tuning parameters.

Remark 3. Notice that, the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking controller (41) is inspired by
the continuous-time observer-based stabilizer provided in the work by Germani et al.! In particular, the
equation describing the observer dynamics are exactly the same proposed in (18) of the work by Germani
et al.! here rewritten with respect to the tracking error variable z(t) for simplicity in the notation which will
be also used for the presentation of the proposed digital framework in the next section. On the other hand,
the control input (19) in the work by Germani et al.! has been here suitably revised in order to address point
(i) in Problem 1 (see (41)). It is here highlighted also that for the practical implementation of the proposed
controller the explicit knowledge of the system state estimation X(¢) is not required (see (41)).

In the following, the first main result of the article is provided. In particular, it is proved that there exist suitable control
tuning parameters K and I' such that point (i) in Problem 1 is solved with the proposed continuous-time observer-based
tracking controller (41).

Theorem 2. Let Assumption 1 hold. Let yq; € C, t € R*, be a chosen reference signal as in Problem 1. Then,
there exist parameters K and T such that point (i) in Problem 1 is solved with the proposed continuous-time
observer-based tracking controller (41).

Proof of Theorem 2. In order to prove Theorem 2, we will show that the continuous-time closed-loop system
described by (37)-(41) is GAS. Indeed, the GAS property of the continuous-time closed-loop system (37)—(41)
implies point (i) in Problem 1. First, we notice that the continuous-time closed-loop system (37)-(41) is
described by

2(t) = Apz(t) + Bp(F (24, 1) — F(Zi, 1) + T2(1)),
2(t) = (Ap + BpD)2(t) — KCh(2(1) — 2(8)). (42)

Let us now consider the estimation error variable defined as e; = 2; — z; € C". Taking into account that 2(t) =
e(t) + z(t), from (42), we obtain

2(t) = Apz(t) + Bp(F (21, 11) — F(Z: + €, 1) + T'(2(0) + e(2))),
e(t) = (Ap — KCp)e(t) + Bp(F(z; + e, 1) — F(zy, 17)). (43)

Notice that, the GAS property of the continuous-time closed-loop system (42) follows from the GAS property
of the corresponding closed-loop system (43). In the following, we will prove the GAS property of system (43)
by making use of the results in Lemma 1. Notice that, system (43) is in the form (17) with

Jo(bzs bro Pe) = Apz(0) + Bo(F (g, pr) — F(y + e, Pr) + T'(h2(0) + ¢(0))),
fE(d)e: ¢r» d’z) = (Ab - ch)¢e(0) + Bb(F(sz + d)e’ ¢r) - F(d)z’ d)r)) (44)

First, we prove the existence of the function . Let A = [/11 Ay e /ln] be an-tuple of negative real eigenval-
ues, with 4; > 4, > - - - > A4,. Let K be such that the matrix A — KC}, has the n-tuple of negative real eigenvalues
Ai,i=1, ... ,n.Let E(t) = V(A)e(t), t > —A, where V(A) is the Vandermonde Matrix (see Lemma 1 in the work
by Ciccarella et al.”). From system (43), taking into account (40) and that |V (4)B,| = \/ﬁ, we obtain, following
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the reasoning exploited in the work by Ciccarella et al.,?’

t
|E(t)| < e!'|E(0)] + / M O\V(D)By||F(z: + €., 7r) — F(ze, 1)l dr
0

t
< MBI+ [ VDB rlellndr
0

t
< eM'|E©0)] + / e\ /ny| V)| (|E: | + |E()]dr, (45)

0

where E, : [-A,0] - R" is defined as E.(0) = E(z + ), 0 € [-A, 0], ¢ > 0. From here on steps (3.12)-(3.20),
provided in work by Germani and Pepe for proving Theorem 3.3,2 can be repeated to prove that there exists a
negative real c such that

[E(®)| < [V(Dllleolloe”, t>0. (46)
Then, we have that
le(®)] = [V DV De®)| = [VHAE®| < [VHDINVD]lleoll €. 47)

Let I" be such that the matrix A, + BpI" is Hurwitz. Then, all the hypotheses in Lemma 1 are here satisfied and,
consequently, the system described by (43) is GAS. The proof of the theorem is complete. [

In the forthcoming theorem, the continuous-time observer-based tracking controller provided in (41) is suitably
adapted to the case in which Assumption 1 is partially satisfied.

Theorem 3. Let Hy, H,, Hy, and Hs of Assumption 1 be satisfied. Let the first inequality in (32) be satisfied for
any 71, 2 € R" such that Cyz; = Cp2p. Let the second inequality in (32) be satisfied for any ¢, ¢, € C" such
that Cpp1(7) = Cppa(z), T € [-A,0]. Let yq; € C, t € RT, be a chosen reference signal as in Problem 1. Then,
there exist parameters K and I such that point (i) in Problem 1 is solved with the continuous-time observer-based
tracking controller described by

2(8) = Ap2(t) + By(F (&, 1) + G(H (=), ru(t) — y(8)) — KCy(&(t) — 2(0)),
—F(Z 1) + Y (0) + T2(2)

u(t) = d :
G(Hy(z0), 1)
27) = 20(r), T €[-A,0] (48)
200

where: 2(t) = ®X(t)) — r(t) = l € R"with x(t) € R" denoting the estimation of the system state described

Zn(0)
by (29) (i.e., the estimation of x(t) in (29)); %, 2o € C™;
[0 ]

22(0)
HOE G

| 2,0)|

F and G are the functions in (37); y;")(t) is given in (37).

Proof of Theorem 3. The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 2 and, for this reason, it is here omitted. =
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5 | DIGITALIMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED CONTINUOUS-TIME
OBSERVER-BASED TRACKING CONTROLLER

In this section, sufficient conditions for the digital implementation of the continuous-time observer-based controller (41)
(see also (48)) are provided. In particular, under suitable conditions, it is proved that there exist a suitably fast sampling
and an accurate quantization of the input/output channels such that the digital implementation of the continuous-time
observer-based tracking controller (41) (see also (48)) ensures the semi-global practical stability of the related quan-
tized sampled-data closed-loop tracking error system, with arbitrarily small final target ball of the origin. The notion of
DOSDF?224 and the stabilization in the sample-and-hold sense theory will be used as tools to provide the sufficient condi-
tions for the digital implementation of the continuous-time observer-based tracking controller (41) (see also (48)). First,
we notice that system (37) is in the following form

20 = f (2, Foou(®)), t>0ae.
Ve () = Hy(z:)(7) = Cpze(7), (49)
Z(T) = ZO(T)7 T E [_A’ 0]7

e c1,y"(r) =y"(t + 1), 7 € [-A, 0], t > 0; u(t) € Ris the input signal in (37) (see also (29));

I
. n.s —
where: z, € C"; 7, = [y<n> dt d

dt
Yz« € C is the output signal in (37); Hy is the function in (37); f, : C" X C"*! xR — R" is the function defined, for any

¢Zecn’¢7=|: r
Y

NS C", ¢, € C", pyw € C and u € R, as follows

F (e v w) = Apo(0) + By(F(¢bz. br) + GUH(2). pru — yin (0)). (50)

Remark 4. We highlight here that, taking into account Problem 1 and (37), ||7¢|| < 77, ¥Vt > Owith y; a positive
real.

Assumption 2. It is assumed that the reference signal y4; in Problem 1 is such that there exists a function p
of class WV satisfying
I7:, — 71 llo < p(lh — B2]),  VH, t €R™. (51)
In order to provide sufficient conditions for the digital implementation of the continuous-time observer-based con-

troller (41) (see also (48)), let F, : C2" x C"*! x R*1 — R?" be the function defined, for any ¢ = gz € C™, ¢, ¢ €C",
<

V1

¢ eClv= v e R*1 vy, e R, v, € R", as*

fz(¢z» ¢7’7 vl)] ) (52)

Fo (b, ¢r.v) = l

%)

wherefz is the function in (50).
First, for the reader’s convenience, the notion of smoothly separable functionals is recalled.?

Definition 2. A functional V : C?" — R* is said to be smoothly separable if there exist a function V; €
Ci (RZ"; ]R+), alocally Lipschitz functional V, : C?" — R*, functions g; of class K, i = 1, 2, such that, for any
¢ € C*, the following equality/inequalities hold

V(g) = Vi($(0)) + Va(¢),
Ai(|p(0)]) < V1((0)) < Ba(|(0)]). (53)
In the following, for a given positive integer n, for a function F, : C?* x C"*! x R"™*! — R?", and for a locally Lipschitz

functional V : C** — R*, the derivative (upper right-hand Dini directional derivative in the case A = 0, and derivative in
Driver’s form in the case A > 02%) DYV : C?" x C"™! x R**! — R*, of the functional V, is defined, for ¢ € C**, ¢; € C"*1,
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v e R as

V(bng.w) = V()

D*V(¢, ¢y, v) = lim sup , (54)
h—0* h

where, in the case A > 0,for 0 < h < A, ¢p 4, € C" is defined, for s € [-A, 0], as

¢(s +h), s € [-A,—h)

d)h,(ﬁ;,v(s) =

@(0) + (s + WF(¢h, P, v), s € [-h,0],

and,forA=0andh € [0,1), as
Dng,v(0) = $(0) + hEF (P, P7, V).

We denote here with V the set of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals V : C?" — R* with the following properties?>?*:

1. V is smoothly separable, with V, = 0 in the case A = 0, according to Definition 2 (recall V = V; + V,);
2. inthe case A > 0, the function (¢, ¢, v) = D Vu(¢h, ¢5, V), d € C*, ¢ € C*1, v € R™1, is Lipschitz on bounded sub-
sets of C2" x C™*1 x R™!, where the derivative in Driver’s form (see (54)) of the functional V, is computed with respect

to the function F; in (52);
3. there exist functions y1, y, of class Ky, such that for any ¢ € C?*, the following inequalities hold:

n(¢O)) < V() < r2(lldlle)- (55)

bz

Let us consider k : C" x C"*! x C — R"*! be the function defined, for any ¢ =

2 , _ | ?
EC", ¢y, s €CH, s = [d)y(m]
€ C"™, ¢, € C", pym € C (see (41) and also (48))

—F(dz, ¢r) + by (0) + T'h2(0)

G(H (b2, br)
k(ehz, b, Hy(by)) = o : (56)

(Ap + BpI)2(0) — KChh(0) + KH(¢7)(0)

In the following, sufficient conditions for the quantized sampled-data implementation of the continuous-time
observer-based controller (41) (see also (48)) are provided.

Assumption 3. There exist a Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional V' € V, positive reals #, u, a function p in

C}J (R+; R+), of class K, a function « of class K such that I; — « is of class K, areal v € {0, 1}, such that for

any ¢ = gz € C™, ¢, 5 € C", b7 € C"1, the following inequality holds:
<

VDV (¢, b, k(¢pz, dr, Hy(¢))) + n max{0, D* poVi(e, dr, k(¢hz, dr, Hy () + upoVi(é(0))}
< a(nue™*popi(llPll)), (57)

where: k is the function in (56), #; is the function of class X, in Definition 2; the derivative in Driver’s form
(see (1)) of the functional V is computed with respect to the function F; in (52).

Proposition 1. In the case A = 0, if there exists a function F:C"xC" - Rsuch that for any ¢, ¢z, ¢, € C",
the following condition holds

F(z, ¢r) — F(bz, br) = F(by, ), (58)

where F is the function in (39), then Assumption 3 holds.
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Proofof Proposition 1. First, we notice that from (58), it follows that the continuous-time closed-loop system
(37)-(41) (or alternatively (37)-(48)) does not involve the reference signal r,. Then, the proof follows from the
use of the converse Lyapunov theorem?® and the reasoning provided in Remark 1 of the work by Di Ferdinando
etal.? "

In the following, the proposed digital implementation of the observer-based continuous-time tracking controller (41)
(see also (48)) is presented. First, in order to introduce the considered quantized sampled-data framework, we recall the
notion of partition,?%?3 the notion of spline approximation®® and the notion of quantizers.'>!?

Definition 3. For a positive integer [, a partition # = {f;, j= -, —l+1, ...} of [-IA, +00) is a countable,
strictly increasing sequence f; € [—IA, +0), with £y = 0, such that {; - +o0o0 as j = +o0. The diameter of z,
denoted diam(r), is defined as Supj»_; ti+1 — ¢ The dwell time of z, denoted dwell(z), is defined asinfj>_; tj,; —
tj. For agivena € (0,1], 6 > 0, n, 5 is any partition z with aé < dwell(r) < diam(z) < 6.

For given 6§ < A (A > 0), a € (0,1], let I be the smallest positive integer such that laé > A. Let 77,5 C R*! be the set
defined as follows?*

Wo
Tias=1w=]|: |eR™, w,e[-16,0], k=0,1,...,I, wo=0, wo—w; >A,

wy

S>Wr—Wip >ad, k=0,1,...,1-15%. (59)

20 Wo
Let Py 5 : R x 745 — C be the map defined, for z = < : > e R w= < : > € Tius and 7 € [—A, 0], as follows?*

< wi
T — Wk
(Pras(z W) = Zier1 + ———— (2 — Zes1), (60)
Wi — Wi
where k is the smallest integer in {0, 1, ... ,I — 1} such that wy > 7 > wy4;.

We recall that an output quantizer and an input quantizer are piece-wise constant functions q, : R - 9, and g, :
R — Q,, where Q,, Q,, are suitable finite subsets of R? and R, respectively. These quantizers are characterized, for some
given positive reals Ey, Uy, py, py, by the following implications!!!2

Iyl < Ey = |gy®) — Y| < ny,
lul < U = |quw) —ul < py, (61)

where: the positive reals E,, U; are called ranges of the output and input quantizers; the positive reals s, p,, are called
error bounds of the output and input quantizers.!2

Under Assumptions 1 and 3, for a given partition 7, s, a given output quantizer q, and a given input quantizer q,, we
propose here the following quantized sampled-data observer-based tracking controller for the system (29)

—F (&, 1) + Y7 (6) + T2(5)

G(P}). 1)

’

u(t) = qu< [1 olxn]k(ztj,?[j,Pfy)> = qu

te [tj9 tj+1)’ t} € Tas, 6] = tj+1 - l:j’ J= 0’ 1’ ey

2,(60 + 6, 0 € [-A, -5,
2,,(0) = q (62)
25(0) + (9 + 5]) [Onxl In]k(th, ?tj,Pjy), g e [—5j, O], A > 0,

260 = 26) + 5[0pa L] k(2o PY), A =0,
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where: k is the function in (56);
Iy Iy SN
Pj = Pl,a,&(BS (])’ BT(}))7
Py 45 is the map defined in (60); Bgy : N - R*!and By : N — R™*! are defined (recursively) as

4y 0(0)) qy(H(20)(0))

-A,0
o= : |5 | j@=Hawo= y Z°ET)A) If"()(f))( N [t i]
= Z, 4 < - T -1, =
BG.0t)) g o)t Va0 0 ’
B = <Qy(Hz(sz)(O))) N (olxl > B, By(0) -
O1x1 I Opa
1
. 01><l .
BT(])=< I 0> BT(]_l) t] l) s .]:192’ 5
1
1

u(t) € R is the input signal in (29).

Remark 5. We highlight here that, the observer-based tracking controller proposed in this article (see (41),
(48), and (62)) is of delay-dependent type. From a practical point of view, in the continuous-time frame-
work, the implementation of the observer-based tracking controller (41) necessarily requires the knowledge
of the infinite dimensional variables 2, and y,, which, in real practice, are often unavailable due to techno-
logical constraints. On the other hand, from a theoretical point of view, the knowledge of the function y; and,
consequently, of the function y,; (see (29) and (37)) is introduced in order to potentially consider further infor-
mations on the system at hand which, in the case of their availability, could turn out to be very helpful for the
design of the proposed dynamic output feedback controller. For instance, the knowledge of the delayed out-
put measurements: (i) could increase the possibility to satisfy the condition (H4) in Assumption 1; (ii) could
be helpful to relax the requirements in (H3) (see Theorem 3). In the literature concerning nonlinear systems
in lower triangular form, many approaches have been provided for the design of delay-free dynamic output
feedback stabilizers also in the sampled-data context.>33® On the other hand, such design procedures cannot
be directly applied here due to: (i) the presence of possible distributed time-delays in the functions describ-
ing the system at hand; (ii) the presence of known exogenous disturbances mimicking the chosen reference
signal; (iii) the consideration, in the digital context, of quantization in both input/output channels. To our
best knowledge, such a framework has never been investigated in the literature. In this article, for the first
time in the literature of nonlinear systems with state delays, a methodology for the design of observer-based
tracking controllers is proposed and results are provided in both continuous-time and digital frameworks
(see Theorems 2, 3, and forthcoming Theorem 4). We highlight also that, in the digital framework here pro-
posed, the drawback concerning the knowledge of the infinite dimensional variables y,; and Z; is overcome
(see (62), (63)). In particular, the problems related to the knowledge of the signal y,; are here overcome by
exploiting a spline approximation approach?? to obtain, from the available quantized sampled-data output
measurements y,(;), an approximation of the function y,, required for the implementation of the controller.

Indeed, in (63), Bgy and By describe buffers of length I + 1 collecting the quantized sampled-data measure-
ments y,(;) and the lengths of the times elapsed between a sampling and the following. The informations in
Bgy and By (see (63)) are used in order to obtain an approximation of the output signal Yz, Via (60). Moreover,
within the proposed digital framework, the function Z; which characterizes the estimation of the system state
Z: can be easily computed, without the introduction of particular computational devices and sensors, because
its evolution is described by simple difference equations (see (62)). Then, the problems related to the practi-
cal implementation of the proposed delay-dependent type controller are overcome in the digital framework
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making no more an issue the presence of delayed terms in the function describing the controller which could
be useful from a practical point of view (see, for instance, Section 6).

In the following theorem, we provide results concerning the semi-global practical stability property of the quantized
sampled-data closed-loop system described by (49) (see also (37)) with (62). In particular, it is shown that there exist a
suitably fast sampling 6 and an accurate quantization of the input/output channels (i.e., ranges E,, U; and error bounds
Hy, pu for the quantizers g, and g, in (62)) such that, the semi-global practical stability property, with arbitrarily small
final target ball, of the quantized sampled-data closed-loop system described by (49) (see also (37)) with (62) is ensured.
We highlight that, from the semi-global practical stability property of the quantized sampled-data closed-loop system (49)
(see also (37)) with (62), it follows that point (ii) in Problem 1 is solved.

Theorem 4. Let Assumptions 1-3 hold. Let y; be the positive real in Remark 4. Let a be an arbitrary real in

(0,1]. Then, for any positive reals q, r, Rwith 0 < r < R, there exist positive reals 6, T, E, E,, U1, uy, and p, such

that: for any partition 4 s, for any output quantizer q, : R — Q, with range E, and error bound u,, for any

input quantizer q, : R — Q, with range U, and error bound y, for any initial states 7o € Cy N Wi""’,zo ECpNn
dz,(6)

W, and, in the case A > 0, satisfying €eSSSUPpei_n 0] dZ%é()H) < g, the corresponding solution of the quantized

do
sampled-data closed-loop system described by (49) (see also (37)) with (62) exists for allt € R*, and, furthermore,
the following inequalities hold:

<E, VteR* j=0,1,...;

<r, Vi>T, VYje{ieN|t>T, t; € nas). (64)

(9]

Remark 6. Notice that, from conditions (64) in Theorem 4, it follows that the solution of the quantized
sampled-data closed-loop system described by (29)—(62) exists for all t € R*, and, furthermore, satisfies

ly(t) —ya(t)| <E, Vt>0,
y@®) —ya®| <r, Vi>T, (65)

that is, point (ii) in Problem 1 is solved.

5.1 | Proofof Theorem 4

In the following, the stabilization in the sample-and-hold theory?*->* and the notion of DOSDF?>?* are used as tools
in order to prove the results. First, for the reader’s convenience, the notion of DOSDF is recalled.?*?* Such a notion is
inherited by the definition of steepest descent feedback?*2!23 which is directly connected with the well-known Artstein’s
methodologies exploiting control Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals V for the design of controllers.?’-?43%40 We highlight
that, in the following definition, in the case A = 0, the spaces C*, C"*!, C?" are isomorphic with R", R**1, R?", respectively.

Definition 4. Let V € V. Alocally bounded function k : C" x C"*! x C — R"*!, continuous or not, is said to
be a DOSDF for the system described by (49) (see also (37)), induced by V, if there exist positive reals 5, u, a
function p in Ci(RJr; R™), of class K, a function « of class K such that I; — « is of class K, areal v € {0,1},
such that, for any ¢ = gi € C™, ¢, 5 € C", 7 € C™1, the following inequality holds:

vD*V(, 5, k(s pr, Hy(hy))) + nmax{0, D" poVy(e, dr, k(ehz, dr He($2)) + upoVi(h(0))} < a(pe™*pofi(l|hlleo ),
(66)
where: f; is the function of class K, in Definition 2; the derivative in Driver’s form (see (54)) of the functional
V is computed with respect to the function F, in (52).
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The following proof is based on the results recently provided in the work by Di Ferdinando et al.?* where the stabiliza-
tion in the sample-and-hold sense theory?°-2* is used as a tool in order to show that: there exists a suitably small sampling
and an accurate quantization of the input/output channels such that the digital implementation of DOSDFs (continuous
or not) guarantees the semi-global practical stability property of the related quantized sampled-data closed-loop system,
with arbitrarily small final target ball of the origin (see Theorem 1 in the work by Di Ferdinando et al.?*). It is here high-
lighted that, the proof of Theorem 1 provided in the work by Di Ferdinando et al.>* cannot be directly applied here due
to new considerations regarding: (i) the case of observer-based tracking controllers; (ii) the problems related to the possi-
ble non-availability in the buffer of suitable past values of the output signal required for the correct implementation of a
proposed delay-dependent observer-based tracking controller. Then, a new devoted proof is required to cope with track-
ing control problems and the use of spline methodologies for the approximation of the infinite dimensional output signal
¥z which, in the work by Di Ferdinando et al.,>* are not considered. In the following, by taking into account that, under
Assumption 3, the function k in (56), derived from the proposed observer-based continuous-time tracking controller (41)
(see also (48)), is a DOSDF for the system described by (49) (see Definition 4), the stabilization in the sample-and-hold
sense theory is properly reformulated to show that there exist a suitably fast sampling § and an accurate quantization of
the input/output channels (i.e., ranges E,, U; and error bounds u,, u, for the quantizers g, and g, in (62)) such that, the
semi-global practical stability property, with arbitrarily small final target ball, of the quantized sampled-data closed-loop
system described by (49) (see also (37)) with (62) is ensured (i.e., the results in Theorem 4 hold). First, we recall a result
provided in the work by Pepe,?* which is very helpful in the forthcoming proof. In particular, Theorem 2.3 in the work by
Pepe?? is here suitably adapted in order to cope with observer-based tracking controllers (see forthcoming Lemma 2).

Lemma 2. Let Assumptions 1-3 hold. Let y; be the positive real in Remark 4. Let a;, i =1,2,3, be the
functions of class Ky, defined for s € R*, as ai1(s) = ne *2popi(s), az(s) = vys(s) + npofr(s), az(s) = (g —

@) (nue *Apopy(s)). Let Vs : C?" — R*, V,, : C* — R* be the functionals defined, for ¢ = [gz] €C’, ¢, s €
<
C", as

Vi) = , S[HEO]e”HPOVNP(@)), Vo @) = VV(9) + nV3().

¢

Let Dy, : C?" x C"! x R**! — R be the functional defined, for ¢ =

Rn+1, as

eCM, ¢, €C", PrEC™ v E

D (¢, ¢7,v) = vD*V(9, ¢7,v) — nuV3(¢) + n max{0, D" poVi(¢, ¢z, v) + upoVi(¢(0))}.
Then, the following hold

) a1(JPlle) < Veo(@) < ax(ll@lleo), Vo € C*
(ii) the function (¢, g7, V) = D (@, P5, V), ¢ € C**, ¢ € C™, v € R™1, is Lipschitz on bounded subsets of
C2n X Cn+1 X Rn+1;
(lll) D+Voo(¢7 d)?’ V) S Doo(d)’ (.b?’ V), Vd) € C2n’ Vd)? € C]’;L;+17 Vv e Rn+1;
(%) Des(ps b, k(s o Held) < =as((1ll), Vp = | 52

€ C, by, ¢ € C", Vepy € CIH.

Let us consider the open-loop system described by Di Ferdinando et al.?? and Di Ferdinando and Pepe*!

20 = fz, Foni (), 20 ae,

(1) = (1),

Y2u(7) = Hy(@)(1) = Cpz(7),

2(1) =20(7), 2(x) =2(r), 7 €[-A,0], (67)

where: 7, is the initial state in (49) (see also (37)); z: € C"*; z(t) € R, 7, € C;;H’ vVt € R* (see (49) and Remark 4); 2, € C";

2t eR"; 20 € Wll’°° is the initial state related to the new variable 2(1‘);]_0Z is the function in (49), (50); vi(t) = u(t) € R is
the input in (49) (see also (37) and (29)); v,(t) € R" is a new input (Lebesgue measurable and locally essentially bounded);
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Yzt € C is the output in (49); H, is the function in (49). Let (as long as the solution of (67) exists) y(t) = [Zgg] € R,
3t

S € R"*!. The open-loop system (67) can be rewritten as follows
t

Xt =

€ o u(t) = [E;Eg

o= |20 = TN v,
2(t) 1Z103)

x®=Mﬂ=Pm

, T €[-A,O0], (68)
20(1)

where F, is the function defined in (52). Let:

1. the functionals V, : C*" - R* and D, : C** x C"*! x R**! — R be as in Lemma 2;
2. a;, i =1,2,3,be the functions of class £, as in Lemma 2;

3. 1, R, be any positive reals, 0 < r < R;

4. R=2R;

5. ey, e;, E be positive reals satisfying:

0<ey<ey <r<R<E, a@)>amle), a(E)>a(R);

¢

<

6. (involved ¢ = € CM, ¢, b € C)

Ey = sup [[Hz(¢)llo, H=Ey+1,
pecy

U, = sup
BECY", d:ECIH, yECy

U,
1 01 :Ik(d)"’ d)~7y)‘7 UZ = Ul + 1’ U = Sup
[ o $eCE, dreCr, yely [Onxl In] k(2 7. )

(69)

where k is the function defined in (56);

7. M, Ly K be positive reals such that, for any ¢; = [izl] ¢y = [gzl] e Cﬁ", ¢y b2, €CM1=1,2, ¢5, o5, € C;‘;“,
21 2

Vi, Vy € B;’]“ andy;, y; € Cy, the following conditions hold:

| Fz (@1, @7, v1)| < M; (70)
|k(dz,, b7, Y1) — ks, , @z, y2)| < Li(llpr — d2llo + lldr, — @7, 1o + 11 = ¥2D)s (71)
| Doo (1, B7,5 V1) — Doo(b2, 7,5 V2)| < K(||@1 — P2l + [[P7, — D7, [0 + V1 = V2)), (72)
where k is the function defined in (56);
8. = az(e);
9. a € (0,1] be arbitrarily fixed;
10. T = S“ZER) +1;
11. g be any positive real;
dH,(¢,)(0)
_ ~ _ sup <esssup —z > A>0,
12. = {glax{q, M3}, ﬁzg, Gy = 4 gec \oelcaol @ |
0, A =0;
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13. 6, py, pu € R* such that:

§<max{l,A}, O0<pu <1, O<p <1, e +sM<e,
B

3 > K(296 + p(6) + pu + 3Lipy + 2Likqy6), (73)

dzy(9)
do
dz(9)
de
<q

15. anoutput quantizer g, : R — Q) and an input quantizer g, : R — Q, such that,Vy € Bg, and Vu € By,, inequalities
(61) are satisfied.

R+SM <E, a(r)> ale)) + %ﬂé,

where p is the function of class A in (51);
20

N

2| € c"n Wzlr’l‘x’, 2 € CENW,™, 29 € CEN W, and, in the case A > 0, such that esssupye_a o

14. Xo =

20
20
(as long as the related solution exists)

Notice that, yo = S C%" N Wzl;l°°. Let us consider a partition 7z, s. Let us consider the system described by (68) with

A = 4,
QM< [1 len]k(ztj’ rtj’Pjy

) ;
= ki (2,7, P?),
[om In]k(ztj,?,j P?) (2, 7y P)

v(t) = .

J
[ <t<tiy, bE€ms Jj=0,1,.., (74)

where k is the function defined in (56) and k9% : C" x C"**! x C — C"*! is the function readily defined by (74). Notice

o
&z
qy(Hz(¢,)(7)) € By, V7 € [-A,0]. From such a consideration, it follows that, ng € Cy. Then, k9« (Z, ?O,ng) € B’[‘]“. Let

_ =
X0 = 54

0 < b < +400.Let Bg : N — R*! be defined (recursively) as

¥20(0) H(20)(0)
Bs@=| : |= : . Bs(j) = (HZ(Z‘f)(O)) + (0M 0 )Bs(j— D, j=12 ... (75)

_ _ Orx1 I O
Yeo(t-1))  \Hz(zo)(t-1)

that, taking into account steps (6), (13), and (15), V¢ = € Cé“, $z, ¢z € C", Hy(¢) € Cp, and, consequently,

] be the solution of the quantized sampled-data closed-loop system (68), (74), in a maximal time interval [0, b),

In order to simplify the involved notation, in the following, for t; € 7z45,j = 0,1, ..., we will denote with: (i) P; the function
P1a,5(Bs(j), Br (j)); (if) k* the function k(2 , ¥y, P1"); (iii) k; the function k(2 7y, P{"); (iv) k; the function k(z;, 7y, P)); (v) k
the function k(2,j, ﬁj, Hz(z,j)). We show first that the solution exists in [0, £;]. Otherwise, by contradiction, if the solution
blows up, there exists a time 7 € [0, t;) such that | y(t)| < E, t € [0, 1), and | y(z)| = E. But, from (70), (73), for t € [0, ],
the inequalities hold:

t
O] < 10O + / Voo Fo K)IdO < R+ 6M < E. (76)
0

Thus, taking ¢t = , the absurd inequality arises E < E. Therefore, the solution exists in [0, ;] and, by (76), it follows that
X € Cﬁ!‘, t € [0, 1]. Taking into account (70) and g, g provided in step (12), for any ¢ € [0, t;], the following inequality
dz,(0)
holds in the case A > 0: esSSUPy(_n o ldgzg)] <q esssup9€[_A70]|%| <qy-LetW(t) = Voo (o), t € [0, 1], With Vi, :
do
C* — R* given in step (1). Taking into account point (iii) and (iv) in Lemma 2, (51) and (72) for any fixed ¢ € (0, t;], for

some t* € [0, t], the following equalities/inequalities hold:

t t
W) -Ww(0) = / D*Veo (e, Fro kp)dr < t<%/ Doo()(nfnk(*))df>
0 0
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= Do (e e, k33 — tDoo (0, Fo, ko) + Do (Y0, Fos ko)

<Kl e = z0lleo + 1P = Folleo + ) + tDaa(xo: Fo. Ko) — tDeo(0: Fo. ko) + tDeo( 20, Fo. ko)

S Kl xe = xolleo + p(6) + pu + 3Ly py) + tDoo (10, Fo, ko) — tDo (0, Fo, ko) + tDo (10, Fo, ko)

< Kl ye = xolleo + p(6) + sy + 3Lty + Lic||Po — Hz(Z0)ll o) + tDoo (05 Fo. ko)

< tK(|lxe = xolleo + p(8) + pt + 3Licpty + Lie||Po — Hz(20)l o) — t3(ll x0lloo)- (77)

Taking into account (70) and q provided in step (1_2), the following inequality holds in both cases A = 0and A > 0: || vy —
Yol < 2g5. Moreover, for given = € [—A, 0], let j be the smallest integer in {1,2, ... ,1} such that BT(O)]-. >7> BT(O)j+1-
Thus, the equality/inequalities hold (see (60), (63))

7= Br(0),,
|(Po)(7) — Hy(20)(7)| = |Bs(0);,, + W(BS(O)JT = Bs(0);,;) = He(20)(7)
T (O)j'+1

< |Bs(0),, — He(2o)(®)] +

(Bs(0); = Bs(0);,,)

Br(0); — Br(O),,

T dH(20)(0) BrO dH (20)(0) _
< |Bs(0);,, = Bs(0);,; — /B Zd—ng’ +|Bs(0);,, + / Zd—ng - Bs(0);,,| <2qys.  (78)
7 0%y Br(0);,,
From (77) and taking into account (73), (78), we obtain
W(t) < W(0) + tK(2g6 + p(8) + pu + 3Lipy + 2Lkq6) — taz(| xolle) < W(0) + tg — taz (|l xollco)- (79)

again the first inequality in (76) and from (73), the following inequality holds, for any ¢ € [0, t;], | y(¢)] < ex + 6M < e;.
From point (i) in Lemma 2, it follows W (t) < a(e1), t € [0, t;]. As far as case (2) is concerned, taking into account f given
in step (8), we have that f < a3(|| yollw)- Therefore, from (79), we have, for any t € [0, t;],

Let us now consider the following two cases®: (1) || yolleo < €2; (2) |l x0lleo > €2. As far as case (1) is concerned, by using

W(t) < W(0) % pt.

Let us introduce the following claim, which will be proved later.
Claim 3. The solution y(t) of (68), (74), exists in [0, +o0) and, furthermore, y; € Cﬁf‘, vt > 0.

Notice that, taking into account steps (6), (13), and (15), Claim 3 and the same reasoning used in the first interval [0, ¢, ],
P;.]y € Cy and, consequently, k}’." € B1,j=0,1, ....Let W(t) = Vo (1), t € R*. Then, inany interval [t;, tj,1].j =0,1, ...,
by the same reasoning used in the interval [0, ¢;], we have, for t € [tj, tj+1] (see (77)-(79)),

W) — W) < (t = K1z = 21 lloo + p(8) + ptu + 3Lictty + LillPy = Yz loo) = (¢ = §)as(ll 2l o)- (80)

Let}zJ D [Br(i41,0] = R,j=1,2, ..., be defined, for = € [Br(j)1+1, 0], as follows

Yot + 1), T € [—A,0],
J—)ZJ(T) = yZ(tj + T)’ TE [BT(j)l+ls _AL t] + TE [03 tj]!
Yot + 1), T € [Br(Diy1, —Al, i+ 7 € [t,0].

where y,(t) = H,(z;)(0) and y, , is the function defined in (63). The function y, j 1s absolutely continuous with essentially

bounded derivative, a bound given by qj. Thus, by the same reasoning used in (78), the following inequality holds (see
(60), (63)): [(P)(T) = Yz (7)] < 2qy6. From (80), taking into account (73), we obtain

W) < W)+ 50— 1)~ sl et~ )
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Taking into account of both cases || y; |l < e and || x|l > e> we obtain, for j > 0:

W) < (W(t) - %ﬁ(t = 5)H (|l gl — €2) + az2(en)Ho(ez — |1 llo0)-

The symbols Hy and H denote Heaviside functions defined, for s € R, as follows: Hy(s) = 1 if s > 0, Hy(s) = 0 if s < 0;
H(s) =1ifs > 0, H(s) = 0if s < 0. In particular, for t = t;;1,j = 0,1, ... , the inequality holds:

W) < (W(t) — %ﬂ(tﬂl — 5)H( 21|l — €2) + az(en)Ho(ez — [l i Il 0)-

Notice that, for any integer j > 0, the inequality holds W(t) < a>(R). From here on, the same steps used in the work
by Pepe?? for the proof of Theorem 4.1 can be suitably repeated here, in order to prove that: (i) the solution y(t) of the

closed-loop system (68), (74), exists for all t € R* and, furthermore, satisfies y; = g eClVteRY, = [g] e c,

Vt > T, with T the positive real given in step (10); (ii) Claim 1 holds true. The reader can refer to steps from (4.26) to
30’2(1_2)
pasé
solution, for t € R*, of the closed-loop system described by the equations

(4.32) in the work by Pepe?? (taking, in such steps, k, = [ ] + 1). Now, from (68), (74), it follows that y; = [g] is the

20 = Fo@ T @ul |1 Open | Ty 0y (Hel@))),

20 = [Ona L@y Ty 6y (HL@ ),
tE€ [titin), G E€mas j=0,1,...,
2 =20, &) =2(1), 7€ [-A0l (81)

From (81), it follows that g: is the solution, for t € R*, t; € 74, of the system described by (49)-(62). It follows that

(64) holds. The proof of the tileorem is complete.
Remark 7. Notice that, in the proof of Theorem 4, a methodology for the computation of an upper bound for
the sampling period 6, of upper bounds for the quantization errors yy, y,, of quantizers ranges E,, U; and of
a settling time T is provided (see steps (1)-(15)). According to our experience, such steps may well provide a
conservative upper bound for the sampling period as well as a conservative quantization of the input/output
channels. The source of such conservatism may be the use of Lipschitz constants of many involved func-
tions as well as lower and upper bounds of Lyapunov-Krasovskii functionals and derivatives. On the other
hand, the results provided in Theorem 4 are of the existence type, and the study of the conservativeness of
the sampling frequency as well as of the quantization in the input/output channels is beyond the aim of
this work, and is left for future investigations. We highlight here that, to our best knowledge, it is the first
time in the literature of nonlinear systems with state-delays that results concerning the design of quantized
sampled-data observer-based tracking controllers ensuring the semi-global practical stability property of the
related closed-loop system are provided.

6 | APPLICATION TO A CLASS OF NONLINEAR TIME-DELAY SYSTEMS

In this section, we will show a class of nonlinear systems with state-delays for which all the assumptions needed to apply
the main results of the article (i.e., Theorems 3 and 4) are satisfied. Let us consider a nonlinear time-delay system described

by

X1(t) = p1x1(8) + pax2(t) + ps,
X5 (8) = paxi(£) + psxa () + f1(x1,) + g1 e (D)u(e),
(7)) = x14(7), x(v) =Xo(7), 7 €[-A,0] (82)
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where: x; (), x2(t) € R; A is the maximum involved time delay; x, € C2, X1, X, € C; u(t) € Ris the input signal; y; € C is

the outputsignal;p; € R,i =1, ... , 5 are the involved parameters with p, # 0;g; : R — R is a smooth function such that,

forany x € R, gmin < g1(¢) < 8max,> With gmin and gmax given positive reals; f; : C — R is a function Lipschitz on bounded

subsets of C. Notice that, the class of systems in (82) includes many mathematical models describing, for instance, neural

networks systems?® (see Section 6.1) and, as a special case, a delay-free actuated inverted pendulum?’ (see Section 6.2).
Chosen a desired reference signal y4(¢) € R as in Problem 1 and taking into account (36)-(39), in this case

21(t) = 22(8),
25(t) = F(ze, 1) + pagi 21 () + ya(O)u(t) -y o),
Yeu(1) = 21,(2).2(2) = 2(2), T € [-A,0], (83)

where: z;(t), z2(t) € R; z; € C?; u(t) € R is the input signal in (82); y,; € C is the output signal deriving from the output

signal y(¢) in (82); ry = B%] € C% F : C?>x C? - Ris the function defined, for ¢, = [gzl] €C% ¢y, ¢, €Cand ¢, =
dt 6]
[i’l] € C%, ¢y, ¢y, € C, as follows

r

F(¢z, ¢r) = (P1 + Ps)(@z,(0) + ¢1,(0) + (p2ps — P1P5)(@z, (0) + ¢r,(0)) — p3ps + pafi(dz, + ¢r). (84)

Notice that all the assumptions in Theorem 3 are satisfied for the system (82). From (48), the continuous-time
observer-based tracking controller is here described by

21(0) = 2(t) — K1(&1(0) — z1 (D),
2(0) = F(Z. 1) + Pag(za (1) + ya(O)u(t) — Y7 (1) — Kx(2a () — z1(8)),
o) = YP ) = F@r) + Tiza () + Fzzz(t)’
P28(z1 () + ya(D))
2(r)=20(r), 7€[-A0] (85)

where: 2, (1), 2,(t) € R; 2, € C?; u(t) € R is the input signal in (82) (see also (83)); K, I'; are the control tuning parameters

(see (48) and Theorem 3); Z;(7) = [28 I g] , T € [-A,0]. In order to apply the results stated in Theorem 4, we have to

check that Assumption 3 is satisfied for the example under exam. We first notice that, from (83), (85), in this case, F, : C* x

C3xR3 - R*andk : C?>x C3 x C — R? are the functions defined, for any ¢ = ¢ eC ¢, = [gzl] €C% s = [gzl] e
2 2,

Z
&z
) br bz, H(¢7) by vy
Cz, ¢Zi’ ¢2z eCi=12, ¢? = [qbyf) € C3, ¢z = [d’;] = [ Z)Zzz c Cz, ¢r = ¢'y£) s ¢J’d’ d)yfil)’ (by;z) (S C, V= v, (S R3,
v € R, v, € R?, as (see (52) and (56))

| F(cbe. br) + Pag(hs, + by, 1 = by (0)

Fo (¢, ¢r,v) = ,
L V2
[ —F(¢z, ¢r) + $y2(0) + L'z, (0) + Iagpz, (0) 1
ng(¢zl + ¢yd)
k(¢z, dr, Hz(¢2)) = . (86)

¢2,(0) — Ki(¢, (0) = ¢, (0))

| 1162, (0) + Iagp, (0) — Ka(¢2, (0) — ¢, (0) |
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b ect o=

Then, taking into account (86), for any ¢ =

EC? ¢y = [iﬁ €C?, ¢y, ¢y, €C, i=1,2 and

¢r € C,

0 1 0 0
0 (p1+ps) I I, — (p1 +ps)

F(, b3, k(ds, b5, Hy (7)) = AP(0), A= )

K 0 -K, 1

K2 0 Fl - K2 FZ

Notice that, from Theorem 3, A is an Hurwitz matrix. In the delay-free case (i.e., A = 0), Assumption 3 holds for
this example. Indeed, taking into account (84), condition (58) holds and, consequently, by applying Proposition 1,
Assumption 3 follows. In the case A > 0, Assumption 3 is here satisfied by choosing, for instance:

(i) the Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional V : C* — R*, defined, for ¢ € C*, as V(¢) = V1(¢(0)) + V1(¢), where, V7 :
R* — R* is defined, for y € R*, as V1(y) = yTPy with P the symmetric positive definite matrix satisfying ATP +
PA = -0.5I;and V, : C* = R* is defined, for ¢ € C*, as V,(¢p) = 0;

(ii) functions f;, y; of class K, i = 1, 2, defined, for s € R, as f1(s) = 71(5) = Amin(P)s? and f2(s) = 72(8) = Amax(P)s?;

(i) v=1,1=1,u< ———;
2 Amax(P)

(iv) p=Iganda = 0.

It follows that all the assumptions required to apply Theorem 4 hold for the case under study. In the following,
numerical examples are provided concerning: (i) a particular class of neural network systems with various activation
functions and time-delays?®; (ii) a class of time-delay systems including, as a special case, a delay-free actuated inverted
pendulum.?’

6.1 | Examplel

Inspired by the mathematical models describing neural networks systems with various activation functions and
time-delays,?° let us consider the following nonlinear time-delay system

X1 () = —1.2x,(8) + x2(8),
t

X(t) = 0.39x,(t) + sech(x; (t — A1) + 0.2/ arctan(x; (z))dr + 4u(t),
—A,

yi(7) =x1(7), X(7) =x(7), 7€[-A,0] (87)

where: x; (), ,(t) € R; A; =1, A, = 2 are the involved time delays; x; € C%, x1;, X2, € C; u(t) € R is the input signal;
¥: € C is the output signal. Notice that, system (87) is in the form (83) and, consequently, we can apply Theorems 3 and
4. Taking into account Remark 7 by choosing, for instance, the controller parameters equal toI'; = -6, = =5, K; = 3,
K;=3and§=1,r=1,R=2anda = 1, by the use of steps (1)-(15) we obtain: § = 4.76 x 107°, E, =20.25, U; = 63.39,
py = 2.8 X 107® and p, = 5.2 X 107°. Taking into account Remark 7, as expected, the use of steps (1)-(15) provides con-
servative upper bounds for the sampling period (i.e., 5 = 4.76 X 10~°) and for the quantization errors (i.e., y, = 2.8 X 107°
and u, = 5.2 X 107%). On the other hand, taking into account Remark 7, a campaign of simulations has been performed
by choosing sampling periods and quantization errors greater than the ones obtained by the use of steps (1)-(15) and
good performances of the proposed digital tracking controller have been observed for sampling periods & equal to 1076,
1073, 107, 0.2, output quantization errors y, equal to 2 X 107%, 1073, 1072 and input quantization errors u, equal to
5% 107, 1072, 1071, Figure 1 shows the simulations results for both cases of continuous-time and digital controller in
which the following choices have been performed: y4(t) = 0.1sin(2¢t), t € [-A, o0); the initial states of the system and of
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FIGURE 1 Inthe left column, the simulation results for the case of continuous-time controller are reported: (a) in the first two panels,
the system state variables x; (f), x,(t), the controller state variables X; (t), X,(¢) and the reference signal y,(t) are reported with continuous black
lines, dashed blue lines and dashed red line, respectively; (b) in the third panel the control input signal is reported. In the left right column,
the simulation results for the case of digital controller are reported: (a) in the first two panels, the system state variables x; (), x,(t), the
controller state variables X; (t), X,(t) and the reference signal y,(t) are reported with continuous black lines, dashed blue lines and dashed red
line, respectively; (b) in the third panel the control input signal is reported.

the observer-based tracking controller equal to [ﬁ;gg] = [i] 20(7) = [223] = [8] T € [—A, 0]; an output quantizer

and an input quantizer with
Q = {yeR|y =+001k, i=1,2, k=0,1, ... ,10°};
Qu={ueRlu==+01k, k=0,1, ... ,10%};

an uniform sampling period § = 0.1[s]. In the left column of Figure 1, the system variables x; (), x,(f), the con-
troller variables X1(t) = 21(t) + ya(t), X2(t) = 2,(t) +1 + yfil)(t) and the control input signal u(t) are plotted in the case
of continuous-time controller (i.e., (87)—(85)). Simulations fully validate the theoretical results stated in Theorem 3.
In the right column of Figure 1, the system variables x; (), x,(t), the controller variables X;(t) = 21 (¢) + y4(¢), X2(¢) =
22 + 1.2(Z1 () + ya() + yfil) (t) (linear interpolations of discrete-time available values %,(j8) = 21(j§) + ¥4(j6), %2(j6) =
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FIGURE 2 In the left column, the simulation results for the case of continuous-time controller are reported: (a) in the first two panels,
the system state variables x; (t), x,(t), the controller state variables X; (¢), X,(t) and the reference signal y4(¢) are reported with continuous black
lines, dashed blue lines and dashed red line, respectively; (b) in the third panel the control input signal is reported. In the left right column,
the simulation results for the case of digital controller are reported: (a) in the first two panels, the system state variables x; (£), x,(t), the
controller state variables X; (t), X,(¢) and the reference signal y,(t) are reported with continuous black lines, dashed blue lines and dashed red
line, respectively; (b) in the third panel the control input signal is reported.

2(6)+1+ yfil)(jé), j=0,1, ...) and the control input signal u(¢) are plotted in the case of digital controller. In par-

ticular, the right column of Figure 1 shows the simulation results concerning the closed-loop system described
by (87) with the proposed digital observer-based tracking controller (62) where, for the example under exam,
according to (56), the function k is described by (86). Simulations fully validate the theoretical results stated
in Theorem 4.

6.2 | Example 2

Let us consider the nonlinear time-delay system described by

X1 (1) = x2(0),
X5(8) = y18inQa (8) + 722(8) + 0X7(t = A) + y3u(t),
yi(r) =x14(7),  x(7) =x(7), 7€&[-A,0] (88)
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where: x1(t), x,(t) € R; x; € C2, x14, %o € C; A = 0.5 is the involved time delay; o, y; € R are the involved parameters;
u(t) € R is the input signal; y; € C is the output signal. Notice that, system (88) is in the form (83) and, consequently,
we can apply Theorems 3 and 4. We highlight also that, in the special case o = 0, (88) describes the delay-free actuated
inverted pendulum considered in the work of Khalil?” where: x, (¢) is the angular position and x,(t) is the angular velocity

of the pendulum; y; = ‘g, 7y = _ﬁ,
! mi2

ones of the inverted pendulum considered in the work of Khalil?” with ¢ = ’% andl=1,m =0.1,K, = 0.2,g = 9.8. Taking

and y; = % In the following, the model parameters have been taken equal to the
m

into account Remark 7 by choosing, for instance, the controller parameters equaltol'; = —6,I, = —5,K; = 3,K; = 3 and
g=1,r=1,R=2and a = 1, by the use of steps (1)-(15) we obtain: § = 1.12 X 1073, E, =9.29, Uy =322, uyy =9.35%
107%, and u, = 9.85 x 107°. Taking into account Remark 7, as expected, the use of steps (1)-(15) provides conservative
upper bounds for the sampling period (i.e., § = 1.12 X 10~°) and for the quantization errors (i.e., 4, = 9.35x 107 and
My = 9.85 % 107°). On the other hand, taking into account Remark 7, a campaign of simulations has been performed by
choosing sampling periods and quantization errors greater than the ones obtained by the use of steps (1)-(15) and good
performances of the proposed digital tracking controller have been observed for sampling periods § equal to 107>, 1072,
1071, 0.2, output quantization errors yu, equal to 9 x 107, 1072, 10~! and input quantization errors yu, equal to 9 X 107°,
1071, 1. Figure 2 shows the simulations results for both cases of continuous-time and digital controller in which the
following choices have been performed: y4(¢) = sin(); the initial states of the system and of the observer-based tracking

controller equal to [ﬁ;ggi] = [ﬂ [2%83

= [_01] , an output quantizer and an input quantizer with

Q ={yeR|y=2001k, i=1,2, k=01, ... ,10°};
Qu={ueRlu=+k k=0,1, ... ,10};

a uniform sampling period § = 0.1[s]. In the left column of Figure 2, the system variables x; (¢), x,(t), the controller vari-
ables X1 (£) = 21(t) + ya(t), X2(t) = 22(t) + yfil)(t) and the control input signal u(¢) are plotted in the case of continuous-time
controller (i.e., (88)—(85)). Simulations fully validate the theoretical results stated in Theorem 3. In the right column of
Figure 2, the system variables x; (¢), x,(), the controller variables X1 (£) = 21 (t) + ya(t), X2(t) = 22(t) + yg)(t) (linear interpo-
lations of discrete-time available values X1 (j6) = 21(j6) + ya(j6), X2(j6) = 22(j6) + yfil)(jé), j=0,1, ...)and the control input
signal u(t) are plotted in the case of digital controller. In particular, the right column of Figure 2 shows the simulation
results concerning the closed-loop system described by (88) with the proposed digital observer-based tracking controller
(62) where, for the example under exam, according to (56), the function k is described by (86). Simulations fully validate

the theoretical results stated in Theorem 4.

7 | CONCLUSION

In this article, the tracking control problem for a class of nonlinear time-delay systems has been studied. In particular: (i)
aprocedure for the design of continuous-time observer-based tracking controllers ensuring the GAS of the corresponding
closed-loop tracking error system has been provided for a class of control-affine nonlinear systems with state delays; (ii)
sufficient conditions have been provided for the existence of a suitably fast sampling and of an accurate quantization of
the input/output channels such that the digital implementation of the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking
controller ensures the semi-global practical stability property of the related quantized sampled-data closed-loop tracking
error system, with arbitrarily small final target ball of the origin. The result (i) has been proved by exploiting a geometric
approach and the notion of the ISS. On the other hand, a Lyapunov-Krasovskii approach and, in particular, the stabi-
lization in the sample-and-hold sense theory has been used as a tool to prove the result (ii). Moreover, by exploiting the
converse Lyapunov theorems, it has been shown that, in the special case of delay-free nonlinear systems, the sufficient
conditions provided for the digital implementation of the proposed continuous-time observer-based tracking controller
can be strongly relaxed. In the theory here developed, time-varying sampling periods and the nonuniform quantization
of the input/output channels have been taken into account. The proposed results have been validated through examples
concerning a class of neural networks systems and a class of time-delay systems including, as a special case, a delay-free
actuated inverted pendulum.
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