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1. INTRODUCTION

The control problem of linear and nonlinear systems af-
fected by input delay has been widely studied in recent
years (Bresch-Pietri and Krstic, 2013; Krstic, 2009, 2010;
Cacace et al., 2016). Most of the proposed approaches
extend the classic infinite-dimensional predictor approach
(Manitius and Olbrot, 1979; W. Michiels and Ztek, 2010)
or, more recently, use finite-dimensional control laws (Ca-
cace et al., 2014, 2015; Zhou et al., 2012; Yoon and Lin,
2013; Zhou, 2014). All of them assume the precise knowl-
edge of the input delay. When the delay is unknown, one
may resort to robust controllers (Fridman, 2014) but losing
useful properties such as the exponential convergence. An
alternative approach is to couple the controller with a
delay identifier. However, the delay identification problem
is challenging and very few contributions are devoted to
this problem. The methods proposed in Belkoura (2005)
and Belkoura et al. (2009) concern with parametric identi-
fication of delay systems with possibly unknown delays for
first order linear systems. In Hetel et al. (2011) a Linear
Matrix Inequality (LMI) based controller that uses an
approximate knowledge of a time-varying delay is realized.
The paper Polyakov et al. (2013) proposes an interval
observer for an input time-varying delay to realize an
adaptive output stabilization of linear systems using an
infinite-dimensional predictor controller. In Bresch-Pietri
and Krstic (2010) a delay-adaptive controller for linear sys-
tems with a single constant delay is designed by coupling
an infinite-dimensional predictor with a delay identifier.
This approach has been extended to uncertain systems
in Bresch-Pietri et al. (2012) and nonlinear systems in
Bresch-Pietri and Krstic (2014).

In this paper, we consider a finite-dimensional predictor
controller developed for linear systems with known input
delays (Cacace et al., 2014). The idea is to use the same
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control law but replacing the real delay with an estimate.
As first contribution, we study the robustness of the
considered controller with respect to the delay estimation
error dynamics. Supposing the conditions to exponentially
stabilize the system, given the knowledge of the true
delay, to be satisfied, we prove that: 1) if the estimate
converges to the true delay value, the controlled system
is exponentially stable, 2) if the delay estimate definitely
belongs to a finite interval containing the true value, the
exponentially stability of the controlled system is still
guaranteed. As second contribution, we propose a delay
identifier that, under suitable hypotheses, converges to
this interval and guarantees the exponential convergence
to zero of the controlled system.

Notation. Given z € R™, |z| is the euclidean norm.
C(A; B) denotes the set of continuous functions that map
A into B with the uniform convergence norm, denoted by
|| - llco- Given an integer n and a positive real number 6,
C§ = C([—9,0];R™). I is the interval [0, §]. The subscript
pin f,(t), where f € C([a,b];R™) for some integer m
and real numbers b > a > 0 denotes that f depends on
the function p € C([a, b]; I5). W12 indicates the space of
absolutely continuous functions form [—6, 0] into R™. o(A)
is the spectrum of a square real matrix A. I,, is the identity
matrix in R™. Given a linear operator 7" which maps a
normed space H into itself, | T||z denotes the induced
operator norm sup,cy ||Tz| #/||z||z. In the special case
of a matrix A, ||A|| is the euclidean induced matrix norm.
Finally, a function 7 : RT — RY is of class K if it is zero
at zero, continuous and strictly increasing.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a linear system with the following form:
&(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t — 9) (1)
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where z(t) € R™ is the state vector and u(t—9) € RP is the
delayed control input. The delay ¢ is unknown and belongs
to the interval I5. The state x(¢) is supposed to be available
at time ¢. Under the hypothesis that the pair (A, B) is
controllable, we consider the problem of constructing a
stabilizing control law with a delay dependent gain matrix,
similarly to Cacace et al. (2014). In the present paper,
since the delay is unknown, we suppose to have an estimate
4(t). Therefore, we consider a feedback control law with
the following form:

u(t) = —K(0(t))x(t) (2)
where K (5(t)) € RP*™. We assume that the control law (2)

starts operating at time ¢ = —J. Therefore, the closed-loop

system has the form of a state time-delay system:
i(t) = Ax(t) — BK(6(t — 6))z(t —4), t>0
a(t) =¢(t), te[=4,0].

where ¢ € C§ is the so called preshape function.

(3)

The objective of this paper is to design a feedback control
law with the form in (2) coupled with a time-delay identi-
fier, which computes the estimate S(t), in order to ensure
the exponential stability of the system state.

The following definition, introduced in Cacace et al. (2014)
and Fridman (2014), will be useful in the sequel.

Definition 1. (Exponential stability). For a given real num-
ber o > 0, system (3) is said to be a-exp stable if there
exist v > 0 such that

eIl < ™ |¢llos, VE=0, VoECF.  (4)
System (3) is exponentially stable if there exists a real
number « > 0 such that (4) holds true.

3. THE FEEDBACK LAW

We propose the following delay dependent control law:

u(t) = —K(5(t)z(t), with K(4(t)) = KeM®  (5)
where A = A — BK, with K € RP*" is such that A
is Hurwitz with arbitrarily assigned eigenvalues (possible
in virtue of the controllability of the pair (A, B)). The
feedback control law (5) has the same form proposed in
Cacace et al. (2014), where the time-delay ¢ is known. We
report in the next Lemma a key result of Cacace et al.
(2014) (Theorem 1) useful to the present paper.

Lemma 1. Consider system (1) with the control law (5).

Assume that §(£) = 6 < § for all t > —4. If there exists a
real number o > 0 such that

5o
/ |Ke M Blletdt < 1, (6)
0

then, the closed loop system (3) is a-exp stable, with
a > o

Lemma 1 states that, when condition (6) holds true, if
the delay identification error e(t) = § — &(¢) is null, i.e.
S(t) = 4, the controlled system is exponentially stable
with rate & > 0. In the present paper, we are interested
in studying what happens when the delay estimate 5(1%)
is computed by a properly designed delay identifier. The
following theorems give the conditions on the delay iden-
tification error to keep the exponential stability of the
controlled system.

Theorem 2. Consider system (1) with the control law (5).
Assume that condition (6) is satisfied for a positive real
a. If |e(t)] is uniformly bounded for all ¢ > —¢ and
lims—, 4 oo €(t) = 0, then system (3) is exponentially stable.

Theorem 3. Consider system (1) with the control law (5).
Assume that condition (6) is satisfied for a positive real «
and that |e(t)| is uniformly bounded for all ¢ > —4. Then,
there exists € > 0 such that, if for some t* > 0 |e(t)| < €,
Vit > t*, then system (3) is exponentially stable.

The proofs to these theorems are given in Section 5. The-
orem 2 is the first main result of the paper. It states that,
once designed a feedback control law able to make expo-
nentially stable the system when the delay identification
error is zero, it is possible to keep the exponential stability
if the delay identification converges to zero.

Theorem 3 says that it is possible to keep the exponential
stability of the system even if the delay identifier is only
able to definitively drive the identification error into a
sufficiently small interval around zero.

4. THE DELAY IDENTIFIER

As discussed in last section, in order to obtain the expo-
nential stability of system (1) by using the control law (5),

we need a delay identifier able to drive the estimate 6(t)
toward the real value §. To this aim, it is required that
the delay is identifiable from the state measurements. It
is important to stress that the system dynamics depends
on the time-delay since the control input is delayed. As
a consequence, the delay identifiability also depends on
the control law and we therefore provide a definition with
reference to the closed-loop system (3).

Definition 2. The delay ¢ in the closed-loop system (3)
is identifiable from the state if, for any non-zero initial
condition, it is not possible to have two delays d; and o,
01 # 02, such that z1(t) = x2(t) for all ¢ > 0, where z1(¢)
and x2(t) are the state vector trajectories associated to d;
and Jq, respectively.

The delay identifiability assumption can be tested off-line
by analytic means or by simulations using copies of the
system with distinct delays.

The delay identifier that we propose is a piecewise constant
function, i.e. §(¢) is constant in time intervals of uniform

length A > §. Let ty, = =0 + kA, k=0,1,2,... so that
[—9,00) is partitioned into the intervals [tg,tx+1). Given

an initial estimate 50 € I; at t = —0 = 1o, the piece-wise
constant delay estimate 0(¢) is defined as

2 di—1(tr), t € [te tht1), k>0,
o(t) =< =
( ) {50, te [to,tl),

(7)

where di(t) are temporary delay estimates, each one de-
fined in ¢ = [tg, tg+1] with the following dynamics:

. - 1 . T

dk (t) - mPI‘OJ[O’é] (Tk (t)Sk (t)) (8)
di(to) = bo for k =0,

dk(tk) = dkfl(tk) for k Z 1,

where:
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Fig. 1. Example of the delay identification dynamics.

e the standard projection operator is given by

0, di(t)=0and 7 <0

0, dg(t)=8and7>0 . (9)
7, otherwise

Projjo 5(7) =

e 1,3 > 0 are tuning parameters.
o 75(t) is the difference

ri(t) = 2(t) — & (1) (10)
between the system state and an observer &(t),
defined as & (t) = z(t) in [ty — 9,1t + J], and

Er(t) = A&(t) — BE (di(te))éu(t — di(1)),

in [ty + 0, tgs1]
e Si(t) is the sensitivity of £ (t) with respect to the
delay estimate dj(t), defined as

Sk(t) = 82;;(:)

and computed by integrating in [ty + 6, tpy1]
Sk(t) = ASk(t) — BK (di(tr))
(Sult = di() — &t — dn®))) . (13)

with initial condition Sy(t) = 0 in [t; — 6,t, + ). In
(13), &k (t—dg(t)) is computed at time ¢ by using (11).

(11)

: (12)
dk:dk(t)

Figure 1 illustrates the dynamics of the delay identifier.
Within each interval ¢, the temporary estimate dj, evolves
following (8). In particular, within the initial time interval
[tk, ti+ 0] it is constant and equal to the last value reached
by the preceding temporary estimate di_; (notice that
&k(t) = x(t) and therefore 7 (t) = 0 in this interval,
see (11)). Then, dj is driven by a differential equation
depending on the residual r; and the sensitivity Sg. The
temporary delay estimate reached at the end of the interval

is used to update the delay estimate §(¢) and to initialize
the following temporary estimate dj1.

As said in the notation description at the end of Section 1,
subscript p in f,,(t) denotes that a function f depends on
the function p. In (8)—(13), ri(t), &k (t) and S(t) depends
on the temporary estimates d(t). The notation rule should
be therefore applied to these quantities. However, in order
to improve the paper readability, in these cases, the
subscript dj has been substituted with a simple k.

We provide now a motivation to the piece-wise structure
of the proposed delay identifier. The idea is to reach the
real delay using an anti-gradient based approach. More
specifically, to direct the delay estimate along the opposite
direction of the gradient of the difference between the real
state x and the state {; of a copy of the system, generated

using the estimated delay B) , i.e. using an update equation

of the form § = —Vs(x — &;). As done for example in
Cacace et al. (2016), realizing this idea requires the com-
putation of a sensitivity vector S; = V{;. Unfortunately,
because of the use of the control law (5), which depends
on the estimated delay 5, the computation of S; needs
the knowledge of the real delay §, which is obviously not
available. This does not hold if the estimation delay used
in (5) is constant. Therefore, the problem has been solved
as proposed in (8)—(13), by partitioning the time into the
intervals /i, keeping constant the delay estimate § used
in the control law within each interval, applying the anti-
gradient based method to a temporary delay estimate dj,
and updating § at the end of each interval.

Next theorem provides a sufficient condition for the con-
vergence to zero of the delay identification error €(t).

Theorem 4. Assume that, for allk =0, 1,2, ..., there exist
a function Ty : [0, A — 0] — R4 of class K and two positive
constants 7, 8 such that

[ ST (1)S(r)
tets 1+ BlISk(T)]]
for all t € [ty + §,tpy1] and for any dy € C(fy; I5) such
that |6 — di(t)] < |0 — di(t)]. Then, the delay estimate

o(t) provided by (7)—(13) is such that e(t) converges
asymptotically to zero.

dr = Te(t — ty, — 9), (14)

The proof is given in Section 5.

Remark 5. The main assumption (14) in Theorem 4 is a
technical hypothesis to guarantee the convergence to zero
of €(t). However, it is easy to see that if ||Sk(t)| is a non-
zero function, then (14) is satisfied locally with respect
to the delay (i.e. when |6 — di(t)| is sufficiently small).
Indeed, since the function dj, is supposed to be such that
[0 — di(t)] < |0 — di(t)], the temporary estimate dy(t)
can be sufficiently close to the real delay § to make itself
sufficiently close to dj and obtain that ||Sk(¢)|| > 0 implies
Sdi (t)Sk(t) > 0. Therefore, even if condition (14) cannot

be verified a priori, we can check on line if it is satisfied
locally with respect to the delay by verifying if ||Sk(t)]| is
different from zero (see the examples in Section 6).

Next Corollary summarizes the main results this paper by
providing the sufficient conditions to obtain the exponen-
tial stability of the considered delay system.

Corollary 6. Consider system (1) with the control law (5)

and the delay estimate 6(t), provided by (7)—(13). Assume
that the hypothesis of Theorem 4 holds true and condition
(6) is satisfied for a positive real «. Then, system (1) is
exponentially stable.

The proof is given in Section 5.

5. PROOFS

In order to prove Theorem 2 and Theorem 3, we repre-
sent system (3) with an infinite dimensional state space
representation, which is often used for managing delay
systems (e.g. Germani et al. (2000); Cacace et al. (2015)).
The next subsection introduces this representation. Then,
Subsection 5.2 provides the proofs of Theorem 2 and The-
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orem 3, Subsection 5.3 provides the proof of Theorem 4
and, finally, Corollary 6 is proved in Subsection 5.4.

5.1 Infinite dimensional representation of system (3)

Using the control law (5) and recalling that A = A — BK,
system (3) assumes the form

i(t) = Az(t) — BReMEy(t — §). (15)
Considering that e(t) = d — 4(t), here supposed to be given
for t > —0, (15) becomes, for ¢t > 0,

i(t) = Az(t) — BKe™x(t — 0)
+ BKe™ (I, — e 2=z (t — 6). (16)
Notice that the last term is null when e(t — §) is equal to
zero. Therefore, first two terms coincide to the dynamics

of system (3) with &(¢) = & V¢ > —6.

System (16) can be rewritten in state-space form in the
Banach space M, defined as

X X9 € R™
[

endowed with the norm ||x|la. = /%ol + ||x1]l%

where x € M, is composed by xo € R™ and x; € C¥,

X
x:[ 0:|,
X1

and [[x1]lsc = supge|_s,0) 11 (0)]%.
In Ms, system (16) assumes the form
(1) = Aox(t) + Ay (D)x(2).

£>0 (17)

where

is composed by the current state z(t) and x; € W12,
which is the state trajectory into the interval [t — 4,1],
ie. xy : x¢(0) = xz(t+0) with 0 € [-6,0]. The initial

condition is
[<m}.

— M is defined as

x(0) = (18)
0)

The operator Ay : D(A
Axg — BKex;(—0)
g =)
a0

with domain D(Ay) = M. The collection of operators
Aq(t) : Moo — M is defined for ¢t > 0 as

Aq(t): Aq(2) [zo} = [BKeAls(In — e A UT)x, (=) 7
1 0
We can readily prove that for all ¢ > 0,
|AL(®)lar < [BEeY (I, — e )| = F(1). (19)
Indeed, since for any x € M, ||xol|* < ||x||3,_, we obtain:

A1 (t)x]3,
Alt 2 — - 2’ Moo
1Ol = 32 T,
g IBREM (I — e ()2
XEMoo ||X||?woo
oo AS _ —Ae(t—8)Y|2 _ )12
< swp |[BKe™(In — e i E = (=9)||
XEMoo ||X||M,,o
< HBK—eAzS(In _ e—Ae(t—é))”2'

Notice that if e(t — ) = 0, then A;(t) = 0. Moreover,
if |e(t)| is uniformly bounded, then F(¢) is uniformly
bounded and A(t) is a bounded operator. Under this
hypothesis, the differential equation (17), with initial con-
dition (18), admits the mild solution

x(t) = ®(t)x(0) + /0 ®(t —1)A1(7)x(7)dT (20)

where, for 0 < ¢t < ty (ty < o0), ®(t) is a linear
bounded operator on M, into itself, strongly continuous
int € [0, ¢y], and such that ®(t) = ®(t—0)®(0), t > 0 > 0,
and ®(0) is equal to the identity operator in My, (Pazy,
1983).

We also define the operator ITY : My, — R™ as IIY x = x,
which simply extracts the first component of the state

€ M, and we introduce the useful property stated
by the following Lemma.

Lemma 7. Consider system (17) with the initial condition
(18). Suppose €(t) = 0 for all ¢ > —4, i.e. Ay(t) =0
for all ¢ > 0. If there exist 7, > 0 such that, for all
t >0, |[I0x(#)] < ve @] 00, with ¢(0) = TI0x(0) for
all € [—4,0], then there exists I', > 0 such that, for all
t>0, @), <Toe

Proof. By the definition of My, we have that x:(0) =

z(t + 0) = Ox(¢t + ). Since A1(t) = 0, from (20) it
follows that, for all ¢ > 0, x(t) = ®(¢)x(0) and therefore:
®(t)x(0)|)2
l2®)r.. = it
x(eMw  1x(0)[I3,
[[x(t )H?w
x(0)E Moo [[x(0 )H?w
_ [T x()1* + supge| s o) [T x(t + 0)]1?
x(0)€ Moo [[x(0 )HM
< 72 (720 + supye_g 22 |91
>~ sup
x(0)EMo HX(O)H?WOO
72 (e—2at 4 e—2a(t—6)) H(b”go
= sup 5
x(0)€ Mo %0132
ad) ,—2a
< sup V2 (1+e*)e Z 1x0)3,. 2t
%x(0)E Moo ”X(O)”]Woo
with
Lo =/72(1 4 e29). (21)

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3

Even if similar, for clarity of presentation, Theorem 2 and
Theorem 3 are given as two different results. Anyway,
Theorem 2 actually is a corollary of Theorem 3 since, if
lims—, 1 oo €(t) = 0, the delay identification error e(t) will
surely definitely enter into an arbitrarily small interval
around zero. By Theorem 3 this means that the controlled
system is exponentially stable. Therefore, in order to prove
both the theorems, we need now to only prove Theorem 3.

Proof. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3, Lemma 1
implies that the delay system (15), with §(f) = ¢ is
a-exp stable. The state of this system coincides with
the component II9x(¢) of the state of system (17), with
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A1 (t) = 0. This implies that the hypotheses of Lemma 7
are satisfied. Therefore, we have that, for all ¢ > 0,
|1®(t)]|ar., < Toe " with T, as in (21). Taking into
account such an inequality and the bound for ||A1(t)|| .,
n (19), from the mild solution (20), we obtain

()
1®()x(0)]ar. + / 18t — 1) A (1)x(7) s dr
1%(6)]| v [%(0)]| v

+ /O 1@t = 1)l arec [| A1 (7) | arc [13(T) [ 11, dT

IN

IN

t
< Toe™x(0)] are + / T e DR (1) |x(7) | ar dr.
0

from which, by using the the integral Bellman-Gronwall
inequality, it follows that

IOl < TalxO) v exp ([ TaF()ir —at).

(22)
Let us observe now that F(t) is a function of €(¢) as defined
n (19). Since, by hypothesis, €(¢) is uniformly bounded it
results that F(¢) is bounded too. Moreover, by continuity,
there exists a positive real € such that, if for some t* > 0
le(t)] < & Vt > t*, then TWF(t) < a — &, V¢ > t*, with
0 < & < a. Thus, from (22) follows that

X013 < Tallx(0)|[aze™ e, (23)

where T* = fot ' F(7)dr is positive and bounded. The
proof is concluded by finally noticing that |z(t)| <
||x(t)||a.. for all ¢ > 0.

5.8 Proof of Theorem 4

Proof. Let us define for ¢ € ¢} the temporary identifica-
tion error e (t) as €x(t) = 0 —dg(t). From (11) follows that,
forallt > 0,&(t) = x(t) (£s(t) is the version of & (¢) with
di(t) = ¢ for all t and k). Therefore, the residual ry(¢) can
be rewritten as r(t) = &(t) — &k(t). By the mean value
theorem, we can thus write

é 9 é

di(t)
= ex(t)S;, (1)

where dy(t) is a proper function is C(fy;I5) such that
|0 — di(t)] < |6 — di(t)]. From (24) and (8), omitting the
saturations at 0 and J, we obtain that

(1) ALY (8), ¢ €[te+ 8 tsd]
€k = T e /nCk ) € |tk y Uk )
n+BISOI o

ek(t) = ek(tk), te [tk,tk + (5],
which admits the solution, for ¢ € [ty + 6, tri1],

t ST (1)Sk(r
ex(t) = exp (-/t AR )|d7'> ex(tk)
_ e—ﬂc(t—tk—g)ek(tk),

w5 1+ BlISk(T)
from which follows that )
Ek(tk-i—l) = e_Tk(A_(S)Ek(tk) = Q€L (tk) (25)

Under the theorem hypothesis oy = e~ Te(A=0) < 1 for
all k = 0,1,2,.... Therefore, from (25) it follows that

Su(t)dp (24)
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limg o0 €x(tg+1) = 0. This proves that e(t) converges
asymptotically to zero since by (7) we have lim;_, ;o €(t) =
limy o0 € (tht1)-

5.4 Proof of Corollary 6

Proof. Because of the use of the projection operator (9)
and recalling that 6 < ¢, we have that |e(t)] < ¢ for all
t > —0, i.e. it is uniformly bounded. Moreover, Theorem 4
implies that limg_,o €x(tx+1) = 0. This means that all the
hypotheses of Theorem 2 are satisfied and thus system (1)
with the control law (5) is exponentially stable.

6. EXAMPLE
Let us consider the double oscillator system with input

delay presented in Cacace et al. (2014) and Yoon and Lin
(2013), which has the state space matrices

»p 1000 0
00 w0 0 0
A=[0-w0 1 0|, B=|0 (26)
0000 w 0
00 0-w0 1

For p = 0.1 and w = 1, 0(A) = {0.1, £j}. The delay
bound is supposed to be 6 = 4 . Once o(A4) is set, it is
possible to compute the maximal delay 0.5 such that, if
4 is known and lower than dmax, system (1), controlled by
(5) is exponentially stable, i.e. condition (6) in Lemma 1
is satisfied for some o > 0 (see Cacace et al. (2014) for
details). By setting o(A) = {-0.1, —0.1 & j} we have,
for system (26), Omax = 5.54 s. Since 6 = 4 < Omax,
the hypotheses of Theorems 2 and 3 are satisfied. Con-
sequently, we can obtain the exponential stability of the
controlled system by identifying the delay 0 using the
identifier presented in Section 4.

We consider two cases, both with the true delay value
§ = 1.5 s: one with the initial delay estimate dy = 0 s (case
1) and one with §y = 4 s (case 2). By keeping §(t) = dg
for all t > —4, the closed-loop system is unstable in both
the cases. Figures 2 and 3 illustrate the obtained results.
Figure 2 clearly shows that the closed-loop system is
asymptotically stable in both the cases. The state variables
converge to zero in about 60 s, when 50 = 0 s, and in
about 80 s, when dy = 4 s. Figure 3-(left) depicts the

delay estimate, which starts from b0 = 0 s and increases
monotonically toward the actual delay 6 = 1.5 s, stopping
at about 1.2 after 60 s. We are therefore in the situation
of Theorem 3, since the delay identifier does not converge
to the real delay but reduces the delay identification error
enough for getting the exponential stability of the closed-
loop system.

Figure 3 also shows the index pj defined as the ratio
between the maxima of the residuals and sensitivities
norms ||ri(t)]| and ||Sk(¢)||, computed over the intervals

L. When 69 = 0 s (case 1), these two quantities both
tend to zero because of the convergence of the system
state. However, since pj, converges to a non-zero constant,
they have the same decay order. This means that quan-
tities ||Sk(¢)|| are strictly positive. Thus, coherently with
Remark 5, condition (14) is locally satisfied for a time
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Fig. 2. State and control time evolutions with b = 0s
(left) and 09 =4 s (right), A=5sand n == 2.

Case 1 Case 2
2 4
—d0
—a(t)
1 _cik(t) 2 —
—a(t)
_4
0 0
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Time [s] Time [s]
10 10
<500\ < 5
0 0 tot

totototototototototot tot

o 2% Y% s Yo Y12 '1a Y6 118 20 4ot tg b bty tg tig t

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Fig. 3. Delay estimate 6(¢) (top) and ratio
pi = |rillo/lISkllec (bottom), with & = 0 s
(left) and 09 =4 s (right), A=5sandn=p5=2.

interval sufficiently large to allow the delay identifier to
reduce the delay identification error enough for getting the
exponential stability of the closed-loop system.

In Figure 3-(right) we see that, starting from dy = 4 s
(case 2), the delay identifier converges to the true value.
In this case, the ratio p; converges to zero, meaning that
|Sk(t)|| are always strictly positive. Thus, coherently with
Remark 5, condition (14) is locally satisfied allowing the
delay identifier to correctly estimate the real delay §.

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have proposed a finite-dimensional state
feedback able to guarantee the exponential stability of
a linear system affected by an unknown constant input
delay. The control law uses a delay estimate computed by
a delay identifier. We have proved that the convergence of
the system state can be obtained when the delay identifier
converges to the true value or, more generally, to a neigh-
borhood of it. We also provided a sufficient condition for
the convergence or the delay identification error. Further
studies are needed to investigate the relationship among
the control law, the delay identifiability and the conditions
for the convergence of the delay estimate, in order to be
able to guarantee a priori the effectiveness of the control.
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