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ABSTRACT: In this paper we introduce new class of system, so called singularly impulsive or generalized impulsive
dynamical systems with time delay. Dynamics of this system is characterized by the set of differential and difference
equations with time delay, and algebraic equations. They represent the class of hybrid systems, where algebraic equations
represent constraints that differential and difference equations with time delay need to satisfy. In this paper we present
model, assumptions on the model, and two classes of singularly impulsive dynamical systems with delay - time dependent
and state dependent. Further, we present Lyapunov - Krasovskii stability results for the class of singularly impulsive
dynamical systems with time delay.

1 INTRODUCTION

Modern complex engineering systems as well as biological and physiological systems typically possess a multi-echelon
hierarchical hybrid architecture characterized by continuous-time dynamics at the lower levels of hierarchy and discrete-
time dynamics at the higher levels of the hierarchy. Hence, it is not surprising that hybrid systems have been the subject
of intensive research over the past recent years (see Branicky et al. (1998), Ye et al. (1998 b), Haddad, Chellaboina
and Kablar (2001a-b)). Such systems include dynamical switching systems Branicky (1998), Leonessa et al. (2000),
nonsmooth impact and constrained mechanical systems, Back et al. (1993), Brogliato (1996), Brogliato et al. (1997),
biological systems Lakshmikantham et al. (1989), demographic systems Liu (1994), sampled-data systems Hagiwara and
Araki (1988), discrete-event systems Passino et al. (1994), intelligent vehicle/highway systems Lygeros et al. (1998) and
flight control systems, etc. The mathematical descriptions of many of these systems can be characterized by impulsive
differential equations, Simeonov and Bainov (1985), Liu (1988), Lakshmikantham et al. (1989, 1994), Bainov and
Simeonov (1989, 1995), Kulev and Bainov (1989), Lakshmikantham and Liu (1989), Hu et al. (1989), Samoilenko and
Perestyuk (1995), Haddad, Chellaboina and Kablar (2001a-b). Impulsive dynamical systems can be viewed as a subclass
of hybrid systems.

Motivated by the results on impulsive dynamical systems presented in Haddad, Chellaboina, and Kablar (2001, 2005),
the authors previous work on singular or generalized systems, and results on singularly impulsive dynamical systems
published in Kablar(2003, 2010) we presented new class of singularly impulsive or generalized impulsive dynamical
systems with time delay. It presents novel class of hybrid systems and generalization of impulsive dynamical systems to
incorporate singular nature of the systems and time delays. Extensive applications of this class of systems can be found
in contact problems and in hybrid systems.

We present mathematical model of the singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay. We show how it
can be viewed as general systems from which impulsive dynamical systems with time delay, singular continuous-time
systems with time delay and singular dicrete-time systems with time delay, as well as without time delay, follow. Then we
present Assumptions needed for the model and the division of this class of systems to time-dependent and state-dependent
singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay with respect to the resetting set.

In this paper for the class of nonlinear singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay we develop Lyapunov
- Krasovskii and Razumikhin stability results. Results are further specialized to linear case. Note that for addressing the
stability of the zero solution of a singularly impulsive dynamical system the usual stability definitions are valid. Finally,
we draw some conclusions and define future work.

At first, we establish definitions and notations. Let R denote the set of real numbers, let R™ denote the set of n x 1
real column vectors, let A/ denote the set of nonnegative integers, and let I,, or I denote the n x n identity matrix.
Furthermore, let S, S, S denote the boundary, the interior, and a closure of the subset S C R", respectively. Finally, let
C° denote the set of continuous functions and C* denote the set of functions with  continuous derivatives.

2 MATHEMATICAL MODEL OF SINGULARLY IMPULSIVE DYNAMICAL
SYSTEMS WITH TIME DELAY

A singularly impulsive dynamical system with delay consists of three elements:

1. A possibly singular continuous-time dynamical equation with time delay, which governs the motion of the system
between resetting events;
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2. A possibly singular difference equation with time delay, which governs the way the states are instantaneously changed
when a resetting occurs; and

3. A criterion for determining when the states of the system are to be reset.

Mathematical model of these systems is described with

Eei(t) = feo(z(t, 7)) +Ge(2(t, 7))uc(t)
(t,z(t,7), uc(t)) €S, 2.1
EqAx(t) = fa(z(t, 7))+ Galz(t, 7))ua(t),
(t,x(t, 7),uc(t)) €S, (2.2)
Ye(t) = he(x(t, 7))+ Je(z(t, 7))uc(t),
(t,2(t, 7), uc(t)) €S, (2.3)
Ya(t) = ha(z(t, 7)+Ja(z(t, 7))ua(t),
(t,z(t, 7),uc(t)) €S, 2.4

where t > 0, 7 > 0, z(0) = =zo, z(t,7) € D C R™ x N, D is an open set with 0 € D, uc € U. C R™c,
ua(ty) € Us C R™4, t;, denotes k™ instant of time at which (¢, z(t, 7), uc(t)) intersects S for a particular trajectory
x(t,7) and input uc(t), ye(t) € Rl ya(ty) € R4, fo : D — R™ is Lipschitz continuous and satisfies f.(0) = 0,
Ge : D = X X >¢, fa : D — R” is continuous and satisfies fq(0) = 0, Gq : D — R**™d hy : D — R
and satisfies he(0) = 0, Jo : D — Rl*™e hy : D — RY and satisfies ha(0) = 0, Jg : D — RlX™d and
S C [0,00) x R™ x U, is the resetting set. Here, as in Haddad, Chellaboina, and Kablar (2001a) we assume that uc(+)
and uq(+) are restricted to the class of admissible inputs consisting of measurable functions (uc(t), ua(t)) € Ue X Uq for
allt > 0and k € /\/[O,t) = k: 0 <ty < t, where the constraint set U X Uq is given with (0,0) € U x Ug. We refer
to the differential equation (2.1) as the continuous-time dynamics with time delay, and we refer to the difference equation
(2.2) as the resetting law.

Matrices E., E4 may be singular matrices. In case E. = I, Eq = I, and 7 = 0 (2.1)—~(2.4) represent standard im-
pulsive dynamical systems described in Haddad, Chellaboina, and Kablar (2001a), and Haddad, Kablar, and Chellaboina
(2000, 2005), where stability, dissipativity, feedback interconnections, optimality, robustness, and disturbance rejection
has been analyzed. In absence of discrete dynamics they specialize to singular continuous-time systems, with further spe-
cialization E. = I to standard continuous-time systems. If only discrete dynamics is present they specialize to singular
discrete-time systems, with further specialization E£q = I to standard discrete-time systems.

Incase E. = I, Eq = I, and 7 # 0, (2.1)—(2.4) represent standard impulsive dynamical systems with time delay. In
absence of discrete dynamics they specialize to singular continuous-time systems with time delay, with further special-
ization E. = I to standard continuous-time systems with time delay. If only discrete dynamics is present they specialize
to singular discrete-time systems with time delay, with further specialization Eq = I to standard discrete-time systems
with time delay.

Therefore, theory of the singularly impulsive or generalized impulsive dynamical systems with time delay once devel-
oped, can be viewed as a generalization of the singular and impulsive dynamical system with time delay theory, unifying
them into more general new system theory.

In what follows is given basic setting and division of this class of systems with respect to the definition of the resetting
sets, accompanied with adequate assumptions needed for the model.

We make the following additional assumptions:

Al. (0,0, uc0) € S, where £(0) = o and uc(0) = uco, that is, the initial condition is not in S.

A2.Tf (t, x(t, 7), uc(t)) € S\S then there exists ¢ > 0 such that, forall 0 < § < ¢, s(t+8;¢, z(t,7), uc(t+6)) € S.

A3, If (ti, z(tr), uc(tr)) € 8S NS then there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for all 0 < § < e and uaq(tx) € Ua,
s(te + 8 tk, Eax(tr) + fa(x(tk)) + Ga(z(te))ua(te), ue(tr +0)) € S.

A4. We assume consistent initial conditions (and prior and after every resetting).

Assumption Al ensures that the initial condition for the resetting differential equation (2.1), (2.2) is not a point of
discontinuity, and this assumption is made for convenience. If (0,z0,uc0) € S, then the system initially resets to
Eaxd = Eaxo + fa(xo) + Ga(xo)ua(0) which serves as the initial condition for the continuous dynamics (2.1). It
follows from A3 that the trajectory then leaves S. We assume in A2 that if a trajectory reaches the closure of S at a point
that does not belong to S, then the trajectory must be directed away from S, that is, a trajectory cannot enter S through a
point that belongs to the closure of S but not to S. Finally, A3 ensures that when a trajectory intersects the resetting set
S, it instantaneously exits S, see Figure 1. We make the following remarks.

Figure 1. Resetting Set.

Remark 2.1. It follows from A3 that resetting removes the pair (ti, Tr, uc(tx)) from the resetting set S. Thus, imme-
diately after resetting occurs, the continuous-time dynamics (2.1), and not the resetting law (2.2), becomes the active
element of the singularly impulsive dynamical system.

Remark 2.2. It follows from Al1-A3 that no trajectory can intersect the interior of S. According to Al, the trajectory x(t)
begins outside the set S. Furthermore, it follows from A2 that a trajectory can only reach S through a point belonging
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to both S and its boundary. Finally, from A3, it follows that if a trajectory reaches a point S that is on the boundary
of S, then the trajectory is instantaneously removed from S. Since a continuous trajectory starting outside of S and
intersecting the interior of S must first intersect the boundary of S, it follows that no trajectory can reach the interior of

S.

Remark 2.3. It follows from AI-A3 and Remark 1.2 that S U S is closed and hence the resetting times ty, are well
defined and distinct.

Remark 2.4. Since the resetting times are well defined and distinct, and since the solutions to (2.1) exist and are unique,
it follows that the solutions of the singularly impulsive dynamical system (2.1), (2.2) also exist and are unique over a
forward time interval.

In Haddad, Chellaboina and Kablar (2001a), the resetting set S is defined in terms of a countable number of functions
ni : R™ — (0, 00), and is given by

S = Up{(ni(z), z, uc(ni(z)) : z € R"}. (2.5)

The analysis of singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay and with a resetting set of the form (2.5) can
be quite involved. In particular, such systems exhibit Zenoness, beating, as well as confluence phenomena wherein
solutions exhibit infinitely many transitions in a finite times, and coincide after a given point of time, Haddad, Chellaboina
and Kablar (2001a). In this paper we assume that existence and uniqueness properties of a given singularly impulsive
dynamical system with time delay are satisfied in forward time. Furthermore, since singularly impulsive dynamical
systems of the form (2.1)-(2.4) involve impulses at variable times they are time-varying systems.

Here we will consider singularly impulsive dynamical systems involving two distinct forms of the resetting set S. In
the first case, the resetting set is defined by a prescribed sequence of times which are independent of state . These
equations are thus called time-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay. In the second case,
the resetting set is defined by a region in the state space that is independent of time. These equations are called state-
dependent singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay.

2.1 Time-Dependent Singularly Impulsive Dynamical Systems with Time Delay
Time-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay can be written as (2.1)—(2.4) with S defined as
S=nxR"xU,, (2.6)
where
n =ty ta,... 2.7)

and 0 < t; < t2 < ... are prescribed resetting times. When an infinite number of resetting times are used and ¢, — oo
as k — oo, then S is closed. Now (2.1)—(2.4) can be rewritten in the form of the time-dependent singularly impulsive
dynamical system with time delay

Eoi(t) = fe(z(t, 7)) + Ge(z(t, 7))uc(t), t # tx, (2.8)
EaAx(t) = fa(z(t, )+ Galz(t, 7))ua(t), t = tx, 2.9
Ye(t) = he(z(t, 7)) + Je(x(t, 7))uc(t), t # tr, (2.10)
ya(t) = ha(z(t, 7)) + Ja(z(t, 7))ua(t), t = t. (2.11)

Since 0 ¢ 7 and tx < tg41, 7 > 0, it follows that the assumptions A1-A3 are satisfied. Since time-dependent
singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay involve impulses at a fixed sequence of times, they are time-
varying systems.

Remark 2.5. Standard continuous-time and discrete-time dynamical systems as well as sampled-data systems can be
treated as special cases of singularly impulsive dynamical systems. For details see [1].

Remark 2.6. The time-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical system with time delay (2.8)—(2.11), with E. = I and
Eq = I includes as a special case the impulsive control problem addressed in the literature wherein at least one of the
state variables of the continuous-time plant can be changed instantaneously to any given value given by an impulsive
control at a set of control instants T, Haddad, Chellaboina and Kablar (2001a).

2.2 State-Dependent Singularly Impulsive Dynamical Systems with Time Delay

State-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay can be written as (2.1)-(2.4) with S defined as

S =[0,00) x Z, (2.12)
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where Z = Z, x Uc and Z, C R™. Therefore, (2.1)—(2.4) can be rewritten in the form of the state-dependent singularly
impulsive dynamical system with time delay

Ecx(t) = fo(z(t, 7)) +Ge(x(t, 7))uc(t),
(z(t, 1), uc(t) € Z,

2.13)
EqAzx(t) = fa(z(t, 7))+ Galz(t, 7))ua(t),
(x(t, ), uc(t)) € Z,
(2.14)
Ye(t) = he(x(t, 7))+ Je(z(t, 7))uc(t),
(z(t, 1), uc(t) € Z,
2.15)
Ya(t) = ha(z(t, 7))+ Ja(z(t, 7))ua(t),
(z(t, 1), uc(t)) € Z.
(2.16)
2.17)

We assume that (zo, uco) € Z, 7 > 0, (0,0) ¢ Z, and that the resetting action removes the pair (z, u.) from the set Z;
that is, if (z,uc) € Z then (Eax + fa(x) + Ga(x)ua, uc) € Z, ua € Uq. In addition, we assume that if at time ¢ the
trajectory (x(t, 7), uc(t)) € Z\ Z, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for 0 < § < ¢, (z(t + 7 + 8), uc(t +9)) € 2.

These assumptions represent the specialization of A1-A3 for the particular resetting set (2.12). It follows from these
assumptions that for a particular initial condition, the resetting times 7x(zo) are distinct and well defined. Since the
resetting set Z is a subset of the state space and is independent of time, state-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical
systems with time delay are time-invariant systems. Finally, in the case where S = [0, 00) X R™ X Z,,, where Z,, C U
we refer to (2.13)—(2.16) as an input-dependent singularly impulsive dynamical system with time delay. Both these cases
represent a generalization to the impulsive control problem considered in the literature.

3 STABILITY OF SINGULARLY IMPULSIVE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS WITH
TIME DELAY: LYAPUNOV - KRASOVSKII STABILITY

We consider linear singular time-invariant systems with single delay

Eci(t) = Acx(t) + Acrz(t — 1),

(t,z(t,7)) & Z, (3.18)
Eaz(k+1) = Aaz(k) + Aarz(k — 1),
(t,z(t, 1)) € Z, (3.19)

where x € R", Ac, Aq, Ac1, Aa1 are given n X n real matrices, and E., E4 may be singular matrices. The usual initial
condition is in the form of

zo(t) = ¢(1), (t,z(t, 7)) &€ Z, (3.20)
fort, k € [—T,0], where ¢ is a continuous function.

We will use Lyapunov-Krasovskii Stability Theorem to discuss the stability of the system. We will restrict ourselves
to using Lyapunov-Krasovski functional, and aim at arriving at stability criteria that can be written in the form of Linear
Matrix Inequalities (LMI) or a closely related form. Efficient numerical methods are available to solve LMI’s.

We can state a restricted version of Lyapunov-Krasovskii Stability Theorem developed for the class of singularly
impulsive dynamical systems.

Proposition 3.1. A singularly impulsive dynamical system with time-delay system is asymptotically stable if there exists
a bounded quadratic Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional V () such that for some € > 0, it satisfies Lyapunov-Krasovskii
functional condition

V((t) > el Ep(O)I*,  (ta(t,7) & 2, 3.21)
V(¢(k)) > ellEap(O)]*,  (tz(t,7)) € 2, (3.22)
and its derivative along the system trajectory,
V(6(1) = V(@(t)lar=s0), (t2(t,7)) € Z, (3.23)
AV(g(k)) = AV (z(k))la)=o k), (t,2(t,7)) € Z, (3.24)
satisfies Lyapunov-Krasovskii derivative condition
V(z(t) < el EsO)*,  (t,2(t,7)) & 2, (3.25)

6V (2(k)) < —e||Bad(ko)||?, (t,z(t, 7)) € Z, (3.26)
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4 DELAY-INDEPENDENT STABILITY CRITERIA BASED ON
LYAPUNOV-KRASOVSKII STABILITY THEOREM

In this section, we will discuss the stability of the same system (3.18)-(3.19) using some simple Lyapunov-Krasovskii
functional method. The results parallel those obtained by Razumikhin Theorem.

4.1 Systems with single delay

Consider again the system (3.18)-(3.19). Probably the simplest stability criterion van be obtained by using the following
Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional

V(zt)) = 2" () EF PE.a(t) + /t i 27 (€)Scx(€)dE,
(t,x(t, 7)) & Z, 4.27)

T

V(a(k)) = 2" (t)Eq PEaz(k) + Y _ " (€)Saz(£),

t—T1

(t,z(t,7) e 2 (4.28)

where the matrices P and S., Sq are symmetric and positive definite.
It can be easily calculated that the derivative of V' along the system trajectory is

Vizt) =[2"(t) «"(t—71)]
ATPE,+ ETPA.+S. ETP

A x(t)
A;I‘PCEC —SC j||:37(t—7') j|7
(4.29)
and
AV (x(k) =[ « (k) aT(k—7)])
[ AYPAy — ETPEq + Sq ATPAy ] [ x(t) })
ATPA4 —Sa+ AaPAq Il 2(t—7) 17
(4.30)
or we can write x as ¢ to obtain
Vi) = ( 67 ¢7(-7)
( AlPE.+ E'PA.+S. E!PAq ) ( () )
ATPE, -8, o(—7) )
(4.31)
and
Viek) =[ ¢"(t) ¢"(-7) ]
[ AYPAy — ETPE4+ Sq AYPAq } [ #(t) b
ATPA, —Sq+ AYPAy 1L ¢(—7) 1
(4.32)

It is clear that V (z) < —e||Ecxz(t)]|?, and AV (k) < —e||Eqz(k)||? for some sufficiently small € > 0 if the matrix in

the expression above is negative definite. Thus we can conclude the following.

Proposition 4.1. System (3.18)-(3.19) is asymptotically stable if there exist real symmetric matrices
E'PE:. >0 (4.33)
EiPE4 >0 (4.34)
and S¢, Sa such that

ATPE. + ETPA.+S EIPAq
( ATPE, s ) <0 (4.35)
( AYPAy — ETPEq + Sq ATPAy ) <0
AT PAy —Sa+ AgPAq
(4.36)

are satisfied.
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Proof. Use Proposition 4.1, and choose Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional 4.27-4.28. Notice that 4.35-4.36 implies

Sc >0, 4.37)
Saq >0, (4.38)
which together with 4.33—4.34 implies

V(9) = €l Ep(0)|I*, (4.39)
V(¢) = el Eag(0)], (4.40)

for some sufficiently small e > 0. The Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional condition is satisfied. Also, (??) implies that
V(9) > el E¢(0)], (4.41)
AV(9) = €| Eag(0)]|* 442)

in view of 4.31-4.32 , and the Lyapunov-Krasovskii derivative condition is also satisfied. Therefore, the system is
asymptotically stable according to Proposition 4.1. O

It is interesting to compare the stability criterion in Proposition 4.1 obtained using the Lyapunov-Krasovskii Stability
Theorem with the corresponding criterion in Proposition 4 of Kablar (2012), obtained using the Razumikhin Theorem.
It can be seen that the conditions in Proposition 4 can be obtained from those of Proposition 4.1 by introducing the
additional constraint

S. = aE. PE., (4.43)
Sa = aE¢ PE., (4.44)
4.2 Systems with distributed delay
Consider the system with distributed delays
0
Eei(t) = Aca(t) + / A (0)(t + 6)d6, (445)
0
Eai(k) = Aaz(k) + Y Aar(0)ax(k + 0)do, (4.46)

where Ac, Ag are given constant matrices and Ac1(0), Aq1(0) are continuous matrix valued function given for 0 €
[—7,0].
The Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional for the system can be chosen as

0 0
V($) = 6" (t)Pa(t) + [ [ /9 67 (€)Sc(0)6(¢)de]d,

(4.47)

0 0

V(g) = 6" (Po(t) + D [>_ 6" (€)Sa(0)e(€)],

—T 0
(4.48)
(4.49)

The derivative of V' (z) can be calculated as
V(e) = 6T(0)ETPA.+ ATPE. + / * 5.(0)d0]
0 —T
= 270 [ ETPA«©)0(0)
0

- / 67 (0)S.(0)6(0)d0, (4.50)

and

AV(¢) = ¢"(ko)[AiPAa— EiPEa+ Y Sa(6)df]

—T

0
= 2¢7(0)> AT PA4(0)(0)d0

— 67 (0)Sa(0)$(0)do, 51
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To facilitate further development, add and subtract a term involving the relaxation matrix function R (), R4 (0) in the
above, resulting in
0
V() = ¢T(0)[ESPAc+AIPE+ [ R(9)d6]6(0)

+/ (670) ¢7(60) )

-7

Sc(0)Re(0) EIPAa(0) \ [ ¢(0)
A AJ(O)PE.  —S.(0) ) ( »(6) ) (4.52)
and
AV(¢) = ng(ko)[AEPAd — EgPEd +ZRd(9)d9}¢(l€0)

0

+> (¢%(ko) ¢7(0))
( 5(0) = Ra(0) Ag PAa(0) )( (ko) )

AT(O)PAqs  —Sa(0) + ATPA4 #(0)
(4.53)
The derivative condition will be satisfied if the two matrices in the above are negative definite.
Proposition 4.2. The system described by (??) is asymptotically stable if there exists real symmetric matrix
EIPE.>0 (4.54)
ETPE;>0 (4.55)
(4.56)
and real symmetric matrix functions R¢(0), Ra(0) and Sc(0), Sa(6), such that
0
ElPA.+ Al PE. + / Ro(6)d8 <0 (4.57)
—tau
0
ATPAq— E{PEq+ Y Ra(0) <0 (4.58)
—tau
and
S(0) — R(0 EIPA(9)
( ANOPE.  —S(8) ) <0, oel-rol.
(4.59)
and
Sa(0) — Ra(0 ATPA4(9) _
( AT(0)PAs  —Sa(0) + ATPA ) <0, 6el-r0l.
(4.60)

Proof. Use Proposition 5.2 and Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional (4.47)—(4.48). Since (4.59)—(4.60) implies S.(6) >
0,54(0) > 0, it is clear that V(¢) > €||Ec¢(0)]|* and V(¢) > €||Eap(0)||* for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0, the
Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional condition (4.27)—(4.28) are satisfied. In expression (4.52)—(4.53), the second term is
always less then or equal the zero due to (4.59)—(4.60). Also (4.57)—(4.58) implies the existence of a sufficiently small
€ > 0 such that

0
ETPA. + ATPE. + / Ro(0)d6 < —eI, (4.61)

—tau

0

AJPAq— E{PEq+ Y Ra(0)d6 < —el, (4.62)

—tau
(4.63)
Therefore, V (¢) < —e||Ec(0)||%, 6V (¢) < —e||Ead(0)]|?, and the Lyapunov-Krasovskii derivative condition are also
satisfied. Therefore, the system is asymptotically stable according to Proposition 4.1. (]

We can show that the above stability criterion is delay-independent. Also, the corresponding result using the Razu-
mikhin Theorem (Proposition 4 of Kablar (2012) can be obtained from the above result by introducing additional con-
straint

S.(0) = a(9)E} PE., (4.64)
S4(0) = a(0)ES PEq, (4.65)
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S DELAY-DEPENDENT STABILITY CRITERIA BASED ON
LYAPUNOV-KRASOVSKII STABILITY THEOREM

Simple delay-dependent stability criterion can also be derived with the Lyapunov-Krasovskii Theorem, in parallel to
Razumikhin Theorem formulation of Kablar (2012). Consider a system described by (3.18)—(3.19). Recall that we can
use model transformation to obtain a system with distributed delays represented by (??) to (??). The stability of the
system described by (??) to (??) implies that of (3.18)—(3.19). We can apply Proposition 4.1 to obtain the following
Proposition.

Proposition 5.1. The system described by (3.18)—(3.19) is asymptotically stable if there exist real symmetric matrices
P)7 Rco7 Rdo, ]%017 Rdh SCO, Sdo7 andS’cl, andS’d1 such that

EIPE.>0 (5.66)
M. —EYPALA. —EXPA?
(-ATalPE.  —Su 0 )<o
—(A2)TPE. 0 —Se1
(5.67)
and
ETPE; >0 (5.68)
Ma —ATPAuAs  —A7PA3,
(-ﬂﬁA;PAd —Suo 0 <0
—(A%)TPAq 0 —Sa1 + AF PAq
(5.69)
where
1
Me=—[B¢ P(ActAct) +(Act Acr) " PEe] + Scot Ser. (5.70)
1
Md=;[AdTP(Ad +Aa1)+(Aa+Aa1) " PEc] + Sao+ Sar. (5.71)

Proof. As is discussed above, it is sufficient to prove the stability of the transformed system described by (??)—(??) and
(?7)—-(??). Apply Proposition 4.1 and choose

_ Reo —T7 < 0 < 0,
Re(0) = { R —21<0<—7, (5.72)
_ Sco —717<60<0,
Sd(6) = { Sc1 271 <0< —T, G573
and
. Rao —-17<60<0,
Ra(9) = { Rq1 —271<0< —7, (5.74)
. Sao —T7<0<0,
Sd(e) - { Sdl —27 S 0 < -7, (5'75)
to obtain the sufficient condition consisting of (5.66)—(5.68) and
[E;FP(AC+Acl)+(Ac+Ac1)TPEc]+T(RCO+RCI) < 07
(5.76)
Sck - Rck _ECTPAclAck _
( ATAT, P, Sl ) <ok=0.1.
5.77)
and
[AT P(Aa+Ad1y (A tA L)) TPAL - (RyotRa1) <O, (5.78)
Sar — Rax  —Aj PAaiAak
( AqTAL P <0,k=0,1. (5.79)
Ad —Sak + AEPAd

Divide (5.77)—(5.79) by 7, and eliminate R.o, Rqo and Rc1, 241 from the resulting matrix inequality and (5.77)-
(5.79) to obtain (5.67)—(5.69). |
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Once again, the corresponding result in Proposition 5.1 can be obtained by applying additional constraints

Scr = o P, (5.80)
Sdk = OékP, (5.81)
(5.82)

If one is to consider the stability of only the system (3.18)—(3.19), the above criterion is clearly better that Proposition
5.1 since it is less conservative and computationally more convenient because of the linearity of parameters. The main
value of Proposition 5.1 is again it is also valid for time-varying delay, as will be discussed in future work of robust
stability analyse of singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay.

6 CONSLUSION

In this paper we have presented new class of singularly impulsive dynamical systems with time delay. For this class
systems we have developed asymptotic stability results by using Lyapunov - Krasovskii stability theorem.

7 FUTURE WORK

In future work we will develop stability results based on Razumikhin stabity theorem, and robust stability results for the
class of singularly impulsive dynamical systems based on Razumikhin and Lyapunov - Krasovskii stability theorem.
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