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Abstract

While the Artificial Pancreas is effective in regulating the blood glucose in the safe range of 70-180 mg/dl in type 1 diabetic

patients, the high intra-patient variability, as well as exogenous meal disturbances, poses a serious challenge. The existing control

algorithms thus require additional safety algorithms and feed-forward actions. Moreover, the unavailability of insulin sensors in

Artificial Pancreas makes this task more difficult. In the present work, a subcutaneous model of type 1 diabetes (T1D) is considered

for observer-based controller design in the framework of contraction analysis. A variety of realistic multiple-meal scenarios for

three virtual T1D patients have been investigated with ±30% of parametric variability. The average time spent by the three T1D

patients is found to be 77%, 73% and 76%, respectively. A significant reduction in the time spent in hyperglycemia (> 180 mg/dl)

is achieved without any feed-forward action for meal compensation.
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1. Introduction

Deficiency of insulin is prominent in type 1 diabetes pa-

tients (T1DPs) due to auto-immune destruction of the insulin-

secreting β-cells in the pancreas. It results in prolonged ele-

vated glucose levels (> 180 mg/dl) in the blood plasma, termed

as hyperglycemia [1]. Thus the T1DPs have to rely upon insulin

therapy in terms of multiple daily insulin injections to maintain

normalcy in glucose level (70-180 mg/dl). In insulin therapy,

dosage of insulin is manually calibrated for which requires the

carbohydrate counting apriori [2]. Any overestimation or un-

derestimation of carbohydrate counting can lead to inappropri-

ate insulin dosages resulting in hyperglycemic (> 180 mg/dl)

and hypoglycemic (< 70 mg/dl) episodes. Hyperglycemic and

hypoglycemic instances can lead to ineffective glucose man-

agement in T1DPs. A large number of health-related complica-

tions, both macrovascular and microvascular, occur in T1DPs

due to hyperglycemia and hypoglycemia [3, 4].

The issues as mentioned above can be addressed by the Ar-

tificial Pancreas (AP). The AP is an externally worn device

equipped with a continuous micro-fluid insulin delivery system

(insulin pump) and a glucose sensor. The performance of the

AP is largely affected by (i) the delay in absorption of the sub-

cutaneous insulin infusion [5], (ii) the circadian oscillations in

insulin sensitivity [6] and (iii) the uncertainty in meal absorp-

tion [7]. Due to these factors, the T1DPs using AP face the
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problem of postprandial hyperglycemia and late hypoglycemia

[8]. The postprandial hyperglycemia refers to the sudden in-

crease in glucose concentration after the meal intake. The late

hypoglycemia refers to the sudden decrease in glucose concen-

tration due to excessive insulin infusion at the time of the meal.

So the existing APs often rely on additional feed-forward strat-

egy and safety algorithms to achieve effective glucose regula-

tion (70-180 mg/dl). The feedforward strategy requires accu-

rate information about the carbohydrate contents of the meals

to determine the insulin dosage required to compensate for the

effect of the meal [9]. On the other hand, safety algorithms

prevent excessive insulin infusion by estimating the existing in-

sulin concentration in the body [10]. Thus, the focus of the

current work hovers around achieving a tight glycemic control

while minimizing the time spent in postprandial hyperglycemia

and avoiding late hypoglycemia. In the current work, a model-

based feedback control strategy is proposed that does not re-

quire any additional feedforward or safety algorithms.

The functionality of an automated AP can be divided into

two steps: (i) the task of state estimation and (ii) the task of

control design. The existing state estimation techniques and

control algorithms for the AP is discussed current and succeed-

ing paragraphs, respectively. A summary of a wide variety of

state estimation techniques has been reported in the literature

[5]. The main limiting factors of the success of the existing

works on state estimation are intra-patient variability (variation

of system parameters that occur inherently in the system) and

uncertainty in the meal absorption dynamics [11]. There are

several attempts to address these issues as in [11, 12, 13]. Still,

this remains an open problem. The nature of the variability

is unknown and, hence, poses some limitations to the current
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observers where specific assumptions on the uncertainty are in-

volved. The Luenberger observer designs in [14, 15] are based

on the nominal system and involve some linear approximations

in the design. It can be too restrictive in terms of their applica-

bility. A few robust nonlinear extended Luenberger observers

have been designed in some recent studies [11, 12, 13] for ad-

dressing intra-patient variability. But there are some restrictive

assumptions on the nature of uncertainty that may be difficult to

be characterized in practice. On the other hand, the stochastic

filtering approaches motivated by Kalman filtering (KF) tech-

niques and its variants are quite common [16]. Algorithms like

KFs [17], extended KFs [18] and unscented KFs [19, 20] have

been proposed for state estimation in the AP problem. The re-

quirement of precise information about the model, complex ma-

trix computations, and the difficulty in the characterization of

the probability distribution functions one to rethink before im-

plementing them both in theory and practice while keeping in

mind the unknown nature of parametric variability in T1DPs.

An observer of extended Luenberger structure is proposed in

the present work. The issues related to intra-patient variability

and uncertainty in meal disturbance are addressed in the frame-

work of contraction analysis [21].

The existing control algorithms for the AP is discussed from

time to time in terms of several survey papers [22, 23, 24]. The

main objectives of the current work are (i) to minimize the in-

stances of postprandial hyperglycemia, and (ii) to avoid late

hypoglycemic instances, in the presence of intra-patient vari-

ability. Mainly, two variants of robust controllers, namely the

H∞ control [25, 26, 27] and the sliding mode control (SMC)

[28, 29] exist in the literature. The necessity of structural

characterization of the bounded uncertainty and computational

complexity makes the practical implementation of the H∞ fil-

ter based controllers challenging. The chattering issues that are

inevitable in SMC may trigger hypoglycemia during large intra-

patient variability due to excessive insulin infusion [30]. Apart

from these, most of the control algorithms are augmented with

additional safety layers [23, 31, 32, 33] and meal compensation

techniques (feed-forward action) [9]. It complicates the practi-

cal applications of such a multi-layered control approach [34].

Thus, an attempt is made in this current work to devise a simple

feedback control law based on the theory of contraction analy-

sis, which would be sufficient in itself to tackle these issues.

Contraction analysis offers an alternative tool for stability

analysis of nonlinear systems, which has got lots of attraction

recently [35]. The inherent feature of forgetting initial condi-

tions exponentially makes it intriguing among control engineers

to apply its principle in this problem [36]. Contraction theory is

used in applications like observer design in [37, 38]. As com-

pared to the stability analysis of uncertain nonlinear systems in

the framework of Lyapunov stability, contraction analysis of-

fers a more relaxed framework for the same. For instance, high

uncertainty and time variability in the physiological parameters

like insulin sensitivity, parameters related to insulin absorption

and meal absorption, etc. that exist in T1DPs. As a result, there

exists a complicated shifting of the equilibrium concerning the

variability in system parameters. This may complicate the Lya-

punov stability analysis, and getting a closed-form expression

of equilibria in respect of parameters may not be possible [39].

This problem can be circumvented by using contraction analy-

sis.

In the present work, a nonlinear observer-based design of the

control algorithm is proposed for the APS that considers the

IVP model in [40]. The main highlights of the proposed state

estimation based control technique is provided as follows:

(i) A nonlinear observer is designed for estimating the glu-

cose and insulin concentrations based on the contraction

theory approach.The unknown observer gains are com-

puted by solving a set of linear inequalities.

(ii) The information about the estimated state variables are ex-

ploited to design a feedback control law for the glucose

regulation under variability in insulin sensitivity and un-

certainty in insulin absorption in the subcutaneous com-

partment.

(iii) In comparison to the works in [41, 42], the proposed con-

trol algorithm involves the estimation of insulin concentra-

tion in the presence of uncertainty in parameters. Hence it

is not required to augment any additional safety layers [31]

like insulin-on-board (IOB) [10] to avoid post-prandial hy-

perglycemia [41]. It also avoids any type of additional

feed-forward compensating action for disturbance rejec-

tion [9].

(iv) The proposed strategy allows us to design the observer and

the controller separately. The overall closed loop system,

including controller and observer together, is shown to be

stable using the concept of partial contraction theory.

The remaining part of this work is presented in several sec-

tions as follows. Section 2 presents the methodology of the cur-

rent work. It further consists of four subsections that present the

mathematical model, theoretical background, observer design,

and controller design. Section 3 contains the closed-loop stud-

ies’ results to show the effectiveness of the theoretical results.

In Section 4, the summary of the work is briefly provided.

2. Methods

In this section, the dynamical model of the glucoregulatory

system of T1DP is presented in the first subsection. In the sec-

ond subsection, a brief background on contraction analysis is

included. The third and fourth subsections, the details about

the observer and controller design methodologies are provided.

2.1. Mathematical model

A model plays an important role in the effectiveness of the

closed-loop control strategy. A large number of mathemati-

cal models are available in the existing literature that models

the dynamics of the glucose-insulin interactions in T1DPs with

varying levels of abstractions and utility, as mentioned in [43].

The complexly of these models, in terms of a large number of

state variables and complicated nonlinear functions, limit their

relevance to control applications [44]. Recently, a few variants

of control-oriented subcutaneous models of T1DPs have been

reported in the literature [45, 46, 47, 40]. The model in [40] is
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adopted here due to its structural simplicity and identifiability.

It is very important, especially in the context of personalising a

control technique for individual patients.

2.1.1. State space representation

The Medtronic Virtual Patient (MVP) [46] models the

glucose-insulin dynamics of type 1 diabetes in terms of a cou-

pled ordinary differential equations (ODE) as

ẋ1 = −p1x1 − x1 x2 + EGP + Ra(t)

ẋ2 = −p2x2 + p3x3

ẋ3 = −p4x3 + p4x4

ẋ4 = −p5x4 + p6u(t)

(1)

where the state vector x = [x1 x2 x3 x4]T represents the blood

glucose concentration (mg/dl), the effective insulin in the blood

(min−1), the plasma insulin concentration (mU/l) and the subcu-

taneous insulin concentration (mU/l), respectively. The physio-

logical parameter, p1 denotes the glucose effectiveness,
p3

p2
rep-

resents the insulin sensitivity factor, p4 represents the time con-

stant of the plasma insulin, p5 denotes the time constant of the

subcutaneous insulin and EGP stands for the endogenous glu-

cose production. The values of the parameters are adopted from

[46] as provided in Table 1. The the blood glucose concentra-

tion is the output, y of the system (1), as mentioned below.

y = Cx = x1 (2)

where C = [1 0 0 0] is the output matrix.

The equilibrium state of the system in (1) is given as,

[x1 x2 x3 x4]T = [EGP/p1 0 0 0]T . To shift this non-zero equi-

librium to the origin, a translation operation is performed in the

original state space. Thus, the resulting deviated state can be

expressed as

[x1d x2d x3d x4d]T = [x1 x2 x3 x4]T
− [EGP/p1 0 0 0]T (3)

where (.)T represents the transpose operator. The corresponding

deviated dynamics of the system (1) can be obtained as

ẋ1d = −p1x1d −
EGP

p1
x2d − x1d x2d + Ra(t)

ẋ2d = −p2x2d + p3x3d

ẋ3d = −p4x3d + p4x4d

ẋ4d = −p5x4d + p6u(t).

(4)

The corresponding output equation is expressed as

y = Cx = x1d (5)

2.1.2. Meal disturbance model

The meal disturbance model represents the dynamics of the

glucose absorption in the gut and its appearance in the blood

circulation following the meal intake. As mentioned in [48],

the dynamics can be modelled as a two-compartmental model,

as provided below

ḋ1 = −
d1

tmax
+ Bio ×Carb(t)

ḋ2 =
d1

tmax
−

d2

tmax

Ra(t) =
d2

tmax

(6)

where d1 and d2 are the amount of glucose in the first and sec-

ond compartments (mg/dl), tmax denotes the time-to-maximum

rate of appearance of glucose in the blood (min), t is the time of

meal intake (min), Carb(t) denotes the ingested amount of car-

bohydrates at time t (mg/dl/min), Bio is carbohydrate bioavail-

ability of the meal (unitless) and Ra(t) represents glucose ab-

sorption rate (mg/dl/min) in the gut. The values of the parame-

ters are adopted from [48] as tmax = 43 min and Bio = 71.

2.2. Preliminaries on Contraction Theory

Contraction theory helps to characterise the temporal be-

haviour of trajectories for a dynamical system to each other

[49]. The system is said to be contracting if two arbitrary tra-

jectories converge towards each other, forgetting their initial

conditions. Fig. 1 depicts a pictorial representation of two

arbitrary trajectories converging towards each other. The use

of contraction theory relaxes the prior knowledge of equilib-

rium and ensures inherent robustness to disturbance. Here, we

briefly present results from contraction theory, which will be

used in subsequent sections.

Trajectory 1

Trajectory 2

Virtual 

displacement Virtual 

velocity
�� 

�

��

�� 

Figure 1: Two trajectories contracting to each other in a contracting region.

Consider a nonlinear dynamical system,

ẋ = f (x), (7)

where x ∈ R
n is the system states, f (x) is the drift function

f : R
n → R

n. The differential dynamics of the system (7) is,

δẋ =
∂ f

∂x
δx = J(x)δx, (8)

where δx is the virtual displacement of infinitesimal perturba-

tion in x, J(x) is the Jacobian matrix of f (x). The evolution of

virtual displacement can be inferred using (8) as,

d

dt
(δxTδx) = 2δxT ∂ f

∂x
δx ≤ 2λmax(J)δxTδx (9)

where λmax(J) is the largest eigenvalue of the Jacobian J. If

λmax(J) is strictly uniformly negative, then any infinitesimal

length |δx| converges exponentially to zero. Hence, all system

trajectories of (7) will converge towards each other, forgetting

their initial conditions, as illustrated in Fig. 1. If λmax(J) is

negative in a set, such is called an invariant set, and the region

3



Table 1: Estimated parameters for different subjects [40].

Subjects p1 p2 p3 p4 p5 EGP p6

1 2.20 × 10−3 1.06 × 10−2 8.60 × 10−6 0.0213 0.0204 1.33 1.02 × 10−5

3 3.50 × 10−3 2.33 × 10−2 1.079 × 10−5 0.0143 0.0141 1.07 1.55 × 10−5

5 4.33 × 10−3 9.63 × 10−3 1.974 × 10−6 0.0217 0.0217 0.6 1.416 × 10−5

is called a contraction region. In this research article to prove

this negative definiteness, we have used the contraction analy-

sis based on matrix measure, which is alternatively known as

logarithmic norm. Matrix measure, often referred to as µ(J)

is defined as the directional derivative associated with the in-

duced matrix norm evaluated at identity matrix in the direction

of matrix (J) [50]. It should be noted that, if the vector norm

is the standard Euclidean norm, then induced matrix measure

is the largest eigenvalue of the symmetric part of (J). Based

on the different vector norms, different matrix measures can be

referred to from Table 2.

Table 2: Matrix measure of real matrix A = [ai j] corresponding to different

vector norms [51].

.
Vector Norms ||(.)|| Corresponding Matrix Measure, µ(A)

||x||1 =
∑n

i=1 |xi| µ1(A) = max j (a j j +
∑

i, j |ai j|)

||x||2 = (
∑n

i=1 |xi|
2)

1
2 µ2(A) = λmax( A+AT

2
)

||x||∞ = max1≤i≤n |xi| µ∞(A) = maxi (aii +
∑

i, j |ai j|)

Definition 2.1. Uniform negative definiteness of Jacobian J(x)

means there exist a positive constant β such that (J(x)T+J(x)) <

−βI < 0 in a regionΩ ⊂ R
n for ∀t > 0.

A relaxed form as partial contraction analysis extends

contraction analysis for convergence to a specific behavior. It

has been applied to the synchronization of oscillators [36] and

observer design [52].

Lemma 1. Consider a nonlinear system of the form

ẋ = f (x, x)

and assume that the auxiliary system (a.k.a virtual system)

ẏ = f (y, x)

is contracting to y. If a particular solution of the auxiliary y-

system verifies a smooth the specific property, then all trajecto-

ries of the original x-system verify this property exponentially.

The original system is said to be partially contracting.

The proof of this lemma is presented in [53]. If the virtual

system admits two particular solutions and contracting in na-

ture, then two particular solutions will converge towards each

other. The design understanding should be to design a virtual

system that will have estimator dynamics as a particular solu-

tion and system dynamics as another particular solution. The

salient property of contraction analysis is that it can quantify

the robustness of an external perturbation.

Lemma 2. Consider that the nominal system

ẋ = f (x)

is contracting and the perturbed model

ẋp = f (xp) + d(t),

where xp is the perturbed state, d(t) be a vanishing perturbation

satisfying |d(t)| ≤ c1e−c2t for some c1, c2 > 0 and t ≥ 0, Then,

there exist constants k1, k2 > 0 such that the following property

holds ∀t > 0

|x(t) − xp(t)| < e−k1t(k2 + |x0 − z0|) (10)

2.3. Observer Design for Artificial Pancreas

As discussed in Section 1, the state estimation algorithm is

necessary to retrieve information about insulin concentrations

in the body, which is of paramount importance in the case of

a practical APS. A nonlinear observer of the extended Luen-

berger structure is considered for estimating the state variables

concerning glucose and insulin concentrations in the plasma

and subcutaneous compartments. The dynamical equations of

the observer for the system in (1) are provided below

˙̂x1 = −p1 x̂1 − x̂2x1 + EGP + l1(x̂1 − x1)
˙̂x2 = −p2 x̂2 + p3 x̂3 + l2(x̂1 − x1)
˙̂x3 = −p4 x̂3 + p4 x̂4 + l3(x̂1 − x1)
˙̂x4 = −p5 x̂4 + u(t) + l4(x̂1 − x1)

(11)

where x̂i, i = 1, ..., 4 are the estimated system states and L =

[l1 l2 l3 l4]T is the unknown observer gain needs to be selected

to ensure the convergence of estimated state, x̂i, i = 1, . . . , 4

in (11) to the true states, xi, i = 1, . . . , 4 in (1). The existence

and computation of the observer gain, L is stated in the form of

following theorem.

Theorem 1. Consider the system dynamics in (1) and the ob-

server in (11) with the observer gain, L = [l1 l2 l3 l4]. The

estimated states, x̂i in (11) will converge to the true states, xi

in (1), exponentially from arbitrary initial conditions if the ob-

server gain L satisfies the following linear inequalities

−p1 + l1 + l2 + l3 + l4 < 0 −p2 + x1 < 0

−p4 + p3 < 0 −p5 + p4 < 0.
(12)

Proof. Let us consider a virtual system as

ṡ1 = −p1s1 − x1s2 + EGP + l1(s1 − x1)

ṡ2 = −p2s2 + p3s3 + l2(s1 − x1)

ṡ3 = −p4s3 + p4s4 + l3(s1 − x1)

ṡ4 = −p5s4 + u(t) + l4(s1 − x1)

(13)
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where si, i = 1, ..., 4 are the states of virtual system. It has

two particular solutions. For si = xi, the virtual system

represents the system dynamics in (1), and for si = x̂i, the

virtual system represents the observer dynamics in (11). Now,

the corresponding differential dynamics of the virtual system

in (13) can be obtained as
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(14)

In the compact form, the differential dynamics becomes

δṡ = Jδs (15)

If the matrix measure of J, in (15) is negative, then the virtual

system dynamics in (13) will be contracting. So, one needs to

choose the observer gains, L = [l1 l2 l3 l4]T in such a way that

µ1(.) < 0. (Here, the matrix measure is based on 1 − norm).

Referring to Table 2, the conditions for the observer gains can

be computed as in (12). If the inequalities in (12) are satisfied,

then the virtual system in (13) will be a contracting system.

Hence, by Lemma 1, it can be inferred that the estimated states,

x̂i in (11) converges to the corresponding true states, xi in (1)

exponentially.

From the physiological knowledge, it is well known that state

x1 (blood glucose concentration) evolve in a compact set X [22].

Thus, the compact set’s boundary values can be substituted as

an argument to the inequality in (12) and tune the observer gain

to satisfy the inequality.

Remark 1. It is important to note that the inequalities in (12)

involve only the information of blood glucose concentration, x1,

which is the measurable quantity in AP. It provides less conser-

vatism than the observer designs in [11, 12, 13]. This is because

of the requirement of information on the bounds of all the state

variables. Apart from blood glucose concentration, it is difficult

to get the bounds of other state variables precisely.

Remark 2. The contraction theory provides us with an alter-

native approach for observer design in contrast to the Lya-

punov stability theory. Furthermore, the observer designs in

[11, 12, 13] are based on quadratic Lyapunov functions and in-

volve linear approximations of the nonlinearity, such as Lip-

schitz condition [13] and one-sided quasi-Lipschitz condition.

Unlike these methods, the proposed observer in (11) is less con-

servative since it does not require any of the above mentioned

assumptions.

2.3.1. Estimation results:

The performance of the observer is evaluated in terms of es-

timation of the plasma glucose concentration and the plasma

insulin concentration for three T1D subjects. A hypothetical

24 h scenario is considered with the assumption that the T1D

subjects receive a single meal of 70 g carbohydrate at t=10 min

followed by a fasting period. The parameters of the T1D sub-

jects are referred from Table 1. The initial conditions are cho-

sen as x1=120 mg/dl, x2 = 0.01 min−1, x3 = 1 mU/l and x4 = 1

mU/l. Observer gains are chosen by satisfying the inequali-

ties in (12) while considering minimum glucose concentration

(x1 = 0 mg/dl). The corresponding results of the state estima-

tion are depicted in Fig. 2. It can be observed that the con-

vergence of the estimate x̂1 to the true state x1 is very fast for

all the cases. Although x̂3 converges to the actual state x3 in a

finite time, the convergence in case of T1D Subject 1 is compar-

atively slower than Subjects 2 and 3. Here, it is verified that the

observer is capable of estimating both the glucose and insulin

concentrations. Next, the design of the control law based on the

contraction analysis is presented.

2.4. Controller Design for Artificial Pancreas

The most important feature that an effective control law

should possess for its implementation in APS is that it should

avoid severe hypoglycemia (x1 < 50 mg/dl) at any circum-

stance. Additionally, it should ensure an automated continu-

ous insulin delivery to minimize the postprandial glucose ex-

cursions and minimize the risks of hyperglycemia (x1 > 180

mg/dl). The blood glucose should be below 180 mg/dl within

1 h after meal intake. All these control objectives need to be

achieved by utilizing the state estimates provided by the ob-

server and in the presence of parametric uncertainty and exoge-

nous meal disturbances.

The convergence of the estimated states to the actual states

has been already established in Theorem 1. In the next step, the

deviated dynamics in (4) is considered to formulate the con-

trol problem as a regulation problem. By ensuring the deviated

state xd converge to zero, the actual states converge to the equi-

librium point. To achieve this objective, the a feedback propor-

tional control law is chosen as

u = Kx̂d (16)

where K = [k1 k2 k3 k4] is the controller gain matrix and

x̂d = [x̂1d x̂2d x̂3d x̂4d]T is the estimate of the deviated state,

xd = [x1d, x2d, x3d, x4d]T . The information of x̂d can be ex-

tracted from the transformation to the estimated states x̂ as in-

troduced in (3) as

[x̂1d x̂2d x̂3d x̂4d]T = [x̂1 x̂2 x̂3 x̂4]T
− [EGP/p1 0 0 0]T . (17)

The estimation error can be obtained as

e = xd − x̂d (18)

By substituting the control law in (16), the closed loop deviated

dynamics (4) can be re-written in compact form as

ẋd = f (xd) + BKx̂d (19)

which can be re-written as

ẋd = f (xd) + BK(xd − e)

= f (xd) + BKxd − BKe

= f (xd)CL + d(t)

(20)
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Figure 2: Results for the estimation of plasma glucose concentration and plasma insulin concentration of (a) subject 1,(b) subject 2 and (c) subject 3.

where f (xd)CL = f (xd) + BKxd and d(t) = −BKe. In gen-

eral, for a state-feedback based control law, u = Kx̂d, the con-

troller gain matrix, K needs to be designed.The controller gains,

ki, i = 1, . . . , 4 in (16) need to be selected to ensure the stabil-

ity of closed loop system that includes the observer states in

(11) and the control law in (16). The stability analysis of closed

loop system using contraction theory is presented in the form

of following theorem.

Theorem 2. Consider the closed loop system in (20) with d(t) =

−BKe(t) be the vector function satisfying |d(t)| ≤ c1e−c2t, there

exist a controller gain matrix, K = [k1, k2, k3, k4]T dictated by

the following relations in (21) such that f (xd)CL is contracting.

−p1 − x2d + k1 p6 < 0

−p2 + k2 p6 + (EGP/p1) − x1d < 0

−p4 + p3 + k3 p6 < 0

k4 p6 − p5 + p4 < 0,

(21)

The states of closed loop system (controller-observer put to-

gether) will exponentially converge to the equilibrium. Further,

it will imply that the following relation will be satisfied

|xd | < e−α1t(α2t + |xd0|) (22)

where α1, α2 > 0 are two positive constants that depend upon

the initial conditions and the minimum contraction rates of the

observer and the system.

Proof. The proof of the above theorem is straightforward as

stated below. Consider the closed loop dynamics as mentioned

in (20)

where f (xd) =




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then f (xd)CL becomes

f (xd)CL =





























−p1x1d + (EGP/p1)x2d − x1d x2d

−p2x2d + p3x3d

−p4x3d + p4x4d

−p5x4d





























+





























0

0

0

p6

























































k1

k2

k3

k4





























T 


























x1d

x2d

x3d

x4d





























In compact form,

f (xd)CL =


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(23)

The differential dynamics of closed loop system is in the form,

δẋd = Jcδxd (24)
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where Jc =
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Similar to the observer design in 2.3, the controller gain K

can be selected in the framework of partial contraction stated

in Lemma 1. Therefore, designed K will ensure the closed

loop system ( f (xd)nominal) to be contracting to equilibrium and

e(t) → 0 exponentially as the observer dynamics achieves ex-

ponential convergence. Here, the term d(t) = −BKe(t) can be

treated as a decaying perturbation to the nominal system. Using

Lemma 2, exponential convergence of states to the equilibrium

is guaranteed as given in (22).

For the nominal system to be contracting, we need to design

K such that the matrix measure of Jc is negative. Using matrix

measure, the design conditions can be obtained as (21).

Remark 3. It is important to highlight that the observer and

controller design can be carried out separately. The reason be-

hind this is that the system comprising of the cascade intercon-

nection of two individually contracting systems, is also con-

tracting [35]. Hence, this work is less restrictive than the other

works on observer-based controller in [11, 12, 13].

3. Results

For evaluating the efficacy of the proposed observer-based

control technique, two broad simulation categories are under-

taken as case studies. The first category represents a realistic

daily scenario of T1D patients, where three meals of 75 g car-

bohydrates, a representative of breakfast, lunch, and dinner, are

taken into consideration. The corresponding observer and con-

troller gains are chosen based on the inequalities in (12) and

(21), respectively.

3.1. Scenario 1: A single day, three meal scenario with nomi-

nal parameters

The T1D model, as presented in (1), is being considered to

represent the T1DPs. This virtual simulation scenario of 24

h (equivalent to 1440 min) is designed to investigate the per-

formance of the controller in addressing inter-patient variabil-

ity. So three virtual T1DPs, namely, Subjects 1, 3, and 5, are

taken into consideration and the corresponding parameters are

adopted from [40] as mentioned in Table 1. Three meals con-

taining an equal amount of carbohydrate of 75 g are provided

as breakfast, lunch, and dinner at t=10, 360, and 720 min,

respectievely. It is assumed that the simulations start from a

safe blood glucose level, x1 of 120 mg/dl and initial conditions

x2 = 0.01 min−1, x3 = 1 mU/l and x4 = 1 mU/l.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, the glucose concentration is effec-

tively regulated within the euglycemic range (x1 ∈ [70 − 180]

mg/dl) for all the three T1D subjects taken under considera-

tion. In the case of Subject 3, there is a glucose excursion above

180 mg/dl in the postprandial period after the first meal. How-

ever, the glucose is brought below the hyperglycemic clamp
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Figure 3: Plasma glucose concentration trajectories of (a) subject 1,(b) subject

2 and (c) subject 3 under the proposed observer-based feedback control law.

(x1 = 180 mg/dl) within two hours. During the whole simu-

lation period, no instance of hypoglycemic (X − 1 < 70 mg/dl)

episodes are recorded for all the cases. It validates the ability of

the proposed control algorithm in the nominal conditions. The

corresponding control signals in terms of the exogenous sub-

cutaneous insulin infusion rate are shown in Fig. 4. It can be

observed that an almost constant insulin delivery rate is main-

tained for the 24 h simulations. It is important to highlight that

there is a transient increase in insulin delivery rate when there

is a transient growth in glucose level after meal intakes. This

feature of the control law is highly desirable for minimising the

risks of postprandial hyperglycemia. The smooth profile of the

exogenous insulin delivery rate makes the controller action less

aggressive, which can help avoid late hypoglycemia induced by

excessive insulin infusion if any.

3.2. Scenario 2: A single day, 3 meal scenario with intra-

patient variability

The main focus of the current scenario is to investigate the ef-

fect of bounded parametric uncertainty on the closed-loop per-

formance. Four different simulation settings are further con-

sidered that take explicit variability in insulin sensitivity (IS),

insulin pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics, and the ini-

tial conditions of glucose and insulin in the body. The observer

and the controller feedback parameters are computed only for

the T1D patients considering the nominal parameter values. For
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Table 3: Simulation setting for Scenario 2A-2D for T1D Subjects 1, 3 and 5.

Scenario
Parameters Initial conditions

p1 p2 p3 p4 p5 x10 x20 x30 x40

2A Nominal Nominal ±30% Nominal Nominal 120 0.1 1 1

2B Nominal Nominal Nominal ±30% ±30% 120 0.1 1 1

2C ±30% ±30% ±30% ±30% ±30% 120 0.1 1 1

2D ±30% ±30% ±30% ±30% ±30% [80 140] 0.01 [0 10] 1
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Figure 4: Insulin infusion rate as suggested by the proposed observer-based

feedback control law for (a) subject 1,(b) subject 2 and (c) subject 3.

testing the robustness of the proposed technique, these feedback

parameters are kept constant for each subject. One hundred nu-

merical simulations are carried out for each of the T1D subjects

with random parametric perturbations. The different protocols

of this scenario are provided in Table 3. The details about the

different simulation settings are presented below.

3.2.1. Scenario 2A: Variability in insulin sensitivity (IS)

IS can be critical physiological parameters responsible for

variability in the glucose stabilization in T1DPs. The parame-

ter, p3 that is directly related the IS and is assumed to vary in a

range of ±30% of its nominal value. A total of 100 simulations

are carried out with randomly varying p3 in ±30% uncertainty

bound specified in Table 3.

From Table 4, it can be inferred that the proposed control

law is highly efficient in dealing with the uncertainty in IS as

noted in Table 3. For all the cases, percentage of time spent

in euglycemic range (x1 ∈ [70 − 180] mg/dl) is more than

84% and that in hyperglycemic range (x1 > 180 mg/dl) is less

than 16%. No hypoglycemia (x1 < 70 mg/dl) or severe hypo-

glycemia (x1 < 50 mg/dl) observed from the simulation results

with variable IS.

Table 4: Percentage of time spent by the the virtual patients in the euglycemic

(x1 ∈ [70 − 180] mg/dl), hyperglycemic (x1 > 180 mg/dl) and hypoglycemic

(x1 ∈ [50 − 70] mg/dl).

Subject Scenario

No.

Time

Spent

in eug-

lycemic

range

(%)

Time

spent in

hyper-

glycemic

range

(%)

Time

spent in

hypo-

glycemic

range

(%)

Subject 1 2A 84.08 15.92 0

2B 100 0 0

2C 77.85 22.15 0

2D 46.37 53.63 0

Subject 3 2A 87.20 12.80 0

2B 69.55 30.45 0

2C 78.89 21.11 0

2D 59.86 40.14 0

Subject 5 2A 92.73 7.27 0

2B 92.04 7.96 0

2C 76.82 23.18 0

2D 42.21 5.80 51.90

3.2.2. Scenario 2B: Variability in insulin pharmacokinetics

and pharmacodynamics

The variation in the insulin absorption dynamics due to the

uncertainty in the parameters, p j, j = 4, 5, is also significant.

A variation of ±30% about nominal values is assumed to carry

out 100 numerical simulations for the T1D subjects. During

each simulation, the parameters are randomly initialized from

the uncertainty bound is given in Table 3.

From Table 4, it can be concluded that the designed con-

troller possesses the right capability to handle the issues related

to the uncertainty in the subcutaneous insulin absorption. The

percentage of time spent in the euglycemic range is 84% and

100% for Subjects 1 and 5, respectively. While in the case of

Subject 3, it is around 70%. The time spent in hypoglycemia

(x1 < 70 mg/dl) is 0% as provided in Table 4.

3.2.3. Scenario 2C: Variability in all model parameters

Next, an uncertain case is considered where all the system

parameters, pi, i = 1, ..., 5, are varied in the range ±30%. The
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objective of this scenario is to determine the effectiveness of the

proposed technique in ensuring an efficient glucose regulation.

In this case study, Subjects 1, 3, and 5 spent almost 76%

of the total time in the euglycemic range. The corresponding

time spent above 180 mg/dl is below 22% for all the cases.

Still, it is a significant improvement of glycemic control under a

wide range of variation in all the system parameters. Complete

avoidance of hypoglycemic instances has been recorded in this

case, as presented in Table 4.
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Figure 5: CVGA for parametric variability of ±30%

3.2.4. Scenario 2D: Variability in initial values of glucose and

insulin

To further complicate the situation, it is assumed that the ini-

tial glucose concentration varies within x1 ∈ [80 − 140], and

the initial insulin concentration vary within x3 ∈ [0− 10] mU/l.

Like in the previous case, the parameters pi, i = 1, ..., 5 are as-

sumed to vary in the range of ±30%. The details of the protocol

can be referred to from Table 3. A control variability grid anal-

ysis (CVGA) [15] is performed to evaluate the efficacy of the

proposed observer-based control technique as illustrated in Fig.

5.

As depicted in Fig. 5, all the black dots are confined to Grid

A, B, Upper B, Lower B, Lower D, and Lower C in the CVGA

plot. There are a total of 300 dots (100 dots per subject with

random parameters and initial conditions), which correspond to

300 random simulations in total. Each of these dots is mapped

to a particular co-ordinate in the CVGA plot (depending upon

the maximum and minimum glucose level achieved during the

simulation). Severe hypoglycemia, i.e., glucose level below 50

mg/dl, is successfully avoided in all of these random numerical

simulations. Approximately, 75% of the dots are confined to

the safe grids (shown in green). Although 15% (approx) are in

Grid Lower D and Grid Lower C, they are still above 50 mg/dl

safety constraint. It is worth mentioning at this stage that the

closed-loop performance of the proposed algorithm is safe and

effective. It is also important to note that the average time spent

in the euglycemic range (70-180 mg/dl) by the three subjects

is found to be approximately equal to 77%, 73% and 76%, re-

spectively, for scenarios 2A-2D. It validates the effectiveness of

the proposed control algorithm in achieving improved glycemic

control.

3.2.5. Quantitative performance evaluation of the closed loop

simulations

The two most important features of the analysis of any glu-

cose regulation algorithm are safety and efficacy. The former

is investigated extensively in the previous simulation scenarios.

The later is being investigated in the current section. Several

important performance indices that are critical to evaluate the

closed-loop glucose regulation include the Low Glucose Vari-

ability Index (LBGI), High Glucose Variability Index (HBGI),

Coefficient of Variation (CoV), mean blood glucose and HbA1c

[54]. The LBGI and HBGI for the Scenarios 2A-2D are pre-

sented as bar plots, as illustrated in Fig. 6. The rest of the

indices are computed, and the corresponding results are sum-

marised in Table 5.

Table 5: Statistical analysis of the closed loop results obtained during Scenario

2A-2D.

Subject Scenario

No.

Mean

glucose

(mg/dl)

CoV (%) HbA1c

(%)

Subject 1 2A 148.69 0.0222 6.8081

2B 136.48 0.0229 6.3827

2C 152.31 0.1325 6.9342

2D 148.99 0.1195 6.6791

Subject 3 2A 144.98 0.1087 6.6791

2B 145.56 0.9910 6.6991

2C 139.96 0.2022 6.5039

2D 140.69 0.1945 6.5294

Subject 5 2A 114.23 0.1113 5.6076

2B 111.26 0.0811 5.5040

2C 112.75 0.1884 5.5559

2D 110.90 0.1891 5.4916
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Figure 6: LBGI and HBGI for the (a) subject 1,(b) subject 2 and (c) subject 3

for Scenarios 2A-2D.

The statistical results of the closed-loop simulations of Sce-

nario 2A-2D are thoroughly summarized in Table 5. The mean

glucose level of 136.48-152.31 mg/dl, 139.96-145.56 mg/dl,

and 110.90-114.23 mg/dl are maintained for all the virtual T1D

subjects under large perturbations. The quality of glycemic

regulation obtained by the proposed observer-based controller

is reflected with around HbA1c of 6.5%, which is one of the
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main aims of any standard diabetes treatment [55]. The above-

mentioned facts can also be verified from the attainment of a

low value of Coefficient of Variability (CoV). In all the cases,

CoV is below 2%, which is an indicator of low glucose variabil-

ity under the feedback action. The LBGI and HBGI predict the

risk of hypoglycemia and hyperglycemia, respectively. The risk

analysis that is directly related to the reliability of any glucose

controller depends on these two factors. The LBGI and HBGI

for Subjects 1, 3, and 5 are presented in a bar plot in Fig. 6. It

can be easily observed from Fig. 6(a) that the LBGI for Subject

1 and 3 are in the minimal LBGI region (LBGI< 1.1), which

is significant in avoiding the risks of hypoglycemia. For T1D

subject 5, LBGI is low. The corresponding HBGI are also in the

Low LBGI region, as illustrated in Fig. 6(b). Hence, the results

validate that the risks related to the postprandial hyperglycemia

are low under the designed control action.

4. Conclusion

The concept of contraction analysis is utilized in the present

work for designing an observer and a controller to achieve a

tight glycemic control in the presence of intra-patient variabil-

ity. The proposed method is shown to be effective in handling

intra-patient variability resulting from different sources of un-

certainty. Extensive numerical simulations are carried out to

evaluate the performance of the proposed technique for realis-

tic scenarios. The postprandial hyperglycemic events are sig-

nificantly minimized, and hypoglycemia is avoided. The ef-

ficacy of the control algorithm is evaluated through statistical

analysis. The simple structure of the observer and control law

makes it a desirable candidate for Artificial Pancreas. The con-

trol scheme can be extended to more complicated models like

the UVa Padova model, Hovorka model, etc., that consider a

detailed dynamics where the effect of glucagon and free fatty

acids. The design philosophy can be extended for nonlinear

systems with a quantized and sampled output, which represents

the actual glucose measurements done by the CGM devices in

practice.
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