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Abstract: We propose a deep unfolding-based approach for stabilization of time-delay linear
systems. Deep unfolding is an emerging framework for design and improvement of iterative
algorithms and attracting significant attentions in signal processing. In this paper, we propose
an algorithm to design a static output feedback gain for stabilizing time-delay linear systems via
deep unfolding. Within the algorithm, the learning part is driven by NeuralODE developed in
the community of machine learning, while the gain verification is performed with linear matrix
inequalities developed in the systems and control theory. The effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm is illustrated with numerical simulations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

2. PROBLEM AND ALGORITHM

Stabilization is one of the fundamental issues in the context of time-delay systems (Fridman, 2014) and has been
actively investigated in the literature. For example, the
Smith predictor approach (e.g., Mirkin et al., 2011) allows
us to reduce the stabilization problem into a delay-free
problem. The eigenvalue-based approach (e.g., Michiels
and Vyhlı́dal, 2005) provides us with intuitive and generally applicable methodologies for stabilization. Recently,
Barreau et al. (2018) presented a methodology for designing a static feedback gain for stabilization with iterative linear matrix inequalities derived from LyapunovKrasovskii functionals.

Let n, m, and p be positive integers. Let h > 0 be
a constant. For matrices A ∈ Rn×n , B ∈ Rn×m , and
C ∈ Rp×n , let us consider the time-delay linear system

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) + Bu(t − h),
Σ:
(1)
y(t) = Cx(t)

The objective of this paper is to present a deep unfolding-based approach for stabilization of time-delay linear
systems. Deep unfolding is a learning-based approach for
design and improvement of iterative algorithms, and has
been successfully employed in signal processing for wireless
communications (Jagannath et al., 2021). Recently, in the
context of the systems and control engineering, Kishida
and Ogura (2022) have demonstrated the effectiveness of
deep unfolding in nonlinear model predictive control. The
core idea of deep unfolding is in regarding an iterative
algorithm (or, a dynamical system as a special case) as a
signal flow graph, which can then be efficiently trained by
using techniques available in the field of machine learning.
In this paper, motivated by deep unfolding, we develop
an algorithm for finding a stabilizing static output feedback gain for time-delay linear systems, and numerically
illustrate the algorithm’s effectiveness via numerical simulations.
? This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers
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with the initial condition x|[−h,0] = φ ∈ C([−h, 0], Rn ),
where C([−h, 0], Rn ) denotes the normed space of Rn valued continuous functions defined on [−h, 0]. Consider
the static output feedback u(t) = Ky(t), where K ∈ Rm×p
is the feedback gain to be designed. We say that the closed
loop system, denoted by ΣK , is asymptotically stable if x(t)
converges to 0 as t → ∞ for any initial condition φ.
Our objective is to find a stabilizing feedback gain K given
the coefficient matrices A, B, and C as well as the delay
length h of Σ. We start the derivation of our algorithm
from the following trivial but important fact.
Lemma 1. For K ∈ Rm×p and t > 0, define
`t (K) = sup kx(t)k,
(2)
kφk=1

where x denotes the trajectory of ΣK with initial condition φ. Then, ΣK is asymptotically stable if and only if K
minimizes the function K 7→ lim supt→∞ `t (K) with the
minimum value 0.
Motivated by Lemma 1, we introduce the following relaxed
optimization problem:
minimize
E[kx(T )k],
(3)
m×p
K∈R

where T > 0 is a constant, x denotes the trajectory
of ΣK with a random initial condition φ, and E[·] denotes
the mathematical expectation with respect to φ. From
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Fig.図1.4.6
Trajectories
of ΣK with gain K obtained after kth
step (i.e., after minimizing ℓ(k/M )T .)
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