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a b s t r a c t

For nonlinear systems, we develop a PDE-based predictor-feedback control design, which compensates
actuator dynamics, governed by a transport PDE with outlet boundary-value-dependent propagation
velocity. Global asymptotic stability under the predictor-feedback control law is established assuming
spatially uniform strictly positive transport velocity. The stability proof is based on a Lyapunov-like
argument and employs an infinite-dimensional backstepping transformation that is introduced. An
equivalent representation of the transport PDE/nonlinear ODE cascade via a nonlinear system with
an input delay that is defined implicitly through an integral of the past input is also provided and
the equivalent predictor-feedback control design for the delay system is presented. The validity of the
proposed controller is illustrated applying a predictor-feedback ‘‘bang–bang’’ boundary control law to a
PDE model of a production system with a queue. Consistent simulation results are provided that support
the theoretical developments.

© 2017 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Cascades of partial and ordinary differential equations are
widely used for modeling of complex dynamics in various en-
gineering applications, such as screw extrusion processes in 3D
printing (Diagne & Krstic, 2015), metal cutting processes (Otto
& Radons, 2013), moisture in convective flows (Bresch-Pietri &
Coulon, 2015), populations (Smith, 1993), transport phenomena
in gasoline engines (Bresch-Pietri, Chauvin, & Petit, 2014; Detwiler
& Wang, 2006; Guzzella & Onder, 2009; Jankovic & Magner, 2011;
Kahveci & Jankovic, 2010), crushing-mills (Richard, 2003), produc-
tion of commercial fuels by blending (Chebre, Creff, & Petit, 2010),
and of stick–slip instabilities during oil drilling (Bekiaris-Liberis &
Krstic, 2014; Cai & Krstic, 2015, 2016; Krstic, 2009), to name only
a few. Depending on the application, the PDE state may evolve on
a time-varying domain (Cai & Krstic, 2015, 2016; Diagne & Krstic,
2015; Diagne, Shang, & Wang, 2016a,b) or its transport coefficient
may vary with time (Bresch-Pietri et al., 2014; Otto & Radons,
2013).

The nonlinear predictor-feedback concept, which enables one
to design efficient feedback laws that compensate constant in-
put delays arising in nonlinear systems was originally introduced
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in Krstic (2010a, c) where the PDE backstepping methodology
combined with a Lyapunov analysis was exploited to establish
stability results. For nonlinear systems with time-varying and
state-dependent delays, the analogous control design methodol-
ogy was developed in Bekiaris-Liberis, Jankovic, and Krstic (2012)
and Bekiaris-Liberis and Krstic (2012, 2013a, b), . For linear sys-
tems Karafyllis, Malisoff, de Queiroz, Krstic and Yang (2015) and
Mazenc andMalisoff (2015) proposed alternative prediction-based
approaches. Later, the method was extended to deal with the
stabilization problemof nonlinear systemswith actuator dynamics
governed by a wave PDE with moving boundary that depends on
the ODE state (Cai & Krstic, 2015, 2016).

However, the problem of design of predictor-feedback con-
trollers for compensation of input delays that depend on the
control input itself is left out in most of the existing contri-
butions. As described in Richard (2003), the design of delay-
compensating control laws for such systems of transport PDE/ODE
cascades with input-dependent transport coefficient (that appear
for example when describing the dynamics of crushing-mill pro-
cesses (Richard, 2003), recycling CSTR (Albertos & Garcia, 2012),
and single-phase marine cooling systems (Hansen, Stoustrup, &
Bendtsen, 2013)) remains an open problem. To our knowledge, the
result in Bresch-Pietri et al. (2014), which is motivated by the
dynamical model of fuel to air ratio (FAR) in gasoline engines, is
perhaps the only contribution that covers this particular subject
on delay compensation. Due to the dependency of the prediction
horizon on the future input values a design that completely com-
pensate the input delay does not seem possible.
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The present work deals with the problem of compensation of
transport PDE actuator dynamics with boundary-value-dependent
propagation speed in nonlinear systems. Equivalently, the non-
linear ODE’s actuator dynamics are described as a delayed-input-
dependent input delay. Here, the delay function is implicitly given
by an integral equation, similarly to Bresch-Pietri et al. (2014), but
is dependent on the delayed rather than the current input.

The predictor-feedback control law for both the PDE and the
delay system representations of the PDE–ODE cascade system
is developed. Our contribution stands as the first one in which
actual compensation of a delayed-input-dependent input delay is
achieved. A global stability result of the closed-loop system is
established. The designed compensator is employed for control of
PDE models of production systems with a finite buffer size at the
end of the production chain (Borsche, Colombo, & Garavello, 2010;
Herty, Klar, & Piccoli, 2007; Sun & Dong, 2008).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the general prob-
lem is described and themain result togetherwith a global stability
proof, based on a PDE representation of the predictor-feedback
control law, is presented in Section 3. An alternative representation
of the actuator dynamics as an implicitly defined delayed-input-
dependent input delay and the associated delay compensator are
given in Section 4. Section 5 is dedicated to the application of
the designed control law to a PDE model of production systems
enabling a delay-compensating ‘‘bang–bang’’ feedback law. Con-
cluding remarks are stated in Section 7.

2. Problem statement and controller design

We consider the transport PDE/nonlinear ODE cascade system
with boundary-value-dependent propagation speed defined as

Ẋ(t) = f (X(t), u(0, t)) , (1)
∂tu(x, t) = v (u(0, t)) ∂xu(x, t), x ∈ (0,D), (2)
u(D, t) = U(t). (3)

where X ∈ Rn, f : Rn
× R → Rn is continuously differentiable

with f (0, 0) = 0, and v : R → R+ is continuously differentiable
with respect to its argument. Eq. (2) represents the actuation path
for the plant (1), located at the boundary x = 0, with an actuation
device acting at the boundary x = D. The initial condition along the
actuation path (2) is defined as

u(x, 0) = u0(x). (4)

We design the following predictor-feedback controller for system
(1)–(3)

U(t) = κ(p(D, t)), (5)

p(x, t) = X(t) +

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

f (p(y, t), u(y, t))dy. (6)

The implementation of the control law (5), (6) requires measure-
ments of the PDE state u(x, t), x ∈ [0,D]. We emphasize that in
the recent papers (Karafyllis, 2011; Karafyllis & Krstic, 2014), the
implementation issue of predictor feedback is discussed in detail
and various numerical schemes are developed for computation of
predictor feedback laws.

For the system (1)–(3), we state the following assumptions:

Assumption 1. The delayed input-dependent propagation speed
v : R → R+ is continuously differentiable and there exists a
positive constant ε such that

v(α) ≥ ε, for all α ∈ R. (7)

Assumption 2. There exist a smooth positive definite function
Θ and class K∞ functions K1, K2, and K3 such that for the plant
Ẋ = f (X, ω) such that f (0, 0) = 0, the following hold

K1(|X |) ≤ Θ(X) ≤ K2(|X |) (8)
∂Θ(X)

∂X
f (X, ω) ≤ Θ(X) + K3(|ω|), (9)

for all (X, ω)T ∈ Rn+1.
Assumption 2 guarantees that system Ẋ = f (X, ω) is strongly

forward complete with respect to ω.

Assumption 3. System Ẋ = f (X, κ(X)+ω) is input-to-state stable
(ISS) with respect to ω. Moreover, the feedback law κ : Rn

→ R is
continuously differentiable with κ(0) = 0.

The definitions of strong forward completeness and input-to-
state stability are those from Krstic (2010b) and Sontag (1995),
respectively.

3. Main result and stability proof

Theorem 1. Consider system (1)–(3) together with the control law
(5), (6). Under Assumption 1–3, there exists a class KL function L0
such that for all initial conditions for which u0(x) is locally Lipschitz
on [0,D] and which satisfy the compatibility condition u0(D) =

κ (p(D, 0)), there exists a unique solution to the closed-loop system
with X(t) ∈ C1

[0, ∞) and u(x, t) locally Lipschitz on [0,D]× [0, ∞),
and the following holds for all t ≥ 0

|X(t)| + sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)| ≤ L0

(
|X(0)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|u0(x)|, t
)

. (10)

The proof of Theorem 1 is established with the help of the
following lemmas.

Lemma 1. The infinite-dimensional backstepping transformation

w(x, t) = u(x, t) − κ (p(x, t)) , (11)

where p(x, t) is defined in (6), combined with the control law defined
in (5), (6), maps the system (1), (2) with the boundary condition (3)
into the following target system

Ẋ(t) = f (X(t), κ (X(t)) + w(0, t)) , (12)
∂tw(x, t) = v(w(0, t) + κ (X(t)))∂xw(x, t), x ∈ [0,D] (13)
w(D, t) = 0. (14)

Proof. Differentiation of (6) with respect to t gives

∂tp(x, t) = f (p(0, t), u(0, t)) −

∫ x

0
f (p(y, t), u(y, t))

×

(
v′(u(y, t))
v2(u(y, t))

∂tu(y, t)
)
dy

+

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

∂pf (p(y, t), u(y, t))∂tp(y, t)dy

+

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

∂uf (p(y, t), u(y, t))∂tu(y, t)dy. (15)

Differentiation of (6) with respect to x leads to the following
relation

∂xp(x, t) = −

∫ x

0
f (p(y, t), u(y, t))

(
v′(u(y, t))
v2(u(y, t))

∂yu(y, t)
)
dy

+

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

∂pf (p(y, t), u(y, t))∂yp(y, t)dy
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+

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

∂uf (p(y, t), u(y, t))∂yu(y, t)dy

+
1

v(u(0, t))
f (p(0, t), u(0, t)). (16)

Using the change of variables

P(x, t) = ∂tp(x, t) − v(u(0, t))∂xp(x, t), (17)

together with (2), (15) and (16) we derive the following equality

P(x, t) =

∫ x

0

1
v(u(y, t))

∂pf (p(y, t), u(y, t))P(y, t)dy. (18)

Computing the derivative of (18) with respect to x, one concludes
that P(x, t) satisfies the following differential equation
∂P(x, t)

∂x
=

1
v(u(x, t))

∂pf (p(x, t), u(x, t))P(x, t), (19)

P(0, t) = 0, (20)

for all x ∈ [0,D], and thus, P(x, t) = 0, which is equivalent to

∂tp(x, t) − v(u(0, t))∂xp(x, t) = 0. (21)

Next, we differentiate the backstepping transformation (11) with
respect to t and x in order to get that

∂tw(x, t) = ∂tu(x, t) + ∇κ (p(x, t)) ∂tp(x, t), (22)

and

∂xw(x, t) = ∂xu(x, t) + ∇κ (p(x, t)) ∂xp(x, t). (23)

From (2) and (21)–(23) the following holds

∂tw(x, t) − v(u(0, t))∂xw(x, t) = 0. (24)

Evaluating (11) at x = 0 we get from (6) that

u(0, t) = w(0, t) + κ(X(t)), (25)

which can be substituted into Eq. (24) to obtain (14). By direct
verification from (11) for x = 0 and (6) we derive the ODE
dynamics (12). Setting x = D into (11) we obtain the boundary
condition (14) via (5).

Lemma2. The inverse of the infinite-dimensional backstepping trans-
formation (11) is given by

u(x, t) = w(x, t) + κ (π (x, t)) , (26)

where π is defined as

π (x, t) = X(t) +

∫ x

0

[
1

v(w(y, t) + κ(π (y, t)))

f (π (y, t), κ (π (y, t)) + w(y, t))
]
dy. (27)

Proof. The inverse transformation (26)mapsw ↦→ u and is associ-
ated to the target systempredictor, namely, (27)whereas the direct
transformation (11), whichmaps u ↦→ w, is associated to the plant
predictor, namely, (6). Even if the two predictor representations
are not driven by the same input signals the following holds

p ≡ π. (28)

Thus by direct verification, (26) is the inverse of (11). Clearly, taking
the derivative of (27) with respect to x and t , it can be shown that
relation (28) hold given that p and π satisfy the identical class of
transport PDE (see (21)).

Lemma 3. There exists a function L ∈ KL such that

|X(t)| + sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)|

≤ L

(
|X(0)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|w0(x)|, t
)

, (29)

for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Consider the following family of parameterized Lyapunov
functions candidates for the target system’s transport PDE (13)

Lc,n =

∫ D

0
e2ncxw2n(x, t)dx, (30)

for any c > 0 and positive integer n. The time derivative of Lc,n(t)
along (13) and (14) is written as

L̇c,n(t) =

∫ D

0
e2ncx2n (∂tw(x, t)) w2n−1(x, t)dx,

= 2nv(w(0, t) + κ (X(t)))

×

∫ D

0
e2ncxw(x, t)2n−1∂xw(x, t)dx

= −v(w(0, t) + κ (X(t)))

×

[
w(0, t)2n + 2nc

∫ D

0
e2ncxw(x, t)2ndx

]
. (31)

From Assumption 1 it holds that v(α) ≥ ε, for all α ∈ R, and thus,
we get from (30), (31) that

L̇c,n(t) ≤ −2ncεLc,n(t). (32)

Moreover, from (30) it follows that∫ D

0
|w(z, t)|2ndz ≤ Lc,n(t) ≤ e2ncD

∫ D

0
|w(z, t)|2ndz, (33)

for all t ≥ 0, c > 0, and n ∈ N+. Integrating (32) and using (33) we
get∫ D

0
|w(z, t)|2ndz ≤ e−2ncε(t−s)e2ncD

∫ D

0
|w(z, s)|2ndz, (34)

for all t ≥ s ≥ 0. From (34) we get(∫ D

0
|w(z, t)|2ndz

) 1
2n

≤ e−cε(t−s)ecD
(∫ D

0
|w(z, s)|2ndz

) 1
2n

. (35)

Taking the limit as n → ∞ and using the fact that

lim
n→∞

(∫ D

0
|w(z, t)|2ndz

) 1
2n

= sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| ≡ ∥w(t)∥∞ (36)

from (35) the following holds

sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| ≤ e−cε(t−s)ecD
(

sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, s)|
)

, (37)

for all t ≥ s ≥ 0. Based on Assumption 3, there exist some L̄ ∈ KL
and ¯K ∈ K∞ such that the solutions of (12) satisfy

|X(t)| ≤ L̄
(
|X(s)|, t − s

)
+ ¯K

(
sup

τ∈[s,t]
|w(0, τ )|

)
, (38)

for all t ≥ s ≥ 0. We perform the change of variables s =
t
2 and

rewrite (38) as

|X(t)| ≤ L̄

(⏐⏐⏐⏐X ( t
2

)⏐⏐⏐⏐ , t
2

)
+ ¯K

(
sup

τ∈[ t
2 ,t]

|w(0, τ )|

)
. (39)
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The estimate of
⏐⏐X ( t

2

)⏐⏐ follows by setting s = 0 and substituting t
by t

2 into (38). Hence, the following holds⏐⏐⏐⏐X ( t
2

)⏐⏐⏐⏐ ≤ L̄

(
|X(0)|,

t
2

)
+ ¯K

(
sup

τ∈[0, t
2 ]

|w(0, τ )|

)
. (40)

From (37), we derive the estimates

sup
τ∈[0, t

2 ]
∥w(τ )∥∞ ≤ ecD sup

x∈[0,D]

|w0(x)|, (41)

sup
τ∈[ t

2 ,t]
∥w(τ )∥∞ ≤ e−

cε
2 tecD sup

x∈[0,D]

|w0(x)|. (42)

Substituting (40) through (42) into (39) and using the fact that

|w(0, τ )| ≤ sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, τ )| (43)

leads to (29) with

L (r, s) = L̄

(
L̄

(
r,

s
2

)
+ ¯K

(
recD

)
,
s
2

)
+ ¯K

(
e−

cε
2 srecD

)
+ e−cεsrecD. (44)

Lemma 4. There exists a class K∞ function K9 such that

sup
x∈[0,D]

|p(x, t)| ≤ K9

(
|X(t)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|
)

, (45)

for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Taking the derivative of (6) with respect to x, we get

∂xp(x, t) =
1

v(u(x, t))
f (p(x, t), u(x, t)), (46)

with the initial condition

p(0, t) = X(t). (47)

Knowing that v(α) > 0, for all α ∈ R, and using (9) we derive the
following inequality

∂Θ(p(x, t))
∂p

1
v(u(x, t))

f (p(x, t), u(x, t))

≤
1

v(u(x, t))

(
Θ(p(x, t)) + K3(|u(x, t)|)

)
. (48)

Then, using (46) the following holds

∂Θ(p(x, t))
∂x

≤
1

v(u(x, t))
Θ(p(x, t))

+
1

v(u(x, t))
K3(|u(x, t)|), (49)

and with the help of (7), inequality (49) yields

∂Θ(p(x, t))
∂x

≤
1
ε
Θ(p(x, t)) +

1
ε

K3(|u(x, t)|). (50)

From (50) we obtain

Θ(p(x, t)) ≤ e
x
ε Θ(p(0, t)) +

1
ε

∫ x

0
e

x−y
ε K3(|u(y, t)|) dy (51)

by the comparison principle. Using (47) we derive

Θ(p(x, t)) ≤ e
D
ε Θ(X(t)) +

(
e

D
ε − 1

)
× K3

(
sup

x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|
)

. (52)

Using (8) the following inequality holds

|p(x, t)| ≤ K −1
1

(
e

D
ε K2(|X(t)|) +

(
e

D
ε − 1

)
× K3

(
sup

x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|
))

, for all x ∈ [0,D]. (53)

Defining

K9(s) = K −1
1

(
e

D
ε K2(s) +

(
e

D
ε − 1

)
K3(s)

)
, (54)

completes the proof.

Lemma 5. There exists a class K∞ function K10 such that

sup
x∈[0,D]

|π (x, t)| ≤ K10

(
|X(t)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)|
)

,

t ≥ 0. (55)

Proof. Based on the input-to-state stability of Ẋ = f (X, κ(X) + ω)

with respect to ω, namely, Assumption 3, there exist a smooth
function F (X) : Rn

→ R+ and class K∞ functions K4, K5, K6,
K7 such that (see, e.g., (Sontag, 1995))

K4(|X(t)|) ≤ F (X(t)) ≤ K5(|X(t)|),
∂F (X(t))

∂X
f (X(t), κ(X(t)) + w(0, t)) (56)

≤ −K6(|X(t)|) + K7(|w(0, t)|). (57)

Differentiating (27) with respect to x the following ODE for π is
derived for all x ∈ [0,D]

∂xπ (x, t) =
1

v(w(x, t) + κ(π (x, t)))
× f

(
π (x, t), κ (π (x, t)) + w(x, t)

)
, (58)

π (0, t) =X(t). (59)

From (57), the following holds

∂F (π (x, t))
∂π

f (π (x, t), κ(π (x, t)) + w(0, t))

≤ −K6(|π (x, t)|) + K7(|w(0, t)|). (60)

Multiplying both sides of (60) by the transport velocity we get

∂F (π (x, t))
∂π

1
v(w(x, t) + κ(π (x, t)))

× f (π (x, t), κ(π (x, t)) + w(0, t))

≤
1

v(w(x, t) + κ(π (x, t)))
(−K6(|π (x, t)|) + K7(|w(0, t)|)) . (61)

Using (58), the relation (61) leads to the following inequality

∂F (π (x, t))
∂x

≤
1

v(w(x, t) + κ(π (x, t)))
K7(|w(0, t)|). (62)

From the boundness of the transport speed (7), it follows that

∂F (π (x, t))
∂x

≤
1
ε

K7(|w(0, t)|). (63)

Hence, from (59) it follows that

F (π (x, t)) ≤ F (X(t)) +
D
ε

K7(|w(0, t)|). (64)

From (64) and (56), we deduce the existence of a classK∞ function
K10 such that (55) holds.
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Proof of Theorem 1. Assumption 3 implies the existence of a class
K∞ function K11 such that

|κ(ξ )| ≤ K11(|ξ |). (65)

From the backstepping transformation (11) defined in Lemma1we
deduce the following inequality

sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| ≤ sup
x∈[0,D]

(
|u(x, t)| + K11(|p(x, t)|)

)
. (66)

From the inverse backstepping transformation (26) given in
Lemma 2 we get

sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)| ≤ sup
x∈[0,D]

(
|w(x, t)| + K11(|π (x, t)|)

)
. (67)

Then, from (45) and (55) defined in Lemmas 4 and 5, respectively,
we obtain

sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| ≤ sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)| + K11 ◦ K9

(
|X(t)|

+ sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|
)

, (68)

sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)| ≤ sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| + K11 ◦ K10

(
|X(t)|

+ sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)|
)

. (69)

From (68) and (69), there exist class K∞ functions K12 and K13
such that

|X(t)| + sup
x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)| ≤K12

(
|X(t)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|
)

, (70)

|X(t)| + sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)| ≤K13

(
|X(t)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|w(x, t)|
)

. (71)

Combining (29) of Lemma 3 and (71) we conclude that

|X(t)| + sup
x∈[0,D]

|u(x, t)|

≤ K13

(
L

(
|X(0)| + sup

x∈[0,D]

|w0(x)|, t
))

. (72)

Using (70) we recover (10) with L0(s) = K13
(
L
(
K12(s)

))
.

In order to prove the well-posedness of the closed-loop system
consisting of (1)–(3) with the controller (5), (6), we first show the
well-posedness of the target system (12)–(14). Consider first the
following system

˙̄X(τ ) =
1

v
(
w̄(0, τ ) + κ

(
X̄(τ )

))
× f

(
X̄(τ ), κ

(
X̄(τ ) + w̄(0, τ )

))
(73)

w̄τ (x, τ ) = w̄x (x, τ ) (74)
w̄ (D, τ ) = 0. (75)

for all τ ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ x ≤ D, with an initial condition

X̄(0) = X(0), (76)
w̄(x, 0) = w0(x). (77)

The explicit solution that satisfies the PDE (74) and the boundary
condition (75) (which can be viewed as a delay line with D time
units delay and zero input) is given by

w̄(x, τ ) =

{
w0(x + τ ), 0 ≤ x + τ ≤ D
0, x + τ > D.

(78)

The uniqueness of this solution follows from the well-known
uniqueness of solutions to the transport PDE with constant trans-
port speed (74) with boundary condition (75), see, e.g., (Coron,
2007).

Moreover, from the definition for p in (6) we get that

p0x(x) =
1

v (u0(x))
f (p0(x), u0(x)) . (79)

Thus, under Assumption 1 and using the fact that v and f are
assumed to be continuously differentiable, one can conclude from
the local Lipschitzness assumption on u0 and the compatibility
condition that p0(x) is continuously differentiable on [0,D]. There-
fore, from the backstepping transformation (11), the regularity
assumption on u0, and the fact that κ is assumed to be continuously
differentiable, one can conclude that w0(x) is locally Lipschitz on
[0,D]. Hence, from (78) and the compatibility condition one can
deduce that w̄(x, t) is locally Lipschitz on [0,D] × [0, ∞).

Moreover, for all τ > D it follows from (73), (78) that

˙̄X(τ ) =
1

v
(
κ
(
X̄(τ )

)) f (X̄(τ ), κ (X̄(τ ))) , (80)

and thus, the regularity assumptions on f , v, and κ as well as (7),
guarantee that there exists a unique solution X̄(τ ) ∈ C1(D, ∞).
Similarly, for all τ < D, it follows from (73), (78) that

˙̄X(τ ) =
1

v
(
w0(τ ) + κ

(
X̄(τ )

))
× f

(
X̄(τ ), κ

(
X̄(τ ) + w0(τ )

))
, (81)

and thus, using the fact thatw0 is locally Lipschitzwe conclude that
there exists a unique solution X̄(τ ) ∈ C1

[0,D). The compatibility
condition guarantees that X̄ is continuously differentiable also at
τ = D, and thus, X̄(τ ) ∈ C1

[0, ∞).
Define next the change of variables τ = Φ(t), where

Φ(t) =

∫ t

0
v
(
w̄ (0, Φ(s)) + κ

(
X̄ (Φ(s))

))
ds, (82)

which implies that

Φ ′(t) = v
(
w̄ (0, Φ(t)) + κ

(
X̄ (Φ(t))

))
, (83)

with Φ(0) = 0. From the regularity properties of the solutions to
w̄ and X̄ , it follows that the right-hand side of the latter ODE inΦ is
locally Lipschitz with respect to Φ , and thus, there exists a unique
Φ(t), which is now a continuously differentiable function for all
t ≥ 0 and, moreover, it satisfies Φ ′(t) > 0, for all t ≥ 0. Thus, Φ is
invertible with a continuously differentiable inverse functionΦ−1.

Then, setting

X(t) = X̄ (Φ(t)) , (84)
w(x, t) = w̄(x, Φ(t)), (85)

and using the facts that Φ is strictly increasing, that Φ(0) = 0, and
that

lim
t→∞

Φ(t) = ∞, (86)

one can conclude that there exists a unique solution X(t) ∈

C1
[0, ∞) and that there exists a unique solution w(x, t) such that

w(x, t) is locally Lipschitz on [0,D]×[0, ∞). The proof is completed
noting that X satisfies (12) and that w satisfies (13), (14), facts
that follow from (73)–(75), the definition of Φ(t), and definitions
X(t) = X̄ (Φ(t)), w(x, t) = w̄(x, Φ(t)).

Using the equivalence between the signals p(x, t) and π (x, t)
stated in (28), it can be deduced from (18) that the π-system
satisfies the following PDE

∂tπ (x, t) = v(w(0, t) + κ(X(t)))∂xπ (x, t), (87)
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π (0, t) = X(t). (88)

Defining the characteristic curves parameterized by some variable
τ and expressing the total derivative of π (x(τ ), t(τ )), the solution
of the transport PDE (87) compatible with the boundary condition
(88) is written as

π (x, t) = X
(
Φ−1 (x + Φ(t))

)
. (89)

The existence and uniqueness of (X(t), Φ(t)) ∈ C1
[0, ∞) ensures

that π (x, t) is continuously differentiable on [0,D] × [0, ∞), and
thus, from the inverse backstepping transformation (26) and the
local Lipschitzness ofw(x, t)we get the local Lipschitzness ofu(x, t)
on [0,D] × [0, ∞).

4. Equivalent representation using a delay system

4.1. Relation to a nonlinear system with delayed-input-dependent
input delay

An alternative representation of the cascade system (1)–
(3), which incorporates a boundary-value-dependent propagation
speed is offered in this section. We recast the original problem
into a delay system framework by solving the transport PDE (2),
(3) with the method of characteristics. The resulting system is a
delayed-input-dependent input delay system, which can be ex-
plained by the fact that the propagation speed of the PDE, namely,
v(u(0, t)) is itself dependent on the delayed boundary inputU(t) =

u(D, t). The method of characteristics is used first in order to
solve the transport PDE (2). Defining the characteristic curves
parameterized by some variable τ , the distributed state of the PDE
(2), namely, u(x, t), can be described by u(x(τ ), t(τ )) whose total
derivative is written as
du(x(τ ), t(τ ))

dτ
=

∂u
∂t

dt
dτ

+
∂u
∂x

dx
dτ

. (90)

Matching (90) to the original PDE (2) the following set of ODEs are
derived

dt(τ )
dτ

= 1, (91)

dx(τ )
dτ

= −v (u(0, t(τ ))) , (92)

du(x(τ ), t(τ ))
dτ

= 0. (93)

The solution to (91)–(93) corresponds to the constant solution
along the characteristics lines (x(τ ), t(τ )). Integration of the ODEs
(91) and (92) yields the characteristic curves of the PDE (2) given
as

t(τ ) = t0 + τ , t(0) = t0 (94)

x(τ ) =

∫ τ

0

dx(λ)
dλ

dλ + x(0) (95)

= −

∫ τ

0
v (u(0, t0 + λ)) dλ + D, x(0) = D. (96)

Now, we define the primitive function of the variable transport
velocity as

Φu(t) =

∫ t

0
v (u(0, λ)) dλ. (97)

Since the transport velocity v is assumed to be strictly positive, the
functionΦu(t) is amonotonically increasing function and defines a
bijectivemapping between time and space. The subscript u denotes
the delayed-input dependence of the functionΦu(t). By combining

(96) and (97) we derive the following relation

x(τ ) = Φu(t0) − Φu(t0 + τ ) + D. (98)

By considering the characteristic curves with x(τ ) = 0 at time
t = t0 + τ and defining the time delay Ru(t) = t − t0 we get

D = Φu(t) − Φu(t − Ru(t)). (99)

It is clear that such t always exists (and is unique for a given t0) as
Φu(t) is strictly increasing and from (7) (see Assumption 1)

lim
t→∞

Φu(t) = ∞. (100)

From (93) we know that the solution of the transport PDE (2) is
constant along the characteristic curves. Thus,

u(0, t) = u(D, t − Ru(t)) = U(t − Ru(t)). (101)

Consequently, using (99) and (101), the original cascade system
(1)–(3) is reduced to a nonlinear systemwith an implicitly defined
delayed-input-dependent input delay, which is written as

Ẋ(t) = f (X(t),U(φ(t))) (102)
φ(t) = t − Ru(t) (103)

D =

∫ t

φ(t)
v(U(φ(λ)))dλ. (104)

In summary, the delay function is computed considering the
time that the input signal, U(t) = u(D, t), needs to travel from the
boundary x = D to the boundary x = 0. Since the transport velocity
depends on the uncontrolled boundary value dynamics, namely,
u(0, t) (see (2) and (3)), the delay function itself is dependent on
the boundary value of u(0, t). Such value is computed in Eq. (101)
by using the well-knownmethod of characteristics as an implicitly
given function Ru(t) = t − t0. The control signal U(t) = u(D, t)
can be computed from the signal u(0, t) considering that the signal
that enters the boundary x = D needs Ru(t) units of time to reach
the boundary x = 0. Thus, for any given time t the equality (101)
holds.

4.2. Predictor-feedback for the equivalent delay system

The predictor feedback control law for system (102) is

U(t) = κ(P(t)), (105)

where κ(X) is the nominal feedback control law for the delay free
plant Ẋ(t) = f (X(t),U(t)) and

P(t) = X(t) +

∫ t

φ(t)

v(U(φ(θ )))
v(U(θ ))

f (P(θ ),U(θ )) dθ, (106)

with the initial condition

P(θ ) = X(0) +

∫ θ

φ(0)

v(U(φ(s)))
v(U(s))

f (P(s),U(s)) ds, (107)

for all φ(0) ≤ θ ≤ 0. The predictor signal (106) is derived
by defining the prediction time from the implicitly given delay
function (104) as

Σ(t) = φ−1(t). (108)

Thus, the following implicit relation for Σ holds

D =

∫ Σ(t)

t
v(U(φ(λ)))dλ. (109)

The time derivative of (109) is expressed as

Σ̇(t)v (U(t)) − v (U(φ(t))) = 0, (110)
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which leads to

Σ̇(t) =
v(U(φ(t)))
v (U (t))

. (111)

Substitution of t = Σ(θ ), θ ∈ [φ(t), t], in (102) enables one to
derive the following differential equation

d
dθ

(X(Σ(θ ))) = Σ̇(θ )f (X (Σ(θ )) ,U(θ )). (112)

Using (111) one arrives at

d
dθ

(X(Σ(θ ))) =
v(U(φ(θ )))
v (U (θ))

f (X (Σ(θ )) ,U(θ )) . (113)

Defining the predictor signal as

P(θ ) = X (Σ(θ )) (114)

and integrating (113) over [φ(t), t] the predictor (106) with ini-
tial condition (107) is derived. The relation between the states
(P(θ ),U(θ )), θ ∈ [φ(t), t] and (p(x, t), u(x, t)), x ∈ [0,D] is
provided in Appendix.

5. Application to production systems

5.1. Motivation: Control of a PDE model of a network of suppliers

Production and distribution systems, which convey a large
number of parts, are often used in various manufacturing and
logistics processes such as electronic and automobile industries.
A crucial factor in supply chain networks is the ability to produce
uniformly, high-quality final parts at a high rate while avoiding
machine break-down and operation variations that may impose a
reconfiguration of the entire process. The dynamic nature of such
systems depends strongly on the work in progress (WIP) and the
frequency of new product entering the system.

Several modeling approaches are utilized to capture the evolu-
tion in time of supply chains’ networks. These dynamical represen-
tations are often exploited for parts flow control, fault detection,
system’s diagnostics, and tasks planning and management pur-
poses. The concept of agent-based models (Gjerdrum, Shah, & Pa-
pageorgiou, 2001; Swaminathan, Smith, & Sadeh, 1998),whichwas
initially developed for the control of distributed systems, is suitable
to describe the time evolution of production chains that involve
the transformation of rawmaterials into intermediate and finished
products with a distribution system of the final products. For large
scale systems, discrete event representation (Kleijnen, 2005; Tako
& Robinson, 2012; Terzi & Cavalieri, 2004) is well-known to be
exceedingly expensive tomaintain and computationally difficult to
handle. These approaches fail in reflecting the production system
dynamics as a whole and lead to machine breakdown and delay of
parts arrival. An exhaustive discussion on such problematics can
be found in Sun and Dong (2008) and the references therein.

Therefore, PDE representations (Armbruster, Degond, &
Ringhofer, 2006; Borsche et al., 2010; Coron & Wang, 2013; Herty
et al., 2007; Marca, Armbruster, Herty, & Ringhofer, 2010; Shang
& Wang, 2011; Sun & Dong, 2008) are more efficient computa-
tionally, more robust and more accurate for predicting the WIP as
well as the outflux behaviors in production systems. In this section,
we present a PDE model of the dynamics of a production system
consisting of a chain of outgoing suppliers connected to a queue in
front of it. The supply chain is described by a PDE with boundary-
value-dependent propagation speed (Sun & Dong, 2008) and the
load of goods stored in the queue is modeled by a nonlinear ODE
whose input is given by the value of the PDE at the exit of the
production line (Borsche et al., 2010; Papadopoulos & Heavey,
1996).

5.2. PDE model of a supply chain system with a finite buffer size

The conservation law within a single node and the constitutive
relations between velocity and parts density for production sys-
tems depend on the flow of parts entering the node at x = D (raw
materials) and exiting at x = 0 as finished products and losses.
Here the spatial variable x is an artificial continuous index of the
suppliers. Denoting ρ(x, t) the density of parts at stage x and time t
andω(x, t) the velocity of the productmovement through thenode,
the following PDEmodelwhich expresses the conservation of parts
in the node is defined in Armbruster et al. (2006) and Sun andDong
(2008)

∂tρ(x, t) − ∂x (ω(x, t)ρ(x, t)) = 0. (115)

The transport equation (115) is obtained expressing the mass
conservation laws into the system if the yield loss on stages is
neglected (no production or loss of material during the production
process). As in Sun and Dong (2008), we assume that the speed ω

is a function of parts density ρ and define the following relation

ω(x, t) = v(ρ(x, t))
⏐⏐⏐⏐
x=0

=
1

P(1 + ρ(x, t))

⏐⏐⏐⏐
x=0

, (116)

where P is the processing time. Assuming that the exit density
obeys a uniform law for each stage x ∈ (0,D), (115) is reduced
to

∂tρ(x, t) −

(
1

P(1 + ρ(0, t))

)
∂xρ(x, t) = 0. (117)

The nonlocal term in (117) suggests that the WIP depends non-
linearly upon only the output density at the current time and
indicates the full impact of the overall loading of the system on the
motion at the beginning of the production line. The density ρ(x, t)
is a physical quantity which remains non-negative and bounded.
One should note that the velocity v(ρ(0, t)) is positive and becomes
zero only if the factory breaks down completely.

The initial condition is defined as ρ(x, 0) = ρ0(x), The conserva-
tion law imposes the following boundary condition at the entrance
of the production line

ω(D, t)ρ(D, t) = F (t). (118)

Knowing that the propagation velocity, which is defined in (116),
remains spatially independent enables one to write the boundary
condition (118) as follows

1
P(1 + ρ(0, t))

U(t) = F (t), (119)

where F is the control input and U is the ‘‘virtual’’ input to be
designed based on the infinite-dimensional predictor feedback (5),
(6).

5.3. Queue modeling of the finite buffer

In this section, we present the dynamical model of the queue
in front of the production line. We represent the queue buffer
occupancy by defining the load of goods,Q , stored in the queue and
imposing the conservation of mass (Borsche et al., 2010; Herty et
al., 2007). Hence,

Q̇ (t) = ν in(ρ(0, t)) − νout(Q (t)), (120)

where the influx in the buffer is defined as

ν in(ρ(0, t)) = αv(ρ(0, t))ρ(0, t), (121)

and α is the connectivity coefficient, which denotes the fraction of
materials flux flowing from the final stage to the buffer when the
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Fig. 1. Non-re-entrantmanufacturing chainwith uniformpropagation velocity. The
symbol I denotes the distribution structure.

rate of losses is assumed to be known and equal to 1−α (see Fig. 1).
The queue is characterized by a maximum processing capacity
Qmax and a maximum service rate µ. Therefore, we consider that
the flux at the output is given as1

νout(Q (t)) = min (Q (t), µ) . (122)

Finally, substituting (116), (121) and (122) into (120), we obtain
the following ODE

Q̇ (t) =
αρ(0, t)

P(1 + ρ(0, t))
− min (Q (t), µ) . (123)

For the model described in Eqs. (117), (123) with the boundary
condition (118), the control objective is to stabilize the queue Q
at the desired equilibrium value Q ⋆.

5.4. ‘‘Bang–Bang’’ control of the delay-free plant

In order to ensure a fast stabilization of the production system
to the desired set point Q ⋆ satisfying 0 ≤ Q ⋆ < µ, we employ a
piecewise exponential ‘‘bang–bang’’ control law (Diagne & Krstic,
2015). The delay-free plant is defined as

Q̇ (t) =
αU(t)

P(1 + U(t))
− min (Q (t), µ) , (124)

where U(t) is the virtual nominal input. System (124) admits an
open-loop control law defined as

b(Q ⋆) =
P min (Q ⋆, µ)

α − P min (Q ⋆, µ)
. (125)

Since Q ⋆ < µ, we have that

b(Q ⋆) =
PQ ⋆

α − PQ ⋆
. (126)

From the non-negativeness of the density function ρ(x, t) and the
propagation speed v(ρ(0, t)), we deduce that the setpoint control
of the queuing model is a non-negative quantity imposing the
following restriction

0 ≤ Q ⋆ < min
{α

P
, µ

}
. (127)

The stability of the system (124) under the setpoint control law
(126) is proved below using the classical quadratic Lyapunov func-
tion V =

1
2 Q̃

2, where Q̃ = Q − Q ⋆. The time derivative of this
Lyapunov function along the solution to (124) subject to the control
law (126) is written as follows:

V̇ = Q̃
[

αb(Q ⋆)
P(1 + b(Q ⋆))

− min
(
Q̃ + Q ⋆, µ

)]
, (128)

and equivalently

V̇ = Q̃M(Q̃ ,Q ⋆), (129)

1 The outflow is expressed using the relaxed formulation νout(Q (t)) =

min
( Q (t)

ε
, µ
)
as presented in Armbruster, de Beer, Freitag, Jagalski, and Ringhofer

(2006) (see also (Borsche et al., 2010)). For sake of simplicity, we consider the case
for which the small smoothing parameter ε is set to ε = 1 but the control approach
is easily applicable to the case of non-unity relaxation coefficient, namely, when
ε ̸= 1.

where

M(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) = Q ⋆
− min

(
Q̃ + Q ⋆, µ

)
. (130)

From (130) one can deduce that

sign{M(Q̃ ,Q ⋆)} = −sign{Q̃ }, (131)

which immediately implies that V̇ < 0, for all Q̃ ̸= 0, and thereby,
induces the asymptotic stability of (124).

5.5. Piecewise exponential ‘‘bang–bang’’ control law

The piecewise exponential ‘‘bang–bang’’ control lawwhichwas
introduced in Diagne and Krstic (2015) enables one to stabilize
the closed-loop delay-free plant to the desired setpoint. We refer
the reader to Diagne and Krstic (2015) in which such a control
approach is widely discussed. Consider the feedback law

B(Q (t),Q ⋆) = Bl
(
Q (t),Q ⋆

)
H
(
Q ⋆

− Q (t)
)

+ Br
(
Q (t),Q ⋆

)
H
(
Q (t) − Q ⋆

)
, (132)

where H is the Heaviside function and the functions Bl and Br are
given by

Bl
(
Q (t),Q ⋆

)
= b

(
Q ⋆
)

+
(
Bmax − b

(
Q ⋆
))1 − eΛl(Q ⋆)(Q (t)−Q ⋆)

1 − e−Λl(Q ⋆)(Q ⋆) , (133)

Br(Q (t),Q ⋆) = b
(
Q ⋆
)
− b

(
Q ⋆
) 1 − e−Λr(Q ⋆)(Q−Q ⋆)

1 − e−Λr(Q ⋆)(Qmax−Q ⋆) , (134)

for Q ≥ Q ⋆. Here, B is the input density and Bmax and Qmax are the
maximum value of the input density and capacity of the queue,
respectively. In order to guarantee a well-running process, these
maximum values are chosen to satisfy

Bmax ≤
min{Qmax, µ}

α − P min{Qmax, µ}
, (135)

α − P min{Qmax, µ} > 0. (136)

The functions Λl(Q ⋆) > 0 and Λr(Q ⋆) > 0 are the gains of the
left and right exponential control law defined as (133) and (134),
respectively. These gains are uniquely determined to ensure the
continuous differentiability of the extended control law (132). We
define the setpoint slope functions of (133) and (134), namely,
S(Q ⋆) as the sole design parameter of the controller, which satisfies
the following relations

S(Q ⋆) =
Λl(Q ⋆)

(
Bmax − b

(
Q ⋆
))

1 − e−Λl(Q ⋆)Q ⋆ , (137)

S(Q ⋆) =
Λr(Q ⋆)b

(
Q ⋆
)

1 − e−Λr(Q ⋆)(Qmax−Q ⋆) . (138)

The right hand sides of (137) and (138) are deduced differentiating
(133) and (134) with respect to the state Q for Q = Q ⋆. The gains
Λl(Q ⋆) andΛr(Q ⋆) are computed as the unique strictly positive so-
lutions of the transcendental equations (137) and (138), selecting
S(Q ⋆) above the followingminimal set (see Diagne andKrstic, 2015
for details)

Smin(Q ⋆) = max
{
(Bmax − b(Q ⋆))

Q ⋆
;

b(Q ⋆)
Qmax − Q ⋆

}
. (139)

Proposition 1. For any setpoint Q ⋆
∈
[
0,min

{
Qmax, µ, α

P

})
and

for any chosen setpoint slope S(Q ⋆) ∈ R satisfying S(Q ⋆) ≥ Smin(Q ⋆),
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Fig. 2. Delay compensated ‘‘bang–bang’’ control of the queue capacity.

where Smin(Q ⋆) is given by (139), taking the control gains (Λl, Λr) as
solutions of 2

Λl(Bmax − b(Q ⋆)) − S(Q ⋆)(1 − e−ΛlQ ⋆
) = 0, (140)

Λrb(Q ⋆) − S(Q ⋆)(1 − e−Λr(Qmax−Q ⋆)) = 0, (141)

the closed-loop system consisting of (124) with an initial condition
Q0 ∈

[
0,min

{
Qmax, µ, α

P

})
and control law (132) is asymptotically

stable at Q = Q ⋆.

Proof of Proposition 1. Consider the error system:

˙̃Q (t) =
αU(t)

P(1 + U(t))
− min

(
Q̃ (t) + Q ⋆, µ

)
, (142)

where Q̃ = Q (t) − Q ⋆, and the Lyapunov function

V
(
Q̃
)

= |Q̃ |. (143)

It follows that

V̇ =
˙̃Q sign{Q̃ }. (144)

Hence,

∇U V̇ =
α

P(1 + U)2
sign{Q̃ }, (145)

Thus, V̇ is a monotonically increasing or decreasing function of the
input U . The asymptotic stability of system (142) can be deduced
using the properties of the ‘‘bang–bang’’ controller. Setting U =

B(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) in (145) the following hold.

• For all Q̃ < 0, it holds that B(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) ∈ (b(Q ⋆), Bmax] and that
V̇ is a decreasing function of U . When B(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) = b(Q ⋆)

V̇ = −

[
αb(Q ⋆)

P(1 + b(Q ⋆))
− min(Q ⋆

+ Q̃ , µ)
]

. (146)

Knowing Q̃ < 0 and Q ⋆ < µ, the following holds

min(Q ⋆
+ Q̃ , µ) < Q ⋆. (147)

Thus, from (146), we deduce

V̇ < −

[
αb(Q ⋆)

P(1 + b(Q ⋆))
− Q ⋆

]
. (148)

2 Analogously to Diagne and Krstic (2015), relations (140) and (141) are derived
stating that S(Q ⋆) = −

d
dQ Bl(Q (t),Q ⋆)|Q=Q ⋆ = −

d
dQ Br(Q (t),Q ⋆)|Q=Q ⋆ , where

Bl(Q (t),Q ⋆), and Br(Q (t),Q ⋆) are defined in (133) and (134), respectively.

Hence, V̇ < 0, for all Q̃ < 0 follows from the fact that V̇ is a
decreasing function of U .

• Similarly, for all Q̃ > 0, B(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) ∈ [0, b(Q ⋆)). Knowing
that V̇ is an increasing function of U with V̇ < 0 when
B(Q̃ ,Q ⋆) = b(Q ⋆), we conclude that V̇ < 0, for all Q̃ > 0.

Finally, the piecewise exponential feedback control law (132)
imposes V̇ < 0, for all Q̃ ̸= Q ⋆, which ensures the asymptotic
stability of the error system (142).

5.6. Predictor-feedback control design

From (5) and (6), the predictor-feedback control law of the
production line is written as

F (t) =
1

P(1 + ρ(0, t))
B(p(D, t),Q ⋆), (149)

p(x, t) = X(t) +

∫ x

0
P(1 + ρ(y, t))

×

(
αρ(y, t)

P(1 + ρ(y, t))
− min (p(y, t), µ)

)
dy. (150)

6. Simulation results

Simulations are performed in order to stabilize the queue buffer
occupancy to a setpoint value Q ⋆

= 0.4 whereas the maximum
capacity is set to µ = 0.8 and the process time to P = 0.25.
The maximum capacity of the queue is set to Qmax = 1 and the
maximum value of the input to Bmax = 0.6 with a distribution
coefficient α = 0.5. Physically, the queue is located at the stage
x = 0 and the supplier device at the stage x = 2. The factory starts
with zero parts density, ρ0(x) = 0, at the initial time. In order to
implement the delayed-input-dependent input delay ‘‘bang–bang’’
compensator, the value of the slope function is set to S(Q ⋆) =

Smin(Q ⋆) + 20.
The dynamics of the queue buffer occupancy Q (t), the bound-

ary control law F (t) and the nominal compensated ‘‘bang–bang’’
control law B(p(D, t)) are presented. Moreover, the evolution in
time and space of the part density ρ(x, t) and the predictor state
p(x, t) are simulated using a finite volume setup. As shown in
Figs. 2 and 3, the uncompensated input leads to oscillatory re-
sponse and the compensated controller allows faster convergence
than the open loop control. One should point out that Karafyllis
(2011) and Karafyllis and Krstic (2014) extensively discuss the
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(a) Open-loop ρ(x, t).

(b) Uncompensated ρ(x, t).

(c) Compensated ρ(x, t).

(d) Predictor p(x, t).

Fig. 3. Evolution of the distributed variables.

implementation issue of predictor-feedback and offer various nu-
merical schemes for computation of predictor-feedback laws.

7. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we develop an infinite-dimensional predictor-
feedback control lawwhich enables one to compensate, for nonlin-
ear systems, actuator dynamics governed by a transport PDE with
boundary-value-dependent propagation velocity. In particular, the

actuator dynamics depend on the boundary value of the actua-
tor state anti-collocated to the actuation or sensing mechanism
introducing a delay that depends on the delayed input signal.
Our predictor-feedback controller guarantees a global asymptotic
stability of the coupled system. The feasibility of the proposed
controller is demonstrated on amodel of a production systemwith
finite buffer, using the recently developed ‘‘bang–bang’’ nominal
controller.

Appendix. Relation between (P,U ) and (p, u)

Define the infinite-dimensional representation of the actuator
state as

u(x, t) = U
(
φ
(
Φ−1

u (x + Φu(t))
))

. (A.1)

Using (99) we get

D = Φu(Σ(t)) − Φu(t). (A.2)

From (A.1) we deduce

u(0, t) = U
(
φ
(
Φ−1

u (Φu(t))
))

= U(φ(t)). (A.3)

Using (A.2) and (A.1) the following holds

u(D, t) = U (φ (Σ(t))) = U(t). (A.4)

Taking the derivative of (A.1) with respect to x and t , and knowing
that
dΦu(t)

dt
= v (u(0, t)) , (A.5)

from (97), the actuator dynamics (2) are obtained.
Define next the infinite-dimensional representation of the pre-

dictor state as

p(x, t) = X
(
Φ−1

u (x + Φu(t))
)
. (A.6)

It follows that

p(0, t) = X (t) . (A.7)

Moreover, using (A.2) we get

p(D, t) = X (Σ(t)) . (A.8)

Taking the derivative of (A.6) with respect to x and t we get

∂xp(x, t) =
1

v(u(0, t))
∂tp(x, t). (A.9)

Integrating (A.9) over [0, x], we arrive at

p(x, t) = X(t) +

∫ x

0

1
v(u(0, t))

∂tp(y, t)dy, (A.10)

where the partial derivative of p(x, t) with respect to time is writ-
ten as

∂tp(x, t) = v(u(0, t))
(
Φ−1

u

)′
(x + Φu(t))

× f
(
X
(
Φ−1

u (x + Φu(t))
)
,

U
(
φ
(
Φ−1

u (x + Φu(t))
)))

, (A.11)

with the help of (102) and (97). Substituting (A.11) into (A.10)
and employing relations (A.1) and (A.6) we get the following
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equality

p(x, t) = X(t)

+

∫ x

0

(
Φ−1

u

)′
(y + Φu(t)) f (p(y, t), u(y, t)) dy. (A.12)

Next, using (97) and (A.3), the following holds

x + Φu(t) =

∫ Φ
−1
u (x+Φu(t))

0
v (Uφ(λ)) dλ. (A.13)

Taking the derivative of both sides of (A.13) with respect to x and
using (A.1) we deduce the following relation(
Φ−1

u

)′
(x + Φu(t)) =

1
v (u(x, t))

. (A.14)

Finally, substituting (A.14) into (A.12), the predictor (6) is obtained.
Integrating (A.14) over the spatial domain [0, x] we arrive at

Φ−1
u (x + Φu(t)) = t +

∫ x

0

1
v (u(y, t))

dy. (A.15)

Hence, σ (x, t) = Φ−1
u (x + Φu(t)).

Moreover, using (A.8) and (114) the equivalence between
p(D, t) and P(t) could be derived. Analogously, from (A.2) we get
Σ(t) = Φ−1

u (D + Φu(t)), which implies the equivalence between
σ (D, t) and Σ(t).

References

Albertos, P., & Garcia, P. (2012). Control of multi delayed plants: Recycling CSTR.
In Proceedings of the 2012 fourth international conference on computational intel-
ligence and communication networks (pp. 600–604). IEEE Computer Society.

Armbruster, D., de Beer, Ch., Freitag, M., Jagalski, Th., & Ringhofer, Ch. (2006).
Autonomous control of production networks using a pheromone approach.
Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and Its Applications, 363(1), 104–114.

Armbruster, D., Degond, P., & Ringhofer, C. (2006). A model for the dynamics of
large queuing networks and supply chains. SIAM Journal on AppliedMathematics,
66(3), 896–920.

Bekiaris-Liberis, N., Jankovic, M., & Krstic, M. (2012). Compensation of state-
dependent state delay for nonlinear systems. Systems & Control Letters, 61(8),
849–856.

Bekiaris-Liberis, N., & Krstic, M. (2012). Compensation of time-varying input and
state delays for nonlinear systems. Journal of Dynamic Systems, Measurement,
and Control, 134(1), 011009.

Bekiaris-Liberis, N., & Krstic, M. (2013a). Compensation of state-dependent input
delay for nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 58(2),
275–289.

Bekiaris-Liberis, N., & Krstic, M. (2013b). Nonlinear control under delays that de-
pend on delayed states. European Journal of Control, 19(5), 389–398.

Bekiaris-Liberis, N., & Krstic, M. (2014). Compensation of wave actuator dy-
namics for nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 59(6),
1555–1570.

Borsche, R., Colombo, R. M., & Garavello, M. (2010). On the coupling of systems of
hyperbolic conservation lawswith ordinary differential equations.Nonlinearity,
23(11), 2749.

Bresch-Pietri, D., Chauvin, J., & Petit, N. (2014). Prediction-based stabilization of
linear systems subject to input-dependent input delay of integral-type. IEEE
Transactions on Automatic Control, 59(9), 2385–2399.

Bresch-Pietri, D., & Coulon, K. (2015). Prediction-based control of moisture in a
convective flow. In Control Conference, 2015 European (pp. 43–48). IEEE.

Cai, X., & Krstic, M. (2015). Nonlinear control under wave actuator dynamics with
time-and state-dependentmoving boundary. International Journal of Robust and
Nonlinear Control, 25(2), 222–251.

Cai, X., & Krstic,M. (2016). Nonlinear stabilization throughwave PDE dynamicswith
a moving uncontrolled boundary. Automatica, 68, 27–38.

Chebre, M., Creff, Y., & Petit, N. (2010). Feedback control and optimization for the
production of commercial fuels by blending. Journal of Process Control, 20(4),
441–451.

Coron, Jean-Michel (2007). Control and nonlinearity. American Mathematical Soc.
Coron, J.-M., &Wang, Z. (2013). Output feedback stabilization for a scalar conserva-

tion law with a nonlocal velocity. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 45(5),
2646–2665.

Detwiler, E., & Wang, D. Y. (2006). Exhaust oxygen sensor dynamic study. Sensors
and Actuators B (Chemical), 120(1), 200–206.

Diagne, M., & Krstic, M. (2015). State-dependent input delay-compensated bang-
bang control: Application to 3D printing based on screw-extruder. In American
Control Conference (pp. 5653–5658). Chicago: Illinois.

Diagne, M., Shang, P., & Wang, Z. (2016a). Feedback stabilization for the mass bal-
ance equations of an extrusion process. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control,
61(3), 760–765.

Diagne, M., Shang, P., & Wang, Z. (2016b). Well-posedness and exact controllability
of the mass balance equations for an extrusion process. Mathematical Methods
in the Applied Sciences, 39(10), 2659–2670.

Gjerdrum, J., Shah, N., & Papageorgiou, L. G. (2001). A combined optimization and
agent-based approach to supply chain modelling and performance assessment.
Production Planning & Control, 12(1), 81–88.

Guzzella, L., & Onder, C. (2009). Introduction to modeling and control of internal
combustion engine systems. Springer Science &amp; Business Media.

Hansen, Michael, Stoustrup, Jakob, & Bendtsen, Jan Dimon (2013). Modeling and
control of a single-phase marine cooling system. Control Engineering Practice,
21(12), 1726–1734.

Herty, Michael, Klar, Alex, & Piccoli, Benedetto (2007). Existence of solutions for
supply chain models based on partial differential equations. SIAM Journal on
Mathematical Analysis, 39(1), 160–173.

Jankovic, M., &Magner, S. (2011). Disturbance attenuation in time-delay systems—a
case study on engine air-fuel ratio control. In American control conference, 2011
(pp. 3326–3331). IEEE.

Kahveci, N. E., & Jankovic, M. (2010). Adaptive controller with delay compensation
for air-fuel ratio regulation in si engines. In American control conference, 2010
(pp. 2236–2241).

Karafyllis, I. (2011). Stabilization by means of approximate predictors for systems
with delayed input. SIAM Journal on Control andOptimization, 49(3), 1100–1123.

Karafyllis, I., & Krstic, M. (2014). Numerical schemes for nonlinear predictor feed-
back. Mathematics of Control, Signals, and Systems, 26(4), 519–546.

Karafyllis, I., Malisoff, M., de Queiroz, M., Krstic, M., & Yang, R. (2015). Predictor-
based tracking for neuromuscular electrical stimulation. International Journal of
Robust and Nonlinear Control, 25(14), 2391–2419.

Kleijnen, J. P. C. (2005). Supply chain simulation tools and techniques: a survey.
International Journal of Simulation and Process Modelling , 1(1–2), 82–89.

Krstic, M. (2009). Compensating a string PDE in the actuation or sensing path of an
unstable ODE. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 54(6), 1362–1368.

Krstic, M. (2010a). Input delay compensation for forward complete and strict-
feedforward nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 55(2),
287–303.

Krstic, M. (2010b). Input delay compensation for forward complete and strict-
feedforward nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 55(2),
287–303.

Krstic, M. (2010c). Lyapunov stability of linear predictor feedback for time-varying
input delay. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 55(2), 554–559.

Marca, M. L., Armbruster, D., Herty, M., & Ringhofer, C. (2010). Control of continuum
models of production systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 55(11),
2511–2526.

Mazenc, F., & Malisoff, M. (2015). Reduction model approach for systems with a
time-varying delay. In 54th IEEE conference on decision and control.

Otto, A., & Radons, G. (2013). Application of spindle speed variation for chatter
suppression in turning. CIRP Journal of Manufacturing Science and Technology,
6(2), 102–109.

Papadopoulos, H. T., &Heavey, C. (1996). Queueing theory inmanufacturing systems
analysis and design: A classification ofmodels for production and transfer lines.
European Journal of Operational Research, 92(1), 1–27.

Richard, J.-P. (2003). Time-delay systems: an overview of some recent advances and
open problems. Automatica, 39(10), 1667–1694.

Shang, P., &Wang, Z. (2011). Analysis and control of a scalar conservation lawmod-
eling a highly re-entrantmanufacturing system. Journal of Differential Equations,
250(2), 949–982.

Smith, H. L. (1993). Reduction of structured population models to threshold-type
delay equations and functional differential equations: a case study. Math. Bio.,
113(1), 1–23.

Sontag, E. (1995). On characterizations of the input-to-state stability property.
Systems & Control Letters, 24(5), 351–359.

Sun, S., & Dong, M. (2008). Continuum modeling of supply chain networks using
discontinuous Galerkin methods. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and
Engineering , 197(13), 1204–1218.

Swaminathan, J. M., Smith, S. F., & Sadeh, N. M. (1998). Modeling supply chain
dynamics: A multiagent approach. Decision Sciences, 29(3), 607–632.

Tako, A. A., & Robinson, S. (2012). The application of discrete event simulation and
system dynamics in the logistics and supply chain context. Decision Support
Systems, 52(4), 802–815.

Terzi, S., & Cavalieri, S. (2004). Simulation in the supply chain context: a survey.
Computers in Industry, 53(1), 3–16.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-1098(17)30418-1/sb46


M. Diagne et al. / Automatica 85 (2017) 362–373 373

Mamadou Diagne received the Ph.D. degree in 2013 at
Laboratoire d’Automatique et du Génie des Procédés, Uni-
versité Claude Bernard Lyon I. He has been a postdoctoral
fellow at the Cymer Center for Control Systems and Dy-
namics of University of California San Diego from 2013 to
2015 and at the Department of Mechanical Engineering
of the University of Michigan from 2015 to 2016. He is
currently an Assistant Professor at Rensselaer Polytech-
nic Institute. His research interests concern the mod-
eling and the control of heat and mass transport phe-
nomena, production/manufacturing systems and additive

manufacturing processes described by partial differential equations and delay
systems.

Nikolaos Bekiaris-Liberis received the Ph.D. degree from
the University of California, San Diego, in 2013. From 2013
to 2014 hewas a postdoctoral researcher at the University
of California, Berkeley. Dr. Bekiaris-Liberis is currently a
postdoctoral researcher at the Dynamic Systems & Sim-
ulation Laboratory, Technical University of Crete, Greece.
He has coauthored the SIAM book Nonlinear Control un-
der Nonconstant Delays. His interests are in delay sys-
tems, distributed parameter systems, nonlinear control,
and their applications. Dr. Bekiaris-Liberiswas a finalist for
the student best paper award at the 2010 ASME Dynamic

Systems and Control Conference and at the 2013 IEEE Conference on Decision
and Control. He received the Chancellors Dissertation Medal in Engineering from

the University of California, San Diego, in 2014. Dr. Bekiaris-Liberis received the
best paper award in the 2015 International Conference on Mobile Ubiquitous
Computing, Systems, Services and Technologies.

Miroslav Krstic holds the Alspach endowed chair and is
the founding director of the Cymer Center for Control
Systems and Dynamics at UC San Diego. He also serves
as Associate Vice Chancellor for Research at UCSD. As a
graduate student, Krstic won the UC Santa Barbara best
dissertation award and student best paper awards at CDC
and ACC. Krstic is Fellow of IEEE, IFAC, ASME, SIAM, and
IET (UK), Associate Fellow of AIAA, and foreign member of
the Academy of Engineering of Serbia. He has received the
PECASE, NSF Career, and ONRYoung Investigator awards,
the Axelby and Schuck paper prizes, the Chestnut textbook

prize, the ASME Nyquist Lecture Prize, and the first UCSD Research Award given to
an engineer. Krstic has also been awarded the Springer Visiting Professorship at
UC Berkeley, the Distinguished Visiting Fellowship of the Royal Academy of Engi-
neering, the Invitation Fellowship of the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science,
and the Honorary Professorships from the Northeastern University (Shenyang),
Chongqing University, and Donghua University, China. He serves as Senior Editor in
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control and Automatica, as editor of two Springer
book series, and has served as Vice President for Technical Activities of the IEEE
Control Systems Society and as chair of the IEEE CSS Fellow Committee. Krstic has
coauthored eleven books on adaptive, nonlinear, and stochastic control, extremum
seeking, control of PDE systems including turbulent flows, and control of delay
systems.


	Compensation of input delay that depends on delayed input
	Introduction
	Problem statement and controller design
	Main result and stability proof
	Equivalent representation using a delay system 
	Relation to a nonlinear system with delayed-input-dependent input delay
	Predictor-feedback for the equivalent delay system

	Application to production systems
	Motivation: Control of a PDE model of a network of suppliers
	PDE model of a supply chain system with a finite buffer size
	Queue modeling of the finite buffer
	``Bang–Bang'' control of the delay-free plant
	Piecewise exponential ``bang–bang'' control law
	Predictor-feedback control design

	Simulation results
	Concluding remarks
	Relation between (P,U) and (p,u)
	References


