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Abstract—This work presents a novel observer design for 
nonlinear descriptor systems using their Takagi-Sugeno 
representation. The approach allows obtaining more relaxed 
results than previous literature by changing the extended 
estimated state vector; this step permits using a full observer 
gain. The obtained conditions are pure LMI. Moreover, previous 
results are always included by the new ones. An example 
illustrates the benefits of the proposed method. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 
A large class of nonlinear systems can be represented as 

Takagi-Sugeno (TS) models [1]. A TS model can exactly 
represent a nonlinear one via a systematic procedure called 
sector nonlinearity approach [2]. Once the TS model is 
obtained, it is seen as a collection of linear local models 
blended together by nonlinear membership functions (MFs) 
[3]. This structure allows using the direct Lyapunov method in 
order to perform stability analysis, controller/observer design; 
where the goal is to obtain conditions in terms of linear matrix 
inequalities (LMIs) [4]. Nonetheless, the TS-LMI framework 
has shortcomings. One of them is that the number of rules is 
exponential in the number of nonlinear terms, thus the number 
of LMI constrains grows exponentially. This issue can lead to 
an intractable problem. 

In [5] the TS model was introduced to describe a more 
general one: the nonlinear descriptor model [6], [7]. Using the 
TS descriptor model the number of LMI conditions is smaller 
than using the standard TS [8]–[10]. Other authors have taken 
advantage of the so-called descriptor redundancy [11], [12].  

When using state feedback techniques it is necessary to 
have all the states available; generally, this condition is 
unattainable; thus an observer must be employed [13]–[15]. 
For standard TS models there exist some results [15] while for 
TS descriptor ones a few works exist [9], [16]. These express 
the observer design conditions in terms of bilinear matrix 
inequalities (BMIs).  

The aim of the present work is to improve existing results 
by obtaining pure LMI formulation, thus making the result less 
conservative. Moreover, a new observer scheme is possible 

with a full observer gain. These improvements are possible 
thanks to a new extended estimated state vector. 

The paper is divided as follows: Section 2 defines the TS 
descriptor model, gives some useful notations and illustrates 
the motivation for this study; Section 3 states previous 
developments on the subject; Section 4 presents the main 
results on the observer design for TS descriptor models and 
shows the advantages via a numerical example; Section 5 
concludes the paper. 

II. TS DESCRIPTOR MODEL AND NOTATION 
Consider the following nonlinear model in descriptor form 

[6]: 

 
( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ,
E x x t A x x t B x u t

y t C x x t

= +

=

�
  (1) 

where ( ) nx t ∈\  is the state vector, ( ) mu t ∈\  the control 

input, and ( ) oy t ∈\  the output vector. Matrices ( )A x , 

( )B x , ( )C x , and ( )E x  are assumed to be smooth in a 
compact set Ω  of the state space; matrix ( )E x  is assumed to 
be nonsingular. This is motivated by mechanical models where 
the matrix ( )E x  includes the inertia matrix, thus (1) is an 
ODE [9], [17]. 

Via the sector nonlinearity approach [3], the following TS 
descriptor model is an exact representation of (1) in the 
compact set Ω  [8]: 
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where ( ), ,i i iA B C  and kE  represent the i-th linear right-hand 
side model and the k-th linear left-hand side model of the TS 
descriptor model, respectively. The p  nonlinear terms in the 
right-hand side of (1) are captured via the membership 
functions (MFs) ( )( ) 0ih z t ≥ , { }1, ,i r∈ … , 2 pr = ; similar,  

This work is supported by the Ministry of Higher Education and Research, the National Center for Scientific Research, the Nord-Pas-de-Calais Region, and a 
grant of the Romanian National Authority for Scientific Research, CNCS- UEFISCDI, project number PN-II-RU-TE-2011-3-0043, contract number 
74/05.10.2011. The authors gratefully acknowledge the support of these institutions. 

 978-1-4799-3732-5/14/$31.00 ©2014 IEEE 



the ep  nonlinear terms on the left-hand side of (1) give 

( )( ) 0kv z t ≥ , { }1, , ek r∈ … , 2 ep
er = . These MFs hold the 

convex-sum property ( )( )1
1r

ii
h z t

=
=∑ , ( )( ) 0ih z t ≥ , 

( )( )1
1er

kk
v z t

=
=∑ , ( )( ) 0kv z t ≥  in a compact set of the state 

space Ω  [3]. In this work the premise vector ( )z t  only 
depends on measured variables.  

The following example motives us to keep the nonlinear 
descriptor form instead of calculating the standard state space 
form ( ) ( )x A x x B x u= +� . 

Example 1. Consider a system in nonlinear natural form 

(1) with ( ) ( )2
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cos 1.4

A x
x

⎡ ⎤
= ⎢ ⎥−⎣ ⎦

, ( )
2 2

0
sin( ) 1

C x
x x

⎡ ⎤
= ⎢ ⎥+⎣ ⎦

, 

( )
0
1

B x
⎡ ⎤

= ⎢ ⎥
⎣ ⎦

, and ( )
2
2

2
2

1
1
x

E x
x
⎡ ⎤−

= ⎢ ⎥
⎣ ⎦

 . The representation in 

the form (2) gives 2er =  and 4r =  due to the number of 
nonlinearities in the left-hand side and right-hand side. To 
rewrite (2) into the standard TS representation it is necessary to 
invert the matrix ( )E x , resulting in 
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 Therefore, four different nonlinearities have to be 
considered, resulting in 42r =  due to all the nonlinearities on 
the right-hand side. Under the quadratic framework [3], [16], 
the number of LMI conditions to be verified for the standard 
TS model is 257  while for the TS descriptor one is 33 . ◊  

 The following shorthand notations will be employed: 
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Indices may change to v  if the respective MF is kv . An 
asterisk ( )∗  will be used in matrix expressions to denote the 
transpose of the symmetric element; for in-line expressions it 
will denote the transpose of the terms on its left side. 
Arguments will be omitted when their meaning is clear.  

 Employing the above definitions the TS descriptor model 
(2) writes: 
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 While designing conditions for TS descriptor models, the 
following extended state vector is commonly used 

TT Tx x x⎡ ⎤= ⎣ ⎦� . Then (3) can be written as: 
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The following Lemma provides a way to drop off the MFs 
in order to obtain an LMI formulation. 

Relaxation Lemma [18]: Let k
ijϒ  be matrices of 

appropriate dimensions. Then 
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for { }, 1, ,i j r∈ … , { }1, , ek r∈ … . 

The next section presents previous results in the literature. 

III. PREVIOUS RESULTS 
Previously, in [9], [16] the following observer for the 

model (4) was proposed. 

 ( )ˆ ˆ

ˆ ,

ˆ
ˆ

hv h hv

h

u yEx A x B L
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= + +
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−�
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with ˆ ˆ ˆ
TT Tx x x∗ ⎡ ⎤= ⎣ ⎦

�  being the extended estimated state 

vector and 0 T
hv

T

hv LL ⎡ ⎤= ⎣ ⎦  being the observer gain. 

 The main task is to make the estimation error ˆe x x= −  
tend to zero when t →∞ . For this purpose an extended 

estimation error is defined:  
ˆˆ
ˆ

x x
e x x

x x
∗ ∗

−⎡ ⎤
= − = ⎢ ⎥

−⎣ ⎦��
 and its 

dynamic is given as 
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 Finally, 

 ( )hv hv hEe A L C e∗ ∗= −� .  (9) 

 Then, employing a quadratic Lyapunov function candidate 



 ( ) ; ,T T TV e e EPe E EP P∗ ∗ ∗= =   (10) 

with 1

3 4

0P
P

P P
⎡ ⎤

= ⎢ ⎥
⎣ ⎦

, this procedure leads to the following 

result: 

 Lemma 1 [9], [16]. Consider the system (4) together with 
the observer (7). If there exist matrices 1 1 0TP P= > , 3P ,  and 

jkM , { }1, ,j r∈ … , { }1, , ek r∈ …  such that (6) holds with 
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for { }, 1, ,i j r∈ … , { }1, , ek r∈ … , the estimation error e  is 
asymptotically stable. 

Proof: The derivative of the Lyapunov function (10) writes 
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 To ensure that ( ) 0V e∗ <�  a sufficient conditions is  

 ( ) 0*hv hv
T T
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 Developing (13) gives  
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 Note that (14) cannot be written as an LMI. Setting 3 4P P=  
and defining 3

T
hv hvM P L=  as in [16] yields 

 ( ) ( )3

3 1 3 3 3

* *
0

T
h hv h

T T T
h

T
v vhv h v

P A M C
P A M C P E P E P P E
⎡ ⎤− +

<⎢ ⎥− + − − −⎣ ⎦
.  (15) 

 Finally, applying the Relaxation Lemma the proof is 
concluded.,  

Remark 1: Using inequality (14) one cannot obtain an LMI  
condition because of the terms 3

T
hv hP L C  and 4

T
hv hP L C . In [16] 

one way is to chose 3 4P P= ; in [9], the authors suggest the 
pole placement technique and once the gain hvL  is designed, 
the expression (14) is used to verify convergence of the 
estimation error. 

 The next section shows a way to obtain a pure LMI solution 
to solve the observer problem by changing the extended 
estimated state vector. 

IV. MAIN RESULTS 
This section presents an observer design via LMIs with a 

full observer gain 1
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A new way to write an observer for the model (4) is using a 
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 and a new 

observer gain 1
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 can be considered. 

The small change in the estimated state vector x̂  allows 
rewriting the final form of the observer with a new structure of 

hvL . 

An extended estimation error is defined:  
ˆˆ x x

e x x
x α
−⎡ ⎤

= − = ⎢ ⎥−⎣ ⎦�
 and its dynamics as follows 
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Finally,  

 ( )v hv h
T

h PEe A L C e−= −� .  (18) 

Consider the following Lyapunov function candidate 

 ( ) ; ,T TTV e e EPe EP P E= =   (19) 

where the matrix P  has the same structure as in (10).  

Then, the following result can be stated. 

Theorem 1: Consider the system (4) together with the 
observer (16). If there exist matrices 1 1 0TP P= > , 3P , 4P , 1 jkL  
and 2 jkL , { }1, ,j r∈ … , { }1, , ek r∈ …  such that (6) holds with 
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for { }, 1, ,i j r∈ … , { }1, , ek r∈ … . 

Then, the estimation error e  is asymptotically stable. The 
observer structure is  
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Proof: The derivative of the Lyapunov function (19) writes 
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 To ensure that ( ) 0V e <�  a sufficient conditions is  
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To obtain the final form (21), recall (16) which after some 
substitutions yields 
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After regrouping some terms, it yields  
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Define the vector: 
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and taking ( )1ˆ ˆhv hx y C xα = − −� K , (28) gives 
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 Regrouping the terms in (29) yields 
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Using the definition (27), (30) corresponds to (21), thus 
concluding the proof. ,  

Remark 2: Note that without the new auxiliary variable 
α , expression (28) does not hold unless a perfect observation 
is obtained. Moreover if the LMI problem is feasible, it means 
that ˆ 0x x− →  and 0x α− →�  as the time goes to infinity. 

Corollary 1: Results in Theorem 1 always includes results 
in Lemma 1. 

Proof: In (24), set 21 hvhv hvL L M= =  and 3 4P P= , thus 
resulting (15). ,  

The following numerical example compares the 
performance of Theorem 1 and Lemma 1. 

Example 2. Consider (2)  with ( ) 0u t =  with 2er r= =  
and its linear local matrices as follows: 
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 With parameters [ ]1.5,1.5a∈ −  and [ ]1.5,1.5b∈ − .  

The values of a and b for which observers can be designed 
(the LMI conditions are feasible) are illustrated in Figure 1.  

Note that when 1.2a = −  and 0.3b = −  there is no solution 
for the conditions in Lemma 1 while Theorem 1 provides a 
solution. The following matrices were obtained: 
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For simulation purposes the MFs are defined as follows: 

1 2
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1
1

v
x

=
+

, 12 1v v= − , 
( )1

1

cos 1
2
x

h =
+

, and 12 1h h= − . 

Simulation results with initial conditions ( ) [ ]0 0.7 0.5 Tx = −  

and ( ) [ ]ˆ 0 0 0 Tx =  are presented in Figures 2 and 3. 
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Fig. 1. Solution set for Lemma 1 ( O ) and Theorem 1 (× ). 
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Fig. 2. States (solid lines) and their estimates (dashed lines) in Example 2. 
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Fig. 3. Estimation error in Example 2. 

V. CONCLUSIONS 
In this paper, a new observer scheme for TS descriptor 

models has been presented. This scheme is based on a 
quadratic Lyapunov function together with a new extended 
estimated state vector, which allows using a full observer gain 
and obtaining LMI formulation. The effectiveness of the new 
approach is illustrated via an example. 

REFERENCES 
[1] T. Takagi and M. Sugeno, “Fuzzy identification of systems and its 

applications to modeling and control,” IEEE Transactions on Systems, 
Man and Cybernetics, vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 116–132, 1985. 

[2] H. Ohtake, K. Tanaka, and H. Wang, “Fuzzy modeling via sector 
nonlinearity concept,” in Joint 9th IFSA World Congress and 20th 
NAFIPS International Conference, Vancouver, Canada, 2001, pp. 
127–132. 

[3] K. Tanaka and H. O. Wang, Fuzzy Control Systems Design and 
Analysis: a Linear Matrix Inequality Approach. New York: John 
Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2001. 

[4] S. Boyd, L. El Ghaoul, E. Feron, and V. Balakrishnan, Linear matrix 
inequalities in system and control theory. Philadelphia, PA: Society 
for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 1994. 

[5] T. Taniguchi, K. Tanaka, K. Yamafuji, and H. O. Wang, “Fuzzy 
descriptor systems: stability analysis and design via LMIs,” in 
Proceedings of the American Control Conference, California, USA, 
1999, vol. 3, pp. 1827–1831. 

[6] D. Luenberger, “Dynamic equations in descriptor form,” IEEE 
Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 312–321, 1977. 

[7] L. Dai, Singular control systems, vol. 118. Springer-Verlag, 1989. 
[8] T. Taniguchi, K. Tanaka, and H. O. Wang, “Fuzzy descriptor systems 

and nonlinear model following control,” IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy 
Systems, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 442–452, 2000. 

[9] K. Guelton, S. Delprat, and T. M. Guerra, “An alternative to inverse 
dynamics joint torques estimation in human stance based on a Takagi–
Sugeno unknown-inputs observer in the descriptor form,” Control 
Engineering Practice, vol. 16, no. 12, pp. 1414–1426, 2008. 

[10] V. Estrada-Manzo, T. M. Guerra, Zs. Lendek, and M. Bernal, 
“Improvements on non-quadratic stabilization of continuous-time 
Takagi-Sugeno descriptor models,” in 2013 IEEE International 
Conference on Fuzzy Systems, Hyderabad, India, 2013, pp. 1–6. 

[11] K. Guelton, T. Bouarar, and N. Manamanni, “Robust dynamic output 
feedback fuzzy Lyapunov stabilization of Takagi–Sugeno systems—A 
descriptor redundancy approach,” Fuzzy Sets and Systems, vol. 160, 
no. 19, pp. 2796–2811, 2009. 

[12] M. Chadli and T. M. Guerra, “LMI solution for robust static output 
feedback control of Takagi-Sugeno fuzzy models,” IEEE Transactions 
on Fuzzy Systems, vol. 20, no. 6, pp. 1160–1165, 2012. 

[13] D. Luenberger, “Observers for multivariable systems,” IEEE 
Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 190–197, Apr. 
1966. 

[14] P. Bergsten and D. Driankov, “Observers for Takagi-Sugeno fuzzy 
systems,” IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man and Cybernetics, Part 
B, vol. 32, no. 1, pp. 114–121, 2002. 

[15] Zs. Lendek, T. M. Guerra, R. Babuška, and B. De Schutter, Stability 
analysis and nonlinear observer design using Takagi-Sugeno fuzzy 
models, vol. 262. Germany: Springer, 2010. 

[16] T. M. Guerra, K. Guelton, and S. Delprat, “A class of nonlinear 
observers in descriptor form: LMI based design with applications in 
biomechanics,” in 2nd IFAC Workshop on Advanced Fuzzy/Neural 
Control, Oulu, Finland, 2004, vol. 4. 

[17] L. Vermeiren, A. Dequidt, M. Afroun, and T. M. Guerra, “Motion 
control of planar parallel robot using the fuzzy descriptor system 
approach,” ISA Transactions, vol. 51, pp. 596–608, 2012. 

[18] H. D. Tuan, P. Apkarian, T. Narikiyo, and Y. Yamamoto, 
“Parameterized linear matrix inequality techniques in fuzzy control 
system design,” IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, vol. 9, no. 2, 
pp. 324–332, 2001. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00167
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for export to IEEE PDF eXpress. May 2007. PaperCept.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


