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Nomenclature

Throughout the present article we use the following notation, where I C R denotes

an interval

N the set of positive integers,
R>g, C—  the sets :=[0,00), { x € C |Re(n) < 0}, respectively,
A e R™™  the matrix A is in the set of real n x m matrices,
Gl1,(R) the group of invertible matrices in R"*",
A>0 :=<= 2 Az > 0forall z € R"\ {0}, the matrix A € R"*"
is positive definite
o(A) = {\ € C| det(A — A\I,) = 0} spectrum of the matrix

Amax(A), Amin (4)

A c Rn)(n

the largest and the smallest eigenvalue of a matrix A €
R™*™ with o(A) C R, respectively,

:= vz T2 Euclidean norm of = € R,

ol
Al := max ;) [|Az|| spectral norm of A € R™*",
L (I — RP)  set of locally essentially bounded functions f : I — RP |
L(I — RP)  set of essentially bounded functions f: I — RP |
Iflloe = esssuppes [I£(6)] norm of f € £%(I — RP)
WHES(I - RP)  set of k-times weakly differentiable functions
f:1—RP such that f,...,f® € L%(I — RP),
CH(I - RP)  set of k-times continuously differentiable functions
f:I—=RP C(I—RP)=C%I —RP),
fls  the restriction of f: T — R" to J C I, I an interval,
a. a. almost all.

For later use, we recall the Kronecker product of two matrices L € R>™ and
k
K= (kij)Z':L,,_,k;j:L...,n €R™X™

ki1L -+ kinL

K®L:= eRlenm

kpiL - kgnL

1 Introduction

In the present article we elaborate on the so called funnel pre-compensator, first
proposed in [[3]. The funnel pre-compensator is a simple adaptive dynamical sys-
tem of high-gain type which receives signals from a certain class of signals specified
later, and has an output which approximates the input signal in the sense that the
error between the input signal and the pre-compensator’s output evolves within a
prescribed performance funnel; moreover, the derivatives of the pre-compensator’s
output are known explicitly. Comparing the preprint [[I] and the work [[J] it is
clear that the funnel pre-compensator was inspired by the concept of high-gain
observers (mainly inspired by the adaptive high-gain observer proposed in [If]);
for detailed literature on high-gain observers see RIIBRIEIIE3] and the survey [34]
as well as the references therein, respectively. For a discussion and detailed com-
parison of some properties of high-gain observers and the funnel pre-compensator

see [I3].
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Although there is plenty of properly working high-gain based feedback controller
with prescribed error performance, for funnel control schemes see e.g. 2SI, the
recent work [§] or the construction of a bang-bang funnel controller cf. [31], and
for prescribed performance controller see [II2], all suffer from the problem that the
output signal’s derivatives (funnel control) or the full state (prescribed perfor-
mance controller) have to be available to the control scheme. For funnel control
this means, if the output’s derivatives are not available from measurement, the
output measurement has to be differentiated which is an ill-posed problem, see
e.g. 24 Sec. 1.4.4]. Prominent ideas in the literature to handle this topic are
so called backstepping procedures, see e.g. RABUl in conjunction with an input
filter. However, the backstepping procedure typically involves high powers of a
“large-valued” gain function, which causes numerical issues and leads to imprac-
tical performances, see [24] Sec. 4.4.3]. Another approach to solve an arbitrary
good transient and steady-state response problem for linear minimum phase systems
with arbitrary relative degree is presented in [B9]. The proposed controller in-
volves an internal compensator scheme of LTI type which allows to achieve an
arbitrary small error within an arbitrary short time receiving the systems’s out-
put and the reference signal only. Although this control scheme has a number of
advantageous features such as noise tolerance and applicability to systems with un-
known relative degree to name but two (see also the survey [23]), it is an adaptive
scheme with a monotonically non-decreasing gain and involves a (piecewise con-
stant) switching function where the switching times are determined in a two phase
scheme of rather high complexity. In the works [[91R20] approaches to realize output
tracking with prescribed error behaviour via output feedback only are presented.
In [I9 single-input single-output systems of known arbitrary relative degree with
bounded input bounded state stable internal dynamics are under consideration.
The control scheme involves higher derivatives of the output which are approxi-
mated via a high-gain observer. With this, tracking via output feedback can be
realized. However, in this setting knowledge of the control coefficient is required
and hence the particular control scheme is - in contrast to standard funnel control
schemes - not model free. In [20] an extension of the prescribed performance con-
troller 2] is used to achieve output tracking with prescribed error performance of
unknown nonlinear multi-input multi-output systems with known vector relative
degree. A high-gain observer scheme is used to make the required derivatives avail-
able. Since the control schemes in [[Q20] involve high-gain observers both suffer
from the problem of proper initializing, i.e., the high-gain parameters are to be
predetermined appropriately; however, it is not clear how to choose these param-
eters appropriately in advance. In B8] an output feedback funnel control scheme
is developed which achieves output tracking with prescribed transient behaviour
for a class of nonlinear single-input single-output systems where the nonlinearity
is a function of time and the output variable only. In particular, the problem of
choosing parameters appropriately in advance is circumvented.

As mentioned above the derivatives of the pre-compensator’s output are known
explicitly, and hence the aforesaid gives rise to the idea that the funnel pre-
compensator scheme proposed in [I3] can help resolving the long-standing problem
of adaptive feedback control with prescribed error performance of nonlinear sys-
tems with relative degree higher than one with unknown output derivatives. In
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order to resolve this problem, in the present article we prove that the application
of a cascade of funnel pre-compensators to a minimum phase system of arbitrary
relative degree yields a system of the same relative degree, which is minimum phase
as well. In particular, the derivatives of the pre-compensator’s output are known
explicitly. Therefore, output reference tracking with prescribed transient behaviour
using well known funnel control schemes for systems of arbitrary (possibly high)
relative degree, as for instance from [I0] or the recent work [§], is possible with-
out knowledge of the system’s output derivatives. In particular, the tracking error
between the original system’s output and the desired reference trajectory evolves
within a prescribed performance funnel. For systems of relative degree two this was
shown in [I3] and this result was used for funnel control in [[2], but for arbitrary
relative degree r € N this remained an open problem which we solve in the present

paper.

Before we recall and investigate the funnel pre-compensator introduced in [I3] we
highlight that, contrary to most approaches, the funnel pre-compensator does not
necessarily receive signals u and y which are input and output of a dynamical
system or a corresponding plant, but, defining LWy = L{5.(R>o — R™) x

WIT(;SO(RZO — R™), we consider signals u and y belonging to the large set

Ir e Ct(Ryo —» R™*™)
Pri= 1 (u,y) € LWR® | Ty € L2(R5o — R™),
L(ryD) —u e L2(Rso — R™)

We emphasize that it is not assumed to know the matrix valued function I". Only
knowledge of the signals v and y and the number r € N is assumed. It is self
evident that the signals v and y can be input and output of a corresponding plant,
respectively; for an example see [[3]; however, the signal set P, allows for a much
larger class of dynamical systems, cf. [[0] and the works [28].

The present article is organized as follows. In Section [2] we recall the concept of
the funnel pre-compensator first introduced in [[3], and recapitulate the respective
results we will work with. Section [3| contains the main result of the present arti-
cle. After introducing the system class under consideration in subsection [3.1] and
establishing the set of feasible design parameters of the pre-compensator in sub-
section [3.2] in subsection we state that the application of a cascade of funnel
pre-compensators to a minimum phase system with arbitrary relative degree r € N
leads to a system of same relative degree which is minimum phase as well, and
moreover, the first r — 1 derivatives of the pre-compensator’s output are known
explicitly; this is, in subsection we present the extension of [[3] Thm. 2] to
arbitrary relative degree. The proof of this result is relegated to the Appendix. In
Section [] we turn towards an application of the funnel pre-compensator, namely
output tracking via output feedback only. We show that with the aid of the fun-
nel pre-compensator output tracking with prescribed transient behaviour of the
tracking error with unknown output derivatives is possible via funnel control tech-
niques. In Section [f| we provide numerical simulations illustrating the findings from
Section [
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2 The funnel pre-compensator

In order to incorporate the main result of the present article into the context
of the funnel pre-compensator proposed in [[3], we briefly recall the respective
results. The funnel pre-compensator is a pre-compensator of high-gain type in the
spirit of funnel control; for details concerning funnel control see the works 2827
[0, the recent work [§] and the references therein, respectively. The funnel pre-
compensator is a dynamical system receiving signals (u,y) € P, for somer € N,
and giving z as an output, the first derivative of the latter is known exactly. The

y(t)
z(t), z(t
(u,y) € Pr Funnel Pre-Compensator M
u(t) time t / s
(a) Schematic funnel pre-compensator. (b) Error y — z and funnel bound-

ary 1/¢.

Fig. 1: Schematic structure of an application of the funnel pre-compensator (1| to
signals (u,y) € Pr. The figure is based on the respective figures in [[3].

error between the signals y and z, namely e := y — z, evolves within a prescribed
performance funnel

Fp = { (t,e) € Ryg x R™ ‘go(t)“e(t)H < 1}.

The situation is depicted in Figure [I] The shape of the performance funnel is
determined by the funnel functions, which belong to the following set

0, ¢, ...,0") are bounded,
Pr =< peC"(R>9 = R)| ¢(s) >0 for all s >0,
and liminfs—oeo o(s) >0

Note that the boundary of the performance funnel is given by the reciprocal of
the funnel functions, namely by 1/¢. We highlight two important properties of the
funnel functions ¢ € &;. First, we allow ¢(0) = 0 which means that the boundary
has a pole at t = 0. This will be important in the context of funnel control, where
initial conditions of the form ¢(0)||e(0)|| < 1 occur, which are satisfied trivially
for ¢(0) = 0. Second, we do not require monotonically increasing funnel functions,
see Figure Although in most situations one will choose the funnel functions in
such a manner that the funnel boundary is monotonically decreasing, there may
occur situations where widening the funnel boundary over some time interval is
beneficial, e.g., if the signal y is changing strongly or in the presence of (periodic)
disturbances.
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We recall the funnel pre-compensator FP : P — P, proposed in [[3], defined for
(u,&) € Pr and ¢ € $1 via

FP(a,p,f',gp) : (uvg) g (U7C1)7

where
Gi(t) = (a1 + prh(t)) (£(t) — G (1) + (1), ¢1(0) =¢? eR™,
Ca(t) = (az + p2h()) (€(t) — Ca(t)) + Ca(t), ¢2(0) = ¢ € R™,

Croa(t) = (ar—1+pr—1h(t)) (£(t) — (1)) + ¢r(t),  Gro1(0) = (-1 €R™, (1)
&) =(ar +pr h(®)(E®) — Q@)+ Tut),  &(0)=¢ eR™,

B 1
1 p()2]lE) - @)

h(t)

and I' € R™*™ q:= (a1,...,ar), p:= (p1,...,pr) and ¢ are design parameters to
be determined later in Section

At this stage we bring back to mind the result [I3] Prop. 1] concerning the feasibil-
ity of the funnel pre-compensator. It guarantees transient behaviour of the error
between the signal y and the pre-compensator state z;; and the derivative Z; is
known exactly. However, the higher derivatives of the pre-compensator’s output,
namely Z, ..., 2"~ which explicitly depend on g, ... ,y(r_l), do not approximate
the higher derivatives of y in the sense that (since g, ..., y(’”_l) are unknown) tran-
sient behaviour of the errors e; := y(ifl) —2z;,1=2,...,r cannot be achieved. This
motivates a successive application of the funnel pre-compensator, resulting in a
cascade of funnel pre-compensators as proposed in [[3]. This means, we apply funnel
pre-compensators in a row to the preceding system, which is already a funnel pre-
compensator, i.e., for i € N we have FP : P — Pr, (u,2z;-1,1) — (u, z;,1), the situa-
tion is depicted in Figure This cascade achieves an approximation z := z,_1,1 of

azpaf‘7501 a7p71:'750 a7p7f7(70
| | !
y(t) z1,1(t) z2,1(t) zr—2,1(t) 2(t)
(u,y) € Pr FP FP -—— FP
u(t) u(t) ut) u(t) ut)

Fig. 2: Cascade of funnel pre-compensators applied to signals (u,y) € Pr. The
figure is based of the respective figure in [I3].

the signal y with transient behaviour of the error y—z, and furthermore, the higher

derivatives of the funnel pre-compensator’s output, namely 2, ..., 2"~V are known
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explicitly. Applying the pre-compensator r — 1 times we obtain for 1, € @,

FP(a,p,f,go)o~--oFP(a,p,f,gp)oFP(a,p,f,gpl):Pr — Pr,
(u,y) — (u,2),

(2)
where, except of the first, all pre-compensators in the cascade have the same
funnel function ¢, and all have the same gain matrix T, p1,p € @, and a,p >0
are given by the corresponding matrices A, P, Q satisfying to be introduced
in Section For such a cascade of funnel pre-compensators [[3 Thm. 1] states
that it yields a system with output z := z,_1 1 such that the error e := y—z evolves
within a prescribed performance funnel, and moreover, the derivatives 2, ..., 2"~
are known explicitly. An explicit representation of 29 and its dependency on the
states z; ; are discussed in detail in [[3} Rem. 3]. Figure [3| gives a picture of the
dependence of z\9) on the states z; j. At the first glance, the expression for 29

Zr—1,1 2Zr—2,1

; 2r—2,1 Zr—3.1
Zr—1,2 |Zr—21 TTe L S
« 2r—2,2 |2r—3,1
z : . < . . Zr—j+1,1 Zr—j,1
: ° . . -~ - - Zp_ g e . .
Zr—1,j+1 20 . (j. 2) ZT in»i s ?_j’l o
r—1,j _ — r— .
> r—2,1 Zr—2,j Zr—3,1 Jj+1, r—3,2

Fig. 3: Dependence of the derivatives 2\9) on the intermediate pre-compensator
states. The figure is based on the respective figure in [I3].

in [[3 Rem. 3] looks lengthy and awkward to handle. However, we highlight that
with the aid of the given formula in [[3} Rem. 3] the computation of all required
derivatives of z can be performed completely algorithmically.

3 Main result: application of the funnel pre-compensator to minimum
phase systems

In this section we face the open question formulated in [[3] Rem. 4], namely
if the interconnection of a minimum phase system with a cascade of funnel pre-
compensators yields a minimum phase system for relative degree larger than three.
A careful inspection reveals that the proof of [[3} Thm. 2] is incomplete as regards
the boundedness of hi,hs in the case r = 3; this is, however, resolved in the
present article. We show that for arbitrary r € N the interconnection of a cascade
of r — 1 funnel pre-compensators with a minimum phase system with relative
degree r yields a system of the same relative degree which is minimum phase as
well, and the first » — 1 derivatives of the interconnection’s output, this is, the
funnel pre-compensator’s output z, are known explicitly.
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3.1 System class

We recall the system class under investigation in [[3]. First, we introduce the
following class of operators.
Definition 3.1 If for 0 > 0 and n,q € N the operator T : C([—0,00) — R") —
Lise(R>g — R?) has the following properties
(a) T maps bounded trajectories to bounded trajectories, i.e., for all c1 > 0, there
exists ca > 0 such that for all £ € C([—0,00) = R"™),
sup  [[§(1)[[ <er = sup T()@)] < ez,

te[—o,00) t€[0,00)

(b) T is causal, i.e., for allt >0 and all {,€ € C([—0,00) — R™),

oty =Elcoy = Tl = T(Elo,):

(¢) T is locally Lipschitz continuous in the following sense: for allt > 0 and all £ €
C([-o,t] = R™) there exist A,8,¢ > 0 such that for all (1,(2 € C([—0,00) — R™)
with 1l = &, Cleoy = € and [Ca(s) — EB)]| <8, [Ga(s) — @ < 8 for all
s € [t,t + A] we have

€SS SUPse(t,t+A] IT(C1)(s) = T(C2)(s)l < e SUDPse([t,t+A] <1 (s) = C2(s)],
then we say the operator T belongs to the operator class Ty ?.

With this, we introduce the system class N7 which is the same class of systems
under consideration in [[3], namely (multi-input multi-output) systems with stable
internal dynamics, and the system’s input and output have the same dimension.

Definition 3.2 For a system

y" (1) = Z Riy" V(1) + f (d(t)yT(y,zL . ,y("_l))(t)) + Tu(t), .

y|[77’,0] = yO € Wril’oo([i’rv O] - Rm)?

where T > 0 is the “memory” of the system, i.e., an initial trajectory is given, r € N
is the relative degree, and for p € N the “disturbance” satisfies d € L (R>q — RP),
for ¢ € N we have f € C(RP x R? — R™), the high gain matriz I' is symmetric and
sign definite (w.l.o.g. we assume 0 < I' = r'e R™*™ ) and the operator T belongs
to the class T2 "9, we say system belongs to the class N™", and we write

(d, £, T,I") e N7,

The function v : R>o — R™ is called nput, the function y : R>¢g — R™ output
of system , respectively. Note that the input and the output have the same
dimension. Condition @ in Definition resembles a minimum phase property,
more precise, an input to state stability of the internal dynamics of system ,
where from the viewpoint of the internal dynamics the system’s output and its
derivatives act as inputs.

For fixed input u € £L(R>o — R™) a functiony € C" ! ([~7,w) — R™) is called so-
lution of (3) on an interval [-7,w), where w € (0, o0}, if y|_r 0] = yY and y(’bl)“o,w)
is weakly differentiable and satisfies for almost all ¢ € [0,w). A solution y is
called mazimal solution, if it has no right extension that is also a solution.
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Remark 3.3 An important subclass of are linear systems of the form

i(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t) + d(t), z(0)=2a" e R,
y(t) = Cx(t),

where u denotes the input, and y the output of the system, respectively; further
we have the system matrix A € R"*", the input distribution matrix B € R™*™
and the linear output measurement C : R — R™, this is, C € R™*" for m < n,
and rk C = rk B = m; note that the dimensions of the input and the output are
equal. Let

(4)

D(RZOHR")::{dEEO"(RZO%R") Vi=0..r 1 }

CAId e W™179°°(R5o — R")
Note that W™= 1%°(Rso — R") € D(R>¢ — R™). Now, if

de D(R>o — R"),

5
Vke{0,...,r—2}:CA*B=0and I := CA""'B € Gl,n(R), )

then - straightly following the derivations and calculations in [BIl Thm. 3] - with
B:=[BAB ... A" 'B] e R"™"™ ¢:= [cT (CA)T ... (CA™HT]" e R,
VeR™MT™) st imV =kerC, N :=VI(I, — B(CB)~'c) e RTmIxn,

U= m € Glu(R),

and the operator

L:DR>o = R") = L7(R>g — R"),

h(t)
. 1—2 o )
d(-) = |t 3 L) =Y CATdUTE (@), =1,
Ir(t) j=0
O’I’L*'I’m
the change of coordinates
31 Yy
N =vetL@=]|
gr y(rfl)
n n

transforms system into Byrnes-Isidori form

&it) = &4 (1), &(0)=¢& eR™,
&r(t) = Z R;&;(t) + Sn(t) + Tu(t) + dr(t), &(0) =& € R™, (6a)
i=1

i(t) = Qn(t) + P&i(t) + dy(t), n(0) =n" € R,
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with output
y(t) = & (1), (6b)
where
[Ry ... Ry S] :=CA"U™! g Rm*(rmit(n=rm))
P:=NA"Br—t e R=rmxm g — NAV ¢ R(nrm)x(nmrm)
r—1
ar(t) =Y (CATA"T () = Rygalyia (1)) € £ (Rzo — R,
7=0

d”](t) =N (d(t) - AU_IT(d)(t)) c L (RZO N Rn—TTI’L)7

and the high-gain matrix I" is given in . The last differential equation in
describes the internal dynamics of system . We associate the (linear) integral
operator

Jiy() e (t o /O Q=5 py () ds) (7)

with the internal dynamics in and obtain for H(.) := e?"[0, I,—m]Uz" and
D(t) := %! (dn(O) + f; e~ @3d,(s) ds) the internal state

n(t) = D(t) + H(t) + J (y) (?)-

With this and @ we find that is equivalent to the functional differential
equation

T
v () =D Ry V() + f(S(D(E) + H(®)), ST(y)(1)) + Tu(t) + dr(2),
i=1
where f(v,w) = v+ w for v,w € R™, and the operator J satisfies conditions|(b)li(c)|
of Definition The minimum phase property (condition for linear systems
and its various equivalent conditions have been studied extensively, see e.g. [IS3]
[]. Here, we restrict ourself to mention the equivalence between system being

minimum phase, i.e., 0(Q) C C_, and having asymptotically stable zero dynamics
(see e.g. [BII]), where the latter means (cf. BOB2])

A—- )X B

V)\G(C_:rk{ c o

} =n-+m. (8)
Note that for ¢(Q) C C- we have D € L>(R>¢ — R™). Therefore, if system
has relative degree r € N as in and satisfies it is contained in the system
class N7, Note that if the commonly used assumption is satisfied that the dis-
turbance does not affect the integrator chain but enters the system on the input’s
level (cf. @A), i.e.,
Vk=0,...,r—2: CA"d(-) =0,

then D(Rso — R") = L®(Rsq — R™); in this case we have (¢',7")" = Uz
and (d;,dy)" =[(CA™ )T ,NT]"d.

We conclude this subsection with the preceding remark and turn towards the
funnel pre-compensator’s design parameters.
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3.2 The pre-compensator’s design parameters

We introduce the set of feasible design parameters for the funnel pre-compensator.
For a = (a1,...,ar)" €R", p=(p1,...,pr)| €R" we set

a,p e R",
5= { PP €L TR (A hold
S . . ,
I':ve]Rme

where [(A.1)|—|(A.4)| denote the following properties.

(A.1) The numbers a; are such that a; >0 for alli=1,...,r, and

—a1 1
A = E ". c RT‘XT‘
—ar_1 1
—ar 0

is Hurwitz, i.e. o(A) C C_. Furthermore, let P = {Ille Izj
2

Py e RVX0=1 py e RODX=1) 16 the solution of

] > 0, with P; € R,

ATP+PA+Q=0
for some Q € R™*" with Q = Q" > 0; then p is defined as
P - PP 'P)
p1 1 20 4 2
e (1
br 0
(A.2) The funnel functions ¢1, ¢ € &, from satisfy
Jp>1VEe>0: o(t) =per(t).

(A.3) The matrix I' from is symmetric and sign definite (w.l.o.g. we as-
sume I" > 0) and moreover, for I' = I'" > 0 from we have

- - T
ri—t = (FF*) >0.

(A.4) For I' from , I from and p from the matrix G := I, — '[!

satisfies

. fp—-1 p
Gl <m1n{r_2, 102(p+ 1)7”72_1}'

If conditions - hold we write (a,p, ¢, ¢1,p,I") € X. Condition

means that the first funnel which limits the error y — 211 is somewhat tighter
than the others; property |(A.3)| in particular asks for regularity of the matrix
product I'T""!, and ensures that the matrix I' is “not too different” from
matrix I.
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Remark 3.4 At the first glance, there are a lot of parameters to be chosen appro-
priately satisfying [(A.1)l However, consider the polynomial (s + sg)", which has
all its roots in C_ for sp > 0. Then, with

,
(s+s0) =s"+ Z ais"

i=1
we obtain
—a1 1
A=1| | eR™, o(A)CC_,
—ar_1 1
—ar 0

this is, the matrix A is Hurwitz. Moreover, the simple choice Q = I, is always
feasible; and the matrix P is completely determined by the choice of A and Q.
Therefore, since the constants pi,...,p, are given via the Lyapunov matrix P,
all parameters required to satisfy can be determined by choosing the real
number sg > 0.

3.3 The funnel pre-compensator applied to minimum phase systems

In this section we show that the conjunction of a system with a cascade of
funnel pre-compensators as in leads to a minimum phase system. To this end,
we prove the extension of [[3] Thm. 2] for arbitrary relative degree r € N.

We show that the minimum phase property of system , modelled by property@
of Definition is preserved by the conjunction of system with the cascade of
funnel pre-compensators . To this end, we require that the operator T satisfies
a stronger condition.

Definition 3.5 For rm € N, n = rm and 1 < k < r we define the operator
class 'T:l’f = {T e T |T satisfies } C To? (equality if k = r), where

(a},) for all cy > O there exists c2 > 0 such that for all &1, ..., & € C([—0,00) — R™)

sup H(&(t)T,,..,fk(t)T)H <ec1 = sup ||T(é1,....&)@)| < co.
t€[=m00) te[0,00)

Now, the stronger condition on the operator T, namely boundedness whenever the
first component of its input is bounded, reads T € 7,"?, this is, T is bounded
whenever y : R>g — R™ is bounded. Furthermore, we set

N = { (d, f,T,T) € N"™"

TeT } CN™" (equality if k =r).

Remark 3.6 The somewhat arcane condition T € 7::71”’(1 reflects the intuition that
in order to have the conjunction of the system with the funnel pre-compensator
being a minimum phase system, we must be able to conclude from the available
information (only the output y) that the internal dynamics stay bounded. Note
that this, however, does not mean that the operator T' does not act on the output
signal’s derivatives but on y only, see Example
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Remark 3.7 We highlight that, if for @ in we have (Q) C C_, this is, if
condition is satisfied, the operator defined in is contained in 771"9. This
means, the class of hnear mlnlmum phase systems Wthh satisfy (5] is encompassed

by the system class N7". Moreover, V7" encompasses systems of the following
form
y(t) = & (1),
) =&1(t), i=1,...,r—1, )
Er(t) = f(t,€(t),n(t) + Tu(t),
(t) = g(n(t), &1(1)),

where for rm < n € N the function f : R>g x R™ x R"™"™ — R™ is locally
Lipschitz in (¢,7) € R™ x R®"™" and piecewise continuous and bounded in ¢;
g :R"™™ x R™ — R"™"™ is such that for & € L(R>g — R™) the correspond-
ing ODE has a bounded solution (see e.g. B0, Thm. 4.3]); and I € Gl (R) is
symmetric and sign definite. Therefore, with constant input parameter a subclass
of the class of systems under consideration in [[J is contained in A" ¢ NJ™".
Moreover, the class V7" encompasses the system class under consideration in [B0].
In [T Cor. 5.7] explicit criteria on the parameters a,b of nonlinear systems of the
form #(t) = a(z(t)) + b(z(t))u(t) are given such that it can be transformed into a
system

We present a version of [[3] Thm. 2] (in particular without the restric-
tion r € {2,3}), and hereinafter prove it.

Theorem 3.8 Consider a system (3) with (d, f,T,I") € N{""" (note that T € 7:':71”’q,

q € N) and y° € W 5®([-1,0] — R™). Further consider the cascade of funnel
pre-compensators defined by with (a,p,p,01,p,I") € X and assume the initial
conditions

e1(0)|ly(0) — 201] <1, @211 — 21l <1, i=2,....,7r 1, (10)

are satisfied. Then, for g = rm(r — 1) + r, there exist de LZ(R>o — R"), F e
C(R" x RT = R™) and an operator T : C([—7,00) = R™) — L5 (R>g — RY) with

(d, P, T, ) e N7

such that the conjunction of and with input w and output z := zr_1,1 can be
equivalently written as

2t = F(d(t), T(z,2,..., 27" D)(0)) + Tu(t), (11)

with respective initial conditions.

Since the proof is quite long and partly technical we present a sketch of it here;
the proof itself is relegated to the Appendix and is subdivided in three main
steps. In the first step we recall the transformations given in [[3 pp. 4759-4760]
which allow to analyse the error dynamics of two successive pre-compensators. The
second step is the main part of the proof consisting of preparatory work to show
that there exists an operator T € 777 such that the conjunction of a minimum
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phase system (3) with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators (2)) can be written as
in . the functions d and F are then given naturally. We define an operator T
mapping the pre-compensator’s output z and its derivatives to the state of the
overall auxiliary error-system (17)) and the respective gain functions. In order to
show that T satisfies condition |(a)| in Definition we establish boundedness
of the solution of the auxiliary system and the respective gain functions.
Here, step two splits into two parts. First, using T € Trm’q - more specifically we

use that T'(y,.. .,y 1)) is bounded whenever y is bounded - we may deﬁne an
overall system of errors of two successive pre-compensators, namely sytem
fori=3,...,r—1

w1 (t) = Awl (t) — hl(t)pf'fil’w(t) + B (t)7
w2 (t) = Awa(t) — ha(t)Pwa,1(t) 4 ha(t) Pw(t) + Ba(t),
i (t) = Aw;(t) — hi(t)Pw; 1 (t) + hi—1(t) Pw;_11(t) + Bi(t),

where the error-states w; ; stem from the transformations in Step 1 and the com-
pact states w;,w are defined at the beginning of Step 2a; Bi, Bz, B; are bounded
functions. For this overall error-system we find a Lyapunov function, which in
combination with Gronwall’s lemma allows us to deduce boundedness of the error-
states w;. In the second part of step two, which is the most technical part of the
proof, we show that the gain functions h; are bounded. This demands particular
accuracy since the functions h; may introduce singularities. Due to the shape of
the gain functions, namely h(t) = (1 — <,z>(1f)2||ac(t)||2)71 boundedness is equivalent
to the existence of v > 0 such that ||z(t)|| < ¢(t) "' — v, which is commonly utilized
in the standard funnel control proofs, cf. [I0 pp. 350-351]. However, unlike the
standard funnel case, the dynamics under consideration involve the previous gain
function, respectively, and the first equation involves the last gain function; to see
this, we recall fori=2,...,r—1

L3l )1 = —ha @)1 ()] + hr—1 (D21 () T Gor—1 (1) + 21() Tbr(2),
Lz (O = —hi ()2 ()] + hima (D (8) "1 (8) + 2(8) T i (1),

where z; are auxiliary states defined in Step 2b; b1,b; are bounded functions. It
turns out that this loop structure demands some technical derivations and requires
accurate estimations of the involved expressions. Exploiting properties -
I(A.4)|of the design parameters we can show by contradiction that there exist x; > 0
such that [|z;(t)|| < o(t) " —k; foralli =2,...,r—1 (and ||z(t)1] < ¢1(t) "' — k1),
respectively, which implies boundedness of all gain functions h;. In step three
we summarize the previously established results to deduce T € 77" Then, the
functions d and F arise naturally in equation Together we may conclude
that the conjunction of a minimum phase system , where (d, f,T,I") € NT",
with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators , where (a, p, ¢, ¢1, p, f) € X, can be
equivalently written as a minimum phase system with (d, F,T,I") € N™",

As a direct consequence of the pre-compensator’s design, namely to be of funnel
type, we have the following result.
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Corollary 3.9 We use the notation and assumptions from Theorem [3.8 Then, for
any u € Li5.(R>g — R™) and any solution of , with initial conditions ((10]) we
have

Fe>0VE>0: |lyt) —2()]| < (p+7—2)pt) ' —e. (12)

Proof The prescribed transient behaviour (12)) follows directly from an iterative
application of [I3] Prop. 1]. O

Remark 3.10 A careful inspection of the proof of Theorem [3.8|reveals that condi-
tions [] fr on the design parameters are sufficient but far from necessary.
Condition on the norm of the matrix G = I, — I'I'"! can be interpreted as
a “small gain condition” as conjectured in [[3] Rem. 4]; roughly speaking it means
“choose the matrix I" close enough to the matrix I”. Examining the proof shows
that this condition plays a crucial role in the estimations and , however,
it allows for various reformulations and small changes which still are sufficient to
prove the theorem; especially, the condition ||G|| < p/(4p*(p+1)""2 — 1) has many
varieties - we cannot claim having found the weakest. If I" is known, the simple
choice I' = I' is feasible and the proof simplifies significantly; moreover, in this
case & are satisfied at once. However, in general the matrix I" is not
(or only partially) known and hence verification of conditions & causes
problems. In such general cases methods for parameter identification can be useful.
For linear systems of type there is plenty of literature on system identification,
see for instance [0[H], and the recent work 5] where under the assumptions of
controllability and persistently exciting inputs system identification is performed;
in Mg the estimated parameters result from a least square problem. Note that
although the system identification in [ABIHAG] is developed for time-discrete linear
systems the results can be applied to time-continuous linear systems to some ex-
tend, see e.g. [[O Sec. 1]. In 23] parameter identification for nonlinear systems
is studied, where under a identifiability condition and with the aid of a high-gain
observer system parameters are identified. In [22] an extended high-gain observer
is introduced to identify the state and the unknown parameters dynamically; and
in the recent (rather technical) work [B3] parameter identification via an adaption
scheme for nonlinear systems is proposed and an error bound between the nom-
inal and the estimated parameter is given. However, the approaches 232233
involve the system equations and hence the parameter identification is not model
free. Nevertheless, if a model is available an extension of [33} Prop. 2.1] to matrix
valued parameters may yield error bounds such that the stronger version of

- ~ . -1 p
et [ ol p
E = ) <min {220 )

can ensured to be satisfied.

Remark 3.11 If the first k¥ < r—1 derivatives of the output signal y(¢) are known,
the funnel pre-compensator can be applied to y(k) (t). Then, the condition T €
7,17% in Theorem (3.8 becomes the relaxed condition T' € 7';2”7. Moreover, the
error bound tightens and we have

VE> 0 [ly(t) =20 < (p+r—2=k)e(t) ' —e.
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Remark 3.12 Although the funnel pre-compensator introduced in [[3] may take
signals y and u with different dimensions, the system class N*" under considera-
tion is restricted to systems where the input and output have the same dimension;
this comes into play when applying control schemes to the conjuntion of a min-
imum phase system with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators, see Section
However, a careful inspection of the proof of Theorem yields that an exten-
sion of Theorem to systems with different input (u : R>¢ — R") and output
(y : R>g — RP) dimensions is possible, if m > p. In the case m < p (less inputs than
outputs) with rk I' = rk I" = m one would require the matrix product I'I'T € RP*P
(I'" denotes a pseudoinverse of I') to be strictly positive definite; however, since
rk(I'I'") < min{m, p} < p only positive semi-definiteness can be demanded which
is not sufficient. If m > p (more inputs than outputs) the proof of Theorem
can be adapted such that the statement is still true in the following two cases:

(i) Known m — p entries of the input are set to zero, w.l.o.g. the last m — p.
Therefore, I'u(t) = Ip(ui(t),...,up(t) 7, Where I, = FT € RP*P and sign
definiteness is required. Then, condltlons )| & m have to be satisfied
for I, and I.

(ii) The system itself ignores known m — p entries of the input (w.l.o.g. the
last m — p), i.e., I' = [Ip,0], where I}, = FT € RP*P and sign definiteness

is requlred Then Tu(t) = I u1 t up(t))T Choosing I' = [I}, 0] with

Iy =T, >0, conditions |(A.3)[ & [(A.4) 4 have to be satisfied for I, and Ip.
In both cases the respective transformations in Step I of the proof are fea51bl~e and
the proof of Theorem can be done with corresponding matrices I, and I.

4 Output feedback control

In this section we discuss the combination of the funnel pre-compensator with
feedback control schemes. Theorem [3.§] yields that the conjunction of a minimum
phase system with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators is again a minimum
phase system and hence amenable to funnel control; for funnel control schemes for
systems with higher relative degree see e.g. BUI[IT] and the recent work [§]. We show
that the combination of the funnel pre-compensator with a funnel control scheme
achieves output tracking with prescribed transient behaviour of the tracking error
via output feedback only. This resolves the long-standing open problem that for
the application of funnel controller to systems with higher relative degree the
derivatives of the output are required to be known.

Compared to the control scheme in [I0] - involving high derivatives of virtual error
variables which need to be calculated before implementation - the control scheme
from [§] is much easier to implement. Therefore, along with other benefits (see
Remark [1.5] below) we recall the funnel control scheme from EL Thm. 1.9]. For
e(t) == z(t) — yref( ) € R™ define e(t) := (eD#)7,...,eD()T)T € R™, this
is, the instant error vector between the signal z and the reference 81gnal Yret and
their derivatives, respectively. Next, the control parameters are chosen. The funnel
function ¢ belongs to the set

Pr = {¢ € ACiue(R0 — R) Vs>0: ¢(s) >0, liminfs_oo ¢(s) >0, }

Je>0: |¢p(s)] <c(1+¢(s)) fora. a. s >0
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where ACjoc(R>¢ — R) denotes the set of locally absolutely continuous func-
tions f : Ryg — R; N € C(R>¢ — R) is a surjection, a € C'([0,1), [1,00)) is a bijec-
tion, and for B := {w € R™ | ||w|| < 1} the function v : B — R™, w — a(|jw|*)w
is defined. Further, recursively the maps pr : Dy, — B, k = 1,...,r are defined as
follows

D1:=8, p1:D1— B, m —m,

T T\T k
'Dktz{(’ql,...,’r]k) e R"™

(7]?7“'777;71)-'— EDk—la
nk+7(pk71(nf,...,n;71)T)63 ’

priDe =B, (0l .oml) T ety (pk_l(mT, . 7771:—1)T) :
Then, the funnel control scheme from [§ Sec. 1.4, Eqt. (9)] is given by

u(t) = (N o a)(Jlw(®)[*)w(t), w(t) := prp(t)e(t)). (13)

Remark 4.1 Since by we have I' > 0 according to B Rem. 1.8.(b)] the
simple choice N(s) = —s is feasible. Moreover, similar to the gain functions h;
in we may choose a(s) =1/(1 — s) by which the control scheme is given by

L)
u(t) =~ w0 = erle(De(). (14)

Now, if the reference trajectory satisfies
yref € W (R>9 — R™), (15)

we have the following result.

Corollary 4.2 Consider a system (B) with (d,f,T,I) € N and y° ¢
W= ([=7,0] = R™) in conjunction with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators (2))
with (a,p, v, ©1, P, l:') € Y. Furthermore, assume the initial conditions in Theo-
rem are satisfied. Moreover, let ¢ € Ppc and assume that for the pre-compensator’s
output z := zr_1,1 the funnel control initial value constraint

$(0)e(0) € Dy, e(t) := 2(t) — yrer(t), e(t) := (e(t)",...,e " V()")T

is satisfied. Then, if is satisfied, the funnel controller , with input 2 = zp—1,1
from , applied to system yields an initial-value problem, which has a solution,
and every solution can be extended to a mazimal solution (y,¢) : [-T,w) — R™ x
R where w € (0,00] and ¢ = (th o Z;LLT)T e R™"=D7 " 4nd the mazimal
solution has the properties

i) the solution is global, this is w = oo,

i1) the input u, the compensator states (, the pre-compensator gain functions
hi,...,hr—1, and the original system’s output and its derivatives y,vy,. .. ,y(r_l)
are bounded, this is, for all i = 1,...,r — 1 we have u € L®(R>q — R™),
¢ € L®Rso — R™ =DM hi € L2(Rso — R), y € WP (Rsq — R™),
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11) the errors evolve in their respective performance funnels, this is

Je1 >0VE>0: |ly(t) — 21,100 < cpl(t)fl — €1,
Vi=2,...,r =13 >0Vt>0:||zi_1.1(t) — 21 (0] < o(t) ™" — &4,
IB>0VE>0: [2(t) = yeer(H)l < (1) " = B.

In particular, with € := Z:;ll €;, the tracking error y — yrer evolves within a prescribed

funnel, this is
Vi>0: [ly(t) = wres(D)] < (p+7 = 2)0(t) " +6(1) " = (e + B).

Proof Theorem [3.8]yields that a system (@) with (d, f,7,I") € N{™" in conjunction
with a cascade of funnel pre-compensators with (a,p, ¢, 1, p, f) € X results
in a minimum phase system with (d, F,T,I") € N™", and the respective aspects
of assertions 4i) & i), namely concerning (, h;, are true; hence the conjunction
belongs to the system class under consideration in [§]. Then [B Thm. 1.9] is ap-
plicable and yields the remaining aspects of assertions i) — i13). Furthermore, the
transient behaviour of the tracking error y — yer is a direct consequence of i4). O

Remark 4.3 Recalling Remark [3.7 we highlight that Corollary guarantees for
a large class of systems output tracking with prescribed transient behaviour of
the tracking error via output feedback only; note that this result applies to single-
input, single-output systems as well as to multi-input, multi-output systems. The
controller proposed in [20] as well achieves output tracking with prescribed per-
formance of the error via output feedback for minimum phase multi-input, multi-
output systems of arbitrary relative degree; in particular, this controller as well as
the control scheme is applicable to linear minimum phase systems. However,
as it involves a high-gain observer structure, the controller from [20] suffers from
the problem of proper initializing, i.e., some parameters have to be chosen large
enough in advance, however, it is not clear how large. Contrary, conditions —
explicitly determine the set X' of feasible design parameters of the funnel
pre-compensator. This resolves a long-standing problem in the field of high-gain
based output feedback control with prescribed transient behaviour.

Remark 4.4 An application of the funnel pre-compensator to linear non-minimum
phase system under consideration in [] allows output feedback tracking for a
certain class of linear non-minimum phase systems with the controller scheme
proposed in [ Sec. 3]. However, in combination with the funnel pre-compensator
the bound of the tracking error discussed in [, Sec. 4] is not valid any more. For
deeper insights regarding output tracking of linear non-minimum phase systems

see [].

Remark 4.5 We highlight two important aspects. First, according to [8 Sec. 1.4],
in particular [§ Rem. 1.7 (c)] tracking of a given reference is also possible, if
the number of the available derivatives of the reference signal is smaller than the
relative degree. This means the following. Let 7 be the number of derivatives of the
reference signal y,or available for the feedback controller. Then with the control
scheme output tracking with prescribed transient behaviour of the tracking
error is possible in the case 7 < r. Second, in the case 7 = r exact asymptotic
tracking can be achieved, see [§] Rem. 1.7 (f)]. In the present context this means
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limy o0 (2(t) — yret (¢)) = 0, however, lim; . (y(t) —2(t)) = 0 cannot be guaranteed
since ¢ € &,.. Note that, while the second aspect is of limited practical interest (see
also [ Sec. 1.1]), the first aspect allows, for instance, target tracking of a given
“smooth” trajectory, the derivatives of which are as unknown as the derivatives of
the system.

Remark 4.6 Remark[3.11]applies also for output tracking, i.e., if the first k <7 — 1
derivatives of the output signal y(¢) are known, the pre-compensator takes the
signal y* (t) which results in a tighter funnel boundary of the tracking er-
rOr Y — Yre. Moreover, in this case we only require T' € 7}, this is, the funnel

pre-compensator is applied to systems with (d, f,T,I") € N;™".

5 Simulations

In this section we provide simulations of the funnel pre-compensator and its ap-
plications. First, we consider the pure functionality of the funnel pre-compensator
applied to signals (u,y) € Pr. Second, we simulate output tracking via funnel con-
trol. To this end, we apply a funnel control scheme to the conjunction of a cascade
of funnel pre-compensators with a minimum phase system.

Example 5.1 We give an illustrative example how the funnel pre-compensator

works. Moreover, we qualitatively compare the influence of the pre-compensator’s
parameters to its performance. We choose the signals

y(t) = e 7 (1) = sin(t),

and, since (u,y) € C*(R>g = R) x C*°(R>¢o — R), we choose to simulate the
application of the cascade of funnel pre-compensators for the case r = 3. For
the funnel pre-compensator we initially choose a Hurwitz polynomial, i.e., a poly-
nomial whose roots have strict negative real part, by which the matrix A € R3%3
from is determined via the polynomial’s coefficients, cf. Remark Since
it turned out that the parameters a; influence the pre-compensator’s performance
the most we compare three sets of these parameters. To this end, we choose the
Hurwitz polynomials

(a+1)°=0*+30%+3a+1,
(B+3)° = B> +98% 4278+ 27,
(v45)® =4° + 1592 + 75y + 125

by which we obtain corresponding matrices

=310 -910 -1510
A= |(-301], B=|-2701]|, C=|-7501
-100 -2700 —-12500

which means a1 =3,a2 =3,a3 =1,b1 =9, by =27, b3 =27, and ¢1 = 15, co = 75,
c3 = 125. Choosing @ := I3 the respective Lyapunov matrix P;, ¢ € {A, B,C} is
given as

1 -1 1 4 -1 _22 58 1 _ 136

2 2 27 5 2 T 125

Py= -1 1 -1 Pn=| -1 22 _1 P~= | L1 136 _ 1
A 2 2| B 2 27 2 e} 2 125 2 |-

1 -1 4 _22 1 61 _ 136 1 1333

2 27 T2 81 125 — 2 3125
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from which p§ = 1, p% = 2/3, p$ =1/3 , pb =1, p} = 1037/481, p§ = 1787/711,
and pf = 1, p§ = 1383/391, p§ = 2230/333. Further, we choose the funnel func-
tion @(t) = (72! +0.05)71, and ¢1(t) = ¢(t)/p for p = 1.5. Finally, we choose
z,(0) =0 for all ¢ = 1,2, j = 1,2,3 by which the conditions on the initial values
in [[3 Thm. 1] are satisfied. We run the simulation over the time interval 0 — 10
seconds. The outcome is depicted in Figure 4} Figure [fa] shows the signal y and

12 @ 0.2 \
—y(t \
za(t) 0157 S

zp(t) 01f m
zo(t) 0.05 [
: \ J j

08r

0.6

-0.05

04
-0.1r

o2t 015 ——=(p+r—2)pt)"
Y —y(t) — 2a(t)
0 —y(t) —z5(?)
0251 y(t) — zc(t)
0.2 : : : : © 03 : : :
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time ¢t / s time ¢ /s

(a) Signal y(¢) and the pre-compensator’s out- (b) Errors between the signal y(¢) and the pre-
put for different choices of parameters, respec- compensator’s output for different choices of
tively. parameters, respectively.

Fig. 4: Simulation of functionality of the funnel pre-compensator applied to given
signals (u,y) € Ps.

the pre-compensator’s output z4,2p,z¢, respectively. The “quality” of the ap-
proximation depends strongly on the choice of the parameters a; satisfying
While in the first case the signal y and z,4 differ quite much, in the second case the
approximation is much better, and in the third case the signal y and the output z¢
are almost identical which means that the approximation of the given signal by
the funnel pre-compensator is pretty good. Figure [b] shows the error between
the signal y and the pre-compensator’s output, respectively. Here the aforesaid
crystallises from the viewpoint of errors, which are quite different. However, we
highlight that in all three cases the error evolves within the prescribed funnel
boundaries and hence all approximations z4, zg, z¢ of the signal y are at least as
good as a “predetermined quality”. The simulation has been performed in MATLAB
(solver: ode23tb).

Next, we apply the funnel control scheme to the conjunction of a cascade of
funnel pre-compensators with a minimum phase system to achieve output
tracking with prescribed transient behaviour of the tracking error via output feed-
back only, i.e., we illustrate an application of Corollary [£:2] We emphasize that
the funnel pre-compensator receives only the measurement of the output signal y
of the system under consideration. Then, the applied controller takes the
pre-compensator’s output z and its derivatives which are known explicitly.
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Example 5.2 Since the application of the funnel pre-compensator to the standard
illustrative example mass on a car system from (2] was already discussed in detail
in [I3 Sec. 5.1], and the application of the controller to this particular example
was elaborated in [ Sec. 3.1], we consider the following artificial, in particular,
nonlinear multi-input multi-output ODE of relative degree r = 3 with m = 2 and
initial conditions y|[_ g =0 € R? for some 7 > 0,

v (6) = Ruy(t) + Rog(t) + Rai(t) + £ (d(t), Ty, §,3) () + T'u(t), (16)

where

_[-10 11 11 202 .+
e Ry R T R P R

and for d = (di,d2) ", & = (&,1,62) ,i=1,2,3

T:C([-T,00) = RG) = Lise(R>¢ — RB),
& 1(t)2 + 651,1(75)*‘52,1(75”

(), 62(),60)) = |t €12(8)% — sin(€2,2(t)) ,
Jemt=)|jey(£)]? tanh(||és (£)]%) ds

f:R? xR3 5 R?,

di + 1 +773)

(d1,d2,C1,C2,m) — (d2 T lo—1

whereby the internal dynamics are bounded-input bounded-state stable and the
associated operator T belongs to the class 7fi3. The disturbance is chosen as d :
Rso — R2, ¢+ (0.2sin(5¢) + 0.2 cos(7t), 0.25sin(9¢t) + 0.2 cos(3t)) " by which d €
LYR>o — R) and hence (d, f,T,I") € Nf’?’. For the funnel pre-compensator we
choose the Hurwitz polynomial (s + 50)3 with sg = 7 and Q = I3 to determine
matrices A and P satisfying and obtain the respective parameters a1 = 21,
a2 = 147, a3 = 343 and p1 = 1, p2 = 1180/241, p3 = 1742/135. We choose the pre-
compensator’s funnel function ¢(t) = (e 2'40.05) "1, and for I' = 2-I with p = 1.1
conditions & are satisfied. We stress that I" and I" are quite different;
while I" distributes both input signals (u1, u2) to both output directions (y1,y2), I’
only allocates the input signal u; to output direction y;, i = 1,2. Next, we choose
the controller’s funnel function ¢rc(t) = (2¢7* 4 0.05)7'. Then, with z; ;(0) =
0,i=1,2, j = 1,2,3 the assumptions on the initial values from Corollary 2]
are satisfied. Further, we choose the reference trajectory as yrer : R>g — RZ,

t— (e_(t_s)Q, sin(t)) . We simulate the output tracking over a time interval 0 —
10 seconds. In order to illustrate the funnel pre-compensator’s contribution we
compare the two cases, first, if the derivatives of the output of system are
available to the controller and second, if not. The outcomes of the simulations
are depicted in Figure [5] where the output’s subscript FC (yrc) denotes the case
when the derivatives of the system are available, i.e., the funnel pre-compensator is
not necessary and hence not present; and the subscript FPC (yppc) indicates the
situation when the system’s output is approximated by the pre-compensator and
the derivatives of the latter are handed over to the controller. Figure [5al shows the
tracking error between the system’s output y; and the reference trajectory yret.i,
1 = 1,2, in both cases, respectively. Note that in the case when the derivatives of the
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(a) Tracking error y(t) — yres(t). The dashed (b) Input signal u generated by the funnel con-
line — — — represents the funnel boundary trol scheme .
given by (p+7r—2)/0(t)+1/¢rc(t), the dotted
line - -- represents the funnel boundary given

by 1/érc(t).

Fig. 5: Output reference tracking of the nonlinear multi-input multi-output mini-
mum phase system via output feedback.

system’s output are available the error evolves within the funnel boundaries defined
by 1/¢rc as expectable from the results in [§ Thm. 1.9]. We emphasize that in the
second case (the derivatives of the system’s output are not available) the transient
behaviour of the tracking error can be guaranteed to evolve within the boundaries
(p+r—-2)/o+1/¢pc = (p+1)/¢+1/¢rc, where r = 3 and p = 1.1 in this
particular example. Moreover, we can observe that even in the latter case the error
evolves within the boundaries of 1/¢pc. Figure shows the control input u;, i =
1,2, generated by , respectively. Both signals show oscillations which arise from
the influence of the disturbance d, i.e., the controller compensates the disturbance’s
affect to the system. Analogously to the approximation performance discussed in
the previous Example the tracking performance (and so the input signal u)
strongly depends on the choice of the pre-compensator’s parameters, this is, on
the choice of A (for fixed Q = I,) and can be improved with larger values of sq.
The simulations have been performed in MATLAB (solver: ode45, rel. tol: 1076, abs.
tol: 107°).

6 Conclusion

In the present article we showed that the conjunction of the funnel pre-
compensator with a minimum phase system of arbitrary relative degree results



Output feedback control with prescribed performance via funnel pre-compensator 23

in a minimum phase system of the same relative degree. This resolves the open
question raised in [[3] where the funnel pre-compensator was introduced and the
aforesaid was proven for the special case of relative degree two. Using the fact that
the derivatives of the pre-compensator’s output are known explicitly we showed
that output reference tracking with prescribed transient behaviour using funnel
based feedback control schemes is possible with output feedback only. In particu-
lar, output tracking with unknown output derivatives is possible for the class of lin-
ear minimum phase systems (4]); and moreover, for a class of linear non-minimum
phase systems (single-input, single output systems as well as multi-input, multi-
output systems). Since the investigations in the recent works [ and [6] show
applicability of existing control techniques to nonlinear non-minimum phase sys-
tems we are confident that an integration of the funnel pre-compensator into this
particular context will also be fruitful.

Now, in future research we will investigate the extension of the present results to
a larger class of systems, in particular, systems with (d, f,7,I") € N™" will be
focused; furthermore, systems which are not linear affine in the control term will
be investigated.

Acknowledgements I am deeply indebted to Thomas Berger (University of Paderborn) for
excellent mentoring, many fruitful discussions, helpful advices and corrections.

Appendix

Proof of Theorem . Since the special case r = 2 was already proven in [I3]
Thm. 2], we concentrate on the case r > 3. Therefore, in the following let r > 3.
The proof is subdivided in three steps.

Step 1: We briefly present the transformations performed in [[3] p. 4758-4760].
We consider the error dynamics of two successive systems. Set v; ;(-) == z—1;(-) —
ZZJ() fori=2,...,r—1and j=1,...,r. Then,

03,1(t) = vi,2(t) — (a1 + prhi(t))vi 1 (t) + (a1 + prhi—1(t))vi—1,1(2),

Vi r—1(t) = vip(t) = (@r—1 + Pr—1hi(£))vi1(t) + (ar—1 + Pr—1hi—1(t))vi—1,1(¢),
03, (1) = —(ar + prhi(t))vi 1 (t) + (ar + prhi—1(t))vi—1,1(t).



24 Lukas Lanza

In order to investigate the dynamics of vy 1, we define ey ;(-) := YUY () - z1,5(+)
for j=1,...,r—1,and e () := y" "V () = T 21 ,(-). Then we obtain

é1,1(t) = e1,2(t) — (a1 +prhi(t))er,1(t),

e1,r—2(t) = e1,r—1(t) — (ar—2 + pr—2h1(t))e1,1(¢),
é1,r—1(t) = e1r(t) — (ar—1 + pr—1h1(t))e1,1(t) + (PT7Y = Iy z1,0 (1),
élyr(t) = —Ff_l(ar +prh1(t))e171(t)

+ZRy“ D)+ F(d0), T, 5,97 )(0).

Now, we set v1,1(+) :=e1,1(+), and define o(-) := Z::_ll v;,1(-) and vy ;(-) ==eq ;(-)—
kfll Rr_j_i_k_‘_lf;(k*l)() for j =2,...,7. Then we obtain

01,1 (t) = v1,2(t) — (a1 + prha(t))vi,1(t) + Rro(2),

01,r—2(t) = v1r—1(t) = (ar—2 + pr—2h1(t))v1,1(t) + R30(t),
i)l,rfl(t) = Ulm(t) - (arfl +pr71h1(t))v1,1(t) + R2f)(t) + (Ff‘il — Im)zl,r(t):
O1,0(t) = _Ffﬁl(ar + prhi(t)vi,1(t) + Rio(t)

+ZR (z 1) G 1) t)) _|_f( (1), (y,y,...,y(ril))(t)).

We record some useful observations

) =50 = (0) = 3 via(0)
=y(t) = (y(t) — 221(t)) — ... = (zr—2,1(t) — zr—1,1(1))
= Zr_171(t) = Z(t),

the following relation for zi ,

r—2

z1,r(t) = zﬂ_l)(t) -y (Ccllt)k [(ar—k—l +pr—k—1h1(t))vlyl(t)}7

k=0
and
211 (t) = y(t) — v () = 2(t) + 5(t) —v1,1(t) = 2(6) + > _ via(t)
=2

Therefore, we have

r—2

2 (t) =271 Z RIOEDY (i)k [(ar—k—l +pr—k—1h1(t))v1,1(t)}-

k=0
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Now, for G :== I —I'"* and j = 1,...,r — 1 we define w; ;(-) := v; ;(-) for
i=2,...,r—1land j=1,...,r, and w1 () :== v1,(-). Further, for j = 1,...,7 we
set

wl,r—j() = vy ] +GZ (r 1— J)

r—2 k—j
-G Z (i) [(ap—g—1 +Pr_p—1h1(t))v1,1(t)].

Next, we investigate the dynamics of w; ;. We set @(-) := Z::_Ql w;.1(+), and obtain,

fori=1

w1 (t) = wia(t) = I (a1 + prha(8)) (wi,1(t) — Gi(t))
+ Rr(wi 1 (t) + LT Ya(1)),

w1 2(t) = wi3(t) — I (ag + paha (£)) (w11 (t) — Giio(t))
+ Rp—1 (w11 (t) + I'T™Y0(1)),

o (t) = wir—1(t) =TT ar—a + pr—ahi (t)) (w1,1(t) — G (t))
+ Ra(wi1(t) + I a(t)),
W11 (t) = w1 (t) — T (ar—1 + pr—1h1(t))(w1,1(t) — Gw(t))
+ Ro(wi1(t) + T ra(t) — G2V (1),
w1 (t) = =TT ar + prha () (w11 (t) — G (t) + Ry (wi 1 (t) + T Ha(t))

+ZR AV@) + £(A®), Ty, 9, -,y D)(@),

1

") = T 0P - Ga O]

(17a)
for 1 = 2

W2,1(t) = w2,2(t) — (a1 + prha(t))w2,1(t) + (a1 + prhi(t))(w1,1(t) — Gi(t)),
wo,r—1(t) = wa,r(¢) — (ar—1 + pr—1h2(t))w2,1(t)
+ (ar—1 +pr—1h1 () (w1,1(t) — G (t)),

W, (t) = —(ar +prha(t))w2,1(t) + (ar + prhi(t))(wi,1(t) — Gi(t)),

1
L —p(t)2[Jw2,1(2)]12’

ho (t) =
(17b)



26 Lukas Lanza

and for i =3,...,7r — 1 we find
;1 (t) = wi2(t) — (a1 + prhi(t))wi,1 (t) + (a1 + prhi—1(t))wi—1,1(t),
Wi p—1(t) = w; 7 (t) = (ar—1 + pr—1hi(t))w; 1(t) + (@r—1 + pr—1hi—1(¢))wi—1 1 (%),
Wi (t) = —(ar  +pr hi@)win(®) + (ar  +pr hio1(t)wiz1,1(0),

B 1
1= p(t)2wia (B)]12°

hi(t)

3 (17¢)

Step 2: For ¢ = rm(r — 1) + r we define the operator T : C([-T,00) — R™) —
LS. (Rsg — RY) as the solution operator of in the following sense: for
£1,...,& € C([0,00) = R™) let w;; : [0,w) — R™, w € (0,00] be the unique
maximal solution of (I7), with z = &1,2 = &,...,20™Y = ¢,, and with suitable
initial values w;_;(0) according to the transformations. Then we define for ¢ € [0, w)

f(fl, L. ,fr)(t) = (wl,l(t), .. ,wl,r(t),wg,l(t), .. ,wr_l,r(t),hl(t), .. .,hr_l(t))—r.

Note, that in (17a)) the terms y,7,...,y" 1) can be expressed in terms of w;,; and
z,%,...,20" D using y@® = 20 4 wgz)l + ' '%® and the equations (17). Now,
for

) e1(B)l|¢1,1(8) — GCB)| < 1,
D=4 (t,C1,1,-- 5 Gr—1,7) €Ryo x R™™Y eI (B <1, ’
i1=2,...,r—1

where ((-) := 22;21 ¢ia(+), we have (t,wi,1(¢),...,wr—1,-(t)) € D for all t € [0,w).
Furthermore, the closure of the graph of the solution (w1,1,...,wr—1,r) of is
not a compact subset of D.

Next, we show T € 77" %; first we show that property @ from Definition is
satisfied. To this end, we assume that z, 2,..., 2"=1 are bounded on [0,w). As the
solution evolves in D, w11 —Gw, w2 1, ..., wr—1,1 are bounded. Thus, y = z+w1,1+

I'' Y4 is bounded and hence T (y,g, o y(r_l)) is bounded via T € 7':771”’(1, and
therefore f (d(~),T (y,y, . .,y(r_l)) ()) is bounded on [0, w).

Step 2a: We show w; ; € L*([0,w) = R™) fori =1,...,r—1and j =1,...,r.
We set w; = (wiTl,...,wiTT)T eR™ fori=1,...,r—1and @ := w11 — Gw. For
corresponding matrices A, @, P from satisfying using the Kronecker matrix
product, we define

A= AQLy e R P =PRIy e R Q:=Q®ILm € R™™*"™ (18)

Then, using [ Fact 7.4.34], we have 0(A) = 0(A), o(P) = o(P) and o(Q) = o(Q),
and

ATP+ PA

>
+
O

~0. (19)
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Furthermore, for p1,...,p, from|(A.1)| setting P := (p1,... ,pT»)T ® Im we have
PP = [pln,0,...,0] " e R"X™, (20)
where p := P, — PQPZIPQT > 0. Then we may rewrite as

w1 (t) = Awy (t) — ha () PIT () + By (t),
wz(t) = A’LUQ(t) — hz(t)pwg,l(t) + h1 (t)Pﬂ}(t) + Bz(t)7 (21)
i (t) = Aw;(t) — hyi(t)Pw; 1 (t) + hi_1(t) Pw;_1 1 (t) + By(t),

for i = 3,...,r —1 and suitable bounded functions B1, Bz, B; € £L*([0,w) — R"™),
respectively.

Seeking a suitable Lyapunov function for the overall system we define with P

from
Pri= (Lo (P 3) P (L e (P71,

which is possible since is satisfied by assumption. Observe P} = PIT > 0 and,
recalling PP = [pIm,0,...,0]" € R™*™ via (20), we have

P P=[p(rr="7'0,...,0" e RTm*™ (22)
Since for all M € R™*™ we have A(I, @ M) = (I, @ M)A, AT (I, o M) = (I, @ M)A
we obtain
~ A ~ 1 ~ A ~ 1
ATP = ([T ® (Fr‘l)‘i) ATP ([T ® (Fr‘l)‘i)

and respective for Py A. Therefore,

ATPI + PlA

(e @) ) ATP+ PA(L o (rF")73)

+
= (e ) Q(re@r ) = -0,

where Q1 = Q] by and Q1 > 0 via and We define

PL0...0
0<cpi= |0 P | ZpT eprme-nxrmir-1),
: .0
0...0P
and set w := (wlT,...,w;r_l)T e Rmr(r=1)

Now, we consider the Lyapunov function candidate

VR x...xR™ =3 R,
r—1
T T 4 T 5
(wiy...,wr—1) = w Pw=w; Piwi + g w; Pwy,
i=2
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and study its evolution along the solution trajectories of the respective differential
equations . We fix 9 € (O,w) and note that w; € £%°([0,0) — R™™) for all
t=1,...,7 —1. Using (22) and (23) we obtain for t € [9 w)

Fw®) " Pw(t) = wi(t) (AT P+ PrA)wi ()

— 2hy (Hw1 (t) T PyPIT Y w(t) 4 2wy (¢) T PyBy(t)
+wa(t) (AT P+ PA)ywa(t) — 2ha(t)wa(t) T PPws 1 (t)
+ 2h1( Ywa (t) T PPw(t) + 2ws(t) " PBa(t)

+Z wi(t) (AT P+ PAYw;(t) — 2hi(t)wi(t) " PPw;,(t)

+ 2R 1 ()w;(t) PPw;_11(t) + 2w;(t) ' PB;(t)

< = Amin (@) w1 (B)]* — 2pha (w11 () T () + 2/ Py][[| B lloo [l (£)]]
Amin (@) w2 (8)|* = 2pha () lwa,1 (1)1 + 2pha (t)wa,1 () "o ()
+ 2||13|||\B2||oo\|w2(t)\|

+Z

+ 2ph;— () wi 1 () T wi—,1(8) + 2|15|||Bi||oo|wi(t)|}

— Amin (Q)l|w; (D7 — 2k (t) w1 ()12

< = Auin (@l (O + 2 Pr B oclfun (1)
+Z[— Maio(Q)llws()I” + 21 Pl Billo [ (O]

— 2phy (w11 (t) " (1)

—2pha (t) [ wa,1 ()| + 2pha (t)wa,1 () T o(2)
—2phs (t) |[ws,1 (£) [ *+2pha ()ws,1 () T wa,1 (1)
— 2pha(t)||lwa,1 ()| +2phs (t)wa 1 () Tws 1 (1)

~2phy o () w21 (6)]|* + 2phr—3()wr—2,1(t) " wr—3,1(t)

— 2php—1 (&) lwp—1,1 (O 1P +25hr—2 (t)wr 11 (8) " wr—21 (1),
(24)

where Amin (Q), Amin(Q1) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of Q and Q1, respectively.

In order to proceed with the estimation of each term in , we record the following
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observation. Due to [(A.2)| we have for i = 2,. .., r—2andt€ [f,w)

— i () [[wi 1 (O] + hi(t)wi 1 (1) Twigr 1 (t)
— hi(®)[|wi, 1 ()% + hi (8)Jwi,1 ()[wig1,1 (8|

< = a0 g1 ()17 + ) s ()

= = @l O (s - 5 )

== b O T oD (201 o)
= 1 OV e OTea@D OO -1 5

= il !

mm

< a9l < e (@lsup —7 < sl sup

We recall w(-) = wi,1(-) — Go(-) and observe |Jwa1(t)] < ¢()~* and ||@(t)| <
Z::_QI o)™t = (r — 2)p(t) ! for t € [f,w). Therefore, we obtain for ¢ € [0, w)

— ha(B)wr 1 () TD(E) + ha (w2, (8) @)
= — ha()w(t) "w(t) — ha (£)(Gi(t)) 0 (t) + ha ()wa,r () T (1)
< —ha@)w@)* + ha () (IGI[DE) || + lwa,1 (&))@ ()|

B - a)) — I1Glr=2)+1

ha(8)]Jw(t)]| (II ol o(t) )
p—1 r—

A e <|w<t>|| - W)

B2, o)) (HW)“ - %@)) (26)
< |lw(t)]| sup

s>60 $1 (S)

<sup go%(s) ([lw1,1(t) — Gu(t)]])

s>0

<sup 1( j (s @)1+ G ()

<Sgpw 5 <||w1 I+ 161 S o ||)

=2
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We set
My = ||Py]|[|Billoo + Bsup e (s)
s>0

Mii

I12][]| Billoe +I58up90(5)71 + oGl sup pr(s) 7 i=2,,m 1,
S_

2M?
N = .
pwenr) Z S (@

Then, using 2ab < 2a + 562 for a,b € R, we may estimate with the aid of
and for t € [0, w)

B Pult) < Amin( @)1 01~ Ain(@) S i (D]

=2

2 (lﬁllllBlloo +ﬁsup501(8)_1> w1 (@)l
s>0
r—1

+2.2 (IIPIIIB [loo +psup<pz( ) +;5||G|51;10)<,01(s)_1> [[wi (D]
s§2

=2

< @ 1 =A@ S a1 + 3 204 s 1)
1=2 =1

= (O 01 O — Amin(©) 3 i (1)
1=2

+ 22 (8) 1 Amin (01)
Amin(Q1)
#3022y (1) (@)
=2 \/m
< - 2l 2 - 202D o2+

<- gw(t)TPw(t) +N,

where = min{Ams)r\.(Q)(,%,)mn(Ql)} — m;ngimm((?))) );\mm((Q;))i > 0. With the aid of
max max max max 1
Gronwall’s lemma we obtain

w(t) TPw(t) < w®) T Pw@)e 20 4 27N

and therefore,

)\max(P) 2 _ﬁ(t_g) 2N
w(t < 0)]|“e 2 + —. 27
) < = (o)) s (27)
Inequality implies w € £ ([H,w) — ]er(’ul)) and hence we have w; €
LX([0,w) = R™) for all i = 1,...,r — 1. In particular, we obtain w € £L*°([0,w) —

R™).
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Step 2b: We show h; € L2([0,w) — R), for all i = 1,...,r—1. For the sake of better
legibility we set z1(-) := @(-) and z;(-) := w;1(-) for ¢ = 2,...,r — 1. Observing
—I'T™'—G=-1r~'—(I-Irr—*) = —In, and setting @ (-) := z:;gl w; 2(+) we
obtain via
@1(t) = 1,1(t) — GEw(t)
= wi2(t) — I'T " (a1 4 prhi(t) (w1 (t) — Gi(t)) + Rr (w11 (t) + LT ()
= G|w2(t) — (a1 + prhr—1(t))wr—1,1(t) + (a1 + prha (t)) (w11 () — Gﬁ)(t))]
= 1U172(t) — Glf)g(t) + G(a1 +p1hr_1(t))u)r_1}1(t) + Rr(’le(t) + Fl:'_l’lfj(t))
— T a1 + prha (1) (w1 () — Gi(t)) — Glar + prha (1) (wi,1 (1) — G (¢))
= wi,2(t) — Gibz(t) + (=T = G) (a1 + piha(t)) (w1 (1) — Gi(t))
=—Im =z1(1)
+ G(a1 + prhr—1(t))wr—1,1(t) + Rr(w1,1(t) + I'T~ (1))
= —(a1 + p1hi(t))z1(t) + G(ar + prhr—1(t))wr—1,1(t)
+ Ry (w11 (t) + IT7Y0(t)) + wr 2(t) — Giva(t).

—

(28)
Since p; = 1, using and we have for t € [O,w) and i =2,...,7r — 1
Lz ()7 = —ha (@) |21 (D)) + k-1 (D21 (1) T Gar1(t) +21(t) T ba(t), (29)
Lz (7 = —hi ()|l ()] + hima (D2 (8) "o (8) + 2:(8) T i (2),

for suitable functions b; € £*°([0,w) — R™), ¢ = 1,...,r — 1, respectively. We
observe that in for all i = 2,...,r — 1 the i*" differential equation depends
on the preceding gain function h;_1, respectively, and the first differential equa-
tion depends on the last gain function h,_;. Therefore, we cannot apply standard
funnel argumentation to show boundedness of the gain functions, cf.[28 p. 484-
485], 28] p. 241-242] or [I0 p. 350-351]. However, on closer examination of the
respective proofs in the aforementioned references we may retain the following.
Due to the shape of the gain function h;, boundedness of h; on [0,w) is equivalent
to the existence of v; > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0,w) we have @(t) ™! — ||z; (t)|| > v,
i=2,...,r—1 (p1(t)"' = ||lz1(t)|| > v1), respectively. Moreover, via the loop struc-
ture in it suffices to show boundedness of one gain function, which implies
boundedness of all remaining.

We define 91 (-) := @1(-)_1, P(-) = (p(~)_1, set A1 = infse(o,w) Pi(s) > 0 and
A= infyeow) ¥(s) > 0, and fix 8 € (0,w). Since liminf;—oc ¢(t) > 0 and () is
bounded, we have that %w“ﬁ’o@)() is bounded, and respective for %7/)1|[ﬁ,oo)(')-
Thus, there exists a Lipschitz bound L > 0 of ¥|(3,60)(-), and L1 of ¥1]i5,60)(")-

For p > 1 as in|(A.2)|we fix 6 > 0 as
— << = 30
P (30)

and define

() 0
Ay =p— |Gl (4p2(p+ )72 - 1) B Ac1-26@0 @y
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With this we choose

A1 .
174‘97 5’561(15,8] (¥1(s) = lz1(s)]),

ie{zT%,r;—l} {sei(%f,ﬂ] (W(s) - Hxi(s)H)} }

small enough such that for Ay, A > 0 from

0<n<min{

Mp—lGI _

0<L;< min{% sup ||b1(s)ll, (32a)

P s€[0,w)

A N2
4pk

—2||G|l sup ¥i(s)p(p+1)""* — sup IIbl(S)II},

sE[B,w s€[0,w)

242
0<L< min{ p22 — sup ||b2(s)l, (32b)
s€0,w)

. p2)\2
min 27N sup [bi(s)]| Y b
i€{3,..., r—1} K s€[0,w)

Note that L1, L are well defined since A1, A > 0 and p > ||G||. Further, since p > 1
we choose ¢ such that

los<n (33)
p
With this we define
K1 = R,
5!
mi::W& 1=2,...,r—2, (34)
Bl
Rp—1 1= W

Note that these definitions imply kr—1 < Kr—2 < -+ < k2 < k1. We show that
for all ¢t € [0,w) we have ¥1(t) — ||z1(¢)]] > w1 and ¥(t) — ||z:(¢)|| > &; for all
it =2,...,7 — 1; which is true on (0, 8] by definition of x. We set

to :=inf{t € (B,w) |1 (t) = [lz1 ()| < m1},
th :=1inf{t € (B,w) [Y(t) — ||z ()| < ri}, i=2,...,7 —1,

where the infimum of the empty set is infinity as usual. Seeking a contradiction

we suppose that t§ < oo for some £ € {1,...,r — 1}. Then either
@ze{z“wr71}:%<w€*)vté<%*% (35a)
or
==t (35b)

If (B5D) is true, we decrease  and obtain t} < t0 15 therefore without loss of
generality we may assume that (35a) is true. We set to := t6, i.e., to denotes the
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moment of the very first complete excess of x,, and distinguish three cases, namely
either {=1,or =2, or3</{<r—1.

If £ =1 there may occur two possible cases, namely either

Y1(to) — 1 (to)ll < ¥(to) — llzr-1(to)l, (36a)
or
¥1(to) — [lz1(to)ll > 9(to) — [lar—1(to)l|- (36b)
First, we draw our attention to case and observe
Y1(to) — [[z1(to) || < ¥(to) — llzr—1(to)]|
= [lz1(to)ll = ¥1(to) — ¥(to) + [lzr—1 (o)l

_ #(to) — ¢1(to)

e1(to)e(to) + llzr—1(to)ll,

and thus, using [(A.2)]

o(to) — ¢1(to) _p=1
llz1(to)[l > Toto)elto) + [lzr—1(to)ll = (o) + [lzr—1(to) |l

> (p = Dllzr—1(to)[| + [[zr—1(to)[| = pllzr—1(to)-

Then, due to the definition of tg, there exists t1 € (to,w) such that 1 (t1) —
H:El(tl)H < K1, and

Vit € [to,t1] 0 |z (®)] > pllzr—1(®)]- (37)
Thus, we readily deduce the following relations for ¢ € [to, 1]

P1(t) — |z ()] < ka1,

e (O > n(8) — w1 > 2L, (38)
1 A1
M= T O = 26

We consider the first equation in for t € [to, t1]
Sz @7 = =h @z @) + hr—1 ()21 (8) T Gz (£) + 21(8) b1 (2)
h @)z ()7 + he—1 (8 21 (O IG e —1 ()] + 21 (©)]]]1b1 (2)]]

S —
2
(= ma @+ a1 IGO0,

Via condition and relation we obtain for ¢ € [to, t1]
m(©)p = hro1 (DGI| = b (Ohe1.(0) (0 = pp(®) 1 (O]
~ Gl + IGller (1) 21 (1))
i Ohe—1(0) (p = po(t)? 2y (1)
~IGI+ G100 ar—1 (D))
B2 1)1 (50— 161D (1~ (0) 21 (1))

=@ -6 = 5o G
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Hence, using the estimation above and the relations from (38 we estimate the
first equation in ([29)) for ¢ € [to, 1]

2
E O P L A O [LX0

2Kk1
X p— |0
< (—pre=lGh L up (sl ) @)
( SR, )l
G [ Np—|G
D (G up s (s)) ) o 0 S Ll ()
K P se(0,w

From this we calculate

" (fezlle(®)?)

fea(en)l = o)l = [ dat
til lz ()l (398)
< / —Lydt = —L1(t1 —to) < 1(t1) — ¥1(to)
to
and therefore,
w1 = Y1(to) — |lz1(to)ll < ¥1(t1) — llz1(ta)ll < k1, (39b)

a contradiction. Now, we consider the case (36b) where by to =t < t[~*

tr—1 < P(to) — lzr—1(to)ll < ¥1(to) — llz1(to)|| = k1.

This, together with the definition of to implies the existence of t1 € (to,t; *) such
that

Vte ftota] t ket S0 — O] <a () — o1 @O k1 (40)

from which we obtain for ¢ € [to, t1]

1 ( 1 )
O I ) Ly D S
zr—1 ()] < P(t) — Kkr—1 o o) PRr—1
1
= P (Y1(t) — K1 + K1 — prr—1) (41a)
< lz1 (O + K1 = prr—1
p
and therefore,
Vite [to,t1] + ||z ()| = pllzr—1(t)] — (k1 — prr—1) >0, (41b)

the last inequality via

p
pller—1 ()| = (k1 — prr—1) = ——= — pr1 — (k1 — pkr—1)
pp1(t)

> M — (p+ 1)k1 + prr—1 > phr—1,
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A
PT
the definition of k1 and kr—1 we deduce for ¢ € [to,t1]

where we used k1 < in the last step. Furthermore, recalling h,_; and using

e = L Ol O = (L el a (O = o) a0

=o)L+ o@®)llzr—1 (O @) = lzr—1()])
> o)1+ ot)|zr—1 (@) Er—1 = o(t)kr—1 = pe1(t)rr-1,

and hence for ¢ € [to,¢1] we have

_ 1 1 &2 1
L—p@)2|zr—1 (]2 = (t)rr—1 pp1(t)kr—1"

hr—1(t) (42)

We consider the first equation in for t € [to,t1] and obtain

Lz @) = —ha @21 (O + hr—1 (D21 () T Gap—1(8) + 21() b1 (2)
< —h () [lz1 (B)* + b1 (B 21 (OIIG | Jzr—1 (2
+ llza (@) o ()]

(O O + G (0) s oy LI 1 = e

Tl (0]
- (—pm(t) T ||G\|hT,1(t))w

+ ||G\|m—7§m—1hr,l(t)“m<t)” + [l (&) )1b1 (2).
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Noting that by definition of k1,xr—1 wWe have k1 — prr—1 =k (1 — 575;25) > 0, we

estimate for ¢ € [to, t1]

phi(t)=G[hr—1(t)
= h(Ohe—1() (p = pp(O)*ler—1 O = 1G] + IGlle1 ()21 (D)117)

b (O)he—1 (1) (p o1 (DI
Gl + 1G e (02 (ollr—1 (8) — (1 — pnPl))Q)
= ha(D)hr1 (1) (p — o) lar1 (1)

G+ G191 (02 (o1 (O = 2pller—1 (@51 = pir—1) + (51 = pir—1)?) )

B2, ke 1 ()0 — IGI) (1 = ()% |2r—1 ()112)
+ h1(&)hr—1®IGlle1 () (= 2pllzr—1 @) (k1 — prir—1) + (K1 — prir_1)?)
> hi(®he—1(8)(p = IGI) (1 = oD ler—1(8)]1?)

+ hi(®)he—1 ()]Gl (1) (*2,0%(51 — prr—1) + (K1 — Pﬁr—1)2)

B2, (1)1 ()0 — 1GI) (1 = (8201 (0)]2)

+ hi(®)he—1 (DG ler (1) (_ <p12(t)

= () (p ~ IGI) + h1(Ohr—1 (O)IGlle1 () (= 2(k1 — prr—1) + ¢1(t) (k1 — prr—1)?)
> hi(t)(p = |GI) = 2ha () hr—1 ([|Glle1 (1) (51 — prir—1))

= (1) (p = IGI = 201 (ONIGhr -1 () (51 = priv—1) )

42|
ha (1) (p, 16l - 201 (DG ————
pp1(t)kr—1

= hi(t) (p +llc| - @L)

Rp—1
@3) 1p2||G K
ha (1) (p+ Iel - M—)

p 5720k
(GUNER)
>

(k1 — phir1) + (k1 — anF)

(1 = prer-) )

ha (@) (p+ 1G] = 4GlIP* (0 +1)72)
h1 (t)Al.

Therefore, we find for ¢ € [to, t1]

38) N\ A
ph1(t) = |Gllhr—1(t) > hy(t) A1 9 % > 0. (43)
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To sum up, with , and , and the calculations above we obtain
for ¢ € [to, 1]

a1 ) 2 - Aml\m(tﬂl (NG”W;p“r—%,l(t)+||b1<t>||)nxl(t)n

Q_ﬁnxl(t)”u G5 o )+l )61 ()]

p2p1(t) Kr—1
() Am 226l 1
= z1(t)]|* + o) =23 1T O + Iz Ol (O]
fA”l 1 (£)]1% + <2|G|| sup )w1<s>p<p +1)"7% + ||bl<t>||> G

s€[B,w

ING]

) [ A A r—
~ e TG sup va()plp+ 1)+ sup [br ()] ) e (Ol
s€(B,w) s€[0,w)

Then, similar to we deduce a contradiction. Therefore, in both cases
and ([36b), and for ¢ € [8,w) we have ¥1(t) — 21 (t) > r1. Moreover, for ¢ € [0, 8) we
have 91 (t) — ||z1(t)|| > k1 by definition of , and hence hy € £L°°([0,w) — R). Then
successively we obtain h; € £L([0,w) — R) for all remaining i € {2,...,r — 1}.

If £ = 2 we have, because to = t3 < t§ by (35a))

B ox _ k1 _ Yi(to)  [lza(to)ll
P(to) — llz2(to)l| = K2 = <, S, T,

and, invoking the definition of to = 3 there exists t; € (to,t) such that
for t € [to,tl]

(1) — [e2(t)]| < r2 < 2 < (t) — w
= —lz2(t)]l < K2 — (1) < % —(t) < _w ()

0w = (1) + )] < 2 = 0(0) + O] < a0 - L2101,

So we readily conclude for ¢ € [to, t1]

$(t) = [le2(D)] < 52,

A
lz2(@)]] > () = w2 > 5, (45a)
1 1 A
ha(t) = > > —
2 = TGPl = 2w © 2
and analogously to we find
B (1) = 1 1 (45D)

1= o102 O = pr(t)mn’
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and furthermore, using and estimation (45al), we have for ¢ € [to, #1]
x K
o2l = L0 > o) - w0 + 22
) ox (30)
> () —me )+ 2B I B

p p o 2p?
Note that implies ||z1(¢)|| < pllz2(¢)|| for ¢ € [to,t1]. We consider equation
for i =2 and ¢ € [to, t1] and obtain
Sl = —ha()llz2(B)]* + ha()z2(t) T21(8) + w2(t) T b2(t)
—ha(t)[|z2(6)|* + b1 (1) [z2 (D) [l21 ()] + lz2(£) [[b2(2)

<
1 47
—ha ()llz2(8)[1> + ha (D)pllz2(B) 1% + [lz2(£)[[|1b2(2) | “n

= (= ha(®) + pha (&) )2 + a2 (0) 2(8)-
Thanks to and we have

(30)
f<c1—2pfi2—f<a—2p226ﬁ— (1—5)0. (48)

(46)

Hence, using the propertyand the relations from we obtain for ¢ € [to, t1]

h (t) — ph (t) 1 _ 14 K1 — 2p2,n§2

’ o (t)@ 01(t)k1 20(t ),ﬁ@
1) 207(1—0)x B 1 - 5p2/\ B p*A
20tz T 0 Pt

With this, using (45a)) we estimate (47)) for ¢ € [to, t1]
(5a) 2)2
Fle@)? ( Po 4 S[up : ||b2(8)||> lz2()l < —Lllz2(t)|l
s€0

Then, similar to a contradiction arises. Therefore, for all ¢ € [3,w) we have
P(t) — z2(t) > k2. Moreover, for t € [0, 8) we have ¢ (t) — ||z2(¢)|| > k2 by definition
of k. Hence hy € £°°([0,w) — R). Then successively we obtain h; € £L([0,w) — R)
for all remaining ¢ € {1,...,r — 1} \ {2}.

If 3 < /¢ <r—1 we have, because tg = tg < té_l by
¥(to) — llze(to)ll = re < ke—1 < ¥(to) — llme—1(to)ll.
Then, by invoking the definition of to = t§ there exists t; € (to, téfl) such that
Ve fto,ta] © () = lae@)l < ke < re—1 S U() — [lae—1 (D). (49)
As before, we deduce for t € [to, 1]
P(t) = llze(®)]| < ke,

lze ()l = (t) = ke =
1 - 1
e llze? = 20(t)re’

w\>

(50a)

he(t) = 1
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similar to we obtain

1 1
he_1(t) = < , 50b
R e (R PO L= O (50P)
and, using and (50a)), we have for ¢ € [to, t1]
lze@)l — lze—1 ()N = lze()l] — () + K1
1) 602 (51)

> 0(t) ~ re =00 + ey D G (1= 8> 0,

Note that implies [|xg ()| > ||z¢_1(2)] for t € [to,t1]. We consider equation
for ¢ = ¢ and t € [to, ¢1] and obtain

S3lee @I = =he@) e ()1 + he—1()ze(t) "@e—1(t) + 20(t) by (1)
< —he eI + b Ollee@ iz O+l @O (s52)
B he0) + hea ) b O + e e o)

Recording
Koy — 2, 5Z 5 (1—25) & ‘i;A >0, (53)
and using we estimate
1 1 Ke_1 — 2Ky

he(t) —he-a(t) 2 20(t) kg B o(t)re—1 - 20(t)kg—1kp

.6 1 67%Ak  4p* 2571Ap27)\
20(t) 2p2  §l-250-152 K

With this and using (50al) we estimate for t € [to, t1]

,\ -32b
ddt;nxe(t)n%( 27ARS 4 sup |be(8)|> lze ()| < —Lllze(t)]-
sE

[0,w)

As before, a contradiction arises from analogous calculations as in . There-
fore, for all ¢ € [B,w) we have ¥(t) — ||z¢(¢)|| > K¢. Moreover, for ¢t € [0,3) we
have (t) — ||z¢(t)|| > k¢ by definition of x, and hence hy € £L([0,w) — R). Then
successively we obtain h; € £L2°([0,w) — R) for all remaining i € {1,...,7—1}\ {¢}.

Step 3: We show w = oo and T' € 777, Seeking a contradiction we assume w < co.
Then, since h; and w; ; for i = 1,...,7 —1 and j = 1,. ‘.,r are bounded via the
previous steps, it follows that the graph of the solution of (17)) is a compact subset
of D, a contradiction. Thus, w = co. Therefore, the operator T is well defined and
satisfies condition @ of Definition E 3.1| by the previous calculations. Moreover,
property |(b)| of Definition is satisfied. Further, note that 7' is defined via the
solution of (|17)), which depends linearly on z,2,...,z 2= 1) T e ’T’” , and since

feCR" x R"ﬁ”fl)r — R™) its integral is locally Lipschitz continuous. Therefore,
the operator T satisfies of Definition and hence T € 77 ™1,
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Finally, we observe that the higher derivatives of z can be calculated via an suc-
cessive application of the cascade’s equations and result in

j—1

2D = 2y + Y (i)k (@ prghroa ()wra(®)], (54)
k=0

and hence, with z,_1 r41(t) := fu(t) the results above allow us to write the con-
junction of and with input « and output z = z,._1,1 as

where F € C(R” x RT — R™), d(t) :

r—1 k
2(7) (t) = ];) (%) [(ar_k +pr_khrfl(t))wrfl,1(t)} + I'u(t) (55)

P (d(t),f(z,z', . .,z<’“—1>)(t)) + Fu(t).

(@), 6(1), -, D) T € L2(Rx0 - R)

and T € 77™%. Therefore, (d, F,T,I") € N™" which completes the proof. O
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