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Distributed Control of Multi-agent Systems with
Unknown Time-varying Gains: A Novel Indirect
Framework for Prescribed Performance

Zeqiang Li, Yujuan Wang, Xiucai Huang*

Abstract—In this paper, a new yet indirect performance
guaranteed framework is established to address the distributed
tracking control problem for networked uncertain nonlinear
strict-feedback systems with unknown time-varying gains under a
directed interaction topology. The proposed framework involves
two steps: In the first one, a fully distributed robust filter is
constructed to estimate the desired trajectory for each agent with
guaranteed observation performance that allows the directions
among the agents to be non-identical. In the second one, by
establishing a novel lemma regarding Nussbaum function, a new
adaptive control protocol is developed for each agent based on
backstepping technique, which not only steers the output to
asymptotically track the corresponding estimated signal with
arbitrarily prescribed transient performance, but also largely
extends the scope of application since the unknown control
gains are allowed to be time-varying and even state-dependent.
In such an indirect way, the underlying problem is tackled
with the output tracking error converging into an arbitrarily
pre-assigned residual set exhibiting an arbitrarily pre-defined
convergence rate. Besides, all the internal signals are ensured to
be semi-globally ultimately uniformly bounded (SGUUB). Finally,
simulation results are provided to illustrate the effectiveness of
the co-designed scheme.

Index terms— Multi-agent systems, unknown time-varying
gains, prescribed performance, distributed tracking.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed tracking control of uncertain nonlinear multi-
agent systems (MASs) plays a pivotal role in the control com-
munity since it enables each agent to operate in a desired way
just by using local information. During the past decades, con-
siderable research efforts have been devoted in this direction
and significant advance has been accordingly achieved through
adaptive backstepping [1]-[3] and adaptive neural network
(NN)/fuzzy logic control [4], [5], exhibiting its theoretical
importance and broad practical application prospect.

The current related results are commonly built upon the
prior knowledge of control direction of each agent, which
might be not the case in practice. For instance, it would be
non-trivial to explore the control directions of robotic visual
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servo systems [6] and ship autopilot systems [7]. To tackle
such problem, there are mainly three systematic technologies:
Nussbaum function [8], [9], extremum seeking [10], [11] and
logic switching mechanism [12], [13], among which the Nuss-
baum function serves as the predominant one. In [14]-[16],
a set of identical Nussbaum functions are utilized to handle
unknown direction control problem for uncertain MASs, where
the control directions are required to be identical to circumvent
the counteract of Nussbaum gains in the stability analysis.
Subsequently, significant advances for the case with non-
identical control directions have also been made in [17]-[20].
By developing two kinds of Nussbaum function, the limitation
of identical control directions among agents is relaxed in [17],
yet only part of such non-identical directions are allowed
to be unknown. In [18], [19], the PI consensus error is
incorporated into the control design to remove this assumption
while solving leaderless consensus control problem, which
thereby are invalid for distributed tracking problem. Parallelly,
the authors in [20] resolve such issue by resorting to a series
of different Nussbaum functions, which inevitably makes the
stability analysis rather complicated. Notably, the control gains
(also referred to as control coefficients in [21]) in [14]-[16],
[18]-[20] are limited to be constant instead of time-varying,
thus largely restricting the scope of application. Some attempts
are made in [22], [23] to break through this restriction, yet the
time-varying part of the coefficients is required to be known.
Therefore, a natural motivation of this paper is how to achieve
distributed tracking control of uncertain nonlinear MASs in
the presence of completely unknown time-varying coefficients
with non-identical signs.

Apart from the unknown control direction problem, perfor-
mance metrics that characterize the transient and steady-state
properties of the tracking error (i.e., the convergence rate and
the size of steady-state error) are also vital considerations in
the control design for uncertain nonlinear MASs (see [24],
[25] for examples). One typical method to achieve such goal is
to combine the so-called prescribed performance control with
NN/fuzzy approximation technique, see [26], [27] for instance,
which inevitably suffers from heavy computational burden due
to the involvement of highly complex approximation struc-
ture. Some approximation-free prescribed performance control
methods with low complexity are developed in [28], [29] for
uncertain nonlinear MASs in Brunovsky canonical/triangular
forms, respectively. Working independently, the authors in [30]
propose a distributed performance-guaranteed control strategy
for multi-inputs multi-outputs (MIMO) nonlinear MASs under
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some relaxed controllability conditions. However, the control
directions in [24]-[30] are uniformly assumed to be known
a priori. Although some approaches are proposed to tackle
this problem using orientation functions, they are applicable
only for uncertain nonlinear single systems (see [31], [32]), it
thus remains unclear whether such methods can be extended
to MASs. Hence, another motivation of this paper is how to
achieve prescribed performance control of uncertain nonlinear
MASs with unknown control directions.

Inspired by such observations, in this work we investigate
the distributed performance guaranteed problem for a class
of networked uncertain nonlinear strict-feedback systems with
unknown and non-identical control directions under a directed
protocol, where the unknown coefficients in the input channel
are allowed to be time-varying and even state-dependent,
which is thus more general than the systems considered in
[14]-[20]. It is a non-trivial task to achieve prescribed tracking
performance for such kind of systems since the involved
uncertainties (including mismatched parametric uncertainties
and unknown input gains) tend to degrade the system perfor-
mance and the coupling of the non-identical control directions
among the agents would challenge both control design and
stability analysis. In order to tackle those issues, a novel
performance guaranteed framework is constructed, which is
comprised of two steps: In the first step, a fully distributed
performance guaranteed filter is designed to reconstruct the
desired trajectory (i.e., the output of the leader) for each
agent. The proposed design is not only able to steer the filter
error into an arbitrarily pre-assignable residual set with an
arbitrarily pre-set converge rate, but also able to decouple the
problem of unknown non-identical control directions among
agents, making it more powerful than the ones in [23],
[33] since their transient observation performance cannot be
explicitly prescribed. Besides, our structure remains at a lower
complexity level as no extra adaptive parameters are required
to be updated online; In the second step, by incorporating
the desired performance characteristics into the backstepping
design procedure, an adaptive control scheme is proposed
for each agent, which, on one hand, enables the output to
asymptotically track the corresponding estimated signal with
arbitrarily prescribed transient performance, on the other hand,
is able to address the unknown control direction problem for
a wider set of systems with time-varying and even state-
dependent coefficients by resorting to a newly casted lemma
regarding Nussbaum functions. Based on such an indirect
framework, it is eventually guaranteed that the output of
each agent follows the desired trajectory with arbitrarily pre-
specified transient and steady-state performance, i.e., with
arbitrarily pre-assignable converge speed and arbitrarily pre-
scribed size of the residual set. Finally, all the internal signals
are ensured to be SGUUB and sufficient simulation studies are
carried out to illustrate the effectiveness and benefits of such
co-designed scheme.

The rest of this article is set up as follows. Section II
provides some preliminaries and problem statement. Next,
Section III displays the main results including control design
and stability analysis. In Section IV, we conduct the numerical
simulation and then Section V concludes the paper.

Notations: Let R be the set of real vectors of order n.
Bold notations stand for matrices (or vectors). || - || repre-
sents the standard Euclidean norm. For a nonsingular matrix
M e " A\pin{M} and onin{M} denote its minimum
eigenvalue and minimum singular value, respectively. 1,, € R"
signifies a vector of ones.

Graph Theory: Suppose that the networked topology among
the followers is expressed by a directed graph G = (V,€),
in which V = {1,..., N} is the set of vertices referring to
the N agents, and & C V x V denotes the edge set of the
graph. If (i, j) € &, then agent j can receive information from
agent ¢, and we say agent ¢ is a neighbor of agent j. In such
condition, the neighboring set of node 7 is denoted as A;. A
sequence of edges connecting a sequence of nodes in the same
direction is called a path in a graph. If there exists at least one
node which has directed paths to all the other nodes in the
directed graph, then it is said to have a directed spanning tree.
Additionally, A = [a;;] € RV*Y denotes the connectivity
matrix of graph G, where a;; > 0 if (4,i) € &; a;; = 0,
otherwise. In this work, self loops are not allowed (i.e., a;; =
0). We introduce the in-degree matrix D = diag(dy, ...,dy) €
RV with d; = > jenr, @ij- Then, the Laplacian matrix is
defined as L = [I;;] = D — A. In addition, we use b, =1 to
indicate that the sth agent has access to the state information of
the leader, otherwise b; = 0. The augmented graph is denoted
as G = (V,€) with V={0,1,...,N}and EC V x V.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM STATEMENT
A. An Indirect Performance-guaranteed Framework

Consider a generalized tracking error e(t) € R. By pre-
scribed performance control [34], it is referred to the scenario
that the trajectory of e(t) is confined within some quantified
boundaries that can characterize arbitrarily fast decaying rate
and arbitrarily small steady-state value. Mathematically, such
evolution can be formulated as

le(t)| < B(2),

where 3(t) : [0,00) — RT is referred to as the performance
function, which is equipped with the following properties:

vt >0

Py) B(t) is strictly positive and monotonically decreasing;
P2) tliglo B(t) = Boo > 0;
P3) BR(t) (k = 0,1,...,n) is bounded and piecewise con-
tinuous.
The performance functions in the family of prescribed per-
formance control are typically chosen as hyperbolic tangent
function [27], [32] and exponential function [24]-[26], [28]-
[31], [34]. In this work, the later is considered which takes the
uniform form as B(t) = (B0 — Boo)exp(—tt) + Boo, Where ¢
is a positive constant, 3y and [, are finite design parameters
such that 8y > B > 0.

Different from the centralized control strategy, in the dis-
tributed control for MASs, only part of the followers can
access the desired trajectory yo(t), i.e., the output of the leader,
making it significantly challenging to achieve prescribed per-
formance for the output tracking error ¢;(¢) directly, especially
when the models of the agents suffer from strong nonlinearities
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Fig. 1: The relationship of performance bounds for J;, €; and e;.

and uncertainties. Motivated by the ongoing studies in [23],
[33], [35], an alternative is to design a distributed filter for
each agent to estimate such desired signal, then e;(t) can be
expressed as

ei(t) = yi(t) — 9:(t) + i (t) — yo(2),
€i(t) 3i(t)

where y;(t) is the output of the ith agent, §;(¢) is the filtered
variable, J;(t) and ¢;(t) denote the filter error and the auxiliary
tracking error, respectively. Intuitively, if the trajectories of
d;(t) and g,(t) are always preserved within some preset bounds
that also are characterized by some performance functions
Bi1(t) and Bia(t), respectively, that is

16:(1)] < Bir(t) = (Bir,o — Brco)e™ " + By VE >0, (2)
lei(t)] < Bia(t) = (Bizo — Ba.o0)e ™" + B2,00, VE >0, (3)

it is immediate to obtain that
lei(t)] < 10:(t)| + |ei(t)| < Bar(t) + Bia(t) = Bi(t),  (4)

for all ¢ > 0, where f3;(t) is the performance function of
e;(t). Thus, some explicit performance bounds for e;(t) can be
calculated indirectly by (3;1(¢) and B;2(t), in the sense that the
convergence speed is dictated by the parameter ¢ with larger ¢
leading to faster convergence speed, and the steady-state error
is dominated by the parameter 5, o (¥ = 1,2) with smaller
B+,00 resulting in smaller error at steady state. The relationship
of performance bounds for §;, ¢; and e; is shown in Fig. 1.

1)

B. Problem Formulation

Consider a group of networked systems consisting of N
agents that evolve according to

Tik = Tikt1 + ol‘TSoi,k(Ii.,la e @ig), k=1,..,n—-1
Ei = gi(xi, )ui + 07 @i (i),
Yi = T, ’L:L,N (5)

where ; = [7;.1, ..., ;)T € R", u; € R and y; € R are the
state, input and output of the ith agent, respectively; 8; € R%
is a vector of unknown constants; @, € R4 is a known
smooth nonlinear function;! gi(x;,t) is an unknown yet time-
varying and state-dependent control coefficient, whose sign
represents the control direction of the ith agent.

The control objective of this paper is to design a distributed
control strategy such that:

O;: All the internal signals are ensured to be SGUUB;

Os: The output tracking error e;(¢t) for each agent is driven
into an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the origin with
an arbitrarily fast convergence rate.

To proceed, the following assumptions are in need.

Assumption 1: The augmented graph G contains a spanning
tree with the leader being the root node.

Assumption 2: The desired trajectory yo(t) and its time
derivatives up to nth order are bounded and piecewise contin-
uous in .

Assumption 3: There exist two unknown constants g;; and
gi2 such that gz() S [gil,giQ] with g;1gi;2 > 0.

Remark 1: Assumptions 1-3 are reasonable. Assumption
1 indicates that L + B is a nonsingular M-matrix with
B = diag(by,...,bn) [28], [29]. Assumption 2 is widely
used in the existing results for strict-feedback systems [36].
Assumption 3 essentially implies that the control direction of
each agent is unknown, which, however, is sufficient to ensure
the controllability of the system (see [28], [30], [37] and the
references therein).

Remark 2: 1t is noted that the unknown control coefficients
in the system (5) are allowed to be time-varying and even
state-dependent, which is more general than the cases con-
sidered in [14]-[16], [18]-[20], [22], [23], since the control
coefficients in [14]-[16], [18]-[20] are limited to be constant
and the time-varying and state-dependent term in [22], [23]
is required to be known. Clearly, the system models involved
therein are essentially some special cases of ours. In practice,
there are numerous real practical systems, e.g., multi-robot
systems, multi-wind power systems and swarm unmanned
aerial systems [30], that can be boiled down to such systems.
The reliability and safety of the whole system could be
compromised when unknown non-identical control directions
and mismatched uncertainties are involved, making the control
design much more challenging. In order to overcome such
obstacles, in this paper we develop an indirect performance
guaranteed control framework consisting of distributed robust
filters and Nussbaum-based backstepping adaptive controllers.

C. Some Useful Lemmas

In this subsection, some necessary lemmas are introduced.

Lemma 1: [38] Consider a nonsingular M-matrix W €
RNXN There exists a diagonal positive definite matrix P =
(diag(q))~! with ¢ = W1y, such that PW + WP is
also positive definite.

Lemma 2: [24, Theorem 1] Let Q2 € R™ x R>( be an open
set. Consider a function f(¢,t) : © — R" such that: (1) For

! Arguments of some functions/variables will be omitted or replaced by (-)
hereafter if no confusion is likely to occur.
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every ¢ € R, the function ¢t — f({,t) defined on Q; := {¢t:
(¢,t) € Q} is measurable. For every ¢t € R>¢, the function
¢ — f(¢,t) defined on Q¢ := {¢ : (¢,t) € Q} is continuous;
(2) For every compact set S C 2, there exist constants L; and
Ly such that [[ (¢, #)[| < Ly and [ £(¢,t)—=f(y, )]l < La|[¢—
yll, V(¢,t), (y,t) € S. Then, the initial value problem ¢ =
f(¢,t) with ¢o = ¢(to), for some ({p,to) € €, has a unique
and maximal solution defined on [tg, Tymax) With Tinax > to
such that (¢, t) € Q for all ¢ € [to, Timax)-

Lemma 3: [24, Theorem 2] Suppose that the conditions
of Lemma 2 hold in ) and a maximal solution of the initial
value problem ¢ = F(¢,t),¢0 = C(to) exists on [ty, Tinax)
such that (,t) € Q,Vt € [0,Tmax). Then, either Tiax =
oo or lim; ., {HCH + m = oo, where dg is the
minimum distance from (¢, t) to the edge of €, i.e., 9.

Next, in order to deal with the time-varying coefficients, a
type of special Nussbaum function is introduced.

Definition 1: [21, Definition 4.2] A continuously differen-
tiable function N(s) € R is called a type of B-K Nussbaum
function, if, for a constant X > 1, it satisfies

. X S NT(s)ds

lim — N+(s)ds = 00, hm sup ——— > K,
X—00 X fo —(s)ds —

1 N~ (s)d I N(s)ds o
XL”éo;/ B S e R

where NT(s) and N~ (s) denote its positive and negative
truncated functions, that is

N*t(s) =max{0,N(s)}, N (s) N(s)}. (6)

Then the following lemma regarding Nussbaum function is
introduced, which is crucial for the control design and stability
analysis as seen later.

Lemma 4: Consider two continuously differentiable func-
tions V(t) : [0,00) — RT and x(t) : [0,00) — R. Let
n(t) : [0,00) = [11,m2] with g > 0. If

V(t) < ()N (x(t) + a)x(t), )

for any constant ¢ and any Nussbaum function (type B-K)
N(x) with K > max {n2/n1,m1/12}, then V(¢t) and x(t) are
bounded for all ¢ € [0, 00).
Proof: See the Appendix. |
Remark 3: It should be emphasized that Lemma 4 plays a
vital role in our work since it broadens the applicability of the

= max {0, —

x(t) e R

Nussbaum function related stability theory to a more general
case. More precisely, it relaxes the condition imposed on x(¢)
by extending its domain to R, rendering the result developed
in [21] as a special case because x(¢) > 0 is required therein.
Another salient merit hiding in Lemma 4 is that its results
hold for all ¢ > 0 instead of only during a finite time interval
[0,tf) as that in [9], [37], which significantly simplifies the
complexity during the stability analysis since no extra and
tedious process is needed to extend ¢ to infinity.

III. DISTRIBUTED CONTROL DESIGN WITH INDIRECT
PERFORMANCE-GUARANTEED FRAMEWORK

In this section, we will divide the the control design into two
parts that provide an effective solution to the underlying prob-
lem. The first part shows the design and analysis of distributed
filter to estimate the reference trajectory with guaranteed-
performance. The second part presents the backstepping design
procedure of an adaptive control scheme to achieve asymp-
totically tracking with prescribed transient performance. For
convenience, a block diagram is provided in Fig. 2 to illustrate
the internal relationship between them.

A. Filter Design and Analysis

Since only part of the followers have access to the desired
trajectory, a distributed robust filter is constructed for each
agent to estimate such trajectory with prescribed performance.

1) Filter Design: For the ith (i = 1,..., N) agent, the filter
is designed as

W =v

®)

where g; is the estimation of yg; ¥, QZ—, e yj”*” are the states
of the filter, and v; is the input that will be given later. Let

5 d " k (n 1— k)
b= (dt +)‘> 0 = Z ~1A70 ©
=) aij(Gi —yj)+bi(yi — ¥0), (10)
JEN;
d n—1 n—1 ( )
— R k k _(n—1—k
Z = <dt+)\> zz—kZ:OCn_l)\ 2 , an

where §; is given in (1) and X is a positive constant. It can be
seen from (10) and (11) that both z; and Zz; only involve local



information related to ith agent and its neighbors, and thus
can be used for distributed controller design, while §; and d;
can be only used for stability analysis.

To establish a quantitative relationship between the filter
error and the consensus error via a compact form, we de-

fine z = [z1,...,2n]7 € SC_EN, z = [_21,...,2N]T e RV,
8 =1[01,....,0n]T € RN and 6 = [61,...,0n]" € RV, then
z=(L+ B)§, z=(L+ B)é. (12)
Owing to Assumption 1, it follows from (12) that
|
< —_— 0
I8l < o—F By (13)

which indicates that the prescribed performance imposed on
||6]] (or 6;) can be boiled down to that on || z|| (or ;). Recalling
the definition of z; in (11), we have z;(p) = z;(p)/(p+A)" !
where p denotes the Laplace operator. Since 1/(p + \)" 1 is
stable, it is clear that the performance bounds on z; can be
directly translated into that on z; [39]. Hence, the underlying
problem will be solved if the prescribed performance bounds
of z; are ensured. Consequently, the relationship between Zz;
and ¢; in terms of performance metrics is summarized in the
following proposition.

Proposition 1: Suppose that z;(t) evolves within the fol-
lowing performance bounds:

|z: ()] < pi(?),

where p;(t) = (po — poo)e ™! + poo is a performance function
with A > ¢, then it holds that:

(14)

(1) The converge rate of 4 is faster than exp(—:t);

(2) The size of the steady-state error is smaller than

VN poo/ N Lomin(L + B)).

Proof: See the Appendix. |

Remark 4: Proposition 1 shows that based on (11) and
(13), the performance-guaranteed problem for the filter error
d;(t) regarding convergence rate and steady-state error can be
recast into the one for z;(t) through a quantitative way. In this
sense, the convergence rate of §;(¢) can be made arbitrarily fast
by selecting ¢ large enough and the steady-state error can be
made arbitrarily small by choosing p, small enough. In (13),
the calculation of omin (L + B) requires the global topology
information, which can be avoided by computing its lower
bound k = ((N —1)/N)N=1/2 /(N2 + N —1) [40], and thus
contributing to a completely distributed scheme.

In the remainder of this subsection, we focus on the achieve-
ment of the guaranteed performance for z;. To this end, the
dynamics of z; should be first deduced.

Taking the time derivative of 0; along (1), (8) and (9) yields

n—1
6= 0" + 3 ol

n—1
n ~(n—k n—=k
=ui—yé)+Zek(yf "~y )),
k=1
where ¢, = CK_ A\*. By adding and subtracting

. ( (n) 4 Zk 1 €k yo k)), one obtains that

n—1
i =U; + Z € Qz(n b y(n) —b; Z eky(()n_k)
k=1

=T,

n—1
+ (b = 1) (yé”) +> Eky(()"k))
k=1

=A;

5)

where w; is a bounded term that will not be used in control
design; A; is an unknown yet bounded function from Assump-
tion 2.

Let v = [v, ...,VN]T, w = [wy, ...,wN]T and A =
[Aq, ...y AN]T, then (15) can be rewritten as
S=v+w+A. (16)
From (12) and (16), it is derived that
3=(L+B)s=(L+B)v+w+A). (U7

To achieve the prescribed performance for z;, we define the
following variables

@@:%, (18)
o 1 +<Ei
0i(¢s,) = In (1 i <) : (19)
1
M;(¢s,) = T— (20)

where p;(t) is the performance function of Z;(¢). It can be
checked that O; : (—1,1) — (—o00,+00) is a smooth and
strictly increasing function exhibiting the following properties:
1) 1im<2iﬂfl Oz = —0Q0;
2) HmCzi—)-H O; = +o0;
3) 0;(0)=0
In other words, if O; € L, it holds that |(5,| < 1, which
indicates that the performance imposed on Zz; is guaranteed.
To this end, the distributed control for filter (8) is designed as
C; Oi
i\8z;» t)=——"
vl t) == o
where c; is a positive constant, and v; is well defined since
M; is nonsingular.
2) Stability Analysis: The main result of the distributed

performance guaranteed filter design can be stated in the
following theorem.

21

Theorem 1: Consider the closed-loop system consisting of
N filters (8) with the input (21) under Assumptions 1-2. For an
arbitrarily small positive constant g, there exists a ball B,, =
{G ¢z | < 1o =1 — o} such that 5, (0) € B,,, then all the
internal signals are SGUUB and the prescribed performance
of z;(t) is ensured.

Proof: In order to perform such proof in a compact matrix
form, we define the normalized error vector along (18) as

C=[Cron Gy 2 H 2 (22)



in which H = diag(p1(¢), ..., pn(t)). Differentiating ¢ w.r.t.

t obtains
(=H'(z-H(). (23)
Using (17) and (21), (23) can be derived as
¢=f(t)=H ' ((L+B)(-CH 'MO
+w+A) - HC) 24)
where C = diag(cy, ..., cy) and
M = diag (M1, ..., My), O =[0y,...,0x]" (25

with M; and O; defined as in (19) and (20), respectively.
Define an open ball B, as

BTl = {CHC%' <r = 1}a

Then ¢-dynamics in (24) is well-defined for all ¢ € B, . To go
on with the proof, we need to consider each of the following
three phases. First, we address the existence and uniqueness of
a maximal solution {(t) of (24) over the ball B,., during a time
interval [0, Tinax ). Second, we prove that all internal signals in
(24) are bounded and {(t) remains strictly within a compact
subset of B,, for t € [0,Tax) With the proposed control
scheme (21). Third, we show that T;,,, can be extended to
+oo and subsequently |Z;| < p;(t) (i = 1,...,N) is assured
for Vt > 0.

i=1,..,N. (26)

Phase 1: Existence and uniqueness of a feasible solution.
Because p;(t) has been selected to satisfy (z,(0) € B, (i =
1,...,N), it holds that ¢(0) € B,,. Moreover, owing to the
fact that the performance function p;(t) and the desired signal
yo(t) are bounded and continuously differentiable functions
w.L.t. t, it is concluded that nonlinear function f(¢, ) is locally
Lipschitz in ¢, uniformly in ¢. Hence, the conditions of Lemma
2 are sufficed, and the initial value problem in (24) has a
unique and maximal solution over the time interval [0, Tyhax),
such that () € B,,,Vt € [0, Tinax), that is

G, €(=1,1), i=1,..,N, V€0 Tna) 27

Phase 2: Boundedness of all the internal signals over
[0, Tinax)- Since C is a diagonal with positive entries, (L +
B)C is a nonsingular M-matrix under Assumption 1 [28],
[29]. Therefore, according to Lemma 1, there exists a diagonal
positive definite matrix P defined as P = (diag(q))~ " with
g = (L + B)C) '1y. Then take a Lyapunov function
candidate as

1
Vo = 50" PO,

where O is given in (25) that is also well-defined over B,,.
The time derivative of O is derived along (24) as

O =2MH"" ((L +B)(-CH'MO +w+A) - Hc) ,

which leads to
Vo=-20"PMH *(L+ B)CH 'MO
+20"PMH™! ((L +B)(w+A)— HC)

=-O"MH ' (P(L+B)C+C(L+B)"P)

Q

x H'MO+20"MH™!

¥ P ((L+B)(w+A) —Hc). (28)

Note that P and (L + B) are constant matrices, ¢ and w
are bounded for ¢ € [0,Tax) under (27), A and H are
bounded due to the boundedness of p; and yék) (k=0,..,n)
by construction and assumption. Then there exists a positive
constant L such that

|P((L+B)(@+a)-HC)|<T

for Vt € [0,Tmax)- Due to the fact that Apin(M) > 1,
Amin(H™Y) > A1 = 1/ Jnax {pz( )} and the matrix Q

is positive definite, then VO in (28) can be bounded as

Vo < = Aain(@) |OTMH || +2||0"MH || T
1 9L’
. 2 2 —_—
S - §Am1n(Q))\H—1 HOH + )\min(Q)v (29)
where the fact that
—2
lO"MHE | T <Amm V0" mE | + %

is applied owing to Young’s inequality. Furthermore, it can be
concluded from (29) that

2Z itnax((g))
O(¢)|| <O =max < |0 (¢(0))], —m =l
10(Q)l 10 (SOl o (@)
for Vt € [0, Tinax), which, combining (25) with (19), leads to
e 01 _ 0 _
1< ———=(. <@, <(; =— <1 30
e 0 +1 Cn S S €9 +1 0
fori=1,..., N andt € [0, Tihax), then the boundedness of O;

and M; is ensured from (19) and (20). Therefore, the control
signals v; in (21) are bounded for V¢ € [0, Tiax)-

Phase 3: Extension to T,,, = +oo. In Phase 1, it has
been shown that the closed-loop system (24) has a unique
and maximal solution {(t) over ¢t € [0, Tinax). By Lemma 3,
either Tinax = oo or lim, - |\C||+m = 00.
Moreover, notice by (30) that for all ¢ € [0, Tiax)

C(t)eB, 2{CIC, <G <Copi=1,..

with B’ C B,,. Hence, it can be deduced that |[¢| +
m < 00, Vt € [0, Tinax)- Therefore, it holds that
Thmax = 00. Consequently, all internal signals remain bounded
and —1 < ¢_ <, <¢, <1(=1,.,N) for vt > 0.
Finally, it is concluded from (18) and (30) that

—pi(t) < ¢_pilt) < Z < Cpilt) < pilt)

for V¢t > 0. Then the synchronization control problem with
prescribed performance is achieved. The proof is completed.
]

Remark 5: 1t should be noted that the developed distributed

N} (3D

(32)



filter (21) is indispensable in the framework of our scheme.
Firstly and most importantly, it is able to reconstruct the
desired trajectory for each agent (in a performance guaranteed
manner) and thus decouple the unknown non-identical control
direction problem among them, which, at the same time,
simplifies the controller design, i.e., implementation phase,
for each agent since only a set of identical (instead of
non-identical as compared with the method in [20], [23])
Nussbaum functions are utilized therein. Secondly, it avoids
excessively increasing structural complexity and aggravating
the computational burden of the whole scheme since the
developed filter remains at a lower complexity as compared to
those in [33], [41]-[43] by circumventing the online updating
of any adaptive terms. Thirdly, the filter error J; is steered into
an arbitrarily pre-assigned residual set with an arbitrarily pre-
defined convergence rate, which is different from [23], [33],
[35], since the transient performance/steady state behavior
therein cannot be quantificationally guaranteed.

B. Adaptive Backstepping Design and Analysis

In this subsection, an adaptive backstepping tracking control
algorithm is presented for each agent with prescribed per-
formance in the presence of unknown non-identical control
directions and time-varying coefficients.

1) Controller Design: We aim to design u; for each agent
such that the output y;(¢) asymptotically tracks the filtered
variable ¢;(t) with the corresponding tracking error &;(t)
preserved within specified performance bounds all the time,
that is

lei(®)] < Biz(t),

where (;2(t) is the performance function of ¢;(t) as defined
in (3). Similar to (18) and (19), some auxiliary variables is
introduced as

V¢ >0 (33)

€

Cei(t) = B’ (34)
B 1+,

§i(Ce;) =In (1 — <Ei> : (35

As discussed in Section III-A, the performance bound |e;(¢)| <
Bi2(t) is achieved as long as &; is bounded. Next, by following
the standard backstepping design procedure [36], we carry out
the control design step by step. Let

ei1 =&, (36)

Y k=2 ..n (37

Cik =Tik — k-1 — U,

where o; ;1 is the virtual controller to be designed.
Step 1: From (1), (5), (34)—(36), the time derivative of e; 1
can be calculated as

€i1 = (%‘,1 +eia+ 0 piq— Cslﬂ.n) ) (38)
where p; = 2/(Bi2(1 — ¢2)) is well defined and strictly
positive. To stabilize (38), the virtual control ¢ ; is designed
as

Ci,1€4,1

— 0701 + . Bi, (39)

Qi1 = —
i

TABLE I: Design of Step k (kK =2,...,n)
Step 2:
A da;,
Q2 = —Cj 262 — Niei 1— GT&%‘,Q + BEY i«ri,Q
O A Oa;, 1 k+1) Oaii
T Uit Z P g T |y
with
dai 1
Wi2 = Pi2 — 5, Pil
Ti2 = Ti,1 + W; 2652
Step k (k=3,..,n—1):
ik = —Cz kCik — Cik—1 — OT% k
3041 k—1 (k+1) i k—1 (J+1)
+ Z + ZO (J) 12
Oaik—1 pk+l) | Qb1 .
+ Z D B + 96, Fsz,k (T1.2)
80[1 ] 1
+ Z I'sw; ke
with
k—1 60{1 k—
Wik = Pik — Z] 1 "0y, - Pij
Tik = Tik—1 T Wi k€ik
Step n:
u; = Ni(xa) @
U; = Cin€in +€n_1+ 9 wz n—V;
n—1
O n—1 3061 n—1 p(k+1)
- Fws o Lik+l — Z 2500 Bio
k:i ’ k=0
e
Oain—1 (k) da; no1
- i Yi  — a3 LiTi, T1.3
kzl 3y§k 1) yz 90; rinn ( )
Bal
+ Z k szi,nei,k+1
w1th
. n—1 0oy n_1
Win = Pin — ZJ 1 oz, Pi.j
Tin = Ti;n—1 + Wi n€in
Parameter Update Laws:
Xi = €inli (T1.4)
0, =T;7;,

where ¢; 1 is a positive design parameter and 0; is the estimate
of 6;. Substituting (39) into (38) gives

. AT
€i1 = —ci1€i1 + [iei2 + 1i0; pi1,

with 6; = 6, —6; being the estimate error. Choose a Lyapunov
function candidate as

1 1 = -
Vi = g€ + 50176, (40)

where T'; € R%*9i is a positive definite matrix. Inspired by
[36], we define the first tuning function as

Ti 1 = Ki€i,1Pi1,

then the time derivative of V; ; can be derived as

Vin = _Ci,1€?,1 + piineio + 0T (FiTi,l - éz) , (41)

where the term p;e; 1e; 2 will be cancelled in the next step.
Step k (k = 2,...,n): For brevity, the control design
details of remaining steps are summarized in Table I with c¢; j,



being positive constant. Compared with Step 2, the extra term
Zf 21 %RwZ k€i; in (T1.2) is used for counteracting
the residual term in previous step.

2) Stability Analysis: The main result of the adaptive
backstepping tracking control algorithm can be summarized
in the following theorem.

Theorem 2: Consider the closed-loop system consisting
of N agents (5), the filters (8), the control laws (T1.3)
with adaptive laws (T1.4) under Assumptions 1-3. For any
given initial condition satisfying that (., (0) € B,,, then all
the closed-loop signals are SGUUB and y;(t) asymptotically
tracks ¢;(t) with arbitrarily prescribed transient performance.

Proof: Choose the quadratic Lyapunov function as

n
1
Vin=Vi1+ ]; 5612,1@-

From (37), (41) and (T.1)—(T.3), the derivative of V; ,, is

(42)

‘./i,n = (gi(mi,t)Ni(Xi) + 1) ei nﬂi + éZTI‘Z_l (I‘iTi,n — él)

- Z Cik€i i — Z 8;; - (01 - Fm,n) Cikt1  (43)

K2

In view of (T1.4), we arrive at

Vvi,n = (gi(wza )N (Xz + 1

E Ci, kezk

< (gi(®i, ) Ni(xi) + 1) Xi- (44)

According to Lemma 4, it is established that V; ,, (¢) and x;(¢)
are bounded on [0, c0), then the boundedness of e; ) (k =
1,...,n) and éi is ensured from the definition of V;, along
with (40) and (42). With the boundedness of e; i, it is
deduced from (36) that &; is bounded, which then implies
that |e;(t)] < Bia(t), V¢t > 0. From the definition of p;, it
follows that u; is bounded. Moreover, since ; is bounded, the
boundedness of z; ; is also guaranteed. Subsequently, «; 1 and
€;,1 are bounded from the smoothness of ¢; ;. Similarly, the
boundedness of x; i, i j, € (k=2,...,m7=2,...,n—1)
and u; can also be established. Hence, all signals in the closed-
loop system are bounded.
Next, by integrating both sides of (44), we have

Zk/

+ / (gs(@n ON: (i) + 1) a(P)dr, (45)
0

which means that e; ;, € Lo. Based on the Barbalat’s Lemma
[44], it further derives that lim;_, 4 €; x(t) = 0, and thus it
is obtained from (34)—(36) that lim;_,, €;(¢) = 0. Hence,
the output of each agent tracks the corresponding filtered
signal asymptotically, where the transient performance can be
arbitrarily prescribed by selecting the parameters ¢ and f3; o
properly. ]

T)dT + V; ,(0)

C. Final Result

The prescribed performance of the filter error 0;(¢) and the
auxiliary tracking error ;(t) is ensured in Sections III-A and

III-B, respectively. Hence, the final result of this paper can be
summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 3: For uncertain nonlincar MASs (5) under As-
sumptions 1-3, the control schemes (21), (T1.3) and (T1.4)
solve the prescribed performance control problem in the
presence of unknown time-varying coefficients, i.e., the output
tracking error of each agent converges into an arbitrarily
pre-assigned residual set exhibiting an arbitrarily pre-defined
convergence rate.

Proof: With the distributed control law (21), it is derived
from Theorem 1 that (32) (equivalent to (14)) is satisfied, then
the performance bounds of §; can be deduced by (A.4). In view
of (T1.3) and (T1.4), the pre-specified performance (33) of ¢;
is ensured from Theorem 2. Hence, the prescribed performance
of output tracking error e; can be guaranteed indirectly with
arbitrarily pre-defined converge speed and arbitrarily pre-
assigned size of the residual set. |

Remark 6: It has been shown that the prescribed output
tracing performance for each agent is achieved via an indirect
framework that is comprised of distributed robust filter and
adaptive backstepping control scheme. Compared with the
existing method, some notable advantages of ours can be
summarized as follows:

e Distributed prescribed performance tracking: Under
the proposed indirect framework, the distributed
performance-guaranteed tracking control is achieved in
the sense that the output tracking error converges into
an arbitrarily pre-defined residual set with an arbitrarily
pre-assignable convergence rate, which thus is more
powerful than the methods in [18]-[20], [22], [23],
since, on one hand, only the leaderless consensus is
achieved in [18], [19]; on the other hand, the transient
performance/steady state behavior in [18]-[20], [22],
[23] cannot be quantificationally guaranteed.

o Lower complexity: In contrast to [33], [41]-[43], the co-
design control scheme remains at a lower structural com-
plexity since the distributed robust filter is free from any
adaptive parameters to be estimated online. In addition,
only a set of uniform Nussbaum functions are used to
deal with the unknown and non-identical control direction
problem, which significantly simplifies the control design
and the stability analysis as compared with [20], [22],
[23] since different and complicated Nussbaum functions
are required therein.

e Broader scope of application: By developing the novel
Lemma 4 regarding Nussbaum function, the unknown
control coefficients in (5) are relaxed to be time-varying
and even state-dependent, which greatly broadens the
scope of application of the proposed algorithms since the
control coefficients are limited to be constant in [14]-
[16], [18]-[20] and the time-varying and state-dependent
term is required to be known in [22], [23].

Remark 7: Note that the boundedness of O; and &; is
sufficient to ensure the desired output tracking performance
as long as certain initial conditions, i.e., (5, (0) € B,, and
(e, (0) € B,, are satisfied. In this sense, the design recipe of
the parameters is as follows:



o< ® >0 >0
1 2 3 4

Fig. 3: The communication topology.

o The convergence speed of the filter error J; and the
auxiliary tracking error ¢; is dictated by the parameter
L, i.e., larger ¢ leads to faster convergence speed of §;
and ¢;.

o The steady-state error of §; and ¢; is dominated by the
parameters 51,00 (poo) and f2,co, i.e., smaller £ o and
B2,00 result in smaller allowable error of §; and ¢; at
steady-state, respectively.

o Larger ¢;; helps to improve the tracking performance
(but not influencing the performance metrics), i.e., mak-
ing the trajectory smoother within prescribed perfor-
mance bounds, which however could result in higher
control efforts. Therefore, c;; is not necessary to be
chosen too large.

IV. SIMULATION STUDIES

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed scheme, we now
consider a group of four nonlinear agents with the following
dynamics

Bi1 =i+ 07 i (wi0),
i = gi(wi, t)u; + 0] @ (), (46)

where the smooth nonlinear functions are set as ¢;1(-) =

sin(zin) (0 = 1,...,4), ¢12(:) = Z12, @22(-) = @22,

¢312(') = 23,173,2, @472(') = T4,1%4,2; the unknown pa-

rameters are chosen as 6; = 0.7, o = 0.8, 835 = 0.5,

64 = 0.6. The communication topology is given in Fig. 3 such

that Assumption 1 is satisfied. Since the signs of the control

coefficients are allowed to be unknown and non-identical, two
cases are respectively considered as follows:

1): 91(') = —0.5 — O.lSiIl(,Tl)l,Tl)g), 92(') = —0.6 —
0.2cos(z2,122,2), gs(-) = 1 + 0.2cos(z3,), ga(-) =
1+ O.lsin(xil);

2): gi()=—g() (i=1,..,4).

In both cases, the signs of g; are non-identical, which satisfies

the conditions imposed in Assumption 3.

In the simulation, the desired trajectory is set as yo(t) =
sin(¢). The performance functions for z; and e; are pre-
specified as p;(t) = 1.97exp(—ut) + 0.03 and Bix(t) =
2.37exp(—ut) + 0.03 (i = 1,...,4) with + = 1, respectively,
which means that: 1) the steady-state error of z; and ¢;
is smaller than 0.03; and 2) the convergence rates of them
are faster than exp(—ut). By (4), (A.4) and (33), the per-
formance function for ¢; and e; are calculated as §;1(t) =
12.3617exp(—ut) + 0.0722, Bi(t) = 14.7317exp(—ut) +

=1=T2-93=J1~Ya

-2 I I
0 5 10 15

Time(s)
(a) Trajectory of ¥;.

—z1-Z-Z3=Z1-pi(t) ——pi(t))

005 ——————
0 i
-0.05
13 14 15
5 10 15
Time (s)
(b) Trajectory of Zz;.
2 Y :
\ =61 -02-03=04 -1 (t) - — B (t)]
1 \\ B
k pN
O’\ S
1t i
-2 I L
0 5 10 15
Time(s)
(c) Trajectory of §;.
4
2r i
OW
2 i
4 ‘ |
0 5 10 15
Time (s)

(d) Trajectory of v;.

Fig. 4: Response of the filter under (21).
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Fig. 5: Response of controller under (T1.3) and (T1.4) with g;(-). Fig. 6: Response of controller under (T1.3) and (T1.4) with g;(-).



0.1022. The initial states of filters and agents are set as g;(0) =
[1,0.6,0.4,0.2]7, 4;(0) = [0.6,0.4,0.5,0.3]7, Z;1(0) =
[2,1,0,—0.8], #;2(0) = [0.6,0.5, 0.5, —0.6]T, the rest is
set to be zero. The design parameters are selected as A = 2
in (9) and (11), ¢; = 4 in 21), ¢;1 = [1,2,1.5,1.2]7 in
(39), €2 = [1,2,1.5,1.2]7 in (T1.3), T'; = [0.5,0.1,2,0.5]7
in (T1.4). The Nussbaum functions in (T1.3) are uniformly
chosen as N;(x;) = eXisin(y;7m/2) (i =1,...,4).

The simulation results of Case 1 are shown in Fig. 4 and
Fig. 5. Fig. 4 is the response of the designed performance-
guaranteed filter under (21). It can be seen from Fig. 4 (a)—
(c) that the prescribed performance of z; and §; is achieved,
and the filter input v; in Fig. 4 (d) is bounded. Fig. 5 is
the response of the system under (T1.3) and (T1.4), which
indicates that both the auxiliary tracking error ¢; in Fig. 5 (a)
and the output tracking error e; in Fig. 5 (b) are preserving
within the predefined bounds under unknown non-identical
control directions and time-varying coefficients. Additionally,
the actual input signal u; in Fig. 5 (d) is bounded.

To further verify the efficacy of developed Nussbaum-based
scheme, the scenario in Case 2 is also test with the initial
conditions and parameters selection remaining unchanged. The
corresponding simulation results are depicted in Fig. 6. It
is shown that the prescribed tracking performance is also
satisfactorily ensured, which is consistent with the theoretical
findings. Moreover, the striking difference between Fig. 5 and
Fig. 6 lies in the amplitude of the input signal u; for each
agent, which implies that the unknown control directions can
be accurately identified with our method whether it is positive
or negative.

Different from [14]-[16], [18]-[20], [22], [23], in which
only one unknown control direction is considered for each
agent, we conduct the simulation by using two opposite control
directions in this paper to verify the validity of the proposed
method adequately.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper studies the distributed prescribed performance
control of networked uncertain strict-feedback MASs with
time-varying gains in a leader-following scenario. A new
yet indirect performance-guaranteed framework that combines
distributed robust filters with backstepping adaptive control
design is developed, of which not only the unknown control
directions are allowed to be non-identical, but also the control
coefficients are permitted be to time-varying and even state-
dependent by establishing a novel lemma regarding Nussbaum
function. What is more, the performance of output tracking
error is guaranteed with arbitrarily pre-assignable converge
rate and arbitrarily prescribed size of the residual set, which
is independent of the underlying graph topology and can be
explicitly determined by the design parameters. Considering
the uncertain MASs with more general forms, e.g., pure
feedback systems [45], within this framework represents a
future research point.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 4: The proof begins with the division of
the entire time domain into infinite continuous time intervals,

11

tk+l
AN
t

NI

Fig. 7: The division of time domain: x > 0, for ¢ € [to, ¢1) and
x <0, fort € [tkytk+1)'

ie., [tk,tk+1), kK = 0,...,00, as shown in Fig. 7. For con-
venience and clarity, the boundedness of x(t) and V(t) over
[to, 00) is proved by mathematical induction, which consists
of three steps as follows.

Step I: We show that x(t) and V (¢) are bounded for all
te [to,tl). Let
N(s) =mN*(s) =mN~(s), mnz>0.

According to [21, Lemma 4.2], N(s) is also a Nussbaum
function (type B-K) with
{Boloy
m 12

K= min{@, ﬂ} K > min {@, @} max
72 o2
From (6), it follows that N(s) = N (s) — N~ (s). Then, it is
further derived for all 7 € [to, ¢1) that
n(T)N(x(7)) = n(r)NT(x(7)) = n(r)N~(x(7))
< mNT(x(7)) = mN~ (x())

= N(x(1)).

Integrating both sides of (7) over ¢ € [to, ¢1) along with (A.1)
yields,

(A1)

V() < / (TN (7)) + a] X(r)dr + V(to)

- / (PN (x(r)d(x(r)) +a / X(T)dr + V(to)

to to

x(t) ¢
< / N(s)ds + a/ x(7)dr + V(to)

N N
= / N(s)ds — / N(s)ds + ax(t) — ax(to) + V(to)
0 0

x(t)
- / N(s)ds + ax(t) — co, (A.2)
0

where ¢ = fOX(t“) N(s)ds + ax(to) — V(to) is a constant.
Considering the fact that V'(¢) > 0, it is further deduced from
(A.2) that

x(t)
/ N(s)ds + ax(t) > co, Vt€ [to,t1). (A3)
0

At this stage, two cases need to be discussed, respectively.

Case I: When x(t) > 0 for all t € [to,t;). Since N(x)
is a traditional Nussbaum function (type A) defined as in [9],
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Fig. 8: The possible evolution of x(t) over [to,1).

there exists a constant xj > 1 such that
1 X1 ~
— N(s)ds < —|co| — a.
X1 Jo
Next, two scenarios, as illustrated in Fig. 8 (a), should be
considered as follows.

Scenario 1-a: limt_n;x(t) > 0 (green line). In this situa-
tion, the boundedness of x(t) and V' (¢) over [to,t1) is proved
by contradiction. Firstly, it is supposed that x(¢) is unbounded
over [to,t1), there must exist a time instant ¢7 € [to,t1) such
that x(¢7) = x7, then

1 x(t1)
—*/ N(s)ds<—|co|—a<c—0*—a
x(t1) Jo x(t1)

Subsequently,

x(t1)
[ R+ axteh) <
0

which leads to a contradiction with (A.3). Hence x(t) is
bounded over [tg,t1), so is V() based on (A.2).

Scenario 1-b: limtﬂtfx(t) < 0 (blue line). The bounded-
ness of x(t) over [tg,t1) is immediate due to the boundedness
of x(to), limtﬂtfx(t) < 0 and x(t) > 0 over [to,?1). Then
it follows from (A.2) that V (¢) is also bounded V¢t € [tg, t1).

Case 2: When x(t) < 0 for all ¢ € [tg, ¢1). Similar to Case
1, for the Nussbaum function N (x), there exists a constant
X5 < —1 such that

1 [
— N(s)ds > |co| — a.

X2 Jo
Then two scenarios, as illustrated in Fig. 8 (b), should be
discussed as follows.

Scenario 2-a: limtﬂtfx(t) < 0 (blue line). Analogous to
Scenario 1-a, proof by contradiction is utilized. Suppose that
x(t) is unbounded over [to,?1), a time instant t5 € [to,¢1)
must exist such that x(¢5) = x3, then

! /X(t;) V(s)ds > |eo
" N(s)ds > |co| —a >
x(t3) Jo

Consequently, it is deduced that

Co
x(t3)
x(t3)
[ R+ axtss) < o
0

which contradicts (A.3). Thus, x(¢) is bounded over [to, 1),
and the same conclusion for V() is obtained from (A.2).
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Scenario 2-b: limt_n;x(t) > 0 (green line). Since x(to)
is bounded and x(t) < 0 over [to,¢1) with x(¢1) > 0, the
boundedness of x(t) and V'(t) over [tg,t1) can be ensured.

Step II: Suppose X (t) and V() are bounded over [t;_1, tx),
k=2,...,00.

Step III: In view of the continuity of x(¢) and V' (¢), it holds
that

V(ty) = lim V (),

t—t,

x(tk) = Tim x(2),

t—t,

which implies that x(¢;) and V' (¢;) are bounded under the
assumption in Step II. By following the same reasoning
procedure as in Step I, it is derived that the boundedness
of x(t) and V(t) over [ty,tr+1) can be guaranteed. This
completes the proof. |

B. Proof of Proposition 1: Consider the following % first-
order linear low pass filters with wy(t) being the output and
pole —\ driven by the scalar quantity z;(¢), i.e.,

%(t) = (% + A)kwk(t).

It can be readily obtained for k£ = 1 that
t
fr(t)] < @)l + [ XDz (r)lar
0
Since |Z;(t)| < pi(t), ¥t > 0, and A > ¢, it follows that

t
|w1(t)| §|w1(0)|eﬂt +poo/ e*A(th)dT
0

t
+ (po _ poo)e—)\t/ e(}\—L)TdT
0

<Jw1(0)]e™" + p% + L/\—_p;o e !t
=we "+ p%’,

with @1 = |w1(0)] + (po — pPso)/(A — ¢) being a positive

constant. By carrying out the same recursively reasoning, it

is concluded that

—ut Poo
G

with @ = |wk(0)| + @x—1/(A —¢), k = 2,...,n — 1. Note

from (11) that w,—1(t) = z;(t), we have

|wk (t)| < wre

|2i(t)] < @n_1e”tt + A’:ffl, i=1,..,N
then
2l < VA (@ore™ + 225))
which, along with (13), implies that
- —it | _Poo
I8l < \/N(:_‘::(; 5 N
for all £ > 0. Thus,
. VNpso
t—li+moo loll = N 1omin(L + B)’
which completes the proof. |
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