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Abstract—It is an interesting open problem to achieve adaptive
prescribed-time control for strict-feedback systems with unknown
and fast or even abrupt time-varying parameters. In this paper
we present a solution with the aid of several design and analysis
innovations. First, by using a spatiotemporal transformation,
we convert the original system operational over finite time
interval into one operational over infinite time interval, allowing
for Lyapunov asymptotic design and recasting prescribed-time
stabilization on finite time domain into asymptotic stabilization
on infinite time domain. Second, to deal with time-varying pa-
rameters with unknown variation boundaries, we use congelation
of variables method and establish three separate adaptive laws
for parameter estimation (two for the unknown parameters in the
feedback path and one for the unknown parameter in the input
path), in doing so we utilize two tuning functions to eliminate
over-parametrization. Third, to achieve asymptotic convergence
for the transformed system, we make use of nonlinear damping
design and non-regressor-based design to cope with time-varying
perturbations, and finally, we derive the prescribed-time control
scheme from the asymptotic controller via inverse temporal-scale
transformation. The boundedness of all closed-loop signals and
control input is proved rigorously through Lyapunov analysis,
squeeze theorem, and two novel lemmas built upon the method
of variation of constants. Numerical simulation verifies the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method.

Index Terms—Adaptive control; prescribed-time control;
temporal-scale transformation; nonlinear systems

I. INTRODUCTION

Rescribed-time control originated and motivated from the

field of missile guidance has gained increasing attention
since the seminal work [1]. In earlier studies of missile
guidance and control, the well-known proportional navigation
feedback method was used to regulate the system output to
the target point in a prescribed time, regardless of the initial
condition and any other design parameter [2]-[3]. However,
this method was only applied to simple models such as
double integrators. It is indeed nontrivial to achieve prescribed-
time stabilization for high-order nonlinear systems, which
is particularly true in the context of the system dynamics
involving unknown time-varying uncertainties.

The first systematic approach addressing prescribed-time
control of high-order nonlinear systems in normal form is
proposed in [1]] based on a novel time-varying state-scale
transformation. Recently, the work [4] revisits the problem
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of prescribed-time stabilization for such system using propor-
tional navigation feedback and constructs a new prescribed-
time controller in a more straightforward way, while giving the
appropriate control gain by solving the linear matrix inequality,
thus eliminating the need for the small-gain theorem as in
[1]]. Thereafter, for such systems, a prescribed-time stabilizer
with decreasing linear function constraints is investigated in
[S, where Stirling numbers and matrices are applied for
the first time to prescribed-time control design and stability
analysis. Results for prescribed-time stabilization for other
types of systems are successfully established in subsequent
studies, including time-delay systems [6]—[7], stochastic non-
linear systems [8]-[9], Euler-Lagrange systems [10], [L1],
p-normal nonlinear systems [12]], multi-agent systems [13]],
[14], strict-feedback-like systems [[15)], and standard strict-
feedback systems without/with unknown control gains [16],
[L7], etc. It is worth emphasizing again that the settling time
of the controlled system in the aforementioned works can be
pre-set by users freely, irrespective of initial condition and
any other design parameter. Therefore, prescribed-time control
has its unique advantages over finite-time control [19] and
fixed-time control [20], since the settling time obtained by
the later methods always depends on the initial condition
and/or design parameters. In [21] and [22], the predefined-
time control design and the Lyapunov-like conditions of
predefined-time stability are investigated, respectively. Com-
pared to prescribed-time control, such methods are effective
in mitigating the effects of measurement noises. However,
prescribed-time control is preferable to predefined-time control
in some respects. For example, the former has smooth rather
than discontinuous control inputs; the former can arbitrarily
set an exact convergence time rather than its upper bound;
and the control effort of the later increases exponentially with
the feedback signal whereas the former does not. Moreover,
it is not clear how to extend the method of predefined-time
control to systems with unknown high-frequency input gains.

On the other hand, modeling uncertainties arisen from
unknown or even fast time-varying parameters are inevitable
in practice. For example, in flight vehicle with propulsion
actuation, the total mass of the vehicle decreases during the
system operation. Some efforts have been made in adaptive
control design for systems with unknown and time-varying
parameters [23]-[25]. However, there is still no result for
adaptive prescribed-time control for such systems.

Motivated by the above analysis, here in this work we
propose adaptive prescribed-time control schemes for strict-
feedback nonlinear systems with fast time-varying parameters
in both the feedback and input paths. In our development, we
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make use of nonlinear damping design [26], adaptive back-
stepping design [27], and temporal-scale transformation based
design [14] as well as the congelation of variables method
[23]. Several design and analysis innovations are needed in
utilizing those methods for adaptive prescribed-time control.
First of all, the model considered in this work is more general
and more challenging than that in [14]], [16], [26], [27] since
the unknown parameters are allowed to be fast or even abrupt
time-varying and the resultant uncertainties are essentially
mismatched. Additionally, to completely remove the restrictive
condition that requires the bounds on the radius of O (where
Oy represents some compact sets related to 6(t)) in [23] be
known a priori, we propose to use a two-level estimation for
time-varying parameters 6(¢). More importantly, to cope with
the uncertainties caused by time-varying perturbations and un-
known control coefficients to achieve zero-error convergence,
instead of using complex matrices known as regressors in
control design and parameter estimator design, we resort to
non-regressor-based approach for designing negative feedback
to make the transformed system stable. The immediate benefit
gained from such treatment is that, for high-order nonlinear
systems in normal-form, a filter variable can be utilized to
alleviate the computational burden in backstepping design,
resulting in simplified control algorithms and facilitating the
real time implementation. The contribution of this paper is
threefold:

o For nonlinear systems with time-varying parameters in
the feedback path and the input path, we propose a unified
control framework that achieves asymptotic, exponential,
super-exponential and prescribed-time stability, and these
results can be established by selecting different design
parameters without the need for alternating the entire
controller structure;

o Unlike those time-scale transformation-based methods
that requires a priori knowledge of the control coeffi-
cients (see, for instance, [13]-[15]), the proposed method
for the first time solves the prescribed-time stabilization
for parameter-varying systems with both mismatched
uncertainties and unknown control coefficients, providing
a feasible control solution for a broader class of systems;

« The proposed strategy does not involve complex compu-
tation for regressor matrix and is based upon a relaxed
condition on the unknown time-varying parameters of the
feedback path, which is in contrast to the existing works
[23]-[25)]. For systems with time-varying parameters in
normal form, the proposed control solution becomes
simple in structure and inexpensive in computation.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. We
begin our problem statement in Section D[ZAl with SISO
parametric strict-feedback systems involved time-varying pa-
rameters both in the feedback path and the input path, followed
by three useful lemmas in Section The control design
that incorporates four different steps is presented in Section
I which are, system reparameterization, Lyapunov design
by means of congealed variables, Lyapunov redesign with
tuning functions, and negative feedback control gain design.
Section addresses the stability analysis by considering the

convergence of system states and the boundedness of control
input and update laws. To verify the effectiveness and benefits
of the control algorithms, simulations on a benchmark example
and on the model of the “wing-rock” unstable motion in high-
performance aircraft at high angle of attack are performed
and the results are given in Section [Vl The article is closed in
Section

Notations: R is the field of reals, Ry = {a € R: a > 0}
and R>o = {a € R : @ > 0}. R™ denotes the n-dimensional
Euclidean space, R™*™ is the set of nxm real matrices. I" > 0
means that the symmetric matrix I' with suitable dimensions
is positive definite. f™ denotes the nth power of f and f(") =
i—if denotes the nth derivative w.rt. t of f. f71(-) is the
inverse of a function f(-). f € C* denotes a function f has
continuous derivatives of order co. w' and ||w| denote the
transpose and the Euclidean norm of the vector w, respectively.
A function £ : [0,00) — [0,00) belong to the class K if
£(0) = 0 and ¢ is increasing, i.e., t1 < to = &(t1) < £(t2).
A continuous function g(¢1,t2) : R>¢ X R>¢g — R>( belongs
to the class KL if g(-,t2) € K for any fixed ¢2 and o(t1,-) is
decreasing to zero for any fixed ¢1. lim; o f(-) denotes the
limit of f(-) as t = oo. &(7) (or &) and z(t) (or z) refer to
the value of the same signal on different time axes. Both e?
and exp(t) denote the exponential function.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SOME PRELIMINARIES
A. Problem Formulation

Consider the following strict-feedback systems with un-
known time-varying parameters:

{ iy =@ (2;)0(t) + @i, i=1,--
G = ¢y (2,)0(t) + b(t)u,

where x; = [x1,---,7;]" € R’ is the state vector, u € R
is the input. The functions ¢; : R — RY, § = 1,---,n,
are smooth and satisfy ¢;(0) = 0. The system parameters
0(t) € R? and b(t) € R are unknown and time-varying and
satisfy the following assumptions:

Assumption 1: The parameter 0(t) is piecewise continuous
and 6(t) € Og, for all ¢ > 0, where Op is a completely
unknown compact set. The “radius” of O, denoted by &y, is
also unknown.

Remark 1: The condition imposed on the parameters on
the feedback path as in Assumption [1 makes the model
more general than the one considered in [[16], since the latter
requires that #(t) be time-invariant. It is also makes the model
more general than the one considered in [23[] because the latter
requires that dy be known.

Assumption 2: The control direction is known and does not
change. We assume that b(¢) is unknown but bounded away
from zero in the sense that there exists an unknown constant
&y, such that 0 < [£,| < |b(¢)|, for all ¢ > 0. In addition, there
exists a known constant b such that b < |b(t)].

Remark 2: Assumption [2]is a mild variation of the one im-
posed in [23]]. This assumption allows the systems considered
in [15], [L6], [18]] to be treated as special cases wherein a
priori precise knowledge on the control coefficients is needed,
while here only crude information on the gain b(¢) is required.

n—1
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In this study, we assume that all the system states are
available for control design (for the case that only partial states
are available, observer is needed, which, however, is beyond
the scope of this work).

Definition 1 ([6]): The origin of the system & = f(z,t) is
said to be prescribed-time globally stable in time 7' if there
exist a class KL function ¢ and a function x : [0,7) — R>¢
such that y tends to co as ¢ goes to T and, V¢ € [0,T)

@1 < e ([l (O)] 1 (2)),

where x € R™ and T is the settling time that can be prescribed
in the design.

Control Objective: The control objective in this paper is to
design state-feedback adaptive control schemes with bounded
control inputs and bounded parameter estimations for system
(@ to achieve prescribed-time stabilization in the sense of
Definition 1.

B. Useful Lemmas

A key ingredient in the stability analysis for prescribed-time
stabilization is to ensure the boundedness of control input,
which usually relies on proper control structure and suitable
control gains. In particular, [[16] requires that a number of gains
must be selected to be larger than some constants associated
with the system dimension. In [1f], the small-gain and the
ISS argument are adopted to select suitable control gains.
Furthermore, in [4], [S], and [18]], the control gain is associated
with the solution of a linear matrix inequality, a Lyapunov
equation, and a parametric Lyapunov equation, respectively.
Different from the aforementioned works, we here introduce
a novel lemma to provide guidance for choosing control gains
properly, which is critical in the stability analysis in Section

Lemma 1: Suppose there exists a C*> positive function ~y
satisfying lim, _, o y(7) = oo and let k; be a positive constant
defined by k; = inf{K;(7)}. For V7 € [0,00) and V%; € L,
if the following conditions hold:

dz; 1

) _:_Ki ui — ivia ) :1127"'7

(1) 7 (T)% + ’Ydy (2,7), © n
(2a)

(i) lim e kiTNT =, (2b)

(ii7)  lim % =0, (2¢)

d
(i) tim <k _ %d_Z) >0, (2d)

where Y;(%;,7) € C* satisfies Y(0,7) = 0, then,

Zv°(t) >0 as 7 — oo.

3)

Proof: see Appendix I. ]
Corollary 1: Under the conditions of Lemmal[ll if K;(7) =

kmin 1S a positive constant, then the conclusion in Lemma

also holds.

Proof: The proof is omitted as it is subsumed in the proof of

Lemma [11 [ ]
Remark 3: By choosing k; > 1 and a suitable ~(7),

conditions @2B) and @d) are easily satisfied. In addition, two

~(7)-type functions can be directly derived from [135, Remark
3], and [14, Remark 1], as follows:
T 2 1
= 41 S
) a0 (i 41) L 2= 7
where ag and T are positive constants.
Lemma 2: Consider a special case of system (1) in the ab-

sence of mismatched uncertainties, namely {¢;(z;)}"~' =0,
and a filter variable s, (x,t) : R” x [0,T) — [0,T), where the

e’. 4)

Si, © =2,---,n are defined inductively by
S1 = 1,
s-*—ki_l Si—1+ 8 ©)
[ T _¢ i—1 1—1

with z; being the output and {k;}7=," satisfying k; > n—i+1.

If s,, - 0ast — T, then {si}?;ll converges to zero ast — 7.

Proof: see Appendix II. |
Remark 4: According to Lemma [2] one can define

So = T i t.I'l + X2
for a second-order system, and define
_ kike + Ky ko + k1
53 = (T -1 1+ T 1 T2 + 23

for a third-order system, and so on. It can be seen that the filter
variable s, (z,t) as defined in Lemma[2is essentially different
from the commonly used way of defining the filtered variable
as s, = liz1 + loxg + -+ - 4+ x, since a time-varying term
1/(T —t) is injected into s,. Such treatment, together with
other design skills, makes it possible to address the adaptive
prescribed-time control of the systems in normal-form (i.e.,
2" = b(t)yu+ o 6(t)).

Lemma 3 ([28)], [29)]): Given any positive smooth function
o(t) : [0,+00) — RT, the following inequality holds

82
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III. PRESCRIBED-TIME CONTROL DESIGN

<0, Vs €R. (©6)

|s| —

This section is devoted to establishing an adaptive
prescribed-time control scheme of global stabilization for
system (1), which is nontrivial and demands several design
techniques and transforms as described in Fig. [l In particular,
three adaptive units and two robust units are incorporated,
with the first adaptive unit estimating the “average” of 6(t),
the second estimating the “radius” of ©g, and the third
estimating 1/¢;,, while the the first robust unit compensating
the time-varying perturbations Ay, and the second eliminating
the lumped nonlinearities arisen from the nonlinear damping
design and the tuning functions design. The detailed control
algorithms are analyzed in the following subsections.

A. System Reparameterization

It is interesting to note that by using the following temporal-
scale transformation 7, : [0,T) — [0, 00) (inspired by [13]-
(L5

t=T(l—-¢") & 7=InT—-In(T-1), @
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The design and analysis process and procedure of the spatiotemporal transformation based adaptive prescribed-time control, where dg and ¢, are

defined in Assumptions [T2] ¢4 can be regarded as the “average” of 0(t), Ag is a time-varying perturbation due to the inconsistency between 6(¢) and £g, and
P 6@ and 6 are the estimations of 1 /%y, 09, and £y, respectively. We call the transformation of recasting the target system into a new system by temporal-scale
transformation, generalized coordinate transformation and congelation of variable method a spatiotemporal transformation.

where T" > 0 denotes the prescribed convergence time, we can
transfer the interval [0,T) in terms of the time variable ¢ to
the interval [0, 00) in terms of the time variable 7. Thus for
a signal z(t) in t-axis, we can express it in 7-axis such that
x(t) = Z(r). Consequently, the dynamics @(t) = f(z,t) in
t-axis can be equivalently described by

dg“c(T) dt _dt ot oy, s 1 oz
dr  dr a(t) = de(:v,t) o de(x’T) o

)
where 8(7) = €™ /T and its expression on t-axis is u(t) =
1/(T —t).

To proceed, we perform the general coordinate transforma-
tion as

ap =0, z; =x; — j_1(z;_q, ,59,15), i=1,---,n, (9

where {a;(-)}/'=}! are some smooth functions to be specified
later. In addition, we define the new vectors as
i—1
PN davi—q
00,00,t) =i — Y ;.

wi(z (10)

Furthermore, due to the presence of unknown time-varying
parameters, we use the method of congelation of variables to
deal with these parameters, thereby extracting the unknown
constant parameters that can be used for certainty equivalence
controller design. Namely,

(o — é) + Ay,

1
b(t)u =1a — 0y <€— - p) i+ puly,
b

o(t) = 6+
(11)

where ¢y can be regarded as the “average” of 6(t) [23], which
is not necessarily known, /;, is defined in Assumption 2 and

Ag = 0(t) — Ly and Ay = b(t) — £} are unknown time-varying
perturbation terms. In addition, 0 is an “estimate” of Ly, pis
an “estimate” of 1/¢;, and u = pu.

Based upon the above treatments, we use the spatiotemporal
transformation (as shown in Fig. [I) to recast the original sys-
tem (which is well-defined on [0, 7)) into a new form (which
is well-defined on [0, 00)), allowing us to address asymptotic
stability for the new system instead of the prescribed-time
stability for the original system. Under such setting, we
examine the dynamic model of the new system

dzn 1 T 1 v, 5
p 7—(7) (a1 + Zo + 10 + 0, A@) —B(T) wy (Lo — 0)
dz; 1 y y CTA
dj' :W (ai + fo, + Zit1 +w;9+w;rA0)
1T ~ O&ii1 00 Bi_1 0y
b, (b — ) — L2 2 O D00
(7') (b ) 06 Or 86y OT
ddZT” = (u+fon 0+ A )
1 ~ o O8n_1 00 Ot Dby
W, (Lo — 0 ——
( ( )~ 39 ar 85y OT
2 1 o
——|=—=p|u+ puAb,
it (77
(12)
where, for ¢t =2,--- | n,
- 6641'_1 o 86@_1 8ﬁ(7)
0; = — ——Tj41 — 13
f i = axj Lj+1 B(T) 8[3(7') ) ( )

B. Lyapunov Design By means of Congealed Variables

In our technical development, one of the main obstacles is
dealing with time-varying parameters 6(t) in order to avoid
6(t) (sometimes even 6(t) does not exist) appearing in the



control design or stability analysis. To circumvent this obsta-
cle, we propose a two-level estimation for 6(t). Specifically
speaking, we first introduce a congealed variable ¢y to replace
6(t) and then introduce another congealed variable Jg to
cope with the unknown time-varying perturbations caused by
0(t) — £y. Thereafter, in the Lyapunov design, it is sufficient to
design the corresponding adaptive laws only for the congealed
(time-invariant) parameters g and Jp. The detailed steps are
as follows.

Step 1: Choose a Lyapunov function defined on [0, c0) as

1

Vir = 521 + Vo, (14)
where Vp = 4 (£g — )T (¢ — 6) with Ty > 0. Then,
dVlT 1 o o o T A o
— :W21 (a1 + Z9 + wlTG + wlTAg)

5 (15)
AT rn_ . do
o= (e ).

Design the virtual control law ¢&; and the tuning function 7y,
as

&1 = —k1B(r)% — W] 6+ v (31, 0), (16)
7\:91 - wléla (17)

where k1 > n, and v; will be designed in Section [II=Cl

Inserting (I6) and (I7) into (I3), yields

A% o2 . . oT .
—_— —_ A _—
dr A B(7) (Bros + 21y o) + B() o=
R r do
T Ly ).
+(lo—0) Ty < B0 dT)
(18)

Step 2: Choose a Lyapunov function defined on [0, c0) as
Var = Vir + 32, its derivative w.rt. 7 is

dVQ-;— _dVl-r 1 o v vT A T
o =g T ()22(a2+f02+23+w29+w2A0)
1, .7 L (03180 91 Dby
+B(7_)Z 2(69_9)_22 <%E 8—595>

19)
Design the virtual control law &2 and the tuning function 7,
as

5 s 8
o2 :—kgﬂ(T)Zz—’leg"FUQ(ZwaQ) fo2 -z,
(20)
Tg, = Tg, + WaZa, 3y

where k3 > n — 1. Then, (I9) becomes
2

dVa 1<
T — _ .u_2 Sy, g, uT
—dT E kzzz + —/8(7') izgl (ZzUz + 2w, A@)

i=1
"T —1 Fl o dé
9>“)<aﬁ%‘a>

1 8041 ddg

+ ——292
B(T) 28 559 or’

0
+ =%+ (b —
<8922 (9

(22)

Step i (i = 3,---,n — 1): Choose a Lyapunov function
defined on [0, 00) as VW = Vi 1)T—|— %512 . Then, the derivative
of V;, along the trajectory of (I2) is evaluated as

dVir _dVii—1)r 1, (. L AT
dr dr + ﬂ(T) Z4 (061 + fm + Ziy1 +Ww; 0+ w; Ag)
1 O&i_1 00 ;1 Bdg
+ ——=Z;w; (L9 — 0) — % — 1770
By e (b0 =6) < 06 ot 95, OT
(23)

Design the virtual control law ¢; and the tuning function Ty,
as

& = — kiB(T) % — ] 0+ vi(Z;,00) — foi + 9 —LT %,
(24)
+ Z Ijl'wzzj Zi—1,
To, = To,_, + WiZi, (25)

where k; > n—i+1, and v; will be designed in Section [II-C
The resulting dV;, /dr is

S
.

— 0d; . AT r, ., do
+ (Z 5;3 Zin1+ (Lo —0)'T; 1) <W;)Tei - E)

j=1
n 1 3. L 0d;_1 38@
12141 2 = a_
B(r) + 86y OT

(26)

Step n: Consider the Lyapunov function candidate as
Loy
Var = Vinvyr + 5% + Vi, 27)

2
where V,, = |2{;’| ( A A) . Then,
AVir d‘/(n—l)r 1 v TA T
= vn on 0,, 0 D,, A
dr dr + B(T)Z (u—i—f F W O, 9)
1 T A 1 o
+ ZnW, (Lg — 0) + ——Znpul\
By i b0 = O gy e
o [ 0dn_1 00 B, By
—Zn 4+ 7
96 Ot 8oy OT
A ( ) ( Yo L - dp)
sgn(lp)z,u +
W \5 7)) G (4) 0
) (28)
Design the control input and update laws of 6 and / as follows:
U= —knB(7) %0 + K(E,0,00, )20 + 00, (29)
dé Fl o Fl " ()
== 70, = W;Zi, 30
e C e P 30
dp o
P _ v segn(lp)Zn, 31

dr — B(n)



where k, > 1/(0p(0)), and functions v,, and x(-) > 0 will be
designed in Sections and [II=D] respectively. Then, 28)
can be continued as follows,

av, - 1
nT k; 22
dr ; it

B(r)
n—1
&1 001
o = S D sy, — D g,
f 7222 1 PY; J 90 176

"L 91 0o 1 . .
- Zi————F— + =2, upA
; 96, 07« Br) "7

n

1

Remark 5: In the absence of time-varying parameters, such
a prescribed-time stabilization problem was solved and well-
understood when b(t) = 1 in (), as shown in [16]. Its so-
lution employs a non-state/temporal scaling design to achieve
prescribed-time control for a class of strict-feedback systems
with unknown time-invariant parameters in the feedback path.
Note that if we choose vy, vo, -+ ,v; = 0 in (16), (20), and
(24), and design the control input % as

ﬁ = - knﬁ(T)én _ﬁ);zré_ fon+ —é
(33)

n—1 96
+ 3 P w5~ Fu, ko >

Jj=2
then such control algorithm is reduced to the one proposed
in [16, Theorem 2]. For issues in adaptive prescribed-time
control for parameter-varying systems (e.g., estimation of
time-varying parameters, lumped negative feedback design,
stability analysis, boundedness analysis of control input and
update laws, etc.), new solutions are needed, which will be
developed in the next sections.

C. Lyapunov Redesign With Tuning Functions

Aiming at the last line of (32), performing certainty equiva-
lence principle on v; and deliberately adding nonlinear damp-
ing terms, we redesign a part of the virtual/actual control

inputs v; step by step to offset 5%, Ag while canceling

>t o % 83‘;71 %—‘%. Applying Lemma 3 we have
6

T

v2 o
596 + 5921- Ww; W;

T 5 o o )
B BFw] i +e?

(34)

Gl B0 < SbolslyfuT o <
where 5 > 0, dp = AJAQ, € > 0 is a constant.

Remark 6: In [23]-[25], it is necessary to find a regres-
sion vector matrix W; such that w; can be decomposed as
w; = W;z,;. This task is in fact not easy and its complexity
increases significantly with the order of the system. In the
present work, we give an alternative scheme (e.g. Eq. (34)) that
successfully circumvents this technical obstacle, making the
algorithm computationally simpler and easier to implement.
Note that we do not need to design additional feedback terms
to cancel dpe /3 in (B4, as this term will naturally converge to

zero as T — 00, thus not affecting the asymptotic convergence
properties of the closed-loop system on [0, 7).
Step 1: We first choose a Lyapunov function as

Vs = (5 5)2 L 52 (35)
§=5—(06—00) = z—
275 2vs *
with 8g = 8y — 59. Design
o] } 2] W
v = — ugvlTi - =0 To = %, (36)
ZiWwq wy + € VzZiw, w1 + €
such that
1 T dVs 59 o7 dgg 0p€
Z (3 S bT A A I o=
3 (zlvl + Z1w, 9) + ar =5\ 3 75, e + 3
Meanwhile, the virtual control ¢v; can be rewritten as
. ST
& = —k1f5 — ) § — 202 W (37)

VAT Wy + €2
Note that it is easy to prove b > 0 by calling (@4). Thus
we can conclude that k; = inf{K;(7)} according to the
expression of Ky as shown in (Z0). This conclusion, together
with Lemma[Iland the subsequent design, allows for a rigorous
proof of the boundedness of &, as seen in Section

Step 2: Design

OgZ210g b da
vp = — e s, (39)
22409 Wo + €2 dp
g2, 9T o
with 75, = 75, + ;2;1352 —, such that
2 Wy W2
21 dv;
o . s
Z 3 (Zivi + 20, Do) + -
/L:]. N R (39)
59 Y5 o d59 2595 s (9511 o v
S— | =76 ——— | +— + 5 —=<227s,.
w<62 dr B B a6
Hence, &3 is designed as
; dp 22109 b da
o = — haB%y — by 0 — —m—e + 51,
Z31q We + €2 0do (40)
85&1 8561 8[3 8541
+ To+B—om7—+—=T179, — 2
o T P ar T g T
Step i (1 = 3,--- ,n — 1): Motivated by the above design
skills, we design the nonlinear damping terms
A dg 220, 0; s i
7 < 2
éfw;ruu}l + &2 0dg
o el o @1)
n V5 ZiW; W; Z Odj—1
Nzt S
. _ 220, w;
with 75, =75, , + et such that
: § dv;
Z 3 (zjv] + zijTAg) + d_é
j=1
i 50220 T b,
< L Zjv; + dge + S o B B 42)
il 20T, + &2

59 Y5 o d&g 2596 Y5 8&1 o
+—=|Zf = |+ ——+ %
e <B 7 dT) BT Bas,



Step n: Slightly different from the above design steps, we
design

00 Zn0, 1y,
\ E20,) by, + 2
such that no positive feedback terms are included in the final
control input pu. To go on, we design the update law of g as

(43)

Un = —

ddg . v~ Bl
— = == —_— (44)
dr B 5 ;\/53 b, W; + €2
with o T
. Z5W,, Wy,
T80 = Tpn_1 + \/W (45)
Then, it holds that
"1 dVs Di_1 by
- Y 1 A - V’L.—/\_
;B ZiV; —I—zw 9)+d7' ;z 9%, a7
ndge 5 O0n—1 . . 5 ﬁﬁ)zﬁ)n
ﬁ B 9y
=2
Choose
V=V.+Ve+V,+Vs, @7

Where V.=3 ZZ 122, Vg, V, and V5 are deﬁned in

27) and ([E]) respectively. Comblmng and (46), it is not
difﬁcult to deduce that

n

av 1 N
av - _ i 22 _vn(vni ay TS
i = Zizl “W AR

1 ) “5
RV noge
+fon - \115 ) ZnupAb + 5
°) " B(r) B
where
v aan 1 e —1 vy
Ty = T'17, + Zrl Zjibn,  (49)
o0 3
j=
o Op_1 . Vs ZntD, 10y, 80@ 1y
Ws, =7s i. (50)
0 =7 220, by, + &2 Z ddp “
Therefore, can be continued as follows,
A% - 1 ndge
< Z k32 + EnupAy +
d -_— 1
PETEN O 5) -
o 608 0,80, 7) 2 + (3,0, 00,7)]
B(T)
where
U(2,0,69,7) = 20140, 0+ for, — Vg —Ws,. (52

Note that the time-varying terms Ag and A, are injected
into (I2) to reflect the effects of time-varying parameters
on the dynamics of uncertain systems. In this subsection,
through Lyapunov redesign, we develop a low conservative
scheme to deal with Ay while making the algorithm robust to
uncertainties. Thereafter, we will dispose of A; by negative
feedback gain design in the next subsection.

D. Negative Feedback Gain Design
Here we rewrite u as
00 Zn ;) W,
— = =+ k() Zn.
V ZpW, Wy + €
\1,2

b)
\/ 2202 4 22

while applying Lemma 3] such that

y 522 o
K()E2 405, = ——2n 5§

\/ 2202 4 g2
— 20| + 2,0 + e <e.
Now, one can find that the control gain is always negative and
hence the input % can be rewritten as 4 = —K2%,,, with

do0,} 1y, w2

i = —knB5n — (53)

Design

K(i‘,é,ggﬂ') = — (54)

(55)

K =k, + > 0.
VR4 [y 0
The resulting dV /dr is
v _ - (ndg +1)e K _,.
k22 + - 2 Ay 57
ar =T B B o7

To close this section, we analyze the dynamic behaviour of the
last term on the right-hand side of (37), applying (3I), (33)

and (36), yields

K . K2 (K7,
———Z pAp = “ds x sgn(ly) Ay
5(0) LR 55
" 3 PO

where sgn(¢,)A, > 0. According to Assumption the
direction of control is known and it can be positive or negative,
so we discuss both cases separately.

o Case 1: when b(t) > 0, we have Ay(t) > 0and 0 < £}, <
b(t), which means that any initialization with 5(0) > 0
guarantees that the second line of (38)) is non-positive.

o Case 2: when b(t) <2O, we have Ap(t) < 0 and b(t) <
£, < 0, thereby —[I;(is p(0)Ap < 0 can be guaranteed by
selecting p(0) < 0.

Note that both cases imply that sgn(¢,)A, > 0. In view of

(9, it follows from sgn(¢y)A, > 0 that — ﬁ( 52 225N, <0,
and
av _ - S + 1
_ ]{1512 4 m, (59)
dT 153

i=1
where n is the system order, dy and ¢ are unknown constants,
and J is a monotonically increasing function as defined below

@).



IV. MAIN RESULTS & STABILITY ANALYSIS
A. Main Theorems

Theorem 1 (Prescribed-time Control for Strict-Feedback Sys-
tems): Consider the closed-loop system consisting of the plant
(@, the prescribed-time adaptive controller and the estimators
as shown in TABLE [ Under Assumptions [ and [ the
following results hold:

1) All the closed-loop signals are globally bounded;

2) The prescribed-time convergences of all system states
and control input are achieved, i.e., lim;pz(t) =
lim; 7 u(t) = 0;

3) ||6]l, s and j are uniformly bounded over [0,T). Fur-
thermore, lim;_,7 é, lim; 7 59 and lim;_,7 p exist but
they are not necessarily equal to £y, dp and 1/¢},.

Remark 7: It is easy to see that Theorem [ extends the
results in [16] for time-invariant systems to time-varying
systems through a spatiotemporal transformation (see Fig.
based method. In particular, the system considered in this
paper has an unknown time-varying control coefficient, which
poses additional difficulties for the design of the corresponding
control algorithm. Contribution with respect to state-of-the-art
[L3]-[[15], the temporal-scale transformation is used for the
first time in this paper to construct a smooth control scheme
over [0,T") to achieve prescribed-time stabilization of nonlin-
ear systems with unknown time-varying control coefficients.

Theorem 2 (Prescribed-time Control for Normal-Form Sys-
tems): Consider system (1) with ¢;(z;) =0,i=1,--- ,n—1
under Assumptions [l and 2l If the control law and the
estimators are designed as u = pu,

o 09, n o2
u = (k,u(t) + \/52¢1_1r¢n T 5‘2 + \/821/12 n 52> Sn,

(60)
and
6 =Tons, 6(0)>0, T =0
R 24T .
5y = %%_%%7 50(0) >0, v5>0, >0 (61)
V20 b + €2
p= —psgn(ly)sptt, v, >0

with s being the filter variable as defined in Lemma 2l k >
1/(Bp(0)), © = S0 L=y + 610, u(t) = 1/(T — t),
and 5(0) being constant chosen such that 5(0) sgn(¢,) > 0,
then the control objectives 1) — 3) as stated in Theorem [I] are
achieved.

Remark 8: Thanks to the non-regressor based design ap-
proach, the state variables x; and the filter variable s do not
need to satisfy the one-to-one mapping relationship, so for
normal form nonlinear systems, we can employ the classical
filter variable s in control design to avoid the explosion of
computational complexity in the backstepping design [23],
[24], [27], thus simplifying the controller structure while
reducing the computational cost of the algorithm without
losing control accuracy.

Remark 9 (Implementation): It can be seen that Theorems
and 2 are well established over [0, T"). This is important and
good enough in certain applications (e.g., missile guidance)

that only need to operate for a finite time interval. However,
in order to ensure that the system converges to the equilibrium
point within the prescribed time and that the system maintains
equilibria everywhere in the state space past that time, we
need to update the original controller using a non-stop running
implementation, which is in fact quite simple, as follows

w={ o

Without considering external non-vanishing disturbances, this
new controller (62)) guarantees the stability of the closed-loop
system on [0, o), and its proof is straightforward and therefore
omitted.

te[0,7)

otherwise. (62)

B. Two Corollaries

Although Theorems [1] and @] hold for a finite-time interval
that can be pre-set by users freely irrespective of initial
conditions and any other design parameter, one may naturally
ask whether this result can be generalized to an infinite time
interval to achieve exponential or super-exponential stabiliza-
tion. The answer is yes, and we will describe how this is
done in Corollaries 2] and [ It is worth noting that works
on exponential or super-exponential stabilization have been
solved by the second author and his coauthors using a time-
varying feedback (state scaling) based strategy (see [30] and
[311), so Corollaries 2] and 3] aim to give an alternative scheme
while extending the application of the algorithm to parameter-
varying nonlinear systems.

Corollary 2 (Exponential Control for Normal-Form Sys-
tems): Consider system (I) with {¢;(z;)}7=;' = 0 under As-
sumptions[Iland 2l The controller and the parameter estimators
are designed to be the same as (60) and (&1)). If  is chosen to
be a time-varying function that satisfies [ e(t)dt € Lo and
the function p(t) is replaced by a'(t), where a’(¢) is derived
from Definition then the closed-loop system is globally
exponentially stable, i.e., i) All the closed-loop signals are
globally bounded; i7) All system states can converge at an
exponential rate to zero.

Corollary 3 (Super-Exponential Control for Normal-Form Sys-
tems): Consider system (1) with {¢;(z;)}7=;' = 0 under As-
sumptions[Iland 2l The controller and the parameter estimators
are designed to be the same as (60) and (&1)). If  is chosen to
be a time-varying function that satisfies [ e(t)dt € Lo and
the function p(t) is replaced by a'(t), where a’(t) is derived
from Definition 3] then the closed-loop system is globally
super-exponentially stable, i.e., i) All the closed-loop signals
are globally bounded; i7) All system states can converge at a
super-exponentiaﬂ rate to zero.

Definition 2: The temporal axis mapping (7 = a(t) & t =
a~'(7)) with the following properties is called an exponential-
type of temporal-scale transformation:

e a(0) =0 and a(o0) = o0;

e a(t) is continuously differential on ¢ € [0, c0);

IRefer [31]] for the concept of super-exponential convergence.
2 An example of exponential-type of temporal-scale transformation is 7 =
et — 1t =1In(7 + 1). In this case, ' (t) = et.



TABLE I
THE ASYMPTOTIC CONTROLLER ON TIME DOMAIN [0, 00) AND THE PRESCRIBED-TIME CONTROLLER ON TIME DOMAIN [0, T")

Asymptotic Controller 4 (7) with 7 € [0, 00):
Sg21w] Wy

a1(7) = —k1Bz — w0 — —
22w W1 +e?
&i(r) = —kiB%; — 70+ Vs 2] s i—1 96 -1y
1 - T T . - o ~ =2 < 7
¢ \/z?w;r i+e2 T 90
Sgziw] w; Od;_1 o i—1 9&;—1 4
— L — i
NEE= TV g5, To: T 251 Tow, i+l Fim1
i—1 0d 1 o 3 Fi—1 9&;_1 98
+2=2 55 L1wiZj + P17, + 85 57
o 59711 W, b2 o
u(T) [knﬁ + —2=n + 4 Zn
VER o dnte? T [z gzy2 ]

i(r) = pr)i(r).

Prescribed-time Controller w(t) with ¢ € [0,7):

bgz1 wir wq

ai(t) = —kip(t)z1 — w0 - 2.7 2’
zjwy wi+te
() = ki) - uJ 0+ ”wi“;’i I
+ Zl ! 60‘7 LTiwiz; + 551 Limo, + Zé;% %ii(;)l a%(tj) ;
a(t) = — [knu + \/zgigwii =2 \/5;\;,22+52]2n

u(t) = p(t)a(t)

Asymptotic Parameter Estimators:

Prescribed-time Parameter Estimators:

D= D5 wik, 0(0) >0 0=T15"  wiz, 6(0) >0

dby _ 5 5 o] w; 3 S 2] d; <

dr — B Zwi=1 Wv 09(0) >0 0g =D iq \/W, 09(0) >0

% = 777’) sgn(fy)Enti, p(0) > 0 for b(7) > 0 & p(0) < 0 for b(1) < 0. | p= —vpsgn(ly)zni, H(0) > 0 for b(t) > 0 & p(0) < 0 for b(t) < 0.

The explicit expressions of Z;, w;, Tg,, 75, fori=1,---

,n and ¥ can be found in @), (I0), @3), @3), @, (30D, and (32). Their another expression on

t-axis, i.e., z;, w;i, Tg,, T5, and ¥ can be obtained immediately according to Section [IIzAl 3(7) = €7 /T and u(t) = 1/(T — t).

o Mt < a/(t) < eM2f, where \; and )\, are constants and

satisfy 0 < Ap < Ag.

Definition 3: The temporal axis mapping (7 = a(t) <
t = a~1(7)) with the following properties is called a super-
exponential-type of temporal-scale transformatio

e a(0) =0 and a(o0) = o0

e a(t) is continuously differential on ¢ € [0, c0);

o exp(Az exp(Mit)) < a'(t) <

exp(A; - - - (exp(Az exp(Ait)))), where 0 < j < oo, and
A1, A2, - -+, A; are positive constants.

Remark 10: Note that the algorithm in Theorem [2| ensures
that the closed-loop system is asymptotically stable when we
choose p(t) = 1. The proof is omitted since it is straight-
forward with a slight modification of the proof of Theorem
[l Consequently, with the results as stated in Theorem [2]
Corollaries 2] and Bl we establish a uniform control framework
allowing the closed-loop system (Z3) to be regulated to zero
asymptotically, exponentially, super-exponentially or within
prescribed time.

C. Stability Analysis

Proof of Theorem [II Note that 3(7) = xe”. Thus, it
follows that

/OO (ndy + 1)e
0 B

By integrating the left and right sides of (39) on [0, 7), we
obtain

dr=ndp+1)eT(1—e7) <o0. (63)

V(T)gV(o)—/OTkV;dH/OTW"’%UE

then,

T T (ndy + 1)e
/0 szdng(O)—i—/O —

3An example of super-exponential-type of temporal-scale transformation is
T = fo exp(exp(v))dv + C with C being a proper constant. In this case,
a/(t) = exp(exp(t)).

dv < oo, (64)

dv < 00, (65)

where k = 2min{ky, ko, -, k,}. It follows from @7), (64)
and (63) that V,V,, Vj, V,, Vs and Z; are bounded for V1 €
[0, 00). Furthermore, by rewriting (39) as 4X < —kV +k(Vy+
Vo +Vs)+ + (9o t1)e e can solve the dlfferentlal inequality
(39) via the well-known method of variation of constants [32
Chap. 1V], resulting in

(ndg + 1)e

-
—kT kv
e
/0 B

X / ke™ (Vo + V, + Vs)dv.
0

V(r) <e ¥V (0) +e dv+ e *"

(66)
Since the second line of (G6) can be rewritten using the method
of integration by parts as the following equation:

/ ke*T (Vg + V, + Vs)ds = €7 (Vo + V, + V5)
0 (67)

i dVy dV, dVs
— ko (270 4 27p 4 270 ) g
/08 <dT+dT+dT) v
then,
T 1
V.(1) <e *7V(0) —i—e*kT/ ekvwdv
0 5 68)
e [ (W e Y,
0 dr dr dr '

Synthesize the above analysis, we apply L’'Hospital’s rule to
V. to get

oo (2 4 a5 g
lim V,(7) = — lim
T—00 T—00 ek"' (69)
1 dVey dV, dVs
=——1 L4 %),
krl—mo(dT Tt T df)

Remark 11: Our analysis is partly motivated by [16], but
here the analysis is performed on an infinite time domain and
therefore does not rely on a specific lemma on the improper
integral as involved in finite time domain.
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dz Spy W 1 1
% = ki + 0% M1 2+ = (52 + ] (0(7) 9)) £ K + -0
4 B/ 2207 oy + €2 s B
a3 o] ;i 1| sz ws By,  <xO&1 5
o ki + s Z+ = < —Z; + Z ———T1w;Z; — 21 + Ziq1
T B\/220] ; + €2 B \J22w] w; + 2 5= 9% =
y T 7 5 a6 B&;_1 5 g \ | & .1 (70)
To(r) -6 Y S bt d Y e I RS ZYs, i=2, mn—1
+w,; (6(7) ) + P ( 179, BE)T) + PY; ('yg'r(;l B8 or 2Z2 + Byz i n
ds ST 1 1 B2y = 9
- <k +— 2) b()pEn A 5 |b)h |~ e | = 3 T
T ann Wn, +€ B 5‘%‘1’2 +€2 j=1 :L‘j
Bdn_108 .t 86m—_1 00 On_1 06g | A o1
— et o(1) — -7 T 0 A Ky S+ =
B 66 P) +w, (T) B 90 97 8(5@ a7 nzn + Byn

Now, to show the asymptotic convergence of Z;(7), we
substitute virtual and actual control inputs into (I2)), one can
express the dynamics of the closed-loop system as follows:

dz; 1

dr B8
where K;(7) is a bounded function and satisfies k; =
inf{K;(7)}, and Y; is a computable function. The complete
expression of (ZI) is shown in (ZQ), which, in combination
with (Id), @D @0, GI) B3 @) and (69), implies that
%yz- € L. Therefore, it can be concluded that d%; /dT € L.
Since (64) and (63) show that %; € Lo N L., then using
Barbalat’s Lemma yields lim,_, o Z; = 0, which further indi-
cates that lim; o V, =0 and lim, _,(dVy/dr + dV, /dT +
dVs/dr) = 0.

To go on, we show the boundedness of ¢&;. By carefully
examining (Z0) and (1), we see that Y = % +w] (0(1)—0),
Y1 € C*® and )4(0) 0. Also note that 8 = e™/T
and dB/dr = (3, so by Lemma [ we can select k; >
lm, o0 i% 1 such that lim,_,., 218 = 0. Therefore,
the boundedness of ¢&; can be guaranteed and it can be seen
that lim, _,oc &1 = 0.

Recalling lim,_, 215 0, lim, oo %; 0 and
lim; oo (dVp/dr + dV,/dT + dV5/dT) = 0, then it follows
from (70) and (7I) that

dz N
2 KQ(T)ZQ + By2(§37 97 595 T)a

—Ki(7)% + =Vi(Zi41,0,00,7), (71)

dr

where Vo € C* and )»(0, 50,0, 7) = 0. According to Lemma
[l the boundedness of %33 and the fact lim,_, o, %23 = 0 can
be guaranteed by choosing k2 > 1, thereby the boundedness
of &y as well as the fact lim,_ o, &2 = 0 can be guaranteed.
Furthermore, the fact of lim, . 218 = lim, o 228 =0

means that we can rewrite (71)) as
dzy

(72)

dr

where V11 = 81 = B% + ] (A(1) — ) and satisfies
that V4 1 € C* and )1,1(0) = 0. Therefore, it follows from
Lemma [I that lim,_,~ %132 = 0 holds for k; > 2.
Similarly, by utilizing lim,_,o %182 = 0, lim; o0 223 =0
lim; ;o0 Z; = 0 and lim, o (dVy/dT +dV, /dT +dV;/dT) =

1 o
Ki(m)z1 + @yl,l(é,@ﬁeﬁ), (73)

0, we prove that Y3 is smooth and Ys(0, 59, é, 7) = 0. Thus,
we can choose k3 > 1 to prove that lim, o 2386 = 0,
a3 € Lo and lim,; ;. &3 = 0 with the support of Lemma
[l By analogy, by selecting k; > 3 and ks > 2, we
can prove that lim; ,,, #14% = 0 and lim, . %3% = 0,
which further indicates lim,_,o, &4 = 0. Finally, following
the argument similar to the previous paragraph, we can con-
clude that lim, _, ., %87 "1 = 0 holds when we selecting
ki >n—i+1, (i=1,--- ,n—1). Therefore, the boundedness
of &; can be guaranteed and lim,_,, &; = 0 holds.

Subsequently, it is straightforward to prove that
lim; 0, Z(7) = 0 by taking the transformation as defined
in @). Note that in the n-th step, the minimum value of
K, is k,bp(0) rather than k,. Hence, we need to select
knbp(0) > 1, namely k, > W%O)’ such that & € Lo
and lim,_ o U 0. These results further indicate that
lim; 7 «;(t) = limy,r@(t) = 0. In addition, it follows
from V, € Lo and u(t) = pu that p(t) € Lo and
lim; 7 u(t) = 0.

The prescribed-time convergence of 0(t), dg(t) and j(t) can
be obtained by proving the asymptotic convergence of 6 T),
b9(7) and p(7) on [0,00). Since w;(0,0,dp,7) = 0 and b,
59 and 6 are bounded functions, it follows from (30), (3T) and
(@4) that there exists a number L such that

ldd/drll < L||2)%,
|ddg /dr| < L||%||?,
|dp/dr| < L|2||*.

(74)

Therefore, ||é|\, 59 and p are uniformly bounded over [0, 7).

Since z € Lo, then ¥ ¢ £, % € L4, and % e L. It

dr
onllow§ from the argument similar to Theorem 3.1 in [33]Athat
0(7), de(7) and H(7) have a limit as 7 — oo. Namely, 0(t),
0p(t) and p(t) converge to a constant within a prescribed-time.

This completes the proof. |

Proof of Theorem [2I To start with, we rewrite the consid-
ered systems as

("):b

z§ (t)u+ ¢, 0(t).

(75)



By recalling (§), it could be easily checked that {s;}?_; are
linear combination of {z;} ,, hence the dynamlcs of s,
becomes

lxl

T
n i+1 +¢n9(t)’

n=0(t u—i—Z

where [; is some known design parameter related to k;, ¢ =
1,---,n. Subsequently, one can obtain

dsp, 1 v & pm—itly,
& B <b(7)u+;lzﬁ T
¥+ 3T (0 — )+ 51 0)

—¢p. Then, the Lyapunov function is chosen
1G] A%
2 z_ p
Yo\t (78)
2’75 (

Recall that @ = pu and {¢;(z;)}7=' = 0, the derivative of V/
w.r.t. T along the trajectory of is shown as

av _Sn = i
= < Zlﬁ ey +¢T9+¢TA9>

(76)

7
where Ay = 0(T)
by

1 1 .
vzismﬁ(@—e) Lty —6) +

S — 59)

do )

0053 bnbn
V2T b te?
, then it follows from (), (60), and

+ EAbﬁSnﬁ + (69 — é)TF71 <ﬁ(5n8n —
-5 (5 -2) (i + 2)
-+ sgn(lp)spu + —
% o 7))\ g (L) I
dbg
"y(; (60 B 60) dT
where Ay = b(t) — £,. Since anngg < dge +
and s, < e+ il
A /521/}2 2
(61 that

dV " it o S05nd, dn
= % ‘+le/3 g b gl —S0nfan
\/ 820 Pn + €2
1 26T b dé
+ —dpe + — (59 - 59) _oSufnfn 9%
g V828 dn + €2 ar

1 o
—+ —Abﬁsnﬂ
B

+ %(59 +1)e+ %Abﬁsnﬁ.

(80)
By selecting p(0) sgn(¢,) > 0, similar to (58), one can prove
that %Abﬁsnﬁ < 0. Therefore, (80) becomes

v < —ks? 4+ —

dr Sn I}
Now, following the same argument used in the proof of Theo-
rem [I] we know that lim,_, + s, (7) = 0. In addition, one can
immediately prove that lim,_,.{s;(7) n—1 = 0 according

i=1
to Lemma 2l Then, from s; = z1, 22 = 1, 8 = dr/dt and

< —ksh

(59 + 1)e. 8D
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s2 = k151 + L1497 we know that ds; /dT = —kis1, k1 > n
as so = 0. Hence, it can be deduced with the help of Corollary
that lim, o 8"$1(7) = lim; o 8"%1(7) = 0. Repeating
the above steps, one can continue to get, fori =1,--- ;n—1,
lim, o 87~ 1s;(7) = 0. Based upon these results, we can
proceed to prove the asymptotic convergence of Z(7) to zero
as 7 — oo by exploiting the converging-input converging-
output property of the filter variable s,,. In addition, it is easy
to prove that lim; ,7 z(t) = 0 by recalling the principle of
temporal-scale transformation.

In view of Lemma [Il the boundedness of 5(7)s, can be
guaranteed by selecting k > 1/(bp(0)) since the closed-loop
dynamics of s,, can be written as

Z—j_ = —K(7)s+ %y(a:, 0,6,7),
where y(x,é,S,T) = 0 as x = 0. Therefore, it follows
that p(t)s, € Lo[0,T) and lim;,7 ps, = 0, which also
indicate that, for i = 1,--- ., n, u" z; € £,[0,T) and
lim; 7 pu"~Flx; = 0, establishing the same for u(t).

Finally, the prescribed-time convergence of 6(t), 5 (t) and
p(t) can be guaranteed according to the same argument as
used in the proof of Theorem [Il This completes the proof. B

Proof of Corollary 2l Firstly, by modifying ¢ to be a
time-varying function that satisfies fooo g(t)dt € Lo, one can
find that Eq. (&3) still holds. Therefore, similar to the proof
of Theorem [I] it is not difficult to prove that the controller
with the parameter estimators given in (60) and (&I) can
stabilize system (Z3) asymptotically over 7 € [0,00). Next,
one can directly obtain that the controller with the parameter
estimators given in (60) and (&I) can stabilize system
exponentially over ¢ € [0, 00) with the help of the temporal-
scale transformation as defined in Definition 2l In addition,
the boundedness of all closed-loop signals can be proved
rigorously, as we did in the proof of Theorem [l where the
detail process is omitted here due to space limit. |

Proof of Corollary3l The proof is omitted since it is similar
to the proof of Corollary Rland, in fact, is straightforward after
completing the proof of Theorem [1} |

kp(0)b = inf{K(7)}, (82)

V. SIMULATIONS

In this section, two illustrative numerical examples are
provided to verify the effectiveness of the main results. The
first example is a benchmark example in the presence of time-
varying parameters in the feedback and the input paths. The
second example is a practical model obtained by the “wing-
rock” unstable motion.

Example 1: Benchmark

Consider the benchmark example adapted from [27] as

follows: )
T = T2 + H(t)xl,

Tg = T3,
x.g = b(t)u,

(83)

with
b(t) = 1.4 + 0.2 cos(10¢),
0(t) = 1+ 0.6 cos(40x1t) + 0.2 sin(x3t) + 0.2 sgn(sin(20t)).



Each of these parameters comprise of a constant nominal
part and a time-varying part designed to destabilize the system.
The lower bound of b(t) is assumed to be known as b = 1.2,
and the “radius” of change of 6(¢) is d9p = 1, which is as-
sumed to be unknown in our prescribed-time controller design.
It can be verified that Assumptions [I] and 2] are satisfied.
Consider now two controllers: Controller 1 is the prescribed-
time controller proposed in Theorem [ and Controller 2
is the asymptotic controller proposed in [23, Proposition
1]. For comparison, set the common design parameters as
ki =ky =ks =6,T =, =0.01, 6(0) = 0, and 4(0) = 1.
For the parameters solely used in Controller 1, set y5 = 0.01,
e = 0.1, 59(0) = 0, and T = 2s. For the parameters solely
used in Controller 2, set §9 = 1. The initial condition is set to
[21(0); 2(0); :5(0)] = 0.2: 0: —0.2].

The simulation results are shown in Figs. 2l From Figs.
and Bl we see that the system states, under Controller 1,
are regulated to zero within the prescribed-time irrespective
of initial condition and any other design parameter, and the
control signals are continuous and steer to zero within the
prescribed-time. It is also seen that the proposed control,
as compared with that by [23], results in better transient
and steady-state control performance with less control effort.
This is partly due to the time-varying feedback introduced in
the proposed algorithm, which gives the closed-loop system
better transient performance, and partly due to the two-level
adaptive estimation designed in Section which gives the
algorithm a lower conservativeness. In addition, Fig. H] show
that the corresponding adaptation parameters (), d(t) and
p(t) converge ultimately to a non-zero constant. Furthermore,
one can find that j(t) is a monotonically increasing function,
which confirms the theoretical analysis below (38)).

Example 2: Model of “Wing-rock” Unstable Motion

Consider the scenario in which a high-performance airplane
flying at high angle of attack aims at stabilizing its wing-
rock unstable motion. A single degree of freedom model is
extracted from [34], as follows

¢=p,
. gs o Cupb (84)
p= T (0.5Cll¢sm(a) + % + C(;A)

where « is angle of attack in degrees, ¢ is the roll angle
in radians, and p is the roll rate in radians per second.
The constants ¢, S,b,I, and V are the dynamic pressure,
wing reference area, wing span, roll moment of inertia, and
freestream air speed, respectively. The coefficients C;, and C,
are the rolling moment derivatives, Cs, is the control surface.

The parametric strict-feedback form of the wing-rock model

(&4) by letting x1 = ¢, x2 = p and Cs5, = u is
i = 22 + ¢ 0(t),
iy = b(t)u + g 6(1),
where ¢y =0, ¢2 = [x1,22] ", b(t) = gSb/I,, and

| 6i(t) | _ | 0.5C sin(a)gSb/I,
o0(t) = [ 0 (1) ] - [ cl:q;w/(zqux/)

(85)
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Note that [34]] provides the following wind-tunnel data at angle
of attack of o = 30°: #; = —26.6667 and 05 = 0.67485.
Taking into account that the change of the attack angle will
cause 6 to change, therefore we assume in the simulation that
61 and 6, will periodically change by +20% on the basis of
the experimental data, i.e., ;(t) = 6; + 0.20;sgn(sin(3t))
for ¢+ = 1,2. In addition, the high frequency gain is set
as b(t) = 2 + 0.2sgn(sin(3t)) cos(t). Note that except for
its lower bound b = 1.8, the precise information on b(t)
is unavailable (yet not needed) for control design. For the
system under consideration, it is readily verified that As-
sumptions are satisfied, thus the control schemes pro-
posed in Remark Corollaries 2H3] as well as Theorem
can be directly applied to stabilize (83) asymptotically,
exponentially, super-exponentially and within prescribed time,
respectively. All controllers and parameter estimators share
the same structure, as shown in (&0) and (&I), they differ
only in the choice of some design parameters, as shown in
Table [ In addition, according to Lemma 2] we select the
filter variable s = kju(t)x1 + x2. For fair comparison, we
set [21(0); 22(0)] = [0.2;0], k1 = k = 3, 8(0) = dy(0) = 0,
p(0) =1, v, = 75 = 0.01, and T' = I for all controllers.
To ensure the prescribed-time controller share the property
of non-stop running, an additional implementation scheme is
used in the simulation as described in Remark [0

TABLE I
PARAMETER SELECTION FOR DIFFERENT CONTROLLERS

Controller u(t) € Convergence time
Asymptotic 1 exp(0.1¢) 00
Exponential exp(t) exp(0.1¢) 00

Super-exponential | exp(exp(0.1¢)) | exp(0.1¢) 00
Prescribed-time 1/(T —t) 0.1 T =0.5s

The responses of the state signals are shown in Figs. B
the responses of control input signals are shown in Fig.
[l and the evolutions of adaptive parameters are shown in
Fig. Bl From these simulation results, it is straightforward
to see that prescribed-time convergence is faster than super-
exponential convergence, super-exponential convergence is
faster than exponential convergence, and exponential conver-
gence is faster than asymptotic convergence. In addition, it can
be seen from Figs. that the super-exponential controller
recovers the performance of the prescribed-time controller
to some extent (i.e., it guarantees that all states converge
to a small residual set within a short time). Furthermore,
we see that the prescribed-time controller outperforms those
infinite-time controllers since the settling time can be pre-
set freely irrespective of the initial condition and design
parameters. Finally, all results show that the proposed methods
are powerful enough to stabilize the nonlinear system with fast
time-varying parameters.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This article presents a new adaptive prescribed-time sta-
bilization method for parameter-varying nonlinear systems in
strict-feedback form. Several new design techniques, e.g., spa-
tiotemporal transformation, two-level estimation for fast time-
varying parameters, and non-regressor based robust design,
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etc., are used in control design and stability analysis. By
introducing a filtering variable based on the temporal-scale
transformation, we develop a unified control framework for
high-order nonlinear systems capable of achieving asymptotic,
exponential, super-exponential, and prescribed-time conver-
gence. It is interesting to note that with the proposed method
different convergence rates are realized with a unified con-
trol structure. Furthermore, unlike the related results about
prescribed-time stabilization for systems with unknown control
coefficients, where the selection of design parameters either
relies on small-gain theorem [1]], or on solving linear matrix
inequalities [4], or on solving Lyapunov equation [5[], the
selection of design parameters in this paper is guided by a
novel Lemma, which is more concise and straightforward. In
the simulation, two illustrative numerical examples, a third-
order benchmark example and a second-order practical model,
are provided to verify the benefits and effectiveness of the
proposed schemes.

One interesting topic for future study is to consider the
output feedback adaptive prescribed-time control for high-
order nonlinear systems by using state observers. Another
research topic is to employ new tools (e.g., combining frac-
tional power feedback and bounded time-varying gain [35]) for
systems with unknown control coefficients and time-varying
parameters to develop prescribed-time control schemes that
can mitigate the effects of measurement noise.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA[II
We begin with the solution to the homogeneous equation of

a), and then perform the variation of constants [32, Chap.
IV], as in

%i(1) = C(r)er™ (86)
where A(7) = — [ K;(v)dv. It follows that
dz; do(r)
K, A(T) eA) 87
o Ki(1)C(7)e + —= o . (87)

The solution that we are seeking should simultaneously satisfy
the equation of motion—that follows from 2a) and (§7),

namely, a0
-

dr

Inserting the initial condition %;(0) into (86), we obtain a
unique solution for 2a) as

T 1
5. — A(T)/ —A(v) Y(%,v)dv + (M0
Zi\T e e Zi,V)av e Zi .
( ) 0 'YU('U) ( ) ( )(89)

= e—A<T>igy(5i, 7). (88)
¥

To proceed, it follows from 0 < k; < K;(7) that

A(r) = —/ Ki(v)dv < —/ kidv = —k;T.
0 0
Recalling (t) > 0 and applying condition (2b), we have

0 < lim eA(T)”yU(T) < Tli_)H;O 6_]“770(7') =0.

T—00

(90)

O

Applying Squeeze Theorem, we obtain lim;_,7 (7~ (1) =
0. Hence,
lim €47~ (7)%(0) = 0.

T—00

92)
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Using L’Hospital’s rule on the basis of (89) and ([©92)), applying
conditions @2d), @d) and Y;(0,7) = 0, we have

fOT e’A(”)%yi(éi, v)dv

Jim 2" = Jim, S )
= lim yi(z“?dv =0.
T—00 Kz(T) -ZF
This completes the proof. |
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2]

Solving the last differentiate equations in (@) gives,
t
Sn_1(t) = et s, _1(0) 4+ 4D / e AWs, (z,v)dv, (94)
0

where A(t) = 0 B “—dv. It is easy to check from (94)
that if fo

”)sn(:c v)dv is bounded, then s,_1(t) — 0 as

t — T. If, however, f e~ AWs, (x,v)dv is unbounded, we
then applying L’ Hospital’s rule to (94) and obtain

e~ A5, (z,t)(T —t)
kn_le—A(t)

which implies that s,,_; converges to zero as t — 1. By
carrying out the same procedure for the rest of the equations
in (3, one can conclude that {s;}"~;' converges to zero within
the prescribed-time 7'. This completes the proof. |

lim s,-1(¢) = 0+ lim =0 (95
t—T

t—T
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