
ar
X

iv
:2

21
0.

12
71

5v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

Y
] 

 2
3 

O
ct

 2
02

2
1

Adaptive Control with Global Exponential Stability

for Parameter-Varying Nonlinear Systems under

Unknown Control Gains
Hefu Ye, Haijia Wu, Kai Zhao, and Yongduan Song∗, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—It is nontrivial to achieve exponential stability even
for time-invariant nonlinear systems with matched uncertainties
and persistent excitation (PE) condition. In this paper, without
the need for PE condition, we address the problem of global expo-
nential stabilization of strict-feedback systems with mismatched
uncertainties and unknown yet time-varying control gains. The
resultant control, embedded with time-varying feedback gains, is
capable of ensuring global exponential stability of parametric-
strict-feedback systems in the absence of persistence of excitation.
By using the enhanced Nussbaum function, the previous results
are extended to more general nonlinear systems where the sign
and magnitude of the time-varying control gain are unknown. In
particular, the argument of the Nussbaum function is guaranteed
to be always positive with the aid of nonlinear damping design,
which is critical to perform a straightforward technical analysis
of the boundedness of the Nussbaum function. Finally, the
global exponential stability of parameter-varying strict-feedback
systems, the boundedness of the control input and the update
rate, and the asymptotic constancy of the parameter estimate
are established. Numerical simulations are carried out to verify
the effectiveness and benefits of the proposed methods.

Index Terms—Exponential stability, parameter-varying nonlin-
ear systems, adaptive control, Nussbaum function

I. INTRODUCTION

THE past few decades have witnessed extensive devel-

opments and applications of nonlinear adaptive control

for dynamic systems with unknown parameters [1]–[8]. In the

early works on adaptive control [1]–[3], certain restrictions,

such as matching condition, extended matching condition and

growth conditions on system nonlinearities, are normally im-

posed. Adaptive backstepping technology [4], [5], on the other

hand, has completely removed these restrictive conditions, thus

motivating considerable amount of studies on adaptive control

of various systems (see, for instance, [7], [8]). It is noted that

most existing works focus primarily on systems with constant

parameters and known control directions.
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To address the adaptive estimation of time-varying pa-

rameters, the pioneering work [9] proposes a method to

exponentially stabilize linear time-varying systems in virtue

of persistent excitation (PE) condition. Subsequently, such

condition is removed in [10] and the linear model is extended

to robot system in [11]. Thereafter, the output feedback scheme

is studied in [12], where the so-called projection operation is

exploited to guarantee the boundedness of slow time-varying

parameter estimate. For more general systems, such as strict-

feedback systems, the soften sign function is introduced to

cope with unknown parameters in [7] and [8]. More recently,

an elegant adaptive scheme based on “congelation of vari-

ables” method is proposed in [13]–[15] to asymptotically

stabilize parametric strict-feedback systems with fast time-

varying parameters, opening a new venue for developing

certainty equivalence controller for nonlinear time-varying

systems. This method is also used to address the formation

tracking of multi-agent systems in [16] and [17].

Interest in adaptive control of nonlinear systems with un-

known control direction is stimulated by the development of

Nussbaum functions [18] and the corresponding lemmas for

stability analysis [19], [20]. The idea behind such control is

that by specifying a controller with a Nussbaum gain, so that

the controller degrades the system performance in the period

with a wrong direction, but rewards the system with quicker

movement to the desired state with a higher gain when the sign

alternates to a correct direction in the subsequent period. In

[21]–[23], based upon this idea, the adaptive neural control,

adaptive fuzzy control and adaptive guaranteed performance

control are proposed for nonlinear systems without a priori

knowledge of the control direction, but these results need the

precise information of the control gain magnitude. When the

control coefficient is unknown both in sign and magnitude,

some robust and adaptive results (e.g., [24], [25]) achieving

asymptotic stability of the closed-loop system are established

through a particular Nussbaum function exp(x2) cos(πx/2).
Recently, the results in [26] and [27] invent a class of enhanced

Nussbaum functions to deal with time-varying and/or multi-

variable unknown control coefficients. The introduction of

the Nussbaum functions not only presents the likelihood of

realization of the adaptive scheme but also enables some

practical applications. Hence, it is meaningful and necessary

to address the issue of adaptive control for nonlinear systems

with time-varying parameters and unknown control coefficient

(including control direction and control gain magnitude).

Motivated by the above analysis, here in this work we de-
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velop an adaptive control method to guarantee global exponen-

tial stability of parameter-varying strict-feedback systems with

unknown control direction. The global exponential stability

of nonlinear systems is under explored even if the systems

do not involve time-varying parameters and/or unknown con-

trol coefficient. The original works that employ acceleration

control (with exponential convergence) for stabilizing strict-

feedback systems are [28], where a time-varying scaling is

used to accelerate the original system dynamics; after sta-

bilizing the accelerated system, the convergence rate of the

original system can be assigned by incorporating a suitable

time-varying function into the control scheme. Finally, the

developed adaptive schemes are verified on the wing-rock

model. The contributions of this article are three-fold:

• Different from the asymptotic results in [13]–[15] relying

on the a priori knowledge of the control direction, our

algorithm achieves exponential stability for parameter-

varying nonlinear systems and is effective for unknown

control direction;

• Exponential convergence is normally realized at the rather

restrictive PE condition, here we achieve exponential con-

vergence without PE. In addition, the proposed method

is capable of dealing with both time-varying parameters

and unknown control coefficient, covering the existing

one [28] on exponential stabilization as a special case;

• Although there exist prescribed performance control re-

sults capable of ensuring semi-global exponential conver-

gence, those methods do not guarantee zero-error regula-

tion for nonlinear systems [29]–[34], the proposed control

method guarantees global exponential regulation with

zero steady-state error (more favorable performance) for

nonlinear systems with unknown time-varying parameters

and unknown control coefficients.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-

tion II, we state the necessary mathematical preliminaries and

a key lemma for our main results. We introduce some scalar

examples in Section III, to present the main design ideas before

turning to general designs. In Section IV-A, an adaptive control

scheme is proposed to exponentially stabilize the time-varying

nonlinear system with known control direction; in Section

IV-B, we extend this scheme to time-varying parametric strict-

feedback systems with unknown control coefficient. In Section

V, a comparative simulation is considered to illustrate the

main results. Finally, conclusions and perspectives are given

in Section VI.

Notations: R is the field of reals, R+ = {a ∈ R : a > 0},

R
n denotes the n-dimensional Euclidean space, and R

n×m

is the set of n × m real matrices. xi = [x1, · · · , xi]⊤ ∈ R
i

denotes a vector. Γ ≻ 0 means that the symmetric matrix

Γ with suitable dimensions is positive definite. |W |
F

=
√

∑n
i=1

∑q
j=1

(Wij)2 denotes the Frobenius norm of matrix

W . f ∈ C∞ denotes a function f has continuous derivatives

of order ∞, and f ∈ L∞ denotes a function f is bounded. In

addition, L1 and L2 denote the classes of Lebesgue-integrable

functions.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. System Description & Assumptions

Consider the following single-input single-output nonlinear

systems with time-varying parameters [14]:































ẋ1 = φ⊤1 (x1)θ(t) + x2
...

ẋi = φ⊤i (xi)θ(t) + xi+1

...

ẋn = φ⊤n (xn)θ(t) + b(t)u

(1)

where x = [x1, · · · , xn]⊤ ∈ R
n and u ∈ R are the

state vector and the control, respectively. The regressors

φi : R
i → R

q, i = 1, · · · , n, are smooth mappings and

satisfy φi(0) = 0. By the mean value theorem, there exist

continuous matrix-valued functions Φi(xi) ∈ R
q×i such that

φi(xi) = Φi(xi)xi. The system parameters θ(t) ∈ R
q and

b(t) ∈ R are unknown and time-varying parameters and satisfy

the following assumptions:1

Assumption 1 ([14]): The parameter θ(t) is piecewise

continuous and θ(t) ∈ Θ0, ∀t ≥ 0, where Θ0 is a completely

unknown compact set. The “radius” of Θ0, denoted by δ∆θ ,

is assumed to be known, while Θ0 can be unknown.

Assumption 2 ([14]): The control direction is known and

does not change. We assume that b(t) is unknown but bounded

away from zero in the sense that there exists an unknown

constant ℓb, such that 0 < |ℓb| ≤ |b(t)|, for all t ≥ 0.

Assumption 3 ([26 Section 6.3]): The time-varying control

coefficient b(t) /∈ 0 take values in an unknown compact set

Ωb. The control direction is unknown and does not change.

Remark 1: In our later control development, we present two

set of control schemes: the first one (Theorem 1) is based on

Assumption 2, in which the control gain magnitude is allowed

to be unknown and time-varying, and the second one (Theorem

2) is built upon Assumption 3, in which both the control

direction and the control gain magnitude are allowed to be

unknown.

Control Objective: The control objective in this paper is

to design adaptive control schemes for system (1) to achieve

globally exponential stabilization.

This problem has received a lot of attentions. But until

recently, the contributions were only achieving that asymptotic

stabilization and/or bounded stabilization as in [14], [25]. The

exponentially stable results can only be obtained under the

persistence of excitation or under the assumption that θ is

constant and b(t) = 1 as in [9], [28].

B. Enhanced Nussbaum function & Corresponding Lemma

Definition 1 ([27]): A C∞ function N (ξ) : [0,∞) 7→
(−∞,∞) is called an enhanced Nussbaum function if it

1As b(t) = sgn(b(t))|b(t)|, throughout this paper, b(t) is referred to as
the control coefficient, sgn(b(t)) the control direction, and |b(t)| the control
gain magnitude.
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satisfies

lim
ξ→∞

1

ξ

∫ ξ

0

N+(τ)dτ = ∞, lim sup
ξ→∞

∫ ξ

0
N+(τ)dτ

∫ ξ

0
N−(τ)dτ

= ∞,

lim
ξ→∞

1

ξ

∫ ξ

0

N−(τ)dτ = ∞, lim sup
ξ→∞

∫ ξ

0
N−(τ)dτ

∫ ξ

0
N+(τ)dτ

= ∞.

where N+ and N− denote the positive and negative

truncated functions of N , respectively, i.e., N+(ξ) =
max{0,N (ξ)}, N−(ξ) = max{0,−N (ξ)}. A legal fraction

(with non-zero denominator) assumption is implicitly made

in the above definition which excludes the trivial function

N (ξ) ≡ 0.

Lemma 1 ([27]): Consider two C∞ functions V (t) :

[0,∞) 7→ R
+,N (t) : [0,∞) 7→ R

+. Let b(t) : [0,∞) 7→ [b, b̄]
for two constants b and b̄ satisfying bb̄ > 0. If

V̇ (t) ≤ (b(t)N (ξ) + 1)ξ̇(t)

ξ̇(t) ≥ 0, ∀t ≥ 0

for an enhanced Nussbaum function N , then V (t) and ξ(t)
are bounded over [0,∞).

III. THE BASIC DESIGN IDEAS

This section introduces the basic design ideas through three

simple scalar systems.

A. Exponential regulation for systems with time-invariant pa-

rameters

To obtain a better understanding of how time-varying scal-

ing may be used to achieve exponential regulation, we consider

ẋ = u+ ax2 (2)

where x ∈ R and u ∈ R are the state and the control,

respectively, and a is an unknown constant. Let

s = eλtx , µ(t)x

with λ > 0 being the acceleration constant, then

ṡ = µ(λx+ u+ âx2) + µ(a− â)x2. (3)

Choose the Lyapunov function as

V =
1

2
s2 +

1

2γa
(a− â)2 (4)

where γa > 0 and â is the estimation of a, then

V̇ = µs
(

λx + u+ âx2
)

+
1

γa
(a− â)

(

γaµsx
2 − ˙̂a

)

. (5)

Design the update law and control law as

˙̂a = γaµsx
2

u = −(k + λ)x− âx2.
(6)

where k > 0. Substituting (6) into (5), we get

V̇ = −ks2 ≤ 0. (7)

It follows from (7) that V ∈ L∞ and therefore the bounded-

ness of s and â is guaranteed. In fact, the boundedness and the

exponential convergence of x are established simultaneously

since x = e−λts, which further implies the boundedness

of u. To show the asymptotic constancy of â(t), note that
˙̂a = γaµsx

2 = γaxs
2 and x(t) is a bounded function, then

there exists a number L such that | ˙̂a| ≤ Ls2. It is seen from

(7) that s ∈ L2 and hence ˙̂a ∈ L1, then by using the argument

of Theorem 3.1 in [39], it is concluded that â has a limit as

t→ ∞.

B. Exponential regulation for systems with time-varying pa-

rameters

Here we show how to extend the aforementioned method to

exponentially stabilize the systems with time-varying param-

eters. Consider

ẋ = u+ a(t)x2 (8)

where x ∈ R and u ∈ R are the state and the control,

respectively, and a(t) satisfies Assumption 1. Similar to the

state scaling by a t-dependent function µ(t) as in Section-III-

A, we define s = µ(t)x, then the dynamics of s becomes

ṡ =µ(u + a(t)x2) + µλx

=µ(λx + âx2 + u) + µ(a(t) − ℓa)x
2 + µ(ℓa − â)x2,

(9)

where ℓa is an unknown constant, γa > 0 and â is the

estimation of a. Choose the Lyapunov function as

V =
1

2
s2 +

1

2γa
(ℓa − â)2 (10)

then
V̇ =µs

(

λx+ âx2 + u
)

+ µ(a(t) − ℓa)sx
2

+
1

γa
(ℓa − â)

(

γaµsx
2 − ˙̂a

)

.
(11)

Denote a(t)− ℓa by ∆a. By choosing u and ˙̂a as

˙̂a = γaµsx
2

u = −(k + λ)x − âx2 + v,
(12)

where k > 0, and v is an auxiliary input, we get

V̇ = −ks2 + µsv + µ∆asx
2. (13)

Note that the uncertain term µ∆asx
2 = ∆as

2x, and satis-

fies the matching condition, therefore, one can design v =
−δ∆ax

3/2−δ∆ax/2, with δ∆a > |∆a|, to eliminate the effect

of µ∆asx
2. Here δ∆a is assumed to be a known constant, if

δ∆a is unknown, it is also easy to develop a classical adaptive

law to build an “estimate” of δ∆a . Therefore, the final control

input is

u = −(k + λ)x− âx2 −
δ∆a
2
x3 −

δ∆a
2
x (14)

and the derivative of V satisfies V̇ ≤ −ks2. Therefore we can

conclude boundedness of all trajectories of the closed-loop

system as well as convergence of x to zero using the same

argument as the one used in Section III-A.

Remark 2: Note that the underlying issue becomes more

difficult when the control coefficient b(t) is unknown, even if

the direction of control is known. To overcome this technical

obstacle, we need to design a separate adaptive law to estimate
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ℓb (refer Assumption 2 for the meaning of ℓb) while dealing

with the time-varying part of b(t)−ℓb by deliberately designing

a negative feedback gain. This will be shown in Section IV.

C. Exponential regulation for systems with time-varying pa-

rameters and unknown control coefficients

Now we further consider the scenario that both unknown

fast time-varying parameters and unknown time-varying con-

trol coefficient are involved. We show how to integrate en-

hanced Nussbaum function with the congelation of variables

method as well as state scaling to design accelerated adaptive

control to achieve exponential regulation without the need for

PE condition. Consider

ẋ = b(t)u+ a(t)x2 (15)

where x ∈ R and u ∈ R are the state and the control,

respectively, a(t) satisfies Assumption 1, and b(t) satisfies

Assumption 3. Let s = µ(t)x with µ(t) = eλt. Now choose

V =
1

2
s2 +

1

2γa
(ℓa − â)2

then

V̇ =µs
(

λx+ âx2 + b(t)u
)

+ µ(a(t)− ℓa)sx
2

+
1

γa
(ℓa − â)

(

γaµsx
2 − ˙̂a

)

.
(16)

Design
u = N (ξ)ū,

ξ̇ = µsū.
(17)

where N (ξ) is an enhanced Nussbaum function as described

in Definition 1. Substituting (17) into (16), yields

V̇ =µs
(

λx+ âx2 − ū
)

+ µ(a(t)− ℓa)sx
2

+
1

γa
(ℓa − â)

(

γaµsx
2 − ˙̂a

)

+ (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇.

(18)

Note that although the first two lines of (18) and (11) has a

similar structure, we cannot design ū directly from formula

(14), because there is a constraint in Lemma 1, namely it

requires that ξ̇(t) ≥ 0. To solve this technical obstacle, we

design
˙̂a = γaµsx

2

ū = (k + λ)x+ κ(â, x)x,
(19)

where k > 0 and κ is a positive function, which will be

designed below. As a result, (18) becomes

V̇ =− κ(â, x)s2 + µâsx2 + µ∆asx
2

− ks2 + (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇,
(20)

where ∆a , a(t)− ℓa. Applying Young’s inequality, we have

µâsx2 + µ∆asx
2 = âs2x+∆as

2x

≤
1

2

(

(âx)2 + 1
)

s2 +
δ∆a
2

(

x2 + 1
)

s2.

Therefore, we select κ(â, x) as

κ(â, x) =
1

2

(

(âx)2 + 1
)

+
δ∆a
2

(

x2 + 1
)

(21)

with δ∆a ≥ |∆a| is a known constant. Now the derivative of

V satisfies

V̇ ≤ −ks2 + (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇ ≤ (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇. (22)

Recalling that ξ̇ = µsū = (k + λ+ κ(â, x))s2 ≥ 0, therefore

we can conclude that V (t) and ξ(t) are bounded by virtue

of Lemma 1. Then, the boundedness of all trajectories of the

closed-loop system as well as convergence of x to zero can

be guaranteed by using the same argument as the one used in

Section III-A.

Remark 3: It is worth noting that the classical adaptive

parameter update law and adaptive control law are equivalent

to that designed in (6) if the acceleration constant λ = 0.

This phenomenon is easy to understand since λ = 0 can be

regarded as the dynamics of the original system has not been

changed. In addition, the classical adaptive control law for

time-invariant parameter is equivalent to the one design in (12)

for time-varying parameters if δ∆θ = 0, which is also easy to

understand because δ∆θ = 0 means that ℓa = a(t), namely

the parameter will not change with time. In terms of technical

realization, these findings are very useful for the controller

design of higher-order systems, playing an inspiring role in

the design of parameter update laws and control laws.

IV. MAIN RESULTS

Motivated by the appealing features about the time-varying

scaling design method, we further explore its applicability

to parametric strict-feedback systems with unknown time-

varying parameters and unknown control coefficient. The high-

order controller design is based upon Backstepping technology

[5]. For each step i, (i = 1, · · · , n), define the coordinate

transformation as

z1 = x1,

zi = xi − αi−1, i = 2, · · · , n
(23)

the exponential scaling

si = eλtzi = µ(t)zi, λ > 0 (24)

the new regressor vectors

wi
(

xi, θ̂
)

=W⊤

i zi = φi −
i−1
∑

j=1

∂αi−1

∂xj
φj , α0 = 0. (25)

Remark 4: Once we have αi is a smooth and bounded func-

tion and αi(0, θ̂) = 0, then from the coordinate transformation

between zi and xi we know that xi = 0 ⇔ zi = 0. To

design low-conservative control algorithm while guaranteeing

zero steady-state error, we adopt regression matrices design

approach. Specifically, by using the mean value theorem, we

can express wi = φi −
∑i−1

j=1

∂αi−1

∂xj
φj as

wi =Φixi −
i−1
∑

j=1

∂αi−1

∂xj
Φjxj

=W⊤

xi
zi −

i−1
∑

j=1

∂αi−1

∂xj
W⊤

xj
zj =W⊤

i zi

(26)
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where Wxi
∈ R

i×q , Wxj
∈ R

j×q and Wi ∈ R
i×q are known

smooth and bounded mappings, whose analytic expressions

can be derived from the corresponding exact Φi and αi.
Define the tuning functions as

τi
(

xi, θ̂, µ
)

= τi−1 + eλtwisi =

i
∑

j=1

µwisi. (27)

To clearly describe the section’s organization, we introduce

some auxiliary functions before giving the main theorems

ζi = λ+
1

2

(

(n+ 1− i)δ∆θ +
1

ǫψ
+ δ∆θ |Wi|

2

F

)

, (28)

κ(xn, θ̂, µ) = kn + λ+
1

2

(

δ∆θ(|Wn|
2

F
+ 1) +

1

ǫψ
+ ǫψ|ψ̄|

2

)

,

(29)

where δ∆θ > 0, ǫψ > 0, and ψ̄ ∈ R
n is a smooth mapping

and satisfying ψ = ψ̄⊤zn, and

ψ =zn−1 + w⊤

n θ̂ −
n−1
∑

i=1

∂αn−1

∂xi
xi+1 −

∂αn−1

∂θ̂
τn

−
∂αn−1

∂µ
λµ−

n−1
∑

i=2

∂αi−1

∂θ̂
Γµsiwn,

(30)

where Γ = Γ⊤ ≻ 0 is a matrix.

A. Adaptive control for parameter-varying nonlinear systems

with known control direction

When the control direction is known, we add an addi-

tional adaptive law to estimate the time-varying control

gain. By the congelation of variables method and let u = ρ̂ū,

we can rewrite b(t)u as

b(t)u = ū+∆bρ̂ū− ℓb

(

1

ℓb
− ρ̂

)

ū, (31)

where ∆b = b(t) − ℓb, ℓb is an unknown constant, and ρ̂ is

the estimate of 1/ℓb. Based on this treatment, we state the

following theorem.

Theorem 1: Consider the parameter-varying strict-feedback

system (1) with unknown control gain magnitude yet known

control direction. If Assumptions 1 and 2 are satisfied, then

by using control law


































α1(x1, θ̂) = −(k1 + ζ1)z1 − w⊤
1 θ̂

αi(xi, θ̂, µ) = −(ki + ζi)zi − zi−1 − w⊤

i θ̂

+ ∂αi−1

∂θ̂
Γτi +

∑i−1

j=2

∂αj−1

∂θ̂
Γµsjwi

+
∑i−1

j=1

∂αi−1

∂xj
xj+1 +

∂αi−1

∂µ
λµ,

ū = −κ(xn, θ̂, µ)zn
u = ρ̂ū

(32)

where, for i = 1, · · · , n− 1, the auxiliary variables zi, wi, ζi
and κ are defined in (23)-(30), and the adaptive laws

˙̂ρ = −γρ sgn(ℓb)µsnū, (33)

where the initial condition is chosen as ρ̂(0) > 0 for b(t) > 0
and ρ̂(0) < 0 for b(t) < 0, and

˙̂
θ = Γτn(xn, θ̂, µ), θ̂(0) ≥ 0, (34)

then the equilibrium is globally exponentially stable, i.e., there

exist two positive numbers N and λ, such that ‖xn(t)‖ ≤
Ne−λt; and all signals in the system are ensured to be

bounded. Furthermore, limt→∞ θ̂ and limt→∞ ρ̂ exist.

Proof: The closed-loop dynamics of si, i = 1, · · · , n with the

control law (32) are given by:

ṡ1 =−

(

k1 +
n

2
δ∆θ +

1

2ǫψ
+
δ∆θ
2

|W1|
2

F

)

s1 + s2

+ µw⊤

1 (ℓθ − θ̂) + µw⊤

1 ∆θ,

ṡi =−

(

ki +
n+ 1− i

2
δ∆θ +

1

2ǫψ
+
δ∆θ
2

|Wi|
2

F

)

si

− si−1 + si+1 + µw⊤

i (ℓθ − θ̂) + µ
∂αi−1

∂θ̂

(

Γτi −
˙̂
θ
)

+ µ

i−1
∑

j=2

∂αi−1

∂θ̂
Γµsjwi + µw⊤

i ∆θ,

ṡn =− κsn + λsn − κ∆bρ̂sn − µℓb

(

1

ℓb
− ρ̂

)

ū+ µw⊤

n θ̂

+ µw⊤

n (ℓθ − θ̂) + µw⊤

n∆θ − µ

n−1
∑

j=1

∂αn−1

∂xj
xj+1

− µ
∂αn−1

∂θ̂

˙̂
θ−

∂αn−1

∂µ
λµ.

(35)

Choosing a positive definite, radially unbounded function as a

Lyapunov function candidate

V =
1

2
s⊤n sn +

1

2
(ℓθ − θ̂)⊤Γ−1(ℓθ − θ̂) +

|ℓb|

2γρ

(

1

ℓb
− ρ̂

)2

.

(36)

The derivative of V is given by

V̇ =−
n−1
∑

i=1

(

ki +
1

2ǫψ
+
δ∆θ
2

(|Wi|
2

F
+ n+ i− 1)

)

s2i

+ sn−1sn +

n
∑

i=1

µsiw
⊤

i ∆θ − µsn
∂αn−1

∂µ
λµ

−
|ℓb|

γρ

(

1

ℓb
− ρ̂

)

(

γρ sgn(ℓb)µsnū+ ˙̂ρ
)

+ (ℓθ − θ̂)⊤Γ−1

(

Γ

n
∑

i=1

µsiwi −
˙̂
θ

)

− (κ− λ)s2n

− κ∆bρ̂s
2
n + µsnw

⊤

n θ̂ − µsn

n−1
∑

j=1

∂αn−1

∂xj
xj+1

+ µsn
∂αn−1

∂θ̂
Γτn + µs2

∂α1

∂θ̂

(

Γτ2 −
˙̂
θ
)

+ µs3
∂α2

∂θ̂

(

Γτ3 −
˙̂
θ
)

+ · · ·+ µsn
∂αn−1

∂θ̂

(

Γτn −
˙̂
θ
)

+ µs3
∂α1

∂θ̂
Γµs2w3 + · · ·+ µsn

n−1
∑

j=2

∂αj−1

∂θ̂
Γµsjwn.

(37)
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Since
˙̂
θ = Γ

∑n
i=1

µsiwi and ˙̂ρ = −γρ sgn(ℓb)µsnū, then (37)

can be continued as follows:

V̇ =−
n−1
∑

i=1

(

ki +
1

2ǫψ
+
δ∆θ
2

(|Wi|
2

F
+ n+ i− 1)

)

s2i

+

n
∑

i=1

µsiw
⊤

i ∆θ − κs2n + λs2n − κ∆bρ̂s
2
n

+ µsn



zn−1 + w⊤

n θ̂ −
n−1
∑

j=1

∂αn−1

∂xj
xj+1

+
∂αn−1

∂θ̂
Γτn −

n−1
∑

j=2

∂αj−1

∂θ̂
Γµsjwn



 .

(38)

Reading Remark 4 shows that we can use the equality wi =
Wizi to arrive at the following inequality

µsiw
⊤

i ∆θ ≤
δ∆θ
2

(

|Wi|
2

F
+ 1
)

s2i +
δ∆θ
2
s⊤i−1si−1 (39)

which will be canceled by the nonlinear damping terms

embedded in the control laws. In addition, we know that

µsnψ = µsnψ̄zn ≤
1

2

(

1

ǫψ
+ ǫψ|ψ̄|

2

)

s2n +
1

2ǫψ
s⊤n−1sn−1.

(40)

Inserting (29), (39), and (40) into (38), we obtain

V̇ ≤−
n
∑

i=1

kis
2
i − κ(xn, θ̂, µ)∆bρ̂s

2
n. (41)

The last term on the right-hand side of (41) is always negative,

because ˙̂ρ = sgn(ℓb)γρκs
2
n, and

• Case 1 (b(t) > 0): ˙̂ρ ≥ 0 and ∆b > 0, then ∆bρ̂(t) ≥ 0
for all ρ̂(0) > 0;

• Case 2 (b(t) < 0): ˙̂ρ ≤ 0 and ∆b < 0, then ∆bρ̂(t) ≥ 0
for all ρ̂(0) < 0;

where ρ̂(0) is a design parameter, which can be selected

according to sgn(b(t)). According to the above analysis, it

follows that −κ∆bρ̂s
2
n ≤ 0, implying that V̇ ≤ 0. Now we

have

‖sn‖ ≤

√

‖sn(0)‖
2 +

‖ℓθ − θ̂(0)‖2

2Γ
+

|ℓb|

2γρ

(

1

ℓb
− ρ̂(0)

)2

.

(42)

In addition, it follows from (23) and (24) that there exists a

smooth and bounded mapping Mi−1, with Mi−1(0, θ̂, si−1) =
0, such that

xi = µ−1si +Mi−1(xi−1, θ̂, si−1)xi−1 (43)

and from (43) that the initial condition satisfies

si(0) = xi(0)−Mi−1(xi−1(0), θ̂(0), µ(0))xi−1(0). (44)

Recursively applying (44) results in that there exists a

nonnegative-valued continuous function N(xn(0), θ̂(0), λ)
such that

‖xn‖ ≤ N(xn(0), θ̂(0), λ)e
−λt. (45)

Therefore, the closed-loop system is globally exponentially

stable.

Furthermore, it also follows from (41) that θ̂ ∈ L∞ and

ρ̂ ∈ L∞. Recall from (32) that α1 = −(k1 + ζ1)z1 − w⊤
1 θ̂.

Since z1 = x1 and w1 = φ1, we see that α1 is bounded and

therefore z2 = x2 − α1 is also bounded. The boundedness of

τ1 = µw1s1 = Φ1s
2
1 is then established via (42). In addition,

careful examination of (27) and (34) reveals that the quantity µ
always appears multiplied by zi, so in any instance where the

µzi appears in the tuning functions or virtual control functions,

it also can be guaranteed such functions are bounded. For

example, from (32) we have α2 = −ζ2z2 − z1 − w⊤
2 θ̂ −

w⊤
1 Γτ2 − (k1 + ζ1)x2, its boundedness can be guaranteed by

the boundedness of x2, z2, w2, θ̂ and τ2. Continuing in the

same fashion, we prove that αi(i = 3, · · · , n−1) and u(t) are

bounded. Rewrite (33) we have ˙̂ρ = γρκs
2
n. Since sn ∈ L2,

then ˙̂ρ ∈ L1, then by using the argument similar to Theorem

3.1 in [39], it is concluded that ρ̂ has a limit as t → ∞,

establishing the same for θ̂. This completes the proof. �

Remark 5: It is crucial to ascertain that the benefits of the

proposed adaptive exponential control as stated in Theorem

1 are not achieved at the price of unbounded input and/or

unbounded updating rate. In fact, the design is based upon the

exponential scaling (24), followed by a stabilizing adaptive

control design for the scaled system. As shown in (6), the

product eλtx in the update law is the scaled state s, which is

kept bounded by (7). The controller and adaptive laws for

high-order systems inherit this feature (see (32) and (34))

and hence the boundedness of which is naturally guaranteed.

In addition, after careful examination of (23)-(34), one can

find that the control input, estimated parameter, and parameter

updating rate are all bounded.

Remark 6: In the absence of non-vanishing uncertainties, the

closed-loop signals {si}
n
i=1 converge to zero asymptotically,

while causing system states {xi}ni=1 converge at least e−λt

exponentially fast to zero. Clearly, if we let λ = 0, then the

system (1) is asymptotically stable. In this case, Theorem 1

is equivalent to [14, Proposition 1]. More importantly, since

the virtual errors decrease gradually with time as the time-

varying gains increase, the “peaking” phenomenon occurring

in traditional high-gain feedback does not exist here.

B. Adaptive control for parameter-varying nonlinear systems

with unknown control direction

Significant challenge occurs in asymptotic control design

when the control gain is unknown and time-varying. This

is particularly true in the context of exponential stabilizing

control. The main difference between the design method for

time-varying control coefficient in this subsection and the

one for time-invariant control coefficient in [20]–[22], [25]

is that the former requires that the independent variable of

the Nussbaum function must always be non-negative, thereby

bringing new difficulties to the control design. The proposed

adaptive controller with a Nussbaum dynamic gain is given in

the following theorem.

Theorem 2: Consider the parameter-varying strict-feedback

system (1) with unknown control gain magnitude and unknown
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control direction. If Assumptions 1 and 3 are satisfied, then

by using control law






ū = κ(xn, θ̂, µ)zn
ξ̇ = µsnū = κs2n
u = N (ξ)ū

(46)

and the virtual control laws as given in (32) and the adaptive

law as given in (34), then the equilibrium is globally exponen-

tially stable, i.e., there exist two positive numbers N and λ,

such that ‖xn(t)‖ ≤ Ne−λt; and all signals in the system are

ensured to be bounded. Furthermore, limt→∞ θ̂ and limt→∞ ρ̂
exist.

Proof: Recalling that

u = N (ξ)ū

ξ̇ = µsnū.
(47)

The dynamic of sn under (47) is given by

ṡn =µżn + µ̇zn

=µ



b(t)u+ φ⊤n θ(t) −
n−1
∑

j=1

∂αn−1

∂xj

(

xj+1 + φ⊤j θ(t)
)

−
∂αn−1

∂θ̂

˙̂
θ −

∂αn−1

∂µ
λµ

)

+ λsn.

(48)

Since

µsnb(t)u = µsnb(t)N (ξ)ū = (b(t)N (ξ) + 1)ξ̇ − µsnū (49)

then the following equation holds

snṡn =(b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇ + µsn

(

−ū+ λzn + w⊤

n θ̂

−
n−1
∑

i=1

∂αn−1

∂xi
xi+1 −

∂αn−1

∂θ̂

˙̂
θ −

∂αn−1

∂µ
λµ

)

+ µsnw
⊤

n (ℓθ − θ̂) + µsnw
⊤

n∆θ.

(50)

Note that the dynamics of si, i = 1, · · · , n − 1 remain the

same as in (35). Choosing the Lyapunov function candidate as

V =
1

2
s⊤n sn +

1

2
(ℓθ − θ̂)⊤Γ−1(ℓθ − θ̂). (51)

According to the proof of Theorem 1 and by virtue of the

control law and adaptive law as shown in Theorem 2, we

obtain

V̇ ≤−
n−1
∑

i=1

kis
2
i −

δ∆θ
2
s⊤n−1sn−1 −

1

2ǫψ
s⊤n−1sn−1

+ µsn (λzn − ū) + µsnψ + µsnw
⊤

n∆θ

+ (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇.

(52)

By recalling (24), (25), (29), (30) and (46), we have

− µsnū+ µsnψ + µsnw
⊤

n∆θ

≤ −kns
2
n +

δ∆θ
2
s⊤n−1sn−1 +

1

2ǫψ
s⊤n−1sn−1

(53)

then (52) becomes

V̇ ≤ (b(t)N (ξ) + 1) ξ̇. (54)

Note that ξ̇ = κs2n, and we deliberately design κ as κ =

kn+λ+
1

2

(

δ∆θ(|Wn|2
F
+ 1) + 1

ǫψ
+ ǫψ|ψ̄|2

)

as shown in (29),

therefore one can conclude that ξ̇ = κs2n ≥ 0. By Lemma 1,

it follows that V (t) and ξ(t) are bounded over [0,∞). The

boundedness of V (t) leads to the boundedness of sn and

θ̂. Note that the virtual control laws αi and ū and adaptive

law
˙̂
θ in Theorem 2 have exactly the same form as that of

Theorem 1, hence the boundedness of these signals can be

can be directly derived from the proof of Theorem 1. It is

also follows that ρ̂ has a limit as t → ∞. The boundedness of

ξ(t) yields the boundedness of N (ξ), which further proves the

boundedness of u(t). In addition, from the proofs of Theorem

1, we know that there exists a nonnegative-valued continuous

function N(xn(0), θ̂(0), λ) such that

‖xn‖ ≤ N(xn(0), θ̂(0), λ)e
−λt. (55)

Therefore, the closed-loop system is globally exponentially

stable. This completes the proof. �

Remark 7: In [14], the original time-invariant parameter

estimation via a certainty equivalence controller was extended

to time-varying case, which shows that the system satisfying

Assumptions 1-2 is asymptotically stable. However, it should

be noted that the asymptotic results in [14] are not attrac-

tive enough for some practical applications (such as high-

performance robots [36], [37]), because these applications

often require the system to have a rapid transient response.

To study the stabilizing control of systems to achieving

rapid transient response, Theorem 1 proposes an exponentially

stable controller for parameter-varying nonlinear systems, and

Theorem 2 extends Theorem 1 to parameter-varying nonlinear

systems with unknown control directions.

Remark 8: Unlike prescribed performance control (PPC)

methods, in which, the system output is guaranteed to evolve

within a performance function and ultimately decay to a

residual set, where the control parameters are determined

according to system initial condition, our method ensures that

all system states converge to zero within an exponential decay

rate. On the other hand, a common technology adopted in PPC

is to transform the “constrained” system into an equivalent

“unconstrained” one via a coordinate transformation; however,

the key idea in this article is scaling the virtual control

errors by a time-varying function and the stability analysis is

based on a time-varying Lyapunov function. Furthermore, we

establish the global stability of the closed-loop system, without

requiring an a priori knowledge of the initial condition.

V. SIMULATIONS

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 [40], as follows

φ̇ = p

ṗ =
q̄Sb

Ix

(

0.5Cl1φ sin(α) +
Cl2pb

2V
+ CδA

)

(56)

where α is angle of attack in degrees, φ is the roll angle

in radians, and p is the roll rate in radians per second.
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The constants q̄, S, b, Ix and V are the dynamic pressure,

wing reference area, wing span, roll moment of inertia, and

freestream air speed, respectively. The coefficients Cl1 and Cl2
are the rolling moment derivatives, CδA is the control surface.

The parametric strict-feedback form of the wing rock model

(56) by letting x1 = φ, x2 = p and CδA = u is

ẋ1 = x2 + φ⊤1 θ(t)

ẋ2 = b(t)u+ φ⊤2 θ(t)
(57)

where φ1 = 0, φ2 = [x1, x2]
⊤, b(t) = q̄Sb/Ix, and θ(t) =

[θ1(t), θ2(t)]
⊤ = [0.5Cl1 sin(α)q̄Sb/Ix, Cl2 q̄Sb

2/(2IxV )]⊤.

Note that [40] provides the following wind-tunnel data at angle

of attack of α = 30o: θ1 = −26.6667 and θ2 = 0.67485.

Taking into account that the change of the attack angle will

cause θ to change, therefore we assume in the simulation that

θ1 and θ2 will periodically change by ±2% on the basis of

the experimental data2, i.e., θi(t) = θi + 2%θi sgn(sin(3t))
for i = 1, 2. In addition, except only knowing that b(t) 6= 0,

we have not obtained other information about b(t) from the

experimental data. In other words, the control direction and

the control magnitude are unknown. Here we set the control

coefficient b(t) as b(t) = −2 + 0.2 sgn(sin(3t)) cos(t) to

simulate the parameter changes at different angles of attack.

Note that the parameters θ(t) and b(t) comprise of a constant

nominal part and a time-varying part designed to destabilize

the system. For the system under consideration, it is readily

verified that Assumptions 1-3 are satisfied, thus the control

scheme proposed in Theorems 1-2 can be directly applied to

stabilize (56) exponentially. Here we consider three different

controllers:

• Controller 1: the adaptive asymptotic controller (AC)

proposed in [14];

• Controller 2: the adaptive controller with exponential

convergence rate proposed in Theorem 1;

• Controller 3: the adaptive Nussbaum controller with

exponential convergence rate proposed in Theorem 2.

For fair comparison, we set δ∆θ = 0.6, k1 = k2 =
1, [θ̂1(0); θ̂2(0)] = [0; 0], λ = 0.6, Γ = 0.001I and

[x1(0);x2(0)] = [−1; 2.5] for all Controllers. In addition, for

Controllers 1 and 2, we set ρ̂(0) = −0.3, and for Controller 3,

we set ξ(0) = 0 and choose the enhanced Nussbaum function

as N (ξ) = sin(ξ) exp(ξ2) according to the Example 5.3 in

[27].

The evolutions of the system states and control input are

illustrated in Figs 1-2, respectively. The evolution of adaptive

parameters θ̂1(t) and θ̂2(t) are illustrated in Fig. 3; and the

evolutions of ρ̂(t), ξ(t) and N (ξ) are illustrated in Fig. 4.

In addition, the time-varying system parameters θ1(t), θ2(t)
and b(t) are illustrated in Fig 6. From simulation results, one

can find that 1) all signals are bounded and the independent

variable of the Nussbaum function is always non-negative;

2) under Theorems 1-2, the system state converges to zero

2Here b(t) and θ(t) are fast time-varying parameters since they are only
piecewise continuous and may undergo sudden changes. Therefore, most
adaptive schemes (see, for instance, [10]–[12], [28], [32]) are not available
because those methods require the parameters be constant or slow time-
varying.

0 1 2 3 4 5
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1

x
1
(t
)

0 1 2 3 4 5
Time(s)

-5

0

5

x
2
(t
)

AC[13]

Theorem 1
Theorem 2

Fig. 1. The responses of x1(t) and x2(t) under different Controllers.
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Fig. 2. The response of u(t) under different different Controllers.
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Fig. 3. The responses of θ̂1(t) and θ̂2(t) under different Controllers.
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ρ̂(t) –Theorem 1
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ξ(t) –Theorem 2
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Fig. 4. The responses of controller parameters ρ̂(t), ξ(t) and N (ξ).
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Fig. 5. The responses of system parameters θ1(t), θ2(t) and b(t).

at an exponential speed, while under [14], the system state

converges to zero at a relatively slow speed, and the overshoot

is larger than the former; and 3) the “peaking” phenomenon

does not appear in Controller 1, but it appears in Controller 3.

As a matter of fact, how to weaken the “peaking” phenomenon

produced by Nussbaum-gain technology (Controller 3) is a

challenging yet meaningful problem. In short, the above results

illustrate the superiority and effectiveness of our approaches.

VI. CONCLUSION

The notion of accelerating convergence process by making

use of rate function transformation and the technique of

handling time-varying parameters via congelation of variables

method are quite appealing in developing accelerated control

for parameter-varying strict-feedback systems, which, together

with the integration of enhanced Nussbaum function, could al-

low new adaptive control (as simple as the traditional adaptive

control) to be developed for a class of nonlinear systems with

unknown time-varying parameters in feedback path and input

path, yet involving time-varying control gain that is unknown

in sign and in magnitude. The stability conditions have been

verified with the help of suitable time-varying Lyapunov

functions. Future work includes seeking some suitable ways

to guarantee the parameters converge exponentially to their

desired values (see [41]) and/or reduce the waste of computing

resource caused by continuous-time scheme.
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